ulit: —upba.bor 1950,

Dear Ansootiba,
Thani:a for your revior of Wig ook of wcotilsh
intellligenca. _

1 think perhepe yu hnve ilnudvertontly btaion a portl pris
on a rather central point on which, in fabt, oppooits opinions
are held; i.e. when you say "1t sappesrc therefore that, shatover
the remson may be, no fall in intelligence has oocourred’,

1 do not know whethor thln view is expressed in the repors,
Ttat oven if so I doubt if it is Godfrey Thomeon's opinion. He,
at least, peema to have beon sufficiently oware that no direct
ecomparieon has been mnde by testa carried cut with an interval
of fiftesn yeara on a nchool population in which methoda of
instruotion, intereste and pertimilerly the interest of teaphers
in intellipgonce tests have certainly not beon stationary.

Frascr Boberts at Path found that by teating the same
ohildren at something more than n year's intorval their apparent
intelligence, as judged from the group teet, had been meterially
inoreased merely by exporure to the test in the previous year,

I mention this becanse I was rether dismayed at seeing
exaotly the seme sssumption taken for granted in a review in the
Aonals of Bugenddés, and i1t would be tragio if a comparison whioh,



I believe, was not originally intendsd to be eritical as between
epoches ehould he interpreted as though it were decieive on a
very depatable and importent question.

P'erhaps you would 1like to look et the originael esnd st your
review agoin with this point in view.

Youre sincerely,



