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Dr. LederberE, 

Cravens is correct in his statement about Brigham's 

recantatien. Brigham clearly recanted his earlier racist 

views in an article entitled “Xntelligence Teats of Imaierant 

Greups" (P sychelegical Review 37~158-65, 1930). 

BriEham dealt with the problem ef hew to intorprot test 

scmros, and he cencluded that oxistinc intelliAonco tests 

(particularly the Army Alpha and Stanford-Binot tests) were 

not adequate fer comparative studies of national and racial 

Aroups. The fellowing paragraphs from the Brigham article 

are of particular intoroatt 

If ths*a.rby:tlpha test has thus been shwvn to be 
internally inconsistent te such a degree, then it 
is absurd to cco beyond this point and combine alpha, 
beta, the Stanford-Sinet and the individual perferm- 
ante tests in the so-called 'cembined scale,' or to 
rarard a combined acalo score dorived frem eno test 
or complex of tests as equivalent to that derived 
from another test or another complex of tests. As 
this method was used by tha writer in his earlier 
analysis of the army tests as applied to samples of 
fereig born in the draft, that study'with its 
entire hypethetical superstructure of racial dif- 
ferences collapses completely. (pa 164) 

The earlier study to which Briqham refors is C,C, Brigham, 

4 Study of American Intelligence, - Princeton University Press, 

1923,pp. 210. 

The final paragraph of the Brigham article roads as follews: . 

This review has summarized sent of the more rocont 
test findings which show that comparative studies 
of various national and racial groups may net be 
made with existins tests, which show, in particular, 
that one of the most pretentious of these comparative 
racial studies--the writer's own--was without founda- 
tion. (p- W4 
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