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S ——7 .. .. ¢/ofmerican Univerwity Union :
. o o -~ - 50 Russell S5q., London, W.C.

i T T T May 18, 1020 T
"2 Professor E. P. Cubberley. . "7 ol i -0
- Stanford Univeraity,; Gal. . . | SR

......

.. My dear Cubberley: & . ... T
SO 0T 7 eYUY nave tried and have truty done ‘my -best
to ‘follow your injunction. I supposed from.your recommen-
.datfon ‘tnat 1t Would be dqlightful and that, being here, I
- Tgould sort ‘¢f lord it over you, but reallyry first, “last
- 2nd only struggle ended in my utter rout: T-'will dd anything
- - ‘within re~mon for you, But pray don't as¥k me again to have a
- glass of  that -bitter stuff called Bass' pale ale. "~ Mrs.:
“7-Yelly §8- just as fondof it as'I am and ‘Hias had to -forego
beling VLiXe the English -in the Tittie matter of ,driﬂkiﬁ”é" and
amoking. - Beer ia aerved in ths Collegé lurich room ‘and dally
‘I}s@p:gollegefgirlﬂ“iittfng oﬂfthﬁ'Iiﬁfarj”qteﬁ51§EQKidg
clgarejtes. I must say I orefer Stanford ways. - 7"
_ The 1deal here seems tc he “do -everything,: but- do
.-+ 1%t in moderation.!.. Uoderation 1a clearly -defined; the
s, -breath may be strong and the .tongue loose, but if.you-den 't
stagger, that {a'moderation’ - .1 have not discovered a resal

»

yellow journsl, an evangelist, & tee-totaler, s bargain pale

or. a Fifth Averiug robber, but withal..the rordinary English
Bsorvant,- clerk; officlal, or .gentlenen, .is -a yery agreable
and -xindly nersen. .. It-seezs to me-that; per .vooal ion, +thelir
1.Q"8 run higher -than . in-America. .. I find -the coliege pro-

..feasors very -nelpfuk, tho -dreadfully ignorant -of Amerioca,
American journals.and psychologists. -:They.total the .num-
bar. of American -psyehologlists-td three - Terman, Thorndike
and MeDougal. .~ Spearpan:is:s hard wyorking rearnest, -fellow
and Pearson another. R TR AT STt Sy

i.y: -~ Fearson is-methodical; keen and liXe a raszor in

the -sharpness of :the diatinctions that he rakes.snd lixe an

Indian .in,the memery he heas.for the professionalfaylis of
s others. The:trouble with Peanson:ig thattheis right in

;- R4 -charges -of error:on:the-part of ‘others = true.a man Jay

do 99 -thinge .correctly and one thing-incerrachly. buy ify 20
.-tha erttic is-"right!l-in.callinz-thai one. thing wrong. .,
.~ ‘Pasrson .18 attacked -1n-the same.way thaf he.attacks g-1I. he
.\ pommite one error.in s jJundred his -critics-forgat -his -other
00 points. My batting . aver=sge -is'much-less thar .99 -go Af
Pgargon wants bo take-a fall-out:qf me-he-ean-do 8o most

s .- :opmily. .-To-date wehave golten: alans well; tho-he-is .a- hard

man-to Xnow-inbtinmately« - Lixe:ihe -nest~of :the Engligh nro-

» ‘fessqra.he™leqtures’ 'so-there ip.ne mutual -give and -Lake

-0 in olags warke coso- ceape s Jepa oo S S S T I

My problem iz developing vary:well, 'in faclk:-so
. eéatiafectorily -that I ean push it -more rapldly taan I had
expocted to be able to, time and money permitiing. o You
will reomember that I gneke-to’ you af the possibllity of se-
curing en appropriation from the Commonwealth Fund. ¥y
. idea was that I would spend my time here In developlng an
experimental and atatistical method for determining the des

gree of uniqueness of different mentsl traits, with a view

K4
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_to sécuring = uap or '319.:1 o; nental 1ife g0 that one ceculd
say function ’a) 18 .the most worth while trait of an indivi-
dual to neazsure, function (b) the next most worth while,; ete. -
211 with reference to 1ts besaring upen scholast.le, yocatlicnal
and soelal success. The problem {8 a2 vVery big one and I
had expeated to gather the necessary basie dats after return-

-ing to Anmerica. I .am -sbtill of this opinion beczusa the data

‘'now avallable from praovicus dtuiles is generally of guestion-

- able value due to such -things .aa the overlauping of Jjulg-

Zents halo, the co*relauion ‘betwsen .8nead performances hale,
etc., bul '.‘avertnalesa thinx 1t would be very miuch worth
Ew‘xi?e to ‘work: over some oi‘ the best of the extant data and I
now see the mathod -for doing-this with gufficlent Jefinite-
nass to ¥now that 1% is beth involved .and lengihye I there=

.. fore want to ask Af by .any chance, such as the return of. an

st

“approvristion nlready mede, tho Commonwealth Fund, or any
other-fund that you Xnos o. {T an Yixs "—’ercy ia*bin in ex-
pecting you to have a fund or %wWo .in each -vest pocket). da
_avallsble and might be ass'med to me tc wozﬂc on this Prob-
"lam thiﬂ “rasan"' yezar.

- 2’7 ‘ean divide my st.udy h o two 'aarf..s, first, Work-

2 ing over ‘extant daf.‘a and ‘sdcond, a reaearch 1nvo‘!.v1ng collect-

'4ng of new data.” ' I can very- nrofitacﬂy ‘anend $7000 for'
computation work -upori the first part ard $10,000 upoh the
‘Bedand part. - If there 1§ any nosaibility of my gotting

¢ g8 §7000 f.his vear for this first. -atudy I wish you wéuld

P A

i b

table me 90 that I can- “sacure the - ‘servicds of aome ~of t‘ha

-

\,;‘

>"Biouetrie Laooratory wor‘we:as ‘befere they ‘scetter foP tha
SUnnIer. _-°1 -oan: set very ‘edéquats hely and ot IefaS'?éXpénBe

- Tér the comutation worrgsof “which thers ‘is a very Jlarde

‘ameunt ‘for "I must feé4t’every Hypotiests "tried by rigum"us
*gébaness of ‘£1t" ‘Hethods; right hers - 1n London - ﬁhdn gny«
where in tne United St.at.e*s. R T

* Whaen in New Yorx T: discussed this pﬂo‘b‘}.am with
’ﬁl‘r Ji’homdi‘ke and dd- he“is a ‘member of ‘thé Gonimonmalth

- 'Cd’nmif.tee °T. ‘an “dending copy’ “of: ‘this letter to hid. ~ - LT

DL Jpnit 21e T det trils find 1£°9i1l mean ‘that 211 ton. Wost

pfAy ‘surder w“hich 1 Yiad "readrved “for” t.oupmg the cotitinent,

T wi1Y he . a'aent ‘i1 "work hers: -in Tc'v"on. C2IT dentidn Sthis to
ghot-you hovw -huch *in "edrnéet T am ‘and ‘How much wmxe T ax~

>~ pect would ‘result frod ‘such 'A dtudy-as mentioned. ° Dr. Ter.

-

-

- dan (riowd riove ‘of ‘my purposés and I wisH you wou"rz*s‘hmt him
- this Yatter and ‘get his! -opinion upor “fte :

.t,...- -

T2 on 21 epomised botd!you and "Terman ‘that I would Tet
you ¥now *if I -would -return for the fall ‘quartsr. ."Ny present

-

>dntentlcn 14°to returm ‘for thé firat-of Jdanuary. ‘lay we

leave 1% as go gettled unless T csble to.the contrary.siIf I
do eadle 1t will be Madiately unen hea.rint: -fron’ ‘you in ane
S‘wer tao this Tetter. . - T
- 7 - NMrs.Telley. ‘zmd I sem! oux- wemest regards “to “you
aﬁd ..rs. Gu‘b'berlley.: : e
‘ "“Cordial?y yotms I B TR

SN T
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221 Bryaut St.,
FPalo Alto, Cal,
Jan. 7, 1929.

Dr. Truman Kelley,
Cricago, I &

Tnelocsd find ny write up of the reszults found in
conrection vith the solution of thatitweniy-one variable
aultisle by the two methods: Doolittle and Helley-Salisbury
iteration methnods, ¥You had hozped to usc the results in an
article For the Journal of the Am. Stat. Assn, Xy write un is
merelr a sunnary of the situaticn and flu_‘ngs ss I see then

;‘

and will no doubt need correcting and sup 1emer+1ﬂb by you, It
viould seem to me that pernaps the COmparlSOﬂ of time reiulred
t: cach method is mot nuite fair to Toolittle since the com-
zutation by thils method was carried to eight places ihus giving
swfe tlace aceuracy. You will alsc note that one error
occurirz in the i8th ster was so evasive as not to e found
.fter twelve rours searching, It cccurred in the fifth place,
pug not making trhe renmzining computation inlerror for our
nose., T gid not feel tha spuﬂ01hu more time would be
rovwever i you think this srror should be loécated
1 maXke an effort to do so. It sure baffled my ego imto
upldisy. -

o
.-J | R
o
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j
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o
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In the Tirst naragrann of the write up you will notice
that I have taken our Ffriends Tolley and Lzekiel to tasx for
nis-counting the numbsr of arithmetic operations involved in
the iteration methoed applied to the six variable as puplished
vy you in the original aTticle Terhays you should malke & chsck
of tqelr count alsc,

Zven tho my time of 19 hrs. 20 min, is better than
vours of 30 hrs, one min,, I d1°cov9red that your solution is
9'““071_mtelj 80% shorier then mire and counsequently have used
the mimher of operations invioved in vounéolutLon to conpare
witn that of the Doolittle method, and have used ny time for
comparison, 177 sreater nmumber of orerafions are nrobably due
o Docrer judzgment, whnile my betier tine is due to maXxing use
of the machine to acewrmlate the products for each column of

Tatle III, thus avoiding errors likely to arise in copying the
table cut in full, and =2lso saving the conying twne. Thzt this
ig where I c'a:%.:mc’t in time saving ig readily seen by comparing
youar tine of an average of, for the 2rd and Srd table III,

592 min, to my sveraze of 3% min, Zoth ineluding time spent
Funting errors.

()

Tre bill for the ecaleulations amounts to $37.1C0. (4
tosal of 53 hrs € 70 cents per hr,) heck can be made payable
to me, and thexn I'1l psy Harry Israel for his part.

Toping the work is satisfactory and thanking you for
the onportunity of working with you on thisg problem, I am,

-
-r

Jery gincerely yours,

@W_Z‘LM
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221 Bryant Street
Palo Alto, Cal,
Jen, 28, 1929

Dear Dr. Kelley,

Eneclosed firnd statements of time for various steps
in the solution of that twenty-one variable multiple., The time
summary for your work I have copied directly from your work
sheets, The time for the Doolittle solution is, as you will
notice, given for each "large™" step, You will akso note
that the summary of time for my Iteration solution is not as
detailed as yours, This is simply due to my method of working
1ike the deuce for a period without jotting down the exact time
for each little step. However the summary is such that you can
readily tell the redative amount of time spent on eac¢h step.
Hope this is satisfactory for your purposes,

You may also be impressed by the geeater amount of
computation which I d4id in my solution, As I said vefore this
was due to my poorer Judgment in the making of the successive
corrections, Whivh leads me to say that if I had to golve
another problem, I would be able to gregtly reduce my time
by exercising more care in the making of the coreections,

A conservative and modest estimate would be that I could now
do the same probkem in 15 or 16 hours, and with more practive
one should be able to cut it to less than that.

. If you need addition data or informstion, I'1ll Ye
glad to send it om,

Respeetfully yours,

oo 20 e

,,_,,\



221 Bryant St.,
Palo Alto, Cal,
Feb, 18

¥y dear Dr, Kelley,

Enclosing the further date which you asked
for in a recent letter. It took three search warrants to
find the scant information concerning the various tests
as presented in Table I. Hope it is as complete as you
wish,

Have had Miss Siegfreed type the tables and
they have been carefully proof-read., I have also rechecked
the last parts of the calculations for the weights in
each of the three cases in order to be more certain of
sccuracy, Have also recalculated the multiple r's in
each case as a check,

Thinking that you might wish to kunow the
relative accuracy of the three calculations I have
again substituted the weightsl into the original egquations,
and find that for my solutkon by the Doolittle method the
average error is something less than ,0001 (actually
about .00004); for your solution by the iteration method
the average error is ,0017; for my solution by the same
method ,0018. (Those figures are the same as the average
apount that the final Ap values deviate from the criterion
'8, these final A_ values being obtained by a recalculation
of Table III of th8 iteration method).

Assumbng that the Doolittle weights are
accurate to four places(they should be), I find that my
iteration weights differ by an average of ,0024, and yours
by an average of ,0043., We can easily stress the essential
agcuracy for practical purvoses that the iterfation method
gives, :

Hope this is sufficlent information . aAm
enclosing your letter so thaf¥ you can check on how well
your requests have been filled,

Have you noticed Salisbury's article in
the J. Ed, Psych, for Jan. 19297

Sincerely yours,

i e e
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UNIVERSITY oF LONDON, UNIVERSITY COLLEGE,

GOWER STREET, LONDON,- W.C..

Terepuone No, MuseEum BILOL

CENTENARY YEAR 11-1-1928
IN REPLY PLEASE : 1826 -27. ) i

QUOTE .

¥y dear Dr. Kelley,

- : On return home I find your book, which I
NG Ny hasten to thank you for and which .I hope soon to

£ g s'\L'\"(.L-M""E“'\As regards gy previous remarks about it and your
?J\)a‘ak—ﬂ«.j N~ TOPly, I cortainly did not allude to your not being
o . able to subsribe to ths doctrine of a general factor
Ny tY VS s the proper explanation of the correlations between
b b G I\Tw"\(\u;—“,( hbilities. I meant rather your characterising ny
N work as a mere "defence", which seems to imply
A T AN unoriginality and uhconstructivensss. Whereas 1t
Mo ¥ —s—=¢. s jzppearedl to me that I had made some positive discov-
x’ o7 (R N ory; namely,that scores for "dissimilar tests" admit
/gf—;/\é,o\‘?g of expression in terms of a general and e specific
‘Z'(‘ / " factor with at any rate some fair approximation; also
X T TN that even when "similar" abilities are included, such
rl\ac,\( & ,¢7¥ 32,7 an analysis is still possible, provided that the
B x4 bve, Ve specific factors are now regaftded as overlapping.
fin?ing/ Bo far I have nowhere seen any mREER of yours that to
["Z /g3, JE 1 Ners my mind in the least conflicts with the above "dis- '
AL (e e covery". For example, the mode of expression which
s, ‘4 you brought forward at the Xeeting, and in which you
b Jrk&‘fW say the general factor tends to disappear, may perhaps
AN (LT turn out to be be scientifically more valuable than
ol my mode of expression; but it can never, I think,

G ‘T J&wMTedthe latter to be incorrect.
L A BRWlin T /74N S,
o YT ¥y other point in my letter to you was ihat you

represented my position as having been refuted by my
(Y oW pupils, whereas I think that it has only been

——
.\ ('ﬂx{

i T \C\ V‘.‘\V . further developed by them; and this,im intimate co- -

Lo e 122 goeration with myself. I must confess that I cannot

Lo AT L-éh/ trace this divergence on your part to any snere mis-

O s 9t Ul understanding. But the alternative of an unfriendly. .

R J"j"si‘ {.Jﬂ W biz}a.,s is - intview_ctai our personal intg;lcﬁw:'se (7271
PN 2 | 21l your priva e writings - _very pai to me. :

:943:{\\ .w‘%kt:\o‘\"{ N 'L«'A“f"ﬂ S A0 BTN BT A g N 2 MR

A~ Yours sinc

A AR V- ey
A0

s{jy’ M gla el SN
(W "
- L,\/\J\L‘-‘D/f(/ V;‘-%§ng { m‘-‘—(



- TYevruery 7, 1928,

Profaéaorrﬁ. Spearﬁhn, )
University Oollega,'
Gawer Strest,

| Lundon, W. G, 1, England.
uy dear Erofeasor Spearmanz

- T oam aorry there 1d a misunderstanding between ua.
I am sure it 18 just & misunderstanding, but I feel it is
pretty fundamental, for I find that I do not subsoribe to
your intarpretation as given in your recent letter. You writa.
"For example, the mode of expreasion whioh you brought for-
-~ ward st the meeting, snd in which you eay the general faotor
_ tends to dissappear, may perhaps tum out to ba sslentifioally
mors valuasble than my mode of expresaion; but it gan never, .
I think prove the latter to be Anaorreot.,” KNow it asems to

- me that if the genaral faator does dissappaar, then it definite-

ly prooves "the latter te be incorreat," O0f course I mean fn-
aorrsot as a desoription ‘of phenomens, not incorrect as s

-, noumenal struoture. I’ aertaJnly do not wish to question the

" ingermity and originality of your hypotheeia, bt only to -
' qnaation its applicabilityr o o -

“In & book now ‘in presa I have oraditad yon.with what
I oonsider both the asaets and the debits in the wofks of -
1{uur atudents. - I have done this beosuse I hava felt, as I bes
{eve 40 B11l paychologiata, that your students are not taking
" issus with you, but ars expraasing and developing your own
‘views. In regard to your views, I jJudge from your writingn S
and from those of your studenta that they have expanded greatly
within the past twenty years: If I am ingorreat in this than R
I have quite falled to undaratsn¢ your writinss. =

- In the baok in,preas there fa little refarenog to

" Thomson. I wish you to know that this omission was in aonsi~ =

- deration of your views, for_ had-I discussed his work at .
length.I should have had to give him considerably more oredit

for developing the prodlsm and meking issuea alear than 40 .

you. -I 414 not find Thomson's views as inescapabls in the

_aevelopment ‘of my own work ns your own, &80 thdat ) deaided

‘that I gould omit a -discussion .of his position whereas it waa -
heyond reason to’ rafrain from 1isauaaing yenrs. S A

AN



_ . 1 believe our views differ greatly upon what gon- -
atitutes roasonable proof, and I have aoscordingly oriticised
you beocause of what I oonsider to be an oversight of certain
mattera, and inguffiolent rigor in ocertain matters of proof,
I belleve these things and I believe that they are very impore
tant in oomnection with the ascurasy of ons's views of men
atruoturo, but that they have no neaessary bearing upon matters
of personal reaspect and friendship, _ : - 3

| _You seem to insist in-attributing my own remarks to
"unfriendly bias"” and not to differance-in view. I .sincerely
hops you will reappraise my motives, for mentsl structure is .
a8 fleld in which I expect to 40 much work in years to come, &S .
I hope you will, and it will be a continuing sorrow to me if
wo cannot mutually hold eadh other in esteem, in spite of our .
different payohologien, -Meanwhile, I am S

- ‘Yours with sinoere regardg,



;:%h:::s}HARPENDEN 21. . " i \

Ratlway Station:
HARPENBOEN (L M.5)

ROTHAMSTED EXPERIMENTAL STATION %
HARPENDEN, HERTS /~
IMrector: -
SIR JOHN RUSSELL, D.Sc,, F.R.S. Aup;us_t . o 4‘(‘9'
R A, FIEHER, Se.D. | | lath "
J. WISHART, D.Sc. ; 1928

Déar Dr fkélléy,'
I hope you will eXcuse my deley in expressing my
appreciation of your bock "Crossroads in the mind of man'”.
The fact ‘is that I bad this year to put in a lot of work
n the solution of the pultivle correlation problem, which
I hit uboﬁ some months ago, and it is only quite recemtly that -

I have been able to read your booke

1 should like to say at once how much I admire the
thoroughness of the section on Theory and Techniquey the
whole subject :appears to We +to be greatly 111um1ned by the
treatment ‘you have adopted, and I ap astonished at (the efficacy
of the method of chbrrelations in mapping put mental structuree.
‘Some further elues to the genetic bases way now be expected
from the study of the pairs of siblings, or so I should hope,
‘but perhaps this is difficult material to collecte.

Yours sincerely,

R, A. T

D+ Tl Kelleyy -
Stanfords UsSede



Ogtober 10, 1924

Dr. Horold Q. Rugs
Teachors Colloge
Colunbia University

Iy dear 3ugs,

I anm enologing coples of commnications between
Dr. Holzinger end nyself, and wish you wounld read them
in view of the feoct that Wolzingor will probably send
you & note upon an article of mine appearing in the
Septomber, 1923, Jour. of Edu. Payoh. I do not see any
point in olzingerts noto and rather feel that he has *
written 1t beoause he is sore at mo on asgount of my -
oriticism of his formula for tho probeble error of the
moan, Lot mo say that I consider his reply {Jour. of
" Bdu. Paych., Sep, 1923, page 377) to my note & plece of
statistionl sophistry, that Holzinger kneuw thot at
least 29 out of every 100 readers would not fothom., In
faoct I am convinoed thet ho di1d not want them to fathom
it, for tho 4dea in tho fifth sontence is sinmply ridio-
ulous. To show this to the reeders of the Journal would
‘hove taken spase that the thing was not entitled to, ond
furthermore I was not ooncorned with a porsonal matter,-- -
Holzingoer's reessoning,-~-but morely with the appropriate- ¢
noss of a certein formuls for the probable orror of the
mean, and that isoue wae sottlod; so I did not attempt to
point out the sbsurdity in this fifth sentence.

I fo-l that Holzinger is planning tho same gort of-
& smoke-soresn with roference to my formula (8) (Jour,
of Bdu. Psych., Sop. 1923, page 525} and I an writing
you simply to suggost that you exerciso cuch editorial
prorogatives ss you con to see to it that the argument
be mode olear and precise. I oonelder my formla {8) to
have wide application, mmd I shall be glad to defend it
egainst any honast oriticiem, dut I do not want o be _
ezllod upon to do so apgeinst some rmrky, intangible oharge.

Tho notea concorning the probable error of the mean
wore peouliarly murky because of the many serious typo-
graphicel errors in make-up. The copy of proof sent to me
stated that you weuld bo responsible for the vroof-reading

(OVER) -



but Judglag by tho rosults I doudt iZ you ovor sou
the nroof Lofore f&7as yprinted. You understand that
r7 s0le wurposs in ariting thia 43 to inouro that an-

othor unnro’itablo moaninulass 81scugsion shall not
ovliterats the na"os of the Journal.

&
3

7111 yom kindly oonsider this oorreapondeﬁaeiéén~
fidential? .

Cordially yours,

TLX:d
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460 Prospect Street,
New Haven, Connecticut,
December 21, 1923.

Professor Truman Lee Kelley,
Stanford University,
California.

My dear Professor Kelley:

I have the honor to inform you that you have been
elected by the Eugenics Committee of the United States of America,
to be one of the Advisory Council for the ensuing year, 1924.

| The undersigned committee was appointed by the
Second International Congress of Eugenics, held in New York in 1921.
It was then pointed out that the time is ripe for a strong public
movementi to stem the tide of threatened racial degeneracy following
in the wake of the War. America in particular needs to protect her-
self against indiscriminate immigration, eriminal degenerates, and
the race suicide deplored by President Roosevelt.

The enclosed copy of the "Eugenlical News" éontains
a sketch of the program to be gradusally developed by the Bugenics
Society of the United States of America.

Cur work will consist in the promotion of eugenics
research and education, and its gradual application, through legisla-
tion and otherwise, to economic and social betterment. |

As is stated in the program, the work will begin



Professor Truman Lee Kelley #2.

with chief emphsasis on the three following subjects:-

1. Working out and enacting a selective immigration law.
(Active work is now being done by the Committee on Selective
Immigration, already definitely appointed.)

2, A brief survey of the eugenics movement up to the present time.
(To be worked out by the proposed Committee on History and Survey
of the Eugenics Movement.)

%. Securing the segregation of certain classes, such as the criminal
defective.
(Plans to be worked out by the proposed Committee on Crime Pre-
vention.)

Very sincerely yours,

EgL»M*«:i;L}‘ S

Irving Fisher, Chairman.
Ccharles B. Davenport, Vice-Chairman.
Henry E. Crampton, Secretary-Treasurer.
Madison Grant.
C. C. Little.
: Harry Clson.
MA Henry Fairfield Osborn.
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University of London, University College

Gower Street, London, W.C.l
26th April, 1935

Gglton Laboratory

Frofessor T. L. Kelley
Graduate School of Education
Harvard University

Cambridge
¥Mass., U.S.A.

Dear Professor Kelley.

I wery well remember that great body ewinging
acrosg the road and driving you into the stons wall, and
I hope you were succesgful in getting compensation.

About your enclosed paper I feel some 1little
difficulty. I =sm not the editor of nBiometrika,' which
is Professor Pearson's private property. Moreover, he
has, I fear, not got over his susplcion and antagonism
towards my work. If, therefore, you want to publish in
that journal, I am sure that it would be far better for
your paper to come to him direct, rather than through me.
The journel I am now responsible for is the ""Annals of
Bugenios, ' which will of course be open to statisgtical
ag well as genetical papers, and I hope some time you may
think of it, a propos of any psychological or other work
you may think of publishing there,

I quite see the point of your paper, which I
am returning herewith, and think it may be of use to &
good many readers.

Yours eingerely,

[Signed] R. A. Fisher



1004 Phyosiocs Building
¥ay 2, 1930

Profegsor C. Spearman
University College
tmivarsity of London
Gowar Sireet

Laxdon, England

Dear Professor SpaaroAant

I have just read with little satisfaction your
review of my Crossroads in the Mind of Man. You say that I
hava in this Yook reversad my positiorn, but the gropings ieoward
the view of Crossroads are clearly discernible in Educational
Quldance, 1914, and ever more clearly in every book of mine
simce then, except Statistical Methods, which does moi ireat of
this matter. °

You have clearly misunderstood my poslition upon
probable errora. If I can find the time in the near future
to expand upon this issus, I shall do so.

You charge me with being biassed againsi your
visws. I have not been aware in the past, nor am I now, of
any blas of this sort. I am only trying to keep an open mind
and follow where the data lsad. I am sorry that you who are
danling with the types of subject matter that I also am investi~
gating should make ihis charge, for it will handicap freedom of
future referencs to your work. My last wiash would be to partie
cipate in a discussion in which questions of bias rather than of
9ridence were paramount.

Regretting that our viewpoints seem mo f=r apart,
1anm

Sincerely yours,



UNIVERSITY OF LonNpbon, UNIVERSITY COLLEGE,

GOWER STREET, LONDON, W.C.L

TeLeruone No. MUSEUM BIOL,
IN REPLY PLEASE

QUOTE o

20-5-1930

Dear Professor Kelley,

As you read "with little satisfaction" my
review of the Crossrcads, so did I get 1little from
your handling {(both what i1t said and what it did not
say) of the Abilities, and so probably I shall be
dissatisfied with what you now reply, and then You
again with my rejoinder.. Lnd so the vicious circle goes
on getting even worse; és silly end as harmful to
all concerned as an ancient blood feud. DEERXKD
EXXX¥K¥¥ I see nc escape. But I 5mlscy that when
you hegan it, 1t was one of the bitterest disappoint-
ments I have ever had. And not merely on sciemtific
grounds, but above 21l as a personal matter.

Yours sincerely,

(..



June 3, 1930

Profassor C, Spsarman
Unlverzity of London
University College

GQWﬂr Street, London V.C.1l
Pl “.?..T.L!'TTD

Dear Professor Spearman:

I am indeed sorry that you take my differesnces in
Judgment,--my differences from 7cu in induotions from

‘data,--a2 evar huving heen instigated by any traca of

parscenal 111 will towzrd you. It would not have been
professionally honest to have refrained from expressing
differenses of view upon fundamental matters becauss of
your personsl kindresses to my wife and self whioh halped
make our stay in London so enjoyable. If we oan differ
in our vpsyohologies and be friends, I went 1t to bs so,
but it seems to me that friendship san only be uron tris
basis, for I balievs our differencss in viewnoint are not
readily reconailable.

I do and always have granted your honssty of intent
in your intirpretations. If you grant the same %to me,
need such differences in interurstation a3 devselop par-
ticulerly matter so far =35 personal rslationships are
aongernad?.

Hoping that our future vrodustivity will not be
marred by needless reoriminations, and wishing you ever
oontinued success, I am,

Sincerely yours,

TIX :d
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PLEASE QUOTE:

20, NEW STREET,
! ~ ABERYSTWYTH.

14th January, 1944.

Dear Professor Kelley,

It was very good of you to send me a reprint of your
interesting article on 'Periodicity in Short Time Series'. Your
mode of attacking the problem will be of great interest and help
tous. As I expect you know, we have carried out in our laboratory
a good many investigations on fluctuations in mental work and in
attention, and my assistant, Dr. Philpott, has published several
articles on the subject. T myself have experimented with barmoniec
analysis following for the most part the lines of the economists,
using Fisher's method of testing significance, with which no doubt
you are already acquainted.

I will send under separate cover one or two reprints and
(if I can obtain permission) some of the memoranda for which you ask.
So far, however, Government Departments in this country have been
kather chary of allowing us to pass on detailed accounts of the work
of psychologists in the Army, Navy or Air Force. Early in the war,
in the hope of stimulating interest in this country, I compiled a
memorandum on work done in America and in Germany, and I can certainly
enclose an abridged version of this,,. .My last Presidential Address
to the British Psychological Societyydescribed work in this country,
had to be limited to members only; but I hope that in the near future
I may be permitted to print a duly censored version in the Brit. J.
Psychol., and will gladly send you a reprint. :

I condensed into an article for Psychometrike a summery of the
chief statistical methods which we were using up to the beginning of
last year, and have just obtained sanction for sending it off.

(There has been little change in methods since.) 'There is no reason
why I should not include a copy of this.

Journals from U.S.4. and accounts of American method, reach us
with little hindrance, though at times after some appreciable delay.
We have throughout been extremely interested to hear of developments
from time to time in American migﬁtary psychology. Over here our
great handicap, of course, was that there were so few trained
psychologists in the country: the numbers working for The Krmy,
Navy, and Air-force now number over 5,0Q00.

We have also succeeded in establishing contact through the
Embassies with our Russian colleagues. I get a certain amount of
psychological literature from Moscow; but it would seem that their
censorship is even more rigorous than our own. So far we have
received no details of personnel selection as such.
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- It wag very pleasant to hear from you again after so lomg.
T have very vivid recollections of our pleasant meetings when
you were in London with Karl Pearson very many years ag0e.
I cannot help seizing this opportunity of saying how valuable
all your books have been to us. After twenty years,
Statistica)l Method is still the book on the subject for every
psychologist il every teaching department!

With all good wishes,

Yours very sincerely,

vaw“»y"’



MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY EAST LANSING

DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOGY

25 April 1960

Professor Truman L. Kelley
1611 Paterna
Santa Barbara, California

Dear Professor Kelley:

You will know that 1960 is the 25th anniversary of the founding of

the Psychometric Society. I am chairman of the committee which is
planning a special anniversary program as part of the Society's annual
convention in Chicage in September.

One of the scheduled events is an anniversary luncheon. {A luncheon
was decided upon rather than a dinner because of the lesser expense for
the younger members of the society.) This is scheduled for Tuesday,
September 6, at noon. Dr. Jack Dunlap, who was, I believe, one of the
founding members of the Soclety, has agreed to give an after-luncheon
address about the founding and early history of the Soclety, and
reviewing some of its accomplishments.

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to be chairman at the
luncheon and at the after-luncheon address, The plan calls for the
present President of the Society, Dr. Lloyd Humphreys, and all past
presidents to be guests of the society on this occasion, and also for
Mrs, Holzinger and Mrs,., Thurstone to be invited. We should very much
like you to be chairman, because of your long association with the Society,
your own accomplishments in the psychometric field, and your being one
of the early presidents of the society. The Psychometric Society will
be pleased to pay the cost of your first-class fare to Chicago and
your accommodation while you are there, if you are able to attend. q
<
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July 10, 1950

Federal Bureau of Investigation
#ashington, D, C.

Gentlemen:

Knowing that you must receive many "inforning* letters
I will maxe this a. short as possible,

I have just returned from family conference of religious
liberals (Unitarlans and Universalists) held at Camp Radford, N.E,
of Redlanda, California,

Tﬁough, 85 a university professor, I have secen pressure
groups operate in committees and in conventions of national socle-
ties I have never before seen such evidence, as at Radford, of an
organized, unscrupulous and smpoth workins clique endeavorinz to
stempede a lot of Christian folk into support of the USSR,

I do not believe that Unitarians incline toward Com=
munism, but, like the Quakers, there are rany pacifists in the
Church, Working upon this putty a small clique, perhaps not more
than half e dozen, introduced snd got passed a resolution, by a
vote of 43 to 29, condemning President Truman and the nilitaris~
tic U.,Ss 1n attacking the poor Koreans {untainted by Russian ine
fluence) struggling for independence, I was most impressed by
the brilliance of the leadership in playing upon the good paci-
fists, who would vote for aaythins if presented as the means of
world peace, and by the utter dishonesty of the leadership in
reporting facts and motives,

I would say that the spearhead of this communistic efe
fort was Martin Eall (966 1/8 Palace Ave,, Los Angeles), Anna Loulse

Strong (3317 Il Horeno) and A, H. Morgan (Englishman, 3737 Canyon
Crest Road, Altadena)}, They were supported by a number of radie
cal, but I Jjudge just immature youths, They were also supported
by two undoudtedly smert men, Robert L. Brock (38680 Globe Ave,,
Culver City) and Carole Richardson, I must mention these men
because they certainly played Maertin Hall's game &t Redford. They
seem to me like fine gentlemen, perhaps merely disgruntled from
frustrating army experiences, Finelly tkexx they were supported,
at least to some degree, by such Unitarian reverends as John X,
Findly and Frank Ricker and a lot of similarly minded church peo-
p}e who Jjust can't believe that anybody is activated by evil mo=
tives,

To one who holds a liberal faith, but believes he is no
dupe, the whole procedure was very disheartening, in saplte of the
fact that the resolution mentioned as having been passed was later
tabled (upon meoticn and second of Hall and Strong) because the
sponsors realized that a wire to President Truman, supported by
a vote of 43 to 29, would really do their cause no good.

I am none toc familiar with Unitarian arfairs in Cale
ifornia, but it seemed to me that the nucleus of this coordinated
Comnunist effort sprang from the Uniterian Church of Los Angeles,

Writing this has been very ugpleasant, but it has
secmed to me to be a duty,

Sincerely yours,



