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The topit of feeblemindedness in relation to crime and

delinguency is an enormously complex one which raises many questions of
nmethod and of interpretation, both specific and general. I must therefore
make my apologies in advance for the inadequabe presentation which I am
forced to make at this time. This paper has been prepared under the
pressure of many other duties and docs not represent the carefully thought-
out, analysis of questions which this audience is entitled to recelve.
The discussion that follows should be understood as attempting merely to
outline certain developments, to point to a certain emphasis in analysis
of crime and delinguency situations, and to raise some questions for the
future that seem importont at this time.

1, Developments in testing the inbelligence of criminals

The Lombrosian theory that criminals constitute a distinct
physical type (which agitated Europe at the turn of the century) was
continued in bthe United States as a Neo-Lombrosian theery, which maintained
the same logic and substituted psychopathologicael type for physicel type.
Some of these Neo-Lombrosisns have found the explanation of crime in mental
defectiveness, others in dementia praecox, others in psychopathic personality,
and others in a composite group of psychopathies. Thus, for example, the
psychlatrists examining the admissions bo the Illinois Reformatory abt Pontiac
for period 1919-1929 classified 99.5% as "mentally pathological® and only
0.4% as "having no demonsirable sbhormality M Such a diagnosis leads one to
suspect that the fact of criminality must have been taken as one of the
principal eriterion symptoms of psychopathy. During the same time the
Department of Mental Diseases of Massachusetts found only from 10 o 16 per
cent, of the adaissions to Massachusetts penal institutions diagnosed as
"mentally pathological, It takes no special knowledge of the prison popula-
ticns of these two states to realize that the difference in psychatric
metheds involved here is probably much more important than. the actual dif-
ferences in population. There is undoubtedly more variation among the
psychiatrists of the two states than in the distribution of pathological
mental conditions in the respective institutions.

Mental defectiveness as the type characterizing the criminal
is the oldest and most common form of Neo-Lombrosianism in this country.
This theory may be sald to consist of the following propositions: first, the
great majority of criminals are feebleminded; second, fesbleminded persons
commit erimes, in the absence of special inhiblting conditions, because they
do not have sufficient intelligence to appreciate the reasons for laws
and the consequences of violations of laws; third, such persons are easily
led inko crime by others because they do not have sufficient ability to
realize what 1s happening; fourth, fecblemindedness is inherited in accord-
ance with the estehlished Mendelisn ratios; fifth, therefore a policy of
sterilization or segregation of the feebleminded is the only effective method
of preventing crime and of dealing with criminals,
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The first proposition, i.e., the high incidence of feeble-
mindedn.ss anong criminals, was given the color of cstablished fact by the
carly mental testers. 1n fact, some of these men used the two terms, |
feeblemindedness and crdminality interchungeably. In 1915 H.H. Goddard
published in his hook Fegblemindedness a list of studies of the intelligence
of ecriminals, in which the study at one extreme diagnosed 88 per cent of the
group as feebleminded, the other extreme diagnosed 28 per cent feebleminded,
end the median study (which may be used as a simple index) had 7O per cent
feebleminded. Many of the earlier testers took these results at their face

value and concluded out of hand that the overhhelming ma;crity of all brimlnals
were fesbleminded.

In 1915 an Onterio Commission on the Feebleminded presented
a list of American studies of the intelligence of criminals in which the
median study had & percentage of 62 feebleminded. In 1918 J. H. %illiams
in The Intelligence of the Delinguent Boy published a similar list with a
median of 34. 1In 1319 & Massachusetts Special Commission on Defectives
published a list of studies in which the median study diagnosed X8 per cent
feebleminded. In six years the percentage diagnosed feebleminded in the
median study in these lists of studies dropped from 70 per cent to 28 per
cent.

In view of this striking decrease in the percentage
diagnosed feebleminded, E, H. Sutherland was led to make an analysis of all
available studies of the intelligence of criminals in 1948, He found
approximately 550 such studies, 1nvolv1ng some 175,000 offenders. The gist
of his finuings may be summarized in his Tuble 1, below. (E. H. Sutherland,
Mental Ucficiency and Crime! in Social ﬁttitndes. £imbsll Young, Editor,

pp 357-375).
Table I (page 358}

Psychometric Stuaiss of belinguents by periods,

1910-.28: .

All Institutions.

Percentage :
Rumber Feehlominded Percenbage

of . in Median _ Feebleminded:
Years gtudies ) sStudy . Range
1910-14 " 50 51 4-:96
1915-1919 14% 28 1- gk
1901824 104 21 1- 89

13L25-1828 46 <0 2~ 58

The modest conclusgion would seem warrunted from bthis that
the proportion of delinguents dlagnoscd focbleminded has becn steadily
decreasing. The downward trend may be interpreted in two ways: one is that
intelligent people (i.e., those with high scores on intelligence tests) are
relatively more likely to commit crime now than they were a generation ago;
the other is that the methods of measurement of intsliligence have changed
during this peried. The latter would seem a much more rcasonable cxplana- o
tion. ‘ . S
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Professor Sutheriand’s formuliation of the problem is
sufficiently well put to be worth quoting:

"It is probable that if ten persons of national reputation

could test an identical group of delinquents, being free to

use their own methods and criteria, the results would be
strikingly different. We might expect Dr, Adler to report

that about 7 per cent of the group were fechleminded, Dr. Doll
10 per cent, Dr. Healy 18 per cent, Professor Terman X% per

ceng, Dr, Kuhlman 3E per cent, Professor Root 40 per cent, and
Dr. Hickson 70 per cent. To be sure, if they all used the same
tests and followed prescribed directions no such variation would
be found, but they do not use the same tests and criteria.
Consesquently a report regarding the proportion of a delinquent
zroup feebleminded is of primary significance in locating the
mental Lester upon a scale of mental testing methods. In this
sense the psychometric tests of delinguents throw more light upen
the intelligence of the mental testers than upon the Intelligence
of the delinquents"., (E. H. Sutherland, Op. cit., p 36&)

The most important influence brought to bear upon the
development of intelligence tests during this period was perhaps the
gexperience gained from the psychological work on the Draft Army during the
Werld War. Goadard, who it should be remembered was among the most enthu-
siastic Neo-Lombrosians of the earlier period, had this to say in 1821:
(H. H. Godcard, "Feeblemindedness and Delinquency”, Journal of Psycho—
Asthenics, 25:168-178, 1921)

"And then we discovered that we had been guilty of one of these
fallacies that apparently slmost anybody may fall into at
scme time. Our conclusion that everybody that btested under
twelve was feebleminded was an errongoud cornclusion drawn
from the facl that al) the inmates of a certain institution
for the feebleminded had been examined, and none were found
to have a mentality above twelve. From this wo concluded that
everybody whe hed a mentality of 12 was or ought to be in an
institution for the feeble-minded.... Now, a8 I say, we find
that to be absolutely untrue. The most extreme limit that
_anyone has dared to sugpeat is that one purcent of the popula-
tion is feebleminded,"

And in 1827 he wrotc: ("®ho is a Moron", Sclentific ionthly,
24: 41-46, 1927, pp 42-43)

"The war led to0 the measurement of intelligence of the drafted
army with the result that such an enormous proportion wssg

found to have an intelligence of 12 years and less that to call
them all feebleminded was an absurdity of the highest degree. ...
Wieg have slready said that we thought 12 was the limit, but we
know that most of the twelve, und even of the ten and nine are
not defective."
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Professor Terman similarly revised his eurlier estimabes
of intelligence distribubions from the army experience. He suys: (wuoted

by Fernald, Hayes, end Dawley, A_Study of Women Délinauents in New York

State, p ?)

"Tt has become evident from the resulis of psychological work

in the army that the 'Average Adult Intelligenem' is considerably
lower than the score of 16 on the Stantord Revision of the Binet
test... Because of numerous factors of selection operative; I
hesitate to venture an estimate as to what the real average adult
score is. I do not think it i3 below 14, but T doubt whether it
is much above this figure..."

In 1925 Professor Terman said: (L. M. Terman, "Research on
the Diagnosis of Predelinguent Tendencies", Journal of Delinquency, 9:124-130,
1925, p 24.)

"1t is now generally recognized that delinquency is less often
associated with intellectual defect than was believed a decade
ago to be the case. Unquestionably the early mental test
studies of both juveniles und adult offenders led to an over-
estimate of the proportion who were fecbleminded...There are
few things more certain than that some correlation exists
between intelligence and conduct. On the other hand, the
correlation is not such as to afford much of a basis for
predicting that a mentally inferior individusl will probably
become delinquent. He may, and indeed is more likely than the
person of gverage intelligence, but there are far more chances
that he will not become delinquent than that he will."

It has appeared that mentzl age 13, 12, 11, 10, 9 and 8
have all been used by mental testers in diagnosing fecblemindedness among
criminals. These criteria applied to the draft army give the tollowing
percentages feebleminded:

Below mental age 15 ‘ 47.3%
" " LI 30.3 (From; L. D. Zeleny, "Fecble-
" " o1l 17.6% mindedness and Criminal Conduct”,
" n 30 10.0% am. Jour. of Sociology.
i n " 9 5.%2% 38:564-576, Jan. 1933 P £69.)
1 ] 1t 8 2.]_%

Dr. Zeleny applied thc same abtandards bto the results from
& large number of studies of eriminal intelligence (163 studies, over 81000
offenders) which gave the results indicabed:

Percentage

Below Mental

Age indicated Criminals Draft Army Ratio
13 85.2% 47.3%% 1.8 :1
11 30.3% , 16.5% 1.8 : 1
8 3.8% 2.1% 1.8 : 1
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Tn other words, if the criterion of feeblemindedncss is
taken to be mental age 13, then approximately 85% of the eriminals tested
have been fecbleminded, but by the same eriterion ncarly 50% of the draft
was {eebleminded. If it is concluded that about 2% is the corrwvet figure
for feeblemindedness in the generel population is represented by the drafi,
;?EE Ew'this same criterion approximately 4% of the criminals test feeble—

nasd, .

These results are strikingly similar o those published
by Paterson and Pintner in 1916, They say: (Rudolph Pintner end Dohald
Paterson, "A Psychological Basis for the Diagnosis of Feeblemindedness",
Journal of Criminel Law and Criminology, 7:3¢-55, 1916, p 54.)

", ...by applying Haines' method of diagrosis, {1.Q. 75) to
the unselected children of Yerkes-Bridges (870) we arrive at
a percentage of 11.5 Feebleminded. I1f there are 20.2% feeble~
minded among 880 delinguents, then there are on the sume basis
11.5% feebleminded among 670 presumably non-delinquent school
children tested by Yerkes and Bridges. ... On the hypothesis
of 3% feebleminded among school children, we arrive at 6,6%
feebleminded among the delinquents, or nearly twice as many,..."
These studies all point to the same general conclusion,
namely "that teebiemindedness is approximately twice as frequent among
criminalg and uelinquents confined in penal snd correctional institutions
as in the general popuiation, when the same criteria of feeblemindedness
is used throughout. If one is willing to say that approximately 2% of
the general population is feebleminded, then by the same criteria 4% of
the criminals will so test; if we say 10% of the general population is
feebleminded, then approximately xU% of the criminals will so test, etc,

In the light of this historical development in the testing
of intelligence of criminals, let us turn to a brief examination of some
results from our own state.

#. Minnescta results in the tegting of criminal
intelligence

The Division of kesearch of the State Board of Contreol has
been conducting mental tests of certain state wards for a number of years.
The testing service has gradually expanded until in recent years it has T
been possible to have routine mental examinations given to all admissions '
to the state penal and correctional institutions, within a reusonable
length of time after commitment. Brief reports on this work together with
summaries of some of the results found have been regularly published in the
Biennial Report{s) of the State Board of Control., .

Examination of these published results reveals that, a
large propertion of the admissions to the institutions have 1.Q.'s of
7% or less, The tablc on the next page presents these results for the
three institntions for males for two different time periods, namely the
biennium ending in June 13%6 and the four year period ending in June 1932,
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(From the 13th, 15th, and 16th Biennisl Reports of the State Board of
Control). The figurcs are per cenbs of the total number in euch institu-
tion under the suceessive I.Q. groupings.

Prison Reformatory Boys' School
1.4, . y " (Red Wing)
Group 1 ' 9 7 ' ; L5k ;

O~ 74 4% 49,7 &5 31.0 24 £3.4
75- 84 19 14.6 18 12.5 23 17.2
85~ 94 13 18.6 18 o 19 R7.9
95-104 10 8.8 13 17.8 17 17.3
105-114 4 4.8 8 9.6 - 8 5.1
115-124 5 2.4 8 .8 5 1.6
1&5~over 7 2.0 g 1.7 4 1.5
Number of .
eases 880 943 803 1130 354 548

The assumptions baeck of these figures maj be sbated in
Dr. Kuhlmenn's own words in discussing the 1925-26 report: (13th Bicnnial
Report, p 55)

"Tn the general population s relatively very smail percentage
havs an I.¢. of C~74., If intelligince had been no factor at
ail in the commission of erimes a relukively very small per
cent of the population in the institution should fall under
this I.Q. classification of 0-74, The percenteges in this
table should run parallel with the percentages of the general
population that fall under the successive I.4. classifications,
giving much the larger porcentages as of average oy near
average intelligence (I.4. 100}, and very small percentages
for the two extremes of low and high," :

It israt this point in the analysis that I feel constraincd
to begin to make reservations. The assumption that average suult intelli-
gence is around I1.Q. 100 as measured by these tests seem to me exceedingly
questionable and not supported by good informabtion, No representative
group of the adult population ab largc hus ever been tosted by these bests
to see just what the I.u. distribution may be. To assume that the same
distribution prevails as is found with chilaren who are maturing with
chronological age seems to be going pretty far.

An illustration from the army results will holp make
clear this point, I.4. 74 and below is cquivalent to mental age. li and
below {buse age 16). The sume criteria that gave 4€ prr cent faeble-
minded in the prison in 1925-26 and over 49 per cent in 1929-5%, would
have given 30.3 per cent of the draft army in bthe same classification.

In other words, the same criteria thut placed 4k per cont of the prisoners
in Stillwater in the 1. group 0-74 in 1985-26 would also have placed’

30 per cent of the draft army in that I.4. group. If that qualifying
condition is kepbt in mind it is apparent that the percentage in the lower
I.Q. group is by no means so disproportionatcly high ad scems to be the
case under kthe conveniional assumption thut average adult intelligence is
indicatea by a1 I.4. of around 100,

4
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I have tried to approach this problem from another angle
by using the figures for mental age instead of the I.w. as the measure
of intelligence. Through the gracious courtesy of Dr. nuhlmann last
summer, I had opportunity to go over the report shects on which his mental
testers report their results from the respective institutions. Admissions
during the calendar years 19%1-3% were sbudied. By using the figurcs for
mental age rather than I.4., comparisons with the draft army may be readily
rade. Time has not been available in which to complete this work butf some
interesting tentative results may be mentioned at this time. They are
submibted bo this group for purpeses of discussion und not as a final
concelusion.

1077 beillwater cases were. recorded for ths period. The
median mental age for bthese was found te be 13 yeurs aaw L.& months, 1127
St.Clond cases were involved., The medion mentdl age for this group was
12 years and 11.2 months. It should be reculled that the median mental
age of the draft army was found to be 13 years and 1.8 months, Tt is
apparent, therefore, that the median mental age 2t Stillwater and the draft
army arg practically identical, at St.Cloud the median mental age is actually
about)T months higher than for the draft army. (13 years, 11.Z mo,) (1127
cases).

These resulbs are even more apparent when the respective
mental age distribubions are plotted on graph paper in the form of guper-
imposed of cumulative curves. (Only the rough work sheets can be shown at
this time). A high degree of uniformity is apparent throughqut the three
curves. It is especiully pertinent to note that no concentration of
population foi elther institution cccurs at the lower ends of the curves,
The gpparent concentration in the I.¢. group 0-74 tends to disappear when
mental age 15 bakeh as the measure of intelligence. It is entirely possible
that this concenbration reflects no wore sericus condition than the innacur-
acy of the arbitrary base age choacn for converting nental age into I.4.
scores. If then mental age 8 {I.4. 50) be tzken as the critorion of feeble-
mindedness, 3.3% of the admissions to Stillwater cduring 1929-~32 would have
been diagnosed feebleminded instesd of 49,2% so diagnoscd with 1.4. 74 as
the dividing line. #entul age 8, it should be recalled, diagnosed RiI=TF of
the draft army as feebleminded. Ll D

L am not now directly interested in which figure is taken
as the criterion of fecblenindodnegss--only that the same standard be applied
to the non-criminal population that is applied to thos: in the institutions.
Reasonable standards Tfor the non-criminal population, applied to the inmates
of our institutions, scem to indicate no very cxeessive number feebleminded
within the institutions. This point is of treamcnaous significance in erimi-
nological theory, both az to causation ang aus o a philosophy of treatiacnt.
If there is no very large porcentszge of criminals feeblemindcd then we nust
lock for other factors in the explanation of the crimitality. Similarly
our treabment must be directed at souething else than segrogation and
steriliation, useful as bhese aevides nay be for the small numbers involved,
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Z. Some Tuplicabions of this anaiysis

vimitations of time und space uake it iupructical te enter
into any extensive analysis of the implicabicns of what has already been
gaid. My views aay be briefly suimarized but cun not woll be discussed in
any detail, '

My present feeling is that probably the best characterizu-
tion of the institutional criminal population that present knowledge can
give is to say that it is a falr cross-sesction of the gencral population
which feeds the institution. Gelective factors no doubt operate in muncerous
ways not well understood, Low intellipgence wonld seun to iake apprchension
more likely, for examplsc, and it is probabie that in certain conncciions
greaber suggestibility way be o net result. Yef, with it all, there is
probably no penal instibtution whose nain probled is the burden of the
excessively low intelligonce group, any swre thuan tids sawe grouwp is a burden

to the comaunity outside. Unduubtediy sciie commpities have larger properticns

of the population fecbleminded than others, sicilar cifferences will thercfore
also appear when on¢ institution is coupared with another.

A few years ago it was counon to deery the cducational
linjtations of those in prison. Toduy we £ind increcasingly luss and less
giffirence between the level of cducation in prison and without., The sane
should be said in regard to church and religlous affiliations; in regard to
occupaticns and professions; in the natter of politicsl purty affiliation;
and so oh.

Crinc would sweni to be an incvitable conscquence of soeial
organization. Organized socicty necessitates the curbing and controlling of .
the individual for the benefit of the nany, or for what the politically
important najority conceive of as desirsble. Individuul interests and group
intercsts thus coume into conflicet; the interests of one group conflict with
those of unobh.r group; each sesks to gain some advantage, to enjoy some of
the limited bounties of 1ife. Opt of this situation grows law and law
enforcenent -- and non~conformity and the violation of law, and crime.
Elininating the feebleminded (if that is possible) does not scen to offer
any particular contribution to the sclubion of the nore funduaental preblem -
back of the social conflicts which reeord thewselves in our society as erine.

The practicul problea of decreassing the nuaber of fecble~
minded and decreasing the financlal pressurc of caring for them in an
increasingly coaplex civilization is one with which we wll can sympathize.
But if we had & world of intellectusl giznts it is not probable that the
problein of crine would disappear from organized society., Its form presumably
would change, but the underlying factors of conuflict in social organization
would remain and with them would go rebollicn, non-conforaity, exploitation,
and the obvious counter-gesturc, coercion. That is the crime process that
seet8 (0 have been going on in the perspective of all history.
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DISCUSSTON

Dr. Van Wagenen ¥ony of you have somo quostions you would like to asks, Tho disge
cusgion is opon to the group.

Dr, Niolson - Just assume for o nmoment that. thore would bo any validity in the
rolntionship of feoble-nindednoss to criminology. Hus anyono
suggestod that bocouse our eivilization has probably becono moro
conplox in the last gonoration thaot thoroby thorc would bo moro
poersons of highor intolligonce in tho erininal group?

Dr. Vold. Quite possible. Tho intercsting thing, of course, is that tho
history of individunl I, Q. tests studicd show a striking do-
croaso in the proportion diapnosod as focblo-minded,

Dr, Nioclson I don's knows I quostionoed whothor it would be sound to argue
it, I wos wondoring if somo ome had roiscd that guostion scorious-
ye

Dr. Vold Thore is one point that nny bo considorod, It is vory obvious

that during tho poriod. in which the studies roported coverod, is

also the period in vhieh spocianl institutions for thoe fecblcw

ninded worc being built throughout the counbry. In the latior
period thorc has beon an inercaso in the porcentoge of fecble-
minded in institutions, which would mean fewor feoblo-minded cons’ - .
fined in erininal institutions, Tho rolationship thoere is not

oasy to got at.

ST T T

Mr. Hogorston Mr. Choirnmon, I wondor if thoro is nob sone error in using the
rosults of tho arny tostse. IV socms bhat thoy wore group tosts,
stondardized and usod on school children in the first placo and
thon on the draftcd arny. Sceond, group tests tond to show o
lowor scoro compared to individunl tosts when ocpplied to adults,
Tho difforonco is morc striking thon with individual tests,
Would not thot bo part of thoe oxplamntion for tho large nurbor
of soldiors having an I, Q. undor 75%, for oxamplo.

Thon you take thoe tosts of the prison population. Port of
thogo wore group tosts and part were individusl. Thon also,
tho typo of tests worc difforont.

Dr. Kuhloomn, do you use tho Kuhlmpnn Andorson test?

Dr, Kuhlmann Yes.
Mr. Hogorston The Kuhlooann Anderson teost, to me, would show less variation be-

‘tweon children and adults than the army alpha test. That is a
point, I think, ought to be considorod.

So far os tho peoplo out of school for a whilc showing a drop
in their score, I think that would bo porfectly true, I would
not suggest thot the arny tost is the last word in tho tosting .3
of tho population outsido, but I om rothor improssed with the
fact thab you have consisboney in the nontal ago clossifications
with thoso roported in this stabto and the resulds from tho amy
tosts on a nomtal ago bosis.

No doubt tho nrmy tosting program itsclf was rather a clumsy
and blundoring thing, Novoertheless, I think the biggost orror
is to assunme thot tosts usod primarily.for childron scom ado-
quate whon applied to adults, If it is truo, wo nood to begin
to invosbipabo tho adult population with thosc tests,




The thing I want Lo say about this mattor of walidity of conpare
ing this dota with tho ormy tost dabo Is that the army dralt wos

a highly selcebive onc, Although nll wore called without diserin-
ination, whon it came %o actunlly drafting thon, thore wore so
mony vho had to stay home boeauso they were ongagod in essontial
industrios, profesailons, ote, Tho focblo-mindod vrere not likoly
to be in ossonbial industrios. The professionnl and sonmi-profos-
sionol wore the cnos clininated in tho draftes in high dogrec. 1
think the fact is that whon you classify the ormy people into cc-
cupational groups that thoe score goos almost too high, but vwhen
you oome to the unskilled labor group, it providos a big poart to

3 account for the ormy score coming dowmn to our institution scorc,
I think thore is noro orror in the arny tost dote. In the first
3 place, conditions for those oxaninations wore doplorably poor. -
Draofted mon woro horded there by the thousands and rushed through
theso tosts. Thore wore o good mony did not know whoro they were
% ot whaon those army tosts woro shot at thome Just to 'illustrato
i howr $ho scoros wore gotten up - twoe of tho mon in charpo of the
ary tosts woro from Cornells I om guoting onces Onoe point he
nentioned wns thot the mon cone off tho troing by the thousoands,
worce horded into comps and given tho arnmy tosts, He mdo tho
stotomont thnt thoro was an instanco in whieh an officer enlled
for tho scorod on a oertain group thoat wore tosted, by 6 otelock
on the ovoning of that day. This could nobt possibly bo managed.
Consoquenitly, they Jjust took names and wroto scoros opposite the
nonmos and novor loocked ot the tost rosults at all. I don't lmow
whethor this sort of dato vms sont in or not, but the point I

wond to stress is thot tho orny droft wos highly soloctive and the
chaneos of tho unskillod gotting out as boing nocdod o homs woro
vory sonll while tho professional and somi-~profossional wero vory
high, I wms draftod and insisted on going but thoy insistod I

wns tco rmch nooded et hone and undoubtoedly I would not havoe beon
allowod to go ovorn if the armistice had not boon signod too carly,
Lostly, with roforoneco te the quotation you gave from tho Board
of Control's rcport that if low nentality had not been n factor
in gotting cascs into tho roformatorios and prisons, then the
scores in institutions should run pornllol to tho scores in tho
school population. 7Tho comparison on that peint I think wms as
; closc and a8 volid o5 anything you will find anywhore., Tho public.
E sohool c¢childron worce survoyed by cortain %osts from the first
5 grade thrw high school, and wo found o certnin distribution of
gcores, We took oxnetly theso samo tests, given by the same oxe
aminers, uwnder conditions as closcly the samo as could possibly be
mado, and yot when you compare the results of Red Wing nlone and
tho public schools results, thoro arc about four times as mony
nontally dofoctive in Red Wing Troining Schooel os in public schools,
Take the Red Wing school rosults alono and comparc thom with tho
dato from the Prison and St. Cloud Roformatory. At Roed Wing they
ero nostly childron chronologicelly, not 20, 40, 50 or 60 as in pri-
son. It is truo that thoro is sono difforonce in tho nmentality of
the Rod Wing childron end the odults in St, Cloud, but it is not
on essonkial difforonco.

oy

Dr., Vold Hove you over made that comparison relative to montal age ond I.
Q.. alonof I think you weuld find difforent results.

Dr, Ruhlmann I think you aro likely to introduco morce corror when you go back
3 to montel ago than whon you stay with the 1. §, Don's you think
wo would hove protby peoor matorial thot you pall nermal, if we

& draw tho lino betwoon normal and mentally defoctive at montal £
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age clghx 28 you had to do in order to rnko tho froqnancy of“mmnu
tal deficiency in the ammy data agree with tho frcquency in roforu
mborics?

My peint is that I think you can hovo porfoctly good sooial i
individunls, capable of carrying on many activitics, with very 1aw :
nental agos. .

That mey be. T have heard Dr. Fernald say that some of the |
finost charoctors that he had ovor associabed with wore immates of
his iustitution and undoubtodly could got along very woll outsido
undor proper circumstances but novertheless, T think they wore
foeblo~mindod,.

I happonod to have boen in the draft ond took the tost ot oamp
like 2 hundred thousand other individusls sad I hove token intelli-
gonce tests nt ono tino and anobther and would say that tho army test

compored quito foavorably with thoso givon at the Univorsity of Min-
nesota. Wo woro taken out to deoop rovines and the tests woro given
outsido. We wrote the tosts on individual eardboards hold in our
laps, We sat o comsidorable distance apart, in army formation, " TH
was almost o porfoct anmpitheatre, It mny bo tride that poople did
not take it vory soriously, However, the gonoral conditlons in-
progsod me favorably. Onc oxporiones 1 oncountorod mysclf and I
undorstand othors have notod the same conditions, whore they had
little contrel over the poople who had some of tho data.

It 48, of courso, well knovm that over four million poople went
through tho testing progranme. Wo hove o reocord of tho reasults of
23,000 tosted, Tho cssential orror of the army tost ir probably
rathcr from n tochnical standpoint than that it is not any good o3
a test., It is in orror rathor undor the conditioms in whlch it vms
givon.

I do not comsidor mysclf a montal toster nor an I quollfzcd to
sponlk of the dobails of o tosting progran. Dre. Kuhlmamm, howovor,
has spont most of his lifc dovoloping tests. I onm inborcstod, though
in the significant proportion that Minnocsota succeeds in finding of
low nentality ns coopared with tho institution population.

Would you say that tho eomporison of children of school ago with
Red Wing inmntes is loss walid than tho comparison botweeon reforna-
tory and ermy data?

I don't kmovr.

Isn't thore gquite an orror on the other side of this chart? Yom
arc speoking of crinminals as o whole and you are cxamining those in
institutions. I think the intelligenee anglc would risc whon you
donsider, first, thosc who are placed on probation; socond, thoso
not convictod and third, theso whore crimo is cormitted and ne one
is brought to ¢rial, purtlcularly among tho highor people, fourth,
thosa sort to prison.

I have to do with o group of young mon in sovaral univorsitios
in the northrrost, QCur oxporionce has boon that the qualitios in
all particulers have boon highor whoro their finoneinl affnirs are
tokon carc of in good ordor. Invariably their scholastic and gonorw
gl stonding is higher thon the othors. Is there any tost which
would be true of pcople to dotermine their moral qualifications?
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I don't know, :

It hos occurrod to me thot the rosults of montal tosting in an
institution for corrcction ppobably has more validity amd nore
uscfulness within tho institution than it has in comparing that
group with other groups, say as a group of wnseleectod of tho normal
population, for the rocson that the wery fact you have a group
undor correction that arc seclected to bogin withs The fact has
aiready been brought out that you con' possibly have the ontire
group sclected,

It mnkos vory littlo difforence whot kind you uso so long as
you usc tho samo test on the sone kind ond do 2ot compare it with
one of nrother group.

. Do amy of tho sbudios rofor o workhousos rother than prisons?

Tho sumery tablo I gave was a nixbure of all. In $he bulletin
much nmorv olaborate studics have boon mnde and the differont kind
of institutioms, ralo and fomnle, have boon scoparatod.

As o wholo do tho workhouso pepulabtion havo lower I, Qts?
Somewhat.

' When we get, say 25 to 30 of the roformatory pepulation bew
low 75 I. Q., it doos not nocessarily inply that it is montal
doficioney that has brought thon to the imstitution dircetly. Iz
6ll likolihood the social cnd home conditions ususlly associatod
with mental defcetives, havo boon o facbor in bringing thom to the
institution. .

Dr. Rosonoff of How York finds o wvery high proportion in tho
group ddagnoged focble-minded, Thoat ilg the conclusion thot you
comc to when you road between the lines of half of theso studios,




