LEST WE FORGET . . .

Lewis Terman Speaks: A Summary of Original and Secondary Sources

(Periodically, I send this review of Terman’s work out on the internet)

Lewis Terman was the founder of IQ testing in the US and a leading eugenicist. He was instrumental in developing the Stanford-Binet, an instrument that still gives substantial profits to Stanford University.

As a psychology student in 1951-55, I was taught that intelligence was genetic in origin. My hero was Robert R. Sears, Department Chair and a President of APA. I clearly recall his netative and disparaging comments on the University of Iowa studies that indicated early learning could develop higher intelligence test scores. Sears, of course, was one of Terman’s “gifted children.” Other courses from eminent faculty at that time (Hilgard, McNemar, Stone) all tended to support the genetic frame of reference. The child psychologist Edith Dowley was the lone figure who appeared to take a more environmental view.

It is interesting to note that Stanford, Harvard (two of my schools), and UCal (Stanford football rival) are the three institutions most associated with genetic beliefs in intelligence.

Terman, L. (1917). Feeble-minded children in the public schools of California: The menace of feeble-mindedness. School and Society.  5, 161-165.

The cost to the people of California of feeble-mindedness in all its aspects, while not subject to exact reckoning, must be tremendous. The cost for Massachusetts, a state whose population is about the same as that of California has been computed at more than $7,000,000 annually.

. . . When we add to this the loss accruing from the part played by feeblemindedness in alcoholism, pauperism, prostitution, and disease, it is reasonable to conclude that the mentally defective inhabitants of California entail a burden on the rest of the state in excess of $5,000,000 a year. There can be no doubt that an additional institution, designed primarily for the case of the higher grade and more dangerous cases, would save to the state every year more than the entire original outlay for such an institution. (p.161)

. . . legislation is asked for the purpose of providing an additional state home. The retention in such a home for 1,000 morons during the reproductive period will prevent the birth of several thousand of their kind within the next fifty years.  p. 165

Terman, L. (1922). Influence of nature and nurture upon scores. Journal of Educational Psychology, 19,  362-369.

The mere fact that school children of certain nationality groups ordinarily test low and also come from homes where only a limited amount of English is spoken, in itself, proves nothing. (Thus justifying his beliefs that Irish, Italians, etc. were of low intelligence and perhaps should be sterilized.)

Terman,L. (1916)The measurement of intelligence. Boston: Houghton-Mifflin.

1. The median IQ for children of the superior social class is about 7 points above, and that of the inferior social class about 7 points below the median IQ of the average social group. . . .

2. That the children of the superior class make a better showing in the tests is probably due, for the most part, to a superiority in original endowment. This conclusion is supported by five supplementary lines of evidence:

a) the teachers’ rankings of the children according to intelligence;

b) the age-grade progress of the children;

c) the quality of the school work

d) the comparison of older and younger children as regards the influence of social environment; and

e) the study of bright and dull children in the same family.

(pp 72-73)

It has in fact been found wherever comparisons have been made that children of superior social status yield a higher average mental age than children of the laboring classes. . . . (cites specific data)

However, the common opinion that the child from a cultured home does better in tests solely by reason of his superior home advantages is an entirely gratuitous assumption. . . . p.115

The results of five separate and distinct lines of inquiry based on the Stanford data agree in supporting the conclusion that the children of successful and cultured parents test higher than children from wretched and ignorant homes for the simple reason that their heredity is better. p 116.

It is interesting to note that M.P. and C.P.(two boys tested with low IQ test scores) represent the level of intelligence which is very, very common among Spanish-Indian and Mexican families of the Southwest and also among negroes (sic). Their dullness seems to be racial, or at least inherent in the family stocks from which they come. The fact that one meets this type with such extra-ordinary frequency among Indians, Mexicans, and negroes (sic) suggests quite forcibly that the whole question of racial differences in mental traits will have to be taken up anew and by experimental methods. The writer predicts that when this is done there will be discovered enormously significant racial differences in general intelligence, differences which cannot be wiped out by any scheme of mental culture.

Children of this group should be segregated in special classes and be given instruction which is concrete and practical. They cannot master abstractions, but they can often be made efficient workers, able to look out for themselves. There is no possibility at present of convincing society  that they should not be allowed to reproduce, although from a eugenic point of view they constitute a grave problem because of their unusually prolific breeding. (pp. 91-92)

Terman, L. (1930). Genetic Studies of Genius. The promise of youth. Vol. III. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

“Race. . . . On the other hand, we have certain small proportions of Bohemian, Armenian, Portuguese, Negro, and Indian descent for the Regular group . . . 

Terman, L., & Oden, M. (1947). Genetic Studies of Genius. The gifted child grows up. Vol. IV. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

“The reports on racial origin indicate that, in comparison with the general populations of the cities concerned, there is about a 100 per cent excess of Jewish blood, a 25% excess of native-born parentage, a probable excess of Scottish parentage, and a deficiency of Italian, Portuguese, Mexican, and Negro ancestry. . . . The non-Caucasian representation in our gifted group would certainly have been larger than it was but for the handicaps of language, environment, and educational opportunities.” P. 15

The above is an important change of pace from earlier statements. Essentially, it is acknowledging that original sample selection of gifted children was biased, but the Stanford-based beliefs remain alive today. One of my helpful findings was the highly biased samples used by Terman. Information taught me by the same supporters of genetic views of intelligence also taught me how to read psychological science.
Terman, L., & Oden,M (1959). Genetic Studies of Genius. The Gifted group at Mid-Life  Vol. V. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

On sample selection

“In grades 3 to 8, “each teacher filled out a blank which called for the name of the brightest child in the room, the second, brightest, the third brightest, and the youngest.” Then a group intelligence test and promising students given the Stanford-Binet. Younger nominees were given the SB. High school students took the Terman Group Test and then the SB.  p.2

“. . . the majority were the offspring of intellectually superior parents. The tendency to superiority in the social and cultural background is shown in many ways. Nearly a third of the fathers as of 1922 were in professional occupations, and less than 7 per cent in semiskilled or unskilled work . . . 182 of the families contributed two or more subjects to the group.” p 6

To me the above has always been central.  Terman asked teachers to name the brightest children.  In another article I read in earlier years, Terman comments something like “I (Terman) was not surprised to find that virtually none of the ragamuffins of the lower classes were nominated.” I could not find this article in my last library search.

Walter Lippman, well known columist, wrote a series of six articles in The New Republic in 1922. The first article may be viewed at http://historymatters.gmu.edu/d/5172/.

“Walter Lippmann, an influential political commentator and journalist, skewered the army intelligence tests in a series of six essays that appeared in the New Republic in 1922. He denounced as “nonsense” the claim that the average mental age of an American adult was fourteen years, and forcefully warned his readers of the danger of uncritical acceptance of IQ as destiny. He addressed the conditions of IQ testing, the possible biases of army intelligence tests, and the larger social problems raised by such classifications.”

In 2000 the Stanford Alumni magazine published an excellent article on Terman and discussed Albert Hasdorf’s review of his work.

http://www.stanfordalumni.org/news/magazine/2000/julaug/articles/terman.html
“HIS SUPPORT OF the gifted was heartfelt, but an equally fundamental part of Terman's social plan was controlling the people at the other end of the intelligence scale. Both were aims of eugenics, a movement that gained momentum early in the 20th century.

“The eugenicists of Terman's day held that people of different races, nationalities and classes were born with immutable differences in intelligence, character and hardiness, and that these genetic disparities called for an "aristogenic" caste system. Traits like feeblemindedness, frailty, emotional instability and "shiftlessness," they believed, were controlled by single genes and could be easily eliminated by controlling the reproduction of the "unfit." In the United States, the movement peddled a topsy-turvy form of Darwinism, claiming that the "fittest" (defined as well-to-do whites of Northern European ancestry) were reproducing too slowly and in danger of being overwhelmed by the inferior lower strata of society. America was jeopardized from within, eugenicists warned, by the rapid proliferation of people lacking intelligence and moral fiber. From without, the threat was the unchecked arrival of immigrants from southern and eastern Europe. Together these groups would drag down the national stock.

“Terman's letters and published writings show that he shared these beliefs and argued for measures to reverse society's perceived deterioration. He was a member of the prominent eugenics societies of the day. "It is more important," he wrote in 1928, "for man to acquire control over his biological evolution than to capture the energy of the atom." Yet he wasn't a renegade howling from the fringe. Eugenics was "hugely popular in America and Europe among the 'better sort' before Hitler gave it a bad name," as journalist Nicholas Lemann puts it. Luminaries who supported at least part of the early eugenic agenda include George Bernard Shaw, Theodore Roosevelt, Margaret Sanger, Calvin Coolidge and Oliver Wendell Holmes Jr. In fact, Terman sat on the boards of two eugenics organizations with Stanford's first president, David Starr Jordan.

“Early eugenicists managed to push through several laws. Thirty-three states, including California, passed measures requiring sterilization of the feebleminded. As a result, more than 60,000 men and women in mental institutions were sterilized -- most against their will and some thinking they were getting an emergency appendectomy. In 1924, Congress set quotas that drastically cut immigration from eastern and southern Europe. Though pressure to stem immigration had come from many sources, including organized labor, the quotas had an undeniably racist taint. Terman cheered these efforts.

“During the 1930s, as the brutality of Nazi policies and the scientific errors of eugenic doctrines became clearer, the eugenics movement withered in the United States and Terman inched away from his harshest views. Later in life, he told friends he regretted some of his statements about "inferior races." But unlike several prominent intelligence-testers, such as psychologist Henry Goddard and SAT creator Carl Brigham, Terman never publicly recanted.”
Terman wrote a parody of Walter Lippman’s article--

The great conspiracy or the impulse of intelligence testers psychoanalyzed and exposed by Walter Lippman (1922). The New Republic, 33, 116-120.

Terman supposed parody turns a bit sour in the following paragraph, His words below, intended as parody of Lippman, turn out to be quite predictive of the German’s future.

For example, the innocent-minded Germans are being shamefully taken in at this very moment. Hardly had the old government of Germany crashed, when the educational authorities of the newly established republic allowed the psychologists to launch an orgy of intelligence testing in the schools. The ostensible purpose is to sift the schools for superior talent in order to give it a chance to make the most of itself, in whatever stratum of society is may be found. The psychologists pretend that they are trying to break up the old Prussian caste system. They are not. It is the Impulse Imperious. If the German people don’t wake up they will soon find themselves in the grip of a super-junker caste that will out-junker anything Prussia ever turned loose.” p. 117.

The essential thing about a democracy is at stake. The essential thing about a democracy is not equality of opportunity, as some foolish persons think, but equality of mental endowment. . . .
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