- If some test s s i A
' itis not just chance s is generally a meaningless phrase.  “‘Chance”:
~you will see 10 reds come up-

ér}é,‘ays%txhat; a result is statistically 'Sig'tliﬁc&nb#meaning :

. is the gremlin. If y0u play at a casino

& in a row. :Thatis a 1,000 ;1;;0'~;«1~:;‘c_;ha,,nca',{fbut it happens and it happens.

. exactly as they claimed, experiments including

- .deviates stated that they had
- ‘ever, if the test labels 11 percent as false-positive, you are going

. petseetioneighits. il e
~ The admiral was very interested, of course.

o stay with the old system,

all T have to say.

~area is very refreshing.

| ~quite often, especially if you are betting black. Chance might be

5t0 1, or 6 to 1, or 10 to 1 against test results happening, but they
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‘happen. But this is what confuses the Huntsville and UCLA 1men.;~cgf,"f7

who use the same personality test and get different results.
A very dangerous element in the tests is that e

, hat at UCLA and

~others I have mentioned point up the existence of the ‘‘false-positive.” -

It is a most dangerous thingi The UCLA MMPI test on sexual
~only 11 percent false-positives. Look-

von if they wosked

b ing at it superficially, you say that 88 ,percéntf:.:acguracy;';in~-;ﬁnding?

- deviates, with only 11 percent false-positives, is good.
~ We should do a little simple arithmetic, which man;

“do.. If you have 25,000 students and 50 sexual deviates, and

the o

 test is 88 percent accurate, you are going to find 44 of the 50, How- .

~ mislabel 11 percent of 25,000 students, or almost 3,000 students, as
- sexual deviates in order to find 44 who are. This simple arithmetic
‘was pointed out by a Navy admiral during World War IT, to a psychol- =

~ ogist who came to him claiming he had a personal inventory scale
- which could predict 52 percent of all of the men in the Navy who would

g : ‘ | Thenhe askedabout
 the false-positives. How many would be mislabeled? The psycholo-

gist assured him they would find 52 percent of the deviates, with w

only 6 percent false-positives. The admiral pointed out that ther

~ were almost 5 million men in the Navy, and that with 6 percent i

to find 20,000 to 40,000 possi

This question of mislabeling is v1tal becauselt Tshokvirs\v why group .

falsely labeled as potentially pslychotié; we would lose 300,000 sailors
ble breakdowns. « The admiral decided

L testing cannot be used for individual analysis. Even though psy- '1

= _chotics, as a group, score higher on the- MMPI than normals as a

group—because that is how the test was conducted—it is impossible

~ to diagnose individuals with it.  You fall into the same false-positis
trap as in the Navy experiment. No one wants to be one of

mislabeled. GEESe medaeat Moanall el rRat

~ Then why has it all happened? Why are we involved in this ridicu-
lous situation? The reason is, of course, that we Americans are very

impatient people. We insist on marketing our people the way we

“market cars and everything else. - We insist on putting percentiles,

o labels, and numbers on people. If such a science existed we wouldn’t e

have to worry. We could get wonderful corporation presidents, and
- wonderful  Congressmen, and wonderful writers. - But we can’t do
~it, and to attempt to when we can’t, is, 1 :Wouléd;say, a sin. - That is 7z

~ Mr. GAnLAGHER. You have said a great deal and we appreciate all
‘that you have said. It is very enlightening to us in grappling with
~ some of these problems. For you to bring some sense into this whole -




