o _interpretation. It is a very loose discipline. - -

~ SPECIAL INQUIRY ON INVASION OF PRIVACY een8F e

- relinbility is 0.26 it means that you can como out complotely differont

~Just by taking it the second time. You react differently to the pic-
tures. You tell a different story, and the tester then gives

a different 0

- I think it is very unfortunate that the psychologists, rather than

- the layman, have not taken the time and effort to explain all of the

g - technical fallacies and problems in these instruments. Good doctors
‘will always tell a patient or his family the extent and value of the

- patient will . le v .
- I think it is incumbent upon testers, and psychologists, p

therapy. If a person is dying of cancer of the stomach and the doctor

~knows the f)atien’jt; is not going to live, he is not EOiﬁgfﬁO claim that the -

recover when he won’t.  He will tell the truth.

- make tests, and those who use them to tell the truth abo
~ claims. Often they donot. -~ 0
~ Mr. Garvaguer. Mr. Horton?

~~ Mr. Horton. In your last statement, i

to follow. You, of course, have made so

their

: ,al'ong“thé‘ nes I wanted
me statements here, and I

- don’t mean to be critical of them, but T just want td‘%eb5‘e‘hrefbabkg1‘6u»ﬁd,i L

for them. ~You have expressed some opinions and these, of course, are
JOUr OPIOIONS. = © i ifin o e i

- 'Mr. Gross. Right. =~ =
. Mr:. Horron. And i

What do the psychiatrists say . @ various

- their opinion with regard to the statements ‘that you e
In other words, are you expressing an opinion which is shared 9

‘majority of psychiatrists, if you will, or is this an opinion which is

b

- in controversy? TIs yours an opinion that stands alone? Do all

~ psychiatrists-think all of these tests are no good? -
- appraisal of “the prof.

ery good -question. T will g‘lve ¥
sional attitudes toward the tests. W
attacked in the psychological jo

book came out, it was viciously

~ Fortunately the New York Times gave it to John Dollard of Yale,

- ‘who maintains a rather independent attitude toward: the "ﬁéldr‘f’é;nii L

~tries to 'be objective. = Beca
. suppose he assumed the d
‘that my book was accurat 1.
I have read you the paragraph from
~ that the tests were worthless. Howe
- attacked the book viciously. They ¢

6 review where he agreed
ver, the psychological journals
ave it begrudging credit for its

~extensive research, but stated that 1 brought a tremendots amount

- of personal venom and hatred to my opinion on testing which, there-
‘fore, was colored. Of course I anticipated this. -

use he was reviewing for the Times, I

. The psychiatric community, however, and this is my appralsal of
it, had a different attitude ‘than the psychological community. The =

~ difference between the two communiti ‘the fact
- are not medical doctors, while the psychiatrist is a

munities are the fact that psychologists
' e DS medical doetor.
- . The psychiatric community, by and large, approved my point of

- view, that the use of tests to determine mental health was a dangerous

- procedure.

" Dr. Lawrence Kubie, who is now here in Washington, T believe at
- the University of Maryland Medical School and connected in some

- way with the Government—1I believe with NTH but I am not sure—

previously was professor of psychiatry at Columbia College of Physi-

cians and Surgeons, and one of the foremost psychiatrists in America,



