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A Pourth Norming of the Mega Test: I sm including in this
iseus of Inesight a fourth attempt at norming my Megs Test. I think
this i8 the most realistio norming of the test so far, It puts the
Titan Jocisty's cut-off soore of 43 at about the 1-in-300,000 lavel.
The 1-in-1,000,000 level occurs at a raw scors of 4%,

A Renewing Member; Cedrio Stratton has renewed his membsrship,
bringing our total membership to 13. I shall include a three-page
letter from Professor 3tratton in thie issue, Thus, of the l4 mem-
bers we hud at the end of last year, we have loat two (Ron lae and
James Tetagoo) and gained one (H. W. Corley). Professor Corley has
oftered to submit an ausobiographical sketch tor Insight in the near
tuturs,

Jubscribera: Wwhile I do not enoourage subsoriptions to Insight,
1 bhave agreed to add two nases to the mailing list:

Barry Kington S. Woolsey
P. 0. Box 1111 P. 0. Box 1942
Madisonville, KY 42431 Houston, TX 77251

Barry Kington is un aotive participsant in sany high-IQ societies,
but I Jmow him best in his role as Membership Officer of the Triple
Nins Sooiety. 5. Woolsey is a member of the Nega Society, and I
have heard that he has partioipated in loosl mestings of the Tripls
Nine Society in the Houston area. I have dropped two other sub-
scribers from the mailing list: Lecnard Weisberg and Xevin Langdon.
I would sppreociate no one providing a copy of this journal to Nr.
Langdon, since he has caused considerable misohief for me.

Trial Tests;: I would like to thank the four Titan msubers--
Ohris Jole, Desan Inada, Ray Wise, and Eric Hart--who attemptsd Trial
Teat "B", which appeared in Insight #10. I have already ment them
the results along with copien of Trial Test "0", Any other msuber
who wants to attempt these tests may #till do eo. I have newuriy
completed Trial Test "D, #0 I hope to finish the entire ssries of
tests by the end of this summer, resulting in a new Megu-like test,

Change of Address: Dean Inada‘'s new address is given on page 1l
of this issus,
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letier to the Bditor

Cedric Stratton
F. 0., Box 60111
Suvannuh, GA 31420

Dear Hon, April T, 1987

I thank you very much tor ¥Your recent letter and copies of
Inajght.

I had long since planned to send in my membership, but have
been loaded down with {(momily velt-imposed) work, and thus I 1st
things 8lide somwshat, ., . .

I noted that there were some guestions in one of your earlier
Insight's, and although beluted, here ure my reactionsa:

Duea: Within resson, anything you like. Up to a maximum of
Bay $50.00

Nume: During my recent work-binge I telt the society was in
800d bhunda and noted that there were several Sugueations for numes
which were unaggressive. I have noted in forming societies that
aggresnive-sounding numes, while attracting attention ot intending
meambers, tend to offend that part of the public which may offer
Bupport while not being members, Example: When we started the locul
distunce running club, the nume "Striders® Cuught the imugination
0f & number of inexperienced runners who were put off sarlier by che
designation "Track Olub." S0 I think the ssveral suggsstions for
hdmes which have speoial meaning to ourselves but a gonerdlly blund
external flavor to others is a good move, I knew I could trust our
mesmbers,

Intelligence testing: 1 belisve that ths intelligence tests
Be4sure thut purt of intelligence which oan be figured or comauni-
cated beat on puper. The Mega Teat oulls for more nsural wction
and less shows on the paper, so it comes cloaer to the murk than
(8ay) CTMM, whioh has & lot of anewers but each (of which) samples
only a few seconds of nsural activity. There muy be some typesas of
intelligence whioh own never be Prorerly measured, Por example, how
oould you test the typs of intelligenos whioh can causde the left-
hand fingers to pick out a perfect O, Py, G mequence on unmarked
violin necks. Diffjoult to méusure, but uudiences of hundreds sanse
when it hus been dons oorreotly. Again, (an ability) that sees and
depiocts a Mona Lisa can scarcely be tested, yet I feel thers is an
intelligenos of some kind involved. T fesl thut the very highest
forme of intelligence oun probably only be appreciated and meusured
by those who are already “there", in a panss, Some ausic of recog-
nised genius hus bhad to wait for the educution of the listeaing pub-
lic, sometimea us long as a hundred or mOore yeurs before it is finully
recognised us such,




ST T AR T A ISR T LY LTS

SoEs o e BT Rkl F e T

Projects for the 3Sgciety: It seems logical to use “composite”
projects which yield best to discusaion or written discourse. Mathe-
muticul or thought problems lend themselves to this end, Invention
of a new game could very well provide a source of group income, if
it caught on, and permit expansion of our projeots with improved
funding.

Expunding the Society: It cannot, by its purposs, be expanded
to more than some 250 in this country. The triok is to oatoh then
young. I suppose any high school students making a perfect score on
sither section of the SAT would have to be candidates. They could
bs accepted (subject to accurate stutistics which indicate certain
total sgores rank in the appropriate parcentile) without furthsr ado,
1 noted a suggestion to invite second or more tries at the Mega Test
and also your later comments und re-norming. I have to admit that I
wus one of those who did "just snough,” first time around, and was
disappointed when the responae from the {then active) Méga Soociety
was that the standards had been changed. I would fesl very laesry of
entering an Olympic race where thers was an advertised "qualifying
time,” equaling or beating the standard, then being told after the
event that the stundurd was being chwnged, S0 it mukes sense %0 me
to review the admission levels, and I see whers it has been done in
& munner which permite both an imoediate potential expansion and &
maintenancs of high standards,

I enclose a biography. It is one that I abatract for purposes
01 writing proposals or Job hunting, so it is muoh longer than you
need. Below ars some of the things which sesem pertinent to our group
and « summary of things I have done which I taks a measurs of pride
in having done:

Born Sunday, 26th April, 1931,

I was readiag before going to kimdergarten in Bagland. At the
first wesk of sohool I was put into third grade or its squivalent
for the purposs of saintaining the good siart my mother gave as. Ny
mother, incidentally, left sohool at age 12,

1 have had over 50% deafness in both sars until about 1978,
when I had an operation whioh restored the left ear to about 904 of
norsal hearing. 1 have therefore besn far mors reoeptive to visual
scurces of information than to aural.

I have a wide variety of imterests and find it hard to Keep my
snthusiasas within bounds.

My first subject at school was pure aathematios, followsd by
applied mathematics, then physics, then chemistry, in that order.
I went into ochemistry upon fumily advice (ssveral of uy uncles wers
chemical engineere and the like), sventually obtaining the Ph.D,
from Loadon University (Birkbeok College), for most of the time
working 40 hours weskly at my full-time work, then 40 to 30 weekly

-3 -




at the lab bench.,

Al ter u purticul.arly hard Foglish winter 1 requested (and
uccepted al once when it wud mede available) a podt-doctoral
tellowahip at the Univerwity of Florida.

Since then I huve been teuching ut thie rather small college
(Armstirong Stute Collage) 1n Georgia., Although Lic aCadem1C BLun-
dards ure low (we cater to the community rather than un wmparted ’
elite) and the work loud iy extirewely iarge, I huve opportunities
within the community to do thii,  vhich I may not have elsewhere.

I carry out consultations with local industries and laborator-
ies, with occasionul legal work thrown in,

1 have displayed and sold paintings, acted in plays, originated
Bocieties and evente, purticipated in Marathon races aund Triuthlons,
participated in local championships of severul sporte that interes-
ted me at the time, retain an abiding interest in the sea and sail-
ing (I have & emall--21*--cabin cruiser which is ideal tor thie area
0l shouwl waters), built several fiberglass cunoes, one cutboard-
driven wooden boat for mud-flat cruising, wnd a catumaran,

I am becoming more and more interested in biochemistry, ini-
tially becauss (naturally, with my chemistry degree in inorganic
chemistry!) I wae required to teach it when we had a large influx
of atudents in paramedical programs. It seems to me that the quality
of 1life can be greatly influenced by one*s personal habits of sating
and living.

Since lust year was the year of the comet, I honed up on the
comet's predictor, Edmund Halley, and was interested to read that
he saemed to carry the ideuls of our Society (Titan, if we adopt
that nume). If we have beacons before usm as to how we would like
to live wnd eerve our fellows, his life could very well eervs as
such a beacon, His breedth of interests, ability in mathematice,
and his apparent great success with both written and spoken word
might make him a candidate, if he were still with us., Do you think
it would be appropriate to adopt great mcholars' lives as examples
for oureelves? If you do, I would be greatly intereated to know
which would be the selections made by other Titen members, espscielly
yours,

(Bdisor's comment:r T would like to emphusize that I am not a
Titan member, merely the founder and--for now--the editor. I onca
did propose to members of the Nega 3Jociety that that group single out
outstanding intellectusl figures, one per yasar, to honor with some
sort of token award. I also suggested that members of Meoga might
also single out great intellects of the past as part of a sort of
intellectual “"Hall of Fame”. Nothing came of these suggestions, the
only response--from Mr, Langdon--being negativs.)
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A kourth Norming ol the Mega Test

Ronald K. Hoellin
P.0. Box 7430
New York, NY 10116

My first and third normings adsumed a linear relationship between
13 and raw score from the floor to the ceiling of the Mega Test, 1
sim}ly equated the mean reported IQ on u number ot previously
attempted testa with the mean raw score achieved on the Mega Test
by the same group of individuals, weighting each individual's scores
equally. I then equated the stundard deviation of the sumple of
reported 1Qs {a measure of their “spread”) with the standurd deviation
of the corresponding sample of raw scores on the Mega Test., The first
norming gave & floor of 122 I§ and a ceiling of 184 IQ, while the
third norming gave & floor of 120 and a ceiling of 190 (where there
are 16 I3 points to the stanuard deviation), all other IQs falling
on a straight line between the floor and ceiling points., Needlesa
to say, this approach was an oversimplificetion. The third norming
seemed particularly suspect, since 190 IQ is theoretically achievable
by only one person in & hundred million,

In the second norming I retained the smwme norms as I had ueed in
the tirst norming up to the 99.9 percentile, but sbove that point I
tried a nonlineur approach, assigning IQe in accordance with how the
participants were actuslly distributed above thie level. Thue, the
score exceeded by ous-tenth as many partioipants as exceesded the 99.9
percentile determined the 99,99 percentile, the score exceeded by one-
tenth a3 many participants us exceeded the 93.99 percentile determined
the 99.999 percentile, and so forth. This approdch, of course, alsoc
wus un oversimplification, since it is reasonable to swrmise that,
since test participation was voluntary, the higher the intelligence
level, the pore likely & persom would be to attempt the test, in which
case the number sooring sabove the 95.99 percentile should be greater
than one-tenth of the number sooring above the 99.9 percentils, the
nusber scoring above the 99,999 percentile should be greater than one-
tenth the number scoring above the 99.99 percentile, snd so forth.
But there seemsd no olear way of deciding what thess increased like-
lihoods of partioipation might be.

In the present nmorming I have returned to the nonlinsar approach,
tut & quite different ons from that in the second norming. I con-
satruoted graphs showing the distribution of scores on five principal
intelligence tests--the LAIT, OTMM, AGCT, WAIS, and Stantord-Binet--
a separate graph for sach test. 1 then constructed tive more graphs
showing how thoss reporting scores on sach of these tssts scored on
the Mega Test, I then made the assumption that even though indivi-
dusl participants might 4o better or worse on my test than on one of
the other tests comparesd with the saaple of individuals who had re-
ported scores on the othsr test, nevertheless the range of perform-
ances of a group of individuals would be roughly the sams on the two
tests. .
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Halheér than determining the range by talculmting a Btungara
deviation lor all ten graphs, I woopled o Samplilaied method. At
intervals ot 0.25 Ptandard deviations witn respect Lo the general
population on the other test I counted the number of participanis in -
wy sample who reported scores egual to or less than that score, I
then counted up the same number oif participants on the parullel sam-
ple of Megn Taw Bcores and noted the ruw acore &t which I haa wrrived, -
Thue, for example, 2.0 #tandaro deviations above the meun on the CTM« '
equals 132 IQ on that teat, In my sample, 9 individuals reported
CTM4 scoree of 132 or lese. Q(n the parallel graph ol Mega ruw 8cores
ior my sumple of individuuls who had reporved CTMM Bcores, one Linos
thut 9 persons got & rew score of 7 or less on the Mega Test, 1 thu:
tentutivaly identified 132 1Q on the CUIM, with & raw score of 7 on
the Mega Test. I did the sune for ull tive testia at 14 different
standard deviations, ranging trom 1.29 to 4.50 8.d.'s above the mean.

1 found thut the data below 1.25 und above 4.50 was too skampy to be
considereda reliable., I then took the meun equivalent Megu Test raw
score ut each standard deviation level for tne tive testa as my final
dute point for plotting a curve on graph paper. For exaample, the
equivelent Mega ruw scores for the five tests at 2.0 @tandard deviu-
tions were 7 tor the LAIT, 7 for the CTMWM, 13 for the AGCY, 8 ior tne
WALS, wnd 84 for the Jtanford-Binet. Averaging these tigures gives

w result of 7.4 raw acore points as the esiimated equivalent of 2.0
8tandard deviations above the mean {ihe 97.7 percentile) on the Mega
Test vis-a-vis the general populution.

I diecarded data ifrom the SAT, GRE, and MAT because I telt thul
the determinwtion of the mean and the standurd deviution o1 these
tests vis-w-vis the gensral population is somewhat speculutive, since
these tests are normed ueing above-average populations., 1 also dis-
curded Cattell duts beguuse this dutu eeemed consistently out ot line
with the dutae for the other five tests--perhaps because the supposed
standurd deviation of 24 points for the Cattell is erronsocus. Mensa
participunts in she 0,.5,, for example, regularly reportsd both Cattell
and CTEMM scores, since both teste are administered by Mensa for admie-
eion purpcses in this country. One f£inds that Cattell scores do not
have a tendency to be 14 times greater than CTMM scores, as they ought
to be if the standard deviations {16 for the CTMM and 24 for the Cat-
tell) are right.

The results, using the five tests I had chosen to use, exnibited
when graphed a virtually straight-line relationship for the seven data 1
points plotted from 2.0 to 3.5 standard deviations above the mean.

Below 2.0 s.d4.'s thers was g fairly abrupt leveling off in the curve

for the thres duta points below that level, This was no doubt due to 4
the fact that I haed inserted several relatively esasy verbal items in

the test to get everyons started. J sxtrapolated the curve below 1.2%
standurd deviations so that it terminates at 0.0 standurd deviations
(100 1Q) for a raw score of one (1) righs.
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Above 3.9 standard deviations the problem 13 how 1o account for
the apparent "dip™ in the plotted curve. My Burmise 15 thal there
is a partial failure in my working hypothesis, namely, that the range
ot performance for a given sample of individuuls will remain largely
unchanged as a whole from one test to another cespite wide variations
in individual performances, As persons with very high scores on
other testa regress toward the mean of their Sample when they attempt
the Mega Test, they fail to be replaced in sufficient numbers at the
high end of the scale on the Mega Test by persons from the middle of
the pack. (The wholes sample may have aged coneiderably, on the
average, since attempting the other test, for example,} The result-
ing contraction of scores on the Mega Teat would uccount for the dip
in the observed ourve, (The lack of dip at the 4.5 level may be due
to the strength of the LAIT eample, most other tests having dropped
out ot considerution completely at this level,) I recommend, then,
thut reliance be placed on the extrajolated rather than the plotted
line in the 3.5-to-4.5 interval in order %o avoid the artificisl dip.

The following are my recomasended cut-offs for the various high-1Q
groups that use the Mega Test for admiesion purposes:

{1) 1rhe 99.9 percentile, which is used us a cut-oil by the
Iriple Nine Socisty and the Internwtional Society 10r Philosophical
knjuiry, thneoretically occurs at 3.090Z stundarc deviations above the
mean. My calculations put the 3,00 standuara-deviation level equal to
@ raw score of 22.8 and the 3,25 etandsrd-deviation level squal to a
raw score of 26.4. To find how far above a Taw soors of 22.8 the
99.9 parcentile lies, one can use the proportioni

0902 x - X
.2500 26.4 - 22.8 3.6

which yields x = 1.29888. Adding this to 22.8 yislds 24,0988, which
is thus my esstimate for the raw score squivalent of the 99,9 percen-
tile. I suggest that this figure be rounded off to 24 rather than 25.

(2) The 99.997 percentile, which is used as the cut-off for the
Prometheus Society, corrssponding to 4.0 standurd deviations above the
mean (164 1Q), can be set at & raw score of either 34 or 36, depending
on whether ons wishes to rely on the plotted or on the sxtrapolated
lins. 1 leuve thias decision to the Fromethsus 3ocisty's Psychometrios
Committes, chaired by Gary Bryant,

(3) The 99.9997 percentile, corresponding to 172 1Q or 4.5 stan-
dard deviations above the mean, appearas to be the out-off for the
Titan Society il that group retains its minimus raw Score requiresent

of 43 corrsct.,

(4) The 99.9999 percentile should be achievable by 3 peopls among
those who attempted the Hega Test since about 90 people excesded the
midpoint of 36 right (1-in-30,000) and 9 excesdsd the midpoint of 43
(1-1n-300,000). T*This would put this percentile at a raw socors of 45.

I had to bend the ourve a bit to the right above 4.5 s.d4.'s t0 acocomp-
lish this fit.

-7 -




Flotted and Extrepolated Equivalences

Mega Between Megu Test Ruw Scores
Ruw and Standard Deviatione
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Recommended

Raw Score/IQ/Percentila Bquivalencas

for the

Pourth Norming of the Mega Test

Nega Mega
Raw Approx, Raw APprox,
Score 19 g-ile Rarity Score I S-ile Rarity

1 100 50 1in 2 © 25 151 99.9 1 in 1,500

2 107 67 1 in } 26 152  99.95 1 in 1,750

3 113 80 1in 5 27 183 99,95 1 in 2,250

4 118 87 11in B 28 154 99,96 1 1in 2,750

5 122 91 1 in 10 29 155 99.97 1 in 3,500

6 126 95 11in 20 30 157 99.98 1 in 5,000

7 130 97 1 in 30 n 158 99.98 1 in 7,500

8 11 97 1 in 37 32 159  99.99 1 in 9,000

9 132 97.7 1 in 4} n 160 99.99 1 in 11,000

10 133 98 1 in 50 34 161 99.99 1 in 15,000
11 134 98 1 in 60 35 163 99.996 1 in 2%,000
12 136 98.8 1 1n 80 36 164 99.997 1 im 30,000

13 137 99 1 in 100 37 165 99.998 1 in 40,000
14 138 99 1 in 120 38 166  99.998 1 in %0,000
15 139 99 1 4in 140 39 167 99,9986 1 in 70,000
16 140 99 1 in 160 40 168 99.999 1 in 100,000
17 141 99.5 1 im 200 41 170 99.9995% 1 in 175,000
18 143 99.6 1 in 2%0 42 171 99.9996 1 in 225,000
19 144 99.7 1 in 335 43 172 99,9997 1 in 300,000
20 us 99.8 1 in 400 44 174 99,9998 1 in 500,000
21 146 9.8 1 in 500 45 176 99.999% 1 in 1,000,000
22 147 99.8 1 in 600 46 178 99.99995 1 in 2,000,000
2) 148 99.86 1 in 750 47 180 99.99997 1 in 3,000,000
24 1%0 99.9 1 im 1,000 48 183 99.99999 1 im 10,000,000
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Standard

deviation:  1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00 2,25 2.50 2.7% 3.00 3.2% 3.50 3.75 4.00 4.25 4.50
LAIT 3 5 7 T 13 15 16 17 21 24 29 M 38 a4
CTYM 5 5 ] 7 12 164 20 25 31 3T 38 40 41l 42
AGCT - 9 11 13 17 21 28 284 29 .= o= e em am
WAIS st 6 64 8 10 12 20 23 25 30 31 324 M .-
S-B - 3 T# 8% 11 15 17 204 26 264 284 29¢ M --

Mean score: 4.5 5.6 T.4 B.T7 12.6 15.9 20.2 22.8 26.4 29.4 31.6 34.0 36.8 43.0

Data Not Used in the Calculations

3tandard ,
deviations) 1.25 1,50 1,75 2.00 2.25 2,50 2.75 3.00 3.25 3.50 3.75 4.00 4.25 4.50 9
Cattell 3 4 6 10 14 27 324 A 39 42 44 - -~ -~ '
SAT 44 6 8 12 15 20 24 33 44 - - =v = ==
GRB -— == == 8 10 13 19 24 ¥ 3 - — - --
MAT = == 4 6 12 15 21 25 .= == == == == ==

Means and Standard Devistions of Cited Tests

(Mean) (3.d.)

LAIT (Langdon Adult Intelligence Test) 100 16
CTMM (California Test of Mental Maturity) 100 16
AGCT (Army Generul Clamsification Test) 100 20
WAIS {Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scals) 100 15
3-B (Stanford-Binet) 100 16
Cattell (Cattell-Verbal) 100 24(7)
SAT (3cholastic Aptitude Teati, V + Q) T15(?) 295(7)
GRE (Graduate Record Bxamination, ¥V + Q) 765(?) 255(1)

MAT (Miller Analogies Teat) 10(?) 28(7)
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Letter to the Hditor

Dean Inuda
21858 Ticonderoga Lane
Lake Forest, CA 92630

Deur Ron, Fobruary 27, 1987

Porhups I wae a bit hasty in dismissing problem #26 (in Trial
Test "B", Insight #10)., I omn now imagine argumsnis supporting
specitic answers,

(Editor's pote: The problem in question reads as follows:
“Suppose a bluck box containe ten marbles of unknown colors. The
marbles* colors can be determined only by selecting one marble at &
time &t random from the box, but it must be returned to the box and
mixed thorocughly with the rest before anothsr marble is chosen for
inspection. If ten marbles are inspected in this way and all tum
out to be white marbles, what is the probability at this point that
the box contains only white marbles? (Round to the nearest whols
percent, )"}

If one assumes that the marbles® colors are selected with equal
probability from among all the possible colors, one can find an wne-
wer dependent on number of possible colors, But since this number
is unknown, one may suppose that this number is uniformly distributed
batwesn, say, 1 and n. Again, the answer dependas on n, but it quiokly
reaches u limit a8 n gets lurge, so one oan find u well defined answer
which i8 not partioularly sensitive to the number of ocolors one can
see and nuae. Unfortunately, it is mot within 1% of what I submitted.
If you belisve thie approash is correct, then my IQ is in jeopardy
unless I ocan sugaesat another solution plausible encough to muke you
doubt this, or whatever ons you believe.

I cun isugine some intelligent people reasoning that, since the
probability of & marble being & givem ocolor is uaknown we may wSsume
thut they are n rundom numbers that sum to 1. (For a while I suspected
that this might be your model with m = 2, i.,e,, probability of white
is uniforas betwesn O and ], whioh would have difficulties whes you ask
the probability that the box ocontains only non-red sarbles, or only
non-blue warbdles.) This answoer ulsc resches & limit as & gets large
but the lizit may seem trivial and uninterssting to moat intelligent
people, One ocan find & non~trivial limit by letting n be s random
number beiween 1 and m and taking the limit as g sapproaches imfinity.
This gives a slightly differsnt asnwer.

Then aguin, it may be morse reusonabls to weight the probability
of a given distribution by the product of the probabilities for sach
color.

It might also be argued that the probability that there are n
colora in the universe should be proportionsl to m. 3ince the more
colorful universes contribute little to the probability ¢of our ocut-
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come, we uvold an ultraviolet cutudirdphe and tind yet another
well detined limit.

It you think thut none but your #slution is correct, you might
wunt to use these other numbsrs as distractors in & multiple-choice
teat, This would directly measure intelligence as one's ability to
chooue between the alternative models, Or, if you cun avoid listing
the moat plauusible alternatives, you could leave your answsr as in-
disputubly the only possible correct one. And perhaps 1 cun redeem
my I on the multiple-choice version of this problem.

The lateet renorming seems to have increused my intelligence
substuntially. Can®t complain about that, Since the Megu Test was
published, the sixzs of my cohort hes fluctuated by more than two
orders of magnitude, I guess that's not surprising; if it's as small
a8 claimed, it may be difficult to muake w statistical sample signi-
ficunt to 7 decimal places,

Lowaring the sdmission standard seems more practical than rais-
ing it if you wish to maintain & viable size, and fairer to those
already oftered admission. Allowing multiple attempts ulso seema
ressonable if you are wore interested in meéasuring ultimate ability
than rigid coneistency. . . .

A8 to the norming iteelf, it seems unrealistic to expect a linear
correlation to be muintained right up to the limit. I might think u
more reusonable approach would be to tuke the scatter diagrum of Mega
score va. IQ, normalise it @0 thut the IQ percentiles tit their theo-
retical shape, Then look at the Megu score percentiles. . , . The
Mega score percentiles should then reflect a sgore distribution for
the gensral population, independently of how they correlate with
Jtunford-Binst or uny other test.

Of oourse, sinoe you are culling it an intelligence teet, you
may then want to look baok &t the normalized scatter diagram and ses
that your parcentiles correlate mors with other IQ percentiles than,
say, Bge.

It may also be interesting to do a separate norning on each
question on the test, If you mssume that the probability of getting
sach guestion right is a monotonic function of some parame ter, call
it "intelligence,” and that the probabilities of getiing two questions
right are indepsndent, except that they are both correlated with the
saeme “intelljigence". parameter, you might be able to find the optimal
weighting of each test question. You have apparently been trying to
weight verbal und non-verbal seotions equally, but if the scorss on
one asotion have a greater variance, that ssction is eftectively being
given mors weight,

{Editor's note: I'd be happy to aend you or any other statistic-
ally knowledgeabls member all the data upon which the preceding norming
was based. Perhups you could arrive at informative conclusions,)
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