through the adventures of Blackford
Oakes, the latest, Marco Polo, If You
Can, into the Buckleyesque interpreta-
tion of (or rather, fantasy speculation
upon) the U-2 flap that gave Nikita
Khrushchev a golden chance to embarrass

the president of the United States. Or

was it all staged by the United States to
ease us out of an awkward situation? The
book, brand new and thus far the best of
Buckley’s novels, makes a perfectly
delicious case—only three-quarters
tongue-in-cheek—for the latter inter-
pretation. You'll get no major plot revela-
tions from me, since everything unfolds
so splendidly in the novél. To cheat the
reader of the pleasure of discovering the
intricacies of Buckley’s story would be
not only unsporting but unforgivable.

But let me tell you some of the bits and
pieces that carry you rapidly through the
pages of Marco Polo. We meet not only
our old friend Blackford Oakes and his
associates and lady friends and buddies
and other creations of the author, but
also a most amazingly organized and
calculating Dwight David Eisenhower
and a J. Edgar Hoover who has been
removed from the pedestal upon which
most conservatives reflexively place him.
Ike and Hoover, and for that matter
several other real people put to
Buckley’s uses in the book, are of course
wholly shaped to Buckley’s needs, and
they are employed as playfully for the
serious purposes of advancing the plot’s
logic as is Buckley himself employed
playfully in an aside: at one point Black-
ford Oakes settles back to dip into Up
Jfrom Liberalism by, of course, William F.
Buckley, Jr. :

I don’t know if Bill Buckley intends to
unleash upon us a major roman 4 clef one
of these days. These Blackford Oakes
adventures are not that: when they want
to make use of an historical personage
they simply use him by name and invent
_ for him whatever is needed for the story.
But if a long familiarity with the develop-
ment of novelists is of any use to me, 1
think I can safely guess that one of these
years we should expect Buckley to give
us a large book that abandons Qakes and
plays consistently off a cast primarily of
real people just ever so cleverly dis-
guised. :

For now we have the Oakes books and
they’re swell. Marco Polo, If You Can will
please you hugely.

David Brudnoy, a contributing editor of
REASON, is a host of a New England-wide
radio talk show, critic-at-large of Boston’s CBS
station, and a syndicated columnist.
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Measuring Intelligence—
Fact and Fantasy

Straight Talk about Mental Tests.
By Arthur R. Jensen. .

New York: The Free Press.

1981. 269 pp. $12.95.

Reviewed by William R. Havender

Probably no other scientific contro-
versy has been so badly misrepre-
sented in the public debate, nor allows
arrant fantasy and myth to play such
determinant roles, as that surrounding
mental tests. Partly, this is because the
central issues are technically complex
and hard for nonspecialists to grasp;
partly, it is because such intricate issues
do not lend themselves readily to editor-
ial paraphrase and summary without
distortion; and partly, it is due to
deliberate efforts at confusion and ob-
fuscation. There is thus a great need for
a book that discusses these matters
clearly in terms accessible to the
educated layman.

Such a book is now at hand, and it is
written by a man who stands not only at
the top of his profession but also at the
center of the controversy. The book is
Straight Talk about Mental Tests, by
Arthur R. Jensen. The questions that
constitute' the core of the testing
brouhaha .are here carefully, though
simply and clearly, reviewed, including
the nature of intelligence as psycholo-
gists understand it and why it is socially
important, how standardized tests are
constructed, what they predict and how
validly they do so, the degree of cultural
and racial bias in these tests, what is
known about environmental deter-
minants of IQ and about raising IQ
through specific treatments, the relation
of race and social class to IQ, the relative
importance of genes and environment to
1Q, and the proper and improper uses of
mental tests.

Of special interest to the general
reader will be the behind-the-scenes
discussion of ‘“‘headline-grabbing’’ issues
of recent years. For instance, a recent,
greatly publicized claim by a Ralph
Nader-affiliated group asserted that col-
lege entry tests are a fraud, since they
predict the college grades of admitted
students only slightly better than throw-
ing dice would do. The statement is true,
but there is a little confidence trick at its
heart; admitted students are already a
highly selected group whose range of
academic ability is much narrower than
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that of the entire group of applicants.
And for making distinctions within this
broader group, the validity of college en-
try tests is solidly established.

Another item much in the news in the
last decade was the. so-called Miracle in
Milwaukee. This was an attempt to in- -
tervene heroically in the cultural environ-
ment of selected Milwaukee children
who were thought likely to become
retarded (being born to ghetto mothers
who had already produced one retarded
child). These children, from birth until
they entered school at age six, were
given eight hours of intensive stimulation
each weekday to speed their mental
development. A comparison group of
children, chosen by the same criteria,
was reared conventionally.

The results? The early gain was spec-
tacular, nearly 30 points on average, and
this is what made news. But the gain did
not last. Twenty points of it have van-
ished now that the children are well
along in elementary school. More impor-
tant, while these children are still above
the comparison group in nominal 1Q, the
two groups show no difference at all in
the most important academic task of the
early school years, namely, learning to
read. It seems that the intensive training
succeeded in conveying only the specific -
skills for taking 1Q tests without having
any detectable effect on the underlying
faculty of general intelligence that is nor-
mally signified by IQ and whose cultiva- .
tion was, of course, the true objective of
the program. This sobering follow-up
evaluation has not been widely pub-
licized. ’

third matter of recent media atten-
tion is a California court case (Larry
P. et al. v. Wilson Riles), where the court
enjoined the use of standardized mental
tests for the placement of black children
in classes for the mentally retarded on
the basis that the tests are racially
biased. The noteworthy fact is that the
court, evidently harking to wider
political considerations, made this deter-
mination despite a preponderance of
evidence to the contrary. What studies
actually show is that the scholastic
achievement of black children is just as
accurately predicted by IQ tests as in the
case of white children; a black with a low
IQ has the same problems with scholastic
material as a white child with the same
low IQ. The court decision, be it noted, is
under appeal.
Besides busting some widely propa-
gated media myths, the book corrects
many other common misperceptions. For
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instance, the charge is often heard that
mental tests, since individual scores on
them merely reflect cultural upbringing,
reinforce the existing socio-cultural class
structure. The truth is just the reverse. A
study done in England showed -that a
greater proportion of working-class
children were selected for college
preparatory work when selection was
based on IQ and achievement tests than
when it depended on grades and

" teachers’ recommendations; the opposite
was true for middle- and upper-class
children, whose deportment apparently
biased the teachers’ evaluations in their
favor. And in the United States, the para-
mount role played by mental and
achievement tests in forcing open educa-
‘tional opportunities for Jews, Negroes,
Asians, and other minorities is a matter
of history.

Moreover, social classes do not, as far
as IQ is concerned, “breed true’’; the
correlation between a child’s IQ and his
parents’ social class is a rather low .35
(on a scale of 0 to 1), and more than half
of all children move to a different social
class from that of their parents. On what
basis do they move? It turns out to be
related to IQ; bright siblings tend to
move upward, slow ones downward. The
result is that a person’s IQ correlates
with his own adult social class at a level
of .6, which is much higher than to his
parents’ class. Modern societies, then,
are actually characterized by turbulence
and flux, not immobility, and mental
tests, which can read through social
veneers to identify the presence or
absence of academic potential, promote
rather than hinder this merit-based
movement.

Speaking of inheritance, Jensen gives
the most lucid explanation of the
“heritability” of IQ ever written. Failure
to comprehend this basic concept gives
rise to many policy confusions, such as
the egregiously mistaken belief that high
IQ heritability necessarily implies 1Q’s
eternal immutability and hence is cause
for inaction and despair, or its inverse,
that finding isolated instances where ex-
ceptional circumstances do raise IQ—
such as Milwaukee’s ‘‘miracle’’—thor-
oughly invalidates the general finding of
high 1Q heritability.

Why does all of this matter? Because
the efficient allocation of human re-
sources is at least as vital to the function-
ing of the economy as the allocation of
any other resource. The placement test
most commonly used in the military, for
instance, is the Armed Forces Qualifica-
tion Test. Studies show that recruits

scoring in the lowest third on this ap-
titude test need two to five times more
training trials, and two to six times more
prompting to learn basic military tasks
than middle- or high-aptitude recruits.
Proper placement of recruits is estimated
to save more than $400 million per year.
An estimate of the savings to the federal
government of optimal selection pro-
cedures for its four million employees is
$16 billion every year. On a national
scale, the estimated annual loss in pro-
ductivity if general ability tests were
abandoned for selective purposes would
be $80 billion. Clearly, much is at stake.

With the publication of this useful
book, there is no longer any excuse for
public commentators, to the extent they
have professional integrity, to remain ig-
norant of this matter and to continue to
spread misunderstanding.

Bill Havender is a research. biochemist at the
University of California, Berkeley.

When Liberty
Comes to SF

An Enemy of the State.
By F. Paul Wilson. :
New York: Doubleday.

1980. 269 pp. $10.95.

Reviewed by Timothy Condon

here are legions of science fiction

writers, many of them pretty handy
with paper and a live typewriter. But too
many of them won’t consider how future
(or past) societies should be set up. More
often than not they don’t know much
about economics either, which can be
fatal when talking about utopian visions.
All of which makes the precious tew
writers who do know what a just society
should look like (no, I'm not talking

about the bleeding hearts, babbling on-

about their cheap collectivist visions) all
the more valuable.

Well, lemme tell ya people. That group
has just been increased by a very impor-
tant one. I should have known it, when
his two previous books came out, burst-
ing with rhetoric that guaranteed he
knew the difference between a free
society and an anthill. Even with his fre-
quent references to the real-world con-
nection between civil and economic free-
dom, I thought maybe it was just a fluke.
It wasn’t. Now that his third book has ar-
rived, I've got just one, big question:
Why hasn’t someone told me about this guy
before now?

Who knows? Maybe it takes any young
writer time to make a name. Well, with
the publication of his third science fiction
blockbuster, F. Paul Wilson has defi-
nitely made such a name for himself. His
first two, Healer and Wheels within
Wheels, gave him away: frequent refer-
ences to the basis of individual freedom
in economic freedom; clear expositions
on why the state is the enemy of any
clear-thinking human being; even some
name-dropping, for those just being in-
structed and who might want to learn
more—Ludwig von Mises, for instance,
or Milton Friedman; even Lysander
Spooner! Wonderful stuff.

Still, nice sensibilities about individual
liberties won’t get you far if you can’t
spin a good tale. Wilson can, and his best
yet is his third piece—with a title

Announcing the 1982

Tax Shelter Directory™
It could be worth thousands

to you in_the coming. year.
If you're involved in tax shelters, this 286
page directory is a must. Compiled by the
editors of Limited Partners
Letter, its hundreds of
listings give you instant
access to the tax shelter
industry: sponsors,
brokers, advisors, and
opportunities both
public and private.
Publication price only
$75 plus $2.25 handling.
(CA residents add 6% sales tax).
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P.O. Box 1146, Dept. R

Menlo Park, CA 94025
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directory update.
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