Shamelessness Shouldn’t Be Anyone’s Nature
—An Open Letter to Nature (Part X1X)
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[Summary]) In April, 2002, Fang published a lengthy article about IQ test and general intelligence in
a Chinese popular science magazine. It was discovered 8 years later that the article was mainly translated
from Harvard Professor Stephen J. Gould’s The Mismeasure of Man, and Canadian mathematician A. K.
Dewdney’s Yes, We Have no Neutrons. A complete analysis and comparison is provided.
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The Story

On April 3, 2002, Fang published an article in Newton-Science World magazine, entitled The Misreading
of IQ[”. The article contains 6,134 Chinese characters, but contains not a single reference, citation, or
attribution. Fang would republish it four more times in the next ten years.
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A stolen goods sold five times
Fang’s The Misreading of 1Q was first appeared in April, 2002, in Newton-Science World magazine; then in January,
2003, in Youth Science magazine; in May, 2003, in Teacher’s Digest magazine; in 2007 in Fang Zhouzi Solves
World Mysteries, a book published by Shan’xi Normal University Press; and in 2012 in Mysterious Phenomena Are
not Mysterious, a book published by Guangxi Science and Technology Press.
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The publishers of Fang’s fraudulent article and books
From left: Mr. Tang Yunjiang, editor-in-chief of Newton-Science World (now Science World); Mr. Liu Dongfeng,

the president of Shan’xi Normal University Press; and Mr. He Xing, the president of Guangxi Science and
Technology Press.
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In The Misreading of 1Q, Fang introduced the history of 1Q test, questioned the definition of intelligence,
denied the existence of “general intelligence,” and excluded the possibility of finding intelligence genes.
It is quite weird that Fang could hold such opinions, because Fang was, and still is, an avid genetic
determinist. For example, in December, 1999, 28 months before The Misreading of 1Q, Fang claimed that
“gene therapy could permanently increase the intelligence, strength, and the capabilities of sensory organs
and all other aspects in normal children, even adults.” He even claimed that the genetic research could
elongate human being’s life span indefinitely?. In 2005, 3 years after The Misreading of 1Q, Fang wrote:
“Genetic factors could affect a person’s eating habit and appetite.”® So, why did Fang slap his own face
in 2002? Considering the fact that Fang had no training in psychology, and his plagiarist history, it would
be logical to speculate that Fang had stolen someone’s article and adopted the victim’s opinions.



http://v.ifeng.com/program/qmxdl/2012mori/index.shtml
http://news.snnu.edu.cn/bencandy.php?id=8375
http://www.gxkjs.com/news.asp?id=500

The speculation was confirmed in 2010, when | found out that Fang’s article was mainly, 75%, translated
from the 5" chapter (The Hereditarian Theory of I1Q: An American Invention) of Dr. Stephen Jay Gould’s
The Mismeasure of Man (W. W. Norton & Co., 1981) and the 2" chapter (Mind Numbers: The Curious
Theory of the Intelligence Quotient) of Canadian mathematician Dr. A.K. Dewdney’s Yes, We Have No
Neutrons (John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1997). | wrote an article, Original Writing, Translation, Compilation,
or Plagiarism: Comment on Fang Zhouzi’s The Misreading of 1Q, to expose the plagiarism case, and
submitted it to Newton-Science World, but received no response from the magazine. The article was later
published on Academic Criticism Net on January 22, 2011, then on Guangming Net 4 days later. On Feb.
25, 2011, Shenzhen Economic Daily reported the case®. As I have mentioned repeatedly, that was the
first time a Chinese news medium reports Fang’s plagiarism history.
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A historic event: The page image of Shenzhen Economic Daily’s report
Ten years after the exposure of Fang’s first plagiarism case, and five months after the arrest of Dr. Xiao Chuanguo,
one of the whistleblowers of the first case, China’s news media finally found the guts to expose Fang’s dirty secrets.

Fang had been trying his best to ignore the allegations leveled against him on the internet, and threatening
any print media with lawsuits if they dare to expose his dirty secrets. Since Shenzhen Economic Daily was
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the first print medium who broke his prohibition, Fang felt he had to respond. And his responses were
very entertaining. Here is his first reaction:

“Shenzhen Economic Daily reporter Zheng Jianyang played dumb, claiming he had been
watching my microblog, but he didn’t know why ‘Dr. Xin Ge who lives in the U. S. would care
about Fang’s article,” didn’t know that so called Xin Ge was the Fang expert Yi Ming who had
written more than a million characters slandering me and supporting Xiao Chuanguo? He didn’t
know | had responded several times to his plagiarism allegations against me on me microblog and
blog? This person ‘has demonstrated’ many of my articles were ‘plagiarized,” you keep
reporting.”

Here is his second:

“Just like the journalists who slandered my wife last time, the manipulator of this time is
Southern Weekly’s executive-rumor-spreading-editor Xu Qingliang. It’s time for Southern Media
Group to revenge for Zhu Xueqin. Fang experts should be excited. For the past ten years or so,
they have scolded me on the internet, now they can finally scold me in the print media.”®

Here is his third:

“For many years, Yi Ming (Ge Xin) has been accusing me every day that all of my popular
science articles were plagiarism. If | respond to every one of his accusations, how can | have time
to do my proper job? There is an e-friend who did analyses before on how Yi Ming slandered me
by cheating those who don’t know English: see: Yi Ming’s Ignorance and Vexatiousness,
http://t.cn/hCyROQOa, and Whether It Is Fang Zhouzi s Fault if Fang Expert Yi Ming Does Not
Understand a Popular Science Article? http://t.cn/h4msBa.”!"!

No one in this world knows what Fang’s “proper job” is, except for attacking and stealing other people.
The two articles Fang mentioned in the third response were written by that idiotic james_hussein_bond,
the first one had already been refuted by me right after it was posted™; and the second article was the one
he defended Fang’s ignorance by admitting Fang’s plagiarism in the Nature-Science case (see Part
XVIL).

Besides citing james_hussein_bond, Fang also urged his other followers to come to his rescue. On Feb. 26,
2011, Pan Haidong, who received his Ph. D. degree from Boston University in 2004, and padded his CV
so he could join Chinese government’s “1000 Talents Plan,” issued a brief statement:

“| have examined, that article was not plagiarism.”®!

76 minutes later, another person named Zhang Zhaojin also issued a statement:
“l used to be an editor with Science World, and this article was edited and released by me after

strict examination, absolutely no plagiarism. Please shut up, you rumormongers. What you are
doing can only expose your nature of ignorance and shrew.”*"!
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Fang’s feebleminded defenders
Left: Mr. Zhang Zhaojin, the ex-deputy managing editor of Newton-Science World, who, not knowing English,
testified that Fang’s article was not plagiarism. Mr. Zhang is currently an editor with People's Posts and
Telecommunications Press and is the editor of the upcoming Self-selected Works of Fang Zhouzi[*";

Right: Pan Haidong, CEO of hudong.com, who hired Fang as its chief science advisor in July, 2012. The alliance
between the scandalous Fang and the fraudulent Pan was most likely for the purpose of deceiving government for
funds!*?. I have challenged Dr. Pan publicly to show the world how he “examined, that article was not plagiarism”

since July, 2012, and Dr. Pan has not responded yet.

Fang’s own formal response to the event came about two weeks later, when a reporter with Xinan
Evening News, a newspaper based in Anhui where Fang’s alma mater USTC located, asked Fang:

“In late February, The Misreading of 1Q you wrote was accused of plagiarism by someone. It
seems that you haven’t responded so far?”

Fang’s reply:

“Things like that happened long before. Ten years ago when | started busting frauds, someone
said several of my science essays were plagiarized from some American magazines, they even
reported to these magazines. In the end, the magazine, after investigation, rejected the allegation,
saying it was not plagiarism.

“There are too many plagiarism allegations leveled against me on the internet, [saying my]
popular science articles were plagiarism, my poems were plagiarism, essays were plagiarism,
they are really absurd. If you want to say The Misreading of 1Q was plagiarized from foreign
magazine, most people’s English is not good enough to judge, so they can be easily fooled.
However, if they say my Sunshine on the Wall plagiarized Anhui poet Liang Xiaobin’s Snow-
white Wall, it is a pure joke. Comparing the two poems, except for walls, they have no
relationship at all.

“Some people complain every day that I have plagiarized, so it is impossible for me to have time
to respond. I only respond when I feel it is necessary.”*"”!

Please pay attention to the sentence “someone said several of my science essays were plagiarized from
some American magazines.” Please also pay attention to the fact that Fang brought the poem incident into
this case. Why did he use plural forms (essays, magazines), when, in fact, only one essay and one
magazine was involved “ten years ago” in the Science case? What the poem incident has anything to do
with the plagiarism case of The Misreading of 1Q? The answer is simple: that’s how Fang has been
fooling Chinese people, as well as American people, British people, for the last 15 years. In a Chinese
proverb, it is called “muddy the water in order to fish.”
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Monstrous stealing
Fang’s The Misreading of 1Q contains 6,134 Chinese characters, and 75% of them (highlighted in yellow) were
translated from Drs. Gould and Dewdney’s books, but without any attribution.

Yes, till this day, Fang has found neither the time, nor the necessity, to respond my allegations, even
though he has all the time in the world to do so, and what he has been doing daily is nothing but
constantly accusing other people of fraud, and demanding other people’s response.

The Evidence
1. Weird Ideological Alignment

As mentioned above, Fang was, and still is, an avid genetic determinist, or in Dr. Gould’s term, a
biological determinist. Besides the evidences I’ve already given, there are a lot more, hundreds, literally,
such evidences. The fact is, one of Fang’s favorite words is 45 % (ruo zhi), which means weak
intelligence, feebleminded, mentally retarded, idiot, moron, etc. Fang uses the word constantly to label or
scold his opponents!™. On the other hand, Fang is extremely proud of his own intelligence, claiming that
he, as well as his followers, possesses “superb 1Q;” is “intellectually more advanced” than those who
study humanities, or those who believe a religion or TCM™]. As a matter of fact, when a reporter
compare[c116]t1im to that high 1Q egomaniac Sheldon Cooper on The Big Bang Theory, Fang seemed
flattered™.

Besides being a devoted biodeterminist, Fang is also a zealous reductionist, having written several articles
promoting reductionism, and depreciating holism. For example, in 2000, Fang wrote: “reductionism is a
scientific thought,” “reduction is a perfect research method.”™"! However, according to Gould, one of the
fundamental errors of biodeterminism is reductionism®.

So, how could such a frenetic biodeterminist/reductionist suddenly, and out of nowhere, became an expert
on human intelligence, and denied the genetic basis of intelligence, the existence of general intelligence,
and the usefulness of 1Q test?




2. Astonishing Ignorance

In his article, Fang not only expressed opinions to which he had been strongly opposing, he also showed
extreme ignorance in psychology. For example, to pretend to be a non-biodeterminist, Fang ended The
Misreading of 1Q by this sentence:

“The possibility of finding a certain intelligence gene is virtually zero.”*"!

However, just a few years earlier, several papers were published reporting the identification of loci linked
to intelligence. In fact, Dr. Robert Plomin, a well-known psychologist, declared in Nature in 1999:
“genes that contribute to the heritability of g will certainly be identified.”®®! Didn’t Fang claim, a few
months before writing his The Misreading of 1Q, that “due to his job’s nature, [he] reads the newest
papers in molecular biology almost every day”?'%

If Dr. Lard Fang’s ignorance in molecular biology or biochemistry was surprising, his ignorance in
psychology and human intelligence was astonishing. In Yes, We Have no Neutrons, Dr. Dewdney wrote:

“For the foregoing reason and others as well, the 1Q school has been under more or less
continuous attack from the beginning. The concept of IQ has been criticized by psychologists,
biologists, physicists, mathematicians, and philosophers of science. To counter these criticisms,
the 1Q school has cleverly drawn its intellectual wagons into a circle.” (p.37)

Obviously not knowing the current opinions and conditions in psychological community in general, and
the expression of “circle wagons” in particular, Fang translated the above into the following sentence in
The Misreading of 1Q:

“However, from the beginning, the 1Q school was criticized in academia, and the criticism has
continued till now; and the 1Q school has never thoroughly responded to these criticisms in the
past few decades.” (Sentence 1X-1 in the table below.)

Of course “the 1Q school” has responded: The Mismeasure of Man has been severely criticized by “the 1Q
school,” as Harvard Professor Bernard Davis summarized concisely in a sentence:

“While the nonscientific reviews of The Mismeasure of Man were almost uniformly laudatory,
the reviews in the scientific journals were almost all highly critical.”(**!

The fact is, “the 1Q school,” led by Dr. Linda Gottfredson, a professor at the University of Delaware, even
issued a statement, appropriately entitled “Mainstream Science on Intelligence.”?"

Unaware of all these things, on the day of the publication of The Misreading of 1Q, April 3, 2002 (Beijing
Time), Fang posted the article in the forum of the New Threads. One person, identified himself as
“wintersing,” cited Dr. Linda Gottfredson’s Scientific American article, The General Intelligence Factor,
and asked Fang:

“Is the opinion in your article just a prevailing opinion current scientific circle but there are still
minority different opinions on this issue, or your opinion is the definitive theory just like Darwin
evolution theory in Biology?”"?*!

Fang didn’t answer the question directly; rather, he attacked Dr. Linda Gottfredson’s credential:

“That [Scientific American] article was written by a social science person, with nothing new, what
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value it has?”[*!
“wintersing” kept asking:

“But you are not an expert on human intellegence either, right? What is your counter argurment
to disapprove her points other than attack her credential. Can you be more specific about why she
: 25[27]

1S wrong.

Fang:

“l only summarized the popular opinions in academia, [what | wrote] is not my original idea. All
of her arguments have been refuted [by other people], including me.”®!

Of course Fang was lying: he didn’t summarize, he just translated or plagiarized; and what he stole was
not “the popular opinions in academia,” on the contrary, it was just the opinions expressed by a
paleontologist, and these opinions, using a Nature reviewer’s words, “all have the routine flavour of
Radio Moscow news broadcasts.”?!

So, how did the debate between Fang and wintersing end? lronically, it ended by Fang’s scolding the
latter “low 1Q,” “a wiseacre with a low 1Q,” and “moron.”” What an idiot!

3. Fang and Gould

There are literally mountains of evidence showing that Fang has indeed plagiarized Dr. Gould. First, the
structure and development of argument in Fang’s article were similar or identical to those in Gould’s
book; Second, almost all the knowledge, information, examples, and the ideas/opinions, including those
guotations without attributions, in Fang’s article were present in Gould’s book; Third, many of Fang’s
wordings were the same as Gould’s. (See, for example, sentences I11-6, 111-7, and 111-12 in the table
below.) In other words, Fang’s article provided essentially nothing new to its readers, except for those
copied from Dr. Dewdney.

The linearity of Fang’s article with its sources
Paragraphs of Corresponding pages in the victims’ books
Fang’s article Gould’s book Dewdney’s book

1

2 146-148 29-30
3 149-150 30-31
4 151-152 31
5 159-162 32
6 157-164 33
7 164-168 32-33
8 172-182 33
9 175-176 37-40
10 242 34-38
11 42-43
12

13




Even though these evidences are compelling, it is still possible for Fang and his followers to “demonstrate”
that all these similarities and identicalness are just coincidental; therefore the allegation has not been
substantiated. To shut them up, one needs what Fang called “ironclad evidences”: technical errors, the
small errors which are identical to the sources®!.,

In his book, Gould accused Dr. Henry H. Goddard of a lot of things, including retouching photographs of
the Kallikak family “to produce an appearance of evil or stupidity.” (p.172). And Fang did include one of
the photos in his 2007 book with the following legend: “A photograph of feebleminded children in
Goddard’s book. To enhance the effect of stupidity, Goddard purposefully darkened the eyes of these
children in the picture with ink.”*? Of course Fang didn’t know that someone had already pointed out in
1987 that retouching of photographs was a common procedure at Goddard’s timef®!.

According to Gould, Goddard seemed to be an evil-minded person, he hated and despised the immigrants,
and his reports were biased, to say the least:

“Binet tests on the four groups led to an astounding result: 83 percent of the Jews, 80 percent of
the Hungarians, 79 percent of the Italians, and 87 percent of the Russians were feeble-minded—
that is, below age twelve on the Binet scale. Goddard himself was flabbergasted: could anyone be
made to believe that four-fifths of any nation were morons? ---Eventually, Goddard monkied
about with the tests, tossed several out, and got his figures down to 40 to 50 percent, but still he
was disturbed.” (p.166)

And Fang’s parroting:

“The results were astounding: 83 percent of the Jews, 80 percent of the Hungarians, 79 percent of
the Italians, and 87 percent of the Russians had mental age below twelve years old, i. e.
feebleminded. Were four-fifths of the population in these nations mentally retarded? Even
Goddard himself couldn’t believe it. He revised the test results so that the percentage of the
feebleminded fallen to 40% to 50%, but the figures were still too high to be credible.” (Sentences
VII-4 to VII-7)

In fact, the first sentence in Goddard’s report is:

“This is a study not of immigrants in general but of six small highly selected groups, four of
‘average normals’ and two of apparent ‘defectives,” all of them steerage passengers arriving at
Ellis Island.”(See image below.)

Then, exactly what did Gould mean by “Goddard monkied about with the tests”? According to Goddard’s
paper, there were different criteria or “ratings” to evaluate the test results. To make sense of his results,
Goddard gradually lowered the rating, and this is what he wrote:

“Nevertheless after omitting these non-valid questions there is still enough left of the scale to give
the examinee the chance to make a rating of X. More than 40 per cent of the Jewish immigrants
fail to do even this. (See original data, Table I). According to this criterion more than 40 per cent
(for all groups it is 39.1 per cent) would be considered feeble-minded according to the usual
definition. It must be admitted that this gives the immigrant the benefit of every doubt.” (p.249)

Yes, according to Goddard, the “more than 40 per cent” feeble-minded rate was for the Jews only, and the

overall result was 39.1%. Therefore, the number “50 percent” was invented by Gould, and Fang’s “50%,”
as well as his “He revised the test results,” was, undoubtedly, stolen from Gould.
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The Journal of Delinquency

Volume II. SEPTEMBER, 1917 : Number 5

MENTAL TESTS AND THE IMMIGRANT

HENRY H. GODDARD, PH.D.
Director of Research, Training School, Vineland, N. J.
SUMMARY

1. This is a study not of immigrants in general but of six small highly selected
groups, four of ‘‘average normals’’ and two of apparent ‘‘defectives,’’ all of them
steerage passengers arriving at Ellis Island.

2. The study makes no determination of the actual percentage, even of theee
groups, who are feeble-minded.

3. It seems evident that mental tests can be successfully used on immigrants,
although much study is still necessary before a completely satisfactory scale can
be developed.

4. One can hardly escape the conviction that the intelligence of the average
“‘third class’’ immigrant is low, perhaps of moron grade.

6. Assuming that they are morons, we have two practical questions: first, is it
hereditary defect or; second, apparent defect due to deprivation? 1f the latter,
as seems likely, little fear may be felt for the children. Even if the former, we
may still question whether we cannot use moron laborers if we are wise enough to
train them properly. )

The summary of Goddard’s Immigrant Mental Test Report
The Journal of Delinquency 2:243-277.

Does anyone still believe that Fang wrote his sentences based on reading Goddard’s report, instead of
copying Gould’s book?

Of course, Dr. Gould’s “misrepresentation,” a term which has been used frequently by “the 1Q school” to
blame their critics in general, and Dr. Gould in particular®!, was not limited to the poor Goddard. In his
book, Gould picked a few 1Q questions from Lewis Terman’s Stanford-Binet test to argue that they do not
really test intelligence. One such question was “My neighbor”: “My neighbor has been having queer
visitors. First a doctor came to his house, then a lawyer, then a minister. What do you think happened
there?” Among Gould’s comments was the following sentence:

“He did not accept the combination ‘divorce and remarriage,” though he reports that a colleague
in Reno, Nevada, had found the response ‘very, very common.”” (p.176)

Fang copied almost everything Gould wrote about the question, including the above one:

“He considered all other answers incorrect, and the most common incorrect answer was ‘divorce
and remarriage,’+-+” (Sentence 1X-9)

The fact is, both Gould and Fang were wrong. What Terman wrote was as following:

“The most common incorrect responses are: ‘A baby born” (accounting for 5 out of 66 failures);
‘A divorce’ (very common with the children tested by Dr. Ordahl, at Reno, Nevada!); ‘A
marriage’; ‘A divorce and a remarriage’; ‘A dinner’; ‘An entertainment’; ‘Some friends came to
chat,” etc. In failures out of 66, marriage was incorrectly connected with a will, a divorce, the
death of a child, etc.”*®]
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In other words, “the combination ‘divorce and remarriage’” was neither the ““very, very common”
response in Reno, Nevada, as Gould said, nor “the most common incorrect answer,” as Fang said. Then,
where did Fang’s statement come from?

Does anyone still believe that Fang wrote his sentence based on reading Terman’s report, instead of
copying Gould’s book?

4. Fang and Dewdney

Many people have pointed out that Dr. Dewdney’s Yes, We Have no Neutrons is not a good science book,
and his chapter 2, Mind Numbers, was written mainly based on Dr. Gould’s The Mismeasure of Man®*®,
The questions are: Why did Fang plagiarize a second hand article when he had the original one? Besides

the similarities, are there more concrete evidences supporting the notion that Fang plagiarized Dewdney?

The answer to the first question is, Fang is unbelievably ignorant. Even if he has required the other people
to do science writing based on reading original papers, he seldom follows his own rule. More likely than
not, Fang would plagiarize a popular article rather than an original academic paper. Gould’s book is more
than 300 pages long (the expended, 1996 edition is more than 400 pages long), contains detailed analyses,
arguments, and discussions. And Dr. Dewdney’s chapter is only 17 pages long, written in layman’s
language, even though it isn’t sound scientifically, it is enjoyable to read. And these are exactly the
features Fang needs. As a matter of fact, Fang enjoyed Dr. Dewdney’s book so much in 2002 that he
would come back six years later to plagiarize it one more time. In that case, about the cold fusion fiasco,
more than 3,000 characters in Fang’s article were translated from the chapter 6 of Yes, We Have no
Neutrons, including its mistakes. Fang was convicted by an academic misconduct panel organized by
AIR-C?sigla on Feb. 17, 2011, and the verdict and the certificate was sent to both Dr. Dewdney and journal
Nature™".

Centificate of Plagianiom

Serial No. 004
dgﬁ'c'z [an.g deliberation, the a‘lcac{cnu'c dlibconduct a‘bubémcnt
anel has unanimously keached the following verdict:

i1

Péagiarizer Profibe
Name: Shimin Fang (]’/I.L’A f_’c‘tﬁﬁ'catc s /I.cﬂuéy issued to the oﬂccn.dc't

Aka: Fang Zhouzi

Age:d asa /oazt oft/u /oun.LA/tm.cn.t.

@eademic Miscanduct @esesament Panel

ci. & Tech. of China, BS China Rcademic Illtegrlty Review
Michigan State University, PhD WWW.2250S.com

Feb. 17,2011

TECRWER Glitna seadamts Juttsgeiy Sigued by
The 4" Certificate of Plagiarism awarded to Fang
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In this 1Q case, it appeared that Fang plagiarized mainly from Gould at the beginning, because these parts
were historical stories, and they were easy for him to understand. However, when Fang reached the 6"
chapter of Gould’s book, about correlation and factor analyses, he got lost, totally. So he had to resort to
translating Dewdney’s popular version.

The answer to the second question, what evidence do I have to say Fang plagiarized Dr. Dewdney, is easy.
To demonstrate that 1Q is not genetic, innate, and unchangeable, Dr. Dewdney cited “a classic study in

the journal Psychological Monographs” by “Bernadine Schmidt, a young social scientist from Chicago.”
Dr. Dewdney used 186 words to summarize Schmidt’s 144 pages report, and guess what? Fang not only
cited the “classic study,” his summary of the study, which contains 280 Chinese characters (equivalent to
160 English words), was almost identical to that by Dewdney (See sentences XI-1 to XI-9 in the table
below). How could that happen?

Even more unthinkable is, the so called “classic study” is nothing but an academic fraud, which was
exposed by Dr. Samuel A. Kirk, a professor at the University of Illinois, shortly after it appeared™. As a
matter of fact, if you want to search for the “classic study” right now, you would probably end up with Dr.
Kirk’s paper. So, how did Fang found the paper by the “American social scientist Bernadine Schmidt”?

Of course, it is a joke that the prestigious British journal Nature certified “fraud fighter” plagiarizes a

Canadian mathematician to preach an American fraudulent study to Chinese people in the name of
science popularization. But the question is, the joke is on whom?
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A Complete Comparison Between Fang’s The Misreading of Man and Gould’s The Mismeasure of Man

and Dewdney’s Yes, We Have no Neutrons

Note: The Chinese text of Fang’s article is retrieved from his New Threads website and presented here in its entirety. The article is translated by me from the beginning to
the 9" sentence in the 11™ paragraph (The Roman numerals indicate the paragraph order, and the Arabic numerals indicate the sentence order in a paragraph.) The
sources of the rest parts of Fang’s article have not been affirmatively identified yet. The portions highlighted in yellow are my notes. The pagination and texts of Gould’s
The Mismeasure of Man and Dewdney’s Yes, We Have no Neutrons are based on the 1981 (W. W. Norton & Co.) and 1997 (John Wiley & Sons, Inc.) editions of their

books, respectively.

Fang’s Article

The victims’ articles

Seq. Chinese English Translation
I-1 U EZEMFFRIeEE, ANIFARHBKR B Many biologists would agree that human being is not the only
20| g, KRR G —¢ | intelligent organism on the earth. Anthropoid apes and
HIEIRE, A5 KR EEAH L, Hoso g dolp_hi_ns have certain intelligence also, even though it is _
13 PR R TeAl] ok R B EAb 2 4 nter?hglble c.ompalrglg vr\]nth thattof h#mﬁr_l f I\Ilye couldlnot find
18 N\ —PE, e b T H other organisms, like human, to which intelligence plays a
1-4 - e H o Senr e dominant role in their life. After entering the civilized
I-5 B El&)\I LS ?‘E' }\#E’/‘Jﬂ%g society, the competitions among human beings are more
-6 | 2RI . ARAIZHR | about intelligence than about strength. Idiocy is probably the
I-7 FEE TR . BRIRE S0t NFA TR 2 an it most serious disability. Since intelligence is so important to
BE, HREEKRBIEIER T — 1N N human life, it became an interesting subject of study. We can
:‘8 AR . RAVEZ 5 X 4 i A IE 5 differentiate an idiot from a normal person easily. However,
|-190 Ao ABREEX A R A S, A itis nolt easylto tsell the diﬁerznces _ig.int_elligelznce am:).ng.
11 LS AR L s |_10drma pteop 3. mhartr_lezs an tst_upl :t%/ |s(;JnI y_zta qua !Ee:tl\t/e
[-12 W, T EL I A A R T B s B judgment, and such a judgment is not fixed. Is it possible to
1-13 L e %u" P T e % quantitatively measure the innate intelligence of a person?
%J@;}HUE‘~L{\£$$@ B Ej(ﬂm&ﬁﬂi After the brain was identified as the organ for thinking, many
FNEBERE G, 2 E T researchers tried to determine the level of intelligence by
14 A RN TR P ST measuring the size and shape of the human heads. To some
:‘15 XE— SRR FIrAE GG, ARIZK A | extent, it is not unreasonable. The difference in intelligence
-16 B XD, RRTRE EakE i TR betW(_aen huma_n bein_g and aqthropoid aEJe is maiply due to
| R AR, G e isory of ncreasing brai
18 | i S A TR A . {EL R 2 i i hothor the brat vol el
75 1 6 5.5 P A 7 2 capacity. However, whether the brain volume can also be
1-19 A, REWEEE . v s ”I * | used to measure the intelligence among modern people? Until
?ﬁ 19 A, Ti—LREAX IS | the end of 19™ century, there were still some scientists who
S believed so.
-1 Hod e # 2  K R B E RS R . AN The most famous one among these scientists probably was Gould: When Alfred Binet ( 1857-1911) , director of the psychology
11-2 2o R B - French anatomist and anthropologist Paul Broca. He made laboratory at the Sorbonne, first decided to study the measurement of
%(Paul Broca). SWNINED polog S -
i%{%if ,{%m (‘ - +)\ i@fﬁﬁ” % important contributions to human brain research, discovered | intelligence, he turned naturally to the favored method of a waning
) RAEETTE, KIT AIESiEsh+ [Ty DU Fes
II-3 \ s the language motor center in brain which is named Broca’s century and to the work of his great countryman Paul
11-4 WX, BERR A A . A NI ) guag Broca. He set out, in short, to measure skulls, never doubting at

e, KB, 3 — ik E N B
B 35 T - L4l (Alfred Binet) @91 3%

Area. He believed that the more intelligent people are, the
larger their heads. Another French, psychologist Alfred Binet

first the basic conclusion of Broca's school: (p.147)
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accepted the belief initially, and decided to prove it with
craniometry.

Dewdney: Years earlier, he [Binet] had followed with fascination
the craniometric studies of another famous countryman, Paul
Broca (after whom Broca’s Area of the human brain is named),
who claimed that more intelligent people had larger heads. (p.29)

11-5 M 1898 4EF) 1900 4E, LLghst LT/ 2244 From 1898 to 1900, Binet surveyed a few elementary Gould: Binet went to various schools, making Broca's
I1-6 TR, Ak omik B — AP schools. He first asked the teachers to pick their smartest and | recommended measurements on the heads of pupils designated
W R R 222, SR 5 P (18 2 1LY stupidest pupils, then measured their heads using the method | by teachers as their smartest and stupidest. (p.146)
71 22 A PR AS A/ recommended by Broca. _ o _ _ N
’ - Dewdney: Determined to test this idea for himself, Binet visited
several schools. After the teacher had identified the brightest and
the dullest students in each class he visited, Binet measured the
heads of these students, assiduously following the techniques
recommended by Broca. (pp.29-30)
-7 X TR 5T 45 R (i, EE gy A 1B A i 2 By the end of the study, Binet had to change his belief. Gould: By the end of this effort, he was no longer so sure.
TE. (p.146)
Dewdney: Binet found the results sufficiently discouraging to
abandon the idea of physical measurements altogether. (p.30)
11-8 B B 22 A 1S 5 i 48R /MU B AR 22 4 1Y The average size of good pupils was merely about 1 mm Gould: Binet found his differences, but they were much too
KT KY—22K, aTLABIEA, T bigger than the average of the bad pupils, which was small to matter and might only record the greater average height
B R Fh T IR 22 2 4 5 5 LA 2 A i negligible, and cc_JuId be caused by the _difference in their of better pupils (1.401 vs. 1.378 meters). I\/_Iost measures did
I height: good pupils on average were slightly taller than bad favor the better students, but the average difference between
I A e pupils. good and poor amounted to a mere millimeter — "extremement
petite" as Binet wrote. (p.147)
Dewdney: The average difference between the brightest students
and the dullest came to about a millimeter. (p.30)
11-9 HAN, WS/ NESRE P ERIER, N In addition, the head sizes varied among the pupils, both the Gould: The differences were too small, and Binet also found that
BRI /N, 38 T2, biggest and smallest heads belonged to bad pupils. poor students varied more than their smarter counterparts. Thus,
although the smallest value usually belonged to a poor pupil, the
highest often did as well. (p.147)
Dewdney: Moreover, individual numbers varied so widely that
some dull students had larger heads than some bright ones. (p.30)
11-10 L ahad S B0 T i S50 & ) 45 SRAR 5 5 52 Binet also found that the measurement results were easily Gould: Binet also fueled his own doubts with an extraordinary

BH IR, IR E B R 2
HEWI s DA R & T R R, 2
W/, XFMRZEREIA B =20K, M T
HE ]2 AR A P I 22 57

influenced the bias of the researchers, i. e. when making
measurements on the head of an intelligent pupil, the result
could be unconsciously increased, otherwise be decreased.
Such a difference could reach 3 mm, more than the average
difference between the good and bad pupils.

[ Note: Fang’s last sentence might be the result of his
misreading of Gould’s following sentence:
“To make matters worse, some measures usually judged

study of his own suggestibility, an experiment in the primary
theme of this book—the tenacity of unconscious bias and the
surprising malleability of "objective," quantitative data in the
interest of a preconceived idea. "l feared," Binet wrote (1900, p.
323), "that in making measurements on heads with the intention
of finding a difference in volume between an intelligent and a
less intelligent head, | would be led to increase, unconsciously
and in good faith, the cephalic volume of intelligent heads and to
decrease that of unintelligent heads." (p.147)
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crucial in the assessment of mental worth favored the poorer
pupils—for anteroposterior diameter of the skull, poorer
students exceeded their smarter colleagues by 3.0 mm.”
(p.147)]

11-11 IX AN GE B T IR A KN R — These three results suggested that craniometry is not a Gould: Craniometry, the jewel of nineteenth-century objectivity,
ol 5 8 7 (] B AR reliable method for measuring intelligence. was not destined for continued celebration. (p.148)
Dewdney: The method was clearly not useful in determining the
intellectual future of individuals. (p.30)
-1 1E 1904 4F, Lhgipi-E# B EERFFR— | In 1904, Binet was asked by French ministry of education to Gould: In 1904 Binet was commissioned by the minister of
Pl oyt s e AR 22 S e A ) B, study a method for identifying those pupils who need for public education to perform a study for a specific, practical
-2 WG BN B, TR — Rl special education. In other words, to find a way to identify purpose: to develop techniques for identifying those children
2 AT E‘J;}‘ifo the intelligence of the students. whose lack of success in normal classrooms suggested the need
for some form of special education. (p.149)
Dewdney: The request from the Ministry of Education gave
Binet the opportunity to try a new, more inherently psychological
approach to the problem. (p.30)
111-3 IXEHE, g oEE T AR S L E R At this time, Binet had already abandoned his effort in Gould: When Binet returned to the measurement of intelligence
B S, TR . craniometry, and changed to test method. in 1904, he remembered his previous frustration and switched to
other techniques. He abandoned what he called the "medical”
approaches of craniometry and the search for Lombroso's
anatomical stigmata, and decided instead on "psychological”
methods. (pp.148-149)
-4 T —ESHRENNEEE LR, R He devised a test that was not related to the content in Dewdney: He devised a test that resembled an examination but
TR A HEF B 1% classrooms; instead it measured a student's ability to reason. | which did not address scholastic questions. Instead, the questions
on this test reflected a student's ability to reason about simple
things such as coins, faces, and other everyday object. (p.30)
11-5 ] 1911 FEELy LR, b3t & R T =Fh% | Before Binet’s death in 1911, he published three versions of Gould: Binet published three versions of the scale before his
FTIR I BR A o intelligence tests. death in 1911. (p.149)
111-6 1905 4F % 2 158 — P W R R I03R o] 55 42 M In the first version published in 1905, he arranged the tasks in | Gould: The original 1905 edition simply arranged the tasks in an
W7 s ssi s . 78 1908 4R R FHIE — o, the order of difficulty. In the second version published in ascending order of difficulty. The 1908 version established the
256 1 ] R0 B AT 84 HE ) 1908, Binet arranged the questions in the order of "mental criterion used in measuring the so-called 1Q ever since. (p.149)
age.”
Dewdney: By 1905 Binet had completed the first version of his
test, in which he arranged the tasks in order of difficulty. In the
second version of his test, completed in 1908, Binet rearranged
the questions in order of "mental age.” (p.30)
111-8 fi Al , SHg—ANEE, 87 IEH BN He reasoned, for each question, at what minimum age a Gould: Binet decided to assign an age level to each task, defined

R RIZ N, ROEFZOL, XA
WA A DB

normal child could answer it correctly. This age was
considered as "mental age.”

as the youngest age at which a child of normal intelligence
should be able to complete the task successfully. (p.149)

Dewdney: For each question, he reasoned, there would be a
minimum age at which a normal or average child might
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reasonably be expected to answer it correctly. (p.30)

111-9 52 MR MO B 20N R O B A 8 18 174 i) S A test taker was tested with the tasks for the youngest age, Gould: A child began the Binet test with tasks for the youngest
FREGMR, HMEEEEWB N, 52 and the difficulty increased gradually, and the last tasks he age and proceeded in sequence until he could no longer complete
ieto | BEIEIZ 5L 1] B 36 1 L BRAE B A3 2 1 g:ould answer correctly became his "mental age. _H|s the tasks. _Trle age assomftted Wl.th the Iast_tasks he could perform
SN 4o A A b intellectual level was calculated by subtracting his true became his "mental age," and his general intellectual level was
N2 A B0 B AR S o 2R (0 28 hronological age from thi | leulated by subtracting thi | age from hi
R E RS, H) R KT chronological age from this mental age. calculated by subtracting this mental age from his true
o chronological age.(pp.149-150)
[ Note: In the last sentence, Fang should have said “His
intellectual level was calculated by subtracting his mental age | Dewdney: The mental age assigned to a student taking the test
from his true chronological age.”] would be the age level associated with the last question that the
child answered successfully before running into trouble. (p.30)
W-11 | RO FRAERMIK T2 PRaERS, i AR IA S If a child’s mental age was lower than his true chronological Gould: Children whose mental ages were sufficiently behind
B ABI2E 3188 FKF, TS 5 A 1) i age, it suggested that he didn’t reach the learning ability level | their chronological ages could then be identified for special
= of the others of the same age, therefore needed special educational programs, (p.150)
educational programs.
W12 | 75 1912 4, ff [ .00 ¥ 22 5% B - i % In 1912, the German psychologist W. Stern proposed that Gould: In 1912 the German psychologist W. Stern argued that
(William Stern)ik Jy, KO BRAEESBRLASzER | dividing mental age by chronological age could reflect mental age should be divided by chronological age, not
RS, T RS S U A K, < intelligence level more accurately, the intelligence quotient, subtracted from it, and the intelligence quotient, or 1Q, was born.
FP(Q) UL or 1Q, was thus born. (p.150)
Dewdney: The German psychologist William Stern argued that
Binet should not take the difference between these ages, but the
quotient. If one divided the mental age (as revealed in the test) by
the student’s chronological age, one would have a quotient. Thus
was the Q of 1Q born. (pp.30-31)
V-1 {E LA NRTEZE, A & B RX & But Binet was aware of the fact that the test he invented was Gould: Yet, beyond this obvious desire to remove the superficial
B, FAREIEAEMES S, “K A% iy | notreally measuring the intelligence, “because intellectual effects of clearly acquired knowledge, Binet declined to define
TR R ARE SN, P A B 100 2 14 qualities are not superposable, and therefore cannot be anq specula_te upon the meaning_ of thP: score he assigned to each
BRI, measured as linear surfaces are measured.” child. Intelligence, Binet proclaimed, is too complex to capture
; with a single number. This number, later called 1Q, is only a
[ Note: Fang quoted Binet without citation. ] rough, empirical guide constructed for a limited, practical
purpose: “The scale, properly speaking, does not permit the
measure of the intelligence, because intellectual qualities are not
superposable, and therefore cannot be measured as linear
surfaces are measured (1905, p. 40).” (p.151)
Dewdney: As if aware of how his test might be later abused,
Binet gave specific warnings about the dangers of misuse: "The
scale, properly speaking, does not permit the measure of the
intelligence, because intellectual qualities are not superposable,
and therefore cannot be measured as linear surfaces are
measured.” (p.31)
V-2 WME2, BhOR—MREE . 2R In other words, intelligence is an extremely complex and Gould: Moreover, the number is only an average of many
o3 KBS, SRS s L — AN BT k£, diverse phenomenon, it could not be simply indicated by a performances, not an entity unto itself. Intelligence, Binet
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number. Moreover, Binet knew, the so called mental age was
an average result from many tests, it was not an entity.

reminds us, is not a single, scalable thing like height. (p.151)

Dewdney: What Binet feared most of all was the process Gould
calls "reification," a word we may translate as "thingifying." Just
because we have a name in our mind does not mean that
something specific or real has been named. (p.31)

V-4 EEHHIR—, {2, RARTEN In the year when he passed away, he cautioned: it was of Gould: "We feel it necessary to insist on this fact," Binet (1911 )
R R — NN\ NEE LS EILL E simplicity and subjectiveness to say a child of 8 years has the | cautions, "because later, for the sake of simplicity of statement,
7, TR R — R ER R, inte_lligence of'a child of 7 or 9 years !)ase_d on gtest_ result, it we will speak of a child of 8 years .havin.g the intelligeqce o_f a
5 B IR, S SR B TR ea3|_ly qu to misunderstanding, resul.tmg in the illusions that child qf 7or9 years; these expressions, if accepted arbitrarily,
SR 7 (045 - ; the intelligence test really measures intelligence. may give place to illusions.” (p.151)
V-5 Bz, Eeglyia R —Fh s B R, In summary, Binet’s test was a practical test for identifying Gould: Not only did Binet decline to label IQ as inborn
BN T RIS 88 A a8 )L, children with learning problems, it was not a real intelligence | intelligence; he also refused to regard it as a general device for
HAREIEENES S, B ES measurement, nor was designed for ranking the normal pupils | ranking all pupils a}cc_ording to mental .worth. He Qevised his
LB o according to their intellectual level. scale only for the limited purpose of his commission by the
RS ministry of education: as a practical guide for identifying
children whose poor performance indicated a need for special
education — those who we would today call learning disabled or
mildly retarded. (p.152)
V-6 Sy & T2 ST BE A A S LE, A Those pupils identified as having learning difficulty were not | Gould: But of one thing Binet was sure: whatever the cause of
—E R KA., A A, Bk necessarily born so, their learning abilities could be improved | poor performance in school, the aim of his scale was to identify
WA T AR e F A 77 with special training. in order to help and improve, not to label in order to limit. Some
children might be innately incapable of normal achievement, but
all could improve with special help. (p.152)
Dewdney: Binet regarded intelligence not as a fixed quality or
quantity, but one that could grow under the right tutelage. On the
basis of special classes that he had designed and taught, Binet
had no doubt that intelligence could increase: -+ (p.31)
V-1 b prdE Oy, SIS EEE . fF 1910 What Binet worried about appeared in America. In 1910, an Gould: Goddard was the first popularizer of the Binet scale in
V-2 M, /N (H. H. Goddard) 125 [H A_merican ps_ychologis_t na_med H. H. Goddard trans_lated America. He_translated B_inet's articles into English, applied his
OFREE S LR B R e, B ke Binet's tests into English, |ntrodyced them to America, but tests, and agitated for their general use. (p.159)
H, HANTRET AL, BAf found a brand new and long lasting use.
FA & -
V-3 L0240, OFRE FHURE R E IR B At that time, psychologists classified mental retardation into Dewdney: In Goddard's time, psychologists defined "idiots" as
Fhe OFERAP =2, REGZAMIE two classes: those with a mental age below a three year-old, | those who never developed full speech and could barely progress
ZRY SRR L, O PRI = S 5 and without full speech ability were called idiots; those with b(_ayond the ggner_al competence of a three year-old. The next
b, HES AR . BE a mental age of somewhere between three and seven years higher classification, "imbeciles," could speak well enough but
- i T S - old, with speak ability but without abilities of reading or seemed incapable of learning to read or write. An imbecile, by
R B BRR AR writing were called imbeciles. definition, had a mental age of somewnhere between three and
seven years. (p.32)
V-4 Rikpli )\ K, EEERFMIER ANZIE, B8 Goddard believed that between imbeciles and normal people, | Gould: Yet, to Goddard, all people with mental ages between

there should be a class with mental ages between eight and

eight and twelve were morons,--+(p.160)
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twelve, he called them morons. Morons might learn to read
and write, but their skills would never reach the level of a
normal person.

Dewdney: To bring the taxonomy of mental retardation up to
date, Goddard coined the word "moron.” One level above
imbeciles, morons occupied a gray area between idiots and
imbeciles on the one hand, and fully competent people the other.
Morons might learn to read and write, but their skills would
always be somewhat marginal. (p.32)

V-6 TERIAEER, BENHSEEE LR, According to Goddard, the morons had greater harm to Gould: Many criminals, most alcoholics and prostitutes, and even
Y2 IBEE T, 4o BN S s &, society, many criminals, most alcoholics and prostitutes, and | the "ne‘er do wells” who simply don't fit in, are morons: "We
HEREMALSHA, S¥REREL, even those who simply don't fit in the society, are morons. know what feeble-mindedness is, and we have come to suspect

all persons who are incapable of adapting themselves to their
environment and living up to the conventions of society or acting
sensibly, of being feeble-minded". (p.161)
V-7 BAVER Z AR A Anm &, fhf1—R % We could recognize the idiots and imbeciles, they generally Gould: We all recognize the idiot and imbecile and know what
YA 4 N N 4 have no ability or interest in breeding, even though they do, must be done; the scale must be broken just above the level of the
AAGHRE ST B ATE R, A GRS C ugh the 1 1hes e
LA HLL, PR L 7 5 R o D gt they don’t have the opportunity. Therefore, their inferior moron. “The idiot is not our greatest problem. He is indeed
. genes cannot be inherited. loathsome---Nevertheless, he lives his life and is done. He does
not continue the race with a line of children like himself:-- It is
the moron type that makes for us our great problem (1912, pp.
101-102).” (p.162)
Dewdney: Idiots and imbeciles posed no such threat, since they
appeared to have little interest in (or competence at)
reproduction, but morons were another matter. (p.32)

V-8 (ERBEERT EAMELS EW AKX 5T However, morons are difficult to be differentiated from Gould: The moron threatens racial health because he ranks
S, AT EE A, BEEAM D normal people. They have normal, even stronger reproductive | highest among the undesirable and might, if not identified, be
HERS, HRERGL ST . ¥ 8IF capacity; therefore their inferior genes could be inherited and | allowed to flourish and propagate. -++“It is the moron type that

V-9 o S R IR 7 1 AR, proliferated. How to identify the morons and prevent them makes for us our great problem.” (p.162)

V-10 Hﬁ“{jtéEM”‘£%3mjzg H AT "J‘Z]\i@ Uy from reproduction became the major goal of eugenics
- ;{; "*ﬁ%éﬁgl/\ﬁ}%t{ * | movement of that time. Goddard thought Binet’s test was a Dewdney: Binet’s new tests, he discovered, were just the thing to

Al e=ER TN e good method to detect morons. detect morons. The eugenics movement, started by the
statistician Francis Galton in England two decades earlier, had
taken root in America. There was much concern in some quarters
that if the feebleminded and moronic were allowed to breed and
produce children, the population as a whole would become
polluted with these undesirable genes. (p.32)

x:; XA T v E ., Rk Nt This completely betrayed Binet’s original intention. Goddard | Gould: American psychologists perverted Binet's intention and

AR FAER IR /g, T HoR R
. BAETRAT . AT SRR T

believed that Binet’s test really measured the intelligence, the
intelligence which was innate, inherited, and unchangeable.

invented the hereditarian theory of | Q . They reified Binet's
scores, and took them as measures of an entity called
intelligence. (p.157)

Dewdney: In the hands of H. H. Goddard they became precisely
what Binet had feared. Goddard, after all, believed in
"intelligence" as a single, fixed entity that could be measured
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more or less precisely. (p.33)

VIS | A RFBAICINRE], BHFLRET LR We now know that many factors could cause mental Gould: Consider some of the potential causes: inherited patterns
S IR, Bl AR A . IRy retardation, for example, maternal illness during pregnancy, of function, genetic pathologies arising accidentally and not
W, Bl BIUERRR, K2R poor nu'trition' of fetusgs ar}d babies, brain traumas, etc., of passed in_family Iint_es, congenital bra}in damage caused by -
(5, A bR o E course including genetic diseases. maternal illness during pregnancy, birth traumas, poor nutrition

AR - ‘ of fetuses and babies, a variety of environmental disadvantages
[ Note: This is not a direct translation, but a development of | in early and later life. (p.160)
one of Gould’s ideas. ]

VI-4 NAR AT R, #2233 Akt Any major features of human body are the results of the Gould: We now know that virtually every major feature of our
FEAE . F R 5 R AE HAE T AR (B4R interaction of many genes with each other, with an external body is built by the interaction of many genes with each other
ERL AT environment, and causal factors. and with an external environment.(p.162)

VI-5 SR, XRIEEHIFEFT A KRSk B IRAE 4 However, Goddard believed all mental retardations were Gould: But in these early days, many biologists naively assumed

VIS | e g Bl . MRS Jag caused by genetic reason. He even believed that intelligence | that all human traits would behave like the color, size, or
TR E T . MR, %t is,_like the c_olor and traits of Mendel's peas, determined by a | wrinkling of Mendel's peas: they believed,. in sho_rt, that even the
SRR, AR E RS, Ak pair of al!ellc genes, one _from.father, one from mother. Those | most co_mplex_parts of a body mlght be built by single genes, and

VI-7 RS, TRV TE 8 T who received no normal intelligence genes, but received the that variation in anatomy or behavior would record the different

R ;@# “:; i i /\*‘A allelic recessive mental retardation gene would be morons, dominant and recessive forms of these genes. (p.162)

VI-8 5 Z SR MRS IR T BRI (), s idiots, or imbeciles. Those who received only one normal Goddard had broken his scale into two sections at just the right
RBE. B A, LA —ANIER | intelligence gene would be fools fitting only for doing dull place: morons carried a double dose of the bad recessive; dull
AR, T ROE TS ok work. laborers had at least one copy of the normal gene and could be
% set before their machines. (p.163)

Dewdney: Goddard, after all, believed in “intelligence” as a
single, fixed entity that could be measured more or less precisely.
He also believed that it was passed on by a specific gene from
each parent. Those who received no genes for intelligence would
be morons, or worse. Those who received only one gene would
be fit for “dull labor” but little else. (p.33)

VI-9 WA FPERS B 2N R E Y E N, If mental deficiency is the effect of a single gene, then there Gould: If mental deficiency is the effect of a single gene, the path
Mo —A e B K. 2k is only one simple method to eliminate it: do not allow such to its eventual elimination lies evidently before us: do not allow
R people to bear children. such people to bear children: (p.163)

VIO | inBEEE e N T AR ARk If morons could consciously control their own sexual urges Gould: If morons could control their own sexual urges and desist
S d E O RtEsk, A BRNBE LA for the good of mankind, we might permit them to live freely. | for the good of mankind, we might permit them to live freely
VEA 1119 E 2 among us. (p.163)
VIl | (EREEWRSEMAEE, BEEREAT But stupidity inexorably leads to immorality, morons cannot Gould: But they cannot, because immorality and stupidity are
Be EpR R [ TR AE BRI, Rl give up their right to reproduction, therefore compulsory inexorably linked. (p.163)
BT B i measures must be taken. So that if we are absolutely to prevent a feeble-minded person
from becoming a parent, something must be done other than
merely prohibiting the marrying. (p.164)
VI-12 | ik AN s o B e S B TR, Goddard did not oppose sterilization of morons, but he

{ERA Y IACAATER A IR
it R, A SR .

believed that colonization of morons like institutionalization
of psychiatric patients was a practice more easily accepted.

Gould: Goddard did not oppose sterilization, but he regarded it as
impractical because traditional sensibilities of a society not yet
wholly rational would prevent such widespread mayhem.
Colonization in exemplary institutions like his own at Vineland,

19




New Jersey, must be our preferred solution. (p.164)

VII-1 FE, EEMHEN—DMERER, CHiGE Meantime, as an immigrant country, America was facing a Gould: Preventing the immigration and propagation of morons
—ANHNSRBE I, A E B IE I T threat from outside: foreign morons came in flocks; they must | Once Goddard had identified the cause of feeble-mindedness in a

ViI-2 S, DR RS EE T2 b X AR be kept out. Obviously, it was easier to do that than to single gene, the cure seemed simple enough: don't allow native
ttﬁrfq%a%zlii’@ E‘J%%%Eﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ:\‘ colonize the native morons. morons to breed and keep foreign ones out. (pp.164-165)

Dewdney: Domestic morons could be dealt with either by
sterilization or by isolation (as in Goddard's school). But clearly,
the arrival of new morons on American shores was much easier
to deal with. Detect them and send them back to wherever they
came from. (p.32)

VI3 | 7F 1912 4F, Rkl R BFR T a258%] | In 1912, Goddard and his associates arrived at Ellis Island to | Gould: As a contribution to the second step, Goddard and his
B8, FHELgh Ik I 2 B R R 1 examine the intelligence of the immigrants with Binet test. associates visited Ellis Island in 1912 "to observe conditions and
P offer any suggestions as to what might be done to secure a more

thorough examination of immigrants for the purpose of detecting
mental defectives”. (p.165)

Dewdney: In 1912 Goddard was commissioned by the U.S.
Public Health Service to test incoming immigrants at the
infamous Ellis Island facility. (p.32)

VI-4 | A NG 83% FIM RN, 80% Kt The results were astounding: 83 percent of the Jews, 80 Gould: Binet tests on the four groups led to an astounding result:
FRIN, 79% 12 FH N 87% ki E A | percent of the Hungarians, 79 percent of the Italians, and 87 83 percent of the Jews, 80 percent of the Hungarians, 79 percent
HIOFAEREE T+ %, &R percent of the Ru_ssians had mental age below twelve years of_the Italians, a_nd 87 percent of the Russians_ were feeble-

b old, i. e. feebleminded. minded — that is, below age twelve on the Binet scale. (p.166)
Dewdney: Enthusiastically applying the Binet test to immigrants
who could barely speak English and who were for the most part
scared witless, Goddard arrived at some frightening figures. He
found that 87 percent of Russian immigrants, 83 percent of Jews,
80 percent of the Hungarians, and 79 percent of the Italians
(among others) were feebleminded. (pp.32-33)

VIS | i s i BRI T4 2 DU I N D B AR ER G Were four-fifths of the population in these nations mentally Gould: Goddard himself was flabbergasted: could anyone be

VIFG | g gy R 4n? iRk liA A FABARE, retarded? Even Goddard himself couldn’t believe it. He made to believe that four-fifths of any nation were morons? «+-
SRS BT TIIE, (#fg R iggh | revised the test results so that the percentage of the | Eventually, Goddard monkied about with the tests, tossed several

VILT | AEHERE BB T 40% 5 50%. {H kx4~ | feebleminded fallen to 40% to 50%, but the figures were still | out, and got his figures down to 40 to 50 percent, but still he was
e too high to be credible. disturbed. (p.166)

VI8 | EREAAMEEAE, XEZtE4 k%L The reason for the results were obvious: most of these test Gould: Goddard's figures were even more absurd than he

HRHN, MR, ArEEMNRE
M, —APEEAE, AL KR R
ez e, WA, R, fRR A%
ST RIS BRI, EAREREMATK
FEIEH K2

takers were poor, had never gone to school, some even had
never held a pen, spoke no English, after enduring a long
distance voyage in the ocean, they were tired, nervous,
frighten, took the 1Q tests immediately, how could they be
expected to perform normally?

imagined for two reasons, one obvious, the other less so.......
For the evident reason, consider a group of frightened men and
women who speak no English and who have just endured an
oceanic voyage in steerage. Most are poor and have never gone
to school; many have never held a pencil or pen in their hand.
They march off the boat; one of Goddard's intuitive women takes
them aside shortly thereafter, sits them down, hands them a
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pencil, and asks them to reproduce on paper a figure shown to
them a moment ago, but now withdrawn from their sight. Could
their failure be a result of testing conditions, of weakness, fear, or
confusion, rather than of innate stupidity? (p.166)

VIS | (H 2k H AR T IX B IR R &, e However, Goddard excluded these environmental factors, Gould: Since environment, either European or immediate, could
TR E AR T T A R B, Xt attributing the poor performance to innate stupidity, believing | not explain such abject failure, Goddard stated: "We cannot
Wi R 2 N IR 4, iR these new immigrants were indeed of surprisingly low escape the general conclusion that these immigrants were of
B I e R, PR RS R intelligence, the high proportion of morons was because of surprisingly low intelligence™ (1917, p. 251). The high
i ﬁ*‘”?ﬁ%‘ﬂﬁﬁjﬁs”fﬁi the decrease in the quality of the immigrants: intelligent proportion of morons still bothered Goddard, but he finally
LETRE, A R T R AE ’ people tended to stay in their native countries, and morons attributed it to the changing character of immigration: "It should
AR 7o A 1) 8 PSR tended to immigrate to America. be noted that the immigration of recent years is of a decidedly
different character from the early immigration...We are now
getting the poorest of each race” (1917, p.266). "The intelligence
of the average 'third class' immigrant is low, perhaps of moron
grade" (1917, p. 243). Perhaps, Goddard hoped out loud, things
were better on the upper decks, but he did not test these wealthier
customers. (p.167)
VI-10 | Hk, MR RS T ¥ &2 &, Therefore, tightening the standards for immigration became a | Gould: Nonetheless, Goddard rejoiced in the general tightening
VIFLL | st dE % [ 25 M358 36, EFREeAf{=Ty | priority. Goddard proudly announced that due to the untiring | of standards for admission. He reports that deportations for
D P25 7 R A G A 4 FE A 2 R 2 efforts of the physicians who were inspi_red by the beligf that mental deficiency increased 350 percent in.1913 and 570.percent
MRS /1R, 16 1918 4E, T8 AR mf-:ntal tests coqld be used for the Qe_tectlop of feeblemlnde_d in 1914 over t_hg average of the five p_re_cedlng years. “_Thls_ was
AT RE S LRSI T 350% ., 7E 1914 aliens, deportations for mental deficiency increased 350% in due to the untiring efforts of the physicians who were inspired by
- i o 1913, and 570% in 1914 over the average of the five the belief that mental tests could be used for the detection of
SR AT TUAR P NEUR I T 5706 preceding years. feeble-minded aliens. . . . If the American public wishes feeble-
minded aliens excluded, it must demand that congress provide
the necessary facilities at the ports of entry (1917, p. 271).”
(p.168)
VII-L | 377 1928 4, XiAEpGAE THEW:, AWM | By 1928, Goddard had changed his mind and admitted that Gould: By 1928 Goddard had changed his mind and become a
B g O FRAE ML T+ — %, H only a small percentage of the people whose mental age were | latterday supporter of the man whose work he had originally
H—/ NS R EE SR, T 12 and below wert; Iactt)uallél feet_)lemindded._ And ev:e_n those perverted, Alfred Binet. Goddard admitted, +«++* We now know,
B bR R ik s morons were curable by education and training to live a of course, that only a small percentage of the people who test 12
VII-2 aangaﬁﬁﬁ;%g j%gmgiEi normal Ilfe, no_r!eed to b_e se_zgr_egat_ed in institutions. By now, | are actually feeble-minded-++--- (p.172)
T Gpdd?rd s position was indistinguishable from that of Alfred | Goddard concluded (1928, p. 225) in reversing the two bulwarks
i - Binet’s. of his former system: “1. Feeble-mindedness (the moron) is not
e incurable [Goddard's italics]. 2. The feeble-minded do not
generally need to be segregated in institutions.” (p.174)
VI3 | (HBREXHE, Ly s oy )4 However, by that time, as a test for intelligence, Binet tests Gould: Goddard introduced Binet's scale to America, but Terman
VI-4 gk, ROEERRATF L, X758 had already been popularized in America, thanks to another was the primary architect of its popularity. (p.175)
JATHT B — O FERE 5 . AR ke e psy_cholggist, Professor Lewis M. Terman at Stanford _ _ _ o
¥ 5 15755 & (Lewis M. Terman) University. Dewdney: Problems with the Binet scale and its application led
” ' ° Lewis M. Terman, an educational psychologist at Stanford
University, to revise the test, producing by 1917 what we now
call the Stanford-Binet scale. (p.33)
VIS | 1911 4E L g i 55 G A B0 4% 54 16 181, Binet's last version of test in 1911 included 54 tasks, graded | Gould: Binet's last version of 1911 included fifty-four tasks,
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VIII-6

HIRE 7B KF. R 2 AE 1916 3T L
R TR, BdE 90 TERE, A E
TN K

to 16 years old. Terman extended the test in 1916, increased
the number of tasks to 90 and scale to "superior adults."

graded from prenursery to mid-teen-age years. Terman's first
revision of 1916 extended the scale to "superior adults" and
increased the-number of tasks to ninety. (p.175)

Dewdney: Terman extended the number of questions from 54 to
90. Many of the new questions were for "superior adults.” (p.33)

VII-7 | 8 AR I LE RN Terman set the scale so that "average" children would score Gould: By careful juggling and elimination, Terman standardized
100(EI Lo HHAR 4 & TS pRAE ), favrfr 15 | 100at each age (i. e. mental age equal to chronological age), | the scale so that "average" children would score 100 at each age
SR allowing a standard deviation of 15 points. (mental age equal to chronological age). Terman also evened out
the variation among children by establishing a standard deviation
of 15 or 16 points at each chronological age. (p.177)

VI8 | Al AN IR AR A A 48 — EL it He named the test the Stanford-Binet. Gould: Terman, by then a professor at Stanford University, gave
his revision a name that has become part of our century's
vocabulary—the Stanford-Binet, the standard for virtually all
"1Q" tests that followed. (p.175)

VIO | FIRikfl—rE, 458 N RAE AL 2R Like Goddard, Terman also believe that feeblemindedness Gould: Terman argued that ---The primary cause of social

BIHGE, “IFAEFTA BIIE TR T30 A was the primary cause of social decay, “Not all criminals are | pathology is innate feeble-mindedness. (p.180)
= (HRFTE IR H % bl gepgsn | feebleminded, but all feebleminded persons are at least “Not all criminals are feeble-minded, but all feeble-minded
VIO | TBAr T WEESHELLAIN, M MiEAsply | Potential criminals. That every feeble-minded woman is a persons are at least potential criminals. That every feeble-minded
VI | e By fe il e, 6, S ams potential prostitute would hardly be disputed by anyone. woman is a potential prostitute would hardly be disputed by
I e e o e Moral judgment, like business judgment, social judgment, or | anyone. Moral judgment, like business judgment, social
vitta | 2 AESAITASHBERT RIS | any other kind of higher thought process, is a function of | judgment, or any other kind of higher thought process, is a
N, A IIThEE. R S A intelligence. Morality cannot flower and fruit if intelligence function of intelligence. Morality cannot flower and fruit if
HIFEIRTS, EEATREFFEE R, remains infantile.” intelligence remains infantile (1916, p. 11).” (p.181)
[ Note: Fang quoted Terman without a citation. ]
VII-13 | S\ R el g T a2 kT Terman believed that the intelligence determines a person’s Gould: Terman virtually closed professions of prestige and
57, —ANHAERESREESS A RS success in society, and an ideal society should be the one in monetary reward to people with 1Q below 100 (1919, p. 282),
SRSV AN PN = [ A which jobs are assigned according to people’s 1Q, people and argued that "substantial success" probably required an 1Q
fi:*ﬂﬂfg’n %?Zﬁ%kﬁ?ﬁ{iﬂéx{;ﬁ%ﬂ% with 1Q below 75 are only suitable for unskilled labor, 75-85 | above 115 or120. (pp.181-182)
o S L T B 95 for semi-skilled labor. "Anything above 85 IQ in the case of a | 1Q of 75 or below should be the realm of unskilled labor, 75 to
i1 85 %ég%}ﬁﬁ, \ Efﬁ”’f%ﬁ’: U barber probably represents so much dead waste." A 85 "preeminently the range for semi-skilled labor." More specific
% M E AR 2 LAy, AIRERG 24T 115 substantial success in society probably required an 1Q above | judgments could also be made. "Anything above 85 1Q in the
8% 120 PA R . 115 or120. case of a barber probably represents so much dead waste" (1919,
p. 288). (p.182)
[ Note: Fang quoted Terman without a citation, again. ]
ViII-14 e SN et E SN AR Therefore Terman wished to test everybody’s 1Q, S0 came a Gould: Binet's tasks had to be administered by a trained tester
W, mA TS AR AEE SRk new innovation: the popularization and commercialization of | working with one child at a time. They could not be used as
VIS . wiA. gl s gz | 1Q test. While the Binet test had been administered by a instruments for general ranking. But Terman wished to test
(9 A B 4, yk:,j\ﬁ‘éﬁﬂ/[\\”;ﬁiﬁﬁ%u trained tester, only one pupil could be tested at a time, everybody, for he hoped to establish a gradation of innate ability
VIII-16 - ‘ therefore impossible for a large scale application. But that could sort all children into their proper stations in life:

W, BIEAARER AT . (HARRF 2
Ay AR N HE 32 B AR — Lk,
NI TARMER S, BT A AT

Terman, in hoping testing everyone with the Stanford-Binet
test, provided standard answers, so anyone could administer
the test and evaluate the results.

“What pupils shall be tested? The answer is, all. «+«++- . Universal
testing is fully warranted (1923, p. 22).” (pp.176-177)
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Dewdney: Problems with the Binet scale and its application led
Lewis M. Terman, an educational psychologist at Stanford
University, to revise the test, producing by 1917 what we now
call the Stanford - Binet scale. Terman extended the number of
questions from 54 to 90. Many of the new questions were for
"superior adults. While the Binet test had been administered
orally by a trained tester, the new Stanford-Binet test was to be a
written one. The new test, moreover, would hardly be confined to
selected students. Terman already foresaw a universal 1Q test:
“What pupils shall be tested? The answer is All.” (p.33)

VII-LT | —A LEAEL T Tk 30 A iimat )5, mt | After 5 30-minutes tests, a child’s 1Q was determined, and Gould: Thirty minutes and five tests might mark a child for life,
W E T AT S, %S B — the result could affect him for life. if schools adopted the following examination, advertised in
A Terman 1923, and constructed by a committee that included
Thorndike, Yerkes, and Terman himself.(p.177)
VII-18 | # IR R N T — AP 5| HE TS 1Q test soon became a multimillion-dollar industry, many Gould: Testing soon became a multimillion-dollar industry;
IR, &F&REMIBR A & . different versions were invented and marketed, but all these marketing companies dared not take a chance with tests not
BY, TS X e i AR DL E AR — EL gl versions were based upon the Stanford-Binet. The Stanford- | proven by their correlation with Terman's standard. -+--+- the
VIl1e | SR . B — He 2RI G T LU 7 E)l?ﬁitsb;;:;me the primary criterion for 1Q tests, and remains gtar;f%rd-B_inet became (anfd in rga_ny resplectt]s rem?ins to this
S . ay) the primary criterion for judging a plethora of mass-
AR bRE, — EB A FITAE marketed written tests that followed. (p.177)
Dewdney: The Stanford-Binet test would be the foundation for
all the tests to follow: Yerkes's Army Alpha and Beta tests, the
Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale, the California Test of
Zmental Maturity, the Cognitive Abilities test, the Lorge-
Thorndike Intelligence Test, the Otis-Lennon Mental Ability test,
and many others. (p.33)

IX-1 (HEMN—TTE, “BE7FIRIAE AR E R | However, from the beginning, the 1Q school was criticized in | Dewdney: For the foregoing reason and others as well, the 1Q
THEE, XEHEEAS A A, academia, and the criticism has continued till now; and the 1Q | school has been under more or less continuous attack from the
2R JL 4SR5k B 78 40 Hi [1] 37 1 e 4 school has never thoroughly responded to these criticisms in beginning. The concept of 1Q has been criticized by
. the past few decades. psychologists, biologists, physicists, mathematicians, and

philosophers of science. To counter these criticisms, the 1Q
school has cleverly drawn its intellectual wagons into a circle.
(p-37)

IX-2 | BEFIRERE MRS ey 5. 22 The 1Q school claims that 1Q tests are unrelated to cultural Gould: I -+ present two examples to show how Terman's tests

X3 1 AT, MERA R S i sae /. 1 background and education content, what tested is abstract stressed conformity with expectation and downgraded original
BT A L ] B RS 2, BAR reaioning ability. BUFdSO(;T‘;) Ol;the questiot?s_andlthfe answers | response. When expectations are society's norms, then do the
EL e 3118 b e AN Ak 2 (787 2 2 5 to the questions provided by them were obviously for testing | tests measure some abstract property of reasoning, or familiarit
;égg%&g MIE AR AL 2 A the understanding of the social norms in a certain culture. with conventional behavior?p(pp?17)5/-176) ’ /

[ Note: the two sentences were based on Gould’s discussion
on pages 176-177, and an example is shown to the right. ]
IX-4 BN AE B HE A4S — b gk i, B R For example, in the Stanford-Binet test, there was this Gould: Terman also included this item from Binet's original: "My

s AR ER T A FHEEVT R,

question: “My neighbor has been having queer visitors. First

neighbor has been having queer visitors. First a doctor came to

23




o —fIBRAE RIS, ARG — AT,

a doctor came to his house, then a lawyer, then a minister.

his house, then a lawyer, then a minister. What do you think

X5 s =l T A IR R T4 | What do you think happened there?” Terman’s standard happened there?" Terman permitted little latitude beyond "a

IX-6 HO A B IR AT U 2 RBP4 | answer was "a death," the doctor came to perform the final death," though he did allow "a marriage" from a boy he described
ﬁﬁl%)ﬁ&iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁg ??—Uﬂiﬁﬁii%”}%, rescue a}nd death identificatio_n; the lawyer to draft a will; and | as "an enligntened young eugenis_t" who replied that the doctor
O 5 2 AT A the minister to accept the shrift. came to see if the partners were fit, the lawyer to arrange, and the

SCESTTR minister to tie the knot. (p.176)
[ Note: Fang quoted Terman without a citation, for the third
time. ]

IX-7 B, — /AT TIRASIBHIN, R Obviously, it is difficult for a person without the knowledge Dewdney: Such questions clearly beg a certain cultural
HERLH IERRA [, R el B ER. of the western custom of death to answer the question familiarity that might well elude (or temporarily puzzle) a

IX-8 B R 7ETE 7 E AR E s EE A, correctly, thus is considered a moron. Even a normal person recently arrived immigrant, an inner-city child, or a laborer who
e A living in a western country may not answer the question has rately held a pencil, much less written or drawn anything.---

according to the standard answer. These questions are clearly outside the experiences of many
children in inner-city schools. (p.40)

1X-9 B8 QN —Z MR s w42 | Terman only accepted a nonstandard answer from a boy he Gould: Terman permitted little latitude beyond "a death," though
FM B AR bR AR R 32 (i 4 53 4% | described as “an enlightened young eugenist” (this boy’s he did allow "a marriage" from a boy he described as “an
ISR LE IS, AR A B RS feZE L7 | answer was “a marriage”: the doctor came to see i_f t_he _ enli_ghtened young eugenist" who replied that the doctor came to
EOLENS, EITE RS, MO R partners were fit, tne lawyer to arrange, anc_i the minister to tie see !f the partners were fit, th_e lawyer to arrange, and tne
L), {HE Xﬂlﬁ-ﬁ‘@g%;ﬁﬂi Ly the knot.) He considered all other answers incorrect, and the minister to tie the knot. He did not accept the combination
LL e VA IrE TR most common incorrect answer was “divorce and "divorce and remarriage," though he reports that a colleague in
I DI Wé%iﬁ“%@}ﬁﬁ@”’ EFH remarriage,” as for other reasonable but too simple answers Reno, Nevada, had found the response "very, very common." He
b BB B T R o SR AR TR like “a dinner” or “an entertainment” were not permitted, also did not permit plausible but uncomplicated solutions (a
“PRIRVERANE R VE, I TE A, EAH I | neither were other answers which were too complicated, too | dinner, or an entertainment), or such original responses as:
PR R B R (Een<F NG f&, 7EIlFE | original, and too imaginary (such as “someone is dying and is | "someone is dying and is getting married and making his will
BTSSRI ST IR B ) A R N A a2 1. getting married and making his will before he dies”). before he dies.” (p.176)

X-1 HEE R E PR R AR R 1?7 XIE Don’t originality and imagination belong to the intelligence? | Dewdney: By a theory of intelligence, | mean a theory that

X2 | o 2R 2 B T o B B T — That is the very fatal spot where the 1Q school has been defines intelligence as a quality that inheres to some degree in

%.3 B AR S M RS 2 criticized: What is intelligence? Intelligence is an extremely every compartment of human mental activity. At a minimum,
G AU ML [ 4 R 2 M2 1 £ cor_nplex phenomenon, either from a scientific ora socia}l such a_theory would h_ave to t?e capable of ident_ifying intellig_ent
RE, HAT N BER )R A AR point of view, no one has been able to appropriately define behavior as observed in a variety of natural settings from social
PTG e e intelligence which is widely accepted by academia; and no interactions to athletic performance to intellectual work. «+-+--
“ U\El’J ta élEl’tJiE‘)(y %&ﬁj\ﬂ‘“ﬁﬁmﬂj one has been able to propose a theory of intelligence to One might well add that some people seem to show more
—ARTREDMIRARAMILZFEAI G| explain the great variety of intelligence-related phenomena. | intelligence in one area than another. For example, some people

X-4 | JTARKFFIG . AL NIRRT Some people are good at analysis and reasoning, but lack the | are excellent at calculating social relationships, but are quite lost
M1 HEEERES), HIBRZARG ) LS | ability of imagination; some people are poor at mathematics, | when it comes to weights and measures. Some people see
2epe RS, (EEiE S A /ReE, Atk A | butgood at language; some speak slow, but think fast; some | analogies between things almost instantly, but seem unable to
SEIRAN, (HR YR S, A A2 are poor at learning, but good at dealing social relations:«---+ imagine new situations. (p.38)

X-5 SIRE AR, (3 T A F A 2 Hbq\liy _cout:d thelintelgge:ce of thﬁjpﬁople vlvli_th differgnr: A

X-6 2 T bt S| 2 32 b = abilities be evaluated? How could the intelligence with suc

X-7 ”%;b'"'ﬁum Hb‘ifgi{fimfumﬁé;ﬁ;ﬁr i abundant content be arranged in a linear manner
HIRE 9 N\ HE T I ‘y‘ﬂuﬁﬁh%ﬁ’a mathematically? Many scholars define intelligence as the

X8 | BFEEKNERE LB ?

V2B IIE SO 2 RE ), AR
frale? Hees. imE. BBE. &R,

ability to learn, the thing is, learning what? Mathematics,
languages, image recognition, music, painting and drawing,
personal relation, or survival ability in the wild? What 1Q
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X-9

Zrm, AbBENFRK RIE I SMELFRE S ?
B I B R S AHA 2 2T 6 70 K Bl
w1, RRECE. HIREILAE ), XK

tests and other contemporary learning ability tests measure is
only the abilities of mathematics, reasoning, and
vocabularies, and these abilities at most constitute a small
part of intelligence. However, the 1Q school believes that

X-10 | ZHABEURE I —/NB . (HRE Y : g .
NI ORI R what 1Q tests measure is the general intelligence required for
gi%ﬁ%‘ﬁﬁ{'ﬂﬂﬁﬁgmﬁ%/\%ﬁ%%ﬁ normal people.

[ Note: This part is Fang’s development or elaboration of
Dewdney’s ideas. ]

X-11 | 7 20 - 42¥), mES KRS At the beginning of 20™ century, English statistician Charles Dewdney: About the time that Binet was commissioned by the
(Charles Spearman) T 4M 4755 J3 R I 45 Spearman invented factor analysis technique for analyzing 1Q | French Ministry of Education to compose his famous test,

X-12 BRI TETFNE. R, AITE test results. He found high degree of correlation between English statistician Charles Spearman invented factor analysis, a
Eémlﬂﬁgﬁﬁiﬂﬂiﬁﬂﬂﬂ AR BT scores achieved_by people who took different tests,_i. e. ifa technique for teasin_g out underlying uniformities in large
" EﬂE%*%’“‘”ﬁiﬁ“ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁé’&)\ 7 person scored hlgh in one test, he tended to score hl_gh in numbers of (_:o_rrelatlons. (p-34)

T s 3l e ;’/E/ﬁ O other tests, and vice versa. Was there some underlying factor | When examining the data of 1Q tests, Spearman was struck by

X-13 AR MRAP B T35 m, R common to the tests? He applied factor analysis and the high degree of correlation between scores achieved by people
TRER e IR MK S5 RAEAZ | discovered that, indeed, there was a related factor, he called it | who took two different tests. Was there some underlying factor

X-14 | AFE—ANILEE IR ? ML | g, stand for general intelligence. Because he had already common to the tests? To find out, he applied factor analysis and
T8, RIMIFEE — R T, b believed that human’s intelligence has an innate general discovered that, indeed, there was. He called it g. Spearman

X-15 2z hg, RFEWEE S, dTmoile A | factor, hence he thought this abstract g is the real meant this letter to stand for “general intelligence,” a perfect
5 7 B A i R 25, [l Ryix 4~ | measurement of general intelligence. example of thingifying. (p.36)

TG g FRR IR 7R .

X-16 | {HERA1ENE, HLPE R E A2 IR 7] B However, we know that a correlation could be meaningless Gould: Yet, lest anyone become too hopeful that correlation
B ENN, mmErnE AT without understanding the underlying mechanism, and the represents a magic method for the unambiguous identification of
AN RTTRE[RIRE R Bk LTS fat\)ctor deri_ve_c: frlom such_ a (I:orrelaticén Iis\;wvc;]thigg b]chlt an ) causzla_, cogsic_ier tt;]e relationship bet_l\{\;]een mylag_e an_d the ?rice of
o ek H BT v abstract, similarly meaningless symbol. What it reflects might | gasoline during the past ten years. The correlation is nearly
ﬁ;u bi{?b}i%égiiﬂf‘%(%gkﬁf be environmental factors (some people achieved high scores perfect, but no one would suggest any assignment of cause. T he
firy é’}‘JlﬁEPEﬂ 1= ’Afﬁiiﬁ} & in 1Q tests because of better nutrition, family, education), fact of correlation implies nothing about cause. It is not even true
7y KB HA), WAL E@E@%% genetic factors (some people achieved high scores in 1Q tests | that intense correlations are more likely to represent cause than
CREENAERFE TR 4370, 2N | because of innate intelligence), and the interactions between | weak ones, for the correlation of my age with the price of
AR AE S EERE), AT AR R MR IAEEE | environmental and genetic factors. Of course, it might reflect | gasoline is nearly 1.0. (p.242)

LRI FEEM, 48R4t | nothing atall.
RIELART o Dewdney: Many positive (and, equally, many negative)
[ Note: Both Gould and Dewdney spent a lot amount of correlations are entirely spurious. For example, I might find a
energy to discuss the limitations of correlation and factor very high correlation between daily stock prices and temperature
analysis. See: Gould: pp.239-255; Dewdney: pp.34-36.] from March to August. (p.34)

XI-1 | {H 2 2 IR EE A A T 58 1) 2 32 38 4% However, the 1Q school believes that what they have Dewdney: To the degree that 1Q (as measured) turns out to be a

12 RIZEREN . KA AT SUEs 12 5 5 measured is the gene,tic, innate, and unchangeable general highly plastic number, one cannot claim that it is inherited to any
. 1E 40 AR, R AL 2L 5 sh A mtelh_gence._ln 1940’s, American social scientist Berna_dlne 5|gn|_f|<_:ant degree. Pe_rhaps the most telllng_demonst(atlon of the

xI-3 | (Bernadine Schmidt)p s MiFix M Uik, b Schmidt decided to test that theory. He selectgd 254 children plas_tlcny of 1Q came in 1946 when_ Bernadine S_chmldt,_a young
TES ISR sE T 254 4ok E A AR 2 12 of ages between twelve and fourteen from Chicago’s bottom | social scientist from Chicago, published a classic study in the

X1-4 Al s N ? = /= . society as his study objects. These children had all been journal Psychological Monographs. Schmidt's article, an

XI-5 F1 14 B DO TN R e IXEDEHE | ojassified as “feebleminded,” and their average 1Q was unprecedented 144 pages long, described changes in the social,

WHIREE, TR R RA 52, L
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X1-6

XI-7

XI-8

X1-9

B/ AERET T MR SR, BRI
AT RAFHIZE S I AEVETER. 2R E
ARifess, =45 B AT AT B T I
W, RIABATH PR R s 72, B
KT 2005, AFSE, SLBRAATR IR
TIER, RIS gk N, A3
T 89, MEANTIEWAVIE, mMHABNSZ
— AR B KA 50 40 BA b, XA
S N I S NG R

WA TR SE 2 HBE R Rk E, M55
PNIES =R P

merely 52. Schmidt trained these children intensively for
three year, the training involved good study habits, personal
behavior, and basic academic skills, etc. Three years later,
they were tested again, and the results showed their average
1Q increased to 72, a full 20-point increase. Five years later,
Schmidt tested them again and found the average had
increased to 89, entering the range of normal people; with
one-quarter of the students having gained more than 50
points. This experiment demonstrated that 1Q is not
unchangeable, in other words, it is not determined completely
by genetic factors; rather, it is related to education.

cultural, and intellectual behavior of 254 children of ages twelve
to fourteen. The children, who all came from disadvantaged or
dysfunctional homes in the Chicago area, had all been classified
as “feebleminded.” Their average 1Q was 52, as compared with a
nationwide average of about 100.

Schmidt conducted an intensive three-year training program that
involved personal behavior, fundamental academic skills,
manipulative arts, and good study habits. At the end of the period
the students were tested again and proved to have an average 1Q
of 72, a full 20-point increase. Five years later, Schmidt tested
her subjects again and found the average had increased to 89 with
one-quarter of the students having gained more than 50 points.
(pp.42-43)

XI1-10

XI1-19

IS AT 2 RIEE B S B AL RR A RAE? Rt b, B FR IR SRR 3248 1% M 1)
PR, X2 —AME O 1 ZRECT . WRARMAR MR Z R g e h TREZERIER, #BhR
N L R FEA R MR R S B, ML E08 0. AT TRIMR R A, 20 e SR 2 1 — M
Ipide — X RIGNARA T RO R R AL e A R, ISR TV T FEASRI SRR, AT
FAMER BRI R ZIIRZ R R R KRR . 30 2L T (SiHEFE—7
XA SRR, FREEAE R KA 0.5, (HRIXFHA B 8 Mk F 5 FIRMR BRI E,
MY REFRIFATE AR iR R E R, AR R AR AR TR 20— N AR TR LA N . i
T T RFEANER —NTEEER, MAI3ERE KSR ERIFA ST R E R, S
R B AR . fE5 58 722 I RHARIASE N 2005, B R 844 2 HAT K4 0.34.

Xl

A LR ANBIATLPR 2008 2 e I e LS e S s . IV 2 A% DR BB S 4, R
Mot aER, A ZORN HARRERZSSHT, ERPEIA, RATE KRR, R
AR ETFE T —IE e, SRR R R . 708 R 2 S A LB R b
&7 LA, FFHRIE DNATNELM . BE U if5E T K% 90 F S22 Thse A R INZE BN LALE R, &
Hh R EA SEMERA RN B5MANEERA RIMEM 5E RS OHCHER .. nRA — Rk
LT RSP 25 58 T R RARAR IS, BAT W] AU I 2 B T 2 R B 22 3 S e 2 AN
T—ANET7, WRE BRI T, SRR LIS, (ER DA REU & a2 KB HL 2k
W, EERBEEA LRI 7. FRE, ERERIMLICHIMGE. Thag. MBAEFRIER,
HA T BESEM N R 33630, OSR]I SR 5 8 TS s I EEAR IR & )
wn, AWAEN, RAE= W2 B EREE CEFERAAE) » AT R L, okt
o AR AR IR, FIEANTER (i app B RAERAE, AR vEkIREH. Xk
TEAPIRER FAE RN R ORI OR, w4l A B AP 22 o i shee, I SBURRAE. S48, AR(TRENE S
MRS TT I BE R BAE T (K SR D A RE T BUR 7R, (R IR R DA By 1) IR Th e A KT g 5
JIEENAETIIR R

Xl

HMEZ, BRI ERN. ZHOER, ArTRMEUERMLIENE. JEAAAE— Rl B
IEH ANRVE Rt . sk, e RHe:. HEB . RILTHRI6e . H
A MARAE AR E P NN, EAESRHIEM, BEAGECRAENER IR, BEK
IR IR R D) e BRIFA R A iR R e . AT, PRETIRER BN AT g
FONEE, MR RS R R R ZRER . BME TR IR AR R T S s shiH
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Notes

M See: 7747 ( “HIR” HRIX) . In his 2007 book, Fang Zhouzi Solves World Mysteries, the article is under
a different title (Is IQ Unchangable?).

2 Fang’s original Chinese: “IF% i JLEH B RAEN, MUK BRI 2 ST ik, K AMEHR &8 . 4K 0.

R AN AR S T THRE ST B4, NRBIMETEdr A v e R i 224K .~ (See: Fang Zhouzi. Looking

to the Digitalized, Networked, and Geneticized 21% Century. China Reading Weekly, December 29, 1999. J5 - 1:
(R SR — e ) , 1999 4 12 H 29 H (i) ).

Bl Fang’s original Chinese: “Z52 |, — M AM CIEH (RERIHHEEA R RBERER . — D ARIREE 2 5R
AR BB BECEXR, HREAR RSB E I8 S8k, WA R & IR ER.
BAE 2 KA 2RI 5EMEE 5.  (Fang Zhouzi. “I Blame Genetics!” China Youth Daily, July 6, 2005. J7
F7: (CRBEIEBAEL 7 ), 20054E 7 H 6 H (FEFER) ).

¥ Zheng Jianyang. Famous Fraud Fighter Fang Zhouzi Was Exposed Stealing Others’ Works. Shenzhen Economic
Daily. MM :  CHTEC A AT TR B3t N E4E) , 201142 H 25 H CRYIRETHRD ).

Bl Fang’s original Chinese: « (JRYIF ) 10 FBAEFIRE AN, SHROCERM M, AR5 MLy
SRR EM AR E IO FH TSR, AMATEEERLES T LE e, CREEAEER T %50
JREH? AEE R AR BRI — F O EMEAIE R ERIN LK T ? A S SE I R s
), RdkAR.  (See: 2011-2-25 01:19).

! Fang’s original Chinese: “F1_E @ik NSRRI BEIRE T 0, IR IOHE T2 B 0 F FIFAT AR08 1 4w IR 5%
PEIIARE . BT IR A MZRNRZEIRMN T TTHFEMNw T, PERRREMN LB, 4T 5 BT
T . ”(See: 2011-2-25 01:53).

[l Fang’s original Chinese: “7FH (E535) Z4ER K RIEM s AR s #2701, RERH LR, &
FATIESE T2 b5 3R P 282 W S U S AN E 9 E SRR, DTS A M A i WL (IR .
SNANTCEELE D http://t.cn/hCyROa Hl (77 2% 5 IR B Sz AN BRI S 7 2 B i AR J7 A1 I D
http://t.cn/h4dmsBa.” (See: 2011-2-25 02:01).

Blyi Ming. Let’s Watch Fang Fan james_hussein_bond’s Shamelessness and Scoundrel. Nov. 13, 2010,
http://www.rainbowplan.org/bbs/edu. (See: 788 :  ( H A J7 ¥ james hussein bond [ JCHiEFITC ) ).

1 pan Haidong’s original Chinese: “Fk .48 % it Mk SC & AP . » (See: 2011-2-26 01:59).

1% Zhang Zhaojin’s original Chinese: “F& ¥ 7E R} H A2 i, X5 SCB R Ran R 10, L™k, 41
2. THIETEH ML, XA R BB RII AR A . 7 (See: 2011-2-26 03:15).

(1 See: 2012-12-25, 01-08 22:31, 01-22 14:39, 01-22 14:42, 02-22 11:00, 03-04 11:03, 03-04 11:24.

12 yi Ming. Gigantic cheater in ‘1000 Talents Plan. (/8 ¥]: (FAE%REHE) ).

0¥ Original Chinese: “¥i ZMedf: 2 A FH), IR CRRIRX) — A AR HORUUR P28, H5iflA
FAE ARIFBRESBARIN? > f7 RFHEREHA 7, HETRNDT ST R B, a3
JURBHE CE R IPREE I8, BERREREER, RAaREHERTE 7, WALDE. WK
WROKZ T, FHEXELEPN, KENFLPE, HOCEEYPEK, HRANHE. REHR CREHRX) ¥
RANERRE, —RAIMEACF AR R S, BT S E R ERIRDE) R IRNT 2R AR
AR (T AR FGRE, PIE R, IR 7EE A Ah, AR R, AR
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http://www.xys.org/xys/netters/Fang-Zhouzi/bingdian/heredity.txt
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HFRIPZE, ATCAIRAN AT RE I () 22 A, HOR A BRI A BN R . (See: M. XK
KNEE: (FFF: TR FRIER”) , 201143 H 14 H CGHrcmp i) ).

1 As of March 23, 2013, there are 799 articles on the New Threads’ Newly Arrived containing the word “§5%,”
among them, 78 articles are written by Fang. In the forum of the New Threads, there are 3,946 posts containing the
word “55%4,” and among them, 383 are Fang’s.

(1 Fang praised his own, as well as his USTC classmates’ “superb 1Q” (&7 i) in 2000 (See: 75 f+1: (% T
H ERFEK B BLIRAIASK) |, XYS20000130). In 2006, Fang laughed at a person, who opposed Fang’s anti-TCM
position, having an 1Q below 80. (Original Chinese: “7£#% F#E H AT AL 80 2 f5, fhBA kS, XNiEEE
T ERBGERRRI SR, BBRE R, RUFEUR N T UER L R S AN 2 80, Seer (HHEEZ G ) 1]
B—— DLtk S i ) | XYS20061101). In 2012, Fang told his followers: “I invented some expressions,
such as ‘humanities fool,” etc., the purpose is to show that intellectually we are more advanced than you people,”
and let them think they are really stupid.” (Original Chinese: “F&&BH 7 —26iiiik, U2 WifHAK), X2br
R M T R A IR LR, AT IR e At 2 1RAR .~ See: Fang Zhouzi. China needs a new
Atheism movement. J7 {1 b E 7 B3 o whie BARIE Eh) |, XYS20120831).

(%] The dialogue was: Reporter: “I heard some readers saying that your personality is like that of Sheldon in the
American sitcom The Big Bang Theory, high 1Q, low EQ, sometimes he is so serious that unbearable for other
people.” Fang: “Ha ha, it’s not like that. In real life, | am not that serious. | separate academic and life very well.”
(Original Chinese: “Q: %4 WA 528 Ut S A3 VR TEAS AT RUR SRR RS RIBNED B Uit B2 B i i i R AIG, A
IHER EAFIE ANMER S o “ATISHIR AT WA G FRAEAEWE B3 A B I F AR A TS /-3 1R TF . > See:
Wang Jingxue. Fang Zhouzi: Beyond Personal Tastes, Beyond Arguments. Xinhua Daily Telegraph, Jan. 25, 2013.
FE: (HET T PR AL, Pl A, 20134 1 H 25 H Cirtedst H R ).

] Fang’s original Chinese: “i&J5i & X & —Fh Rl BAR, B YA R Z AT LUE R AR Z R BT LUK J5
By INLARE ST . > (See: Fang Zhouzi. The Victory of Reductionism. China Reading Weekly, March 15, 2000. 77
FHfe CGRJEESCRER]Y , 2000 4F 3 H 15 H (B EHR) ); 9B IR —Fh e B a5 7%, B4
KR LIS . RS . ”(See: Fang Zhouzi. Reductionism and Holism. Studies in Dialectics of
Nature, Nov. 2000. (i JiE £ SCRVEER £ SGARVEY ,  CEHARAHIEIEWFFL) 2000 4 11 ).

(81 Gould ’s criticism against reductionism: “The depth records the link of biological determinism to some of the
oldest issues and errors of our philosophical traditions—including reductionism, or the desire to explain partly
random, large scale, and irreducibly complex phenomena by deterministic behavior of smallest constituent parts
(physical objects by atoms in motion, mental functioning by inherited amount of a central stuff);” “Errors of
reductionism and biodeterminism take over in such silly statements as ‘Intelligence is 60 percent genetic and 40
percent environmental.”” (Gould, SJ. Introduction to the Revised and Expanded Edition: Thoughts at Age Fifteen.
The Mismeasure of Man. W. W. Norton & Company, 1996. p.27, p.34).

9 Fang’s original Chinese: “F& £ 5N a2 1 /& " i T Bide, ATLAULA R,

(2% Chorney, MJ., et al. 1998. A Quantitative Trait Locus Associated With Cognitive Ability in Children.

Psychol Sci. 9: 159-166. (Note: this study was invalided later. Hill L., et al. 2002. A quantitative trait locus not
associated with cognitive ability in children: a failure to replicate. Psychol Sci.13:561-2.) Fisher PJ., et al. 1999.
DNA pooling identifies QTLs on chromosome 4 for general cognitive ability in children. Hum Mol Genet. 8:915-22.
Plomin R., et al. 2001. A genome-wide scan of 1842 DNA markers for allelic associations with general cognitive
ability: a five-stage design using DNA pooling and extreme selected groups. Behav Genet. 31:497-509.

211 Plomin R. 1999. Genetics and general cognitive ability. Nature 402(6761 Suppl):C25-9.

221 1n An ignorant and presumptuous person majoring humanities raving about genetics ( ¢ “ L % ” % A #t
A% ) ), published on Dec. 23, 2001, Fang wrote: “It really makes people wonder whether they should laugh or
cry that a person who majors in humanities, based on his meager qualification of high school biology, spent a half
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http://www.xys.org/xys/netters/Fang-Zhouzi/science/homw3.txt
http://www.xys.org/xys/netters/Fang-Zhouzi/science/homw3.txt

day on an ‘in-depth study,” read a dozen or so recent important literatures in genetics, then he thought he knew more
genetics than a person who has received his biochemistry doctor’s degree in the area of molecular genetics, who has
conducted frontier research in molecular genetics for more than ten years, who, although no longer conducts
research personally, but due to his job’s nature, reads the newest papers in molecular biology almost every day. That
person reprimanded me ‘posing as an expert, pretending as a mainstream representative,” accused me of spreading
‘true lies.”” (Original Chinese: “— /M R HH N, IR, SURE AV ZRREE s n, HT
FRIAI RN T T — T, BB 1+ U ok B L 2 TSk, sl DU — 0 7 7 1%
FORFT AR A L O R AR S B AR S RTITT . B4 BOARAN BN BARNT S H KO TAE R
BV R RAGEAE R 57 T AV W Bonie SO N EE 2, JIFRICE TR, WRARER, 58I
T HIERHRE RELLAMESEIE. )

%31 Davis BD. 1983. Neo-Lysenkoism, 1Q, and the press. Public Interest. 73:41-59.

24 Gottfredson, LJ., et al. Mainstream Science on Intelligence. Wall Street Journal, December 13, 1994; Editorial.
1997. Mainstream Science on Intelligence. Intelligence 24: 13-23.

251 The original post was in English. See: 2002-04-03 13:59:12.

%] Fang’s original Chinese: “— /Mt S B# M NS, BAATATH AR, BERIH2 H? >

271 See: 2002-04-03 16:08:23.

281 Fang’s original Chinese: “3& - £ £ 2 AR FL 405 30 () 285 L, SCA 2 8 ) 1) ALt F IS 4 08 5 4 7 sl 0 958
b, EFERRSCE SRR,

291 Blinkhorn, S. 1982. What Skulduggery? Nature 296:506.

B Fang’s original Chinese: M ARI il Ll 45 5l 1t W A/R P05 7 AR i, <Ot AR 5 7o AN s 0 4 B2 1 1R B AT, <L 59
%>, (See: 2002-04-03 18:08:40; 2002-04-04 02:45:10; 2002-04-04 14:34:37).

B4'1n 1999, Fang wrote: “U.S. courts convict plagiarism using ironclad evidences: the original author’s technical
mistakes, such as citation errors, typos, are made by plagiarists. So some publishers leave some small errors on
purpose in their publications for the evidence to accuse other people’s plagiarism.” (Original Chinese: <32 [F % JZ,
TENED BN, A —FERIE: FAEGHARME R (s SOz, Bless , PR ——
FUH . DLEA LRI, HRM s, Mo BN TOREEN . AR/ N R, DU s A
ZERIE . ~ See: Fang Zhouzi. 1999. Did Guo Moruo Plagiarize Qian Mu? House Book, 25(5):21-29. J5 #¥:

CERURAT YD 225088 T g2) , 1999 4E 5 I 21-29 T1). In 2000, Fang wrote: “In American courts, the ‘technical
errors” made by the plagiarists are the ironclad evidences for plagiarism.” (Original Chinese: “fF 2 [H i |, #/7%
HRA BRI BOR AR TR PP 28 [14KAIE. ~ See: Fang Zhouzi. The Ironclad Evidence of Plagiarism
Committed by www.dwnews.com. J5£-F: € 2 4E3 8 X 2] 53 FEIE) |, XYS20000410).

(321 Fang’s original Chinese: “~X ik 2 /F b JE R (1 B LB R Fr o O TR INSL BE WUR, Rkl e
PSR )L 2 RS i . (See: p.145. (7 TR FL2 3E) 145 ).
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B33 Fancher, RE., 1987. Henry Goddard and the Kallikak family photographs. American Psychologist 42:585-590.

B34 see: Carroll, JB. 1995. Reflections on Stephen Jay Gould's The Mismeasure of Man (1981): A Retrospective
Review. Intelligence 21:121-134; Gottfredson. LS. 1998. The General Intelligence Factor. Scientific American
Presents 9(4):24-29.

B35 Terman, LM. The Measurement of Intelligence. Houghton Mifflin Co., 1916. p.317.
B Morrison, D. R. O. 1997. Bad Science, Bad Education. Scientific American, Nov. 1997, 114-118;

Sarle, WS. Bad Science Writing. Nov 13, 1997; Sherman, M. 1998.Trials of Errors. American Scientist, March-April,
1998.

B71 AIR-China. The Verdict No. 004. Feb. 17, 2011.

B8 KIRK, S. A. 1948. An evaluation of the study by Bernardine G. Schmidt entitled, Changes in personal, social,
and intellectual behavior of children originally classified as feebleminded. Psychol Bull. 45:321-333.
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