19 March 1634 .

Whateley Oarrington, Esq., M.20.,
Calandatrant, 64,

ROPTERDAM
Helland,

Dear Whataley Carpingbom

I think you have made out your peint ell right, that
W/WP can be regarded as a mensure of similarity between twe
perscnalibties = though I »eally would think straighter Af
T had the snalyses in front of me and I d¢ feel quite
strongly that WP/OWP is wore what you want. Could you tell
me, by ths way, if OWP 1s falrly uniform, ae I hepe 1t may
be, in ths Aifferent onsesy

The double g dlstribution in its exmot form 1s mn
svkward ene and ommet be tebulated as in general it would
involve 4 differsnt degrees of freedem, twe for sach 5, bul
you can probably satisfy yourself as te signifisance by
taking a midway point as origin and comsidering the deviations
of g frem it unless beth of these & Po within aight of the
significant peint the difference is met aignifigamt, If

If they are ons can ebtain appreximate values eof P by
suppesing leg F te be s linear funstien ef § amd extrapolating
or interpelating for the values ef P cerrespending teo your
two deviations, One of your deviatlens will be negative,



and in thia case you change 1ts sign and inberchange n, snd ng.
Them you have two probabilities which may be combined, ss in
goction 21.1 of my book, where 1f you use natural loga, the
process will give little troubls.

The W/WP and WF/OWF are independent in the sense that the
test of significanse of sach is independent of the test of
signifiecance of the other, But undeubtedly if WF happens
to be Emall, the first will be large and the second amall,
and vice versa, If OWP looks like being the pame for all
personalitien, as I hope may preve te be the omse then thas
WF/OWF test ia merely a messure of WP, i.e, of the differences
betwesn the pairs of personalitiea chosen,

I suppess, but do net fesl very confldent that W ia
greatest when the persenalitiss are lsast different,
I think your ocaleulstions are all right in your third
parsgraph from the end, theough they take ne aceocunt of the
non-goincidence in emoch series, Ome way of looking at it
is that there are 780 ways of arranging € things in ordsry
and s certain mumber of thasm whieh one omn erumerate sspiabtim
whish shew more coinoidence than yeu have chasrved or At least
as much, If there are not more than 24 of these ths odda
would be as high ss 1 80,

Thanks for letting me lmow the date and place.
Yours sinscerely,



