ALCOHOLISM AND OFFSPRING.

t
TO TITE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—NMr. Crackanthorpe's letter under the
above heading casts doubt on the value of
biomotric conclusions because thoy aro “‘ based
on the ‘law of averages,” which again is based on
the' ‘ theory of probabilities,” which eogain is
based on mathematical calculations of a highly
abstract order.” So far as I can understand this
account it scems to moe inaccurato, but I have

no idea of what is meant by *‘ law of averages.”
Allow mo to give my own version of biometric
methods—i.c., that they are primarily basod on
obgervations, after they have been marshalled
in order of their magnitudes—the littlo figures,
say, coming first and tho larger ones lﬁbtr——by
drawing diagrams, and hy countings. This
much suffices to mvo a correct idea of the dis-
tribution of any given sct of variables ; it is also
suflicient to give a fair 1dea of the closcneas of
correlation, or of kinship, between any two sots
of variables. [lecre exact correspondence counts
as 1, no correspondenco at all as 0, and inter-
mc(hato ‘degrees are counted by intermediate
decimal fractions.] However, in usual bio-
metric computations, whero largo numbers of
figures aro discussed, tho greafest possiblo pre-
cision has to bo reached, and the measure of the
accuracy so determined has to be ascertained ;
then claborato mathematical methods must be
erployed, which cannot be briefly described
except in highly technieal terms.

1 do not et all agree that *‘ tho mlatlon of
{a 'ntal alecoholism is quite beyond the ken ” of
>iometric  methods. The memoir that s
criticized discusses that relation in regard to
offspring in their early life. Tho simple
question, divested of all connotation, whether
or no adult offspring suffer, and in what degreo,
scomas to me pertectly within the ken of biometry.
But the mwrprvmtmn of the rosults so obtained
is quitc another consideration.

RANCIS GALTON.




