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relevant to the appraisal, growth, and survival of tests and testing, even if
we had been numbered among their critics. Consequently, many different
avenues of research are brought together at last in one volume. Perhaps that
uniqueness is its justification, but there is one other that we can think of.
A gathering together of diverse points of view, often strongly held and from
all over the world, presupposes scientific tolerance. All of our authors, ir-
respective of citizenship, ethnic origin, or scientific leaning, contribute to
that ethos by agreeing to write alongside even those with whom they have
sharply disagreed. We ask nothing of our readers except the exercise of that
same spirit in their appraisal of the material.

Unfortunately, gaps in our regional coverage were forced on us; and we
are well aware of them. There is no Eastern European author, and no South
American contribution. These were sought, but eluded us for a number of
reasons. But we did try. Moreover, the last manuscript arrived on my desk
some considerable time after the first. The result is an unavoidable time
warp in the material.

In the end, after tempering idealism with publishing foresight and exer-
cising unaccustomed patience with latecomers, I count myself privileged to
be able to work with so many able and original scientists. Above all, I have
been fortunate to share the editorial burden with John Berry, whose efforts
will be observed, by those who know him, in every part of the book. Much
as I value his role as a partner, his friendship over the past twenty years
has been irreplaceable.

As co-editors, we decided to present the contents in three sections. The
first of these divisions included our attempt at integration: and that effort
had to take an early position in support of the title Human Abilities in Cul-
tural Context. Hence, in the very first chapter, we provide a revaluation of
theory, setting our rationale to work by constructing a taxonomy of empirical
data types. We then use it for systematic appraisal of findings. We describe
this revaluation as a ‘‘metatheory,”” a set of prescriptions for theory con-
struction to be applied whenever comparisons of human performance on
tests or tasks is part of the database. In demonstrating how to apply a tax-
onomic approach to existing data we have tried to be as demanding of our
own work as we have of others’.

Central to our argument is the proposition that Spearman’s law of positive
correlation among all intellective tasks has to be reconciled with Ferguson’s
law of cultural differentiation. Ferguson’s law predicts differences in human
performance that are functions of ecological press to learn skills and strate-
gies of adaptation. We consider the definition of ability to be incomplete
without accounting for cultural and biological differences; and we judge the
systematic analysis of the data we have at hand to be a major requirement
in that definition.

Robert Sternberg’s chapter on triarchic theory accompanies, and illumi-
nates, that part of the volume given to holistic theory construction. Holistic
theories stress the need to understand the logic of ability constructs. Hence,
Sternberg’s latest attempt to relate his own contributions to cross-cultural
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tions can be observed in Parts II and III. In Part II the emphasis is on rhe
mainstream response to testing on a regional or national basis. Paul Kline
attempts to assess the rise and fall of a scientific subculture exerting strong
influence on psychometrics in Britain; and he realistically asks where the
psychologists of today are to be trained in the skills of human assessment
if the major departments of psychology in his country hardly acknowledge
its existence. In a psychological world exclusively of cognitive experiments,
individual differences are consigned to the error term. Tony Vernon, with
Douglas Jackson and Sam Messick, traces the thinking that has defined the
American approach to culture in testing. No neglect of individual differences
research has been witnessed there. One realises that the centre of gravity
of North American cultural studies has been in what we call “‘enclave’
research. The main difference between this and cross-cultural testing is the
application of unaltered or unadapted instruments to enclaves. In cross-
cultural test studies the major effort of the investigator is directed at altering
standard methods or devising new ones in pursuit of construct validity.
Meanwhile, the United States remains the world’s largest user, and exporter,
of tests and test products.

The technology that was perfected within the limits of postwar theory has
dominated the world’s operational use of tests. One of the most apt examples
of the dependence of the rest of the world on American technology is avail-
able in the chapter by Hagtvet and Undheim on the Norwegian experience
of testing. Wechsler has become a household word among Norway’s psy-
chometricians. Scientific enquiry proceeds, nevertheless, almost in spite of
its instruments. When they break down in translation, theory is put at risk.
As theoretical clarification has been sought in the modification of imported
tests, the Norwegian work has given cautious definition to modern cultural
contexts that qualify the meaning of test scores in cross-national
comparisons. '

From the North Sea to the Bosphorus, the American influence is domi-
nant, only Piagetian enquiry emerging as a different, and consistently Eu-
ropean, accent. The Norwegian and Mediterranean cultural heritages and
ecologies are very different, but they are linked by their reliance on North
American tests. In a chapter of meticulous scholarship and balance, Cigdem
Kagitcibasi and Isik Savasir have, perhaps wisely, invoked Piaget as often
as Wechsler in the first fully comprehensive account of work in the Eastern
Mediterranean. This developmental approach is nicely contrasted with clas-
sical psychometrics in the chapter by Daphne and John Keats, whose
account of developments in Australia adds to the already formidable con-
tribution of Australian psychology. An identity, perhaps even a positive
self-concept, is emerging in a subcontinent whose very size will dictate an
adaptation of the tools of testing to its regional needs and ethnic pluralism.
Those who wish to complete this picture of Australian progress should read
Chapter 16, by Zpys Klich, on psychological research among Australian
aborigines.
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vironments nas aémandaed oe€navioural patierns that stretcn the limits o1
human survival. Thus stated, it reads like weak science. Nevertheless, the
chapters given to us in Part III do show one consistent trend. Minority
cultures, or cultures for whom test adaptations or translations have to be
made, always reveal ‘‘deficits’’ when test averages are compared. Although
this may not be out of the ordinary when minority status is confounded with
clear ethnic differences, Chapter 20, by John Verster and Roelf Prinsloo,
shows that the Afrikaans-speaking minority test performance was not always
on a par with that of its English-speaking peers, and for no obvious reason.
Almost a mini-book by itself, Part III is perhaps the most powerful scientific
commentary in print dealing with the common practice of equating deficits
with differences in test performance by indigenous and migrant minorities.

Although all minorities seem to suffer when their test scores are compared
with those of majorities, native, or indigenous, cultures are particularly vul-
nerable. Chapter 15, by Damian McShane and John Berry, is comprehensive
and to the point. Their exhaustive review of the research into North Amer-
ican Native test performance shows that any group failure to approach the
Euramerican norms provided in the test manual has been interpreted as part
of a generalised ‘‘D”’ or deficit model, implying a lack of cognitive com-
petence for a variety of reasons. The assumptions that lead to ‘‘D’’ models
of Native achievement are never stated, let alone satisfied, in the design of
the experiments themselves. Consequently, McShane and Berry set no great
store by many of the published sources as hard evidence for theory con-
struction: and they are not alone in their vote of no confidence in much of
the enclave research conducted in America and Europe. Inferential leaps
from performance differences to cognitive deficits have been made in the
literature routinely and erroneously.

Almost all of the chapters in Part III are written by psychologists with
“‘insider’’ experience of the groups they represent, either by membership
or through long periods of fieldwork and training in the cultures they write
about. J. P. Das and Amulya Kanti Satpathy Khurana give first-hand ac-
counts of their recent work on caste and cognition in India; and Gajendra
Verma surveys, as a long-time resident in Britain, the social and educational
contexts of the achievements of migrants from the subcontinent of India and
from the Caribbean. Zpys Klich, in spite of a heavy field commitment, pro-
vides a key statement on the claims for specialised aptitudes among Aus-
tralian Aborigines. His direct and readable chapter portends lively debate
in the resolution of the issues he raises. In similar vein, there is a retro-
spective by Helmut Reuning on the experimental programme he pioneered
among the Kalahari Bushmen. His rigorous approach, without equal in the
cognitive literature on vanishing groups of mankind, has been in print for
almost a quarter of a century but has yet to be integrated into theories of
ability through exposure in prestigious journals. His achievements, and their
challenges, speak for themselves.

We welcome just as keenly the sober and balanced critique and review
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