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SUBJECT:

Before calling ©ochran on the phone, I decided to call Johm
Tukey at Princeton. He 1is closer by, and I have worked with him so
long and intimately that I knew thet he would talk to me pretty freely -
probebly more freely than Cochran would.

I read to Dr. Tukey the relevent portion of the draft of your
general description for the April docket. Dr. Tukey's immediste re-
action was that what you have said is rather definitely too optimistic
in tone, if not indeed in content.

It is useful to divide comments on this situation into two
categories: comments concerning the stetistical menipuletion of the date
which exist, not inquiring into the sempling or questioning system; and
the more besic comments which one would like to meke concerning the
original sampling procedures.

With respect to the first set of comments, Dr. Tukey feels that
they have made & good desl of progress with Dr. Kinsey. ‘hen I asked
him whether Dr. Kinsey had been cooperative, receptive, and open-minded
about his work with the committee, Dr. Tukey replied that there had been
some rather heevy going, and that it had tzken a good dezl of education
to get Kinsey to see some of their points, but that, on the whole, they
had made & considerable zmount of progress on the verious aspects of
stetistical interpretation of the existing data. Tukey feels that
Volume 2 is certsinly going to be better thsm it would have if they had
not been called in. For one thing, it was discovered that there were
far too few date to support certain interpretations. Most metters of this
sort have been clesred up.

But on the much more basic issue of the originszl method of sempling,
it is in the nsture of the situation that no progress is possible at this
stage. All of that is over =nd done with. I think it is clesr, from my
conversation, thet Tukey himself hss pretty grzve doubts as to whether
useful and significant generalizetions sbout the populstion &s = whole
can actually be inferred from the kind of samples which Dr. Kinsey used.

Dr. Tukey obviously thinks that it is a very great shame that, when this
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work wes initlated severzl years ago, use was not made of the then available
knowledge concerning good sempling techniques.

As &n incidentesl point, Tukey remarked that after sll of the very
careful examination of this committee, he would be inclined to say that
about half of the statisticsl criticism of Kinsey was quite unwarranted, but
that most of the other half was significant.

After &ll of this is said end done, Dr. Tukey remarked quite
volunterily that if he were in your position he thinks that he would
probsbly, although obviously reluctently, go ahead with the project. 1In
faet, Dr. Tukey said that if he were Dr. Kinsey himself, it is not at sll
clear to him that he would be willing to stop, wipe 211 of these years!
work off the blackboerd, and start over right. It was certeinly inferred
in everything Tukey said thst what Kinsey is doing is a substential improve-
ment over what anyone has produced or otherwise done in this field.

Tukey rather warmly urged that I esll Cochren on the phone =lso.
After you hsve read this report, will you plezase let me know whether you
would like to have me do so.
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