
March 7.'1964_

Dr. been Clyde
Biometric Laboratory
Univeteity of Kieni
250 Bird Boyd
Coral cities 66, Florida

Dear Dean:

Thank you very much for the canonical correlations. i turned
these over to Jim Vendetplee, end they do indeed disagree. He
checked the aquations in T, W. Anderson. and believee that
thoeo eqoetione ere eimiler to the once that hc in using. He
believee that the difference may be réleted to the-criteriathat are being-need in the two programs. He eeke, therefore,if it is possible to have a printwout of the Fortran statementsof your program. Our progreomere will uncertake a line by line
cocparison and determine the places where discrepancies exist.
In the pest cock I have had two opportunities to discues the
discriminate function analysis of the EEG difference: in the
two eobogroupe of och110phrenie and depression. we have else
checked some of the original records that Mex sent to me, and
the significant element is the slow wave activity which may be
related to the use of the edoleeoent group. If-the prepoeod
enelyeie of variance in e very complicated maneuver. might we
not achieve the same end by repeeting a discriminate analysis
deleting the nine eubjecte who are labeled “childhood achieo~
phreoie”? If then. the difference between the two groups stillexiete. even if the significence drops, could thie not answer
the queetion of the eejor effect of the adolescent group?
M3 bent regards.

Sincerely yours,

Me: Pink, M.D.
Director
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