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Gottfredson, Linda.  The General Intelligence Factor.

Gottfredson begins her dissertation by pointing out how society cannot agree upon a general definition of intelligence.  Her claim supports that of her predessessor, Charles Spearman.  He proposed that separate intelligences, verbal fluency, mathematical skill, all stem from the same factor, the g factor.  Gottfredson argues that all tests of mental ability indicate the validity of this theory.  


Gottfredson also reveals the empirical evidence towards discerning biologically the level of one’s intelligence.  Brain size is moderately correlated with IQ, along with nerve conduction speed.  She also notes that heritability of IQ augments with age.  In other words, the effects of environment on a person’s intelligence fade with time and their genetics shine through.

A person’s IQ plays a vital role in their everyday life.  Since high-ability individuals more quickly learn material than their low-ability conterparts, Gottfredson argues that IQ will ultimately determine academic as well as monetary, or career, success.  In this sense, she takes on an upsetting social Darwinist approach.  She states statistics such as: higher-IQ women are four times less likely to have illegitimate children.  Gottfredson errs with these social examples.  She is placing her morals, what she considers an intelligent versus unintelligent social move, into the empirical scientific field of psychology.  

She continues on with this social-Darwinist motif.  Concluding that society needs to accept her “hard truths about intelligence” in order to solve social problems that are no doubt caused by the population that has a lower-IQ.  
Gardner, Howard.  A Multiplicity of Intelligences.

Gardner is the father to the concept of Multiple Intelligences, or MI.  His theory stands in opposition to the more popular concept of IQ, that there is a single general intelligence, coined g.  He argues that there are eight-maybe even more-intelligences.  Indeed, Gardner does not like the idea that intelligence is decided via tests.  Here is a problem, however, because psychology is based on empirical evidence.  Psychology maintains it’s stance as a science because it employs the scientific method.  How else would a researcher thus measure intelligence?


Gardner compartmentalizes the general intelligence into several independent faculties: linguistic, bodily-kinesthetic, interpersonal, intrapersonal, logical-mathematical, musical, spatial and naturalisitic (he is also toying with the idea of adding on a ninth, existential).  Gardner claims that his evidence arises from neural foundations.  The original inspiration, however, came from his desire to break down the narrow constructs formed by his predessesors.  

Biases for each psychologist, however, are unavoidable.  Gardner shows his when he refers to common tasks on IQ tests, such as repeating a series of numbers backward, as arising from things that “were of little interest.”  Obvisously, Gardner felt that previous IQ tests too often pigeon-holed individuals, leaving no room for variety that the human species offers.  


Gardner’s theory of MI has many valid points.  Yet, there are several questions that have yet to be studied. 
Questions

Have people tried to correlate high IQ-test scores with high-MI scores?  In other words, do people who score high on IQ tests also score high on several of the MI tests, or classify as several different MIs?
Furthermore, classifying people as intelligent versus unintelligent arose because, as humans, we noticed a difference.  We noticed that some people are just…smart.  So how does MI theory delineate those individuals?  It seems that MI theory is too accepting…that is considers everyone as “intelligent.”  It blurs the line between skills and practices and intelligence.  
