
 

 

 

Comment on "The claim that personality is more
important than intelligence in predicting important life
outcomes has been greatly exaggerated"
Citation for published version (APA):

Golsteyn, B. H. H., Heckman, J. J., & Humphries, J. E. (2022). Comment on "The claim that personality is
more important than intelligence in predicting important life outcomes has been greatly exaggerated".
Intelligence, 94, Article 101678. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intell.2022.101678

Document status and date:
Published: 01/09/2022

DOI:
10.1016/j.intell.2022.101678

Document Version:
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record

Document license:
Taverne

Please check the document version of this publication:

• A submitted manuscript is the version of the article upon submission and before peer-review. There can
be important differences between the submitted version and the official published version of record.
People interested in the research are advised to contact the author for the final version of the publication,
or visit the DOI to the publisher's website.
• The final author version and the galley proof are versions of the publication after peer review.
• The final published version features the final layout of the paper including the volume, issue and page
numbers.
Link to publication

General rights
Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors and/or other copyright
owners and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the legal requirements associated with these
rights.

• Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study or research.
• You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain
• You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal.

If the publication is distributed under the terms of Article 25fa of the Dutch Copyright Act, indicated by the “Taverne” license above,
please follow below link for the End User Agreement:
www.umlib.nl/taverne-license

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us at:

repository@maastrichtuniversity.nl

providing details and we will investigate your claim.

Download date: 25 Apr. 2024

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intell.2022.101678
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intell.2022.101678
https://cris.maastrichtuniversity.nl/en/publications/41d0f80a-ebb4-4f45-8f57-a8b7e4e23796


Intelligence 94 (2022) 101678

Available online 18 July 2022
0160-2896/© 2022 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.

Comment on “The claim that personality is more important than 
intelligence in predicting important life outcomes has been 
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A B S T R A C T   

We comment on the publication by Zisman and Ganzach (2022). They conduct a replication of one of our earlier 
papers: Borghans, Golsteyn, Heckman, and Humphries (2016). Replications are valuable and Zisman and Gan-
zach’s (2022) analysis is an interesting and important contribution in its own right. However, their attempt at 
replication puts emphasis on one of the findings in our work and disregards its main message. In this comment, 
we restate the main message of our work and consider Zisman and Ganzach’s (2022) findings from this 
perspective.   

Zisman and Ganzach (2022), hereafter ZG, conduct a replication of 
Borghans et al. (2016), hereafter BGHH. ZG use two out of the four 
datasets that BGHH use, and four additional datasets. ZG apply different 
measures of intelligence, personality, and life outcomes than BGHH do. 
They find that their measures of intelligence are more predictive of life 
outcomes than personality, which supports the claim in the title of their 
work. 

Replications are valuable and ZG’s analysis is an interesting and 
important contribution in its own right. However, their attempt at 
replication puts emphasis on one of the findings in BGHH, which we 
qualified, and disregards its main message. In this comment, we restate 
the main message of our work and consider ZG’s findings from this 
perspective. 

In BGHH, we investigate what grades and achievement tests mea-
sure. We show that grades and scores on achievement tests, notably the 
Armed Forces Qualification Test (AFQT), are widely used in the litera-
ture as measures of cognition. The main point of our paper is that grades 
and scores on achievement tests are generally poor measures of intelli-
gence because they are partly a consequence of personality. Because 
both intelligence and personality predict life outcomes, grades and 
achievement tests are generally better predictors of life outcomes than 
“pure” measures of intelligence. 

This central message is disregarded by ZG. 
First, ZG use the AFQT as a measure of intelligence in one of their 

analyses. A main message of our work is that this should not be done 
because achievement tests are determined by intelligence and person-
ality. ZG’s findings that the AFQT is a better predictor of life outcomes 
than personality is not surprising in this light and in fact is in line with 
our work. ZG disregard our central message when writing that they 
“preferred relying on the AFQT because it was available for most of the 
participants, whereas BGHH[’s] measure [of intelligence] was available 
only for 12% of them.” (p. 2). Later on in the paper, ZG write: “BGHH 
view that the AFQT is an ‘achievement’ test and the other five tests are 
intelligence tests. But this narrow view of intelligence is not the standard 
view in most studies of the relationship between intelligence and suc-
cess, which view achievement tests as valid measures of intelligence” 
(P5). The main message of our work is that the AFQT should not be used 
as a measure of intelligence. This is not a narrow view of intelligence, 
but the main insight of our work. 

Second, ZG claim that we “argue for the superiority of personality 
over intelligence as a predictor of important life outcomes” (p. 1). In our 
analysis, personality indeed happens to be more important than IQ when 
predicting life outcomes, but this side-result is not our central message. 
We explicitly add the extensive caveat that “the relative importance of 
IQ and personality varies across datasets. This variation is likely driven 
by differences in the measures used, the choice of the measures, the 
populations considered, and the circumstances under which tests are 
taken […] The differences may also be driven by the availability of 
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outcomes in each dataset, because different outcomes most likely place 
relatively more or less importance on IQ and personality. […] Despite 
variation across datasets, consistent patterns emerge. Personality is a 
powerful predictor for most life outcomes across all datasets. Grades and 
achievement tests are more predictive of adult outcomes than IQ” (p. 
13357). We are not surprised to see that the relative importance of IQ is 
different in ZG’s analyses than in ours. ZG use different measures of 
personality and intelligence than we do. We use Raven Progressive 
Matrices, arguably one of the purest measures of intelligence, and tests 
developed to measure IQ. Their measure of intelligence is strongly 
affected by personality and is not a pure measure of intelligence. In 
addition, they use two out of the four datasets which we used and four 
datasets we did not investigate. 

Whether personality or intelligence is more important in predicting 
life outcomes is an important research question. ZG add interesting new 
evidence to this line of research. This comment on their work does not 
intend to disregard or devaluate these findings. Their work—based on 

measures of intelligence that are affected by personality—in fact con-
firms our work on the power of personality. Their work supports our 
claims rather than refutes them. It corroborates our message that scores 
on achievement tests should not be used as measures of intelligence 
because they are partly determined by personality. 
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