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On 18 May 2006 12:35:36 —0700, in sci.archaeology, bogart.lloy @XXXXXXXXX
wrote:

p.a. wrote:

That is because an IQ of above 130 in almost
all cases is (far) less then 130.
There is nothing above 100.

I'm almost certain that half the population is
above average. ;-) The other half may *seem*
larger, but on a given day, you can collect a
healthy sample of stupidity from anywhere
along that curve.

Why couldn't most of the population be around average? There's no
mathematical reason to think that half are above and half below.
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