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LIADERS, AS FOUID I "WHO'S W0 IN ALZRICAT AﬁDATHEIR

AOUP AID INTZR-GROUP RIELATIOLIHIPXS
CUAPT=ZR I. INTRODUCTION

All groups at all times had leacders and all leaders taruout
the e ges had followers that they to some extent and in some form
led. Thus, froups 2nd leacders seea to be complimentary nerts of
a socicl unity. Leaders are found among practicelly all, if not
all forms of 1life. The vnerticuler cneracteristiec cdetermining
leadersnip enong the lower eninaels may be such physical traits
es strength, size, speed, sex, odor, or sucn psycho-social traits
as slyness, cunningness, concentrastion, patience, or sfrection.
ilany of these traits are slso characteristic of some leaders among
humans. The traits of leadership in genersl remain some what
obscure. Ven Wiaters vievis leacershnip as

"always mysterious. we Co not know thie nhysical and mentel
forececs, that lie back of the personality that becomss a dynanmice
center." (1)

Cooley is soaeviat of the rame opinion for in speesking of
leacership or personal ascencency he ncentions that,

"It must be evicdent that ve csn look for no cut-end-dried
theory of this life-iuaparting forece, no ealgedrsgic lormula Ifor
lecacershin, VWe xnow but little of tThe cepnptiuas of human tencency;
and those who .mow most ere 20ssibly the poets, whose knowledge is
li ttle evrilable for srecise uses. Iloreover, the nroblem veries
incsleculably with sex, age, race, inherited idiosyneresy and
oprevious nersonsl cevelopnent.”"(2)

A vioneer historical enc 2:nalytical study of leacers that
substentiates Cooley's last statezent is Iluntord's annlysis of
the oeglinning snd genetice develonment of lesdership among
primitive peoples turu the nunting, vastoral, end early ggri-

cul tural states. Ile Iincs the roguisites for eligibility to

(1) Vean water, iliriam - The Child 1no is a Lescer, 3urvey (Sept.l,
1927) Vol. £8, pase 499.
(2) Cooley, C. H. = Humen Ioture e nd The Socisl Orcer, pege Z85



leacership amones »rimitive seooles to have been dhysiesl strength,
pnysical endursnce, promptness of aecision, superior ability in
meking motor coordinations, age plus sone other kind of activity,
exceptional gbility in conbtrol of food sudply, sblest werrior,
orator, medicine man or wizard, wealth, snd versatility in the
customns and traditions of the tribe. The origin of leedership,
he finds, ccoencs uoson size of group, sH bility of ¢roup, cesree
of comdlexity of ¢roup activity, deriniteness of its organization,
nature orf its rood resources, its sedentary or nomsndic character
(1)
snd 1its reletion to other groups.

The characteristics or curlities of human leaders in more
civilized groups have not been fully inventoried, clessified or
analyzed, nor the group technigue of leadership or the sociel
forces productive o leaders. This is probably due to the increassing
complexity of such social intersctions. Also, leadership swnnarently
does not 2luays have the zane 1z2anins to 211 neople. In i'act
lesdership is often neny thines to ¢itierent nersons. Hooker
reminds us that,

"The word L<ADER has radicelly cirrerent meanings, ell more
or less vague, ror the pditicirn, the Y..I.C.A. county secretary,
the suvperintendcent of rursl churches, snd thne cirector of
nniversity extension. fully as great veriety a2nc uncertainty
exists refarding the Ifunctions oI leacers, the qu-lities essentinl
or cesireble in them, their motives end rewarcs, the concitions
favorable to their Cevelopaent, end the technique of leacership.
Everybody desires to be moving in this matter; but all show alnost

es rmuch uncertainity as the bandor log regarding the cestination
and the route."(2)

(1) iuaford, Eben - Origins of Leesaersnip - 22ssinm.
(2) Hooker, Elizabeth R. - Lcaders in Village Comnunities, Journsl
of Social Forces (Juns 1928) Vol. 6, nage 605.



Whatever leadership may be it is a universal obsermable
gocial phenomena that "where two or more are gathered together,
there leadership is fonil'ﬁ' It is "the speeial influence of one
- person over other peraons'fg} This influence may be temporary or
transitory and operative in a single phase of interaction or in a
mosaic of interactions,

Any person may be caslled a leader writes Bernard "who is
more than ordinarily effdcient in carrying psycho-sooial stimuli
%0 others and is thus effcotive in conditioning colleotive resvonse

This may be done involuntarily or unconsciously or consicously
and intentionally. There are therefore $ww types of leaders, in
faot in the genetic development of leaders the ome often evolves
into the other. Bernard characterizes the activities of the two
as follows:

® It is not necessary that he (a leader) should serve in
this capacity of ovresenting stimuli for collective reasponse on
purpose, He may be an involuntary and unconsocious leader perhaps
oeven more frequently than a conscious and intentional leader,
In fact, it is very probably that most leaders first learn to
assumé the role leadership through discovering themselves operating
unintentionally in that capacity. But of course the most effective
type of leader is almost always the ore who is conscious of his
leadership, has a purpose in view, and studies the technique of
leading successfully. Leadership is most conspicuous and most
direct in the direct contast groups and it is here that most
leaders are trained., But leadership may also be indirect and may
acocordingly be carried on through printed symbols, through radio,
moving pictures, or any indirect contact stimuli. Such leadership
may make the leader conspicuous, if he reveals his personality
in connection with his leadership technique or he may remain i
the background, even to the point of being generally nnknown.&%y

(8. Bogardus, . B. - World Leadership Types, Booclology and Sooclal
Research, Vol 12, p. 574.
; Ibid, p. 673

. Bernard, L. L. - Introduction to Social Psychology, p. 520
Ibid, p. 521



Lesdership exicts normally only emong persons nhiving somne,
usually neny, culture traits in coanon. Ve ere reminded that,

"The Pope is not sccepted as a leacer by Protestants, and
Robert G. Infersoll, by neither Catholics nor Protestants. Al
Saith is not 2n enthusisastically cheer-d leader of the WeC.T.U.;
and Kirby Pare is not vorshipned by the R.0.T.C."(1)

Thus, in many instances a man becomes a lescer by coing his
Job unusually vell and doing it prinarily for the Catisiaction
that sccomnanies work well done, or because of habits of fhorough-
ness cevelovsed in him by the groups in which he moved since early
childhood. Ordinery eny one who reorganizes existing culture traits
thereby meking 2djustments betveen men and his environment less
conflicting ney be classed es 2 leacers. The rapidity of diiffusion
of cultures in modern times frequently ernables one to be nerslced
es & leader often before he nhi.self has becone suare of the signifi-
cance of his contribution to existing culture. Lcaders are contact
makers. They are persons with @ multiplicity of selves, in the sense
that a person "has&;any social selves a&s there are individuels vho
rzcognize him end carry an image of him in thelr minds™.(2)
Practicelly every one csrries v.ith him an iuage of Iioover, Ford,
Zc¢ison, 3urvanx and Lindber:h, beceuse of thelr contacts with wman-
xind, vwhile John Doe's imsqse is likely to be cerried only by some
of his reletives gnd somne of his neighbors 2nd friends.

These few introductory rensrks end citations give us clues as to
the significence of lendership, particularly in this industrial age,
anG especially in a Cemoeracy viaere everyone is sunoosed to be more

or less of a2 le=scer.

Ibidc ? ppo 573"40
James, Vn. - DPsychology - page 179.
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Significence of Lesdership.

("3

A
Leadership is worthy otf study in thetris &n integrel nart
F oo
of all inter=gcroup end infre-group behavior. 3J3ince it is only

in the group that man lives snu moves and hes his being, leasder-
ship is e soecial »nhenomenon thet merits objective anslysis. An
objective research secems possible in that workers in the Iield of
Syciology heve nointced out that leacership falls within the domain
of natiral 1law end that the frequeney distribution of leacership
traits, individually end collectively, are of the sane generel
shape as the normel‘probability curve.,

In comnriection with a study of 140 American villages mace by
the Institute of Social and Religious Resesrch uncer the direction
of Zdmund de8. 3runner, en anelysis made by Zlizebeth R. Hooker of
1370 resident comaunity leaders, reveals that:

"One thing is clesr: the fact that on every noint covered
(such as number oI lercers, scx, ege, oceuination, birthilace,
country oi oirth, denominationsl isiths, anc warital concition)
coqrion tencencies viere evident rfor the villares of all regions,
oroves conclusively that leacership r's.ls within the ¢ousin of
neturel law. Tals inquiry, therciore, superiiciel es it is, should
aiford to stucents of social Jhenonena s strong incentive towvard
osrofound and extenced investirations in this field. For tiarough
such research they way discover how rural leacers mey be rostered -
a natter vi?el to the onrogress of civilization".(1l)

2)

Ogburn who hes studied nimerous inventors, - one type of
creat men, or leaders, believes tnat in as much as

"nen a nerticuler treit of & random number of living orgenismns
or the sane species is neasurec, it is found to be @éistributed
accoruing to tne normel vrobability curve,” and since this holds

rue 01 muecntal as well as for physicesl traits and for combinations
arnc complexes of traits as vwell es for simohle mental traits "it seemns
oro bable therelfore that such traits es inverntive ebility or any
particilar combination of traits of sreatness woule also be similarly
cistributed”.

(1) Hooker, Cp.Cit. jace 0l4.
(2) O&burn, Wm. F. - The Greot lMan Versus Socizl Forces - Journsl
of Soclel Forces, (Dec. 1926) Vol. 5 vare 2:5.
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It is a common observation that everything is & matter of
relativity, that everything in nature is related to something
lower and higher and that even human nature and leadership is
such the same the world over and not a chaotic conglomeration of
inconsistencies and irregularities., Leadership, in a sense may
be said to be, a relationship between those ahead and those behind,
This suggests that an objective study is vossible and is a method
of testing the subjecotive theories of social philosophers that
have been advanced since the duwn of history.

It would seem that actual situations involving a number of
persons in which something has been accomplished through tie
efforts and sacrifice of many with discipline exercised on all and
with definite foocusing of attention of the group on one or a few
persons regarded as leaders and with coordination of effort thru the
persons or directions of these persons - it would seem that these
situations are much more valuable material for the study of lesder-
ship than are the theories of political scientists or sociologistis
or even the writings of Plato and other social philoaophors.%i

Variation is as natural a8 uniformity and should be about as
regular among leaders as among any other phenomena. Due to
variability in leaders, in leadership traits, qualities, motives,
rewards, techniques, it is imperative from a soientifie point of
view to study leadereﬁip whole, that is in its relation to all
contingent factors, - in its “Gestalt". Bowman brings out the signi-
ficance of the Gestalt background of leadership by saying,

"If the afflications of the Gestalt concept apply anywhere,
they do in the study of leadership. Miss Follett has brought
together in oreative experience the inference of the findings of
geveral fields of study and practice that certain functions of
groups experience reside in the integrating vprocess of the group,
and other thanm in that integrating prooess disappear, or rather do
not exist. Leadership avnarently is one of those functions; and if
so, cannot be studied except as the whole group is studied, Further

a8 a funoction of_experience it ie to be observed only as the group
is funotioning.‘lx

rfomn,:ﬁeroy = An approach to The gtu%}y of Leadershlip, Journal
of Applied Sociology§. Vol. 11 p. 216
(9. Tbid, page 318 n
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This means that every leader has his group in which he
functions and every group has ites leader and that a leader is
understood only in so far as the group in which he functions is
understood, There is no understanding of leadership apart from
its group, Human existence or living is an associative or group
process and leadership is an integral part of that process,

Another significant feature of human beings is that every one
" aspires to be a leader. With some this desire to lead may be
prompted by a desire for social aporoval, with others an urge to
dictate, or an itch to make more money, or a desire for new
experience, It seems that with most normal 1ndividuals in their
everyday walk of life to live is to lead and to lead is to 1live,
As Ganders says, to lead means to enlarge one's self,,

®to 9five one's self a greater dominion of influence; to enghance
one's pertonality., It is the inssatiable desire for a bigger being,
or existenoce, that has made leadera of menm,

*«-"One's self is the resultant of past experiences plus present
activities, In a very true sense, one is what one does. The
individual who experiences most, livea most. The one who does more,
and different thingas, is the one who has and is a bigger self,
Leadership begkons because it offers greater existence, made possible
through the greater saoctivity of an organization]

"Leadership is the first essential in organization, which in
turn makes possible that coovneration without which modern society
could not exist,”

W..«*Portunately our modern scheme of things which requires
leadership on the one hand and followership on the other is not
contrary to man's natural desires., The origins of this system can
be found in the inastincts of mankind as truly as in the organization
of a wolf pack, The social tendency, the desire to be, work and
play with others is a basic human desire which has characteriszed
man for tens of thousands of years. The good leader seems to have
been decreed in the very nature of things.i&

Leadershiy aspirations seem to be natural urges that are

socially desirable., This is fortunate in a coming democracy such as

@ BGanders, Haery 3. - A Primer on Leadership - Bducational Review
Vol. 74 pp 149-150
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ours where leaders of all kinds are needed, Chapin regards this
as one of the great current nood‘§ in this country for to him,

"Phe need of today in democratic countries is the development
of leadership - not the leadership of the centralized few, but
rather a diffused and spontaneous leadership among the masses of

the people.” (§
Higher education should materially help to supply this
increasing need as larger proportions of the population secure
high school and college education, Greater ease and facilities in
communication and transportation also accelerate the production of
leaders. Also, courses in leadership are being added to curréculums,
Just a word might be said here relating to traits of leadership,
Psychologists, sociolggists, personnel officers and others have from
time to time listed what they termed traits of leadership, These

lis8s vary greatly as is to be expected from subjective evaluations,

Cooley remarks that,
"If we ask what are the mental traite that distinguish a leader,

the only answer seems to be that he muat, in one way or another, be
a great deal of a man, or at least appear to be, He must stand for
something to which men ingline, and so take his place by right as a
foous of their thought.'&

Burke has ocompiled personality traits from the writings of
several sociologists and a psychologist as follows:

"Bllwood lists the following traits of leadership: a high
degree of social intelligence; large sympathy with one's group; an
efficient soocial imagination; moral and physical coursge; capacity
for enthusiasm; complete consecration to the cause he reprcsemts,
Allport holds the following traits to be of vrime importance:
ascendance of manner and physique, high mo#ility; socisl participation;
drive., Bogardus lists the following evidences of a democratiec e
leadership: incressing the opvortunities for the development of other
persons; oromoting the welfare of groups as such; taking the side of
injustice against special privilege; showing an at-one-ness with
the humblér members of society; consulting with suthorities, even
oppronents, before acting; using the discussion method of securing
adjustments; showing the way sacrificing self; rendering service
without expectation of reward?ié?

(§) Chapin, ¥, Stuart - Socialized Leadership - J. of Soclal Forces
(74,,1;172.’/ v01. a. p. 60

Coole Op. oit, 293
%5} Burke{'Maggaret M., = Lesdership and Tennyson, J. of App. Sociology
(»733) Yol., 11, p 344.
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The leadership traits listed by Allport are individualistic
traits as tho individuals are "self-made™ and can'foroe therselves
into positions of leadership without reciprocal interactions on the
part of the group. Ellwood and Bogardus manifest the complimentary
relationships between leaders and group life, Cooley has also
expressed this mutual reciprocity between the individual and the
group in declaring that,
"111 leadership has an aspect of sympathy and conformity, as
well as one of individuality and self-will, so that every leader must
also be a follower, in the sense that he shares the general current
of 1ife. He leads by avnealing to our own tendency, not by imposing
something external upon us, Great men are therefore the symbols of
expressions, in a sense, of the social conditions under which they
work, and if these conditions were not favorable the career of the
great man would be 1mpossib1e.<®
One voint further probably should be mentioned, and that
possibly at some length, before the specific purpose of this study
i8 stated and the analysis of biogravhicdl works is presented, This
point is the relative importance of heredity and environment, or
nature and nurture in the development of leaders. Each of two
somewhat opposing groups have claimed major credit for the existence
" of leaders, especially great leaders. Some hereditarians contend
that "leaders are born and not made™ and some environmentalists

argue that "leaders are made and not born"., Exceptional examples hsve
usually been cited to suprosedly "prove” their respective viewpoints,

No doubt in some instances léaderahip is due quite largely to
heredity and in other cases to environment, Some absolute organic
hereditarians might cite that it has been said that fifty members of
the Bach family, in five genarationg,were notable musicians,
Extremists from the environmental point of view might cite Lincoln as

one whd;ieaderahip could not have been predicted on the basis of the

(§. cooley, op. cit. p. 321
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chromosome content of'his germ plasm, Neither group in these Qases
has a true perspective of the situation, Neither group has seen the
multitude of interrelations between the individual and the group,
and so the social setting, the "Gestalt™, in which we live and move
and have our being has not been seen whole,

If any assumptions are necessary in this study it seems possible
in the light of all available facts to assume that organic heredity
and environment are reciprocal and complementary factors in the
orgin, development and functioning of leaders. The view taken is in
accord with that of Prof, C. M, Child%’ of the Department of Zoology
of the University of Chicago who after conducting laboratory expérimens
with lower forms of plant and animal 1life for more than a quafter
of a century arrived at the conclusion that heredity shares equally
with environment from the beginning of 1life "in the development of
the individual from the egg™ and “that heredity determines which of
them shall be realized in a particular 1nd1v1dga1."éhia reciproocal
and interdependent relation is recognized by Mumford a8 he regards
leadership "as an innate and acquired modal socistary tendency or
foroe”.

It seems inconceivable that an individusl can become & leader
devoid of the influences of a home and school not t mention any of
the other great social institutions and socialising agencies, awd
¥i=:i are environmental factoras. Very probably sympathy, toleration,
understanding, cooperation, suggestion and human association are
equally weighted in the balance with stature, physique, health,
flaidg,and instincts as far as the making of the average leader 1is

congerned.

. Child, G, M~ P?q;,rsiolo;;iée_l founcations ol 3ehnavior, ras in.
. Mumford, Eben - Origins of Leadership, -@s-1li
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Unquestionably the biological and the environmental influences
have each been grossly over-evaluated at various times and by wmarious
men and the cultural aspects of leadership, have been frequently
overlobked and under-evaluated, Possibly no one has analyzed the
relative contributions of heredity and environment in the production
of leaders more scientifically nor has anyone summarized it more

clearly than Ogburn where he states:

"0ur conclusions are that greatness must be conceived in terms
of inherited qualities and environmental traits, The distribution
of inherited qualities apvears to be such that the inherited qualities
of greatness should be plentiful and constant, facts which minimize
the i~portance of the great man, biologically conceived. On the
8ocial forces side, , there are two important factors that affect
great achievement, the existing cultural materials and the social
valuations., These two factors vary greatly over time and by places,
and hence may be called causes of great schievement., They are of the
nature of social forcea, Great men are thus the vproduoct of their
times, They in turn influence their times, that is, their achievement
influences the times. The great man is thus a medium in social
change. The phenomenon of the great man varies in the different
kinds of social activities, and each situation should be separately
analysed as to the relative strength of the different factors, 1In
some cases psychological traits of personality are more important
than others, Thease factors at the present time are only with great
diffaculty susceptible of precise measurement., But certain extended
observations indicate that the oroduction of great men and their
influence are strongly conditioned and determined by the varticular
existing stage of the historical development. The great man and his
work appear therefore as, only a step in a process, largely dependent
upon the other faotora.*&h

Waldo Frank would no doubt concur with this view for he says,

"Phe corporation, the combine, were creators of Rockefeller,
Hill and Morgan, even as the trade union was the creator of Gompers”t@ﬁ

Williams, the oomic artist, seems to have the gift of seeing,
and sketohing in the daily papers, life as it is lived by our lesders
namely, that "Heroes are made, and not born™, LaVay in commenting on

this same thing remakks,

"It is true, naturally, that heroes must be borm, but I do not
think it true that they are born to be heroes, and I have much the

(7 . Ogburn - op, cit, pp. 230-1 \“¢LJ919)
. Frank, Waldo - Am, Leaders « New Republio;AVol. 55 p 67
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same conviction in regard to leaders, The desire to be & leader is
inherent in all of us, But whether we become leaders depends in mrt
on early environment and the personalities with which we come in
contact, The desire for leadership may be repressed by lack of
understanding on the part of parents and teachers, Other factors

may tend to develop emotional conflicts which make leadership impossiba
However, the normal boy has a strong inclination for lesadership; he
wishes naturally to excell in some field endeavor, whether it be
sports, scholarship or manual dexterity,Ji

We shall see later in Chapter III how different writers have
attempted to nrove by means of birthplace of leaders the superiority
of heredity of urban people (or rural peorle) and others often using
the same figures arguing that it oroved the_fuperiority of environment,

The abiding thought is that the study of leadership is a
sociologiocsl problem, in that it concerns the relation of the individug
to thﬁ group, and of the nersonal process to that of society as a
whole, s that it is“problem of gradually inoreasing imnortance,Also
that '

"$he lives of the most eminent meny of history are to a certain

extent public vroperty, pnen to statistical investigation and
peychologiocal - analysis, '&!

a?:.AIaVay,Eenneth<§. - Leadars - Borh or Mede? School and Soclety,
(w2e/)1728)y01, 88, p. 683
(E?. Cattell, J. M, - A Statistical Study of American Men of Science =
: (n0.23 ¥%)Science, Vol, 24 p. 669






The Purnose of This Study

The primary »uroose of this study is to discover some of the
more significant sociologicsl ractors in which the contemporary
leacders in United States,?éévégmpiled Dy th? eCitors of the 14th
or 1926-27 isgsue of "Vho's VWho in Americal dirrer “ron the general

adult population &s revealed to us by the Federal Censg§, anid wvhere
differences ere found to dissover the nature anc Cegree ;; variation
and the rorces that cause or inilucnce these cirferences.
lore specifically, %ne nurposes o0i this st iy are to discover

in whet respects and to what extent conteﬁporary Anerican lescders
differ from the genersl acult sopulation of the State with regerd
to place of birth, e2ge, eaucation, occupation, merital concition,
froun arrilietions,and ofrficershiv. Concretely, the =ins in view
are: (1) to cdiscover whether lesders migrate in larger relative
numbers encé rerther from their state orf birth thsn the gernersl
vopulation or not. Also the relstive »nrolificacy of urbsn and

ural ercas in »nroducing leaders., (2) To ciscover the range in
ageé'of lececers end the age groups when lesders are most numerous.
(37 To compare the extent of ecduceation of leaders with that of the

]

£eneral adult population end to discover the relstive 2 mparent
influence of various insti tutions of higher learning in procducing
leacers. (4) To discover the extent to which leaders Tollow the
same occupafion as that of their fathers, the nuaber of positions
held in and also outside of their prineinel field of voecational
enceavor and the more or less iumortalization ot their iceas in the
form of writings (books). (5) To discover whether leacers are

married in larger relative nwabers or not thon the general sdult
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population, the range in age at .arriage, anc nunber of chilcren.
(6) To discover the extent and nature of their group avliliations
serticularly in church, lodge, club, tcehniezl, orofessional,

and Greek Letter organizations, encd the influence of such grounss

in stimleting achieveaent. (7) Oflficership in city, county,
state, regional, national, inter-raidonal anc foreigsn technical

and srofessionsl orgenications.

T™e escence of tnis stucy, if it can be condensed into one
sentence, is to cdetermine to wnrt eExtent the nation's contemnorary
leacers are group=-made products end the orocuct of essentially
waat groups. As & nmeans thet ey £id in thais discovery the
"Mho's Wno in America" is, for the ebove reaéons, considered the
best single source.

o study of thais kin¢ as ever been mace. The 1avortance
and need of such a stucy is rcacdily pnerceived especially in a
republicen form of govermaent viere all of tne verious social
institutions are more or less cemocratic anw wihere everyonc is
sunyosed to be somevincgt of & leacer.

A nuaber of situcies lieve heen zirue o1 cerdain trpes of
lecacers and of ce.toin traits o7 leacership, but none nave been
mace of leacdership in its totality. "Lives of Great [ien" lave
Dz 1 eomapiled priuerily as relerence niaterial, since the beginning
nistoric ti.cs enc these have been portrayced in all their glory
£s splendid exrmples ol eaulation. A biogrnanhy is the life history
an indivicdual. A life nistory is virtually en enumeration of
the various groups in which one is living and hes lived snd how ne
nas been concitioned by them, anc il he is = leacer Mow he has

mocCified these groupse.
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Biograpnical VWorxs OL Leaders

The present trend in biographical works seems to be one volume
editions issued annually, biennially, quinquennially, or slightly
less frequently containing short biographical sketches of usually
from five to over thirty thousand contemporaries in all the various
walks of 1ife, or in a particular field of social or economio

Al

endeavor, without eulogy or criticiem. PBiographical dic?%fnariee
the earlier onesa were called and Who's Who in ------ ”/gheimodern
ones,

Practically every country is at present attempting to compile
a 1ist of its achievers and notables. The "Who's Who"™ idea in the
modern sense may be said to have originated in England in 1849,
This is the date that the first Who's Who publication appeared in
London, This book was nrirarily a directory of the nobility and
landed gentry of the British Isles, For about half a century the
Bnglish Who's Who was little more than a red book or blue book of
English aristoorats, It was about 28 years ago when Douglas Sladen,
an- Australian writer, revised the book and democratized it, The
annual edition for 1928 gives over 20,000 brief biographical
sketches of notable living English men and women whose position or
achievement make them of general interest,

Germany has her "Wer ists?", France her "Qui Etes-Vou?", Itddy
her "Chi B?", Sweden her "Vem ar Det?", Norway her "Hvem ér Hvem?",
and so on,

The firat edition of "Who's Who in America®™ was published in
1899 and has been revised and reissued biennially since that time,
The first edition contained 8602 biographies, The number of sketches
in each biennial issue has increased and in the 192§-192§ issue
blographical histories of 28,806 contemporary American achievers and

notables are given, These biographies are of men and women engaged
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in all varietiss of occupatiorns.

In recent years nuaerous vorks have e :peared containing
bio:rrenhies o noted neople in epecilic Iields ol humsn activity,
such as science, encineering, literature, iusice, drana, Jjuris-
?rudénce, vritine, finance, -ied¢icine, agricultural cscience and
Rural Lile.

In 1829 Cuerles 3. Pluab »ublizhed 2 1CO page boox vnich ves
"a Ziogranhicel Iirectory of American Asricuilturel Scientists”.

It ves the first inventory of signiiicent leacers in this Tield.
RUS is a biograpnicel register of contemorary sgriculturel
leacers. It is ecitec dy Liberty Iyce 3ailey and its Jord issue
piiblisned in 1925 conterins ©,0C5 sketches.s The aim of this vork is

"to ineluce those versons vwho ere niominently engaged in rursl
wvork, end vhom the sublie h17s roeson to be intercsted, as Iraruers,

teachers, investis-ator:z, businces men, lecturers, ministers, farm
county anc hoae wecaonstration agsents, aunthors, egitors, and the

lececing osersonslities in the scainistrstive, co.i.erciel, co-
onerative, orgenizeotionsl, pnolitierl end JlDllC-S rvice rfields £s
t ¢y Cir:ctly inflnence ggricaltire &2 ne counsry liile".

About 1/7 of the sketches in RUS ere fariers end tue others
are terchers in agricultarel colle. es, teccners ol sgriculture in
nigh schsols, eerieultual extension viorkers or are engaced in
comnercial egriculturel industries. o list ol only farmer leaders
and their viosrepnicel sxetches has yet been compiled. Zventually
the M"naster Zarmers™ should form en excellent nucleus Jor sich an
uncertexing. ToweveryRUS serves 2s an cxcellent storting soint for
orofessionel agricult wists e nd :rominent vorkers in allied
grriciltural scctivities,

The 4th or 1927 c¢cition of "Auerican licn of 3Jcience" is a

(¢

biographiceal cirectory oif ebout 1

Cﬂ
(*1

2CO0 Aicrican seicntists. (Tae

ct

first edition anpcaring in 19C6 ¢ive avout 4,00 Lisrredhicsel
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sltetenes.) In this voluae

"erorts have been a2de to ineluce 211 living Americens who
have contributed to the advancenent ol science, the stencards
beirng ncerly the camne sas I'=llovwship in the Aaericen Assoclation
for the Acvenceient of Science or wsnbership in the .untionel
scientiie societies heving rcscerch as a guslification”.

Tne "Aanerican Lavor wWho's Who" Jor 1920 coutzined 1i02
sxetcnes ol wersons Jvoainent in Amxericen "irade unionrism, labor
oolities, vorkers cducation, labor ceienov, coozeration, oro-
gregsive Tar.aer groups, enc related movenents throachoutv the
nation™.

The "Vomen's who's Wwho of America™, the Iirst ecition of
vaien eopeared in 1914-18, contrnined ¢,044 sietelics ol outstancding
contennorery vwomen of United States snd Canada. In 1924 and 1928
there anpeared two voluncs, "Biographical Cyrclopecia of American
Wwomen™ which listed nearly 4CC biograchies of "contenporary vonen
orolessecCly Ilrom all v»rolessions and every walk ol life &s well
as ol the mothers of the leaders of today, who, slthousrh derhaps
not wicely knoun in their own time, are ceserving of cue recosnition
for the training in character waich thsy i.ipressed uvon their
chilcren”,

R first edition oI ".ao's Who in Colored Anerica™ ajspezred in
1927 conteining 1,800 sketches. In 1928 there sonerrcd a rirst
ecition of ™iho's Who of the Colored Rece" giving 1,2CC sietenes of

"aen end women of Africean cdescent in ell parts of the world,
wno zre most nrominent in 21l bramohes ol eifort, elso persons
who sre icentilied with vork oi every coscription whieh tends to

the advencenent of the colored ople™,

The irst voluae of "o 's Vo Auong Lorth Aacrieon Anthors”

Cl

amne

\‘3

re€ in 1981. The Crd, or 1927-48 edition contains bio-

grephical anc literary cata of ¢ dyoroxinately 6,2CC living zithors,



cCitors, nmeraziue con. oress vriters, "of the United States and

Can=cCa who cither have been born in these cou:nbtsics, or nave

B

lived end vorxed in them". The policy of its editor is that

autnors and writersere eligible to inclusion

"wnose stancard in writing is of suific 1“nt imoortance to
Justify the e ttention ol oHublizhers, the »sublic *throw,n the
cnennel of meyrszines, or tig rso eoen‘mu ve grcss ol the couniry"

The "\M0's wWhio in Enginecring” is & bHiographieszl dictionery of
contennorary en~insecrs all over the worlc, ths rirst edition

.

aj’pearing in 19:.2. The 2nd ecition contained over

™
v
(9]

ynearing 19
15,500 sietehes of ensinecrs and those in #1lied vorx, all but
adout £,0(0 of them resice in the United S:i2tes.

Twe comdiletion of viogre hies 0ol misicians h1ns engesed the
interests of a nuiber of peconple. The "Iuterrational Wno's Wwao

in llusie™ edited by Cesar Scerchinser, the Iirst edition of waich

anperred in 1918 ives ths biogsranhies ol avout £,4C0 of the

('V

leading musicel personelities of the drec

sent Cay. The "lew

v . .

zncyeloarecdia of lasie and Masicisns™

(S5

publisnec in 1924 lists
7,8CC masicians or 211 couunctries vho have been rsctive curing the
nast ZCO years.

In recent resrs there have aoenreld asny regionel, stete and

city Siographicel works. Adproviaetely 6,C(C biosgrashieel

ct

ion of the ™Mo's Who in the

[

szeteches goacar in the 19:26-.7 cd
iation's Capitol". It is the belierf of its aithors thet,
Miashington comiciles the nost cistinguished gathiering of
celebrities in Anerica. Considering them as & wilole, 1here else
in this country canbe found sucn a noted end brillient grouping
of stetesnen, scientists, military orrieciesls, writers enc others?"
MMot's Who in New York" (City 2nd State) in 1948 came Torth

in its 9th ecition #nc econteining about 12,000 sietehes of sedple

wno ere New Yorkers in one way or another,
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\lany other biocranhical works mi.nt be nmentioned. All
those nmentioned ena others ere velueble prinarily as rererence,
for vhieh surdose uany vere originally conpiled. Tiey also serve
as a sort of inaex to the s tage of scdvencsnent ol e countiry =2long
a »sarticular culbture. An importent service that they rencer is
as a mesns ol ecguainting seonle who ere engoged in slailer
eactivities with one another anc with one another's work. It way

be gsaid that they are histories of contemporary leaders and

21

culture histories of a ration. Incidentally, these works sti:ulate

tnhe desire to achieve and rfoster esprit de corpse.

It is sifniflicant that ¢ligitility in most cases was besed on
achieveaents as recorcded by vuvlie opinion, or substantiated by
actual evicence ol work acconplishied. Tie s=zetelics are orief
contemporary oniograshies of those wnose lives ane carecrs sre of
creatvest interest. The lile carcers in tae wWho's Wao voluacs ere
recorced witiout euloysy or critieism. Fartaermorve the policy of
practic2lly all ol tnem is that no biographicsl matter nas been or
can be paid i1or, nor is there any basis of subseription to the
books &s 8 consiceration for insertion of any sketch.

There is errhas elveys hes been a cenend for a standard

biosraphieal relerence workx of prominent men and vouen. Prectimlly

every large Caily peper has a Gepsrtaent or coluun cevoited to
reslies to persons who are con-inually asking {for iniormssion re-
sarding aistinguished »neople. The "Who's who" is in part e

resvonse to the growing cenend Tor iniforuation regarding persons

or more than loca2l or regzional signiricence. The editors of ".Who's

Wao™ nave triec to comply with rec¢iests tror more anc still more
aetails regerding these nersonzlities. Their most recent con-

cession is the ineiusion oI the ne.cs ol chileren of ocur evipent
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wantitative Stucdies of Leccers.

Quetelet in 1832 brougnut forth one of the first extensive

incuctive studiss relating to lesders. 2revious snd since his
¢ay inmmwuvieradle csse historics, or bio, reoohics arw suto-.io-
Freniizs have anoeared of great men. Socizl seicntists end
otliers nave froa tiaze to tiae Curing the zsst contiry wmsce raother
comprehensive gurntitative ~o.udiletions end anslyscs ol lercers
of one xiné or esnother. Analyticel stucies ol leacers heve Dbcen
nace by ietelet, Francis Golton, Alphonse Gae Cancolle, Ir. 2=sul

Jacoby, Professor. A. 0din, Hrvelock E1lis, 211l of them by

L9

nropesns of Iuropesns, Guantitetive studiss of prominent Anerican
leacers heve been mace by J. lleeen Cattell, Zcwin G. Dexter, Lm.
F. 0gourn, Roy . lolues, Frecderick A. Vioods, Lcevwrrd L. Thorndixe,
R. Clyce ‘nite, Pitirin Soroxin, Scott Icering, J. Jastrow,
Clarence C. Little, Williem 3. Anent, lersis [I. Cope, Stedrmen
S. Visner, John I. Giilette, Zilsvorth Muntinston, Leon 7. Whituey,
A. B. Wiggan, end 10.usitly others.

llost of the stucdies of leaders in Tnitec Stetes aeve been
bazed on biosr-nhienl vorks, cniefly "Who's Vho in America™ =ltho
"Anericen llen of Science", "The A¥xrican Letor Wio's Wao'", and
"RUUS™ nhave =150 been the basis of sueh investigeations. ALl such
stucies have been confi:cd to limited phsses of the lives of lescders
usually thelr birth place, the extent or neture of their education,
their occuiration or their merital concition.

Zither to prove or aisprove that our national lcescers were
born in the cocuntry or in rural aress, that higher educstion hes
a Cirectv influence unon attzining netionsl recognition, that

certain collesrscs ancd universities ere more fecund in the »Hro-
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duction of notable lescers then others or turt noredity exerts a
grsater influence thesn environuent upon personsl e2chievements,
secen to heve been the sti mli that set a nmunber ol men to vork
8t analyzine restrict:d phases oi the lives of Ajerican leacers.

An ettemdt will bz msce to chronicle some of the various
limited stucdics of lualers thet heve becn made.

T. A Woods(l) cnestioning W. Jo Spillasn's statenent in-
Science, Februery li, 19CE, thet the farm proauces zore than its
share of leading Aiericens turned to en gerly ecdition of "\ho's
Yo in Amerieca™ and roundc thet vhereas "the towns, villesges =nd
forns should have procueccsd more thrn rive tics £8 many leacers
as thie cities----- wave reiled *o rowiuce more than ghout tvice
ag many". BSonae years later on enelyzing the 1910-18 ecition le
found that the anglo-snaxons are from three to ten tinmes s lixely
es ere the other Ioreign born to achieve nositions of nstional

(2)
isttinetion.

(3)

Dr. Scott learing took the first 1C,C(C neiss ol the
191£-13 ecdition of "{ho's Vho in Anerica™ snd discovered thaat tne
largcer cities contributed eminent men mueh more oZten thrn rural
ersns in »sronortion to ponuletion but tast there vere grest
verintions for verious sections of the country. A tew years later
he took the first L,0CC persons in the 1¢14-10 ecition who wvere

born in the United JStates sinece 1E69 end Jound much the sane

(L) 7. A. YWoods = City Boys Versus Country Boys, S
9, 19C9) Vol. 29, pp. £77-9; see 2150 Vol. <G, »p.
(2) Ivbid., - Zecial Jriscin of Suecessiul Aasriesns, 2onu
Contnly, (ASril 1914) vol. €4, no. £97-4C2. Soe rls
éﬂer%can §uuglewent (ley &, 1914) Vol. 77, Hdp. Z&1-2.

) L=nring, Seott - The Geogrennic Zistribition of Anerican
Genlus, lopuler Irhigmce lontnly (Aot 1°914) Vol. €5, 7. 1£9-¢¢

—
»
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(1)
terdency es before.
(2) . o
Professor Visnher of Inciesns "niversity Lfincs ol the 1&,4(CC

persons skétened in the 19.2-z2 edition of Myho's Wwnd> in Anerica"

t in »nronortion to UO)HI tion cities Hrocuced nearly six times

+14

V.

B ERNI ANV T A {ﬂ Y STAL, U AN CINER S A 20
n

S manyﬁ\a“a subur:s cleven tiass. The Rational Zducetionsl
Associsti on, working upon the some cate, Irinds vhat a.parently
each million urben neonle procduced 1,iC0 noteble men end women,
wnheress each million rarel peonle prociced only <o, or a:ut
1/6 gs nmsny. Visher glso found tast the fathers of seventy per
cent of theze nersons belonsed %o the »Hroressional or business
cl= szes.

()

2rofessor R. Clyce “Mite stiied the nlece o birth of
1,297 leacers in the 19:2-£0 issue of ™ino's Wmo in Ancrice" and
founc the rural nopuletion to »nrodice only ebout one nsll es many
leacers per 1(C,C0CC pommlation =5 t'1e city.

(4)

The Dast few years 2roXeszor Moluaes of the University of
lichigan has taken 21,0C0 netive born Americans in the 1¢24-25
ecéition of "Who's o in America™ snd foand cities to aave been
"more then twice as osrocuctive of incivicuals of eminence gs the

raral districts®,

(1) Ibid. - The younser Gererstion of Aneriesn Genine, Soientiliec
Jonthly (Jen. 1916) Vole &, vn. 48-6l.

(2) Visner, 3. S. = SHiCy oi the Trpe of 2lrece ol Dirth snd
Qcenuns tion of Fethiers of Subjeets in Wio's Wio -  ALaericaen
Jyarnusl of Sociolocy (Mar. 1¢&bH) Vol. 30, pdr. £Ll-07. 322 £le0
Visher - Ceosrapnhy ol Arsricsn 0tables.

(2) wnite, R. 0. = e City Irifit of “ooulation in Relstion to
Sseinl Zrfiicicney - J. of 3oc. orecs (iov. ICZL) vol. &,
DDe 1l7=28. '

(4) Holnes, X. He = A Stuwy in the Origin oi Tistigished

Living Awnericans, Aumer. Joirnal of Sociolory (Jem 1929) Vol.
3, Do. O70-8b
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reletion betuesn
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they lived anc tunerefore conclucing thst

fecund oi

An enslysis vas meCe of

leacers in the 1925 issue of RUS by Soroxin,

in orcer

a leading or inortant part in thne life and =ctivitie

farmers; anc second,
faruer-leacers,

leascers and the
(3)

Dr. Cattell 8.8
scientifiec

sizth o the »Hooulstion

scientists,
tive of scientific

NroGIe nen.

scientists of the £,500 esnearing in the 1910

"Aaericsn

tzlent then rursl ar:=ss.

"to find the concrete characteristics of

througn an investigation of the

to grasp some cnerscteristics of the

1yze¢d the virth-place oi t:s

men in Ynited Stetzs in 19C06 ana

He found the llew Eiywlenc states

Jis en

"en of Science™ indicaetcd much the ==

vies Gizcovered 2 hisnh cocificient ol Cor-
tne nooant of telent of & caall stnple of men
Who in Anerica'™, M".ho's Whno in 3ecience" and
Seiene=", snd the Censity ol pooruletion in vhich
irben cdistricts =2re more

2,171 of the ©,(Cd agricultursl

Zimmer.usn enc oiners
the men wno pley
s of Anericsn

treits of the

group of

Jnenomenion ol lescersnip goncraily."

1,0CC leading

Iound tnet tie urban

srocduaeced rore then one-Tourth of the

releatively very
zlysis ol the 1,CCC lezding
(second)icssue of

qe tencencies.

An analysis of "The Lebor Who's Vho" ior 1928 contsining 1,2C2
(4)

biogranhies hes been nsde by Sorokin ant others in on st -ennt to

(L) Zavics, George R. = Sociel Luvirvonnent, Hn. 1lu=7.

(2) Soroain, 2. A. = Ziieruan, C. C. 526 otliers = farier Leccers
In United Stetes, J. of Sucial Jorcers (3=pt. 1928) Vol. 7,

Ph. <ié-do.

(3) Ceat-ell, J. il. - B Stetisticel Stucy of Aierlean llen of Scicnce
Sqlence, vol. 24, »po. 6L6 0o; ©LIU=TU7; Tl2-42; Vol. ZC, po.
BC?-lO; Vol. &2, 0. ©uel=486; 072-¢8. Sce slzo fuaericen len ol
Scicnece.

(4) %o?oain, 2« A. - Lsncers of Levor sud ladlerl lloveuents in th:
Uglted Stetes ond Joreign Countiies. Ausr. J. o Socioloyy,

)

(2
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discover "the chrreciteristics of the Aucricon and rorei;n lescers of
labor 2néd racicsal noveaents, 2nc some of the correls tions betveen
the »henomsns of lescCersnip snd verious concitions™.
(1) B ' _
Persis I, Cope Jdace 2 study of the first 1,00C wouen 7 oesring
in the 1920-27 voluiaze of "uho's Wno in 4neriea™ a nunber vilch in-
eluced sligatly .ore tuon 12lf of the vouen in the issie. lier

¥
v

enalysis ol thesc vwoaen led ner to the couclusion "that women are

in no wey inferior to men, 2nc siven €gicl oportunity, are (uite

ceieble ol schieving unusucl success Iin flaost any businsss or
srofzssion. Ior is this success necesserily housht 2t the croense
ol norarl femily life".

A study hes becn nece ol the nrritsl status anc Jeceuncity of

the ien end women =Hypearinge in the 12260-27 issue of "Who's Vho
| ()
in Aneriece™ by Ellsworth H:intinston and Leon . Whitney vno

Tounc thet I'mets do not substantiate the contention that "tae

egreeter 2 person's sbility the les

]

lixely he is %o niarry". Ilovcver

they found that vwousn lesders cid not tena to marry to nesr the

extent thst other vomen (id anc thct neither the riations eninent

21en nor eminent wimen nes as any chiloren es tue general oHonulstion.
(3) .

Prolessor Dexter in 1¢C& t=2bulstzsc thne aje, schooling and
oresent occujration of the &,0C2 niogrephicel sistehies arnearing in
the 1899-19CC (first) edition of "uho's Who in Alerica" in an
atteant 0 cwiscover "the general route Lo suceess™ the relstion

(4)

betvwcen "ese 2.4 eniuvence™ the rele tive Hroficieneyr of colleges

(L) Cooe, Zs3vsis, i« = The Youen of Vho's Jho - A Statisticel
Sticy,ed. of Srecisl "orecs (Dec. 1¢29) Vol. 7, dn. 2li-=208.
(2) IuiusiooSon, I, and VWoituey - 3ailce.s of Aicrica - .ape 147.
sce nlso Jeribuers, (Szot. 1920) Vol. €G, poe 16=-44; Aaeriesn
Dereury (Aue. 1927) Vol.ll, »n3. 438-40; rnce Jutlook (Aw.oé,
CE ) Vol. 40, ﬁﬁ. 5"“-40.
(3) /tcl 5 G oy iodern 3neecess - Curient Litersture
19C Vo 33 )). loo=7.

(4) Ibl&.é- A;' FLQ axlnnnoe - 2opulsr Selence .onthly (A>ril 19§
YA [ -0 oA



(1)
in »srodacing lescers enC the sabsceasnt esrecrs of 2Ohil 3eta
] ) (2)
¥ayna cstudents.
Professor J. Jestrow of the Uaiversity of nisconsin,fi€C6,
made an snslysis of sooroximately 60 ner cent 01 the 11,:ll cases
in ths seconc or 1¢Cl-2 edition of "wliio's Who in Aaxericato

(<)

discover the "Distribuasion of Distinetion in Arericen Colleges™.

The importence of the croup in reletion to the individaal,
leacer as well as Iollower, hes been indiecetac in the writirgs b
BE. De. Roverty, G. Sianel, Z. Iurxaecia, G. Ratzenheoler, Zben
Maanford, C. Bougle, A. W. Suell, . £. 2F0ollett, wae. e Qgbucsn,
end 3. wa.ren 3rown ena ceversl others. Thls stucy perteins
priwrily to the _i1"ntitative zs)ects ol conteunporary lcalers
in practieslly all of thelir soclal relrtionshiips to the extent thet
such cata is given in the bilogreonical sietehes of Who's Who in
Azerica. L.e 8ll note first in sous cetsil the sersiculsr erit
thet "who's W0 In Amecrica, the bio,racniesl vork tuon ill
eoastitute the b-gis ol this investijoezion,nsc Jor o stucy of
contendorery lescders.  Thue orinsry ourpose ol cimwacrating tuaese
stuwizz is to indiecete e recirney o suen stucics a..C the

general tenor of theilr osjectives.

(1) Inid. = Wwact is the 32st College - worla's Lotk (A>ril 19C8)
Vol. &, pi. &l(2=3.

(2) Ipic. = Iigh Grece Yen in Collere ena Out - Dooul-r 3ricnce
tortnly (lier. 19C&) Vol. €2, pnp. 429-C0.

(3) Jostrow, Je. = Distribution of Tistinetion in Aucrieen
Colleges (Jan. 12Co) =Zcues tional Review, Vol. U1, »d. £4-£4.
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In preetically none ol these stucdlies have investications been

o

conauected to cetermine to whet extent tiie notsrbles ere the prodicts

of groups or orgenivations zxistines in their dey. It is generalily
essuned that these men of sromincnce 2re nore or less sellf-.ace or if
not entirely self-mace thzt they are the »roducts o either ¢xecellent
biological or environnentsl torces. To what extent bthey are the
rceipients of & rich culturel heritage or & #F:.oun=-uate uracuct h?i not
bzen attemdteds Tvo exceptions to this should be noted. Ogburn )
18 snown that socizal orces as .8kers 01 freab len .oy evidsneced in

hY

nis stuay o invertors. In rfnalyzing thne 192 issue o
. -
(27

Labor Wno's wno"™ Sorokin at.ewmted to find out suong other thinss

[

"The Anerican

the plece ©I Wirch end present resicevnce o 1,08 Anericen lavor
izacers, thelr age, sex, occupasionsl ctatus, ecucstional status,

4

tas ol thelir

v

a20ility, 2oliticel efilistion, socio=-dceipntionsl ste
fathers and of greatest importence orf sll froa the stonanoint of

Sociology, thneir group arllfiliations or nunher o1 orprunizations norti-
cisated in et thne present tine., Sorokin's Tirurcs show tiint =5 Isr as

labor leecders erc concerncd t-here is o jositive corveletion bebvecn the

leadership eenscity of indivicuels enc tne mumber ol orpenizations

ot

]
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ct
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nerticipated in.

(&)

(1) op.f., ). 227-229, sec also Sueirl Chuerge, Port II.
(2) of ar., 0. 4C6-4(t.
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Lecacers As ‘lscorded In " ho's .ho In ‘meries’ snd In "R J 3",

The "Who's Who in America®™ published biennially since 1900
is the standard biographical work of contempswary "best known"
men and women in United States "in all lines of useful and reputable
achievements™, The 1926-27 or l4th edition lists 26,9156 Ameriocan
contemporaries, men and women, who have distinguished themselves in
all the various fields of human endeavor, and gives the facts about
them that are significant, None of the score or more of other
Ametrican Who's Who books is as satisfactory as this one for studying
the nations leaders, their soclal characteristics and the influence
of the group upon the individual in becoming an achiever of national
prominence, primarily because other Who's Who Works are restricted to
one race, nationality, sex, occupation or interest, city or region,

The qualifiocations for admission as stated in the preface to this

book are:

"Phe standards of admission to ®*Who's Who in America' divide the
eligibles into two classes: (1) those who are selected on account of
special prominence in creditable linea of effort, making them the
sub jects of extensive interest, inquiry or discussion in this country;
and (2) those who are arbitrarily included on account of official
vosition - civil, military, naval, religious, or education,

"Phe first of these two classes comprises persons who have
accomplished some conspicuous achievement - something out of the
ordinary, so to speak - something which distinguishes them from the
vast majority of their contemporaries, This class is confin-d to
Ametricans, or those who are 80 prominently identified with American
affairs as to be the subjects of wide inquiry or discussion in the
United States., Thus a few foreign asctors, singers, lecturers and
others are included, who, by frequent visits to America, or in some
other way, havé become the subjects of common Americen interest,
Names appear of those who are broadly prominent in some special fieldd
but who are little known in their own communities, The man of great
achievement may be scarcely known at all in the particular loocality
in which he lives. The national character is frequently a person
whose work is better known than himself, and it is pertinent
information concerning such an individual that ®*Who's Who in America’
aims to gather and disseminate, .

“The arbitrary class embraces without regard to notability or prom-
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inence in any other resvect, the following: All members of Congress,
members of the Cabinet; United Stutes judges; governors of States,
Territories and island possessions of the United States; Federal
devartment heads; judges of State and Territorial Courts of highest
appellate Jwrisdiction; American ambassadors and ministers pleni-
~ rotentiary, and ambassadors and ministers accredited to this country; A
American consuls at important places in foreign countries; living
American authors of books possessing more than ephemeral interest or
value - booke which have received a considerable degree of recognition
by the general public or which have attained wide usage by srecial
groups or classes, such as educational groups, scientific groups,
literary groups, eto,; the attorneys general of the various states;
officers of the Army above the rank of colonel, and of the Navy above
the rank of captain; heads of the lJarger universities and colleges;
heads of the leading societies devoted to philanthropic, educational
and scientific aims; members of the National Academy of Science, the
Hational Academy of Design, the American Academy of Arts and Letters,
the Hational Institute of Arts and Letters; bishops and chief
ecclesiastics of all the larger religious denominations of the United
States; and others who are in like wmunuer chosen because of their
official relations and affiliations,

*To be sure, the majority of the names in the arbitrary classifi-
cation would be admitted without hesitation even if they did not
belong to the olassification indisated, because of a personal record
not atiall dependent upon official position."™

Neither a better explanation of the nolicy by which the editor
is guided in the selection of names, nor & more conorete statement
relative to the seleoction of those notnin the arbitrary class than
that stated above gould be proonrod.w%igégiriea regarding this point
state that "We simply try to include those of outstanding notability -
the names that are likely to be frequently looked for in such a book
a8 *Who's Who in America'.l

It is inevitable that this book or any other similar work should
include and exclude some of one's acquaintances, friends, co-workers,

relatives or enemies, Possible objections on this point are answered

in the preface in the following words:

1, Ldter dated Dec., 17, 1927 and versonal interview Dec. 28, 1928,



"I is Coubtlass trae that the titrness of every nenc iuelnuced

)

will not be a2 erent to every user of the DOOXK. The rrtist will
=x2ect the volusc to be esseeially complete in the inelusion of

fellow arti*ts; tne possessor of literary testes vill be Cis=zpoointed
i? som2 2uthor's noueg is alssing g the scientists vwill nies neues be-
longing to his own s:srticulsr cepsrtaent ol rogzsren. It is 2 fret,
nowever, that wails the st .Garu o ecni.sion -#s Irom tne rirst been
2isn, there has been an ncrenitting eifort to setisly the reasonsble
exdectations oI those of &ll »nrorcseions rine vocations in regsra to tne
roaes ineluced. I errors heve been node, they nave been afce in the
a2ing on the side of liberality, with svicw to naking the Dbook uszerul
in the nighest cegrree

In s»hite 522 sich onigsions es revall emorny soae ol the 2io, wm)duies
-2 sone coaniiment esn be »o2ic to the curcent issue of Who's Wuo that
2rolfcssor Iexter nace oX the Tirst edaition, wiien he enelyzed in 19C2
2ac oL vwnien he seid,

"Un whuet constitites real cucces in 1liZe srobably no two of nus
2o1la 2 gree. It vwoulc, however, bLe eccer=2C 3y 211 who gsre ramiliar
with the book, taert ~1ltnoush it Jeils to mention .aany vvho are es vorthy
2 pnlace in i*%s nafses es =re <oiuc V.10 2 near there, it is nevertheless
triue thet each vhom it hes mentioned hes = ttained a degsree oI eintinence
vnieh werrants the assertion that, 2% lesst betfore the nublie, success
nas erovned nis elrorts to a Cesrree not echieved by the orcinery run
28 asnxind." (1)

"Who 8 Wno in America", liXe other biogrenhiesl vorks is nossible
beceuse there is a cemand for it, Ilaturelly its publishers obtain a
legitimate livilinood from it. The volwuie contairs come oanissions anc
tne inclusion oi # name 18 no absolute guearantce of rnationsl »rominernce
or of unusial leacership. In snite of soude onm.ssions anc counissions

P

it i

(6]

neverthelecs highly orobablg that esch who 1s there monftioned nes
senieved more then an ordinery Gegsree of =icecess in nis or ner specirie
celinge. The dDiogrennical sxketeches se:uce o be reesousbly rercurate.

The most comaon (iscovered error sooearcce in the lising of the ocrimetion

£3o2eielly of oneopnle vho ornce held a rel-tivel:;” nigh »ublie otflice.

(1) Dexter, Zuewin G. = A stucy of iocern Jucacss, Current Literatire,
(Aignast 1SC2) Vol. L2, sage 103.



33me mzn vho were once in Hublie o.Zice oo w0 relinguish their title

,oo.nted.e Wit tever otuer

n

terdily vhen £ sacecessor Lor then hies teun

-

snortedaings ons mey find ere largcly thoss of oulscion rether than

those o comalssion.
There is cornsicerable cuplicstion ol hersons vetucscn the verious

9

"Who's Who" booxs. The M.J10's Vho in Aucrieca™ confteins o sz jority

01 the raaes epjearing in "Who's Vao in the Lnotion's Cepitsl™,

enoroximately 1/7 of thosz susearing in the "Aueriesn lLicn of Scicnce™

"mimo's Vho in finsnes, 3ankinge sand Insurasnce", and in "Aanerican Levor

32

who's Wno", sbout 1/10 or those zpoesring in "Lho's Who in Easincering",

end in M".iomen's Who's VWao in Aacrica™, 1/15 of those in RUS, enc .any
of those avpearins in eesch of the verious other "who's Wao" works
Zznce Mino's Who in America is a more scsuste source ior the stucy
0T lescership in generel than any other single bilosrajaiesl vwork. In
{act a study of ™Mo's wao" is virtually a partial eriralysis of eesch of
the various contemdorary bio;rsnhiersl viorise. ?1rtmeﬁnore, in the

ranelysis of ™Minmo's Who" the lenlers in the verious ocrupations znd

k) -

yroressions cen be tasileted ssporntely to ciscover any variations thet

v exist betvuesn leacers of wifierent voeational interest:.

e
Certein compeorisons vwill be nace betiecn the generel leeders,
St is leacers in s1l of the verious Jicids of h-ian eucesavor, such
ag 2re chroniecled in "Who's Who", and the R U % or egriculturnsl leaders
in Xlichisean, the total g2uult populastion of United 3tates, anc between
lgymen such es sre fonund anong more 2r 16ss redrvesentative nersons in
Yienigsn, whenever sdeguate, representative édata is eveilshle to make
zomlerisons connarable,
RUS is the biogrannical resister of cortennorary rurel lescers in
“nited States and Censda. The thirc edition onblished in 1925 conteins

N

©,CCO biograsnical entries oI whom 182 are resici.g in .lichi;an. The



aim of this wvork is

"4 include those persons who fre proninently engsge@ in rurel
worx, and in whom the punlie has reason %o be intcrestsd, &s I'ar .ers,
szachers, investigators, business naen, leecturers, mninisters, fera,
county and honme ceonstration sgents, 2uthors, ecitors, ena the leeding
Jersonalitles in the eczinistrative, conilercial, coonerstive, orsoni-
zation=sl, nolitiezl 2and Hunlic-servies Iiclcs es vieyr Cirectly 1n*1¢vhce
acricul®tire anc country lire."

About 1/7 of the zkstehos in RUS ere Ieroers arnd the others sre

. y
S C1ETS

[

n agricultursl colleges, tercners 07 asriculture in high
schools, agriculsursl extension iorkers or n»ersons who are en;sgecd in
connercial agriculturel incussries. lo list oi only LarJér leacers
an. their biosrsphical sketches has yet been conpilec. Zventually

tiie M"asster laraers" should formn en exeellent nucleus Ior sich an

(l’

ancertaking. Tlowever RUS serves os an e-cellent storriing noint for an
analysis of vrolessionsl e¢griculiirists.

The 1SZ20-£7 volu.ue of "Uho's VWho" conteins 20,918 biosrrashicel
sxetenes, ol whom 404 sre native-born enc resicing in llienicen,

LTALERS seemns a very alr work to 2nly to 2 zelect ¢roup so si1nll s -

= IS

@

27,CC0 out o a tot~l acult vopu'ation of soie ceventy million.

LoeX of nuuber of c=ses hes ceecmed a vi‘el shorteoning of nuaerous
investigsations enc that ol lecacership has not slveys been en exception.
Sorokin who hes mace a stuay of oC0 of Azxrica's wealthiest people
he1l:f of whom are livings and helf orf whom sre ceceased ane all cata
0b%tesined from incirect sourcew, somewhat ceplores the susllness of the
niaber of his cases but consolcs himself that,

"Similer studies of men of science by Galton ané LeCencolle, that
orf the royal Tenili:s oy Savorgnsn, Sundoseerg and 7. Wwools, thet of
literary men oy H. Ellis and QOcin vere practically basec on the number
of esszes Tluctuating betuzen oue hunured enG eignt huno red" ana that

"8uch cases indicate thet six hua red ecases provide & “eols for
a o )roxiuate results."(1l)

(1) Sosrokin, 2. - Aaerican lillionfizes srnd .nlti-liilliceeires,
(May 1925) Journel of Socisl Forces, Vole 6, D. GET7.
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The bioerenuierl cate o the Who's Who leaders was Jlacsc on
sineh eards (see Zo-n below) to insure groester scceuracy, ancg to

frrilitate condteation in the ~orzelation tsoleSe.
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CHAPTER II. BIRTHPLACE, RESIDENCE, AND MIGRATIONS OF LEADERS.

The poet, Thomas Gray, in his "Elegy" figuratively reminds
us that

"Many a flower is born to blush unseen
And waste its sweetness oh the desert air™

when one's place of birth and of residence is barren of
leadership opportunities. Not 2ll of the saharas of leadership
nor the oases of leadership in the great American society have been
discovered and not all of those that have been "charted" are well
known to the wayfarer traveling through life. Opportunities for
leadership vary 6onsiderahly in different parts of the country and
in the same area from time to time as the needs and wants of the
groups in these areas change and as the richness of eulture and
the frequeney and affluence of social stimull vary.

In the analysis of birthplace and residence of leaders the
phases that seem worthy of some consideratién, are (1) state born
in, (2) migration of leaders born in Michigan to other states,
(3) state of residence, (4) state of birth of leaders residing
in Michigan, (5) size of city or place born in, and (6) size of
eity or place residing in. Several of these phases of leadership
have been pursued by some investigators in their anslyses of bio-
graphical works and one has been the pazrticular verbal battlefield
of some biologists and environmentalists. The geographie origins
and distribution of leaders seem worthy of some consideration.

In 1902 when Cattell began his study of distinguished scientists
he called our attention to the fact that almost the only thing

which had so far escaped scientific study was the lives and origins



o7

of great men. With respect to distribution of plants, enimals and
humans he believed that

®In recent years the distribution of plants and animals has
received inereasing attention in boteny and zoology, and apart
from its pertinence as a correcect description of the world in which
we live, it has proved, on the one hand, to have certain practical
applications, and on the other hand, to throw light on certain
general problems of heredity and evolution. Similar study may
aoccrue from a scientific study of the distribution of human ability
and performance.™(1l)

With Wiggam a knowledge of origin of leacders is of paramount
importance, as

"Nothing could be more serviceeble to demoeracy than to know
with certainty where its leacers come from, what are the biologiecal,
ps8ychological, and economie influences that reside at their birth,

and what are the agencies which guide them to their places of
service and power."(2)

One of the certainties of life is change and one form of change
is migration. This migratory tendency existé both socially and
physicelly. The physical aspect will be principally considered
in this chapter and some phases of the social aspects in succeeding
chapters. Ve shall first see how much more migratory leaders are

than non-leaders as is indicated by inter-state migration.

(1) Cattell, J. M. =~ A Statistical Study of American Men of
Seience, Science, (December 7, 1906) Vol. 24, p. 732.
(2) Wwiggam, A, E. - Brains Where They Come From, World Today,Sept.

Y926) Vol. 48, p. 477. See also VWorld's Work, (Oct. 1926) Vol.
52, pp. 578-86.
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State of Birth.

Every state, the District of Columbia, most of the territorial
possessions of United States and seventy foreign countries are
represented in "Who's Who" by one or more native-born men and women
from these states and countries. Ninety per cent of the 26,915
leaders are native-born of whom almost 1/2 (47 per cent) were born
in the five states of New York, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, Ohio,
and Illinois. About such a proportion is to be expected, other
things being equal, since these states rank among the six highest
in the number of their population, since exactly 1/3 of the popu-
lation in United States live in these five states, and since in these
states are located most of the lsrgest cities in United States and
the headquarters of so many national organizations.

The relative ranking of the states with respeet to the pro-
duetion of crops, live stock and minerals of all kinds is common
knowledge, but of the relative prodﬁctiveness of various stztes with
respect to its most important crop of all - human leaders - little
is known. It is thought by some that the South produces relatively
few leaders and the New England, the Middle Atlantic and some of the
North Central States relatively many.

In his study of 331 wealthy contemporary Americans, Sorokin(l)
found that New York, Massachusetts and Pennsylvania produced 47.9
per cent of them., These three states sbout 1870, or about the time

that the majority of these millionaires were born, comprised about

42 per cent of the total populstion of the country. Thus these two

(1) Sorokin, P. - American Millionaires and Multi-Millionaires,
Journal of Social Forces (May 1925) vol. 3, p. 634.
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Midcle Atlantic States and one New England state had a slight ecge
on other states in the production of millionaires. Since riches
are often inherited and since these three states have been the
natural habitat in the past of wealthy people this margin of dif-
ference would naturally be expected. |

Cattell found the New England states, particularly Massachusetts,
the birthplace of a much larger proportion of America's thousand
leading men of science than other states. He states that

"Phe ad jacent states of Massachusetts and Connecticut, with
a population of 1,691,213 in 1860, have produced 174 of our thousand
leading stientifie men, whereas the adjacent states of Georgla,
Florica, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, with a population of
3,661,218 in 1860, have produced but seven. The one region has
produced per thousand of its population more than fifty times as
many scientific men as the other. This great difference, it appears,
is more probably due to social econditions, educational institutions
and ooportunities for a career than to stock, and is thus evidence
in favor of scientifie productivity being in the main due to oppor-
tunity rather than to heredity. It is probable that if the 174
babies born in New England who became leading scientifiec men had
been exchanged with babies in the South the scientifiec productivity
of New England would not in that generation have been materially de-
creased nor the scientific productivity of the South have been greatly
increased. It is certain that tnere would not have been 174 leading
scientific men from the extreme southern states sand only seven from
Massachusetts and Connecticut.™(1l)

"Be born in Vermont and move to Massachusetts" says Harvey,
seems to be the suresf formula for sucecess when one compares the
Who's Who figures with the Census figures, for

"one ou# of every 1039 born in the:Green Mountain State has

achieved a place in Who's Who in America, the accepted authority
on eminence. This is one-fourth the ratio for the entire United

(1) Cattell - American Men of Science and the Question of Heredity,
(Aug. 13, 1909) Secience, Vol. 30, pp. 209-10,
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stes. Teken by snd large, ecvery A ican bOJ..... hag e comforting
b

5% g eri
géourance that he has one chence in 4,168 oI scnieving

In 2is study of the first 1C,CCC netive-born persons listed in the
1¢12-12 edition of ‘nho's Vho, lleering found the Iew Znglana St2tes far
in the lead in the orocduction of persons o eninencc. Selecting tne
first 2,C00 pnersons in the Vao's Vho for 1€14-1c born in the United
S<ates since 1609 and tebalating their state oI birth he round the
ronnger gencration of distirnguisned Aceriecens to tave been born in the
' 4 =~

north and east sections of the Tni*ed Stotes. e Lfoud thet "slithough

“he lenCd of Ilcw, Lnslend is not so »dronoanced as it was in the earlier

(2)
Gscacdes, it is still concsicerable.” "In 211 bat one subjoet Iew

Z.grend proGuect more litefati in Hroyportion to vonuletion, than did
sny otner sroun ol states" sccording to Clariie znd M.rcsachusetts and
Connecticut stood far above the other lew Exngland Stetes and liassachu-
¢tts had a large lesa over Connectie¢t"ﬁ3>

All such attemnts to ciscover the fertile lercer Hroducing sress

o8 nited States merit considerstion thonish the worthwinileness ol such

stadies wonld no coudt be Incrceesed niany Lold if ettempts verc msce to

3]

iscover the relstive nrodiactiveness of the Qi Terent parts of United

t2tes 1in lesders of verious xinds, suen ss agriculturel leaders,

(97}

.

ofineers, vriters, frtists and leaders of vsrious @a-litiss such 2s

4y

Zzmoeratie, autorratic, radicel, conservative, cons“ructive, etc.

Aanother delect of such stidies #s have attempted to noint out tne

.

(1) Zarvey, 2. Co - The Road to me. Inccorencent (Jet. 24, 192E)
Vol. 115, pn. 467.

(2) Heering, 3cott - The Younser Cmmeration of Amcrieen Genius,
Scientifie ilonthly, Vol. 2, o. £0. (Jen. 1910)

(2) Clarke, Zcéwin L. = Aaerican llen of Letters - Their Ilosure snd
arture, p»e. 48 and .



et

leader-prodicing areas of the country is that the Tigurss Ior the
verious states heave not alvsyrys been comparable. The composition of
sonpulation as to age, sex, nationality, nerit-1l £ i=tus varics con-

siderably {rom stalte %o state, enc their relation to the srocuction of

lazders haes gensrally been ignored. Tne only sirictily comparable

mzthod of determining the relstive Lroliricacy ol strtes in producing
cezneral leacders 1s by couvaringe the mumber oi leacers born Girings sowme

tecace, say 1l&oC to 1870, with the minber of dirths during the sanme
tecade, This, hovever, is impnossible dus to the absence ol Cata
relating to birshs previons to 1€1e, enc is not yet ave=ilsble Ior =11
97 the stetes. An elternstive method, though the Tirmres are not
strietly coanareble, nay be usecd, in fzeb, mes been used by others.
ne slternstive method therefore lies in couorring the muaber of
lzelers born in =2 state with the nwaber oI neople livins in the state
250u% the tite that fthesse leacders vere born.

The table below shows how mrny repdle vere living in the diffcrent
states in 1870 (2poroxiietely ths C=te thet the sverage Who's Who
lzacer vas born), the muiaber of Who's Vho leacers vho were born in each

0f them snc thz ratio betveen the tvo rac*ors. The stetes mrre ranked

Irom hishest to lovest esccorcing to the number ol leacers born in sro-

]

Jortion to tatal Jopulation. This table incluces £11 the native-born

listed in Wno's Who whose state o¥ birth is xnown, totaling 2£4,Co7.
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Rankings g£ States in 2roduction gf Wwho's who Leaders

¢siumber of :No., of Persons

. :vho's Who :ver #ho's Who

: Total :Leaders BurmLeaderg Born

:+ Population :in Speci- in Epecified
State : 1870 :fied Stute :State
South Dakotu¥ : 14,181 48 : 295
District of Columbia : 131,700 : 207 : 636
Liassachusetts : 1,457,351 : 2,050 : 710
Nebraska : 122,993 163 : 754
Connecticut : 537,454 606 : 886
Vashington : 23,955 26 : 921
Rhode Island : 217,352 232 : 930
New Hamnghire : 318,300 : 339 : 928
Idaho : 14,999 15 : 999
Utah : 86,786 : 85 : 1,021
liont ana : 20,595 20 : 1,029
Vermont : 330,551 315 : 1,049
ilaine : 626,915 533 : 1,176
Delaware : 125,015 : 106 : 1,179
New. York : 4,382,759 : 3,565 : 1,229
Wyoming : 9,118 : 7 : 1,302
Ohio : 2,665,260 : 1,975 : 1,349
Xunsas : 304,399 258 : 1,412
California : 560,247 : 396 : 1,414
Oregon : 90,923 : 61 : 1,490
d@isconsin : 1,054,670 698 : 1,510
Iowa : 1,194,020 : 788 : 1,015
New Jersey : 906,096 : 579 : 1,564
Yaryland : 780,894 495 : 1,577
Illinois : 2,539,891 : 1,608 : 1,579
Arizona : 9,658 6 : 1,609
idichipan : 1,184,059 : 718 : 1,649
Pennsylvania : 3,581,951 : 2,129 : 1,654
Virginia : 1,225,163 : 700 : 1,735
Indiana : 1,680,637 : 914 : 1,838
Nevada : 42,491 20 : 2,124
West Virginia : 442,014 196 : 2,205
iiissouri : 1,721,295 : 726 : 2,370
South Carolina : 705,006 283 : 2,493
Lentucky : 1,321,011 : 510 : 2,590
North Carolina : 1,071,361 385 : 2,782
Texas : 818,579 : 274 : 2,987
Tennessee : 1,258,520 : 419 : 3,003
liinnesota : 1,054,670 : 3&7 : 3,129
Alabama : 996,992 295 : 5,379
Florida : 187,748 52 : 3,610
Georgia : 1,184,109 325 : 2,043
liississippi : 827,922 218 : S,797
Arkansas : 484,471 120 : 4,037
Louisiuna : 726,915 165 : 4,405
Colorado : 29,864 : 79 : 5,046
New lexico H 91,874 7 13,124
Oklahoma : - - -3 8 . - ..
United States s 28,558,371 ¢ 24,067 : 1, 602

*Including Horth Dukots
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Tre Dalzotus urparently runk very high therc opeing bne leader
born there for every 295 versons living in the Duaitota verritory
in 1670. The District of Columbia produced one leader for every
036 persons, liassachusetts ranks 3rd, lNebrauska 4th, Connecticut
5th, Vashington 6tkh, Rhode Island 7th, New damnshire 8th, Idsaho
9th, Utah 10th, und so on, All of the southern stutes rank low
in the nroduction of leaders, the majority of them having p»roduced
but one leader ver 2,000 to 5,000 neonle., One can hardly exnect
many leaders to come from bacrward reeions such ug the South
where illiteracy i¢ higfh, where sumerstitions und conservative
netures prevail, where the educutionul svstem is at low eub,
relipion is vrimitive, cooperative endeevors ure relasively few,
and where time-saving «nd lcvor-saving devices are scurcely lnown,
Fe—heredttary—rmmre=—tup—of—-themeople—is—rmossitblv—orn—about-the
aaﬂgg}gggt::srﬁh&fr—Qﬁiétéul and- social- environment

In the westward mipration of the vust hundred years u se-
lective humun vprocsus seems 0 huve existed in which the ener-
getic, umbitious and fecrsighted kent going "iWest" and "Horthwest",
Iheir children acquired these traits of initiative and they ure
showing uv in Who's Who ut nresens, The "greut open snuces"
tended to select "leaders" rather shan "followers™, und it tended
to develop in those who survived the hurdshins of n»nioneer life,
resourcefulness, n»atience, stability und idealism,

It cannot he said thuat the foreroing Table is un accurate
index of the relative pmoductiveness of the vuriocus states in
the pnroduction of leaders even of ho's ‘tho leaders. Some ¢ the
eastern states by 1870 had been settled for a century while many

of the western states, seven o them still territories then, were
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Just being settled. Some states had many more men than women. The
age composition also varied considerabl®), All three factors, as
will be seen in subsequent chapters, greatly influence the ratio of

leaders per 100,000 populatioh.
The Dakota territory, for example, in 1870 had but 14,181

population and in the next ten years the population had risen to
135,177. 1If, therefore, the ratio of Who's Who leaders born within
the various states is made with the total population of these same
states in 1880, Dakota territory in this event will have produced
but one Who's Who leader per 2,816 population. The Dakota territory
will then rank 27th instead of first. Nebraska, Washington and
Idaho, due to their relatively rapid incerease in population during
that decade, thereby would likewlise aocquire lower rankings. The
District of Columbia and Massachusetts}on the contrarx,would continue
to maintain their relative positions as ranking areas in the pro-
duction of leaders.

It can thus be said thet the Distriet of Columbia and Mass-
achusetts produsce many more Who's Who leaders in proportion to
population than other states. LMassachusetts as a state of leaders
dates back to the Boston Tea Party and numerous other Pre-Revolutionary
War €vents, As for Washington, D. 07 every state sends among her
best leaders, especially her political and agricultural, to the
nation's capitol. Naturally the children from these homes, being‘%%%u':
products of ne—deudt excellent heredity and unquestionably superior
social environment, would be leaders of their generation. Ahthro-
pologically and Sociologically, leadership begéts leadership, and
it is abundantly manifested by Massachusetts and by Washington, D. C.



Migration of Leaders Born in Michigan to Other States and Countries.

The emigration of Michigan-born leaders to other states is

about three times that of the emigration of Michigan-born general
population to other states. The same general tendency also pre-
vails in other states., The exchange of leaders between states
therefore is much greater than the exchange of followers. The
following figures show how much more mobile leaders are than laymen

in the migration of native-born of Michigan to other states.

Born in . ¢tLiving in tLiving in
Group Michigan _ :Michigan = :0ther States
Number : Pct.:Tumber : Pet.:Number :Pect.

Total Pop-
ulation 2,711,279 :100.0: 2,223,333: 82.0: 487,946 : 18.0
Who's Who

Leaders 701 : 100 : 172: 24.5: 85289 ¢ 75.5
R U S(1)
Leaders 237 :100.0: 93: 39.2: 144 : 60.9

*Those who were born in Michigan but migrated to foreign
countiies or territories outside of Continentel United
States are not included.

Eighteen per cent of Michigan's native-born population have
migrated to other states, whereas 75.5 per cent of Michigan-born
Who's Who leaders and 60.8 per cent of Michigan-born R U S 1éadera
have migrated to other states. Thus leaders are 3 to 4 times as
likely to migrate from Michigan t6 other states as laymen. Who's
Who leaders are more likely to migrate to other states than R U S
leaders, This greater migratory tendency of VWho's Who leaders as
compared with R U S leaders may be partly due to their greater

avergge age. The demand for who's Who leaders, who are sctive Jn

many different 9ctivitie§)wou1d naturally be greater than for R U S

45

(1) A biographical register of 6005 rural leaders in the United States

and Canada compiled by Liberty Hyde Bailey and Ethel Zoe Bailey
and published in 1925.

i
!
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leaders, whose activities are nrimarily agricultural.

Do the three groups tend to migrate to the same or difrerent
states? Table‘i shows that of the total number of native Michi-
ganders living in other states according to the 1920 Census,
totaling 487,946, 1l.2 per cent were living in Ohio, the same
percentage were living in Illinois, 10.7 per cent in Californisa,
7.8 per cent in Washington, 7.5 per cent in Wisconsin, and s0 on,
Of those born in Michigan and now residing in other states the
Who's Who leaders tend to migrate to the same states as the general
Michigan-born migrants to & slighter greater extent than the agri-

cultural leaders. This is 1ndicateg4Qy the coefficients of corre-

lation .54 ¥ .07 and .49 * .07.”These coefficients also show a
rather marked degree of association in the migrstion of leaders and
of iaymen to the same states, but that there must be a considerable
number of deviations from this tendency. '

One-fourth of the general leaders born in :Michigan who have

moved to other states ?re living in New York, chiefly New York City,
between 1/6 and 1/7 (égzﬂ?per cent) are living in Illinois, principally
in Chicago, 8.5 per cent are living in California sand 7.9 per cent

are living in the Distriect of Columbia. This means that the general
leaders in comparison with the general population are much less

likely to go to Ohio, Washington, Wisconsin, linnesota, Indiana,
Oregon, Montana and Iowa and somewhat less likely to migrate to the
states of California, Colorado, Texas, Nebraska and Florida. This
indicatea that the general population in migrating tend to move to

a neighboring state while the Who's Who leacers are less bound by

prpopinquity.
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MieBifan's native-born agricultural leacers are twenty-Iive times
zs likxely to <o %o lreainston, D. C. es the general population. This
is due to the United 3ts tss Depertuent of Agriculture being loceated
there anéd the re=picly incressing srowth of this Zepartaent £nd the
Geaend for treined egricaltursl rescaerch workers. Other territorices
that llichi;an's native-born agsricultur2l leeds:s teud to micrate to in
consicderebly lerger relative nwabers then lichigan's gencral native-

D)

oorn pop)ulation are to the states of licw York znd Lorth Dexota. New
Yorx, largely cue to Cornell University, hzs alvays been g leeciue sitste
egricultiirally. It is only naturel, tucrefore, thot it should atiract

Jutst

]

néing egricul turalists.

D)

Onio, washington and linocsota ¢o uot scen to atirect (lichiran's

a

n2tive-born R U S lescers to unear the cxtent that they atiract the
Jsnerel native-horn population of the stetes Thne number of R U S

lerders is small and so the tencencizs ey be teuporary rsther tusn

narmenent.
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_TABLE® @. Hative Pcrulation, Jho's Jho Leaders,and R U S Lesders,
Born in [ichigun, Residing in Qther States.

sNative-bormn :\Who's ifko t:R U 8 Leaders
:Ponulation Born:Leaders Born:3orn in Iickhigan
:in llichiean Re=-:in icrigun :Living in
:siding in Other:Living in :Other Stutes

State Residing In :otates :0ther Staies:

snumber ¢ Pct, s 10, ¢ Pct, ¢ o, s Pct,
Total 2 46%7,946:100.0 : 529 :100.0 : 144 :100.0
Ohio : 54,886 : 11,2 : 21 : 3.9 : 2 : 1.4
Illinois : 54,622 : 11.2 : 83 : 1b.7 : 10 : 0.9
Californiu : 52,112 : 10,7 : 45 : 8,5 : 13 : 9.0
wvashington : 38,120 ¢ 7.8 : 8: 1l.5: 3 : 2.1
Jisconsin : 36,926 ¢ 7.0 : 1l2 : 2,2 : 10 : 0.9
Minnesota : 20,038 : 6,1 : 17 : 3.2 : 4 1 2.8
Indiana : 26,838 : 5.5 : 9 : 1.7 : 5 : 3.5
New York : 25,047 ¢ 5,1 : 120 : 25,6 : 15 : 10.4
Oregon : 16,696 ¢ 3.4 : 4 : o7 : 5 : 3.4
‘ontana : 12,570 ¢ 2.0 @ 3 3 D 1l : 7
Colorado : 10,184 : 2.1 : 9 : 1.7 : 4 : 2.8
Pennsvlvunia : 10,091 : 2,1 ¢ £0 ¢ 3.7 : 5 : 3.5
Iowa : 9,007 : 2.0 : 3 s D 2 1.2
liissouri : 9,446 @ 1,9 : 21 : 3.9 : 5 : 2.4
Kunsas : 8,299 : 1,7 : 4 o7 ¢ 2 : 1l.4
..ussachusetts : 7,894 ¢ 1.6 : 22 : 4,1 : 4 1 2,8
Texas s 7,309 : 1.5 o 9 2 : 1l.4
Nebraska : 7,122 ¢ 1.4 4 o7 2 : 1l.4
Florida : 0,544 : 1.3 : 4 .7 0 :
Idaho s 5,732 : l1l.2 : o : : 3¢ 2.1
South Dakota : 5,460 : 1.1 : 3 «D 1: o7
Oklahoma : 5,173 ¢ 1.0 : 1l 2 0 :
sdorth Dukota ¢ 5,104 : 1.0 : 5 : .9 4 : 2.8
liew Jersey ¢ 4,571 : 9 : 8 : 1l.5 : 2 : 1l.4
Arizona ¢ 3,099 8 o : : 1l o7
Virpginia s 2,849 : «6 2 3 4 @ 0o :
District of Columbia: 2,813 : 0o s 42 ¢ 7.9 : 22 ; 15.3
Arkansas : 2,642 e ¢ l: o2 o
Tennessee : 2,408 : D ¢ 5 : 9 1l : o7
Wyoming : 1,990 4 3 1: L 3 o :
Connecticut s 1,960 4 9 : 1.7 : 1l o7
liaryland : 1,918 : 4 6 ¢ 1.1 : 1: o7
Alabama ¢ 1,628 o4 2 b @ 1l: o7
Yentucky ¢ 1,782 & 3 1l: el 1l o7
Louisiana s 1,765 : 4 0 : : 1l o7
Utah : 1,751 : o4 3 1l o2 1l : o7
llew liexico ¢ 1,532 : I I 2 : o4 2 : l.4
Georgla : 1,479 i 4 : o7 2 0
West Virginisa ¢ 1,325 d 0 : : 1l o7
Nevada s 1,014 : 2 l: 2 1: o7
liississinni : 993 : 2 ¢ 0 : : 0
Jorth Carolina : 795 el ¢ 3 D 1: o7
Maine : 787 2 3 D 1l : o7
Rhode 1Island : 729 : 2 0 : : 0
New Humnghire : 686 : i R 1l : 2 2 : 1.4
Vermont : 543 : I 1l: 2 1l: o7
South Carolina : 440 .1 1l: 2 3 o
Delaware : 319 : 1 ¢ 2 4 s 1 7
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Leaders come from meny states and countries to MMichigen and
they leave Michigan for many different parts of the world, while
followers or laymen are relatively stationary. The following mep
shows the present residence of the 718 Who's Who leaders and the
239 R U. S leaders who were born in Michigan. 172 of the Who's Who
leaders and 93 of the R U S leaders sre still residing in Michigan.
76 per ecent of the Who's Who leaders and 61 per cent of the R U S
leaders born in Michigan have migrated to other states and eountries.

Of the general or Who's‘Who leaders, 130 went to New York,
mostly to New York City, 83 to Illinois, mostly to Chicago, 45 went
to California, 42 to Washington, D. C., 21 to Ohio and 20 to Penn-
sylvania,

0f the agricultural leaders, Washington, D. C. attracted 22,

a larger number than were attracted to any one state. Fifteen went
to New York, 13 to California, 10 each to Illinois and Wisconsin.
Thus general leaders}and agriculturael leaders in genersl have the

same meccas in common. The coefficient of correlation is .74 f

«05.

This indicates that the general leaders and the agricultural leaders

quite commonly migrate to the seme states, at least much more likely

than either group~ tends to migrate to the same states as the general
native-born population of Michigan.

Practically all of the Michigen-born leaders living in United
States possessions and in foreign countries are government officials,
most of them being in consular service. Frederick Griggs, born at
St. Charles has been field secretary of the Far Eastern Division of
the General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists, since l92§)at
Shanghai, China. Arthur C. Millspaugh, born at Augusta _is in consular

7
gervice in Persia. Clifford D. Ham, born at Detroit, is collector
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general of customs, Republie of Nicaragua, and fiscal agent for
bonded foreign lo=sns of Nicesragua since 1911. Boies C. Hart, born
at Adrian has been with the National City Bank in various parts of
Brazil since 1918. Will L. Lowrie, born at Adrian has dbeen in
consular service in various countries since 1898, and since 1924
eonsul-general in New Zealand. O. Gaylord }Marsh, born at Buchanan,
has been in consular service since 1916, and in Uruguay since 1925.
Other Michigan-born Who's Who leaders have migrated to Eumopeasn

countries, Canadea and United States possessions.
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State of Residence

Notables whose biographies appear in this stendard refgrence

book are found to be residing in all 48 states, the District of
Columbia, all of the territorial possessions of United States and
in 58 foreign countries. Only 2 per cent of the 26,9105 leaders
are residing in foreign countries. Those who live abroad are in
the main representatives of the United States government. Most

of the others are either salesmen or missionaries. Larger numbers

of them are residing in France, Englend, China, Canada, and Italy
tnan in other foreign countries,

In table & is shown the number of people in each state 21 years

of age and over, July 1, 1926. The Department of Commerce’'s estimate
of total population for each state on this date was multiplied by

the per centage of population vhich was 21 years of age snd over in
1920 in order to ob%tain the numter of people in each stete 21 years
of age and over, July 1, 1926. It is assumed that the Hroportion of
the total population Z1 years of age and over was the same in July
192& a8 in January 1920/which is a valid assuaption. All the leaders
in Who's Who, with one exception, . . ', are 21 years of age
or over, liriters in comparing the ratio of leaders to population in
determining the abundantly or sparsely sudplied leadership areas

have invariably used the ratio of leaders to total population instead
of adult population.

Obviously, it is a fairer comparison to compare the number of
leaders per 100,000 adult population than per 100,000 of the total
population because of differehceé between states in the age com-
position of their populations. In South Carolina, for example, only

47.47 per eent of the population was over 20 years of ege in 1920,



the lowest, while in the District of Columbia as uany as 70.94 per
cent were in the acult age group. There is also a wide variation
between states in the sex composition of their populations. Hence,
still more adequate comparisons would be made by making separate
computations for esch sex, and then compute the number of Who's Who
men per 100,0C0 adult male population, and the number of Who's Who

women per 100,C00 adult female population. In this analysis, however,
the sexes are combined and table.ﬁ indicates thaet in the Distriect

of Columbia there & a much larger proportion of general lesders
per 100,0C0 adult population than in any single state. This is to be
expeoted since liashington, D. C. is the habitat of so many army and
navy officials, diplomats, consulates, ambassadors, research workers,

goientists, statisticians, educators, newspaper corresponcents, and

Y /. . s A'._ a - P N et ﬁ7(i.‘ in,,. al, -
other classes of leaders. <7 '“J”Z“‘”'f“‘ ' Crcgese, axac ~ - ‘.

New York staete harbors the second largest number of general
leaders, 78 per 100,000 adults, followed in order by Connectiwut,
Massaechusetts, Nevada, New Hampshire, Vermont, Maryland, California,
Rhode Island, and so on. There are relatively Tew Who's Who leaders
residing in the Southern states and in most of the sredominantly
agricultural states. The coelficient of correlation between the
number of lesders chronieled in Who's Who per 100,0C0 aéult popu-
lation and the percentage of totel population that is classed as urban
in 1920 is .2 f .07, This indicates thet in generasl those states
that are predominantly urban sre somewhat more likely to have re-

latively larger numbers of Who's %Who leaders reiicing within them.
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Table 3. Number of Adult Population, Who's Who Leaders, and Ratio
of Leaders per 100,000 Adult Population : 1926.

Kumber of Who's Number of Who!

Total Population YWho Leaders Re- Who Leaders Per
2l years and over siding in Speeci- 100,000 Adult
State July 1, 1926. s+ fied States. Population
strict o

Columbia 374,478 1,451 387.5
New York 7,188,896 5,590 77.7
Connectieut 987,992 765 77.5
Me ssachusetts 2,662,340 2,027 76.31
Nevada 52,675 40 75.9
New Hampshire 291,398 191 65.5
Yermont 219,739 128 8.2
Maryland 954,324 524 54.9
California 2,960,731 1,495 50.6
Rhode Island 428,354 211 49.2
Colorado 644,656 310 48.1
New Mexioco 203,194 87 42.8
New Jersey 2,243,990 932 41.5
Illinois 4,442,079 1,788 40.2
Delaware 149,114 59 39.5
Maine 495,284 194 39.2
Utah 266,001 100 37.5
Arizona 254,195 95 37.3
Wyoming 142,026 51 35.9
South Dekota 379,623 127 33.4
Virginia 1,340,141 427 3l.9
Minnegota 1,558,172 490 3l.4
Oregon 561,410 173 30.8
Pennsylvania 5,633,552 1,716 30.4
__Missouri 2,126,171 645 30.3
Washington 983,697 291 29.6
Nebraska 801,050 233 29.1
Florida 742,746 191 25.7
Ohio 4,132,351 1,041 25.1
Pennessgee 1,306,142 327 25.0
North Dakota 325,725 79 24.2
Montana 410,655 98 23.8
Iowa 1,461,502 346 23.6
Idaho 287,248 65 22.6
South Carolina 866,812 194 22.3
North Carolina 1,380,911 308 22.0
Wiseonsin 1,698,820 373 2l.9
Kansas 1,070,141 227 21l.2
Indiana 1,923,754 404 20.9
Georgia 1,575,131 326 20.6
Kentuocky 1,369,132 273 19.9
Michigan 2,689,259 526 19.6
Alabama 1,256,180 229 18.2
West Virginia 872,722 154 17.6
Oklahoma 1,200,986 197 16.4
Louisiana 1,006,493 158 15.6
Texas 2,823,679 427 15.1
Arkansag 960,088 111 11.5
Mississippi 896,025 102 11.3



State of Birth of Leaders Residing in Michigan.

Not only is the emigration of Michigan-born leaders into
other states about three times es great as that of the general
Michigan-born population, but the imnigration of Americen-born
leaders to Michigan is about three times that of the immigration
of the general American-born population to Michigan. The same
general trend seems to preveil in the other states. Apperently
"A prophet is not vd thout honor save in his own country®™ is as
true today as it was twenty centuries ago. At least the eminecnt
people in a specifie state ere two to three times as likely to be
natives of other states as the general population.

The United States Census for 1920 shows that of the 2,939,120
native-born people living in Michigan 24 per cent were vorn in other

states. Of the 464 native-born Who's Who leaders residing in
Michigan 290 or 62 per cent were born in other states. This means

that Zé'times a8 many eminent people residing in Michigan were born
in other states as is true of the general population. In other words,

3/4 (76 per cent] of the general population living in Michigan were
born in this state, while less than 2/5 (38 per cent) of the Who's
Who leaders'living in Michigan were born in this state.

Number and Per Cent of Michigan Residents Born in Michigan and in
Other States

American-Born Re- Born In Born In
Class giding in Michigan Michigan Others States
Tamber Pot. Fumber Pct. Tumber Pct.
Total pop- 2,939,120 100.0 2,241,755 76 697,366 24
ulation
Who's Who
Leaders 464 100.0 174 38 290 62
RUS (1)

Leaders 183 100.0 90 652 83 48



0f the 173 native-born R U S leaders residing in llichiran,
83 or 48 vrer cent were born in other states, The Census Burecau
does not tabuluate sewarately the rural from the urban monulation
in the matter of state of birth of the rnuative-born migrunts into
l‘ichipan, It is commonly and quite validlr e¢ssumed that the rural,
&nd varticularly the apricultural vonuletion, is much less mi-
gratory, including misrution from one stute to another, than the
urban ponulation, If this is true it means, since 24 ner cent
of the total vopulation were boru in other states, that less than
24 per cent of the upgricultural povnulation of liichigan were born
in other states., In this event, more thuan twice as many leading
apricuvlturists residing in liickigan were burn in other stautes us
is true of the pgeneral povnulution of the Statea 7 ¢ el ey

This grcater mieratory tendency of leaders into ifichigan
than of other neovles is not wnique for this state for & similar
tendency prevuils in other states. In most states, from twe to
three times as many eminent neople as laymen of & specific state
were boftn in other states,

The 290 who's Who leaders living in .ichigan who were born
in other states aure natives of 37 different states - 52 of Ohio,
21 of New York, 20 of Illinois, 25 of lwscachusetts, 19 of Iudiana,
15 of Iowa, and so forth, Did the Who's Who and the R U S leaders
in llichifan who were born in other stutes come from the sume stutes
a8 the peneral wonulation? This questicn is answered in the af-
firmative as will be seen in the Zollowine Tavle, and coefficients.

The coefficient of correlation between the native-born Who's Who

leaders migrating to Michigan from the same states in the same re-
lative proportion as the genersl native-born population of the same

specified states 1s .92% .01. Tnat between Native-born R U S
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nigrants to Michigan and general migrants to Michigan is .85 ¥ ,03.
These figures indicate significantly close assoclations between the
variables altho Agricultural leacders areJ{gss likely to migrate to
Michigan from their native states than %eneral leacers. This is

to be expected since Michigen is somewhat less of an agricultural

than an industrial state.



_i*  State of Birth of Michigan's General Population, Who's Who
Leaders and R U S Leaders.

tRgtive-Born Popu-
sletion of Speei-
. sfied States Who

tMigrated to and are

stNative-Born Who's:Native-Born R U S

tWho Leaders of

:Speeified Sta

tWho Migrated to

tes

tLeaders of Speci-
:fied States Who
:Migrated to and

tIiving in Michigan :and are Living sare Living in
State Born In :U.S. Census, 1920 . :in Michigan tMichigan -

: Number : Pct. : Number : Pct. ¢ Number : Pecte.
Ohio ¢ 143,520 : 20.6 : 52 : 17.93: 10 s 12.04
Yew York ¢ 113,576 : 16.3 46 ¢ 15.86: 15 ¢ 18.07
Indiana s 74,937 : 10.8 : 19 H 6.,55: 2 : 2.41
I11inois H 71,826 : 10.3 : 30 : 10.34: 11 ¢ 13.25
Pennsylvania H 62,635 : 9.0 : 13 $  4.48: 6 H 7.23
figseonsin H 37,304 S.4 ¢ 10 : 3.44: 4 : 4.81
Kentueky ¢ 18,181 ¢ 2.6 : 2 : «69: 0 H
Yissouri ¢ 16,251 2.3 8 H 2.75: 4 H 4,81
Yassachusetts : 13,836 : 2.0 ¢ 25 H 8.62: 4 : 4,81
Tennesgee H 12,124 : l.7 ¢ 3 H 1.03: 0 H
Iowa ¢ 11,832 ¢ 1.7 : 15 s 5.17: 2 : 2.41
iinnesota ¢ 10,162 ¢ 1.5 : 5 ¢ 1l.72:q 4 $ 4,81
Georgia : 9,802 : 1l.4 : 2 : 69 0 :
Alabama H 9,316 ¢ 1.3 @ 0 : H 1 :  l.21
New Jersey S 8,243 : 1l.2 : 4 ¢ 1.38: 1l - 4 §
Virginia : 6,801 : 1.0 : l H 0382 2 H 2.41
{ansas H 6,085 9 7 H 2.41: 4 ¢ 4.81
laryland H 5,812 8 ¢ 3 ¢ 1l.03: 0 H
Jonnecticut : 5,084 : o7 7 S 2.41: 1 : l.21
"est Virginia : 4,865 o7 ¢ 4 H 1.38: 0 H
Yebraska : 3,987 ¢ «6 ¢ 2 : «69: 1l H 1.21
fermont : 3,816 5 2 S : l.72: 0] H
lississippi : 3,756 ¢ «d ¢ 1l H 352 1 : 1.21
fexas 4 3,629 5 ¢ 3 H 1.03: 0 s
Jalifornia H 3,620 «d ¢ 1 : «35 0 s
Sorth Carolina : 3,312 «d ¢ 0 H 0 H
faine : 3,263 «d S 4 l.72: 2 H 2.41
jouth Carolins : 2,797 : 4 3 0 : H (o} :
\rkansas : 2,645 o4 2 1l 4 e 30 0 :
Jolorado : 2,508 3 ¢ 1l H «38¢ 1 : 1.21
souisdana : 2,205 : 3 ¢ 1l H 35 0 H
iorth Dakota : 2,192 : «3 ¢ (4} H H 1l 5 l.21
lorida : 2,182 : «d 2 1 : LY 0 H
south Dakota H 2,149 : «d ¢ 1 : e 302 2 s 2.41
lagshington H 1,938 3 2 4] S H 1 $ 1l.21
thode Island : 1,657 2 ¢ 5 H 1.72: 0 :
Iklahoma : 1,591 : 2 0 H H 4] H
{ew Hampshire : 1,579 2 3 1 H 353 1 ¢ 1l.21
'ontana s 1,446 2 3 1l : «35:2 0 H
regon H 1,061 : 2 3 0 H : 1 ¢ 1l.21
distriect of H
Columbia : 1,043 : 1l ¢ 2 H «69: 0 H
‘elaware : 898 : ol ¢ H «351: : .
‘ew Mexiceo : 626 ¢ .{ H % : .gg; % : 1.21
‘daho H 529 eel ¢ 0] H H 0 s
“tah H o017 ol ¢ 0 H H 0 :
yoming s 385 ¢ ol 2 ) 0332 0o :
rizona : 3le 0 3 0 : H 0 H
evf?a S l62 : 0 3 0 : H 0 :
otal e 697 BEE e INAN A . PR, oL TmssEs- TEssss-



Ohio und .lew York rank firct and second resvectiively, both
in the contribution to liichigpan's generual wonulation und in the
contributicn to llichipsn's Who's Who leaders, and third and first
respectively in the contribution to I'ichirsan’'s R U S leuders,
Ohio and iiew York, decade after decude, huve furnished ..iclipsan
with muny more peonle thun osher ststes, The significunt fuct
gleaned from this Table is tlat these two states are ulso the
two leading stutes, both ubsolutely und relatively, in furnish-
ing lichipan with Who's #Lo leaders and umong the three leading
stutes in furnishing licligan with R U 8 leaders. Propinquity
and the peneral westwurd movement of monulusion since the
ctettling of this country are no doubt the principal contributing
factors, Possibly mwopulation streams und leadershiv currenss
when once started keep much to the sume channel as does the
Gulf Stresum sand wher oceun currents, At least, neither Who's
Wro leaders nor K U S leuders huve miprated to iichipan from
Indiuna «nd Peunsylvania 10 unywhere near the extent thuat laymen
from theee states huve,

Indiena, Illinois, Pennsylvania snd Iowa rank third to
eleventh resvectively in contributing to ilichiran's peneral
vonulation., All of theve svates, exceptines HNentuciy und Teunnessee,

also rank among tre nine highest stutes in the contribution

of wWwho's who leaders to -..ichipun, Of the 1l ranking ssutes con-
tributing to ilichiran's peneral pooulution 7 ure wlao amoung tic
ranking states in contribufing to !lichipan's R U 8 population,
Hence, thoe preat bulk of .iichipun's leaders come “rom the suame
states, most of them adoining or nearby states, us the non-

Who's ifho a33”3 U 8 leaders.



A number of states have furnished llichipran with relatively
more leaders than non-leaders, In w»nroportion to numbers, con-
siderably more Wro's who leuders than uvergse neople cume from
liassachusetts, Iowa, lunsus and Connecticut, The number of mi-
grunt lesders into llichipan is too small to warrunt generaliza-
tions other than to indicate current tendencies, liussuchusetts
has ulwavs had un enviable renutation for producing able lesaders,
P08sibly she hus nroduced & surnlus of leaders so that the excess
find it exnedient to miprate to .ilchipun as well us to other
states, ;1¢higan muy exert a vronounced demand for leuiers of
the type nroduced by these states, Anparently there is some
stimull existing in the stated asdequutely nowerful to attruct
them in nreference to the lcaders Qf other states,

The 82 R U S leaders in lichipan who were born in other
stutes are native of 25 different states - 15 %ﬁ sew York, 11
of Bllinois, 10 of "hio - the same three states shut lead in
the contribution of Jho's Wi.o leaders to iidchiesan, Peunsylvania
ruanks “ourth, Wisconsin, liissouri, [lasuvachusetts, liinnesota and
ifuns«8 each contributed 4« of %heir uative-born sgricultural lead-
2rs to .‘ichipan, <+he number of R U S leaders who migrated to
. ichifran is too smull to indicate more than vossibly avrroximute
tendencies. In snite of the meager numbers icripan's ugricul-
tural lceaders seem to be born in about the same states as her
Wwho's tho leaders und us the ge:erul ponulation,

~he accommanying cnart shows more visuully the states and
countries of birth of ..ichiesun's 440 immigrated who's Who and
R U S leaders. <“he greater migraiory tendencies of leaders ws

commared with the pgenerul povulation is no doubt nossiblv about

GO



in the same ratio within a2 state as between states. The Census
gives us no light on the extent of intra-state migration of the
general population.

The factors responsible for the relatively greater migration
of leaders are not readily discernible, In a settled country the
migration towards urban centers greatly exceeds the counter move.ent
of peoples. It is commonly assumed that those who migrate to urban
centers are the natural leaders of the community - those with
initiative, ambition, energy and farsightedness. It is well known
that the migratory tendency is greater among the youth than among
the 0ld folxks, and somewhat greater among the educated t.an among
tne unlettered.

Those Whols Who leaders who were born in other states snd who
are now living in Michigan are younger than those leaders who have
always lived in llichigan, by an aversge of 2.1 years - the age of
the former group averaging 57.6 years and the latter group 9.7
years., Tne more youthful average age of native immnigrant leaders
into Michigan as compared with the average age of native-born
Michigan leaders oprevails for 28 of the 38 states from which Who's
Who leacders have migrated to Michigene. The most youthful rative
inmmigrant leaders came from tne mountain states, whose ages average
47.5 years, next from the liest North Central states, 52.6 years,
tnen those from the Yest South Central states, 55.0 years, then those
from the Tast North Central st-tes, 6.9 years, etc.

It is seen therefore that the migratéry tendency is greater
among the relstively younger persons, vwhether leaders or the

general population.



This greater migratory tendency on the part of leaders as
compared with laymen is not prima racie evidence that leacers are
leaders because they are relatively mobile., Nor can it be said tnat
their greater mobility is primarily cue to their capacity for leader-
ship. The two factors are not reciprocal to e¢ach otner and both » =«
dependent upon inter-relationships to the groups with which the

leaders are affiliasted.
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Size of City or Place of Birth.

If more people were well born, geographieally and environmentally,

as well as biologically, fewer people would probably be urged to

spend energy in hoping to be "Born again". It is a common obser-
vation that poor cultural environments sre not conducive to the
development of leaders. Small places sre comnonly regarded as areas

with relatively poor sociel environment with their absence of
libraries, museums, and institutions of higher learning. The cities,
especially the larger ones, are regarded as the Dases where the
cultural heritages of the ages are principally stored. An attempt
1s made here to evaluate,to the emtent that it is possidble, the
relation of size of place of birth to eminenece.

The average median age of the lesders in Who's Who is 59 years
so that their average date of birth would be a few years before 1870.
We may ask, in proportion to population what size cities or places
have been the most productive of leaders listed in the standard
reference book of contemporary leaiers. The number of people who
were living in different sized places in 1870, the number of leaders
born in each of these places, and the ratio between the number of
leaders born per 100,000 population living in each of these different
sized places 1s presented in the following table.

There are 3,455 leaders who were born in cities of a quarter
million or more inhabitants. There were seven cities of this size
in 1870, at about the time more people in Who's Who were born than
at any other. This means that 110 men and women who are among the
nation's eminent achievers today were born per 100,000 persons
living in oities of 250,000 or more at that time. According to these
figures the smallest places, including rural territory, were birth
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Number of People Residing in Different Sized Places In
" United States, 1870, Number of Who's Who Leaders
Born In Different Sized Places and Ratio of
Leaders per 1C0,000 Population.
Population of No. of Who's No. of Who!
U.S. Living in Who leaders born Who leaders
No. of Specified sized in Specified per 100,000
Size of Place DPlaces places in 1870 Sized Places Population
250,000 and
over 7 3,140,134 3,455 110
100,000 to
250,000 7 989,855 1,618 163
50,000 to
100,000 11 768,242 949 124
25,000 to
50,000 26 901,796 1,311 145
10,000 to
25,000 81 869,947 1,984 228
5,000 to
10,000 187 1,279,307 1,664 130
Less than
5,000 -—- 30,609,090 13,047 43
Total 38,568,371 24,028*

*Foreign-born&got ineluded as are a few native-born leaders, the size
of whose place of birth could not be ascertained.

places of relatively few eminent leaders, and the small cities with
10,000 to 25,000 inhabitants were the birth places of relatively
many distinguished contemporaries.

There is no conadistency between the different sized cities in
the relative production of persons of eminence. Apparently size of
place of birth is not a factor of major significance in the production
of leadera. It will be noted that 13,047 leaders or more than half,
were born in rural territory and in places of less than 5,000 in-
habitants. However, in proportion to the totel population living on
farms and in places of less than 5,000 relatively few general leaders

were born there. One naturally expects agricultural leaders to be



farm or village-born and general leeders to be born in urban centers.
This is just what has happened. An analysis of R U S leaders whows
that in proportion to number rural areas produced many more agri-
cultural leaders than urban centers, Jjust as the analysis of Who's
Who shows the birth place of urban leaderq,as a rule)to have been
urban centers. However, some writers, seem eitner to have mixed up
in their minds (1) the figures relative to the absolute production
of leaders in rural areas with the relative production of leaders, or
(2) types of leaders, whether agricultural or non-agricultural.

Professor Visher seems to have made the most comprehensive
analysis of the place of birth of the nation's leaders and also to
have interpreted the results of his findings more reasonably than
some others have., The 24,278 persons in the 1922-23 edition were
asked to indicate the type of plece of their birth, such as farn,
country village, small eity, large city, or suburb of large city.
Obviously what might be classed as a small city by one person'might
be classed as a large city by another. However, using a few broad
general classes as was done here, is reasonably satisfactory for
purposes of general analysis, Professor Visher makes the following
gsumnarization and interpretation of the place of birth of the 18,356
nation's leaders who reported this fact. He says,

¥A study of the returns reveals that 6,288, or 25.9 per cent
of these were born on farms; 6,948, or 24.5 per cent, were born in
villages and towns with a population of less than 8,000; 6,045, or
24.8 per cent, were born in small cities; 6,001 or 20.6 per cent,
were born in large cities (over 50,C000); and 996, or 4.1 per cent,
were born in suburbs of large cities.

"At the 1870 census, the census nearest the birth of most of
the notables, about 10 per cent of the population of the United
States lived in cities o over 50,000; 10.9 per cent in small
cities (8,000 to 50,000); 8.2 per cent in villages up to 8,000 and

about 69.9 per cent on farms. The suburbs are estimated to have
contained about 1 per cent of the population.

66



67

"Thus in proportion to population, the large cities yielded
2.1 times as many notables as tne average for the nation, the
small cities 2.3 times as many, villages three times as many, and
suburbs four times as many, but the strietly rural sections (faras)
yielded only about one-third the nation's average. Expressed in
another way: In proportion to population, the cities, contributed
nearly six times as many notables as ¢id the farms, whereas villages
contributed nearly nine times a&as many and suburbs nearly eleven times
as many a8 the farms.

8This does not prove that early life on a farm was not con-
ducive to future eminence. HNumerous bits of information indicate
that a large share of the older American notables spent part of
their youth on ferms and considered that these experiences had been
helpful in their develooment. Many, indeed, have spoken of them-
selves a3 having been reared on a farm vhen in fact they were born
in a village or eity and merely spent part of their formetive period
working on a farm, usually during their summer vacations.%(1l)

Possibly a word of caution should be acded to the summarization
given and that is, that Who's Who is a biographical record of leaders
in all fields of human endeavor and wt only in ferming end in agri-
culturel activities.,

Back in 1909, Spillman had several beliefs relative to the
birth places of the nation's leaders, which he publiecly expressed,
namely,

®I believe there are some things which have higher pedagogic
value than anything teught in our schools today, else why is it that
with only 29 ver cent of our population actually living on the farm,
with miserably poor school facilities as compered with our city popu-
l=2%ion, this 29 per c2nt furnishes about 70 per cent of the leaders
in every phase of activity in this country?

"I believe that it is the pedagogical value of farm work and the
chance of placing responsibility on the child that has more than any
thing else to do with the devel opment of efficiency and eharacter in
farm children, and this accounts for the fact that 29 per cent of our
populaetion on the farms furnishes 70 per cent of the efficient men in
this country."(2)

(1} vVisher, Stephen S. - The occupetions and Environment of Fathers
of American Notables, Who's Who, 1l4th Ed. p. 29. See also, Amer.
Journal of Sociology (March 1925) Vol. 30, pp. 551-555.

(2) Spillman, W. J. - Education and The Trades - Science, (Feb.
12, 1909) Vol. 20, opp. 255-6.
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Frederick A. Woods, immediately takes exception to Spillman's
beliefs and turns to Who's Who for evidence of an obJjective nature
to prove his point. The only statement that needed to have been made
was that Spillman was comparing non-comparable faetors. He should
have taken the percent of population living on farms at the time the

nation's leaders were born in order to make comparisons comparable.

po,u:w“)

Wood's argumeanis worthy of cdetailed consideration. He argues that

in ensver to the question "Does the farm produce more than its share
’)

of leading Americans? that

"Such & cguestion must be answered on a statistical, impartial,
and as far as possible, scientific basis. It is first necessary to
determine who are the ‘'leaders in every phase of activity in this
eountry.' I have turned to 'Who's Who in America' to answer this
question. This book has already been successfully used in several
sociological studies, and has great value as a starting point for
such researches. The editor doubtless tries to be as impartial and
conprehensive as possible; but its greatest value to one who wishes
to answer a question similar to the mresent discussion, is that here
he finds a 1ist of names prepared by some one else, without any idea
or bias in relation to the investigators present problem. Thus the
first, and one of the most important requirements is obtained, the
subjective element is eliminated.

"Some will not be willing to accept conclusions drawn from a
list which like this, doubtless has certain flagrant omissions, and
where he sees namnes that he considers should not have been included.
If he will stop for a moment and think, he will see that the very
objeetion he raises only argues in the other direction from what he
supposes. If, for instance, I find & marked correlation between city
birth and more or less notable subsecuent achievement, drawn from
an imperfect 1list, the correlstion would be even hisher were the list
of names ideally perfect.

"In 'Who's Who in America' the birth places are given in nearly
every instance, although they seldom enable one to di fferentiate
between farm or village. This difficulty can, however, be overcome
by making the question one of urban as against non-urban nativity.

*The leaders of today are about fifty years old on the average,
so we must go baek a half century and picture American population as
it was then distributed. According to the census of 1860, there were
5,072,256 persons living in cities of over 8,000 inhabitants, out of
a total population of 31,443,321 or 16.1 per cent. This standard of
8,000 or mora is the one arbitrarily taken by the census bureau as
oconatituting & city, and is s used to illustrate the growth of urban
populations. There were ninety-six such cities, and a 1ist of t.em
is given in the 'Annual Cyclopedia' for 1861l. It is easy then to see
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if these cities have done better or worse than might be expected in

produeing leading men. Under initial A in 'Who's Who in America' we
find 128 born in cities out of 433, or 29.6 per cent as against the

16.1 per cent expected.

"Under initial A we £ind 128 out of 433 or 29.6 per cent
Under initial B we find 404 out of 1477 or 27.5 per cent
Under initial € we find 362 out of 1143 or 31.7 per cent
Under initial D we find 213 out of 676 or 31.6 per ecent
Under initial E we find 97 out of 273 or 35.6 per cent

"For the sake of being on the safe side I have added all the
unrecorded birthplaces to the suburban and rural, and yet the latter
fail to produce their proper quota in every single group, and in fect
evary little group of fifty or & hundred taken at random alphabetically
will show the same result.

"It seems unnecessary to carry investigation further to establish
the faet that the urban beats the non-urban by nearly two to one. The
towns, villages and farms should have procduced more than five times as
many leaders as the cities. They have falled to produce more than abou-
twioce as many., Thus the entire non-urban which should have given rise
to about 85 per cent of the total has only produced about 70 per ecent?¥tl)

If Who's Who was a biographiecal sketch book of agricultural
leaders Woods would no doubt have found "the towns, villages and
farms to have produced more than five times as many leaders as the
cities™, but since Who's Who is a record book of the nation's leaders
in every field of activity, it virtually becomes a biographical sketch
book of urban leaders and hence it is not be expected that any con-
siderable number of them are of rural origine.

Nearingd study of the place of birth of the native-born persons
listed in the 1912-13 edition led him to say tha? "The eities apoear

2)

to be far in the lead as producers of eminence,™ anc one city in
verticular, Crmbricge (iless.) uith 47.Z per 100,0CC 1s far in the lead. (3,

(1) Woods, Frederick Adams - City Boys Versus Country Boys, -
Science, (April 9, 1909) Vol. 29, pp. 577-9.

(2) Nearing, Scott - The Geogrsphie Distribution of American Gendus,
Popular Science Monthly (August 1914) Vo. 85, p. 196.

(2) Ibid,- The Younger Cenerstisn 2F

: i Ce oL Amer ican Tenius, Seientifie
lontqu (January 1016), Vol.2, n Bl. o
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White chose 1297 biographies aporearing in the 1922-3 edition of
Who's Who and finds that

"Not only does the rural population fail to produce a preponderant
number of leaders, but it produces only about half as many per hundred
thousand population as the cities do. It has been essumed that the
bulk of our public leaders were born in rural communities, and that
is tAte of absolute numbers but not of relative numbers.

"There may be several explanations of the above fact, but it
would take investigation to prove any of them. The stimuli are more
numerous in the cities, and interstimulation is multiplied many times;
these require many and varied responses, and the exigencies of city
life are such as to demand accurate responses. Such a condition tends
to develop to the limit whatever capacities for leadership the
individual may have.®™ (1)

Holmes in his study of the 21,600 native-born Americans in the
1924-25 edition of Who's Who also finds the city to have been more

productive than the country in producing leaders. He however, finds

that from 1840 to 1890 that,

®There has been & neerly continuous and somewhat marked decline
in urdban excess productivity of eminent individualS....e... In 1840
the urban part of our population was about four times as productive
of distinguished men and women as the rural. In the 70's, 80's, and
90's the urban production of such individuals was less than two and
one-half times as great as rural........ The cities superior showing
as eompared with the country is due to a more favorable combination
therein of the factors of heredity and environment....... whether the
forees produeing this change have been mainly operative within the
oity or the country, one cannot expect to determine with certainty.” (2)

Another sighifieant diseovery that Hohmes has made is that
"while the city has been more productive than the country in ¢he
case of all the oseupational divisions except agriculture, its pro-

portionate productivity has been much the greatest in the case of

/(2 Holmes, Roy Hinman - A Study In the Origins of Distinguished
Living Americans., American Journal of Sociology (January 1929)
Vol. 34, pp. 671-4,
(1) White, R. Clyde =~ The City Drift of Population In Relation to
g;cig% g{ficianoy. Journal of Social Forces (Nov. 1923) Vol. 2,
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lenst of 211 in the crse of ecucstorse™ (1)
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S

1
Nearing rej)orts rele tively iew

elersyaen being city born, 2t lersst less tharn 2 firth o thea having
been born in cities. IIe rinus lerger .roportions ol ectors, aathors,
ar¢ business nmen, nmore then two-_iTths, o De o city origin thrn other
occun=tionsrl classes.

untinston Jound 74 per csnt or the 19 agriculturists, bo per cent
37 the 27 educators end 62 per cent the 1.7 religious lescers
listed in the thirteenth edition of Wio's who to have been horn in

P

(Sent. 1920) Vol. 80
Clarxe, scwin L.

] wirtare, p. ©le.
(¢) Thorncdike, Z. L. =
3ooknan, Vol. z4, p.

rrel c¢istriets, or larger Hronortions thnsn ror other occun~tions. le
fourd lesz than 1/3 of the srtists £l loss then 1/2 of the duciness
12n, =n,inccers, musieisns, levyrers, Jjournalists s ucclerl men neving
()

teen born in rural Cistricts.

As far ¢s littercti are concernec, Clerie ithinks thst the

"Canitels enc cnief cities of the seversl sistes had nvver con-
sined over nine ner ecnt o the to==1l sooulstion of tae it d oqftvs,
sy hed desn the biritholace ol soHowrorinstzly thirty-tvo 931 ent of
Th2 iaen ol letters™.(4)

It is ThorndiXxe's contention St the ajyisrent feet

"Mhet cizies sive Dirsh to = uncue »Hroportion of greet ien cocs
not in the lzest orove thet o157 lile arce thea great; it asy »rove
Sat cities = ttreet sruw reftoin gront ien, 1 0se sons fre thiis ~ity
born™. (&)
(1) 1Ivid.
(2) Ivid. - The Youn.er Generation of Anericen Genius. Ibic., p. &1,
(¢) Huntington, Lllsvortn - The 3ifting 2ovwer ol Cities - Seribners,

20. clo=-z4.
Aagricon len of Letters - Thszir sture £ic
oriolosist's Ttieopy of Scueantion - The

S
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.



Cattell finds the rural birth rate of scientifiec men, es
founc in the 1910 issue of "Americen Xen ol Sciencec" to be less
than half that of the urban. This he claims is a reversal of a
common opinion and accounts. for this cdi fference as Iollows:

"The sup#erior vosition of the towns (urban areas) is doubtless
due to & more iavorable environment, but it may also be in part due
to the fact that the narents of those scientific men were the abler
clergymen and others of their generation who were drawn to the
cities.™ (1)

Mr, Wiggan of course thinks it is "cue to the suverior biologi-
cal guality of city people."(2)
(3)

Davies discovered a high coefficient of correlation betviecen
the amount of talent of a small sample of men taken from "Vho's Who
in America", "Who's Vho in Science", and "American }en of Science",
and the density of population in which they lived. He concluded as
a result of this study taat urban districts are more fecund of
talent than rural aress.

It will be noted that practicialy all writers on this phase

of leadership have "lump®d"™ all kinds of leaders together regardless

of type or occuvation.

(L) cCattell, J. M. - "A Statistical Study of Americen en of
Science™, (Dec. 7, 1906) Vol. 24, pp. 738-=9.

(2) Wwigeam, A. E. - Brains where Tuey Come From, World Today,
(Oct. 1926) Vol. 48, p. 477. See also Vorlds VWork (Sept. 1926)
Vol. &2, p. &78.

(3) Davies, George R. - Sociel Environment, passim.



Size of City or Place of Residencs.

The larger cities are the meccas for particularly eminent
leaders of all kinds. Metropolitan centers are areas of diverse
activities and the headquarters of practically all of the more
important national ssmi-etese organizations of all kinds. These
metropolitan centers are the social ganglia of communication and
transportation. One would therefore naturally expect leaders to be
relatively more numerous in the lerger cities than in the smaller
cities. Yet because of the large relative numbers of clerical
workers, helpers, and laborers of all kinds in large cities it may
be that leaders are relatively most numerous in the medium-sized or
smaller cities. The following table shows the distribution of the
general population and of Who's Who leaders by size of city or place
of residence and the ratio between them.

In general, the larger the c¢ity the larger the number of
eminent men and women, it contains, in proportion to population.

The trend as indicated in the taeble under the column headed, number
of Who's Who leaders per 100,000 population, does not seem to be
regular or uniform. This is due largely to a rather detailed
classification. When the 10 groups of cities are reclassified or
combined into four, five or six classes a uniform increase in the
number of leaders per 100,000 population is noted with each increase
in size of place.

Who's Who is not primarily a biography of sgriculturists. Hence
relatively few Who's Who Yeaders reside in rurel territory. Never-

theless, as many as 3,075 of them reside in places of less than 2,500
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Number of People Residing in Different Sized Places In United States,
1920, Number of Who's Who Leacers Residing in Different Sized
Places, 1926, and Ratio of Leaders per 100,000 Population

1 i

7

sPopulation of U.S: No. of Who's
Size of Place :No. of:Living in Speci- :Who Leaders Liv-
No. of Inhabi-:Places:fied Sized Places:ing in Specified

:No. of Who's
tWho Leaders
sPer 100,000

tants : ¢in 1920 :sized places,1926: Population
Million or more 3 10,145,532 6,812 67
600,000 to

one million 9 6,223,769 2,893 46
250,000 to

500,000 13 4,540,828 3,223 71
100,000 to

250,000 43 6,519,187 2,817 43
50,000 to

100,000 76 5,265,747 1,493 28
25,000, to

50,000 143 5,075,041 1,585 31
10,000 to

256,000 459 6,942,742 2,292 33
5,000 to

10,000 721 4,997,794 1,253 25
2,500 to

5,000 1320 4,593,953 853 19
Less than

2,500 ———- 51,406,017 3,075 6

Total 105,710,620 23,479*

500,000 or more 12 16,369,301 9,705 &9
100,000 to

50045000 56 11,060,025 6,040 45
25,000 to

100,000 219 10,340,788 3,078 30
5,000 to 25,000 1180 11,940,536 3,545 20
Less than 5,000 === 55,999,970 3,928 10

*Those residing

in foreign countries are not included as the present

population of their place of residence could not always be determined.

Nor eould the size of place of residence of 2,812 leaders residing
in this country be satisfactorily determined and are therefore not

ineluded.
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innabitants or on faras end £8 rny €5 ,920 in places ol lezs Shsn
¢,CC0 inhabitnnts or on rarms. Urbsnizetion anc ¢ iversilicd lcacer-
ship 2re comlenents o ercn othner. Ilivnce vwe netirally expscet the

ore urvanized centers to have rslatively more leacers ol vearious xincs.
Tis is born out by the Tisures in this table. Dpezraan's ronxk-orcer

“ 4

correlation betvecn size 0L »nlaccs ~uC nliler of “ho's Wy leacers per

r—
[}

CC,0C00 ponulation is+.92 indienatin *h~3v the fe.ocinstion betiecn

arbrnization snd relative adiacance ol Who's who leade. s is very close

)

ct
)
@
Lo

wWools mnelyced rce of the “To's Who oconle (1¢12-18)
residing in Ilsw York City, Chleago, uhilncedhia, and Boston and ssys,

"it is sefe tosey that at thie weseat

tine, those of ZInglish
G 3coteh ~oneesiry sre cistinetly in 9Jossession ol tiie lescing
ssitions, a%t lcast froa thace stondooint of beingr videly known, and

that, in porpyortion %o thelr nuaver, the Anglo-saxons ere Irom three
W ten tines es lixely &35 rrz o-acr recss 50 echnicve nositions of
sstionsl cistinesion.™(1)

(1) -JOuS, T A. - Thge Racliel Ouigin of Sueecesciul Alueriesns - The
Jaﬂlnﬂrce op th@ Anglo=-3nxon, Seientifie Aueriesn Sup)lensnt (iey
[ 4) V ° 77. O.)o t)bl d. o

S
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Huntington recards "Who's Who in America" as the "best available
record of the migrations of competent versons in the United States."
He contencs that the comnon supposition that the percentage of such
persons inercese esccording to the size of the cities in which they
live i1s only helf true. XYe rincs,

"In the great states of Chio, Indiesna, Illinois, Iowa, and
innesota the number of versons in 'Who's Who' per hundred thousand

in communities of verious sizes is a&s follows:

Cities above 200,000 - 40

Cities of 100,000 to 20C,000 - 30
Cities of 25,000 to 100,0C0 - 28
Small cities of 10,CC0 to 2£,0CC = 25
Towns of 5,000 to 10,C00 - 28
Villages ¢of 2,500 to 5,00C - 29

Rural population - 3

"Similer gigures™ he says "prevail in other parts of the
country. They indicate that thne increase in coapetent neonle
according to the size of tihe communities is not regular, out in
steps as it were.™(1l)

If Huntington had grouped his cities into half as many
eclasses, wnich should have bcen done he would have a regulsr incresse.

Since birthplace and residence of leacers of social progress
and other social phenomena has so often veen comfounded witn the
relative influence of herecity and environment, it seems well to
sunmarize tnis chapter by means of extracts from Ogburn, poussibly
the most scientifie worker in this fielu, who in speaking sbout the
biologliecal bases of the cdifrerent kincs of greetness in the normal
orobability curve of frequencies, he s ys,

®*The significance of such a distribution is that we ere enabled
to form an idea of how frequently a »articular cegree, of mental
a2ility, such as greatness, mey be expected to occur. For, in a
normal probability frequency areas, three times the stendard deviation
on each sice of the poiht of the srithmetic mean on the bsse line is

considered as practically the limits of the distribution. And, such
being the case, if a biological trait of greatness were messured on

(1) Hintineton, EZllsworth - The Sifting Power of Cities, Seribners,



a line from the least to the greatest, then the greatness renresented
by the unsver tenth of the line woulc be fossesseG by about 1.8 per
cent of the population, that is about 1,5CC out of 100,000 on the
average. And the greatness represented by the uoner quarter of the
line would be possessed by about 13,00C out of 1C0,C00.

*It would appear from the foregoing that high orcer of greatness
in so far =2s they are biologically cetermined are fairly plentiful.
That is, the potentiables of greatness are comnon.

"If inherited abilities of a high order are probsbly fairly
constant and plentiful in very large groups of civilized peoples
it seems questionable whetner one is right in attributing so much
weight to inherited greatness ss a cause of progress and also in
explaeining the absence of achievement to the scarcity of inherited
abilities."

"There are various ways by which social conditions make great-
ness rare or frequent...... 2en becomne engineers, monks, shepherds,
or military men esccording to the different cultural concitions, which
vary from time to time and from group to group.s..... what great
eachievements these organized personalities of adults may meke aepends
upon two cultural situations...... the opportunities arising from
the existence of cultural elements or materials ravoreble for meking
great achievements and the sociel valuations of tne £T0iDesss MEN
¢o what the group values."(1l)

Consequently leacders will vary in type from state to state and
small town to large city, and from Cecsde to cdecade, and all largely
due to cultural environments. "The times make the man" yet, "men
influence the times because ?é% cultural chsnge must occur through

the medium of human beings.™ e shell now proceed to anslyzsé

the social and cultural phenomenon which condition lescers.

(1) oOgburn, W. Fo =« The Great Man Versus Socisl Forces - Journal
(2) of Social Forces (Dec. 1926) Vol. 5, pp. £26=7.
2 :
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That this is a man-made world, culturally speeking, is common
xnowledge. The great aajority of the outstanding Tigures that
present themselves to our minds as we recall the world's lesders in
science, business, industry, religion, education, law, medicine,
musie, literature, and other fields, have been men. However, an
increasing number of women, both absolutely end relatively have
appeared decade by decace in the past half century in practically
all trades and professionse.

Sex Of Leaders
Tho the sexes are approximately equel in number in Tnited States,

the ratio among those 20 years of age and over being 100 females to
106 males, yet there are practically 12 tines &s many acult men as
acult women recorded in "Who's %ho In America™. Of the total number
of leaders here recorded 1973 or 7.3 per cent are vomen and 24,942
or 92.7 per cent are men. The basis of selection by the Vho's Who

editors, as noted earlier, was "an sttempt to choose the best known

men and women of the country in all lines of useful and reputable
achievements™, O the mnale pooulstion Z0 years of age and over
one man in every 1380 and of the femrle pooulation 20 yvears of age
and over one in every 16,475 is recorded in Vho's VWho.

That the proportion of men is aojparently quite large may be due
in part to the arbitrary and generous inclusion of government
officials above certain ranks, United States Senators and Revresenta-
tives, etec., among whom relatively few women ajpear. This advantage.

to men is no doubt compensated in part by the inclusion of a relatively
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large proportion of educators, among whom womnen appear comparatively
often., Among less "Well known" leacers, women appérently are relative-
ly more numerous. For example, }iss Hooker, who in attempting to
discover the leaders in locel communities found that one-fourth were
women and that the variation from the ratio of 3 male leaders to one
female leader, either for villages of different sizes or for those in

(1)
different regions was slight.

—:é-'-

(1) Hooker, Elizabeth - Leaders In Village Communities, - Journal
of Social Forces,(June 1928, Vol. 6, page 609.
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4
Age Leaders

Women, no matter how "well known" they are, seen to be quite
es tiaid in ststing their eges 2s their less well known sisters,
8s only 64 per cent of these wonen stated their ages. £ the men
98 per cent stetwd their eges. IZninent men eand woien are guite as
reticent in giving their sges to the »sublic &s they vere a quarter v
a century ago. Of the 12389 wo.len in the 19C3-5 ecition of Who's
Who 70 per cent stetecd their ages, waile 98 per cent of the :en stated
it. The married wo:uen were as reluctant to Gisclose their ages e&s

(1)
the bachelor meidse.

This guarded secrecy about ege among women ce:tainly stands in
striking contrast agerinst that of the men. Tne "cake of custom" as
Bagehot states, dissolves slouvwly. Distinction seems to acd no leven
to the situation. Traditionally, youth and beauty are women's greatest
essets. A>lparently this tredition hes not bcen outgrewn. Proverbially
woman's velue, however measured, was supoosed to diminish on the
hypotheticnal or votentisl matrimonial marts snd elsewhere with age.
wWoian's treditionel vslue was, of course, only natriaonial, and
neonle have not become accustoned to vomen sossessing economie velue,
value which might become enhanced viith age snc experience, the sane
as with men.,

The mean age of the leaders is 67.1 yesmrs and the lieuisn age is
59.6 years. 121 of them are betvween 52.2 years and‘67.4 vears of
ace. Lecaders thereflore, are concicerably older then the gereral
oopulation, even considerably older then the average adult population

since the median age of the general population is £4.C5 years and of

(L) Wao's VWho In America, 1903-5 ecition, prerace.
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the sdult population (20 years ena over) &4.62 years. The uen in
mo's Who' average two years olcer thsn the women. Tne mecan are of
the men is £7.2 rears end of the womecn £8.3 years. The medlan age of
the men 1s £9.6 years and oI the vwonen &7.2 years. 11217 oI the women
lescers sre betiecen 49,5 anc 66.2 years of sge.

The average age of the men in the 1903-5 edition was Cl.4 yeers
and o the woaien E£0.6 years. Casual observation might cause some to
conclude that the eaninent leacders of a guarter centary ago vere
younger on an everage than those of tocay. This however is not the
case, since the sverage are of the general population was corresoond-
ingly younger then then et »sresent. The Ddosulation of United States
is getting older. If the gge of the population in nited Stetes in
1903-5 had been the same as it is at present, then the averase age
of the men and of the wonen in "yWho's Wao" would have been approxi-
mately the same as the averege ages of those now recordec therein.

The range in age of those recorced in the 19C6-7 edition of
"who's Who" is from 13 to ¢8. The roungest, now an ex-tclor, is
Jackie Coogean, born QOctober 26, 1914. Iarian Talley who was born
December 20, 1906 is the second youn;est. She clso, has apjrarently
retired. Jackie Coogean by ajycaring in "Wno's VWno" at the age of
13 was one in over two million I'br his age vwith this distinetion,and
liarian Talley wes one in nearly tvo million for her age to attain
sich distinection.

The likelinhood lor attsining distinetion in general, incresses
with age, varticularly among the men. Aaong the nen eight in every
10C,0C0 persons in the age group 2& - 29 has eatteined eminence,
foliowed by 46 in the next t-yeer sge group, then 173, 462, €16,

resyectively for the next threc sge yrouns. when the age group 90
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to 94 is reached 3,C19 =en in every 100,CCO is a distinguished leader.
The ratio of leaders to the general population rises quite ¢recdually
and fairly regulerly until the sge gcroup 65 to 69 is reached after
wnich the rate is rather Irregular. Anong the men all of the C-year
ege groups beyond "three¢ score years and ten", excedting the age group
98 to 1CC, are represented in larger relative numbers in vwho's Who
than are the &-year age ¢rouds 'inder 65, indiecating that eminence and
ege and closely essociated. Dr. Williem Osler's theoiies ss to the
comparative uselescness of men above 40, anc the entire superiluity
and advisecd espnyxiation ol the sexagcenarian are cexrteinly nullified
as regarGs tne nation's eminent leacers.

For an elderly person to be distingiished is not necesserily
nevs, but for an adolescent to o2e fzuous is universelly news. The
youngest persons vwhose biographies ajpear in this book ere usually "
either musiciens, singers, or ectors, or ruthors. In the 19Cl-2
edition anjeered Mary Antrim, the "child suthor™ who wes born in
1863, In tne same edition aspesred Marraret Horton Potter, the
authoréss, vborn in 1881.(1) In the 1918-19 ecition appeared
winifred Sacxville Stoner Jr., born Ausust 19, 1°9C2, who &t that time
nad written-and published 12 books, beginning when she was seven
vears old. I!ler mother was a child training exvpert who demonstrated
her theories in the case of this daushter. The younsest man in this
same ecition is the Russian violist, Jascha ﬁeifitz, born Jebrusry

(2)

2, 19C1. It is comaonly susnosec that vwhen en adolescent becomes

(1) Who's Who In Amnericea, 1901-2 edition, Prerace.

(2) Gray, A. - DPicking People For Who's Who: An Interview with
Albert N. ilarquis, Aaericnn llzgazine (Jonuary 1921) Vol. 91,
page 7.
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nationally xnown that ne izust be en iniant prodigy. The history of
Vinifred Stoner, Jascha Heizitz, Ilarien Telley ené otuhers vho becsue
eninent in their t:.ens or early tventies incicate that a lot of
persoiretion vies interspersed vith their talent, and that tuese

seople lixe other leaders esre thae orocuct of their cultural enwiron-
ment plus a satisfactory coaplenentary nhysicsl encowment. As &
social nroduct, ve gre wnat our mothers, owr festhers, vrotliers, sisters,
and other associates and tae circles in which we move molded us to be.
There are very rev youngs »leovle among the businecs imen, Jlinenciers,
ern+ineers, inventors, clergynen, lavwyers, stetemen, soldiers, end
sailors. Dexter noted the saine tzeidencies among those recorded in

en early ecition of this biosrsnhicel work.(l)

A study ves made of 954 viouwen listed in the 1901-2 edition of
Wna's W1o by Amenca ortirop who fouund the ausicians, argists,
and actresses to be younger than those in otnher fields.( )

It is comonly assumed that this era is outstanding as en ersa
of young men in positions oI responsivility, ard such instences as
Robert 1f. HMitchins, the &B- year old or younsest large university
President, and Glenn Frank, Presicent ol the "Tniversity of \lisconsin
at &7 are coamonly cited. Tiie business worlc zlso has so.ae youtiatiul
leaders. As a2 matter of fact every era has had a goodly number of

;en wao were outstanding leacders in their tnirties. Alexander

Tamilton beceme Secretary of the Tnited States Treasury at 32.

(L) Dexter, Siwin G. - Age end Zaimence - D2opular Science
Yonthly (Arril 19C5) Vol. 66 - pn. £38-43.

(2) DYorthrup, Ananda - The Succesciul Lomnen of America - Populer
Science onthly - (Jan. 19C4) 64::29-44.
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In proportion to number there ere nanyym;re mature%gé’§oung
nersons a&s heacs of airairs enc this is true in all Tields of
husen endeavor. Only eight men in every 1CC,CCC 1In the age group
20 to 29 hes distinguished hiniself. In the age group &0 to <
there are 46 per 1((,CCC. The number of distinguished leccers per
1CC,0C0 population increases fairly regularly ené gracually with
each successive older ase group.

O0f course nany of the older men of eninence have been eniment
for yecrs. Andrew Cernegie, born in 1837 and Thomes A. Ecison born
in 1847 have been g»njyearing in every ecition of Who's VWho. Tuis
means that the ages of these men in the present edition is €9 dand 79
respectively while their resnective gges at the ti e they iirst
adleered in Who's VWho was 62 and &2. (lany other instances could
also be citea to illustrate the fact thet eltho the great majority

e

ol the »Deople heving biogranhicel mention in this volume are

mnature men they were slready cninent whcn they vere auch oungcer.
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g %umber of Males and of Females In United States And In

Who's Who, Classified By S-year Age Groups, And Ratio

of Leaders To General Population, In the Various Age
Groups: 1926*
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g8 :No. of Males In: No. of Who's: Ratio ::No. of Females :No. of Who's: Ra
rous:UeS. in sveci- :Who Men in - : per ::In U.S. In spec-:Who women in:per
:fied mge groups:Specified age:100,000::ified age groups:ispecified :1C0

H 1926 H Groups H 1926 tage groups :000
o- T T e
;4 : 4,846,737 H 2 : 0 5,085,089 : 1 ¢ 0
9. 4,858,785 37 : 8 :: 4,869,256 19 : 4
0 -

7 4,422,303 : 203 s 46 :: 4,218,505 : 44 ¢ 10
W s 4,362,063 754 i 173 :: 3,962,040 79 i 20
24: : 3,917,671 H 1,626 s 462 ¢ 3,275,859 ¢ 106 ¢ 32
39_ : 3,337,639 2,722 : 816 :: 2,832,815 157 : 55
?- : 2,714,585 : 3,920 : 1444 & 2,354,666 : 210 : 89
29-: 2,012,704 $ 4,331 s 2162 :: 1,786,802 : 187 :1CS
’;4- : 1,693,604 3,873 : 2287 :: 1,499,783 166 :111
39 : 1,156,263 : 3,168 : 2737 ¢ 1,088,364 : 137 $129
?- : 756,270 : 1,990 : 2631 :: 737,214 : 96 2130
P- : 449,562 : 1,088 : 2420 =@ 467,423 : 36 : 77
y- : 198,964 : 540 :$ 2714 @ 232,086 : 18 ¢ 78
%- : 74,009 H 211 :$ 2851 s 93,6158 H 14 :130
?-: 17,888 : &3 s 2019 :: 25,354 : 1l : 39
P. : 4,131 : 10 : 242 3 6,176 : 0 : 0

ital s 34,422,845 : 24,525 s 71 s 32,905,047 : 1271 : 39
e United States Census estimate of population for July 1, 1926, of
}L135,817 was used. Also, the claculations sare based on the assumption

hat 59,137 per cent of tne total population was 20 to 100 years of age and
that the ratio of males to females between these ages was 105.9 to 100, o .o
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Yarital Stetus Of Leacers

Many euphonious thoughts have been expressed about merrisge
ané the family beirg the cornerstonedor—the-foundimdiem-of civili-
zation and ed-this-rTepubiie and the God-mother of all other insti-
tutions a2nd organizations. One's hapniness is reputed to be doubled
and his sorrows halved tarough marriagee.

In this analysis of the charscteristics of leaders we are
interested in the similarily and veristion of tke marital and family
status of America's leading men and women in comparison with the
general population and the influences that mey cause such variastions
as exist.

Slightly less than three-fourths (73.9 percent) of the total
Q

male population in United States 20 years of age and over is or have
been iarried. If fhe age distribution of the total male population

in Tnited States was the ssne as that of the men recorced in "Who's
Fho™ the percent of marriec, widowed and divorced would then be 89.5.%*

0f the 24,941 men in "Who's Vho" twenty yeers of ege and over 90.1
*The method used in holéing age constant is illustrated below in the
computation of the proportion of t-ie total mele populetion that would
be married, wicdowved or civorced if their ege distribution were the
cate es tnet of the men in "Who's Who'".
"x" "y"
:Pet. of males in To. of males in
totsl vopouletion wno's Who By Age

ever married, by Groups "xy"

Age Periods __age groups
20 - 24 29.1 2 68.2
25 - 29 60.5 37 2,2238.5
30 - 34 75.8 203 15,387.4
35 - 44 83.8 2,380 199,444.0
45 - 54 88.0 6,642 684,496.0
65 - 64 90.2 8,204 740,000.8
65 - and over 92.6 7,087 603,478.2

73.9 24,525 2,195,103.1

€,195,103.1 # 24,525 = 89,5 per cent of males in total”dobulation ever-
merried if the sge distribition were the same s that of Who's Who men.
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The vercenteges of the netion's leacers who have never married,
who are married, widowed or cdivorced vary somewhat from thet of the

general adult nopulation. This is especially true of the woaen.

Never
Class slarried Married VWidowed Divoreced
M¥ale pop. of Who's Who 9.9 87.0 3.0 .1
Male pop. of United States™® 10.§ 75.2 13.4 .9
Female pop. of Who's Who 46.9 43.3 8.7 1.1
Female pop. of U. S.* 9.4 62.1 27.7 .8

*0f the same age distribution as that of Who's Who population of
the same sex.

Among the men, end age cistribution being the same, practically
tiie same proportions of America's lesders as of her laymen have never
married, 9.9 perceut and 10.5 percent respectively. A significantly
larger oroportion of the men in "Who's Who" are merried, and con-
spienously fewer are widowed end civorced than of the general male
vopulation of the same ege distribution. The revorting of & divorced
status is probably not as sccurate 2s of the other maritsl conditionse.
The same may be true to some extent of‘Wiégjéd-een&itions.

Five tiues as many womnen leacers never .arried ss of the genersl
fenasle population of the sane ege distribution,46.9 percent for the
former as compared with 9.4 percent for the latter. It would seem
from tnis wide é¢ifference thet the belief expressed by Jane Porter,
Hamely, "In the career of femele fame, there are few prizes to be ob-
terined which cen view with the obscure state of a beloved wife, or a
happy ﬁother? still hes a consicerable folloving.

The proportion of women who are divorced is .rectically the same

for both groups, about one in every hnundcred. Of the women in the
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FRation's Red "Blue" Book 8.7 percent ere widowed as connared with
27.7 percent for the general female populetion of the sane f~ge dis-
tribution 2s of those in "Who's Who". 1In proportion to number there
are relatively r'ew men and also relatively fev wonen in "Who's Vho"
wno are widows or wicdowers. Aonparently a "break™ in the family eroup
exerts silriciently disastrouas influences upon one's achievement to
curb and freguiently srevent the sttesinment of national prominence.
Data is not aveilable as to the proportion of the married males
or marriec feneles wno have been married but once anc how :ieny have
bzen married twice or mofe tinmes. Of the 22,479 men in ™iho's Vho"
wno have ever-married, £,071 or 9.2 percent have been married twice,
or ofteneg)anc 2t least 100 of whom have been marriéd three tines or
oftener, O0Of the 1,048 women in "Who's Who™ who have ever married 132
or lz.5 per cent have married two or more times.
| Vthether the percentage of multiple-marrisagces emong the nation’'s
eminent persons is hifrher or lover than it is for the general married
pooulation of nited States remains unsolved until reliable extensive
data in this connection has been gathered. In either event it can
be said that tribute is paid to wedlock anu ss Joannson says, "Were
a man not to marry a seconc tiie, it might be corcluded thet his first
wife nad given hin a cisgust to marrisge; but by taking & cecond wife,
ne pays the higfghest compliment to the first, by showing that she made
him so hepopy #¢s & married man, that he wishes to be so & second time."
American millionnaires, accorcding to Sorokin have strong pro-
clivities to be married and he Iincs thet 1C.8 percent of them have

(1)

married more than once.

(L] Sorokin, P - American Millionaires and :ulti-z:llionaires.
Journal of Socisl Forces, (May 1925) Vol 3, page 29.



20

Ace at Marrisge.

Women of prominence seem to be just as reluctant to give the
interested public their "date of marrisge" as they are to state their
date of birth, as only 64 percent of those who married incicated this
item. Men of eminence seem to be less likely to state their "cCate
of marriage™ then they are to give their date of birth, as only 91
percent of the men who are marriec¢ reported thls fact. No doubt most
people cen recell their "date of birfh" much more readily then they
can their "date of marriage®™, since the Irormer is "asked for" scores
of times to one of the latter.

Te netion's leacers ¢o not marry at s early an age as her lay-
men., The average age at marriace of the ZC,£10 men who stated their
"date of marriage" was 29.8 and their medisn sge at marriage was 29.0

years. Half of those yqo are marriec °nf~“ed the state of wec;ock

. - “( . ‘,.-'r.’
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between the rges of 25.9 ye-rs and 3.8 years./\One nerson, Edward
Childs Carpenter of New York City, author of at least four books and
a dozen vpleys, married =t the youthful age of 15. At the other
extreme in matrimonisl e&aventures esre three men who emberked after
living three score ané ten years. Albert Sidney Bolles, an author
of finanecial vooks of Willismston, Massachusetts, born in 1846
married in 1917. Charles Norman Fay an author from Cambridge,
Massachusetts born in 1848 married in 19:.2 at the ege of 74. Henry
WWalters, a New Yofk City e~pitslistwas born the sesme year as lMr. Fax)
ss%¢. likevise married the came year. lfore then & score narried in their
sixties. In generel those in "Who's Who" married leter in life than

those among the ¢eneral pooulatione.
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Sorokin found Ameriesn millionaires to have married the first
tinme at the averege age of 29.1 years.(l) The eaverage age 2t merriage
of the 668 women who menbtioned their "aate ol marriage™ ves 27.0
years and their mecian ace at marriage was 26.6 years., Tho half gbf
ﬁé;g;ﬁh between the ages of 22.7 and ¢l.8 years one got married as
young &8s 1l4. Bessie Perker Brueggeman of Vashington, an active Red
Cross worker during the Var, and in Republican circles since, married
her rirst husband et the age of 14. At least taree women and all
authors married st the age of 15 years. !Mrs. Owen (Leito Anida Bogarcus)
Kildare of New Rochelle, Xew York, married her first husband with
whom she collaborated in writing plays, books, etc., 8t 15. lrs.
LaSalle Corbell Pickett born in 1848 and who lives in Washincston also

married at 185. Mrs. Bertha iluzzy Sinclair-Cowan, pseud. B. M. Bower,

born in 1875 married the first of her *threc husbands at 15.

(L) 1Ibia.
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Number of Children.

In 1925 in the Birth Registration area of United States there

were 1,718,982 mothers who bore children that year. The mean

aversge number of chilcren born by these women was 3.2 and the median
namber born by them was 4.,1. Both of these averages are larger than
they are for the total married female population of United States for
the reason that about 13 percent of married women are childless.
Mirthermore, both of these averages are considerably larger then they
are for the total ever-married. fearle populstion or the country as
the ver canita number of children for widowed &nd divorced persans

is smaller than for married persons. However, averages for the general

female population ever-nsrried are not at present availsable with which
to compare the average number oI children born by the women in "Vho's
Who". Data on the number of chiléren that men are fathers 6¢f is also

scanty. Consequently there is no data regarding the general population
with which the number of no-child, one-child, two-child, etcetersa,
Who's Who fathers end rothers cean be compared.

The mean average nunber of children per ever-mapried man in
Who's Who is 1.8 and tnhne median number is 2.9 and the mean average
number of chilcren per ever-merried man having children is 2,8. These
averageg are slightly lower than they are in reality for the fact
that some men having children failed to mention either the number or
the nsnes of their children. This was especially true of the widowed
anc divorced men. The information as called for by the “Vino's Who"
questionnaire reads "Children - please list here (christian names in
£1ull) all of your children (if any) in the order of birth. DNames of

hasbands of narried (auchters should be adced. Deaths of chiléren



snould be indicated."™ Tnhis information was solicited for tue Iirst
time in 00mpiling)%ﬁe 1920-27 edition,and so some prrents may nave
slighted or overlooked the request ror their chiluren's names.,

The mean average number of chiluren per ever-married woman in
"Who's Who" is 1.1 anc the median number is 2.5, and the mcan avergge
number of children »er ever-married vomasn neving chiluren is Z.4.
These averages sre lower than they are in reality for the reason
already nmentioned in the anslysis for amen. These averages sus-est
that tho thzre sre epoarently many leaders without children those whhb
do have children aj’parently have a considereble number of them.
Comparisons between the two groups in regard to this fact will be
taxen up later. Sorokin found the average number of children that
Anerican millionaires heve is 2.866. J. McKeen Cattell found the mea&n
fanaily among American ilen of Science in general to be 2.23 chilcren.

In comprring lesders viitn laymen in lecundity comparable com-
parisons cen not bs mece vwrnen the number of children born is used as
a criteria because of the very much hi:her infant mortality rate and
genereal cdeath rate among the laymen than among the leaders. ore
adequnte comparisons can be made by using number or livineg chilcren
with #ge of otarents the same, &s & criteria. This however, is not
pocsiple =t precent due to absence of comparable cata.

Of the 1,718,982 mothers who in 1925 in the Birth Registration
area of United States bore children tho the mean average number born
by them is 3.2, the m=an average numver living is 2.9; end tho the
median numnber born by them is 4.1, the meclian average number living i
2.9. Similar averages for "Who's Who" leaders is not at hand. How-

ever, the two gro ps way be compared in another way, by comparing the
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percentage of one-cnild, and more child mothers in the two groupvs.
Apparently about 3/8 (37.1 percent) of the men =2né over 1/2
(52.3 percent)] of the women among the married, wicdowed and ¢ivorced
persons listed in "Who's Who" have no chilcren, Of this ssme group
13.5 percent of the men.and 16.4 percent of the women have one chila,
and 19.0 and 14.3 percent resvectively have two children, etc.
Considering only thos2 who heve chiluren which inecluces 14,124
of the men and 5C0 of the viomen we note that 21.5 percent of the
fathers and 34.4 percent of the mothers have but one chila. O0f the
mothers in the birth registration erea vho bore chilcren in 1625 tor
29.5 percent it was their first child. Between 29 and SC ver cent of
e ,U:TL
the mothers)bearing chilcren in any one year it is their first-born
child. Of the leaders, 0.2 of the fathers end ¢0.0C percent of the
mothers have two-childcren and as many es 11.4 of the I2thers anéd ¢.2
vpercent of the mothers have es many 2s five or more children.
Comaparing "Who's VWVho™ mothers with mothers in the birth regis-
tration area it will be notsd tust emong the rormer the verccntage
0T one-child, two-child snc tharee-child mothers sre more couion than
anong the latter, end conversely smong the lstter four-child snd
larcer nultiple-child mothers ere rels tively more numerous than
among the former and this tendency nreveils in s»ite of the fact thet
the latter are consicerably younser. As many as 86 percent of the
women in "Who's Who" are beyond the chilc-bearing eage o1r 49 years,
and pecause oi this cilference in ege the two groups of women cannot

be comnarecec directly. It is quite eviaent, however, that thie woauen
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who hgve attained national prominence and who are married tend to

be childless more oi'ten than laywomen, anc those who are motners
tend to restrict ths size of their family to a more reasonable size
then éo laywomen, This trait has been observed by others and thus
Tormed the basis of numerous prosaic anc reformist dlscussions. The
authors of "Builders of America™ view the figures of less than 60
percent of the women in "Who's Wao™ being married and less than Z/4
of those married having had chilcren a&s incdicating that,

"Feninism appears to be Like monogamy, religion, nhilianthroohy,
and meny other modern institutions -- admirable socislly, obut self-
ces*rictive biologically".(l)

Limiting their attackx uron the mrrital status of wedlock tney
say,

"The institution known as marriage illustrates an age-0ld tencency
for sociel pain to teke place at tue expense 0oi biologicel loss."(2)

Woods ¢generalized in studying 1,000 gracuates of the Hsrvard
clesses of 1900, 1892, 1894, and 1898 that high birth rate &1éd echieve-
ment sre reiated to each other sinece 9.7 percent of those avpearing
in "Who's Who" were still bsenelors, 16.4 percent were chilaless,
16.9 percert hac one child, 16.8 percent had two children, 18.9 per
cent nad three chilcren, 18.1 percent haa four children, etc.(g)

Wiggam naturelly accepts Wood's Iigfures as,

"real evicence that the parental instinet, the desire for children
an¢ an sbuncent family life, is bpiologiecally linked witn intelligence,

charecter, anc those Isctors which ensble a nen to fight his vay to
distinguisned ecneive.ent."(4)

(L) Huntington and VWhitney - Builders of America, page 149.

(2) 1Ibid., page 111.

(3) Woods, F, A. - 1Is the Humen ird 3till Bvolving, Journal of
Hereaity, (July 1927) Vol. 18, page 3(C5.

(4) Wiregam, A. E. - The Rising Tice of Degenerescy - lorlds World,
(November 1926) Vol. £8, page $3.
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Some nmillenniglly inclined writers are continually figuring that
the averace number of children per fertile married couple necessery
to keep population stationary must be between three end four and thet
college graduates, peonle oI eminence, and leeders of all kinds on
this b=sis are not reoroducing themselves. As on illustr=tion ve read

"In order to hold their own with the rest of the American n»opu-
lation, the leacders ought to be reproducing st such & rate that a
thousand nersons of the »resent generation will have fifteen to
eichteen hundred great-grendchildren. As a metter of fact, even if
we meke the most liberszl ellowences, the men in '"Who's Who' bid fair
to have scarcely nine hundred great-grandsons, or not much more than
halr enough to maintain their present vroportion in the community.
Among the women, even with still more liberal allowances, the number
of great-granddmughters per thousanc osersons gives nromise of being
scarcely two huncred. Not much hooe for the future in that.®(1l)

Obviously no two persons get the same answsBr in counting chickens
before they ore natched or babies belore they cre born. "The hard
vracticel Tact is that the population of the Inited States(is now

2)

certainly heaced Ior & stetionery point es <erly as 1932". This
statement was prompted on the basis of the oresent comnendable de-
elining birth rate in United Stotes. The still more ranidly de-
clining death rate vias of course igfgnorec. All kincs of generaliza-
tions can ve mace relative to population of the fubture when the
declining ceath rate, inereesing marriege rate, grester longevity,
greater'overlapping of generations, imiigretion, excess of birth
over ceaths, and other 2llied factors ere not concomitantly considered.
The nopulation of United States has been increasing at the rate of
gbout one enc¢ one-hall millior a yeer during the current decsde, le:s
than one fourth of which weas aue to imaigration, so that any statement

that the population of this country will be stationsry in a rew!ls

utterly absurd. The most scientific piece of research in predicting

(1} Huntineton anc Vhitney - The Tescendents of Who's Wno - Outlook
(August, 24, 1927) ®ol. 146, vare 539.

(2) Editorisl, Lensing State Journal, Zarch 11, 1920.
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the population of the future was recently done by Whelpton of
the Scripp Foundation for Populetion Research who prgdicts
175,000,000 versons for 1975 and 186,000,000 for 2000 for Con=-
tinental United States.(l)

The contention that leuders are not revlacing their kind
in sufficient quantitative numbers has also not been vroved,

The major prewise that a couple must have at least two children
to revlace them is not valid, for thé reason that varents keep
on living when the children marry and begin producing children,
and often are still alive when{the grandchildren marry and start
begetting. There are numercus contemmorary cases where four
generations of the same famlily are living, With people marrying
younger(z) than they did formerly and longevity being greater
than ever the contemvorary factor of overlapping'of generations
iéd a problem practically unthought of and unheard of, even

among vpopulation specialists,

If the 26,915 "Who's Who"™ leaders vroduce and rear to
maturity twice that number of children they will have reimbursed
their biolopical selves and that of their wives, If the 26,915
leaders, howsver, do not die off (which few do) as their children
start begetting there will be an increase in biological numbesms

among the leaders. In actuality, therefore, the 26,915 leaders,
by having somewhat less than 58,830 children will still be main-

(1) Whelpton, P, K., = Population of the United States, 1925 to

1975 - Amcrican Journal of Sociology (Sept. 1928) 34:265

(2) Ogburn, W, P, - Eleven Questions Concerning American liarriages -
Journal of Socisl Forces (Sept. 1927) Vol, 6, p. 6
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taining themsalves numerically as long as there is an increasing-
ly overlapping of generations, Since the 26,915 "Who's Who" lesd -
ers including single, widowed, divorced and childless nersons as
well as those with children have 41,210 children already, it

would indicate that about 4/5 of the leaders are repé%aégﬁﬁe tivem-
sedwes8 and that the overlapving of generations is sufficiently

L

adequate possibly to counterbalance the 1/5 of the leaders who &%

not rep tremPedvee biologically, - ' - wil o _e -
m@y&kvﬁw. ’
[
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JV. EDUCATION OF LEADERS,

How much more likely are college graduates in attaining emi-
nence, and positions of leadership than people without baccalaureate
degrees? In spite of the fact that there are ten to twenty-five
times as many non-college graduates as college graduates in most
communities, it is a common observation that the leaders in most
communities are more likely to be college graduates than non-
graduates, when compared on the basis of the relative number of
each, The editors of Who's Who compiled data on the education
of the nation's notables recorded in the 1899-00, 1901-8, 1903-5,
1910-11 and 1918-19 editions of Who's Who and the summary find-
ings are presented in the preface'to these editions, Several
others have also made studies along this line as will be noted later.

2xten$10f Eéduecstion

Over 3/4 (84 per cent) of the 26,915 men and women in
Who's Who attended college. Over 2/3 (69 per cent) graduated
from college of whom 72 per cent have two or more degrees, It
will be recalled that the median age of these leaders is 59 years
80 that about half of the college graduates among these leaders
graduated from college previous to 1890, in an age when relative-
1y few went to collegse.

The number snd ner cent of leaders receiving bachelor's,
master’'s or doctbr'e degrees, et cetera are shown in the follow-
ing table, Many received twm. three or more degrees, Only the
hiphest degree received wac vecorded. Of the men 16,1 per cent

received the Ph.D, degree, 2.8 per cent received either the Sc.D.
or the Litt,D, degree, 19.7 ver cent received a doctor's degree

in some technical field, 1l.1 received a master's degree, 19,.4
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Via
Eﬁghest0§0hooling
Tighzst Degree

. [ -
Received

Self-esducated, or
Privately educated

fommon s8chool
Tigh scehool

follege student -
non-graduate

AMen

1474
1350
752

3658

3achelors' degree in

technieal field(l)

1118

AOBQ' B.s., B.Ph., Or

Litte B. degree

‘asters' degree in
technical field(2)

t.X., M.Se., M.Ph.,
Litt. M., degree

loctor's degree in
technical field(3)

).Se., or D.Litt.,
degree

h.D. LVegree

lonorary Degree
(all kinds)

1)

2)

3)

3718

714

or
2067

4918

B.C.s.
B.E.
B.E.E.
B.D.
B.F.A.
B.LL.

H.M.
L.I.
LL.M.
M.Aces.
M.Arch.
M.B.A.

D.C.L.
D.D.
D.D.S.

eDoe

Percent ¥omen

5.9
S.4
3.0

14.7
4.5
14.9
2.8
8.3
19.7

2.8
16.1

1.9

100.0

B.Lss.
B.LI.E.
B.Muse.
BoOo
B.Pd. or
B.Pge.

M.C.E.
MoCoSo
Y.Ripe
Met.E.
M.F.

D.H.L.
(D.H.D. )
D.M.
J.V.D.

580
105
61

492

23

250

134

1973

Py.B.
B.P.E,

B.S.A.
B.S.D.
B.Th.

C.S.B.

M.FQL.
M.L.

M.M.E,
M.Mus.

h{.P.E.
M.P.L.

D.M.D.
D.Oec.
D.P.H.
IT..D.

zXtent or Nature Of Zducation Of wno's Lho ilen Ancd ‘lomen
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Percent Combined Percent

29.4 2054 7.7
5.3 1455 5.4
3.1 813 3.0
24,9 4150 15.4
1.2 1136 4,2
12.7 3965 14,7
6 726 2.7
6.8 2201 8.2
4.4 5006 18.6
l.8 723 267
8.4 4180 15.5
l.4 496 1.9
100.0 26,915 100.0
Ed.B.
J.B.
J.C.B.
M.B.
re.B.
S.T.B.
M.S.A.
Phar M,
Ph.M.
Th.M.
V.S.
D.S.T. D.V.S. S.C.D.
D.T.}'I. E.D. or SOJ.D.
D.V.M. D.Engo ThoD.
W N Pher.D.
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per cent received a bachelor's degree, 14.7 ver cent more attend-
ed college but did not graduate, 3.0 ver cent received only a
high school education, 6.4 per cent have only a common 8chool ed-
ucation and only 5,9 per cent were more or less privately educated
by their parents, governesses, tutors, or received specialisged
educational training, usually a musical or vocal training, under
private tutors or at private schools or institutions not infre-
quently in foreign countries. Two per cent were honored with
honorary degrees, Almost universally they had previously earned
one or more degrees, 80 that the percentages of men earning
bachelor, master and dootor degrees as the highest degrees re-
ceived are sach actually slightly higher than the figures in the
table indicate., A previous edition contained the biographical
sketch of Woodrow Wilson who is reported to have had a longer
list of honorary degrees than any other man ae he received ten
honorary LL.D.'s, one Lit.D., and one L.H.D.(l) In the current
edition Herbert Hoover is recorded to have received honorary de-
grees from 28 different universities after earning his A.B. in
Engineering at Stanford in 1896,

A much larger proportién of the women than of the men were
privately educated or went to college but did not graduate, while
smaller vroportions earned degrees of each of the different
general kinds, At least 2/3 of the women who were privately edu-
cated were borm abroad and almost all of them are either operatioc
singers or actresses, A few representative examples are:

Maria Jeritsa, soprano, born in Czechoslovakia, studied musio

(1) Gray, Picking People for Who's Who, Ibid.
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under Professor Ausvitser of Brunn, Martha Hedman, actress,

born in Sweden, studied under the first wife of August Strindberg,
Seri Von Bssen, Mary Garden, operatic soprano, born in Scotland,
began to learn violin at the apge of six and played in concert at
twelve. Lina Cavaliere (Mrs, Lucian Muratore), an operatic singeryg
born in Italy, studied music under lme, liariani-liase., Frances Aldas,
who married Guillo Gatti-Casazsa of Italy, born in Hew Zealand,
studied singing for 10 monthes with Mme. larchesi of Paris, This
list if extended would include nearly 600 examples of eminent
women. Thoughf such persons are commonly cited as examples of
self-education, in reality they are examples of intensive special-
ised education of a svecific kind almost from infaﬁoy.

Education is unquestionably ir the majority of cases a de-
cided stepping-stone to success, eminence, and leadership, A
college graduate is about nine tiémes as likely to attainm national
recognition as one who is not a graduate, It is estimated that
there were 67,928,000 versons in United States 20 years of age
and over on July 1, 1926, This means that since there were
26,914 persons 20 years of age and over in Who's Who at that time,
that one adult in every 2,524 attains eminence. It is estimated
that there are about 5,000,000 living college graduates in United
States, biographies of 18,9156 of whom appear in Who's Who., This
indicates that one college graduate in every 276 is eminent, or
nine times as many college graduatem in vroportion to their number
are "well known"™ nationally as is true of the general adult popu-
lation,

This general conclusion corresponds favorably with Dexter's

study of the first or 1890-1900 edition of Who's Who,
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"4 mention of 8,602 names in the volume in question means,
if we assume that every inhabitant of the United States above the
age of twenty-one was eligible to such mention, that one in every
8ix hundred was so honored. This thenm would be our ratio of
success for all degrees of education - good, bad and indifferent,
We find, however, that of the whole number mentioned, 3,237 had
received the bachelor’s degree in arts, literature, science or
rhilosophy at some college or university. But a study of the alum-
ni liste of such institutions shows us that after the commencement
season of 1899 there were 334,000 living graduates. A comparison
of the number mentioned in the book (3,237) with this whole number
alive shows us that one college graduate in each one hundred and
#ix found a place. Here then we have the ratio of success for
college graduates, But to carry our process of comparison one
step farther, taking 1:600 as the ratio of success (the Who's Who
kind) for the adult American, and 1:106 as that for the college
graduate, we find that the probability of success is increased
more than 5.6 times by a college education,™ (1)

J. Jastrow who made an analysis of approximately 60 per cent
of the 11,561 persons recorded in the second or 190l1-2 edition of
Who's Who found 4,521 or 39 per cent to be college men and, in
comparison with the adult male white population, finds that college
men "meet in a decidedly greater degree than the non-collegian the
requirements of a successful career in after-life".(2)

8cott Nearing finds in his study of an early edition of Who's
Who that only 13.1 per cent hsd never attended college and that
"the per cent of distinguished persons having no college affilia-

(3)
tion does not vary greatly from one geograohic area to the other®™,

) TP SN GO G i S SO TS Sy
sssleseseses=Rithnegeaeputtusbanbtntissntgentdalifepepreynnisstrew
Ssswenthutusuinssssmansnpustbbapennsn=inaseanaanmisinbisssunhne—af

(1) Dexter, B, G, - A Study of lioderm Success - Current Literature,
Vol, 33, page 163 (Aug. 1908)., See also 4 Study of 20th Century
Success - Popular Science lMonthly, Vol, 61, pages 241-251 (July 1902}.

(2] Jastrow, J, Distribution of Distinction in 4American Colleges -
Educational Review, Vol, 31, pages 24-54 (Jan., 1906},
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his stuly ol literary aen Jound that

"Over Tilty ver cent o 511 liter~ti stuacied rocceive. = ifull college
educeti.n. o Tfisures sre available ror the nuamover of collese gracuzt:
in that psrt ol the Americean peonle wnieh wze born oelore licl.
Jertainly taey cic not nwaber waore then a réew score thousand. since
this compars=ively snall number of people Hrowiced more literati

than the tens ol millions of peoples without a colle¢ge cegree it is
eoxnarent that the nan or women with an acadenlce ecucation wes

several hundred tiuaes =s likely to be 2 jersoun who wouald acnieve
literery cistinetion 2s was the person viithout that traiazias™. (1)

It has alreacy been siown in t.e preceding section that
exninence inecreases with apge an to s5out the arce oL 70 yesrs or mJre.
Jastrov. suows that eainence snons college men irncicases with thne
nmanber ol yesrs they nave becn out of collefe, 1le says,

"ot 1 in 7CC of te men out of collese Irom O o 0 yesrs finc
a place in '"wno's .no'; about 1 in 140 orf all oub of college 1C yesrs

or lecsz sre asntioned in '".ao's “ho; 1 in o3 ol %aose 1 years °T:)
less out o co’lere; 1 in 40 IZor *nose &0 rearc out of collegs".

(1) Clekke, Z. L. =-Aterican ilen 0. Letters-lThelr imturc and Lurture,p .

() Uerring, Jcott- The Yowungcer (Cenerstion O American Geni s,
seientitie llonthly (J=n. 1¢10) Vol.u, » td,.
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enc encnarins Vhiey onimce with elesoiatas, honee
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"The secetost Yhnloy I ool Troa oy eollese life ves
leariings to t-lk anc cerl vwith oy fellow aen, ana the onhorsuanity
Whiich I nave hrce or wetins follovs Jr2a all vrnlus ol 1lice end
211 ossrts ol the country In the sricndly 2nc intlaetc =y vileh
I ¢ould ncever heve cuoved obthurvizel " (1)
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Thie 5uolie senool nrs olten bewn eriticigzd by zoie clies tors
2nt by soue sar.nts or Lrichit childron bLeerule there is renorted

to be a yeccral tencinny to egy o oeee LI U orisat ouoils

covn to Thot of thac msdloecre Ousu.e  Lorouly Tzeen ol tiiis ten-
(l) ("41_1 Tanfetrion Vo Ty N e 54t o e v 146
Geucs, Taristian - O b LoLaer e 0N Louillng 2 Horr, nege 1ub.
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dency some people educate their own children, such us Lr, and
Mrs. J. lcKeen Cattell who personally educated all of their seven
children at home and none of them attended school until they en-
tered oollogo.(1) liany of the cases of so-called self-educated
or privately educated persons, some of whom have already been
mentioned, also illustrate this point, Others who feel similarly
inclined are usually restrained from such practides by a recog-
nition of the fact that although their children may acquire but
little book learming in school they will learn invaluable lessons
there that cannot be learned at home, namely, practice in living,
playing and working together with others of their own age and
interests, learning the principles of fair play, of give and take,
of loyalty, of cooperation - all those factors that make it
possible to live harmoniously with one's fellow men throughout
1ife.

I? pays to go to college if one has asvirations for leader-
ship. This was abundantly manifested in the compilation that ProZ,
Jonea(z, made in 1914 when he showed that although less than 1 rer
cent of American men are college graduates, yet this 1 per cent
of college graduates furnished
55 per cent of our presidents
36 per cent of the members in the 54th and 55th Congresses
47 per cent of the speakers of the House
54 ver cent of the vice-presidents
62 per cent of the secretaries of state
50 per cent of the secretaries of treasury

67 per cent of the attorney genersls
69 per cent of the Jjustica#s of the Supreme Court

(1) Science, Vol, 54, page 346 (Oct, 8, 1926)

(2) Jones, J. C. - Does College Bducation Pay, Forum (1914)
26:354-363, B8ee also Ellis, A, C, - The Money Value of Educatim,
Department of Interior, Office of Bducation, Bulletin 1917, Ko, 22,
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Zigh Scholarship and Eminent Leadershiv

The chances for uttaining mational distinction are nine
times as great for college graduates us for others is indicated
on preceding pages. Among the college graduates those who have
won Phi Beta [uvpa honors are three times us likely to become
achievers of national importance than non-Phi Beta Kavva graduates,
Undergraduates are elected to this preeminently honorary scho-
lastic fraternity entirely uvnon the basis of thelr grades as
recorded in the college registrars® books. liost Phi Beta Kapna
chapters choose members from 1/6 to 1/10 of the graduating class
having the highest scholarshivp averages. Phi Beta Kappa is
the oldest of the Greek-leter socleties or fruternities inm this
country, and is, in fact, the progenitor of the entire college
fraternity system, The first charter wus established at William
and Mary at Williamsburg, Virginia, in 1776 and during the four
succeeding years chuvters were organized at Harvard amd Yale,

At present over 100 colleges and universities -have Phi Beta
Kappa chapters,
The number and per cent who are members of various hon=-

orary Greek Letter "raternities are as follows:
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Number und Per Cent of College llen and of Fraternity lien
in "Who's who 1n America" Who are l.embers Of
Various Greel Letter Fruternities

s :Per Cent :Per Cent
s:Per Ceht :0f 21,366:0f 7,774
sof 24,992:College :Fraternity
:Men in :Men in :lien in
s"who's :"Who's :"Who's
:Who" who :Who™ who :Who" who

Honorary Greek Lete~ :Number of;are liem- :are liem- :sre .iem-

®0 oo o oo 09 00 o9 o0 00 oo

ter Praternity llen sbers :bers :bers

Phi Beté Kavpa 2920 s 11.7 : 13.7 : 37,7
Phi Kappa Phi : 309 : 1.2 : l.4 4,0
Sigma Xi ¢ 1259 : 5,0 : 5,9 : 16.2
Alpha 4ets : 104 : 4 : D ¢ 1.3
A1l other Honorary : 2 : 3.1 : 3.6 9.9

liore than 1/9 (11.7 per cent) of the total number of men
in Who's Who won Phi Beta {uppa honors. Of the college men
irn Who's who over 1/8 (13.7 per cent) won these honorg, Con-
sidering only the college men in "Who's Who in America" who
indicated affiliation with some Greek Letter Fraternity, over
3/9 (37.7 ver cent) distinpuished themselves scholastically
to the extent of having P.B.I. honors conferred upon them,

The somewhat over a hundred chapters of this Soclety in
1926 had a total membership approximaténg 60,000%* of whom
vrobably about 40 var cent @¥ 24,000 are men, This would indi-
cate that about one out of every 82 Phi Beta Kappa men in the
country is in wWho's who, Thus the probability of a man who has
attained the scholastic honors of membsrshin in the 2.3.I4
Socliety is about 17 times more likely to attain sufficient
achievements in after 1life to merit who's Who mention than is

the average man,

* Encyclopedia Britannica, 14th Edition, p. 701
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The 2hi Ilappa Phi 1é also an honoiary scholastic society
of which 209 men in Who's iuho wre identified, This number
is 1.2 ver cent of the total number of men in who's Who, and
4,0 per cent of the men in "iho's Who in imericu" who indicated
membershiv in Greek Letter Societies.

Sigma Xi honors are conferred uvon those nursuing courses
in the Sciences. There are 1259 men who mention membership in
this Society. This is one verson in every 20 among the entire
list of men recorded in.who's Who, <There are 104 Alnha Zeta
men and 772 men who are members of honorary Greek Letter Soclie-
ties other than of the Societies already mentioned, all of
which indicates that the men who are leaders in Colleges in their
courses tend likewisc to be the peers of thelr associates in the

game of l1life,



Dexter finds the high-grade men in college are 8till high
grade men when vut to the severer tests of active life - using
membership in the Phi Beta Kappa fraternity as a criteria of
high-grade college men and mention in %ho's Who in 4dmerica as a
oriteria of high-grade men in active life, His investigation
was based on the 1899-1900 edition of Who's Who and so he selected
the twenty colleges which had a chapter of Phi Beta Kappa for at
least twenty-two years previous to 1900 and graduates only of
these colleges were considered. He found that of the 8128 living
Phi Beta Kavpa members of these 22 colleges 481 or 5,9 per cent
were in Who's Who as comvared with 2,1 per cent of the total num-
ber of living graduates of these same colleges. He concludes
that "The Phi Beta Kappas man'e chances of success (getting into
Who's Who) are nearly three times that of his classmates as &
-hole'.(l,

Jastrow's study of the college men in the 1901-2 edition of
Who's Who led him to say that "not only does the college man meet
in a very decidedly greater degree than the non-collogiah the
requirements of a successful career in after life, but the high-
grade college man meets these requirements very much more generally
than does the average college man™ sincethe Phi Beta Kappa man has
2.8 a8 groat a chance to get into Who's Who as has the average
college graduato.(z)

Phi Beta Kappa students have always been prominent in svery
walk of 1life. Ten Presidents of United States were accorded Phi

(1) Demter, Edwin G, - High Grade lien in College and Out, Popular
Science Monthly (Mar, 1903) 62:432

(2} Jastrow, J, - Distribution of Distinction in American Colleges,
fan, 1906) 31:24-54
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Beta Kappa honors, Twenty-eight or 44 per cent of the men and
women honored by tablets in the Hall of Fame at New York Univer-
sity were members of Phi Beta Kappa., A surprisingly large rep-
resentation of Phi Beta Kappa members are found in all lists of
achievers,

That high scholastic standing in college is apparently as-
sociated with national recognition in future years is demonstrated
by figures collected by Prof. Lowell. He took the 4011l graduates
of Harvard in the classes of 1861 to 1887 of whom he found 301
or 1 in 18,3 to be in Who's Who. Speaking about the high or best

scholars he says

"Pake the men who graduated in the first seventh of their
classes during the same veriod, we find that they number five
hundréd and seventy-three, of whom eighty-two are in Who's Who;

80 thet their chance of distinoction is & trifle better than one

in seven, or nearly twice as great as that of the average graduate...
Scholarly attainment of every kind in college tends to be followed
by distinotion in after 1ife, though not to am equal degree.™ (1)

(1) Lowell, A. Lawrence - College Rank and Distinction in Life,
Atlantic Monthly (Oct. 1903) 92:514
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Alma Maters
5}0’3 larger vroportion of the alumni of some colleges than

of others appearing in Who's Who? Or, are some colleges appar-
ently more proficient in producing leaders of eminence than are
other colleges in proportion to their nnmbér of living graduates?
In general, institutions offering courses in many different col-
leges, divisions or departments, such as law, medicine, engineering,
arts and sciences would be expected to contribute more versons

to the ranks of Who's Who than institutions with a limited variety
of courses, Similarly, institutions would as a rule be expscted

to contribute to Who's Who in proportion to the number of their
living graduates,

The relative vroficiency of universities in producing eminent
men and women can be determined fairly satisfactoﬂ&’only by the
percentage of living alumni of specific graduating classes whose
biogravhies appear in Who's Who, A comparison of universities on
the percentage of living alumni of all graduating classes whose
biographies are sketched in the "Red Book" obviously gives the
older institutions a degided advantage over those which are younger,

since the probability of an alumnus gaining’national prominence
inoreases each year as he grows older and with each year that
he is out of college.

At least three investigators have mude aptempts to determine
the dggree of fecundity of cdlleges in turning out graduates who
won fame later in 1life,

Dexter, as a result of his vartial analysis of the first or
1899-1900 edition of Who's who, found that 3,237 of the 8,602 indi-
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viduals,

"were college graduates distributed among 200 colleges., One
hundred and forty-four of these colleges embracing all the more
important institutions, have in round numbers 260,000 living grad-
uates, only 2,655 of whom were mentioned in Who's Who, Classifying
these 144 colleges according to size, we have the following table:

Total Mentioned
Ko, of Number of in Percentage
No, of students Colleges Graduates Who's Who mentioned
Below 500 85 67,387 9563 1.40
500 to 1,000 26 34,810 328 .94
Above 1,000 33 157,617 1,371 .88

"Although this table would seem to show conclusively that the
smaller college is best (8ends out the largest percentage of its
graduates to fields of broadest usefulness, thus contributing most
largely in vroportion to its size to generasl culture and progress),
it should be remembered that the larger universities furnich men
from graduate or professional schools who are not accounted for
in this liet which includes only geaduates with bachelor's degree,
On the other hand, men are accredited to large colleges who really
graduated from small ones., The Who's Who names show almost no
graduates of more than ten years standing, and many colleges,
notably the western state universities may no doubt have vnassed
from the small class to the large since their prominent sons were
graduated; so that the classification is hardly accurate, These
facts, however, do not seem to disturb the advantage of the smaller
colleges. For though Harvard and Yale - leaders for the large
colleges - far exceed the uversge, there are nine of the colleges
with & membership below 500 which surpass them.”™ (1)

Jastrow made a partial analysis of approximately 60 per cent
of the 11,551 cases appearing in the second (1901-2) edit:on of
"Who's Who in dmerica™ as to when and from what institution they
graduated with a bacealaureate degree, He found the six most
distinguished colleges (those having the largest proportion of its
graduates eligible to entry in Who'’s Who recorded in it) in order
of rank from the highest on down to be: Columbia, Cornell, Harvard,
University of llichigan, University of Pennsylvania and Yale, He
believes that,

(1) Dexter, E. G, - What is the Best College, World's Work (April
1908) 5:3302
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"It 18 obvious at once that the most distinguished colleges
come from the group of the largest colleges.....those which have
continuously been the most prominent and prosperous institutions
in their environment.....have the widest and most honorable and

influential reputations,™ (1)

Scott itearing in attempting to find the degree of associatim
between college affiliations and eminence by partially analysing
the leaders in an early editiom of Who's Who found that the number
of distinguished persons graduating from Harvard ie 155 the highest
number, then Yale 83, Columbia 52, Michigan 44, eto. In this con-
nection dearing made an interesting discovery which possibly serves
as a partial explanation for the meritorious positions of several
of these large universities in this respect., He found that

"Yale, even more than Harvard, seems to have drawn her dis-
tinguished alumni from all parts of the country, and both of these
colleges have done this in a unique way, that is, without parallel
among the other colleges for which returns were tabulated, with
the single exceptionof Stanford.™ (2).

Cattell in classifying the 1,000 outstanding men of science
by institutions at which these men vursued their under-graduate
studies is less vositive in éﬁ% conclusions than are the other
writers cited,for he says, "It is not certain that a preponderancse
of'ecientific men has been ﬁroducea at any institution as compared
with the total number of atndonts‘.(z

As far as American "men of science”™ are concerned Cattell

made the interesting discovery that

*those who attend the larger universities are not of higher

(1) Jastrow, J, - Distribtition of Distinction in American Colleges,
ZTducational Review (Jan, 1906) 31:24-54

(2) Kearing, Soott -~ The Younger Generation of American Genius,
Scientific Monthly (Jan, 1916) 2:48-61

(3) Cattell, J. M, - Statistical Study of American lien of Science,
Science, Vol. 24, page 740 (Dec, 7, 1906}



average performance than others, Thus of the 106 who have tkken
the bachelor's degree at Harvard, 556 are in the first rank and 51
in the second., Yale, Cornell and Mgéchigan have produced men
above the average rank, and the excess is such that it is probably
significant,” (1)

In the present study of Who's Who the ranking universities
in distinguished alumni as found bv the foregoing investigators
are still found to be among the ranking institutions, The edu-
cational institution from which an individual received his first
degree is coredited as one's alma mater in this discussion., There
are 487 colleges and universities in the United States which are
represented in Who's Who by one or more of their alumni, There
are many colleges and universities in foreign countries, especially
Canada, some of whose alumni found their way to emipence in America
and entrance into Who's Who,

The educational inatitutions with the largest absolute number
of eminent alumni and the number of such distinguished alumni from
each of these is presented in tabular form together with the year

of first opening of each of these institutions,

(1} Ibia
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College Graduates (lMen) in Who's Who Classified by
Alma Mater

Xumber of Lien
Year of Alumni of Specified

First Alma Mater in

University Opening Who's Who
Harvard University 1639 1348
Yale University 1701 876
Princeton University 1746 426
Cornell University 1868 418
University of Michigan 1841 393
University of Pennsylvania 1740 388
University of Wisconsein 1848 252
Massachusetts Institute

of Technology 1865 262
Brown University 1765 281
Dartmouth 1769 228
U.8. Uilitary Academy 1802 221
Chicago University 1892 203
Columbia University 1754 197
Johns Hopkins University 1876 197

The number of eminent Harvard msle alumni totals 1348, the
highest, then Yale, 876, Princeton 426, Cornell 418, lilchigan 393,
ot cetera. The order of these universities may be quite different
when arrayed from highest to lowest in the order of the largest
proportion of their living male graduates chronicled in #ho's Who.
Much more significant than the raenking of universities in the
absolute number of thetr distinguished male alumni is the ranking
of the universitiea in the number of distinguished male alumni in
proportion to the number of living male graduates.

Since some universities are co-educational institutions,
some are or have been primarily men'’s oolleges and others are
women'’s colleges it 1s necessary to obtain the number of living
graduates by sex., These figures are not readily available for
some universities 80 that it is impossible to determine the relative

proficiency of the various colleges in producing either male
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leaders or female leadsrs. Furthermore, some colleges are pri-
marily graduate institutions and others are primarily under-graduate
institutions., Likewise some are academic institutions and others
are professional institutions so that much sifting is necessary to
select homogeneous institutions in order that comparisons hetween
institutions are strictly comparable.

The University of Michigan from 1860 to 1926 (the period in
which practically everyone 1n“Who'a ﬂhé'who is a college graduate
received his bacoalaureate degree) graduated 10,733 men, which
means that since 393 of them are in Who's Who that 37 per 1,000 of
them have attained national prominence., In the same peribd 6!
years 14,797 men have graduated from the University of Wisconsin
8o that 17 per 1,000 are rerresented in the volume. From the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology 11,033 men have graduated
80 that 23 out of wvery 1,000 of them have won national recognition,
Dartmouth has graduated 9,061 men of whom 256 in every 1,000 have
achieved national prominence., There are 7,352 men who have re-
ceived baccalaureate degrees from the University of Chicago of
whom 28 ver 1,000 are recerded in the AeX  book of the nation's
notables. The number of male graduates for all of these insti-
tutions is for the years 1860 to 1926 inclusive, The variation
between the various institutions cited and for whom the number of
men receiving bhaccalaureate degrees is at hand, the number of emi-
nent alumni per 1,000 graduates can be largely accounted for due
to chance fluctuations, years of first opening and type of cur-
riculum, It is difficult to say which is the ™best college™,

Bach college might be able to indicate how it is Bwnerior to the

majority of other colleges in some respect.



- W -

120

The 16 colleges and universities with the largest absolut§
pumber of female alumni recorded in Who's Who are: Vassar with 69
distinguished alumni, Smith 51, Wellesley 38, Bryn Mawr 20,
Columbia 27, liichigan 27, Radcliffe 27, Cornell 23, Chicago 21,
California 19, Leland Stanford 18, lt. Holyoke 14, Wisconsin 14,
¥innesota 13, Northwestern 13, and Oberlin 13, It will be noted
that 6 of the 16 colleges listed are women's colleges; also that
the four colleges with the largest absolute number of distinguished
alumni are women's colleges. The respective position in relative
rank of these colleges would no doubt be somewhat different if
arrayea on the basis of the number of eminent alumni in proportiam
to the totad number of living graduates.

The foregoing figures indicate that higher education is a
significant contributing faotor in the making of leaders, This
is brought about through contacts in the more formative years of
life - contaots with men and books, organizations and ideas, super-
iors and inferiors, all in the course of four to seven years the
like of which the averagd non-college person does not experience
in the course of an entire lifetime, A8 a rule the college man at
the are of 26 has experienced and lived 8o much more than a
non-collegian of the same chronological age. Of course, selective
processcs of all kinds are also in continuous operation, and es=-
vecially so at preeent in some institutions, which tend to select
rather specific types of high school seniors., The coordination of
these two factors naturally forces the college-trained men into

the limelight,
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V.. OCCUPATION OF LEADZIRS

Herododotus tells us that "Every Egyotian was commanded by
law annually to declare by what means he maintained himself; and
if he omitted to do it, or gave no satisfactory account of his
way of living, he wus punishable with death., This law Solcn
brought from Egyot to Athena, where it wus inviolably observed
. a8 a most equitable regulation,”™ To learn a trade has been
more Or less obligatory of all young men in the majority of
countries in the past, Seneca philosophized that "nothing is
more disgraceful than that an old man should have nothing to
show to vrove tpat he had lived long, except his years", It
wa§ a maxim with the Jews, "that he that did not bring uv his
son to some honest calling, brought him up to be a thief",

The United States Census of 1920 shows 92.4 ver cent of
the men and 28,1 ver cent of the women twenty years of age and
over to be engaged in gainful occupations - the men predominantly
in Manufacturing and Mechanical Industries and in Agriculture,
Forestry and Animal Husbandry, and the women in Domestic and

Pergonal Service and in lManufacturing and lMechanical Industries,

UegbOhtiOng-o8 Ko~ NaTton's Leadars

The nation'’s "best known"™ persons, both men and women, are

engaged predominantly in vorofessional pursuits, both in absolute
numbers and in relative numbers. Both the professional veople
and those engaged in public services apvear in Who's Who in
numbers larger than their proportion in the total vnonulation,

and all other general occupational grouns avppear in smaller
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relative numbers,

Percentuge Distribution of the Gainfully Emnloyed
Populatlion of United States, 20 Years of Age &
Over and of wWho's Who Leaders, Classified by Sex.,

Wales Females
U.3. Who's U.S. Wwho's

General Divisions 1920 Who 1980 Who
of Occuvations P.Ct. P.Ch. P.ct. D,CG,
Agriculture, Forestry

and Animal Husbandry 28.7 1.1 11.0 o1
Extraction of liinerals 3.3 o3 .0 .0
Manufaoturing and

Mechanical Industries 33 .4 6,9 20,8 2.0
Transportation 8.9 1.5 2.1 o1
Trade 11.2 6.0 7.8 1.0
Public Service 2.3 9.9 9 9
Professional Service 3.7 73.6 13,7 95,9
Domestioc and Personal

Service 3.8 .0 28,6 .0
Cleriocal Service 4.7 ol 16,7 .0

Three and seven-tenths ver cent of the gainfully employed
adult male population in United States are enguaged in professional
servicea, whereas 20 times us many or 73.6 per cent of the men
listed in Who's Who are thus occupied vocationally. Thirteen
and seven-tenths per cent of the gainfully employed adult female
population in United States are engaged in professional services,
whereas 7 times a8 many or 95.9 ver cent of the Wwho's Who women
are similarly employed.,

Those engaged in vrofessional pursuits have had many more
years of schooling, as & rule, than those in other callings,
liost of the vrofessional veople who attain mational cognizance
are highly specialized snecialists, For examnle, many of the

vhysiociasts are not mere ohysicists, they are astrophysicists,
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biophysicists and electrovohysicists, The M.D.'s are not mere
M.D.'s but thev are aurists, dermatologists, gynecologists,
laryngologists, neurologists, oculists, ophthalmologists, oral
surgeons, orthopedists, oto-laryngologists, otologlsts,
pvediatricians, roentgenologists, urologists, et cetera, Similar
tendencies vrevail in most of the othsr vrofessions, ZEach is @&
skilled and trained expert or specialist and a veerless authority
in his special field of vocational activity.

Bducators are by far the largest single occupational group,
both in absolute numbers and in relative numbers, among those
listed in Who's Who. Biogravhies of as many a8 5,054 College
Presidents and Professors appear therein. The Federal Census
in 1920 enumerated 23,322 males in this vprofessional group, 8o
that about 1 in 5 amoné them appears in Who's Who, The editors
of this reference work realized that although there are possibly
more versons of eminence in the field of education than in any
other phase of human activity they felt Jjustified in reducing
the relative number of educators in the subsequent edition,
Educatore of all kinds representing about 28 per cent of the
entries in the 1926-27 edition were reduced in the 1928-29
edition to about 16 per cent.(l)

Next to @ollege presidents and professors there are more
lawyers, judges, justices and attorneys in Who's Who, totaling
2,796, than versons of any other single profession or specifio

ooccuvation, In 1920 there were 120,781 men in United States

(1) Personal 1ntefview with one of the editors, December 27, 1928,



classed under the general category of lawyers and judges,

which means that about 1 in every 43 of them is recorded in

Who's Who, From all available data, it appears that very few

vprofessional or svecific occumational groups are revresented

in Who's Who in larger relative numbers than are lawyers,
Number of Persons (Males) Engaged in Svwecified Professions

q and Occunations in 1920, and the Number and Rabtio of Rach
Recorded in Who's Who,

iales in liiales in

Occupation U. S. 1920 Who's Who Ratio
College Presidents and .

Professors 23,328 5,054 5
Lawyers, Judges and Justices 120,781 2,795 43
Authors, Zditors and

Reportora 32,129 2,367 13
Clergymen 125,483 2,356 53
Bankers, Brokers, and

Money Lenders 156,309 876 160
Physicians and Surgeons 137,758 748 184
Artists, Sculptors and :

Teachers of Art 20,785 603 34
Chemists, Assayers and

Metallurgists 31,227 398 78
Musicians and Teachers of

lMusio 57,587 312 184
Bajlway Officials and

Superintendents 35,830 303 118
Architects 18,048 264 68
Religious, Charity and

Welfare Workers 14,141 232 61
Librarians 1,795 182 10
School Teachers - 116,848 120 973
Actors and Showmen 33,818 90 376
Insurance Agents and

Offiocisals 129,589 63 2,067
Designersand Inventors 12,107 48 262
Dentists 54,323 34 1,598
Telegravh and Telenhone

Officials 11,0569 25 442
Real Estate Agents and

Officials 129,927 19 7,364

A1l other Occupational
Groups 30,974,005 7,953 3,895

-
+3



College Presidesnts and Professors, Librarians, Authors
and Artists, however, seem to anpear in Who's #Who in even
larger relative numbers than do lawyers. Clergymen, religious,
cherity and welfare workers, architects and chemists, appear
among the notables in only slightly less relative numbers than
do the lawyers, It was indicated earlier that one adult in
every 1,380 adult males in United States in 1926 was recorded
in Who's Who. Using the 1920 povoulation figures instead of the
estimated ponulation for 1926 the ratio would be 1 in every
1,293, 1t is anparent that all the occuvational groups listed in
the accompanying table, eﬂcept real estate agents and officials,
insurance agents and officials, and dentists, are several times
to several hundred times more likely to attain national
recognition than is the averuge verson,

0f the approximately 31 million of adult workers (20 years
of age and over) engaged in‘&cé&pations other than the 20 listed
in the above table, only 7953 or 1 in every 38956 has attained
national distinction, ©ETvidently professionalization and eminence
are closely associated. The man who is working at something
that anybody can do and do equally well does not get into the
limelight, The man who does something of some significance that
nobody else can do &8s well or which has never been done before,
his name and his achievement soon regches nractically every
househodd.

Among the men recorded in the biogranhical skétch book
appear 31 anthropologists, 2o archaeologists, . . ' N
89 astronomers, 33 bacteriologists, 109 biologists, 141 botanists,
206 economists, 209 geologists, 107 mathematicians, 25 meteor-

ologists, 11 mineralologists, 26 museum directors, 51 naturalists,

.



14 ornithologists, 30 palaentologists, 27 philologists, 159
physicists, 24 plant pathologists, 124 vsychologists, 74
sociologists, 54 statisticlians and 154 zoologists,

The changee of a person who is engaged in nrofessionsl
service of attaining eminence, as evidenced by admission to
Who's Who, is 26 times greater than that of the average verson,
since over 18,000 professional men of the 1,100,000 professional
men in United States 20 years'of age and over, or 1 in every
50 18 recorded in Who's itho, s compared with 1 in about every
1300 among the total vopulaticn., Of course those who are en-
faged in the arbitrary admission to Who's Who class of occuva=-
tions, such as judges, authors, ceidese presidentsfggéwgﬁgzi
ecclesiasticists, would naturally loom comsnicuously numerous
among the list of the nation's notables, Howevér, if they were
not arbitrarily included their relative numbers among the
country's “bést fnown™ men would doubtless not be materially
changed since they are preeminently moulders of thought and
leaders of men, They ure workers with human beings rather than
with material things, These rmen have onportunities for the in-
fluences of versonal traits.

Writers have always been accoried greaf honor for sharing
with us their thoughts and for not permitting their ideas to
die within them, That which is not exvressed in some form dies,
Wpitings are possibly one of the few reasomably assured means,
besides rearing a family, of immortalizing their progenitors,
In the Hall of Fame are 63 men and women 15 of whom are known

to all of ue and chiefly by their writings, and the others,






though not authors, a majority of them &re known to us by their
writings quite as much as by their other works.

It 18 largely through writings that we are privileged to
share the choicest thoughts of the ages and this is possibly
one reason why so rany persons view books as 1m§ortala. Plato suaid
_ "bosks are immortal sons deifying their sires™, and Rufus Choate
said, "a book is the only immortality®. Channing regarded writ-
ings a8 "the voices of the distant and the dead, and makes us
heirs of the sviritual 1ife of past ages"., Henry Ward Beecher
£353$:£i~a book a8 "the symbol and presage of immortality"”,
Certain it is that more people get into the wvublic eye through
writings than through any other channel,

Though the career of only 1343 of the men in Who's Who
is classed as that of author or writer as many as 7810 or nearly
1/3 (31.2 per cent) of the total number of men in the entire
volume have written one or more books, Of the men who have
written books the largest number, 1696 or 21.7 per cent have
written but one book, 20.2 have written two books, 14,7 have
written three books, et cetera, Most of those whose careers are
classed a8 that of author or writer have written more than just
one or two books, As many as 13.3 per cent of all who are
authors of books have written nine or more.

More than half (52.0 ver cent) of the women in Who's Who
have written one or more books, This relatively high percentage
might be expmected since 756 or 38.3 ver cent of the Who's Who
women practice writing as their major career, A larger vercentage

of the women who rave written books are authors of nine or more



boocks than there are women who are authors of but one book or
of two or three books, lost of those who have written but a few
books listed some career other than ™author" as their princinal

vocation,

Number and Per Cent of Who's Who len and Women Who Have
“Written Books, Clascifled by Number of BOOks Written

Number of

Books

Written Men Women

Wumber P.Ct, Yumber P.CG,

1 1696 21,7 118 11,5
2 1575 20.8 169 16.4
3 1145 14,7 128 12,5
4 843 10.8 123 12,0
5 615 7.9 78 7.6
6 419 5.4 "8 7.6
7 28 3.6 51 5.0
8 18 2.4 43 4,2
9 or More 1043 13,3 238 23,2

Total 7810 100.0 1026 100.0

All studies of genius, great men, leaders and achievers
indicate that such persons are vredominantly orofessional
vpeople and in general are sons of professional vpeople and come
from relatively well-to-&o families, Prof. Visher has made the
most exhaustive study of the occupaticns of the fathers of the
notables in Who's Who and found that

"8,546 or 35.2 per cent were busiress men; 8,327 or 34,3
ver cent were professional men; 5,681 or 23.4 per cent were
farmers; 1,530 or 6.3 per cent were skilled or semi-skilled
laborers; but that only 121 or 0.4 per cent were unskilled
leborers, There were also 73 reported as men of leisure,

"At the 1870 census, about 5 ver cent of America's men
were business men; about 2,2 per cent were professionsal men;

about 29.5 per cent were farmers 'not including farm laborere
of which there were about an equal number); und 18 per cent
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were skilled or semi-skilled laborers, while 45 ver cent were
unskilled laborers.

"Thus the business and vrofessional mam fathered seven and
sixteen times, respectively, the number of notables that would
be exvected on the basis of the small proportion they made of
the population., Farmers, on the other huni, fathered sbout
one-fourth less than the proportionate share, but the farmers
did much better than other manual workers, contributing two und
a third times as many as skilled and semi-skilled laborers and
70 times as many as the nearly one-half of all the men of the
nation who were classed a8 unskilled laborers,

"Expressed in other words, the production of these notables
by the higher tyve of laborers was about 30 times as great in
proportion to vooulation as by the unskilled laborers, whereas
the farmers did 70 times as well as the unskilled lsborers,
business men 600 times as well, and vrofessional men 1,400
times as well, Thus, althoush only one unskilled laborer in
about 37,500 (about the year 1870) fathered a son or daughter
sufficiently noteworthy to win a n»lsce in Who's Who, one skilled
laborer in 1,250 had that distinction, one farmer in 550, one
business man in 62, and one professional man in 27," (1)

i, Albert Odin's study of "Genese des Grands Hommes™
covering a veriod of 500 ycars showed that the rich people of
France composing only & per cent of the population produced

- A LT
10 times as much genius as did the other 97 per cent gt Lis' lenany

e - B

{,cwv/* 4’»’ /‘fl“ a fh - ﬂ;f‘af L fanff —onet \JL\(L& ,&4\,,\‘1/ W: Angang e
et damg Woods, the b1olopist'“fbgethéf%w£th Ai vgb Ireland,

the publicist, found on stndying the Znglish "Dictionary of
National Biography" which contains the records of achievements
of approximately 30,000 distinguished persons of British and
Irish blood during the vast 1000 years that artissns, craftemen,
skilled and unskilled lasborers furunished only 11,7 per cent of
all the 30,000 eminent persons although they were f%g? to ten

times as numerous as the so-called "uvper classes®, Havelock

(1) Visher, Stevwhen S, - The Occunations and Environment of
Fathers of American Notables, Who's Who, 1926-7, vages 27.

(2) M. Albert Odin, "Genese des Grands Hommes"™ Pfs4é~7

(3) Wiggam, A, E. - America as a lursery of Genius - iWorlds iork
(Oct. 1986) 52:684=5
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shortcomings™ of "Who's Who in America" in commenting on the
1908-09 edition to be "its small percentage of names of persons
in the industrial and business world and an overemvhasis uvon
the professions, and neglect of commercial and industrial
achievemsnts™, They find the impertant factory cities such as
Paterson, Fall River, Lynn, Springfield, and St. Josevh (Missoun),
to have very few persons inscribed in Who's Who, and even these
few are generally professional peopdte. Their conclusion is
that "it is hard to exvlain these absurd disvarities in favor
of the professions on any other ground than the editors of Who's
Who, in making up their list of numes, follow too much the lines
of least resistance - college catalogues, lists of the members
of learned societies, publishers' announcements, magsazine indices,
and other easily obtainable records."(l) The editors of Bookman
note the same disparity still existing in the 1912-13 edition.(Z)
Possibly these editors are vartly justified in their opinionmns,
However, it is likely that they minimized two imvortant factors,
One is that a person may be of considerable importance and in-
fluence locally and also be the most outstanding person in his
community yet be a long way from being a person of national promi-
nence. The second and usually more common factor that is slighted
is8 the fact that leaders appear as media in a social process. The

phenomenon of leadership varies considerably among the different

cultural activities, such as mechanical industry, education, re-

(1) Editorial - ‘he lew "Who's Who in America™ (lay 1908) &7: 30-33
(2) Bditorial (FPebruary 1913) 36: 602



ligion, and art, Ogburn reminds us that

"For instance in mechanical develovment, the vnsychological
elements of personality, hardly come into play as much as they
do in religiom, In those activities where there are opportunities
for the influence of versonal traits of leadershiv the great man
has an additional kind of influence esvecially among his con-
temporaries, Also in vainting, music and literature there is
opportunity for the influence of personal traits. 5o that in
trying to avpraise the role of the great man there is error in
generalizing for all fields of culture."” (1)

Numerous writers have decried the sparsity of leaders of
naticnal caliber in government and industry at voresent, One
writer thinks "The national leaders of the type of Washington,
Jefferson, Hamilton, Franklin, Charles Sumner, John sarshall,
and the Adamses have apvarently passed from the volitice to the
Universities, In the nationsl arenas we now have too many
Tom Heflins, in the State too many 'Pa' and 'Ma' Fergusons
and lirs. Knapps, and in the city too many Bill Thompsons and
Bossie Gillises and their less touted prototypes.™ (28) It
must be remembered that the industriasl nhase of our civilization
is 8till relatively young as compared with many of the leazrned
professions, and second that industries have a very much higher
number of laborers and unskilled and semi-skilled helpers than
do the vrakssions, very few of whom in their normal activities
achieve something to the extent that the world blases a beaten

track to their doorsteps.

(1) Ogburn, Wm, F. - ~he Great llan Versus Social Forces, amserican

Journal of Sociology
(2) Carey, Henry R. - But Not One Cent for Leadership, Inde-

pendent (July 9, 1¢28) 120:545
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Extent to Which Leaders Follow the Same Occuvation as Their Fathers

In this industrial age of svecialized specialization with
thousands of different occuvations open to one and new ones de-
veloping constantly opportunity is provided for persons of the
most diverse interests and aptitudes. This together with the
ease of migration permits ohe to follow callings other than that
of his father to a greater extent than ever before, Yet it
seems that sons of fathers engaged in certain occupations "carry
on" the occuvation of their fathers or establish themselves in
ocoupations like that of their fathers in significant numbers.

"Father's name in full"™ and "Mother's nume in full" are
among the items repuested of those to whom personal data blanks
are submitted by the Who's Who'editors. In case the applicant's
father is a Reverend, judge or doctor of medicine and he has
noted it on the blank this information anpears in the biogravhim1l
sketch,

{here are 768 versons listed in Who's who who indicated
that they were thd sons of Reverends, 12] of whom are themselves
Reverends or engaged primarily in religious work., Clergymen in
the prast have usuallf held a high social position, For many
centuries it waé the desire of most families to have at least
one of théir sons wear the robe of the church, The minister's
study usually being in his house kevot him in close touch with
the family a greater part of the time thun commonly vnrevails
among men in other occunations, Possibly the religious exercises
that members of many clergymen's families mutually narticivate

in make such families more closely knit socislly and cause



father and son to Be considerably devoted %o each other, These
and other factors undoubtedly account in large vart fot the
seemingly large vroportion of presachers' sons who become preachers,

‘here are 258 versons whose biogravhical sketches state thrat
their fathers were Li.D.'s, 41 of whom are also doctors of medi-
cine or otherwise enguged in medical work of some kind., Just
as there are numerous examples of 3 and 4 generation "clergy"
families Just so are there also scme exampnles of 3 and 4 gener-
ation "doctor™ families, It is not easy to conjecture the forces
that induce avparently large numbers of doctors' sons to follow
in their fathers footsteps, The fact that doctors go about doing
so much good in salleviating suffering naturally makes a strong
avrpeal to humanitarian natures,

There are 43 versons who indicated that their fathers were
Judges, 6 of whom are themselves judges, There are 42 others
who indicated that t‘hey were pursuing the same occuvwation as
that of their fathers which, in the majority of cases, was
officership in the army or professorship in a university.

Serving as apprentices at their father's trade is not
a part of the folkways of this country.. Nevertheless, a con-
siderable number of sons in each generation will no doubt
follow in their fathers' vocational footsteps, and more likely
it willbe those whose fathers occasionally exnress contentment

regarding their lot in life,



Positions Held in Present Field of Major Zconomic Activity

In the present study in considering the number of positions
held or occupations vursued by the nation's leaders 710 cases
were analyzed, the first 710 men listed in "Who's Who in
America™ who are residing in United States, Trese men are re-
siding in &all but one (Wyoming) of the 48 states. The vositbns
held were divided into two classes, namely, those held within
his present field of magor economic acti#ity and those held
outside of it. Each distinct promotion or change in rank or
vosition was noted as a change in position as was each special
change, The object of this two-fold classification was (1) to
discover the average number of vositions contemporary leaders
have held in their own field of major activity aund how the
number of vositions held in one's own field is related to various
other social factors, and (2) to discover the average number of
vositions contemvorary leaders have held and are holding outside
of their own field of major economic interest and how the number
of positions held outside of one's own field is related to other
factors, This 1s intended to serve in part as a measure of
extra-vocational activity and in part as indicatines changes in
major interest, Examples of positions held outside of one's
field of major economic interest is that of a practicing nhysician
who 1is a.director of a bank and & national officer of a lodge,
An inventor who was once a football coach and an actor, and a
college professor who formerly preached and farmed,

The following table shows the number and per cent of lead-

ers who have held various numbers of vnositions in their own field.

136



Leadership and Jumber of Positions Held in Jwn Fileld

Number of

Positions

Held in

Own Field Leaders

Lhumber Per Cent

Less than 3 179 . 26

3 to 6 356 50

7 or more 175 24
710 100

One-half held from 3 to 6 different nositions in their own
field of magor activity, a fourth (26 ver cent) held fewer, and
nearly a fourth (24 per cent) held more. The average vperson
has held 4.7 vositions in his own field, This indicates the
dynamic changes in the industrial and nrofessional democracy of
America, There is always room at the tovo for qualified, trained
men, How different from countries where an adolescent servee as
an avprentice at a trdde and which he follows throughout life. |
1The less 1ike a caste system an institution is the greater is
the opportunity for advancement,

The single men have held fewer vositions in their major
field of overation than the married men, 3,6 as compared with
4.8, This is vrobably due in part to the single men being
somewhat younger, in part probably, because the single men may
be more satisfied with the position that they occupy on the
oocouvational ladder, and partly to the fact that they have
less of a social position at stake andyso are not stimulated
"ever onward and uoward" by familial ties a8 married men fre-
quehtly are.

Those in the larger towns and cities have changed positions
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in their own field oftener than the leaders in smaller cities
and towns, vossibly because of the range from the lowest po-
sition to the highest vosition in most occupations in large cities
being greater. The leaders in cities of 100,000 or more in-
habitants have held an averure of 4,9 vositions, those in cities
between 5,000 and 100,000, 4.5 positions and those in places

of less than 5,000, 4.4 positions. ©Small places and cities do
not provide opportunities to rise to such heights g8 the larger
cities do, The big positions in smaller places and cities often
have an over-suvply of elipible applicabts while the big
vositions in the largest cities gd begging for big calibered
executives, managers and administrators, There are more rungs
in the occunational ladder in the larger cities than elsewhers
due to greater speoialiéation and therefore the avefage leader
in the larger cities tends to hold a larger number of positions
than those in the smaller ones.

There is apparently no close relationship betweeun the size
of vlace or city a personis born in and the number of positions
he has held in his field of predominant interest. Regardless
of the number of positions a contemporary leader holds he is
quite as likely to have been born on & farm, town or small city
a8 in a large city. Some selective vrocesses, however, seem
to operate after one is born, The more determined a person
is to be a big success in the "eyes of the world™ the more ne-
cessary it is, as a rule, to go to the larrer metropolitan
centers, Also the larger the metropolitan c:=nter the greater

the number, variety and intensity of stimulation that one receives.,
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The extent of one's education does not seem to be related
to the number of positions he has held. On the average those
witig little eesucation and those with much education have held
avproximately the same number of positions in their chief occu-
vation or vrofession,

The number of organizations & person velongs to seems to
be quite generally associated with the number of positions that
he has held, Those who have held less than three positions in
their own field belong to an average of 4,7 organizations, those
who have held 3 to 6 positions belong to an average of 5.4
organizations, and those who have held 7 or more positions belong
to an average of 5,7 organizations, This relationship is very
probably recinrocal and complimentary, 3By affiliating with a
group and varticivating in its activities one's prestige is
enlarged, his personality is develoned his ego inflated and his
social self enlarged for as James states, "A man has as many
social selves as there are individuals who recognize him", and
"as many different social selves as there are distinct groups
of persons about whose opinion he cares'.(l) To keev his eco=-
nomic self on a par with his social self would consequently lead
him to greater activity, more enthusiasm ami interest in his
work which generally lead to promotions, The various social
8elves of an individual tend to balance each other, and, as he
climbs high up the economic ladder he sees where group affiliations
mean  broader acquaintanceBhip and more social power,

It seems that the more vositions one has held along the line
of his major interest the fewer vositions he has held or holds

outside of his occuvational line, Those who have held less than

(1) James #i11iam « Pevehalase wwama .=



140

three positions within their own field average 2,1 vositions
outside, those who have held 3 to 6 vositions within their own
field average 1,3 vositions outside, and those who have held 7
or more vositions within their own field average only .7 po-
8itions outside, It may be that those with limited vocational

exverience comnensate by a diversity of extra-vocstional activity,
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Pogitions Feld Outside of Own Fileld

One-hulf of the leaders have held no positions outside of
their present field of activity or hold vositions outside of it

at the »resent time,

Number Bnd Per Cent of Leaders Who Hold or Have
neld Positions in Uther Fields.

Number of
Positions ‘
HEeld QOutside Number of Per Cent
of Own Field Leaders of Total
None 3b4 50
1l to 3 261 36
4 or more 95 14
Total 710 100

Somewhat more than 1/3 (36 per cent) have held or are hold-
ing 1 to 3 positioné outside of their own field, and 14 ver
cent are holding 4 or more vositions outside of their own field.
The 710 leaders have held an average of 1.9 vositions outside
of their vpresent one. ‘

It is imvossible to detect any degree of &ssocietion between
the number of vositions reld outside of their present field of
activity and the extent or nature of their education, the number
of organizations with which they are affiliated, or the size of
the city in which they were born,

The leaders who are unmarried have not held as many no-

" sitions in other fields on an everage &8 have the married
leaders, 1,8 nositions as compared with 1.9 positions. The
married man v»ossibly is more state, national and internationsal-

minded and so affiliated to a greater extent than single men with
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-such secondary organizations., Also the married man having the
wishes mnd ambitions of his wife to respect possibly {inds his
interests to be necessarily broader than those of the unmarried.
The leaders living in the medium and smaller-sized cities
and towns have held or are holding more vositions outside of
their own field than the leaders in the large cities., In the
larger cities are found the headquarters of national orgsnizations
manned by full-time officials so thet extra-vocational opportunities
do not exist for leaders of eminence to the extent that they do
in smaller cities. Also opportunities to escape cummunity re-
soonsibilities can be enacted more easily for leaders living in

larger cities fthan for those living in smaller ones.
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Txtent of “embershin in Crsanizations.

An atteadnt ves a2ce in this stucy to eanumcrets the Clubs, Louges
Greek Letter Traternitiss, Religious Ienouinstion, City, County, 3tate,
Regionel, Ila-ionel, Internntional, anc Foreign orgsnizations with
wnien each person in the 192v=27 ecition of who's Vho 1s s.iiliated
or of wnich ne is a member. T.e sum totsal o such sroup :emberships
an.. &.filiations is taken as inciecative of the totel nuwiber of group
a’iiliations. 7The biosradhiesl sketen perdtnining to meabersnip in
orcanivetions of the late Lutner 3nrbank, serves #s an exs.aple.

This siedtceh in the 1SLo-z/ eaition reacds:

Mienm.Ane 20Mmol. 30ce; 1ii: fellow AJAJAGAL; non. men. Roral
30t. 3Soe. of 3Svelen, Caliif'. Shste 3a. Trace, Cslif. Stete Slorel Soc.,
Cnalif. Acad. 3eiences, It-lisn 20yl A-rl. Soc., Aucr. Genetic Ascen.;
Life wmen. ed Cross; hon. P2wes. Chraver of Coumerce, 3oaba 10uag
hon. Pres. Sonona Co. (Crlif.) Boy Seouts; hon. nem. Al. 210ysround
Soc.; fellaw Royal Ilort. Soe. (Lowndon); Clubs: (Hon.) Rotary, Lions,
Knisnts ol thie Rouna Mvle, Woocdmen, Zlas, 3 :riners, 00.e¢, Crnsdian
Camp (Ilsw York) Camsfire Girls, 3oheian, "miversity, Sigua Ii, ete.n

A totel of twenty-five orvani:ations 2re listed in this inst-nee.
Lilte & nuaber of these ncmbersnins sre nonovesry .embersnips. It is
an indication of the hign esbteea held by his countryaen anue cven by
those in Zorzign countries of his contributions to uankind. 2lroct-
ically a1 outstancingly eminent leaders s re prolerred Lonorary
rmembers in soac orranization.

The 24,942 nmen in Vho's Who are sl[ili~%.¢ with & total of
124,718 sieh ;ros, or 2an =verasc of L.(4 per person, - the ..cuian
deing 7.1 grouos. Thie 1,973 vonen ~rc ¢ filisted with a totsl of

» 730 rouns.  The aversge wonan is theretore silfilistec with 2.9

tn






£T0p3 And the wedisn wourn with ol sronpse.e Tisse Totsls fnd cveresces
obviously woild be ~meh nicher i1 every loesl rorielly oreenizid ¢ roup,
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club, snd paszt-ti e »1ub, with wiieh every person in Wio's .o 18
all'lliated vere givon ane incluced.
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cent) speceifiecd "zero™ ;roup eifiiliastions.e  Ton sre s=ven thnt
cent of the nmen are alfilis 5.4 wvith one orgrnization, 9.9 ver cent vith
tvwo, 1C.0 per ~ent vith turce, .9 per cent with 4, #ul o cn. 3ix
hundred end Jifty-Zive or L.0 Her cenbare 2 iliabec vith 25 Lony

15 or more oryenizations, tﬁrcc of wnom rre s iilietecd with wore then
forty sroupse. Grouwp 2. 0ilistions are « onrently leso €00l 2i 1eSS

extensive =nmon; vo.azn thrn a.ong the men.
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Tot2l no. of en Vwomen
orcreuizations luaser smaber
with whien of 2or of Per
elfili=tcd rersons Cznt Jereons Cent
C SCeo l12.2 LA 2t .0
1 &bol 1C.7 <l 16.1
2 Lelh .3 1¢2 C.7
3 2498 10.C 208 1C .0
4 418 9.9 180 C.0
S Jed 9.4 1E&8 6.0
¢) 21Co .4 118 6.0
7 17L6 7.0 81 4.1
8 1507 6.0 &o Sel
9 1C24 4.1 26 1.8
10 620 Ceb 24 1.2
11 ©l4 2¢0 lo .E
12 446 1.9 12 )
13 &40 l.4 3 2
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Leaders ore 10213 of three tiws £s 8n anizetions as

\

L ,S42 Who's Lo men in mited States frc menbers on
en averase of £.C4 oryanizstions, the 447 Whio's .ven rosiding in
Michi 2n of 6.23 organizations, and §,7J9 rancouly s:sisceved nen, or

~es

leymen, in lichisran sre nenders of only 1.79 oryanizations on en
averase.

Orranizsbtion meabursnip sverages sligntly niclier anong the Wihio's
Vi1o men in ichigssn thon aaong the Whio's o wen in the country s a
wnole. Churches ane lodzes seea vo &attract iey.acu wnhlle eluss, (reek
Letter 3Jocieties, foreign, Internsvionnl, ationsl, Stote @il ieglonsl

organiczations seem to atiract lencers. Organizavtion .emversiip

o

averarcs nigner 2umong Le~cers thsn eswong ley.en Ior sreh tyoe of
orranication, exc2oiting lod:ses ana churecnses. LoCge nembersilp and
chureh .aesbershin sverages slisrntly hicher asong layaen thsn snong
lence s cue #Horrently to the fect tart 2wl duss or ~ontrioutions
to these orpanicstions are usuaily comosie Sively sunll anc to the
I=zet that cvery coanaunity usu~cily hes o liberal scoortiient of both of
these oreenizationse.

rr

leaversnip in City ana County or:suicetions averases sli-utly

&
nizher among thas lescers thinn adongs layaen. [ end2rshin in Stste,

eciornel, Iationsl, orel

M

m end Interustionnl Orsenivetions =ud in

Greex Letter Socicti an6 1n Zlubs aversrse very mrich nigher co.ongs
Greex Letter Zocicties snd in Z1u! ers e Ve h hig? ;
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leacers then 2mony laymen. Aoncrently a2 nevoeon'z orsarvizoiionel
arliliations thC 50 wced pace vwith the brorda ol one's interests.
Locel-uinced Dersons tend o restriet their s Tilistions to loeel
£ronos wWalle interncbionel-zinced nersons Jiod sstlisisesions in inter-

natiosirl sronns.



“uiber ol

selilow 20 2

A

L
zmber

.

r
‘v

<
&

t10lig,
ien

P
Ve

L]
—
—
o
—
9]

Mt
.8

e

of
orvani-

Wl e

.~

e

shircex o

e

=i

U

preia

Jtate
o)

:County
or

ions

ee @0 gse b8 e e e

W WO 02 PO ) H
OV O L) N D A
G 0O OU W QualdyA ) ~0O
<+ a A & a & & -~ o
Ol 003000 TS
cifa ey A N

1
e (X ] e o0 46 o0 oo e oo a0 e LX)
Sl w ToRve}
] J OIS
Sy LY Od oy e
u a = Ly
SN ~—
[S IR !
e LX) R ] s o0 .o e oe 60 oo LX) LR

105670’.95.063 <0
<] INCRIC RSN IR STIRS NN R o G NIPY RO}
[ O NP VS EAVELS (NOR R AN AR ISR E o ]
—! ~ a a e & Nl
O 2N A u

— <t
.0 e (N ] o8 o0 .e LX) oo e oo e LE ]

CQ LY O tO "D 12 AN N|H@
Qo2 D)L (2N
Ll O v WY A Qe
m QL2 o~
[& AV
’e ‘e e .o a0 s0 oo e 60 o0 00 0o e oo

QW HNNOIINHAO|
e I R R el o ISR VRN CORIS]
Pl 3 NWN [ SR
o a o« Ly LY
el Re VBT &

— —
ae ‘e (R} 0 oo .o LA X ] ee oo oo oo ae oo

DY WY DOIH WD
— a0 POy w N ~ A
D= 0 e A O e
42 a =« -
(S AN i
AN

LX) 0o~ ee oo

DI AW O L
IS Y LY O G g! 1.. —
Amm [CORRN I e AV L) e

4 ﬁw._ C N T T N Y ~r—
0] BAYIRS SESVAV Y ] o))
e a2
(R ] ae beo ee oo os 8s o5 o9 00 00 00 o e

M724Ru14_pullll +O O
STNR I op BEE RS (AN SRR
e OMDOUVIY H e
b a & = LY
Dl ¢ A o)}
()
.o Lx} (X} ee o0 oo [ X ] e 6o ee & LR o
¥ |l IO O 0O |00
S0 H DO [a AN
Pl O A —~ e
] -~ & « Ly
[@Ie RSN o~

[AV] o o
r ae 00 b0 40 00 do a9 o8 oo o0
D = o M%
£~ s
= TN
LOHNNHFDO~DO &+ O

5 {61
« =

chi:/con

in .1

Rusialng

™

wlen

.

‘10

ASa)
Ve

w1o's

v

“e7

’

G

140

)«

[

PEVERN
od
e oo
[

NN

O W«

ee oo

3t O

DS u

oo eo

[S2TEAVIES

[SLIEN]
«d

se oo

[SPRIG N
[CR IO IR

—

[P}

(N =S

[AVAP ]

QO
(AN Fe)
[Sp

OHANN HWDO~DOO,

71
-
C

11

s
£:
r
</
3
14

06 oo oo eo oo

ee 46 oo oo oo

1C:

ee oo 06 o0 oo

6e o0 08 ee oo

nore

ee oo
0O 4)
ASARER
AV I

(G Re}]

Ca U

ee oo

<
LY

<O
rvu o~
(P I )

10 or

1

.

ceC

rescn

7 ISR CTEaPN
wd o Sl

r
'./’

20

C‘,ﬁ\)alZCnOzo.»bO .

e

£~

O NN HWNWE-0 O
(o)}

cliuing clubs.

D > wp  Em > > wh W = m m e = T = e e G G - — S = n e e > e wm Y T e e = e e e o - T Gn . T G W e - -
s

* .,




Poyseibly ore sisnifiesnt thon cxtent of forusl orranization
aembersiip is ind or type of orgonirctionsl s 7ilistions. Cluous,
perticularly soecisl lhanecheon clnubs heve a=de 2 oaenoninal srowbth in the
nresent s:nzration. Loc~es, now tosrling soont #(CC cizrerent xinds as
sy -3 nanmes ere coneernad, *tho rols=tively nev, 2re sd>acwiast older tnan
Inncheon Clu s es .eciuwas of acveloning socisl bHrothcrhood. Greek
Letter Fraternities, ore rslativelr roung, being en inte ral vart of
aodern higher ecucetion snd an ianortant Jhase of the extra-curriculer
life of college stucents. Zvery orreundsational end osrolecsional group
hes its nationsl orgﬂni;ation. Commier~ial #nd incuastrial azcocistious

in Tnited States slone nuaber enororiucstely ten thouseand.

¢

The orgenivation or instituation that nmore »Hepple throughout
Alstory have formelly Jjolnecd, aac cusnorted in terms of time end
aoney has been the church. The chiireh 8y Ye cmicd to be the »ro-

genitor ol sceonwary sroiwp rebivities. As eoccimlizotion took

nlace in the £s.ocissional fevivities of 1lile I'raternities, lodges,

trace snG specelisl interest orgenirzations 2and. cluvs sprang into beings.
Chureh membershin ol the netion's leacers mny therzriore, vell be

.

1er brief ceseristion

bl

consicered in considerabdble ¢etaill slter 2 rat!

of the =ililia%tion ol lezaers in loc,e, Greek Letter, Club end other

orgeni-.ations.
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vembershin in Clubs

“

over 1/2 (<l.6 per cent) ol the <en suc =lmost 2/5 (28.0 ver

o sre wembers oi oane or fore clubs

vhich are usually either civie-luncueon, educetionsl-lunchgon, cocliel-
luncheon, or econo.aic-lunchicon in fanesion. The Tirst €25 pe: sorns
“isted in Who's Vo sre eililistsd wWith <40 cdiflerent celudbse. Thils
gives soume perspective of the ianortance that clubs sley in the lirfe
of VWho's Vho leaders. A lerger number of the nation's notebles, nen
es vell &s woien, are oririliated wisth clubs thrn with ceanrches, lod¢ss
or Greex Letter Jocieties. The ecitors of Who's VWho .iore than 20

3 At ANy Y FIANE AR 5 )
€103 f.a0nf tne

=

0

vears g0 observew thint club .iembership wes co:g)

:intion's notables 2uac reanried, "The club hes becosuae zo important a
featire of Auericen liZe that the 1liet ol clubs to whicn a .71 or
woman belongs is o significent itca of incividusl trsvtes arnd environ-
(1)

ment." The nen in wno's YWho belonss n 2n everaye to 1.7 clubs.
Cousicering only the men vwho sre icentiiiec with somne club their
average number ol cluvs is 3.2. The sverages Tor the wouen ars some-
wist less, o8 end L.l respectively.

Teble 12. =~ TIhuaber arnd Per Cont of Vhio's Whio Leacers wWho are

menbers of Cluss, Cleassified By Inuaber of Clubs of Waich
a llember, =2nd by 3Jex.

e Lo.en
Woe. 0 clubs of Imamber Iumber
whieh a enber of esses Per Cent of crses rer Cent
5, 400 20.1 200 SOed
2,686 25 o &6 wCel

1,487 .6 71 9.
48 . &7 Se

©49
400

13 i,

SO0 30O O R

'_J

DDHM WO Q-
L]

~NOHNDO SO

6 L]
276 . 2 B
2C2 . 1 o1l
1C or inore &L . 2 «d
Totel 12,6061 1CC.0 76 100.0
Ave. all persons 1.7 .8
Ave, elub nenmbers Vel cel

Who's Who, 19(3-5 edition, _=a-e 11.
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Three thousend throe unerza and cixty or £9.1 per cent of the
aen who £re icdentifisda with soms club are .aeabers of but one club,
2,885 or 2Z.4 per cent ere members ol tvo clubs, &£,8¢90 or 17.9 per
rent are acmbers of three clubs, etectern. There 2re 383 nen or 2.7
ner c:nt vio ere nzabers of ten or more celuns. 01 the wonen wao are
clubd members £cC or exeetly 1,/8 are icmbzrs ol vat one cinb, C.1
are umcabers of tvo eluvs, 20.3 ner ~cnt ers rcabers of thrse cluvs

2a1c¢ SO0 On.

Orf t™ms men who inciestzd thet thev vere aenbers of so.ie club

D

[¢4]

4,181 or <l1.9 per cent specitficc embership in ¢o0lf or country clu's,
79C stetsd thet they werce .aenvbers of Rotary cluns, 400 inciceted mceaber-
ship in Chambers of Comierce or éowaercial Cluvus, 297 spnceirlict member-
shio in Zivwanis CluLs, ©7 in Lions Ciubs, IJ in Zxechange cluos, and
27 in nile snd Forx Clulis. 2Qrreticelly #11 of fthe Hrineinal clubs in
se lar-er citics, whien wiiber betvcen £C anc 1CC in sone of the

lar¢e cities, are repressnted in Who's \ino vy one or more oi tueir
illustrious meubers,

The influcnce of a »srrticulcr club uson its menbers vas expressed
oy tne late 'miversity of Chiceaso Presiaent, in the ITolloving voras:

"Je have, at the Mmiversity, v 2t is ccllcd the uacrengle Club,
anG one oI nay colicAasues rv wraizc to me a few cays £e0 that this socinl
club wvias the 105t vrlueble 2sset the Jnivergity had Iroa a scientiiic
noint ol vicw. At noontime, thie »nhysiecist, the chemist, the botenist,
the historian, enc the astroroner sit cown froune the caue luneh table
a1 therse is ro constraint snd no proxrpn. A chance rcaarx of the
nistorisan onings the dotanist a. . thie chignist into thie disceuission end
psrnaps belore they neve rirished their lun“h on czach one hes gathered
from his collee¢mes something wiich hes helped to correct the one-
sidecdnecss of his thinxking or to suwr-gt an entirely new line of
thouagnt. The nere f=zc¢t that one cen, vith little eirfort or none,

loarn the latest thought o investi.etors in remote or siiilser lines

o1 thousnhty serves to broacen our norizon, incresse our ooints of
contact anc stimilste our tuinking.'"(1)

ileny other clubs exert so00nibly cuinlly soecinlizing influencces.

<o

(L) Birton, .rasst D. = The 3Business of & Unlversity niiy, of
Taiengo Aliani Paashlet lo.l.
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slembership in Seer=t Societies or Locw.'es.

Dour thotlgand nine nanerid sre o hten men or l/L (19.7 per c=nt)
0oF the total nuaber of .e2le lcacers indiecstec numbersnip in soume
low: e« Tue everese numaber oi lod e e.iiliations per nerson for
hese 4,51C uen is 1.44. Alwost &/4 (71.6 per cent) of them incierted

mexbersnip in only onz cceret orcer, nsunlly the

o

msonle orcer, 17.7
pEL cent iniiest.C menbercnins in Suo lodres, .9 per cent in three

locdzes, £o7 ner cent in Jour lodrses enc one ner cqnt in Jive or uiore

ore nen inciecetod asmbersihip in the Secret orde. s of llezons,

Elws, nights of 2ythvies and Orw Pellows than in

ct
—
o
O
ct

ord:irs. 2ractirally %/{G (C€.4 ner cent) of the nen Lo indiecsted
membershi» in some lod-e I:(iecated neabersininp in the Inmsonic order.
There are 4,240 men v'io incicetoc thart they vere Sres. issons.  The
naver of free .2s0.s in nited States in 1986 wes C,1L0,181%. This
incicatis twt one in every 720 Froommsons in this country is in
Wa0's o 2and thet a neaber of the zsonic orcer is edbout tvice as ant
to be rercorcec tiitrein as the fveragse person.

There were £.2 ren or lo.7 per cent of all those who incicated
nembersnin in locdecs vho s.rtoud thet they were menbers of the Ilis,

The nzeabershin in the "Zlxs™ in nit=d Stotes in 1920 wes £22,482™%,

Tiis ianCicates thet one in every 1,002 of then is reeorded in tnis

* World Aluance, 1927 nagh 414.
**oorld Alaannc, 1927 pace 41E.



hiserenhierl volwe, or & =1i ntly Wi; her sroportion thesn revalls

Zor thes ¢=ncral oohulation.

tembersnin in the Inirnts of 2ythies Lodee wars nentioned by
£2¢ men or by over 1/10 of 2ll those vho sgoeceiliec 2. riliations with
locdgess Moir nundrsd gnd twenty-four or 8.0 ner cent claimea to be
"0ud fsllows", Ifreaternally soerkinge. OQune hnuncrzd enwninety-one or
c«9 ner rent snpeeified menbership in the ".woodmen™ Ireternsl orce:rs,
110 elsincG to be "Ioosss™, 04 "3nai 3riths", 40 "za-lies", 85 "rzd
Men", 26 "Xiimts of [181ta", 1o "iastern Stars™, 12 "Haigsnts of
laccabbse", 11 "Granzers"™, 4 "O1ls", '3 M"leers", anc 4o7 vho cleied
membership in otner orcers, usuzlly the higher .sasonic orcers, the

"Haight Tenplesr" eand tue "Suriner",

PR
)

)
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vembersnio in Oreek Lietter Cocieties.

S1lishtly more then 1/3 of the collece imen in Vho's who inciceated

Creek Letter Frsternity 207ilistions. This incluces Greek Letter

w

ocieties of 2ll kindg OVoth honorary anc non-honorary, or sociel.
0T the 21,406 nen in "Jao's who in Aneri~a™ vho ettenced college,
7,774 or Co0.4 per cent indicate membership in some Creek Letter

fraterrnity, ana eversse ol 1.7 per iroternity ien. The Lajority,

& per cent, incicete membership in only one iratcrnity,

cw

4,278 or

AV}
0
J
)
s -

2,274 or cent specliiy afrfiliations vwith two rraternities,

€10 or 10 per cent with thrce Iraternitics, ZEC or enoroxirntely
4 ner csnt with four I'ratcernities ane 12 or 2 ner cent with rfive or

more Ireternitics. The reletion of meambership in honorary Greek

:

4.

iertse 1n the zection per-

o

Letter Socleties to l:zacderciiipn was in

taining to ecucation.
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Other Organizaticn* Aftiliations

Rggides clubs, lodges, churches and Greek Letier societies,
there ure trude, nrofessional, recreational, educationul &and
other tvmes of orpanizations to which neople belong. Some of
these organizations are confined to a city or county &as a city
or countyv medical assoclation, some are state or repional in
the scope of their activities as a state or tri-stase medical

association, others are nation-wide in the breadth and scope

,
h; C‘hvnrgz?lt\

Breg-pams, OO0me

are affiliuted with organizations in foreign countrieg., The

of their activities, and some &dv& international

list of commerciul and industrial organizations of the United
States compiled by the 3ureau of Forelgn and Domestic Commarce
of the nited States Devnartment of Commerce(l)in 1926 totals
"aoproximuately 9,000 made uv qf 1,199 interstate, nutional and
international, 1,130 state and 6,449 local orpsanizations”" which
are "strictly commercial amd industrial organizations" us all
povernmental, educational, vorofessiomal, civic, apricultural and
religious organizations were eliminated.

The Research Division of the Kationsl Education Association
has compiled data on membership in several nrofessional and
technical organizathons and mude the following computations, They
state that the membershiv in the Amcricen liedicul Associuticn
numters 91,792 or 62 ner cent of the 148,644 phvsicians in
United St:utes in 1920, 7The membership in tre American Bar As-

sociation totaled 24,751 in 1926, This is about 20 ver cent

of the total number of lawyers ir the country in 1920. ~he mem-

(1) Domestic Commerce Series No. 5, mape IV



bershiv in the liaticnal Zducation Assoc iation was given us
170,053 in January, 1927. The estimated number of teachers in
this country for the year 192v-27 was 891,555 so that about

19 per cent of them were members of the N.Z.4A,

Almost 1/5 (18.8 per cent) of the men listed in Who's Fho
are affiliated with eitker city or county organizaticns, neurly
1/4 (2¢.2 per cent) with either state or repicnal orpanizuatious,
slightly less than 1/¢ (48.2 ver cent) with naticnal organizations,
and nearly 1/10 (9.2 ner cent) with either foreign or interna-
tional orpuanizations, The women in vwho's wWho belong to these sume
respective repionglly classified orpanizations to a slightly lecs
extent then do the men, the nercentages being 1l6.8, 16.9, 39.7
and 5,4 respectively.

Nearly 2/3 (65.0 ver cent) of the men mentioned in this
volume are identified with one ctty or county orguanizaticn and
slightlvy more than 1/5 claim membership in two or more state or
repional orpenizations, Slightiy less than £/3 indicated affili-
ation with two or more national orpunizations and a trifle mors
than 1/3 with international orpanizations., The distribution of
the membershin of the women between one,and two or more organi-
zations 18 nractically the same for the women as it is for the

men,
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QfTicership in Qrsenizatious.

All organizations are engcineszred oy oiicers, usually a
presicent, 2 vice-oresicent, s sceretery and a trissurer.

Apnroxizately 2 per cent ol the totel nuaber of ien in the
biocrasnhicerl register ol leadiis Anericens ere oiricers of either
city or county organizations, 3 per ccent ol either state or regional
orgenizations, anc 4 pcr ecent orf either foreign or inter-na-iourl
orgenizations. fZonsideriig owly the men vvho ere uenvsrs of tuese

-.o-

recionnlly celeos:ifisc orgenizations ve find 10 vder cent of then to

—

P/

be otlicers ol either countiy or o orgrnizations, 1 ner cent

(ll

of eitner state or reioanl orpanizetions, 8.4 per cent ol natvional
organizations anGg ced of cither Zoreign or international orsrnizations.

The provortion of wo.icn Wia0 eare oiiicers ol the

9]
(]

cspsctive

TD
qa:
[

S

oryenizations is in wmost instrnecs not eooreciadly less tHirn it is Lfor

(¢}

A5 a rile, those who specilied ofidicerchip in soqe org-nicetion
ere oflicers in Cut one orgerizstion. Iowsver, sn &nireciable oHro-
oortion cre i:-entifizd with %o anc with P ree or more wr.or.izations
in the ceaprecity olf en ofiicial.

Table 14, - Ilumber and Per Cent of Wwno's wno Leaders Identiricd

with Organizstions as Ollicers, Clessiiied by lex anc by
mher of Qreoeniz-tions of wiieh sn Ollicer.

Iruaber of Qr- Fuaber of lcrsoas HE : Per Cent :
canizstions of s City :State ¢ ssoreign :City ¢ State:ia- :forelen
viiien an ¢ or :or egilistion:or In-:: or : or Re+tional:or In-
oificer tCoantys: ionel: al ternetliiCounty:goionol: sterne 1
1 : 386 ¢ 018 ¢ 7E4 69 :: 84.C: 84.3 : 74.1 : 20.8
2 : 67 93 ¢ 192 : 6 s 14.1: 12.7 ¢ 18.9 ¢ 7.9
3 or 1ore: g 22 ¢ 71 1 :: 1.9: 3.0 ¢ 7.0 ¢ 1.2
Total s 474 7.8+ 1C17 7o ::100.0:10C.C :100.0 :1CC.0
VOl IETT
1 : 20 29 o4 10 :
2 : 1 : 2 4 1l :
d or nore e : 1l : 1 0 :
Total . TI e 5 1T :
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Crireh lenherchin

A larcer oronartion of nseople unGounbtedly a.Jiliate with sone

relisisus Cenoninstion than with any other sincle type of orgenization,

(4]

T™e church is one of his*ory's olcest inssitutions. In Tnited State
slightly more than 1/2, £52.7 per cent of the neonle 1& years ol fse end
over are church neabers.® The exnet celinition of church meabershin

verics, ceorencing unon the constitution snd sractice of the church or

7 P

eno.aination under conciceretion. The ccerel Zensus insoruactod each
churen to reoort the numodcr of its ncubers.

"Accoréing to tne cdefinition of menber used in thet particular
churen or orgrsnizationes In soae reliy 13‘u “oaico thc term "negnber"
iz g>y»liel only to com.unicants, vii &
bantizod persous, enc in still other Lowles 1t cox,rs 211 en“oLled
Dersons’.

In tiis 2anslysis of the sassoecistion ol ccuoninational elJilietion

anc lecacershiy church nmemabers uncer thirteen years o &7¢ are ex-

-

cluced. This mskes coanerisons belfveen denomirations recsonabdly

-

~ . oy . 4 o “
couaparavle., Data is not avilable relati-e to the nuwiber of chaurch

meabers tuenty-one years ol gge anl over for the various denoninatiorns.

Sinece some cenoamicgfions nheve rslatively .aany acierents betueen 13

enC 1 yecrs 21 are 2nC ovthers rclesively few, conoriisons beotwesn
¢enoanatisns are not sitrictly couonarsble.

The woacn in wnd's Who ere goncrally acierents of the cane

* Tne recersl Tensas vstinetes the poouletion ol the "Mmited Stat:zs to
nave deen 117,130,817 on July 1, 1926. Asstnuuing the cane prooortion
ol nonoulation to have been 13 vears old #nd over in 1626 es in 1S2C,
nnaely 72.C06 ver cent, resnlts in a poyiletion of ©4,408,070 above 12
vears ol a¢gc at tne tine the 1920 Siceral icli:ious Census vigs taken.

The total church membership in Mmited States is 4,024,970 according
to the 1926 Zeligious Census, ol vhich §2.%6 ner cent were 13 years of
ase aat over. This gives & church membership of 44,935,204 and a non-
church nembership of 40,472,506 above the =ge ol Huclve,
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relisious cenominstions

ci0's W0 znd 1s evidenced by

Y
Ci
ct
(
]
[
=

the folloviing figsfurcs:

Cahurcn iicubership By Priaciusl Holigious Budies, ol Who's Who
men and wWoaen

Religions Bocdies Wio's Vho Llen Wio's Who wonen

Adventists zl 1
Bapntist 1C<8 S0
Catholic, Roman o7d 51e)
Caristian ©7 2
Christian Selentist 107 18
Congresationel 1428 1¢C
Tigeiples of Christ - e 6

Eniscopal, 2robtestant £oo0 £75
Bvengelical a7

riends 92
Later Day Saints cl
Luatiieran 290
Llethiodist 1608
Presbylerian 2490
Relomied 1C¢1
Jnitarian 071
United Bretnern !
Tnivercslist ©9
All others 177

Total 11,9547

> ¢

[

H
SO cGNHCDg -

3

The coeiticient of correlotion vetween cenduivational aisrliliation
of men 2n¢ voaen is ¢ .88 T .03 inciesting thnt the ssuociation be-
twezen the tvo fretors is significently close.s we e interested
sriarily in the rcletive »roficience of the verious conominotions
in osrouneing cemient and nationally mown leazcers end in the loress
sceorunbin:: Jor sueh verilations =5 oy existe

Tarity-seven encé Iive tenths ner cuent ol tne men and 7.0 per conlb

the vooen in Wwho's whno speeildicd menbershlp in scue religsious

(@)
H

Geusaizatlon.  Taule 1o shovs tuast 12,667 ol thc lescers in wno's Viio
clain nembership in sone reliiong o cnomination.  This nesns thet 28

ner 1CC,CCO chureca neabers anc <O per 10(,C0(C non=-church m=mbers attsin

navionsl Cigtinet

£

011, #35 cviCcenced by .aonborship in this hicariel

Dlooreshierl recorc. Ts 2 oslisntly lerser nunber of non-clcireh



160

v

nenmbers than o chureh umenbvers sre recoreced in who's Vho.

o coudbt there src coue owoosive oaissions end corwiiscions on
the pert of sone sersons vwhien illirvg out their bilosreshic~l sketenes.
It may He thet soue of the notebles felt that there vas lifttle or
nothing to ¢2in but Hos3zsibly soiething or maech to lo:ue, )05¢ibl§ in
the rorm oL »Hrestire, 10 o novlewre af their chiareh erliliation
become nuulic nronerty. Sniech nersons nisy heve reilreinsc from stating
their cenonirationszl s#lle~iznce. This may be true of a few of those

-

.10 fre nembers ol some of tme W itre<liberal or ol the ultra-con-

ct
%)
o
@
o]
'_

servative cencualmations. 1t i3 .rourbly cqually likely the
the notavles vho are not churenh menvders 2t nresent Jelt thet there

was little or nothing to lose »ut posscibly souethiing to ¢ in by wention-
ing arfiliation with soae wenoainetion with waich they wers dJoraerly
icdentificd.

o 2ifference between chiurch members ena non-church members in

1.

f“

their relative representation in "Lho's Vao™ is not ¢reat.s DThere is
nowever g srcet veriation in the reletive number of nationsl lsacers
between the cdherents ol the verious religfgious c(encminetional.

“rom vasle 156 it vwill be noted that ther: sre 138,749 persons
in United States 138 rerrs of sge and over vwno in 1026 were edherents
of the verious Acventist Cenoninetions, L& of wioa had attained
suilicient notsbility to bz listed in "Sho's Who". Thais inciecates
that 16 out of every 100,C(C Adventists in Tnited Stuates ettain
national eninence., Two o the ©,12 edventists livineg in Ilichisan sre
listed in "Wno's Who", 2 rate of 2L ver 1CC,CCC*.

In spite of thne Ifsct thet llichirsn is a rather smsll sample for

L B RN

*¥rieni.en is to0 sa2ll en erea on whieh the rate ner 1(C,CC0 esn be
ceterained aceurately. For fv“~ol€ e¢ énly owne of the 8,102 Ad-
ventists in llichiran 2nyecred in "V o'° Who" the rate ner 1cc CCO would
tnen be 13, and hed 2 oI tlien been llutwc vne rete would then have bLeen
Z7. Dnue to the sllrens ol ths ceanle ({iichi »n) "zero" ratcs are
ciredlted to soae ﬂ’lir‘o~s tooiss

L

C’J
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Getermining sccurate rates of attainin nationnl prominence fuong

49

adherents of verious religious cdznomine tions, yet the rate of

v

eninence in lirhifan parallels sarorisingly clocely the rate lor

]

United States s g vwhole end indizetes that [lichican as 8 sanple is g

£20G revresentative sample of the wnole of Tnited States in this

respects. The coellicicnt ol correletion betivecn the total Wwhno's Wi
churen menbersiip in nited States end the total Wao's Vo church

ieibershin in lichian is #.94 2.02, an unusnally high Gesree of

ascocintion of move thnan orcinery sisnificonce and reliabilitye.

Table|d. = Church ilembership 3y Principel Religious 3odies
Jnited S*teates
nzli~ious Bodiezs  IlPiaver of Church
aneabers 19 rrs. Tuaber
ol =re oni. over in Rate per
1926 % w10 's wWho 1CC,GCC

Adventist 158,749 z2 1o
3antist 7,¢C5,7¢8 1Gc4d 14
Catlioliec, Ronan 13,808,082 (9 o
Christian 24,782 ©9 &l
Christien Seientist 202,078 125 62
Conrrecationnl 803,10 1548 177

o c

ro

.,,) O

Disciples ist l,b7J,/(o ) 18

Zniscoonl, o5 ;tr~¢1,bvz cC 5 2025 213

szan;elical oel,ees 28 5}
Triends 92,'05 99 1c7
Latter Deay 3aints 476,019 30 8
Lutheren 3,740, 4 9 292 8
Iethodist 7,204,364 1910 20
Zreshyterian 2,16&,800 2611 12
Relormed E84,108 108 2l
TUnited 3retheran 60,214 30 &
Jniterien 89,880 727 el
Jniversalist £4,248 74 1506
211 others 4,415,028 104 4
Total 44,500, 04 12,007 oo

* Coumputed from TUnited Stetes elirious Cunsns, 1986.



Acventist

Baptist

Cztholic, Roman c

Christisn

Cnristian scientist

Consregational

Tiscinles of Christ
nisconal, Protestannt

Tvangelical

rriends

Letter Day Saints

£,102
77,561
91,718

1,601

6,508
41,408
15,774

AU 1& Chl
70 ’?"
ULy YU

817
&, 601

Lutheran clo,uie

~ o4

ITathodlst
Zreshyterian
reforacd

40,078
64,773
¢6,1CC

Jnlt C Dretlieran 6,493
Tniterian 0id
Juniversalist 1,1C1
A”1 others 6,108

Total 1,3ll,cce

The rete ¢f eminence varies

relisZous cencnirnations,
the highest, foillowed by
creationslists, 126 for t°

1C7 ior the Suecliety of “r

> = +1 o * N
£l Zor the meabers of the

Cnrist, 16 for the Adventi

Tay S2ints, Lutherans and United Brebthersn an

and 2. n Czthcslics.

Deine 1Lol per lCC,C(O Ior

;13 for the

.
e Tulverse

iends, o2 for the

Christiesn Chiureches

There ere 1oC.or nore tiuvs &s

sroportion to their muaber &3 there are

Latter Day 3aints, Luthere

ns or Jaited

gregationslists, ulversalists, 2res

—
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consicerably betuc

) )lox,O )E

s, 181

’

Juitsrinns
Zonen Catiolics,
3iethe

bgterians,

Chiristisn

the

in

2¢L7
122
10

—_
<0

en tre various

the Uniteriens,

for

ne _rcel

leicntists,

)

tne Discinles

Jor

for the Lvsigelicels

Eriscoprliens,

friencs (wia

‘etnodists,

Lv.e Letter

Wio's

Lvengcceliesls,
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are other ceuurch folerents vho aosar in "Who's Whao" in rmch larger
relative maabers then the aversre cloireh mumber, or thea thie everasgs
non-churen ienber - in Tact thir-e tiics a5 2l%en or orftsner then
the 2verare chureh eabsr, snd 2l tirmes as often or stiner than

4

Ro.mn Satn.lins and Ivlancelie-ls.
Ueny Tretors no doubt contribute o the great veristion in the

relntive muaber of leeders of netiorel proninence saong the verioms

reli~ious bocdies. A 312l1ll nert of the ¢ifrerence .2y e Cue to sone
cenonirations havins rels tively more .iembers betucen 138 and £1 yeers of
a2 th-n other cenonireations. Tie cilrferante, however, secms to be
criasrily e to other Teetors, srineipally certain soeisl foreces, sich

S oL K e ey P . S m e 1 - - . R
88 Wiiference In sxteont fud natire ol ewwention, exteat aAane civersity

ol ¢groip #nd inter--roun siriliations, eund reture of the nhiloso niecl

]

anc soclis

)

1 content of denoainationsl tesenings.

e close 2ssociation in celmren meabership betivcen wWio's Whao
men and woaen 125 clready Yecn noted. Table 10 shows the number of
churel neavers 1E vcers o ez #2nd over 2nd of Vho's Who lencers in
3ified by scxe Tiie rate
ner 100,C00C of 2rocr 22ligious hHocdy renresented in Who's Who 1s also
iven,

Torty-four Adventists(ien)per 1(0,C(C men adienr in Who's Who.
In pronortion *to their nmumber "mitsrisn nen are the most muaserous of
any religions boly. Therc are 2979 Uniterison men ser 1C0,0(C en of
this rfaith recorced in Lho's VWho Iollowcd in orier of relstive rank by

the Znisconslirns, Congregationslists, Unlversrlists, 2resbyterines,



s

Sriencs, Christien oelenticts, o hodists, Jodlora Chnreh Iliaibers,
Tisninles of Zhrist, Adventlists, Jroabinto, Lstter Dey Ss2ints, Lulherang,
mited Teth 1, Zven-ce.i~nls snd Roaan Catholies.

Tie relative roniing o2 %z wwowen in Who'e wWho is in generael uceh
thz zamz2 g8 *het Tor nen. The nrineipsl eresstion is thet zmong the wo
of the Christian Scicnce Thureh, wio ram: n ¥t to the nitarian snd
Znizeoprl vonmen. There are 174 "Tmitericon vomen per L0C,C000 wo iwn of
this cdenoainetion surfiecicntly sronirent to attein vio rashlesl tention
in +ho's \Lho, rollowed in orcer oi relative renx by the scoorlisns
Christian Jelentists, Con-repetiorelists, Universslists, rriencs,
Presayterisns, Christiens, Xelormsd Crmrech members, Latbter ey 3rniints,
ietnociste, Adventists, Zestists, Ilsciples of Christ, Donien Cath.lics,
Divetiesliesls, Luthersns end mited 3 etlieren.

“able lo. Chureh lieaberchip by 2riacipcl Religious Zocdices,

Clegoiiiew by Sux
TTen
Reliions 2aly [Frvser ol Cirwreh
nsavers 12 yesrs smber in “ate oer
ol /2 &nd over wio's Who 1CC,C00

Adventist 47,901 & 44
Dantist 2,081,189 1,048 0
Catholic, Xouan 6,010,008 73 10
Cﬂri" an 83,0641 67 2o
Chri tlan Jelentist 48,849 107 Zee
Consrecational C26,47C 1,48 427
Diselinles oI Christ SC6,789 b 43
Zoiseonzl, l2rotestent £47,217 2,680 404
Zvrrgelienl Leu,uo’? 27 12
Priencs 40,609 c2 £a0
Latter oy Gaints 217,108 <l 14
Lutihersn 1,071,708 £ee 1e
Izthodist £,054,0600 1,600 09
DPresbyterian . C8L,E07 2,490 254
Reforned 249,100 ic1 41
Tnited Bretheran 144,587 30 b
Tnivarian LB,LQ b7l £L79
Jniversslist C,3%8 69 o786



\omen
Alventist ¢C,40C 1 1.11
Zentist £,193,8C9 61¢} .00
Catholic, lonan 0,446,080 o0 .6
Christian 72,076 2 L.04
Caristisn Jeientist Iu,klu . 18 £4.93
Zoncregcationnl 226,002 1C0 5.0
Disci . ics of Christ @u,aCu 6 £
Zpisconel, Protectrout 726,013 78 .20
Zvangscliesl £8E,870 1 00O
“riencs 49,814 7 14.608
Letter Day Saints cel,vil 15 A
utueran 1,365,900 2 .11
‘ethocist 5,908,003 £d 1.39
oreshybterian 1,4C2,106 121 8.6
Relormed o044 ,94¢ 7 2.0
._41lt’30. uret:’leran 2Cu,uu4. C .OO
Uditerien 52,1 o 174.50
Tniversalist vl,dod 9] 10.90

A muabsr o otacr vorkers hove nrce this sane dlscovery rescraing
the reletive abuan ance of Concre.rcticuslists, hilverssalists, Loicopclirsis,
anl csseeially of Unitsriens,in Wao's Vho, the "H=11l oi anme and in
othier halls of hornor, enc the relative scarcity ol memsers os certain
other denoninations.

Pr. Co C. Little recorded the Gcenoudnationrl 2.0i'iliati.ns of the
lawyers, mecicel .en, scicnitists, autbthiors, ecitors and writers sooearing
in ™iho's wno™ whose nsaes begtn with A, 1 end W, with a view of gsecing
waet influcuec religious reidcecre.co asc uwoon liveralify and scuievenent.
iIe clrincd Yhiet if relirion cxerted no indluence there should be soypvox-
i.ztely the seane percentarse of each denoaination in ™Jho's wio" as
~ere is in the generel ponialstion. g, however, Lfounda wide veristiouns.

J5ays Dr. Little,

Mhiitsarions, Spsiconelinns, Con,re¢s.loirlists, Universalists,

and 2resgbyterizns sre smouy e : r0ups iar rore muierous in 'Who's

Vool than wouald be exneeted on vhie orsis o the oronortion ol the
nDooul”r tlon whileh ther Jorm. Zentists, ictMOuiuts, ence Csinolics are
Gistinetly less muaerous dlien vould b: ~ “nd if thc“e VeSS no
correlstion batueon clnoniration ond ¢ “ion in the Tields s=bove

meationedw". (1)

(1) Listle, C. C. = 72he Disanrearing Parsonal Touch in Colle, es -
Seribrers,

dove 1720) Vol. L0, pi. 47C-1.



In comsanting on *he ressons for these tenCuoncics 2rolessor

ittle stetes,

"It is »erhans vorthy of note, howvever, t.al emons itne three
Cenoninstions Hrondrsiornately leus vfolcscntcd in "Who's Vo' tvo
have strovs Tancedasrtalist vings or usrties anc ons is iranxly
funisazutelist in 144 nailosonny and tcaehinq.“(l)

will Rosers seeas o hiave observed the zsuozistion betueln
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ch-ractericsiiec vey

b
"o just ceon't e
-

(iecte & Bonilst, youx cen't cacicate hila,
'Causc vhen he's ecdicateld e gin't o j'oLLSU 0y 0Te. nnzﬂs ror
the ztnodist - ou /[nst ean't 31l no “othocist noshin'.  3ut teke
Zoisconslians, reshryteriens end Caristisns, osne when they'ls edciested
they is sti1ll Zoizeonsli-ng, sresHyterisns and Christisns.™(2)

o couvt a econsicerable nuaber »1f acherents o0 the orthodox and
so-crllea fundaraentalist relisicons ciets beecoic abtraciod o liberel
ceno.ainations as ity scegilre hisncer cedaecstion.  uite = muiber of the
acabers of niterian churencs vere once mcubers ol Bsotist, zilodist,
Intiieran, Awveutist, enc other cougregations, Uit wao 2cgauircc mors

Santist, ..ethocist, Lutheren or Adventic

chk

C1s nicccLeliteting Counoalinationsl ro-li.nment in orver Yo svert te.coie-

-

Willienm S. Acat ol Cervinos Collece, CTlrresont, Zolidornia noted

ct
G
ol

3 ' 2 o

cwecostins tionsl orelcrences o L,CLC persons scattsred thiroagshout
the 12th eoizion of ".o's Who in Lmcrica". Ilis eoanilcotions anG cum-

yitations Lod hiy o sonerelize as Iollows:

(L} 1Ivic. o T ST T
(2) 4Aaent, Willisns 5. = Zeligion, Ziueesion and Iistire.ion, Sehool
anc Soeciecty, Scot. &4, 1927, Vol. 20, p. SS9,
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"Tn Hrosortion to Zhe total cihul i
have fortry -ines Sheir io%a in W0 wno'y the Zniseoonli
s, the C)U'“”fw:lQ'"ll”uo 5.:‘, Thie Jriends 4.07 and O
ons C.17 tises their (uoitos.e AL thiz other churches Ir
' Guoins hida e Roaen Srtholics end a leige .roud o .inor sscis
rg,-oberin: less than twendty per cont of thelir ¢ote accorcing to
chiureh membership. (1)

[

el menbersliip the il
S

-

ne “r“SbJ—
1

o+
zﬂ)"ﬁ"

In ¢ crerel reo Laert's Tincincs ere in accord withh those in
thils stdy. [r. Afient civiced the totol Cathilic sopulstion, as com-

14

2 s -~ -~ - - oo PR PR P S A e YA q
pilec 2y Tre Ie o Cearvoll for the T .oristian llereld, 1

w

Ll, and fouand

in the JVorld Alsgaac Jor 1€27 Uy vwo in orcer "to lr it on svout tue

Q
O

za1s basis 3 the lov,cly ednlt cieoersnip oi vhie 2rotestsnt bodius".
Tig obviously ¢ives & Ceeclded ecvantace to the Cathclic constitacney
3ines the Jederel Rollious Conzis oL 1980 shwovs 71478 »er cent of

the nenbers of the Rouen Cstholie chareh to ve 10 years ol ege and over
iasterd ol ounly onc =1lf,.

The stucy of Zllsvorth Tmintin ton ad Leon 7. ‘nmitney lends
suornort to the tondency slivecy wentloncet. Teliing tae reli; ious
afliliavions of the nen in the 12th ecition of Wuo's Who and comprriug
their results vith the size ol the wiilerert denouineations gs ¢iven in

the Yeor 3.0k of %he Churchcs for 108D 47

ney 1Tind the ‘Tnited 3rethern,
Svengelierls, Lutuerans, 3oeblicrn, sand Ronan Catholies hiave only Iron
S to 8 nersons in "WLo's Lho" for each 1CC,0C0 adhurents.e Tien at a

B

f'ar hWisher level thrn these wenoainotions, and the oracas, Diseioales,

(_,1
ct

Liverntists, neloraed, Daptists, ‘cthodists anc the Jews anncar the

Presbyteriens vith o2 wszn in every 100,CLC

o

cherenss, vae Consregatlion-
alisvs vwith 115, the Zpiscopslirus vwith 1io, ¢ ti.e JUalversslists vwith
1180« Theyr iounu thie contrests even ¢greaster Tor the vouun than asnong

vhe ene Thgy find, Jor oxamnle, thot

(1) 1Ibid., 3.. 4CC-1.



MA iJoiterian voarn is 20C tiies es likely to be in 'Who's Who!
as Roan Juu.oLic violta, enc over o0 Uiy as 1liisly :
e sa0qs the nited Srebhiern™. (1)

'_J
P
4
R
(A
o
<
)
-
o

7oenulein the veriation in cenvainasionzl rsprecentstion by

nMhe TTaiteriens ere tha orocduet of a nrolong C nvrocess ol seleetion
vhieh hies C.en preeninontly in WLlunw 2l. OJuly a thowyntil nerson in
waion the intclecet Codnatis She ¢ otions isli. ‘1" Jo be atirocted to
thet rather eold, celi-contri:rud nre@c."(Z)

Clarke Jound soong the Awriern men ol letters rele tively nany
Tnitaricie, Zongregationnlists, friends snd fmiversalists en relatively
foew Jlethodist Doisconals, 2anticts, =nd wdonen Zetholics.(Z)

It zoncars Lot every study ot hes been uscde of lecders that
Unitarians »nroconicatsd in npoint of relative numbers over 2ny other

. by

relicious (¢cnoainetion and in sose g tacics sieh o5 this one, the
Uniterisns a2 re wors¢ abuncent then =211 other reliious denoninstions
comuined, waet sre thie couses uncerlying this phen., iénon.

The Unitcd 3tetzs Reliioxs Cergus of 1916 shovus t

(I)

2lary of sestors in the Tniltericn churches ves very @ach algher than

in ~uy ovher c¢cuoainatlion. ozt to the Unitrrisns, the Gencrel

Conventions of the Zew Jerustlen gnd the Jewish Consrerstions, the
celerics of osstors in the miversalist and lrotestont Upisconel

(4

deunoninatiosns evera;ed very .nmeh ni.her thsn those in other Cenoninations.

linisters lice otner loacers auc worksrg rire ususily oeic recorcing to

thelr worth or the volue ol thelr services. The hicher aversoe salarics

anoug Unitarien preszchers wonle incieste reletively excellent services

(17 ntiwton, 1isvorsh 0@ ..l l-o, Leoft 2. = aeclision end Whio's
ericen [ere vy, (Al . 1¢27) Vol. II. Do. 4002
£ Averice,

e Q'J'.,' ,.l-')o -

arie, 2. Le = Ariern en of Lotters - vere 6l.
(4) U.G. Rulirious Census, 1916, SDulletin 148, o. 78-73.



The ost Cisticociiching arks of Jniteriansm tocay are its

T"insistencec uron absolute I
the suorenme (miidenee o4 reason, 1
relicions oninion, its Cevotion t ?
eannrsisg uoon charseter, s tne prineiples of funcr:
ralision". (1)

cadon in belicl, its reliencs mhon
ts tolcrsnce o0 Lifier i

0 siueazion end Hnil-ontiurony, end its
wentel Ll)DP+"108 in

The Uniterisn church is wmigic in never naving aconted a creed

A

NOorg regired of members or dnisters oroisssion of a2 particuler
Goectrines. Thelr enduasis is woon necw rat er woon cresd - noon
nersonal religion, morsl sdvence.ent, enc clvice and social r<ilorm
rather then uson uyredestiaction, re.ction, vierrious 2toncancnt,
alreealois concsotlon, indent camnation, reinerrrnation, tronswb-
stantistion, original sif, regerncretion, rousistion, ). nance,
resarvection, eleharist, cinticne wunetion, sreaillennial end 1 nincnt
coidln- of Jesug, surleuln. conlesslons, (ivine wealin., cternel
oaniznacnts ane regarcs, and ssuctiiiestion.

Uniterianism is csgoutislly a p . llosonly of hwisn vellrre ihru
education 2nd this no coudt ceccounts for the Ifret thiat it #2218 to
the ecicated enc rationsl-ninded ewuls, the roslist, scientist,
anc lover of facts. What is true of Unitrrisnisna is more or lesc true

of Coryrersationaliswy Tniversalisa and Zolscoonrlisnisme.

(1) mitec 3Juntes Teligious Cgasus, Aeligious 3odies, Vol.II, » louo.



Inter-groun Arilistions of .l¢n Loniers.

To W

)

Med Ccxtent Co asle edhzvents o the ifferent religcious
bodies arriliate vwith other orgrnizcé grouns? An attennt is nere

nace to susuver this guession £3 Ler os the 11,7/0 wado's Wno uen vwho

are menbe
cernzd.
The
the Zoise
to .86 =
t~z other
orsanize
proaiaent
viitnh cons
Recioroe
liveralne
Join ore=
cA1SaG e

selves tn

anc libere

wey tousr

A re

Coapers
12 or mor

Aol
eny eluv
clans for

Le 3z L

rs of %the 18 previously mon-ionew rellgious boules £ e con-
Uniterien lesders bHelong 0 on avercy e ol w.o7 orgrnizntions, (I~
d2c1ls to ©.80, the Taiversolists to v.40, the Congresationsls
né the rresoyterians to £.6C orgsnizeasions. The ecrerents of

>

relisious bouies belons on an averasrce to Lewer then .60

tioise It #Hozars thet the cenominegtions wilth relatively .any

retional leacers sre the very ones whoze nmenhers ere icentilied
icerably :more then 2n sversrse mumder oL secon(ary Frouns.

21l infilucnces fre no coubt <t work. Tirt is, the roclative

ss 0f thnose «enotinations which veraitted its adhierents to
nizations vithout beins circiaseibed by restrictions hes

)
4

abers o cuieh chuarehes to aisioly the numbsr ol thneir sociel
erwdy leacing Sovares osrominence, ana thie diversity oif intcrest
l-ninceciess of the neabers of these cenomiltations naved the
Gs rofuown ror then.

ratively saell perecnts;e of Julversslists, Unitrrisus,

isrns, fnrc Congrs,~3in ~ls “re oabirs o only onc orgenication.

-

tively wany Zoiscodnlians end Tuitarisns sre icentiZicc with

2 formally or;znizcd secoicary #roups.

seonalirns and Jnitsricas toue to be wienbers ol relistively

s rs 2 mle, 2veressing 2429 cluhs for the former snc S.21

“ne laster. Thie overeees for #11 other (:nouinesions are

[As)

¢ coziiieclent oi corrcletion beticon the rate der 1(C,CCO



]

enrureh moabers per (enoninetion in Who's Wno end aversge muaber of
elud arfilietions is +.u1 ‘ncieatine o nrriec cesrse o sositive
asszociation detiezn the swo Irerors. Sixty-ITive anc nine tentns per

cert of the "nitrriens belons to one or tore cluds. The Zoisconal

o

church is the orly -anaoairstion Taviine s lrrgor percuiinge ol its
notabhlss icdentirica with one or more cludvs. Jeven anc <ix tenths per
cent of the 'mitsrison lescers ere meuhers ol seven or aore cluss, Of

the not=aoles asuwong the Tiends as high a ner centage onda ol the

Zniseconal leacers 2 higher nercentrse 2 re A6mDErsS 0L seven or ore

clubs., Ilinete

(

en £1¢ eignt teaths per eint ol the ™mitsricn leacers
are & .embersof Goll or Couantry Clubse A soaevnt larger percentage
£ tae Zoiscoonel and lCresuytesirn lescers gre reabers or Colf or

Sountry Clubs. As mcubers otf Cheambers of Couiierce or Comuercial clubs
or of Hotary or Xiwenis clubs tie .2 jority of follovers oi tie various
religious Iniths are o5 lixkely or aoze licely to be wabers ss ere the
Unitoricn lencers, c.l ver ceant of whom belong to Churmabers of Cotllerce,
2.4 per cent to Rotary clubs anc l.2 per cent to Kiwanis cluvs.

Lod¢es are not one ol the Cavorite organizcetions ol the mitarisn

s

leacvers =#=s only 19.8 per cent are .icabers ol one or more 1lod, €s.

Lodres seen to eopesl “o tie Universrlicst lescer§)95_47.8 per cent of

lal

then belong to one or more lodses, fnc to the Curisticn Sciuvittists,
Disciples of Clrist, iuthodist and Caristisn len ers. A3 urny as

4.2 per ~.ub of the Curistien leacers g au 2.2 ner ~cnt ol the Lisciples
of Christ lcacers ere .eabcrs of four or more loceges. The Zlks Lodge

apnears to Iaseinate the Universalict, the Christian and the Disecinlces

AL

Cer%

azooers of these orders.  The Knlgshts of 2 thiss Lod:e =lso scen

{

of Carist, 1le es 12.0, 7.5 and 0.7 per cent reoorzetively rnre

nzerlicrly attractivwe to thue wotables 0 thcce se e taree ehwrences,

jas]
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Jorty-three oser eont of the Chiristisn Seierce leacers elein neubershly

in twe llrsonie orcer, ollowed in orcer by 4C.1 per cent for the

- —~ -

miversalists, I8.C per cent for the Christianrs sid S6.6 per ceut Tor

the

to

Jethiodistsse The TTniversslist and the Christian leacers e1s0 seen

have sirorns vroclivities to Jjoln the Oid sullow lodge o35 over 1/1¢

ol ezch sjeeily weabershio in it.

Sver Torty per cent of the miversclict, Congrecoational, llcthoulst,

Priesbyterien and D-otist lcecers sicnifly aifilistion witn one or more

Crecex Latter

tha

onizties. A tenth of the Congreyationsl lescers stete

(&)

t they ere menbers of three or more Gruek Letter Soclieties,

Pr-ctically 1/4 of the notevles of the Relormed clnwen incicate

"a

g

\Y]

4

- A
11G

Crfilistion vith the 2hl 3eta ranne 3Jociety. The cvercontng

~e for the

sa6s in this respeet is 1248, the Cowrepztionnlists 19.C ner ront

the Miiversalists 18.8 per cocnbe. Over a tentn ol the @ongre-

cational lercCers specify £ 0ilietion in the Sicma X1 fraterdty. The

ner

Tni

of

a

n

contrgees of Tnited Bretheren, Jricrcs, Letter Tay Szints and
tarian lescers vwno are meadbers ol the Sipma Xi 2ro o1liost =3 high
for She Zongre.stional lescers.,

Orne-onrth (£2£.85 ver cent) of the Unitarisn lescers =re me bers
county or eity nroiessional or ftecanicsl orgseni:aftions. Thuis is
igher nroportion then orcvoils faong the notabvles of other religions

faitns. Over 1/5 of the Zniscopal end "miversslist liscers ore

siailerly effliliateds DTuenty-cisat snc six tenths per cunt of the

nitarisn lcaders are menbers of State or Regionel nroldessionsl or

teennical organivetions in vhich resocet

N

tney ers excecced only Ly tne

Taiversalist snc the Zhristisn lesders. Qver 1/2 (c7.2 per cent) of

the

mitarisn lerCers pre menbers of llationnl organnizetions. The

friencs, Consregationsl, letter Doy 3zints, and spisconal rre the only

other relisious bodias more th

\\"

n usli’ of vhose lescers sre £ iliat . 4



(VA | 1‘07/1.

Lith retiornel ovgsniwstions. wsrrebtiorlly = boath of the “nitarisus

%

grc menbers of Jorei:n or Internatiornal orceoniirtiouns ~nu in waich

resyeet they ran.l ebove all otlher reli:ious ¢grouss.
As = rule the =more liversl and ¢ enocravie religlous coules have

leroer sroportionsof their nationally ovroadnent aciersnts seting in
o fieirl erureisies in County, City, S4e e, desionsl, wrtionsl, Porsign
and Insernntionel or snizations.

O the "nitcd 2retiieren lercers only ©.7 ner 2snt and of the
Relor.ed Chrireh lescers only 11.9 Her cent 2ve less thnn 2 college
c@ieation, the o lowveat, whlle of the Thristisn Jeicnee luaders
45.0 per cent 2unc ol the Rouwnn Crthslie lencers 4C.4 per cent have
less thran o collesse ecdncation, the tio higlhest in this resoect,

There scens to be a fairly rrica Cirree ol dositive escocintion
betivezn the relative nunber ol Hwoaiinent leacers in -eligious vodies
ané %the nercentepre of ce'ruren menbers 2 iilicstze vwith verioas oreeni-
zations, Tue coslileclicent of corrcl-otion beviein the rete rer 10(,C0CC
ehuren meabers (en) per denocairation of natiornsl prouainencs, vwihaieh

seterizesd Ly the gybol, D, anc ths ser cent vwho are

LB

L8y e enr
e bers 6f City or County orgsnizations is +.02; that betueen D and
per cent who 2re menbers of nationsl or:auizations is +.44; thst
betveen D and the per cent who 2re .icubers of sorcigzn or Internstionsl
orcaniza ions is +.52; tlint betveen D 2n¢ the per cent vwiuo nold
o0ilicial positions in eity and county orsenizesions is +.41; 2nd thot
afween D aad the sversge nmuabcr of elubs o1 wnieh o acmber is +.81.
A1l of these (1entitetive ernrecsions of Cegsrce of rulstionship
cre positive sna ‘ndicr e Lthst the Cendnineticns viose awenbers tend to
restriet thelr fornmel rrroun ~rli'ilicstions therc:y 1imit the exnnnzion
of their »ersonzlity, the nuwaber ol their socisrl celves and therehy

thelr onoortrinities for senieveient of national recognition or at<siziryg

(993



2o2zlvions of natlonsl Hrodaecce sililicient notv to

aention in Who's VWho.

acrit Lio.rasoniersl
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L niership is g nniversel hun~n nhenoacnon. The socizl
¢nelitiza, the croup auJrilistiong, ~n. the intor-rroup rslstionshins

e

of rontemnorery l=acers in all Iiclds of hum=n setivitics nes never
bzen eomorenvnsively stuaci . ce. The "ihwo's Who in Aucries" Tunctlons
as a osiovsraonicsl relervsnce vorx ol ©1y10sscly the "best known men
ance women of the country", the "most rotenle living Americsns in all
serts ol the vorld - the men s#nc vo.en waose Hosition or sechieve-

ments neke them of gerersl interest". The 1920-7 ecition with CZu,915

4]
O
&
3

biorrrnohierl st tenes serves gs g ros bly cetisfactory list of
Aizrieon lercers aad in 2degwrte muaber.

The leecer-Hrocueilny frees of the country, es Iav cé Who's Lo
lescers ar. cone=raed, fre f.sachimsetts (e lareely to Usrvard
Toiverclty sac 1ss influences, enc the District of Coluabla die to the
fret a7t 1t i1 *he nation's nost diversified serviec center. 1In
cenerel, thsre 1s no co.sistency betieen the ~iilerent siv-od ecities
in the rilative nrowuction o senievers,

2he enisvretion orf llichisen-born leasders to other stotes is three
tines thet of the enicration of ieni-sn-born ¢c:onersl Hrool=stion to
ouner striss.e Iighteen Hor o

t of "ichisren-gorn ¢general Hopa_stion

v

nave niqsrat.d o obthier stetcs, vhervess 7.2 ner cent of [Jiehi cn-

w

-

born Vho's Who lzacers ond <¢C.8 per cent of ‘icnic n-born R U 3
or Agriculturnl leccers nave aisv-tec to other siries. Lescers 2nd
cymen both tend to aigrate to the o=z states tho liscers sre less
rectrieted by oHrodianguity.
The 1 migretion of Aueriern-born leacers in*to ichipesn is & 1/2
tlaes thet of the 1.isretion of Averiean-born ensral pooulstion into
dashicrne OO fthe Angriesn-born vooilestion rosicing in llleniqon Z4

ner cent oF the general soomulation fre natives o obther shotes, wiEris

KFA

s
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62 sor eent of “he Aasricsn-torn Whio's Who lefcers snc 46 per cent
0f e fracriern-borm ¥ U S lescers in ichiicen =re notives of other
stotes., Tie Laulgration of fasriesn-born wmisrants into Liehisn,
both leacers sud 1s maen, tend S0 be Iroa thc cooae states - Onio,
TNow York, Iillinois #..¢ Irdisna.

Mnle 1lorocers s2re 12 tines £3 nwicrous a2s renrnle lcscers.  The
medirn ace of the men is $940 72ars enc of the wonen E7.2 Yenrs.
Thie Hronortion of leacers to totsl oouletinn is meny tias uigher
for the ole r efe Zroups Shen Zor the younger efe ¢rouds. 7The

wuiver ol cuinent men oer 1CC,0CC nsle nooulstion inerenses Irirly

D]

roalerly anc greduelly 1 eech suiceescive

A

e sroup un o end
cluding the SC to ¢4
A very sli:mtly ~reater pronortion o2 “he wurtion's nezle

leacders arc nrrrice or mave b.oen anrried then ol tlae umtion's laynen

of the snne

oyl

Ge A very mmen sufller oronortion of the retion's

Tensle lencers are dsrricd thsn of the rneition's ¢eunerasl Leanle

J0opul"vion ol the sanme ege wistoibution. Llescers do not erry =t as

early sn age es leyaen.  The acdisn fre af nsiriage is 29.0 yesrs for

thc men ant £0.0 vears ror the vionaen whio neritced enition in Who's Lho.
Jver V/é (€4 »er cunt) of the leacers antvenced college and

over 2/3 (09 ner cent) svedlistec Troa colless. A collese freduate

.

is about nine i ws as liksly %o =%%~in ~tionnl reco.nizion s one

Y]

who 1s not e  redustes  Students cradnating Zrom collegse withh haonors
(1/p to 1/1C o Lo e vmiie i elrzs heving the nighiest seliolsrshin
rvernrres) ~re tharce i ss e2s liiely Yo becoue leocers of national
iizortince thsn other college grednntes, [inny who aittoin the

secnolastic nonors of mcaversnip in the Dhi Beta oopa Society ere

abont 17 tincs more likely o ati2in suificiont cehicvents in elter
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life to merit uho's who mention then is the sversge .en, incleabiog
ti~t soholassic lerdership in college 15 closely gscocioted with

the everreay vorldGe.

(4

Botn the osrofessional neople #nd bthose cnirred in onblic serviecs
beeone nationslly known ehnrectsrs in leor er nuabers then thelr sro-
portion in the tossl sodsleution. i engesed in prolessional service
ansear £0 tiies snd wouaen 7 tines &s olten in who's who Aas their
nunericel ratio in thie sainiilly ensloyud DO miistlon. Jpecielized
soucielization cheuvscterives the majority of tie notables. 2JOro-
fessionelisation anc galnenee s re closely accoclstud.

Lenscers ere ocrsons vwith nhuacrous enc clverailficd orgsnizationel

(¢

v o a o M e e
alfZilistions #nc sicmberships - one=m711 ol the nen Ceaignet

nenbergiaip in zousc roliccious ¢ encaivetion, 1/2 specily awnmberzhin in

one or nore eluds, 1/6 in one or more Ireternel oricrs, 1/3 of the

&)

collcie mzn indiente Greck Lester fraternity errfilistions, 1/6 vith
sone trace, techniesl, srofessions2l or ovhier oxgrnlizstion thst 1s
city or ~omnsy-wice in seone, 1/4 vitin o sinller orgmnicetions tast sre

o

stete-wice or resionel in the breadth of their rcetivities, l/ Wit

nationsl orgrnicesions, anc l/lO vith foreign or interustionel

orgenizativiise Lofders are icentilizc vith about ﬁ?: “lucs 28 any

gseoirsry srouns £s lryasn. Urlteriens annerr snongs the leacers in

very 'mieh lav.er relstive numbers thon persons of any obvher cenoain-
ational ellegirnces T Zoiceoptlicns, Cornpregationalists, miver-

salists, end lPressbyterians alco atltein tnationrl Hrominence in re-

Lr tively lerge nuavderse Leccdevsiin emong achcrents ol rolisious

Loclies iIs sirnisiesntly sguocinicd vwith nunver of foruel orconizatiorsl

ffiliations, serticularly cluos, anc vith City, County, intiongl,



1 7 4 o

21 the netlion's ost pyo drnent lorcers ere sroconiiantly
eny miccle-osed or ol er, colleye ecantbuc, ono®:c0 ehlelly in
woeosiontl services, vorking in the lsrger neltropoliten cenvers,
anG very mueh Joined with thelr fellovien in a .imlbtinlicity of
Civersgifisd tyoes of orgenizoations. Lesders ers social contset

(2r's. Tey neve acantz2d thouasclves to a vilde reange ol soeigl

ty

e lesg incdivicwuslisvic thsan

M

f

the sverage lsynan.



180

BIBLIOGARE

Books

Allport, Moyd H. = Social Psychology, Chapters &,6, 1924 Houghton
Anérewvs, L. C. = lfznpower 1920 Dutton
3abbitt, Irving - Denocrecy and Lesdership 1924 Houghton

Booardus, Eaory S. = fundasentals of Social Psychologsy, Cazdters
32=-50 1924 Century

Burr, liclter - Cowmnity Leadership 1920 Prentice-iall

Casson, Hzrbert N. - Tins on Leadership; Life Stories of 20 Lesders
1927 Forb:os Publishing Comnany

xr

Clarke, Bcwin L. = Anmericen llen of Letters, Their Ilature and Iurtare,
1916 Columbia University Press

Clifford, “ne. G. - DLescGership 1920 Fairridd Publishing Couvdany

Conklirn, Ecwin G. - TIicrecity end Znvironment In The Tevelonment
o o~

of llan, 1923 Princeton University Press

Conn, IHerbert W. - Socizl Heredity end Sccial Environment
1914 Abington Press

Davies, George R. = Social Invironment 1917 LicClurg
Devey, John = Humen Iature end Conduet 19«2 Holt

Elliott, farrison S. - The Procecs of Group Thinkings, Chepter 1,9
1628 Ascsociation Press

Ellis, Mavelock - OStudy of British Genius 1926 rev. Zd. Houghton
forbes, 3. C. = Ilen Who Are ll2aking Anerica 19217 Forbes, Comseny

Forbes, B, C. = 1len Who Are llaking The Vest 1923 Iforbes Comdany
Grult, Robert Y. = Social Psychology, Chapter 9, 1¢23 Holt

Harcy, Eawin Ne. = The Collere llan's Influence 19C4 Pilsrim Press

Ho, Ching-Ju = Pcrsonnel Studies of Scientists in the United Stetes
1928 Tsachers College

Yolnes, Somuel Jo = he Trend of The Race, Chapter 15, 1¢2l Xarcourt

Hungington, E. snd VWhitcley, L. F. - 32Builders o Anerica
1927 Vim. ‘orrow and Comjany

Jordan, David S. - Leading Aasericsn llen of Science 1910 iolt

Larned, Josephus e = A Study of Greatness In llen 1911 [Toushtoh



Lebon, Gustsv - The Crowd, Book III, Chaspter 3, new ec. 19295
Mnecliillen

Lipvuann, Vwalter - Publie Opinion, Chapters 19, 14, 1<, 1¢27
liacilillen

Lumley, Frecderick E. - Ilcans of Social Control, Chanter 8, 1627
Century

iieClure, Lrchibeld - Leacership of the Ilew Aanerica, Racial and
Religious, 1916 Doran

Miller, Arthur Y. - Leadership 19.0 2utnam

sluaford, Edben - The Origins of Leeders.:, 1909 University of
Cnicago Press f

Ross, Zdward A. - Principles of Sociology, Chapters 2, 23, <43, 47,
1¢20 Century

Rucker, VWme. C. - Leedership 1926 ilackiillan

-

Ternan, La ll. = Genetic Studies of Genius 1925 Stanford University
Press

Visher, Stephen S. - Geography of llotable Americans
1¢28, Author, Bloomington, Illinois

warc, Lester #. <~ Aoplied Sociology, pages 98-181, 2£6-230,
19C6 Ginn

Wwoods, “recerick A. - Mental snd lioral Heredity in Royalty, 1906

Young, Kiabell - Source Book for Social Psycholory, nages 76-84,
Chapters 1&, 14, 15, 1¢27 Knopf



[ )

Macezine Articles

Ament, William S. - Religion, Zducation &nd Distinetion, School
and Society, (Sept. 24, 1927) 26:599-406.

Boviaan, Leroy E. = Approach to the Stucdy of Leadership
Journzl of Social Forces (uarch 1927) 1l:31c-21

Castle, Cora S. = A Statistical Study of Eminent \omen, Populer
Science lionthly (June 1913) 82:£593-611

Cattell, J. I = A Statistieal Study of Americsn llen of Science
Science (1906) Vol. 24:658-68; ©699=-707; 722-43

Cattell, J. I = Auericen Ilen of Science and The yuestion of
Heredity, Science (1909) Vol. 30:209-20, (191C) Vol. 32:6Z5=-
48; 672-88.

Chepin, F« S. = Socielized Leadership - Journal of Social Forces
(Fove. 1924) 3:57-60

Cope, Persis lis. - The ‘omen of Who's tVho - A Statistiesl Stuldy
Journal of Soecial Forces (Dec. 1928) 7:212-223

Dexter, Z. G. - 1\ixat Is the Best College - Vorlds Vork
(Aoril 19C3) 5:2202-3.

A Stucy o lModern Success - Current Literature
Cairrent Opinion (Aug. 19C2) 33:162-7

A Sticy of 20th Century Success - Ponular
‘Scicnce lontaly (July 19C2) 61:241-251

High Grade XMen: 1In College and Cut, Popylar
Science sionthly (llerch 190&) 62:4£9-435

Aze end Iminence - Popular Science llonthly
(A>ril 19C8) 66:528-43

Ellis, Xavelock - A 3tudy of British Genius - Popular Science
llonthly (February to Sent. 1$01)

rairehild, 1. - Comuents on Vishers Study of Parents of Hotables
in Who's Who - 3chool and Society (Anril 25, 1925) z1:5C5-6.

Frank, W. = Our Lecders - ILew Renublie (June 1%2€) 852:66-69,
114-117

Gillette, J. lI. =~ The Conservation of Telent Tarough Ttilization,
Popular Science llonthly (1915) 87:151-164



ok 182

Crey, A. = 2icking People for Who's Vho; An Interview With

Albert L. lierquis - Ameriesn llagezine (Jenusry 1921) 91:7-9

Harvey, P. C. =~ Road to Fame - Indeosencent (Jct. 24, 1925)
115:467-8

Yocking, V. E. - Leaders end Lesd - Yzle Review (July 1924)
13:625-41

“olmes, Roy e = S Stucy in the Origins of Distingaished Living
Anericans - Anericen Journsl of Sociology (Jen. 1929) Z4:670-86

Hooker, Elizabeth R. - Leacers In Villege Comaunities - Journal
of Social Forces (June 1928) 6:605-14

. House, R. M. - uho's Vho in the Vorld - Dial (Aoril 1o, 1°20F%
48:266

Iintington, E. - SiTfting Power of Cities - Scribners (3Sent.
1S20) 80:316=24

end Whitney, L. F. - Religion and who's Vho =
Aser. .lercury (Aug. 1S27) 11:428-43

Desccenéents of Who's Vho
Outlook (Ausust 24, 1927) 146:528-40

Jemes, W“me. = Great llen, Greet Thouchts end The Environment
Atlantie lonthly, 46:441-0

Jacobs, Joseph =~ DPaths of Glory - Fortnishtly (Jan. 1910)
67:59-68 or Living Ace, (fecb. 24, 19C0) 224:515-8

Jeétrow, Jo = Distribution of DTistinetion in American Colleges,

LaVoy, Y.Re. = Leacers, Born or llace - School and Society
(Dec. 1928) 26:683=4

Little, C. C. - The Disannearing Personal Touch In Colleges,
Scribners (Hove 1926) 80:465=71 '

Lowell, A. Leurence - College Rank and Distinetion In Lire,
Atlsnsic llonthly (Oct. 19C3) 92:512-£20

Meixle john, Alexander - Zducationel Lesdership in Americe -
Harpers (ilarch 193C) pp. 440-48

Muaford, Eben - Oririns of Lesrersnip - Americon Jourrel of
Sociology 12:216; J67-0CC.

Ncaring, Scott = The Geogsrephice Distribution of Asericen Genius
Populer Sclence llonthly (Aug. 1914) 8£:18%-S9



.' F‘
)
11-‘

Yy

The Younger Generation of Americsn Genius
nthly (J=n. 1S16) 2:48-61

2ov.er s

Sources of Politiecsl A conbribation to
HAierican Journel of Sociolog¢y,

Scientilie :

Itbeley’ T-(’ } -
the Perlicr of Leacership
(maf"Iﬁ‘ ) 28:709=-E3

Neystrom, P. He. Education and .lorey, Leascership =nd llorelity

worlds work

- q v

(D;c. 1911) 22:197=-2C2
- The Sucrcessful women of Anerics
ontnly (dan. 1904) 64:289-44

21 Forces Journal

Iorthrop, Auenda C.
conulsr 3cience

The Grest llan VS Socisg

(Dec. 19206) 5:220=-C1

s of Environmentzl InETuence

(Octe 1911) 70:396-482

ca27) ©6::0=-E2

O;Hhurn, VWi. F. =
of Sociszl Torces

- The Lav

Patton, Siaon K.
Populer Science lontnly
Bookiu2n (Seot.

Saich Is Fame
ialti-iiillionaires

Anerican Ilillioneires, end
forece ((iay 1928) 3:0a7-40

Raegcoe, 3.
and

Surokin, 2. -
Journel of S.cisl
Leacersnip end Geogcranhle liooility
ov. 1927) 12:173-8
and o*hers Leacers of Lesbor and Racdicel ilovements
AiterIcan Journal of Sociology (Fove 1927) C3:382-411
Perier Lecesders in the United Stetes
Foreces  (Sept. 1¢28) 7.(0-45

- Soc.

Research

Soce.

-

Journsl of Sociel
Strow, C. We = Turnover of Leszsdership in the Comiunity - Jourial
of A:nlied Sociology (lisy 1S28) 8:Zvo6=-T71
e A.ong Eaine..t ien - Popular

llarrisse
Q

-
-

Thorndike, Zdvard L.
Science llonthly (Aug. 19C2) 61:%28-
16 City Drict of Population in Relation to Social
(Nove 1C28) 2:17-23

thite, R. C.e = Tn i
Efficiency - Joarnal of Social rorces

A. E. =~ Anerica es & Iursery of Genius - Worlds Wwork
Anericen Journal

Viso-em,

(Oct. 1926) S2:684-94
Yools, Zrville 3. - Herealty and Oivortunity
of Sociology (1920) 26:1-21; 1l4o0-161

The Birtnplace of Lcading Alericans and thne

frecerick A. - T i
TcreGity - Science (July &, 19C9) 30: 17-20
1l of Zame - Ponuler

Woocs,
estion of T
Heredity and the T
Science .lonthly (lley 1912) €2:44£-452
Recial Orisin of Successful Aneriecens
oy &0, 1914) 77:3L1-2.

—al g

Scicntitic A.ericen Supslsment (-



125

-
(SRRt
e 0l
(= (o)

N
S0
RS-
5 (@]
— DYy
CI-

[T
a4,
[ -

w3
D 9o
oo O
ul —
— o
Y2y

[ )
Gy O N
o TN

Ky
O a9y

R
N)

O
C45%
O (M..
aQ A
Pl & R
+ g,
oD
€y hy
O = .
(L
ST
() (3]
=~ Gq e
4+ 0N
(40} u,
n =
1D e
[}
® o~ -
0> o
O
o e
20 BEatI &
LR
RN
g4 0 %
QD
<3
]
o
-~

—_

a2
[¢s N
- .
N
ol
= ~
RS
j g
H

D
juiied
QD
T
)

-'11:[ (

~d
B
1
~ 4
QD
.n.M “
L)
43
S0y
e
O
-~
Sa e
o C
oM
4=
0
|
D
>
..
,.
Cs













