THE' DISTRIBUTION OF ABILITY IN

UNITED

9 OME time ago there ap-

peared in “The Nine-
teenth Century ” an article
entitled “ The Distribution
of Ability in England.”
The writer had taken a
dictionary of contempo-
rary biography and had
classified all the Englishmen
therein mentioned according to the occupation
inwhich they had attained distinction, and then
by the counties in which they were born. In
this way he was able to show in what propor-
tion the counties of England had produced men
of distinction and in what department thesemen
had gained eminence. Thisarticle suggested to
me the idea of writing one of asimilar character
showing the distribution of ability in the United
States by States, and also by race-extraction,
which I feltsure would have an even greater in-
terest than the classification made by the Eng-
lish writer, because it was possible here to cover
the entire history of a rapidly growing country,
and because American States are necessarily
far more distinct and important social and po-
litical divisions than counties could possibly be.
I therefore took Appleton’s ““ Encyclopedia of
American Biography ” in six volumes, one of
the largest and most recent works upon the
subject, and classified the persons mentioned
therein who were citizens of the United States
according to occupation, birthplace, and race-
extraction.

1 began this work, which has proved much
larger and more laborious than I anticipated,
with a feeling of curiosity. But when I had
obtained my results I found that they went
much further than the satisfaction of a merely
curious inquiry. I am satisfied, and I think
any one who will examine the tables which fol-
low will be equally satisfied, that the results
obtained have a great deal of historical value.
The number of names classified and tabulated
reaches 14,243, not including the immigrant
table, and a number so large includes virtu-
ally all the men and women who by their
ability have raised themselves even slightly
above the generallevel. The method of classi-
fication which I have adopted shows what com-
munities have produced the men who have

THE
STATES.

governed the country and foughtitsbattles, who
have educated it and influenced its thought,
who have produced its literature, art, and sci-
ence, and who have made the inventions which
in some instances have affected the history of
the United States and of mankind.

The classification according to birthplace
Is as absolutely accurate as is possible in tally-
ing such a large number of names. There are
a few instances in which the birthplace was
unknown, and these have of necessity been
omitted. There are many cases in which the
birthplace may be said to have been accidental,
and where the person in question had no real
connection either by parentage, ancestry, or
subsequent career with the State in which he
wasborn. I founditimpossible to fix anyrulein
regard to these cases if I once departed from
the actual place of birth as a test. I determined
therefore to exercise no discretion in the mat-
ter, but to credit to each State every one who
was born within its borders, no matter whether
their parentage and subsequent career con-
nected them with that State or not, and as I
am satisfied that these cases in a large degree
balance each other I do not think the accu-
racy of the general result is affected. To this
general rule I have made but a single excep-
tion. Edgar Allan Poe was born in Boston,
but it would have been such a manifest ab-
surdity to credit him to Massachusetts that I
have given him to Maryland, to which State he
of course really belonged.

While it was possible to be absolutely ac-
curate in regard to the place of birth, and
practically so in regard to the occupation or
profession, it was not possible to be more than
approximately correct on the question of race-
extraction. In the first place it was necessary
to make the race classification according to the
paternal line alone, which is of course partial
and, if the French saying that ©/es races se
Jeminisent” be true, is also a misleading ar-
rangement. At the same time, as will be
readily seen, it is the only method possible,
and moreover the errors arising in this way
in large measure balance one another. Taking,
therefore, the paternal line as the one to
fix race origin, it is less difficult than might
be supposed to determine what the race
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688 7THE DISTRIBUTION OF ABILITY IN THE UNITED STATES.

originis. Ina large number of cases, especially
where the extraction is not English, the race
stock is given in the dictionary. In a still
larger number of instances the name and the
place of birth furnish unmistakable evidence as
to race. That error should be avoided in this
classification is not to be expected, but I am
perfectly satisfied that the race distribution is
in the main correct. Such errors as exist tend,
I think, here as elsewhere in these statistics to
balance one another, and the net result is, I be-
lieve, so substantially accurate as to have very
real value, and to throw a great deal of light
on what we owe in the way of ability to each
of the various races who settled the United
States.

The classification which I have described
thus far shows only the quantity, and has no
bearing upon the quality of ability. The arrange-
mént of the dictionary, however, furnished me
with methods of estimating and distributing
ability by quality aswell as quantity. A small
portrait inserted in the text is given of each per-
son who attained more than ordinary distinc-
tion, and my examination satisfies me that these
portraits have been in the main so judiciously
distributed as to enable us to use them as a test
of quality and as constituting a class. To the
persons having a small portrait I have given a
single star, and in the following tables there will
be found a classification of these names under
that head. A further but much less valuable
classification of the same sort I have given of
those to whom were awarded full-page steel
engravings. This, I say, is less valuable from
the fact that these large portraits do not appear
to have been distributed simply on the ground
of ability and eminence. For example, an ar-
rangement which givesa place to William Gil-
more Simms and shuts out Hawthorne, Poe,
and Lowell in the field of literature is mani-
festly of little weight. In the same way a clas-
sification which of necessity includes Tyler,
Pierce, and Fillmore, and which omits Jay,
Taney, and Chase because they did not hap-
pen to be Presidents, is quite misleading as an
index of the quality of ability represented. At
the same time there is something to be learned
from the distribution of these large portraits,
especially as their race classification is perfectly
accurate, and I have therefore given the per-
sons who have them a double star and have
made a table in which they are classified by
State and race.

I have also classified by race and occupation
all persons of foreign birth who have gained
distinction in this country. I have treated as
immigrants all persons who came to the United
States after the adoption of the Constitution.
It was, of course, necessary to draw the line di-
viding the immigrant from the original settler

at some definite point, and for this purpose I
took 1789 as the most convenient date. This
table, to which I have appended one covering
all negroes mentioned in the dictionary, is, of
course, accurate, and will, I think, be found to
have an especial value as showing the countries
to which we are indebted for ability among our
immigrants, and also in what directions that
ability has been displayed.

The total number of names classified, apart
from the table last described, is, as I have said,
14,243, and these are divided among the States
as follows :

TABLE A.

TOTALS BY STATES.
Massachusetis s, L. . . I 2,686
PNewHorler il s o L . o S 2,605
Penneylyanialseaiiny) M SE e 1,327
O ECHIT eyt 2 o e 1,190
AT b N I o 1,038
Marglandle o e . §5Iz
New Hampshire ... ........... 510
New Jersey ...t vodn ey v s 474
1 T T S R e . 414
SO G a0l Al b win s ntate vt 398
GO o I e ) 364
VEBMONE vt i vinistnatiaseiass 359
T eNtUCKY oo vv e st nlont s 320
North Caroling... v visemsm g 300
Rhode Island .- oms v v smmes i s 201
Geargia co. s v el e s e 202
Pennessae s el 136
Delaware. (i et 115
i a T o L S 113
District of Columbia............. 75
Lonisianasbre e rin e m i e s 68
Dlimois: e i sl sl oo 59
Michiganruesivnememnmsimsa 44
Missonri . ... e it 39
Alabame <o e e 34
MSSISSIPPL + +erlus s eiariiise woarenas o 20
Flomda ik it i e 12
WHSCONEIN. . & i vt s mlan e 12
California . s sieaiinsis 5
Towa' o o i s 5
Arkansas. o v s s 3
AV TE e B A I

14,243

TOTALS BY GROUPS.1

New England:SateSial s .ot ieits ot 5456
Massachusetisl Jot oL el 2686
CONNBCIICTIE , o vs sieisnsiaiacr simin i 818 010 1196
New Hampshire... .....-..%... 510
NI L o s e s o1 Foe S e ) 414
NEIIMIONE. o s vv vissimn v v onseovivieies 359
Rhodelstand s e e nates 291
5456

WAAATE SEREES - oI vl e s o s e sl e e e oty e 5021
e NOELG o o erei v oo o e 2605
Pennsylyvania........ g S 1827

1 T have here, and throughout this article, included
in the Middle States New York, Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, and Delaware, giving Maryland to the South-
ern group, to which it properly belongs by settlement,
history, population, and, in the main, occupations, For
the same reason F have given Kentucky to the South-
ern, and Missouri to the Western group.



THE DISTRIBUTION OF ARILITY IN THE UNITED STATES. 689

INeW JErseYicas oo on v s sovs 474
BIEIEWATE & v o w oo et 115
5021
SotntherniStates vialionie v mamminns Seasniaadh 3125
Vv siniad i s st 1038
Naryland o nanaiso 512
SonthiCarohna ki 398
Kentueky ot g S 320
Worth Carolina: . .o ds s 300
GeoToI il v e e R 202
b e R e e A 136
District of Columbia............. 75
T QTISTATI it s tiwiorwioln o s Uiotere i o 6%
Alabanma SN e e 34
MISSISSIPPIt. ot B Sl 26
o M S P e R 12
Axkansagion. L on L e D 3
A e S el S R e AN I
3125
N IS e R SR 641

OO0 i s s e o ot 364
AL T s e R 113
R0 5 To) [ o R e 59
MICKITAN o ns - onie St e s 44
1 BT o e e 39
WVISCONSIM Lo iin e o s s arpimis = 12
Califorria oo bt e e 5
TOWE ecis oo s e st 5
641

The foregoing table needs no comment, but
the next, which distributes the totals according
to race, requires, perhaps, a few words of expla-
nation. The term Scotch-Irish is well under-
stood in this country, and I have therefore used
it, but it is so far from accurate as an ethnic
description that it is almost a misnomer. The
English phrase of # Ulstermen " isunfortunately
nobetter. The people called Scotch-Irishin the
United States are descendants of the Scotch
and English who settled in the north of Ire-
land, and who made themselves famous by
their defense of Londonderry. In some in
stances there was an infusion of Irish blood, but
for the most part these people were of pure
Scotch (both lowland and highland) and Eng-
lish stock and were ardent Protestants. Their
heaviest emigration to America began about
1729 and continued with fluctuating numbers
until 1774. They have played a great part in
the United States,as will be seen by the detailed
tables presently to be given.

The Huguenots cover of course the Protes-
tant French who came here during the seven-
teenth and eighteenth centuries, either direct
from France, or by way of England and Hol-
land, where they had first taken refuge. They
are quite distinct from those classified simply
as French, who are descended as a rule from
the original settlers of Louisiana, Missouri, and
Illinois, from soldiers who came with Rocham-
beau, or from refugees who fled here from San
Domingo in 1792.

The Welsh enumeration is undoubtedly im-

perfect. I have included all described as of

* Welsh origin, and all others where the Welsh

extraction was obvious, but there are certainly
many Welshmen whom it was impossible to
distinguish either by name or place of birth,
and who are therefore counted among the
English.

The Irish may seem surprisingly few, but
as there was virtually no Irish immigration
during the colonial period, and indeed none
of consequence until the present century was
well advanced, no other result could have
been looked for.

All the other race divisions are, I feel satis-
fied, substantially accurate, except, perhaps, for
a slight margin of error in each case in favor
of the English. It is possible that the Scotch-
Irish have benefited at the expense of the
Scotch pure and simple, owing to identity of
name, but the two classes include virtually, all
persons of Scotch descent given in the dic-
tionary. The division of the total number by
races 1s as follows:

TABLE B.
TOTALS BY RACE.

English o cns e e 10,376
Scotehelish o eisms de v 1439
GETTRN . it iios weaies 659
15 b Teq (o d e SRR e . 589
Scotch 430
DOTER: < s s s 336
Welsh 159
Trish i ir e et e S 109
1 DT (ol s Bt s e S R 85
Scandinavian .....ov v cwve i 3I
Spanishum sttt i 7
Trahan - o tlnn s e 7
SWISS Sz ks S Eri e ey P 5
€ SR e e 3
S L B e e e I
Polisht i iuzmeaiicsersin s iinn I

14,243

The né®t two tables, C and D, give the State
and race divisions, with the distribution in each
case according to professions or occupations,
showing in what directions the ability of the
States and races has been manifested. A few
words only are needed to explain the classifi-
cation. ¢ Statesmen” includes not only persons
who have held public office, but all who as
reformers, agitators, or in any other capacity
have distinguished themselves in public affairs.
“ Clergy " covers not only ordained ministers
and missionaries, but all who have been con-
spicuous in any religious movement, and many
of those included under this head, it may be
added, have attained distinction in other fields,
chiefly as writers. ¢ Literature ” covers all who
have distinguished themselves as writers and
includes journalists. ¢ Musicians” includes
singers, players, and composers. All the other
titles are, I think, self-explanatory.
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' : | 8y
£ Al B § ’ Sal o | & |83
TABLE C. H R e A - T I - )
b § £ 8 §|8 (g |2 588 % |E |38 ¢ 3
5 Sl1a|S || 8383|258 8851385
3 Jl e S e8| 9|5 ]|s | & [EN]S A Ix]IE]Y =
Massachusetts, . ....... 255 235 167| 538| B8g| rar| 136| 52| xxB| 61| 33| 43| =2|13|33| =] =2,686
New York..... .| 250 304 | 130| 388 | 547| 122| 110| 78| 140| s5T| 2X| 40| s4|15(/15] 34| 2,605
Pennsylvania .. 202 178 | 153| 227| 67| 92| s52| 63| 1x2| 34| e2x| 12| 35| 7| 8] 22| 1,827
Connecticut. . .. 147 127| 67| 84| 33| 37| 75| 23| 49| 6| 16| 18| =2 x| 8| 10| X106
Virginia ... 271 129| 46| 83 4| 12| 20| 43| 0| 1™O| 30 2 7 B 1| 1,038
Maryland........ 110 30| 40| 54| 13| T4 8| 48] 16 4 5 a 5| 1].. 4 512
New Hampshire. . 97 5| =9| o3| 15| 15| 34| 17| 14 g o [ gl o3 hae 510
ew Jersey ...... 79 T 34 35 10| 12 22 22| 19 5 9 9l..| =2 T 474
Maine......... 55 39| 19 3| 16| =2x| 28| 18| 14 4 2 5 ]| g 414
South Carolina. 106 51| 26| 40 7| 14 g| 16| 6 s SN ] 1 2 398
Ohio ...... s 63 18 19| 59| =2o| x| ex| 1x 3 3 b 7 sl..| 2 4 364
Vermont. . 52 44| 22| so| 14| 4| =3 5| 12 5| 25l ax 2| 2| 3].... 330
Kentucky ....... 70 49| 19| 33 4| 11 4 g 4 3 7 3 =Y L ol 320
North Carolina. .. 108 4x|  x2| B |sie 2 2 P g I L1 [ 300
Rhode Island ... . 68 24| 17| 42 8 8 7| 22| 16 8 2 3| 1| x 291
Georgia ..... . 52 3 18| 17 1 5 = 8 1 B et [l e 202
Tennessee . 47 Bil 3 2 3 ] B - o] (R R I 136
Delaware. . 3r 12 2 T e 9 2 fer 1 : o (PRI el I 115
Tndiana o 23 19 3 6 4 5 L1 Eots o s 4 [ |frees SR 113
District of Columbia 5 13 2 3 2| 11 2 1 B A 75
Louisiana, v vyessas 10 14 x 6 1 L B ol 3 68
Tllingis .. . 12 7 2 8 3 1 2 T S s 59
Michigan . 5 5 1 & Y I S5 ) o= 44
MisSouri . . 8 5 1 2 T 2 s feved daal 39
Alabama. . 8 1 T [ < ISP (PR (PP Eourrel PO o] e L 34
Mississipp 3 g s I T | o e R 7 26
lorida . 2 2| e ot am o i 1z
Wisconsin . 1 i B 1 | 1 o z o 1z
California. . S | onen T . o v :of e |5 2 5
Jowa..... . soman | [ | A 5
Arkansas .. A & s s | s 3
A i T e B <.,<|.,.. P o) 05 1
2150 | 1892 2:64|1500i 839 174143 (82| 102| 14,243
£ o e £ = g | o | 8|44
TABLE D. 2 o (e e e S e R R
g & i 3 il [ SO - I g
$ SIE(3|3|8 8|88 B2 582|883 3
& O |lu (& |3 |x |4 |5 |a |8 |g9[8 |59 5| % =
English............... 1542 1520|1700 | 632(1631| 335| 441| 442 350| 40z| 67| 120| 136| 123|37|63| 75|10,376
Scotch-Irish . .| 265 22r| 162| 86| 131| 21| 32| 64] 54| 4x| x4| 20| 35| 34| 2| 2| 13| 1430
German ... & 163| 45| 41 40| 37| 18| 16| a7 8 7 4| 12| 2| 8 3 50
Huguenot . 84 65| 57| 37| B8s| =24| =22| 31| =23| 35| T 4 5 g e L 3 532
Scotch ... 7 50| 47| 31| 47| 18 7| 6] x| 14 ] 3 3 2| 4 4 43
Dutch. . 5 75| 40| 13| =22 6 6 g| x| 26 7l 10 2 e B (G 336
Welsh 36 19| ‘zof 7| 28| 3] 6 x| & @l = P e e e 159
Irish 28| 12 2| 17 iop lwies 4 3 £ el e 2 109
French........ o 4 6| 15 3| o7 3 1 4 3 | T 2 3 85
Scandinavian .. o feres 3 1 3 ;3 P 6 3 1 3 £ [P S0 W 31
Spanish ....... sls T s 1 1 ey Xl lenas [rrem b ana | s | s | 1 7
Italian. . | s [ 1 it v il | Rl Sy 7
Swiss .. Bl {3t EEE 1 = e St e LR | 5
Greek .. o o R gt | ] (P b el Bt Lo 3
Russian e e il e | o] (PRCH Werie Bd BEIE R 1
VIR | B e 1 | el 1
2150|1892 | 2164 | 1500 | 8592051 | 462 | 564 586| 482| s559| =z21| 183| 69| 174 | 43| 82| 02| 14,243
: L b o s 2
TABLE E. North Carolind. . .- coois o bmerin. )
ST GT STATE Eep Y ST A TS, Rhode Island ......... N 20
Delaware ...... S e wieakiy
N EW Y ORK e s iy s e 245 CEETNEISEess =) L o e 11
Massachusetts ............ it 213 District of Columbia ............. 9
Pennsylvania:............. . o 113 Tlimeis il e eIV A 6
Connecticut ........ R e 112 Lrgianas. s Ve beid Ko | wgh) [ 6
NATENE R it i 94 Louisiana. . ... T 6
New Jersey 56 Michigant o e coit . o, ., 6
Maryland s iy 50 S O e ; 1
New Hampshire 35 Florida . ....... I
0V R R SR e 34 California . 1
South Carolina 34 Alabama. . .. 1
Ohio .. 32 Wisconsin . ... 1
Kentucky. . 29
Georgia 25 OB e e T 200
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BY GROUPS. New: Hampshire. o e o 4
North Catoling o oo e s smmmmis 4
Massachmsetts b oo, 213 South Carolina .................... 2
B T e e 34 Connectidub i, oo e ot 2
New:Hampshire: . ... e 35 NVEEMONE: . o on s wmiarsanins et s s I
Vermont.. ... e e e i 24 W EWJEBET 5 o ctvintmo s ey I
Rhode Island .. civeiiisumes . 20 IVIBINE Jeocurin vime i ssronstntotor s e oty I
Gonnecticnb = il e 112 Rhogeilsiantd! fhar: o s nan s I
— TENNESSER: & iinera o wrees bt I
Six New England States. .. ..o 438 Beentucky. i s viins st Sneee I
< o] ] BT P Ll 8
DNew Yorle e mnnieliihnraninis 245 # 5
DewJersey:: v miiaetasmm s 50
Pennsylvaniai: saimssnpassii o 113 BY GROUPS.
Delawiare s ivann et 15
o New Eneland . . oo SN 20
Four Middle States < iviaiivvumsilinms 429 Middle States .. ...oooren e I
Southern States ... .. .vrovo v simios 1
Marylandis s wains st it 50 N eslern s SERTREN B &
WA EITIR i Al 04 —
e e e e 34 3 ey e e B 58
Ientueky ian s s e 29 ) \
Gentaiai i e 23 BY PROFESSION AND RACE EXTRACTION.
NorthiCarolina. .. ioiawiive vl 20 L e .
ENNRSEEE i e L 11 Virginia . . Welsh .. .1 Statesman, 1 Soldier,..
District of Columbia .......o... ... 9 English. .6 Statesmen, 2 Soldiers,.
Eouistana e wee b T e e 6 I Lawyer,
[Fi2l I P WS S i 1 Scotch: T iSoldier .o..nsinait 12
Alabamias on venRRE Rl I
T Mass..... English. .5 Statesmen, 4 Writers,. .
Ten Southern States and Dis. of Columbia.280 g SI Inventor, I4Phi]a.ntln,‘o-
L 11
Oh_io R 32
Tinois .....coveiiiiiiiiieennns 6 New York English. .2 Statesmen, 1 Writer, ..
Indiana. ......ooooennvnnninnnnn.. 6 Dutch ...1 Statesman,
Michigan ... 6 Scotch .. .1 Statesman, 1 Writer, ..
MisSOUri. . .0 1 . Trish:.: T Soldier: o e s 7
(BRI TR Ao i o s i e 1
Wi NN e I . |
i £ Penn.....English..1 Soldier, 1 Naval Officer,
N et b ile NiToegeii Sec. Irish.1 Inventor, I Statesman,
e Westeomitates 53 Scolch:..X Saldier: o sy 5
TABLE F. Ohio . ....English. .3 Statesmen, 2 Soldiers. . 5
SINGLE STARS — BY RACES. N. H. ...English. 3 Statesmen,
Se.:Irish.x Statesman .. .« vosms s 4
Englishe o ot o niha 856 )
Scoteh-ITIshe s ine hin s 129 N. C.....English ..1 Statesman,
Hugrenot'. s iiiia i 57 Sc. Irish .3 Statesmen............ 4
Seotchanes A et 45 el g
3B e e e e 39 521G e IEnglish . .1 Writer,
T R A i e e e v U Sc. Irish .1 Statesman............ 2
Welsh. ..o 15
Irish .ooooooiiiiiiina. Ig Conn. .... English. .1 Lawyer, 1 Writer . ... 2
LERNOIIG e i s s et Vermont. .Sc. Irish.1 Statesman..... ...... I
Scam_l}navran """""""""" L e s English .1 Statesman........... I
Spanish (. ..o L Mane..... English X Writer.. . .. cooeninn. 1
L T R R : R.I......English .1 Soldier .............. I
e Tenn.....Spanish .1 Naval Officer......... I
Totaleunassbimunsvnamansvses 1200 Kentucky.English. .1 Statesman..... ...... I
TOEAL. oottt e et o 58
TABLE G.
TOTALS BY RACE EXTRACTION.
DOUBLE STARS— BY STATES. ST T B e B B E 41
: SO EC T LIS R e e e 8
IVALEINIR: 0 s e s ot e e 12 RO e L 4
Massachusetts, e e 11 WELSH .o oo SO ILE ot o S 2
e . 7 Dutch . ovvivnniiniiiiieiiiiiie.s I
Permsylvaniai. .. sommimeinn 5 SRANISEH L el o S, I

() T o SO 5 E e R I 1
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el R T T *.
TABLE H. i : i glk !»,‘ ‘§|q g ,g'i i
il Al e | glaf o2 | 1%, i 3 ¥
Immigrants. i g § §I§ g‘%§ E% E‘lgi?‘ig %Ié § I§ g\E g E‘
AR ARARRE SR NN RS R EEE:
Statesmen —8,_;i-_1; __;.v_xl 2 -_; i _1 _ _“x' _— _—- _ ;
Soldiers s 1 4l11]| 7 51 3¢ 1|“ I| x| 2f 34 s | X 1
gergy- 51| 72 Sg 3 3023 13| 7| 4 13| 4| 7| x| 2| z|.. 25
i | |7l 2 P i o P Bl B B I el |
Pﬁ‘;gg:ns 1§ zgi 2| ol 3| 3 3 BB A o N [ vt |8 3
Literature 64| 30| z=| 3412| 5| 10| 31 7| T|.. .0 ] 7
AYEaod 43| =2| 12| 10| I| 3 = [0 R ot e o I S I
B CIBIICE . vttt seie e iie it raneanarans 22| 16 6| x0/..| 4 o I (= L | g I
RGeS o T s e 12 m! 7| 2| 5| 7 o | e i b s 2. 5
R o e T e s L N L 2 I 4|eeee| 3|- 3'. vefen]es Tl o
Bisimess oo 16 7| 8 13({10| X o) R '.,| f al B S W i
ERtIOPY o o s s s e g 1 4| 1| =| L 3 R e f x| puf z
Pioneers and Explorers ..........c...... | =2 2 | R & sl 1 cafes ol WA T
TRPeNEOrs s s e e R S TRl el I 1) of [ o ;
3 T e e e z ] s I o (s 1 .- el e
e T £ R e SR T e ‘ 7 R ) Thoo| e v A (45 t
e e R R | 19| =20 Tleeeaf T) 2 1 e walan]|onfen]| 46) 2
T ety e ) e e & w5y o T A e i 56 3 7 T{ T| x a | & . e R | 72
J 345 z45| 200 | 151'33;63 6o 13516;:5 15114 3| =2 x| 1| 1271 62
T i v
TABLE I. ~W. L and Prov.... g.ét]‘:égée .............. :
IMMIGRANTS — SINGLE STARS. BREMEEE st 1
., . =3
French........ CleTge s w iirn o 2 Scandinavian ...... 3 151 T1s) ¢ 1] 0 e b e I
ACEOT. ... cvunivne o 4 Beloign . oo CISTEY e ot ity X
Statesman............ I ol oo o vonsians BOTAIO o comtes S
=4 Aol 1 e —71
ITISETMIR oty Clergy.......ivonsses 6
éﬁ:::;gc AR ; Itis not my intention to analyze the fore-
Lawyer.............. T going tables in detail. Indeed, it is not neces-
SEldie p i 1 sary to do so even if space permitted, for the
EAE I e s et ures te er own stor amly enough.
Navy ‘” fi tell th tory plainly gl
Carrian. ot T 2 There are, however, a few general results to
SRR 1 which it may be well to call attention, I will
Literature............ 1 take the last table, that relating to immigrants,
%EI’CYS ‘;‘;46 --------- ; first. It will be noted that the Irish, who in the
Tt e general tables contribute a very small number of
Engineer. . .......... 1 names, stand third in this table of immigrants.
Musicians ........... 2 It will be observed too that the Irish have
Soldiers.............. _414 contributed more largely to the soldiers than
English . .......... ClETEY «vereenernnnns 3 any others, the Germans and Scotch-Irish
A S 3 coming next, and the English and Scotch be-
é,itegamre ............ 2 ing remarkably small in this field. It is also
‘\‘:_lt‘il‘_"t“s """"""" z very interesting to note in this connection, es-
e pecially with regard to some statements that
Philanthropist ........ 1 used to be made about the persons of foreign
Eusllless ............. I birth in the armies of the United States, that
AWYEL e sisivmiiisninin -_115 of the men who gained distinction as soldiers,
Cootdh i e e in fighting the battles of the country, 1892 were
Business............. 2 native-born,and only 8o were immigrants, while
Educator ... ol 1 in the navy the disproportion was quite as
gé?;fgé_"_'_'___'_‘_'_'_'_::'_ = glaring, 482 being native-born, and only 14
e being contributed by immigrants. The larest
S e e SCIENCE v .10 Fs vsiaidiis 4 amount of ability in the immigration table is
Clergy............... 2 shown by the English,and if weadd to them the
Seotch-Irish §reevatare = 6 Irish, Scotch, Scotch-Irish, and Welsh, as well
""""" Clerpy. ... vvr iy as those from the British provinces, we find
BuSiness ... .oes.nn I that the immigration from Great Britain has
é\cl'ffl’,r coreeeeeaenaen 1 contributed three-fourths of the ability furnished
A? e Ui : from outside sources. Germany comes next to
Navy. . ..o g England in the totalamount of immigrants who
— 8 have attained distinction, but the largest num-
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ber in proportion to its immigration is un-
doubtedly given by France, which furnishes
63 names to the table. Immigration has con-
tributed most largely to the clergy, to literature,
and to art, the proportion in the latter case be-
ing astonishingly high, 112 immigrants to 147
native-born. On the other hand, the immi-
grants have contributed as little to the states-
manship of the country as they have done to
its army and navy.

By the table showing the distribution ac-
cording to States (Table C) it will be seen, as
might be expected, that the oldest communities
with the largest white population have been
most prolific in ability of all kinds. At the same
time this rule is by no means absolute in its
application. In Virginia, Massachusetts, and
Connecticut the percentage of ability in pro-
portion to the total white population is higher
than in the two other leading States, New York

and Pennsylvania. In proportion to its popu-.

lation, Connecticut leads every other State in
the total amount of ability. In the matter of
groups, not only the absolute amount of ability
but the percentage in proportion to population
is higher in the New England and Middle
States than in those of the South and West,
outside Maryland and Virginia.

Even more interesting than the percentages
shown by the totals is the distribution by
occupation. There are eighteen departments
enumerated in which distinction has been
achieved. New York leadsin eight: soldiers,
lawyers, artists, navy, business, engineers, archi-
tects, and actors. Massachusetts leadsin eight
also: clergy, physicians, literature, science, edu-
cators, philanthropy, inventors, and musicians;
while Virginia leads in the remaining two:
statesmen and pioneers.

This table also shows that the production
of ability has been remarlfably concentrated,
and has been confined, on the whole, to com-
paratively few States. A few comparisons will
prove this. Two States, Massachusetts and
New York, have furnished more than a third
of the ability of the entire country. Three,
Massachusetts, New York, and Pennsylvania,
have supplied almost exactly one-half, and five,
Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, Con-
necticut, and Virginia, have produced two-
thirds of the total amount. In the arrangement
by groups, we find that the New England group
and that formed of the four Middle States must
each be credited with more than a third of all
the ability produced. The six New England
and the four Middle States furnish together
almost exactly three-quarters of the ability of
the country. If Virginia be omitted, it also
appears that Massachusetts alone has furnished
a little more and New York alone a trifle less
ability than all the Southern and Western

States together— that is, than twenty States
and the District of Columbia, In the Western
States the wide difference which exists is owing,
of course, in large measure to their very recent
settlement, for which proper allowance must
be made in drawing any deductions from the
figures given in the tables.

Among the new States settled and admitted
to the Union since the adoption of the Con-
stitution, some interesfing results may also be
obtained. I do not include Maine in this di-
vision, because Maine, although a new State,
is one of the oldest settlements. Excluding
Maine, then, we find that Ohio has a long lead
over all the other new States, including Ken-
tucky, which was settled about the same time,
and Louisiana, which was settled many years
before. This striking fact in regard to Ohio can
be due only to the character of the original
settlement.

If we turn now from the distribution by totals
and examine that by professions, we find that
while the Southern and Southwestern States,
including Virginia and Maryland, are com-
paratively strong in statesmen, soldiers, and
pioneers, and in a less degree in lawyers, they
are weak in all other classes. The ability of
the South, less in amount than that of the
New England and Middle States, was con-
fined to three or four departments. In other
words, there was in the South but little variety
of intellectual activity. In the Middle States
and New England ability sought every chan-
nel for expression, and was displayed in various
ways. All the States in not very widely vary-
ing proportions produced statesmen, soldiers,
lawyers, pioneers, and clergymen, and the
seaboard States naval officers, But almost all
the literature, art, science, business, philan-
thropy, and music; almost all the physicians,
educators, inventors, engineers, architects, and
actors were produced by the Middle and New
England States. This is a most significant fact.
It shows a wide difference between the two
civilizations, that of the New England and
Middle States on the one side and that of the
Southern States on the other; for the surest
tests of civilization in any community are the
amount of ability produced and the variety of
directions in which that ability has been dis-
played. The thirteen original States were with
one or two variations settled, and they were all
controlled, by men of the same race-stocks and
of like traditions. The cause of the wide dif-
ference in amount and variety of ability shown
by these tables is a fresh proof, if proof were
needed, of the pernicious results of slavery upon
even the finest races. There never was a more
complete or a worse delusion than the one once
so sedulously cultivated, that in this age of the
world aristocracy in the best and truest sense
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and a high civilization could be compatible
with slavery. No finer people ever existed
than those who settled and built up our South-
ern States, but when slavery became, in the
course of the world’s progress, and in a free
country, nothing less than a hideous anomaly,
it warped the community in which it flour-
ished, limited the range of intellectual activity,
dwarfed ability, and retarded terribly the ad-
vance of civilization. It is wonderful that the
people who labored beneath the burden of a
slave system achieved as much as they did, and
the mass of ability which they produced under
such adverse conditions is a striking proof of
the strength of the race. The effects of slavery
are painfully apparent in these tables, and only
time will enable the people who suffered by
the evil system to recover from them.

If we narrow the examination of the tables
to special professions we can get in that di-
rection also many interesting results. It is pos-
sible to point out only a few of them here. In
literature Massachusetts has a long lead over
any other State, and together with New York
and Pennsylvania has furnished more than half
of all the writers produced in the United States.
New York, as might be expected from her large
population, is ahead in soldiers and, what was
less to be anticipated, in naval officers also. Of
the total of 1892z soldiers New York, Massachu-
setts, Virginia, and Pennsylvania furnished the
country with ro4%. Ohio, however, in propor-
tion to the total amount of ability, shows among
the larger States one of the highest percentages
in soldiers, and is far ahead of all those nearest
it in total numbers. Virginia leads slightly in
statesmen, and with Massachusetts, New York,
Pennsylvania, and Connecticut supplies more
than half of all produced. New York is far
ahead in art, which has come almost wholly
from that State and from New England and
Pennsylvania. Massachusetts has asimilarlead
in music, of which New England rather unex-
pectedly furnishes nearly two-thirds. Invention
has come chiefly from Massachusetts, New
York,and Connecticut, and educators are most
numerous in the same group. New York leads
in business, Massachusetts in philanthropy,
while Virginia is ahead in pioneers and ex-
plorers, with Massachusetts a close second.

If we turn now from the table of States to
that of races we find that in statesmen and sol-
diers the Scotch-Irish, Scotch, Huguenots, and
Dutch all have a slightly higher percentage in
proportion to their totals than the English,
while in other directions these four race divi-
sions fall behind the leading race. Other per-

centages of this kind can readily be made from
the tables, but the most interesting question in
this direction arisesin regard to the proportion
of ability to the total numbers of each race.
Unluckily only a rough estimate can be made,
for there1s absolutely no means of knowing ex-
actly the total amount of immigration in any
case. I believe thatin proportion to their num-
bers the Huguenots have produced more and
the Germans fewer men of ability than any
other races in the United States. I think there
can be no doubt as to the Germans, for their
immigration was larger than any other in the
colonial period except that of the English and
possibly of the Scotch-Irish. Their compara-
tively small numbers in total amounts are em-
phasized by their further decline in the table of
single stars. The explanation is, I think, obvi-
ous. The Germans settled chiefly in two or
three States, and by retaining their language
for at least a century kept themselves more or
less separated from the rest of the community.
In other words, they did not quickly become
Americans. The result was less ability pro-
duced and less influence exerted upon the
country in proportion to their numbers than
that of a much less numerous people like the
Huguenots who at once merged themselves
in the body of the people and became thor-
oughgoing Americans. Indeed, if we add the
French and the French Huguenots together
we find that the people of French blood ex-
ceed absolutely, in the ability produced, all the
other races represented except the English and
Scotch-Irish, and show a percentage in propor-
tion to their total original immigration much
higher than that of any other race. The Dutch
suffered slightly, I have no doubt, in the same
way and from the same causes as the Germans,
while the other immigrants, from Scotland, Ire-
land, and Wales, did not suffer at all and had
no barriers of language to overcome.

The race table shows the enormous predom-
inance of the English in the upbuilding of the
United States, and if we add to the English
the people who came from other parts of Great
Britain and Ireland that predominance becomes
overwhelming. The same tableshowsalso what
I think is the most important result of the whole
inquiry, that the people who have succeeded
in the United States and have produced the
ability of the country are those who became
most quickly and most thoroughly Americans.
This is a moral of wide application, and carries
a lesson which should never be forgotten, and
which, whenever we meet it, should be laid to
heart.

Henry Cabot Lodge.
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not remember. Or, finally, Mr. Custis may have been
convinced in 1855, when Colonel Lewis Washington
called his attention to the matter, that the portrait at
Arlington, which Sparks had engraved, was that of
Betty Lewis.

Moncure D. Conway.

A Word More on the Distribution of Ability.

IN the abundant comment upon the article about
“The Distribution of Ability in the United States”
which appeared in the September CENTURY, much crit-
icism was mingled. To reply to this criticism in de-
tail would be needless, and would occupy too much
space. Butall of it, I think, can be met by a few general
statements, and the more easily as most of it proceeds
from a misapprehension of the original inquiry and of
the system upon which it was conducted.

In the first place, I did not create the statistics; I
merely collected them, and they are as free from error
as it is possible to be in tallying and classifying over
fifteen thousand names. I should have been glad to
give figures which would have gratified every one's
local and race sensibilities ; and if I had been making up
the lists as a work of the imagination solely to please
myself, I should not have reached the conclusion that
Connecticutamong the States and the Huguenot French
among the race stocks showed the highest percentage
of ability. I gave the results exactly as I found them,
and had no idea what they would be until all the names
had been tallied, classified, and finally counted.

Another criticism has come from a failure to recog-
nize the plainly stated system upon which the work was
done. 1 adopted, for instance, a certain race classifica-
tion. Itis perfectly fair to criticize that classification
as such, but it is absurd to say that T have misrepre-
sented facts because the results of a different classifica-
tion are not the same as mine. For example, I classified
the Irish and the Scotch-Irish as two distinct race
stocks, and T believe the distinction to be a sound one
historically and scientifically. It is possible, of course,
to take another view of this arrangement of races, and
perhaps to defend it. But to add a large part of the
Scotch-Irish to the Irish, as one of my critics has done,
and then to accuse me of misrepresentation because his
result based on one classification differs from mine
based on another and entirely different one, is unfair
and meaningless, and does not touch my conclusions.
The Scotch-Irish from the north of Ireland, Protestant
in religion and chiefly Scotch and English in blood and
name, came to this country in large numbers in the
eighteenth century, while the people of pure Irish stock
came scarcely at all during the colonial period, and did
not immigrate here largely until the present century was
well advanced. There seems no good reason why a
people who were not here except in very small num-
bers should perform the impossible feat of producing
more ability than races which were here and which out-
numbered them many times. In the table of persons
born in the United States the number of pure Irish stock
is small because there was very little of it. On the other
hand, in the emigrant table, which represents ability
after the Irish movement began, the Irish stand high.
The Scotch-Irish and Huguenots show the reverse.
They stand very high in the tables of persons born
here, and almost disappear in the emigrant table. In

other words, the figures correspond, as they ought, with
the facts of history and with the race movements.

The same principle holds true in regard to States.
Communities cannot begin to produce native-born
ability until they have been in existence as communi-
ties for at least the lifetime of one generation. For this
reason the total amount of ability becomes less as we
pass from the old thirteen States to those founded just
after the Revolution, and thence throngh the different
stages until the newest States are reached, where prac-
tically nothing is shown in the tables, simply because
there has not been time for men and women to be born
and to grow to maturity, and the active and able part of
the population has of necessity come from outside. The
criticism that birthplace should not be the test for the
classification by communities seems hardly to require
an answer, for a. moment’s reflection ought to convince
any one that no other is practicable. Place of birth is
no test of race, although it may be an indication, but
it is a test for determining the community which pro-
duced a given man or woman. If we attempt to credit
a person to the community in which he grew up or was
educated, or in which he achieved his reputation, our
only guide is discretion, and the classification could be
disputed in every instance. The place of birth may
sometimes be misleading as to the community which
really produced a man or woman, but these errors are
comparatively few; they balance, or tend to balance, one
another, and the test itself is not open to dispute and is
not a matter of personal discretion.

In addition to these general points, there is one spe-
cific objection which I wish to meet. Some of my critics
said that it was not surprising that New England and
New York showed such high figures, because “ Apple-
ton’s Cyclopadia of National Biography’” was a Nor-
thern and Eastern publication, and its editors were a
New-Yorker and a New-Englander. It was intimated
thatif the “ Cyclopaedia™ had been edited and published
elsewhere, and by other persons, the result would have
been different, and that the place of publication and the
unconscious bias of the editors had given the Stateswhich
showed the best results an undue advantage, This criti-

cism was susceptible of a test which I have accordingly

made. Inregard to American ability the “ Encyclopee-
dia Britannica,” whatever its merits or defects other-
wise, is at least a disinterested witness, unswayed by
either the State or race partialities of the United States.
In the index of the © Encyclopzedia Britannica ™ I find
317 names of Americans, who are not merely mentioned
in lists, but of whom some accountis given either under
their own names or in connection with some general
subject. Of these at least 250 would be placed without
dispute among the 300 most distinguished Americans,
Of the remaining 67 the right of some to be in the list
would be disputed, while that of others would be re-
jected, by American judges. These last names, how-
ever, whether removed or left in, are so divided among
races and States as to make no difference in the general
result. These 317 names, therefore, selected by an
entirely outside authority, I have classified and arranged
just as I did those in the original article, and the results

are given below. These tables explain themselves. It

will be seen that they not only confirm the general
trend and results of the Appleton tables, but accentuate
the differences among the States shown by the latter,
and fully sustain the conclusions of the original article.

N
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H. C. Lodge.

Note on * The Distribution of Ability."

THE writer of “ The Distribution of Ability in the
United States” has omitted to mention one circum-
stance which strikes me as a very material one. Be
one’s ability what it may, it is the pen alone that can
confer upon him even the immortality of the biographi-
cal dictionary. Nearly all the writers and chroniclers
of the country have been Northerners, and largely
New-Englanders. Asaconsequence,local prominence,
of whatever sort or degree, stood a much better chance
there of falling in the way of the encyclopedia-maker,
than if achieved among a people with whom literature
was by far the most backward of all pursuits,

It has been said that a happy people have no history.
It is self-consciousness and discontent, rather than nat-
uralness and cheerfulness, that fill the libraries. Thus
the Southerner, I opine, has come to be a maker of
books.

But this is somewhat from the point. Itis of course
impossible even to estimate the effect of a State’s back-
wardness in literature on the fame of her sons. That
it must have some weight the author of the article
mentioned will, I am sure, admit. Sallust said of the
Athenians :

The exploits of the Athenians doubtless were great ; and
?(et I believe they were somewhat less than fame would
have us conceive of them. But because Athens abounded
in noble writers, the acts of that republic are celebrated
throughout the whole world as most glorious; and the
gallantry of those heroes who performed them has had the
good fortune to be thought as transcendent as the elo-
quence of those who have described them.

David Dodge.
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By his own judgment, therefore, of what

. great poets are, he must be placed among
them, and the office of genius, as he defined it,
must be declared to be his. The millennium
has not come, any more than it came in the
first century. The cause Shelley served is still
in its struggle ; but those to whom social jus-
tice is a watchword, and the development of
the individual everywhere in liberty, intelli-
gence, and virtue is a cherished hope, must be
thankful that Shelley lived, that the substance
of his work is so vital, and his influence, in-
spiring as it is beyond that of any of our poets
in these ways, was, and is, so completely on
the side of the century's advance. His words
are sung by marching thousands in the streets
of London. No poet of our time has touched
the cause of progress in the living breath and
heart-throb of men so close as that. Vet, re-
mote as the poet’s dream always seems, it is
rather that life-long singing of the golden age,
in poem after poem, which most restores and
inflames those who, whether they be rude or
refined, are the choicer spirits of mankind, and

TORICS 'OF

Popular Crazes.

NO portion of Professor James Bryce’s “ American
Commonwealth ”’ reveals more strikingly the au-
thor’s remarkable insight into American methods and
character than the twelve chapters on Public Opinion
which constitute Part 4 of Vol. II. Every American
who is interested in the efforts which his own country
is making to work out successfully and completely the
problem of popular government can read those chapters
with profit, for he will find in them, clearly and forcibly
set forth, many things that he has dimly conceived but

has never been able to think out thoronghly for himself. p

Professor Bryce holds that “in no country is public
opinion so powerful as in the United States,” and in
the course of his searching and able discussion of why
it is so he makes certain observations which we wish
to cite at this time as having an especial bearing upon
the subject that we wish to consider in the present
article.

Remarking that one of the chief problems of free
nations is “to devise means whereby the national will
shall be most fully expressed, most quickly known, most
unresistingly and cheerfully obeyed,” he says:

Towards this goal the Americans have marched with
steady steps, unconsciously as well as consciously. No
other people now stands sonearit. . . . Towering over
Presidents and State Governors, over Congress and State
Legislatures, over conventions and the vast machinery
of party, public opinion stands out in the United States
as the great source of power. the master of servants who
tremble before it

There is no one class or set of men whose special func-

THE TIME.

bring, with revolutionary violence orideal imag-
ination, the timesto come. They hate the things
he hated ; like him they love, above all things,
justice; they share the passion of his faith in
mankind. Thus, were his own life as dark as
Shakspere’s, and had he left unwritten those
personal lyrics which some who conceive the
poet’s art less nobly would exalt above his
grander poems, he would stand preéminent
and almost solitary for his service to the strug-
gling world, for what he did as a quickener of
men's hearts by his passion for supreme and sim-
ple truths. If these have more hold in society
now than when he died, and if his influence has
contributed its share, however blended with the
large forces of civilization, he has in this sense
given law to the world and equaled the height
of the loftiest conception of the poet’s signifi-
cance in thespiritual life of man. Such, taken in
large lines and in its true relations, seems to me
the work for which men should praise Shelley
on this anniversary, leaving mere poetic enjoy-
ment, however delightful, and personal charm,
however winning, to other occasions.

629

George E. Woodberry.

THE TIME;

tion it is to form and lead public opinion, The politicians
certainly do not. Public opinion leads them.

A sovereign is not less a sovereign because his com-
mands are sometimes misheard or misreported. In Amer-
ica every one listens for them. Those who manage the
affairs of this country obey to the best of their hearing.
The people must not be hurried. A statesman is not ex-
Fectcd to move ahead of them; he must rather seem to
ollow, though if he has the courage to tell the people
that they are wrong, and refuse to be the instrument, he
will be all the more respected.

Professor Bryce goes on to argue that one reason why
public opinion is so powerful is the universal belief of
the people in their star, a “ confidence that the people
are sure to decide right in the long run,” that “truth
and justice are sure to make their way into the minds
and consciences of the majority.” Every one who has
studied the history of this country knows how true all
this is. Whenever a new peril threatens us from any
quarter, either in the form of some abuse inlegislation or
in administration, or in the form of some fresh financial
or economic heresy, the final stronghold of hope to
which every anxious observer clings is the conviction
that the people will decide right in the end. Our na-
tional history is the record of a succession of perils of
one kind or another, suddenly averted at the very mo-
ment when escape from them seemed most impossible.

The recent collapse of the Free Silver Coinage
“craze” makes a review of similar popular delusions
timely. We have had many of these since the war, and
all of them have passed away as suddenly as they arose,
after a uniformly brief and absorbing period of exis-
tence. No one can contemplate them after they have





