
Reasons and Plans for Research Relating
to Industrial Personnel

By James R. Angell, President of Yale University

The following address was delivered by President Angell to a con
ference on personnel research in Washington, November 12, 1920.
This conference preceded and led to the organization of the Per
sonnel Research Federation. This statement together with an
address of President Gompers on the part of labor in personnel
research,1 admirably set forth the spirit in which the Federation
was founded.

THROUGH
the generosity of the

trustees of the Commonwealth
Fund, Engineering Founda

tion and the National Research Coun
cil have been enabled to call this con
ference in the belief that the time is
ripe for a definite forward step in the
solution of those crucial problems
which center about personnel in indus
try. Many of these questions grow
out of, or are directly related to, engi
neering practice and as such are of
direct interest to engineering Founda
tion and to the Engineering Division
of the National Research Council.
Not a few of the issues involved fall
within the field of the Medical and
Psychological Divisions of the latter.
It is perhaps unnecessary to enter into
a detailed historical account of the
organization of the conference. Suffice
it to say that the immediate initiative
comes from Engineering Foundation
and that during the war both Engineer
ing Foundation and the National Re-
1President Gompers' address will appear

in the next issue of this Journal.

search Council had conducted investi
gations falling within this general field.
Neither organization, however, has felt
itself at all competent to attack the
problem in any large and inclusive way,
as there are vast numbers of critical
issues with which neither is equipped
to cope. Both organizations have the
men and the facilities to deal with a
few of the more technical phases of the
problem, but neither is competent to
handle the economic, social and gener
ally humanistic aspects of the case.
They have therefore decided to com
bine in bringing together this group of
men and women, representing, as they
believe, a very broad, if not exhaustive
range of organizations, vitally related
to one or another feature of the prob
lem and competent to decide along
what lines and by what methods co
ordinated effort can be fruitfully di
rected.
If our deliberations are to eventuate

in results of a constructive and success
ful kind, certain pre-conditions must
be constantly borne in mind. In the
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first place, there must be no question

of the fair and open-minded impar

tiality of the persons in charge of any

enterprise we set on foot. In the

second place, and equally important,

there must be no question of their

practical, intellectual and scientific

competency to handle the problems

with which they undertake to deal.

They must enjoy and deserve prestige.

In so far as the questions which are

dealt with at this time are incapable

of decisive treatment in terms of as

certainable fact, there must be gen

erous and adequate representation of

divergent opinion. In other words,

there must be convincing prima facie

evidence of freedom from bias, coupled

with intellectual integrity, courage and

general competency. At best, mis

takes will be made, but the most fatal

of all would be to start an undertaking

foredoomed to failure because of par

tisanship, real or fancied, in a field

where absolute honesty and impar

tiality are of the very essence of the

contract.

Assuming general assent to this for

mulation of the essential pre-condi

tions, we shall next have to consider

how best to proceed, and here we are

at once confronted by a number of per

plexities. You have had submitted

in the preliminary programs of this

meeting a number of problems to

which attention has already been vig

orously directed. I need not, at the

moment, repeat them. But by ex

hibiting the wide range of interests rep

resented in our gathering (and they

include by no means all which have

been urged), they instantly present the

necessity to determine where we shall

begin and how, for it would be ob

viously impracticable to attack simul

taneously along the whole front. This

consideration, accordingly, compels us

to decide among competing oppor

tunities; those which are most deserv

ing or most likely to prove susceptible

to successful attack. Coincident with

such an effort to delimit the field of

work, and constituting a highly im

portant part of that problem, is the

determination of the means through

which we shall work. One of the com

ments frequently made is that enter

prises of this character are the proper

function of the federal government,

that private agencies lack the neces

sary power and prestige to accomplish

the proposed results. This is a view

which must be given due considera

tion. Certainly no one desires to do

badly work which any one else is pre

pared to do well.

Attention is often called to the fact

that many agencies are now working

in these fields without any attempt at

coordinating their programs or the re

sults of their undertakings. There is,

moreover, reason to believe that in

some instances, at least, both their

methods and their personnel leave

something to be desired. In the long

run, this policy must result in wastage

and duplication of effort, but how to

relieve the situation has not been so

clear. It is fairly certain that some

of the problems deserving attention

are not at this moment receiving any

serious, systematic study. In these

cases, we may perhaps be able to se

cure the interest of competent agen

cies, or if such are lacking, we may

possibly call them into being; but the

largest possibilities are probably in the

region of establishing mechanisms of



Angell: Reasons for Personnel Research 3

coordination and cooperation which
may promise some assurance of both
continuity and community of pro
grams, prompt interchange of find
ings, especially for purposes of educa
tional training, expert assistance, and,
in general, the services of a central
body, intelligently in touch with a
great variety of undertakings, all of
which converge upon the fundamental
problems of modern industry on its
human side. That we should sedu
lously avoid any danger of merely
adding one more to the agencies al
ready working in too great isolation
upon these questions, all will agree.
Our field must be clearly defined, and
the chances of our occupying it with
success must be large, if not certain.
Otherwise, we can hardly justify
the solicitation of funds, without which
the plan must perish even before it is
born. Moreover, it must be clear
that there is nothing coercive or dic
tatorial about our program. Should
we establish a bureau or institute, it
would assume to assist other agencies
only when desired. We contemplate
no super-scientific research autocracy.
We shall have also to consider

whether it be wise to set out with a
relatively permanent project in mind,
or whether we should regard any steps
which we take as tentative and purely
experimental. The decision on this
issue will obviously play a decisive
part in any financial policy we may
adopt. Although the members of this
conference have doubtless come with
certain prejudices regarding the wise
answers to these questions which I
have suggested, it should be clearly
understood that those responsible for
the meeting have in no way wished to

pre-judge any of these issues, nor to do
more than consider with the rest of
you the possibilities presented. If it
should not seem to you that a program
of the general type is at present prac
ticable or advisable, we should accept
your judgment, and even if we went
forward with some of the specialized
undertakings which we believe our
selves competent to guide, we should
accept as conclusive your negative
judgment on the larger proposal. On
the other hand, if you think a forward
step can be taken on the broader lines,
we are ready to do our part in so far
as our resources permit. We should
not, in this case wish to become the
responsible directing agents, for our
composition does not render this ap
propriate, even were it desired by you.
I am sure that in this statement I
voice the attitude of both the En
gineering Foundation and the National
Research Council. We have been
glad to take the initiative, and we
shall expect to receive instructions
from our organizations to cooperate in
any general plan agreed upon, but be
yond that, we wish it clearly under
stood, we should not desire to go. In
other words, we stand in this matter
on exactly the same level with the
rest of you here present.
How you will wish to organize any

institute, or bureau, or committee
which may commend itself to you, re
mains for you to determine. It may
be that some extant agency, whether
private or governmental, can be used
as the nucleus around which our pur
poses' can be developed. It may be
that an entirely new organization is
preferable. In the latter case it had
occurred to us that a possible mode of


