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BACL.GROULD DATA "OR TIID TZACHING OF FRELICH

CCIITEMIOR.RY CULTURL D 30CINTY
OF TILJ UIIZT M STLTLS

PROLEGOMEN.L
by Howard L, Nostraund

A, Rationale

-

The educational objectives, the approach ta':-
en, and the postulates undeorlying both, aave heoen
stated in thce prolegouena to the report on Jlart A
of the projoct (ssction 0, A,), In brief, the
objectives are cross-cultural understanding and
successful coxmm-.cation, and the an)roacih focus-
es upon descriptive “mowledge of the forcign
culture and society,

It 1¢ argued there that ire should alia at
understanding a culture in its oim teras before
using contrastive analysis, In learning a for-
eign languare, suroly the student is hettoer
advised to dovelop first a separate “cooriinate”

systen of syubols rather th-n to_mingle tuo
languaces in a “ecoupound" systom,l In this
way he learns to grosp the connotativoe as woll
as denotative meanings as they reelly are in
the lanzuane, Later he can compare and contrast,
adding the full advantaso of this source of
enlightenment, without incurring the disadvan-
tage of mistalting tiie Loreign mediuwm for & mirror
of what he alrcady lmows, So in penetrating into
low “life" feols and "reality" looks to bearers
of the other culture, one is betitor advised to
try to strive for eupathy before contrast,

T, Thesc concepts arce delfinoé by Nelson Brooks,
Lonsuaze and Lenquage Learning, Now York:
"Tar court, Brace and World, ond ed,, 196l
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Prolegomena

But it is recognizcd, at the swie tiue,
that contrast is inovitable Irow the first con-
tact with a foreimm way of life, and as a result,
tiie learner's vieir of hiis owm culturc aud social
structure nlays a »art from the begina.ng of
loanpguase study, If he scos his houe country
only fro:l one social elass, church, rogion, and
aso -roup, he is bound to taoke a warped view of
e foroign veople, finding their ways more alien
tihen they really arc, even if these are nresent-
ed to him in the most carcful balancc,

In the »resent »roject was included,thore-
fore, the prescent rudimentary accountv of soue
nain culture pat.erns ancd social institutions
of the United %tates, under the scme headings
as cro used for Trance in Part A eud for tho
Frenoh-speaking world in Part B,

B, Critique

The orizinal intention was to compile under
each tonic just the weeiclus:ons reached by "aard
regcarch' and it wei believed that a zraduate
student could do tuis during a year, subuitting
brief chantors to project advisers and then to
en interdiscinlinary group of a university facul-
ty before ma':ing; a fincl revision of the chapters,

ir, Thomas L, Van Valey, a graduate student
of sociology, undertook tihe assignment, The
interdiscinlinary discussions of his draflt
chapters were held in the form of weekly meet-
ings throughout the sutumn quarter of 1965, and
ir, Van Valey rovised the original drafts uvhile
continuing his groduate study at the University
of North Caroline,

The hard-rcsecarch findihgs proved to furnish
only a spotty coverage of the topics, and dispar-
ities of undorlyins premises nadc the. so dif-
ficult to piecc tosether that our original plan

-2
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Prolegomena

st be judsged unrealistic, Critics have emend-
ed the essays, so tiat the responsibility for
tuleir contentions d.cs not Tfall vholly on lir,
Van Valcy, Taree of the original ossays have
been replaccd by vrofcssors in the resmective
ficlds=--namely, the cconowic, polltical, and
cornmunications inctlitutions, In these nartic-
ulerly, it was not procticable to carry out tho
intent that eacih essay should folloir Ghe saie
Plan: actual behavior, its current evolution,
professed 1cdeal, its trencs, and a comparison
of the two lines of developiient,

The problai of bricfing the foreign-language
toacher conccorains ‘morican culture pattorns end
social structure has not boen solved, and ney
nevor be solvcd withuin the limits of the non-
specialistt!s time and enorgy. Iilevertacless,
the little essays presented heore do help a ver-
son who has "exnerience of" lierican life, to
conceptualize values, underlying assumptions,
and social institutions in the same objoctive
way in vhich he tries to sec their counterparts
in another sociocultural systen,

It is certainly .n order to cowmparée these

bite-size s:etches uitir’ the understanding that

v is knowm to be-éattaineble by a specialist in
each aspect of tuls vast subject, Bubt at the
same tiue, one should not lose sisght ol the
couperison between tiilis rudimentary conceptu-
alization and the unorganized, unexomined,
unavailable e:xperience that charccterizes most
t eachers of other sub:ects,

C, Recormendations

To supersece this exnorimental beginning,
it seoms soensiblec to recormend the same davices
as for France: automatod data »rocessing of
bibliosraphic iteoms. and cuoted passages, coil=
bined with a summeary volume crcated and period-
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Prolegomena

ically rcvised by a -mlticulburol tcan, See
the nrolesomena of .art i, section O, C, 1,)
Aniericen studies, alrcady cultivated by a uide,
international ranse of scholers,2 could in fact
deal. more coadrchensively with curreat .merican
life, to thie benelit of oducation botih at iomo
and obroad, if such & handbool: were bein; con-
stently roworied and up=-dated, and particularly
if it vero flanked by porallel accounts of other
countrios,

Once it is deternined what cen most truth-
fully be said ob-ut the .merican sociocultural
sratom, literary illustrations should be com=
piled under the spyropriate headings, which it
is roecortiended should be the saue as those used
for I'rance, changing the substamtive subhcadings

recuired for the specific values, asswaptions,
social classes, and so on, A feu antiiologles
of imnrican literature that approach the nceded
%la?siiigation are mentioned in tho prolegomena
o Par .

' 2, Sec for exanple the ACLS leuslotter (lmerican
Council of Learnod S.ocleties), I9l.9-; and
: imoricen studies News: /fn Intornational
Nouslotter, 1961- (Committee on ‘merican
Studles, of the Committec on International
Txchane of Persons, Conference Doard of
/i8sociated Resecirci Councils),
3. Someo studics i.ave been nublished which
corne close to sorving this purpose, notably
the volwies on Russia, Cuba, and other coun=
tries particularly of the Comunist sroup,
prepared for the Anerican University iforeign
Area Studies Division, under the guidance
of Professor llerbert iI, Urecl and his assoc-
3 lates,
-
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COI'TEIIPORARY CULTURS AID SOCITTY
OF THE UifITID STATZES

O.E INTRODUCTION
WYy Thomas L, Van Valey

Contemporary fmerican culture is hishly
complesi, It dorives from a number of histor-
ically and geographicelly separate origins and
varies widely in its local forms, yet the de-
marcations aiong its components are subtle and
often indistinet, This work is a boginning--
on attempt to integrate material available fron
neny sources into a coherent whole which, hope-
fully, will »roduce 2 botter understanding of
"american’ culture and society,

For this purpose, we are dividing the cul-
ture into the following areas: the value systenm,
the "mround-of-meaning” assunptions, and the
najor social institutions (nanely, faniliel,
religious, oconomic, recreestional, educationsal,
intellectual-esthetic, political, and mass-
counnications), |

Those topics will be:discussed here in
senarate essays, all orsanized along similar
lines, IMrst, the area of behavior is to be
described as it actually occurs, Following this,
we try to indicate the professcd form of the
gaie topic: the cultural characteristic as it
is supnosed to occur rather than as it actually
does occur, This provides us with some infor-
mation as to the degree of elther overt or
covert couflict irithin the cultural milieu,

At the end of each ossay, some thoushts will

be prescnted regerding forces producing change,
This aspect of eech topic serves as a reninder
not to view culturc as a stutic phenomenon, bdut
as ono vhich continually adjusts to the innova- .
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Introduction
tions introduced by ncn,

This seaoral structure, we believe, is an
aporonriate one for integrating data froii many
sources .1to o conc’se statocilent of the existing
cultural base, ‘The resulting culturel swmary
can bc useful as the base-line for couparison
uitih other culturés, :

™is is not a single=-purpose analysis nor
a general cultural outline, It is desizned to
be utilized (1) as an outline of salient features
of contermprary .‘merican culture for the nurposec
of inforing 'extra-culturals;" (2) as a base-
line for commarison with other cultures; (3)
and as a ueans of locating some areas of couflict
in a sociocultural context,

The roscarch prodeedurc was sim)le, First,
possible sourcos ‘rerc screened accordin; to one
basic eriterion--do they apply to American cul=-.
ture? If a sourcc contained either thcoretical
or factual materials on any facet of American
society, it was included in the master biblio-
graphy. This bibliography was then divided into
fuo sections: general reference wor':s which
contain naterials on numerous substative arecas;
and other sources which apply only to specific
arcas of concern,

2acy sourco was then further considercd in
the 1li-sht of various qualifications, These
ineludc the smount of expertise jenerally accord-
ed its ocuthor or authors; the type of treatiient
ziven to the subjectv; and whether it was based
on cupirical rescarch,

‘hen all of the sources were read and their
relevant informatwon uvas catalosucc under the
apwronriate substantive areas, an elencntary
forn of content analysis wras followved, This

consisted of adding up the nmwaber of source

-7
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Introduction

that rever.ed a particular cherazteristic (e,g.,
' mericcons are materialistic,'), The resulting
scores werc thea comnared to the scores that
t1c otlhor charecioristics had received, The
characteristics tho: siwowed the hirhest scores
worc tentatively accepted as being the nost
roliable, In other words, thc valued char-c-
teristics recoiving the highest scorses were
deomed the cowmlexes which most »robably cxist
in Amorican culture, These resulting value-
counlercs or (value-coatored orientations)

w1alte up the core of this draft,

‘e 1 ve ex»lained wuat this draft is about,
and the methodological considerctions involved
in its procduction, It remains to eaumeratoe the
several cualifications or limitations that rosult
frow the brevity and high gonerality of the
report,

irst, the dralft is concerned only with
conteumorary ‘merican culture, Thae year 1945
was chosen as a beginnins datc becausc it marks
the end ol the period of "totul war' end bocause
it leaves a anapgeable span of time, Consequent-
1y, the statements vhich follow are time~bound
to the roccent past,

Me reccoer ;mst 2lso be cautioned about the
geograpnic limitations placed upon the informa-
tion., 11 statouents are claimed to anply only
within the generol continental limits of the
United 3tates, Some of the stateuents way also
apnly to certain areas of Canada, esnhecially
those in close cultural contiguity, but such a
nroposition is no nore than a topic for invosti-
sation,

There are, of course, regional aififerences
within tais geograchic area, .owever, as the
purvosc of the draft is to provide a general

()
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Introduction

sumiary of imerican culture, the regional dif-
ferences have not been dealt with,

A nuaber of other sources of variation
should be counsidered, particularly the variations
resulting froa ethnic or racial minorities, socio-
cconontic classes, and subcultures, as well as the
deiosropnic verizbles of se:i, age, and religious
or noliticcl :roupings, The statements which
follow do not talio into account variation re-
sulting fron these possible sourcos,

One right objcct thaat these limitetions
result in information too generel to be of any
usc at all, Grantoed, such information would
have limited use for specific concerns suci: as
caseworlz, et ecven in these instances, general-
izcd information is usoful in settin; the liwmits
within whicih one can worz, In ell culturos
there is a general "cultural base,” whose varia-
tions can be treated as reciprocel adaptations
between the cultural base and a local situation,
It has been well ostablished that such culture-
wide cormon pground exists, and that it differs
fron one culture to another,l

The purpose of this work, then, is to inte-
grate the nertincnt source materieals into a us-
able summary of contemporary American culture,
It is left to others to specify the source, dir-

ection and exient of the variations within the
culture,

1. Sce for exauple Idward T, Hall, The [Iidden
Dimonsion, Garden City, llew Jork: Doubleday
and Co,, 1966, ior differing reactions and
attitudes in the matter of spatinl relation-

ships,
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I.A THE VALUE SYSTEM

by Thomas L. Van Valey
. and Howard L. Nostrand
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» INTRODUCTION TO THE ESSAY ON THE VALUE SYSTEM

A discussion of values or & value system should be pre-
faced by some definition of the term "value." Throughout this
text, values are defined as any things, attributes, or charac-
teristics perceived as desirable,

In addition to defining the concept, it is necessary to
say whose values are to be described. Without such delimita-
tion, the term is a concept with no relation to reality. This
essay will deal only with values that apply throughout American
culture. Individual values and those of groups within the na-
tion will be mentioned only as they serve to clarify the more
generalized values,

We have chosen & series of "value-centered orientations"
which seem to be characteristic of contemporary American cul-
ture. This term has the advantage of embracing a number of
value-laden attributes or characteristics surrounding one
value-theme. The term thus makes it possible to generalize
about numerous similar characteristics under one broad topic.

'fhe following diagram and explanation will clarify the
relationships between the value-centered orientations, the more
specific values that may be regarded either as components or as
derivatives of the geneal orientations, and the related assump-
tions concerning the nature of man and the world.

Level 4, INTEGRATION OF THE VALUE-CENTERED

ORIENTATIONS
Level 3. ASSUMPTIONS
Level 2, VALUE-CENTERED ORIENTATIONS
Level 1. DERIVATIVE VALUES

Level 1. Derivative values

This level of abstraction consists of all valued characteris-
tics attributable to individuals, groups, sub-cultures.
Examples are "God-fearing," "progressive." Such attributes
are desirable but are not valued throughout the culture,

-]ll=
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I.A. The Value System
Level 2, Value-centered orientations

This level consists of value-complexes formed by similar de-
rivative values surrounding a more generalized value-theme,
such as ashievement-success, Examples of derivative values
subsumed under this value-theme are "competition," "patriot-
ism," or "bigness," The present essay is primarily concerned
with the description of the value-centered orientations.

Level 3. Assumptions

Assumptions are basically those widespread but culture-speci-
fic beliefs regarding topics on the order of "the nature of
existence," or "the nature of man." This level contains even
more generalized abstractions than level 2. The assumptions
precede the value-orientations in the sense that they already
exist, vhile the orientations are objectives toward which the
culture=-bearers are striving.

Level 4, Integration of the value-centered orientations

This is the highest and most generalized level of abstraction
involved in the present study of American culture, It or-
ganizes the value-centered orientations into & single struc-
ture. The concepts generated here are so abstract as to be of
only limited use, Nonetheless, the relationships provide the
observer with reference points from which he can work. The
value-centered orientations do not exist separated from one
another, but complexly interrelated, and in a state of balance,
Any over-balancing may result in conflict.

Questions concerning the balance and interrelation among
the orientations vwill be considered in a final summary.

The following value-centered orientations have been ob-
served in American behavior throughout the country's history,
and by differing types of person, from the trained observer,
commentator, or student of culture, to the casual visitor,

1. Achievement-success

The first orientation centers around the simple premise
that, "everyone in the American Dream has the right, and often
the duty, to try to succeed and to do his best to reach the

-12-
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I.A. The Value System

top."l ‘mis statement makes explicit two dimensions of
achievement-success, The first is the right of individuals

to try to suecceed. It involves the question of equality,

vhich will be discussed later under "A Delimited Equalitarian-
ism." The other dimension, that of the duty of each American
to attempt to succeed, perpetuates something of the Calvinistic
undertone prevalent in earlier American history.

These two dimensions together impose a cultural expecte-
tion on every American. He should at least try to make a suce
cess of himself in some field of endeavor, be it biochemistry
or barrell-jumping. thether he does succeed or not depends on
external circumstences as well as on his ovm capebilities, But
regardless of the depgree to which he succeeds, he is still re-
spected if he tries. The small businessman, vho never quite
"makes it big," as long as he worlks hard, pays his bills, and
leads a respectable personal life, will gain the respect of his
friends and associates. o

lerely trying to succeed, however, does not win the
greatest yrestige. The person admired most in the American
culture is one vho works hard, is honest (at least visibly so),
and does succeed, especially if he has "worked his way up from
the bottom." Both the small businessman and the Horatio Alger
hero are respected in fmerican culture, but it is the latter
who is valued more,

One of the major components of the achievement-success
orientation is that of competition, "Our society has been (and
1s) highly competitive--a society in vhich ascribed status in
the form of fixed, hereditary social stratification has been
minimized."? Thus, in American culture

Parents train children to compete for success=--in
school, in sports, and in social life; and they
anxiously review their own records as parents, con-

1. Y. L. Yarner, Marchai Iieeker, and Kenneth Eells. Social
Class in America. Chicago: Science Research Associates,
10li9; Tew York: Harper and Brothers, Harper Torchbooks,

1960: P. 3.
2., Robin Williams, 1960, p. 417.
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\ paring themselves in this way, gs in every other,
with their friends and enemies.

Competition, then, can assume many different forms., It
can involve one's ovm present achievements, those of one's
friends and associates, different types of echievement (academ-
ic, athletic, social, financisl), even competition with one's
ovn pest, Competition in one form or another pervades the
vhole of American behavior.

Another component related to the general orientation,
end suggested by the discussion of competition is that of mo-
bility. In interpersonal competition someone must win and
someone must lose, This results in mobility, either upwara,
dovmward, or both., 'fhe competition in American culture there-
fore entalls a corresponding degree of mobility. lalter
Goldschmidt has pone so far as to say, "The American culture is
built upon mobility: historical, geographicel, philosophical,
economic, social,"lt

A final component of the achievement-success orientation
is the value placed on "bigness." This is a rather minor de-
rivative value, but it does merit discussion,

In American society, "...'better' is presumed to be im-
plied by 'bigger'"> Thus the folk saying, "the bigger the bete
ter"--a notion that applies to numbers as well as size., Ameri-
cans have more material goods than any other people: their
stendard of living is higher; more of them ovm (or are trying
to om) more material possessions; even the buildings and
structures are larger or more numerous than in other countries.
These are simply examples, for the spectrum of evidence is

3. J. P, Sgégel. "Conflicting formel and informel roles in
nevly acculturated families," in Research Publications,
Association for Research in ilervous and Mental Disease,

vol, 112, 196%, p, 300.

i, Walter Goldschmidt, "Social class and the dynamics of sta-
tus in America," in The American Anthropologist, vol. 57,

1955, p. 1213,
5. Williams, 1960, p. 427.
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1
|

i

|

° broad. In sum, many Americans tend to perceive quantity as |
a substitute for quality, so that achievement and success are |

often translated into a desirg to emass a quantity--of money, |

- land, powver, or even friends. i
|

|

|

1

2. liaterialism

This orientation has long been thought of as "typically
Americen"; wvhether rightly so is a difficult question to an-
sver, There are a few notions which may prove illuminating.

then "materialism” is used by a non-American author, it

usually carries a negative connotation. To some outside ob-
servers American meterialism appears to be an almost compulsive 1
desire to accumulate wealth, objects, whether they have a pur- 1
pose or not. In other words, Americans seem to viev the acqui- .
sition of materiel goods as an end in itself. ;
|

This characterization is accurate for some cases. His-
torically, the American "entrepreneurs" or "robber barons" have
invited Just such a description. However, it would not be ac-
curate to say that most Americans behave in this manner. In ,
reality only & highly visible fetr are compulsive accumulators. é

In contrast to the negative opinion is the notion that
most Americans view the acquisition of material goods as a
means to other ends, The majority of Americans see material
goods, money and gadpets as symbols of the actual goal--
success thought of in terms of pover and/or prestige.’ On
this view, the American is indeed motivated to acquire material
possessions, but the possessions have value only as proof to
others, and to the American himself, that he has achieved,
succeeded, ‘

3. Practicality-efficicney

The core value or central theme of this major orienta-
tion can best be expressed in the questions..."Vhat good 1is
1t:" or "What does it do " or "Is it any better than... " A new
method, technigue, idea or process is no good unless it is bet-

6. See the discussion of the materialism orientation for
elaboration of this topic.

7. Kluckhohn, 1963, pp. 228-261.
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> ter than the previous one--and the criterion for Judgment is
efficiency or practicality.

Americens have harassed and ridiculed "the dreemer,"
"the idealist," and respected or even idolized "the pragmatist”
and "the man vho gets things done," Efficiency

"is a word of high praise in a society that has long
emphasized adaptability, technological innovation,
econonic expansion, up-to-datenesg, practicality, ex-
pediency, 'getting things done.'"

Subsumed under this orientation is & less important
value, the belief in rationality and logic, linked with a dis-
trust of anti-empirical or non-empirical methods.?

Science in generul is valued highly, and is understood
to mean a rational approach to questions and problems, Few
value superstition or magic: the anti-empirical, non-empirical,
and irrational, ‘here is no doubt that this value and its more
pgeneralized correlate are characteristic of America,

4, Tuture orientation

"In the beginning America vag promise, rather than past;
hope, rather than accomplishment," The orientation of the
American people has always been to the future. The past and
present were the times for the people who stayed in Curope;
Americe was the "the land of opportunity” vhere the focus vas
upon the future,

In contemporary America the direction is still forward.
The culture continues to emphasize progress, especially pro-
gress through scientific and technical development; it rein-
forces the American's optimism about future potentialities,

6., Williams, 1960, p. 428.

9., Franz Adler, "The Value Concept in Sociology." American
Journal of Sociology, vol. 62, 1956, p. 275.

10, Williems, 1960, p. 433
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both his ovm and his nation's., Thus,

«eoIn America changes are continually taking place,
and there is a belief that they should take place.
For the most part, there is a high evaluation of
change, because changes in the eyes of Americans
usually are for the better., Indeed, some Americans
apparently‘beli!yn that change is a good thing in
and of itself,

Upon examination, the future orientation is found to be
a complex of several minor derivative values. These include
adaptebility, "boosterism," optimiam, a strong receptivity to
change (ordinarily understood to be synonymous with progress)1
and a faith in the perfectability of the common man--in time,l2
These values differ from one aunother, yet they are all based on
the notion of change over time. This raises an important ques-
tion: 1Is the future orientation truly a value-centered orien-
tation, or is it rather an assumption of fact, upon which these
derivative values and others are based? The answer appears to
be that the future orientation is both a value and an assump-
tion. In the value sense, it implies that people should not
attempt to hinder progr-ss for the sake of tradition or the
status quo. Thus, as a value, the future is a direction toward
vhich all individuals, groups, and social systems should direct
themselves, The future orientation's character as an assump-
tion vas suggested a moment ago when it was said that the de-
rivative values were all based on the notion of change over
time, lfovement, the basic ingredient of change, is not im-
mediate but must develop as time passes, meking the future of
yesterday the present of today and the past of tomorrov,

5. A delimited equalitarianism

" "In the bright glow and warm presence of the American
Dream 2ll men are born free and equal."l3 7This statement

1l. Grahanm, 1957, p. 139.
12, tilliems, 1960, p. 432

13, . L. Varner, Marchai ifeeker, and Kenneth Eells., Social
Class in America. Chicago: Science Research AssocIaEes,
1229.--Héw'Ybrk: Harper and Brothers, Harper Torchbooks,
1960, p. 3
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manages to catch the flavor of ecqualitarianism in America.

It is correct that the American creed has been based upon the
premise that all men are created equal, But contemporary
American culture is hardly the expression of complete equality,
American equalitarianism is not thev simple.

The rationale of American equalitarianism is composed
of two main premises., The first, vhich might be labelled
"a humanitarian spirit," is that each individual has inherent
vorth as a human being, In keeping with the Christian ethic,
", ee8ll individuals are spiritually equal, regardless of their
material differences."

A second premise, that all persons should have equality
of opportunity, may be stated as follows:

ceothe difference at the start shall not be due to
involuntary social factors. As long as there is some
opportunity to advance, as long as the ideal is prac-
ticed to some extent, every person can hope to get
ahead, and thias hope will have a powerful effect on
behavior. Iilo one can deny that the son of a truck
driver has some chance of becoming & distinguished
scientist, If he exerts enough effort, he may in
fact beat out the doctor's son, Indeed, in our
philosophy the less tgg opnortunity, the greater is
the merit or success,

The second premise differs from the first in that it
does not assume men to be created equal., In fact, it is based
upon the assumption that there are individual differences in
emotional strength, intellectual endovment, and the like, so
that all persons should have the same opportunity to proceed
to the limits of their respective, individual capabilities,16

147, Davis, Dredemeir, and Levy, -949, p. 696.
15, Ibid., p. 103

16, It may be noted that this second premise can easily be
distorted into a rationale for inequality of opportunity,
through the notion concerning divergent individual capa-
bilities. This can be tuistéd into the notion that one
particular group or race is the most highly developed and
should have greater opmortunity, since it can go farther.
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6. Conformism

This orientation has been given increasing attention
over the last two or three decades, Some authors have implied
that the United States is becoming a "nation of conformists.”
Some have postuleted a counter-trend encroaching upon the time-
worn value of self-reliance or individualism (to be discussed
in the next section). Others, notably David Riesman, voint to
a composite of several different elements.

The present study tends to support the latter of the
above "theories," in essence if not substance, The literature
indicates that there are at least two major dimensions to the
conformism orientation: "compliance" and "shared values."

Compliancy, "going along with the crowd,"” is the aspect
of conformism implied in statements that the United States is
becoming a nation of conformists, There is much evidence that
this is a predominant theme in contemporary American society,
especially in the metroypolis., Here, among large numbers of
persons, unrelated and uninterested in one another, the indi-
vidual finds himself an anonymous figure knovn only to a small
circle of friends and associates., In this situation, without
the personal and community relations of the rural or suburban
areas, he adopts an impersonal mode of interaction and asso-
ciations, sometimes by choice but more often by necessity.
Hith the decline of the close personal relationships of child-
hood, one finds it easy to immerse oneself in the mass of the
city end to conform, at least outwvardly, to the majority pat-
terns.

The "shared values" dimension is somewhat different. In
this case, one still "goes along with the crowd” but not
through necessity or because of social pressure. One conforms
because one shares similar values and interests with his asso-
ciates. This type of conformity, as contrasted to compliancy,
does not run counter to self-reliance or individualism, since
conformity is chosen by the individual as a basis for his asso-
ciation and interaction with others,

7. Self-reliance

The fundemental principle of this last orientation is

17. Boyd and Yorchester, 1964, p, 3%0.
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. the right of each person to make his owm decis:lons.18 Self-
reliance is the belief that every individual has the in-
alienable right to do as he wishes, within certain moral and
legal limits, The ideal is proclaimed that every man is a
kingdom unto himself, and that the invasion of his privigy, or
interference with his integrity, is morally detestable, It
is in connection with this theme that the American "rejection
of authority” postulated by Gorer seems to find its place:
figures in authority ere those most able to force an individual
along a course of action to which he is opposed.

The self-reliance orientation is closely related to the
achievement-success orientation. Kot only is it important to
achieve success, but it is necessary to do so through one's owm
initiative, not through the efforts of others. ilolfenstein and
Leites have expressed this thought in their study of the major
plot configurations of American films:

inning is terrifically important and altways possible
though it may be a tough fight. The conflict is not
an internal one; it is not our own impulses which en-
danger us nor our ovn scruples that stand in our way.
The hazards are all external, but they are not rooted
in the nature of life itself. They are the hazards
of a particular situation with wvhich we find ourselves
confronted, The hero...is still able to beat the
other fellow to the punch...if he relies on no one but
himself, ,,20

3 The defining of self-reliance raises the question of the
place of creativity in contemporary American culture. That
quality has alvays been highly valued in the culture as a per-
sonal talent. ot only Americans but most peoples doubtless re-
spect, admire or even envy the creative individual., Ilost

18, Davis, Bredemeir and Levy, 1949, p. 700,

19. Geoffroy Gorer, ‘he American People, A Study in National
Character, New York: V., W. Norton and Co., 1913, p. 30.

20, Martha tlolfenstein and Nathan Leites, Movies: A Psycho-
logical Study, Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1950,
p. 29,
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Americans, apparently, perceive creativity as a personal
characteristic and not as something that can be achieved by
groups or social systems.

Creativity is felt to be an expression of an indivi-
dual's imaginatica, a "God-given" or innate talent possessed
by only a few. Since the creative spark is thought of as some-
thing generated outside the province of human will and reason
there is a tendency, even among those vho do not enjoy certain
sorts of art, to accept any expression of "a creative spirit"
as having some value, or at least as deserving tolerance, even
if it achieves nothing for practical use, The self-reliance
orientation may thus conflict with that of practicality-
efficiency. And indeed it is precisely the possibility of a
conflict of values that shows the presence of two distinguish-
able value-orientations,

8. Speculative comments

This section is devoted to topics, questions, or predic-
tions which have too little supportive evidence to warrant in-
clusion in the text of the essay. They refer to one or more of
the orientations alleged, or to others that may develop as time
passes.

One speculation relates to the current controversy over
the degree to vhich the "duty" aspect of achlevement-success
applies in contemporary American culture. Nuestions to raise
are: "Yhat conditions have historically reinforced the duty of
individuals to succeed and to what degree are these conditions
still present? 'hat else is present in the culture that might
cause the devaluation of the 'duty obligation' of achievement-
success?"

Also releted to the achievement-success orientation is
the question of the value ascribed to national achievement.
This has often been expressed during the past two decades as &

"Beat-the-Communists" value. Some trends presented in evidence’ *

of this value are the following: the upprading of education,
easpecially in the technical and scientific areas; the criticism
directed at various federal, state, and local programs; and the
moneys channelled into foreipn aid, "the war on poverty," mili-
tary defense, and so on, Uhether or not national achievement
is gaining in prominence and distinctness as a value is still
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questionable, It may be only subordinate manifestation of the
achievement-gsuccess orientation,

ith reference to the materialism orientation one might
ask, thy are many labor unions striking not for higher wages
but for "fringe benefits" such as retirement plans,- health in-
surance and better working conditions? tVhy is so much atten-
tion given by the Federal Goverrment and other agencies to
"security," -- financial, social, and medical?

In considering such questions one may wonder if ma-
terialism is going out of style, to be replaced by "security-
ism" or even "leisureism." One may also suggest, however, that
materialism may be a much broader topic than has been thought.

Finally, & question is raised as to the coherence of the
equalitarianism orientation within wvhich two dimensions were
noted: a humanitarian spirit, and equality of opportunity,
The point can be made that these two dimensions stand in oppo-
sition to each other in actual practice. One can also contend
that the second is nothing more than a rationalized expansion
of the first. In any event, the ideal of equalitarianism in
America certainly does not explain the presence of discrimina-
tion and racial conflict, These conflict with the professed
ideal, and must be taken into account either as expressions
of other major themes in the culture or as "institutionalized
subterfuges” in areas of coriflict between major themes.
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3., i.an Is Basically Raticnal and Reasoning...28
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Speculative Coumaents: An Assuaptlon Concerning
the Future of Man.... .....41

Introduction: Ground of Meaniny Assumbtions

] In the introduction to the value sy:,tou,

: it vas »wropoced that ~ssuaptions be dafined as
thiose beliefls, conscious and overt, or uncons
scious and covort, which are basic to a culture-
bearer's notions of reality, It vas further
postulated that these are ilorc general in nature
than arc the value-centcred orientations,

Theso two stoteneonts are very broad and consc-
~ruently reruire some specification .and cexplan=-
ation,
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The nroblonotic aspect of the first point
is the notion that assw.ptions (belicis abaut
sciiet :ing) cun be eilther conseious and overt
or unconscious ond covert, ile arc saying nero
thot the basis of one's behavior way -t tines be
purnocively derived fro. cousciously rccognized
prouses, At other times it may be an unques-
tioned conscquence L beliefs w.ich are so sel-
dowl opculy eiained that they pervede one's
cetions without Mas burug avare of theirn Dres-
cnce or effocta, robably were somcone Lo bo
cucstionecd in Jetnil about why hie behaves as he
doss, 1c could be led to recosnize iany of these
uaconsgecrovs ascuanticus,

A related issuc is the racionality, or
lacl: of it, of the assunwt.ons unoa wiich be-
havior is basnd, To weconlo of diffcrent bacl--
grounds, cacr othor's cultural asswaptions 11ay
Sceir obviously iunaccurate, heance nscessarily
irrational, To cucstion ration:.lity, howover,
i 2lies an objective basis fro: which to eval-
uaie; and the ancturc of cultural acsuwimtions
is that they a.pear to the mcubers of thel
cilture to be such an objective brasis,

The iuportant izsue is not to determine
wicsier assuaptlions arc conscious or uncon-
scrcus, rational or irrational, but o lcter-
ion ot are thce most coinaon assuiptions under-
lying Americcn bouavior, and hou they interact
uith the valuesz outlined previously, Certain
assunptions that are tymical cross-culturally
aight illustrate tiin ncture of what is meant
by sround-of-iiconing asswptione, ma:ing sub-
sreuent discussion cleerer,

One comwon cgsswapbion in .08t culLures is
that marrioge (in vhatever forn prevails in the
culturc) is the ‘nat ural'’ stats for adults,

=24«
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This 13 not just to sey that warriage is iloro
fun, or impllics better citizousuin, bhut that as
a mavtor of course it occurs in the lwives of
nepbnle, .Wnothor comion agswption is that ob-
jects suchh as trces, bushos, or zirass do not
thinl: or feol (as uwaana do), hence thwey :aay be
cut, tri.aied, mowcd, ote,, without that Type.
0f. behavior bLoin; called cruel, Reflection
on the ebove illustrations siould convince

the reader thot they -~re certaoinly not objoctive
fact, yot they affect in great ueasure tuc way
tant values opcrate ia actual bchavior,

To adequately consicder coiwion Anorican
greund-of=nicaning assumptions it will be mwecfer-
able Lo sonarcte the discussion into t-ro parts,
DMrst, five bosic assuaptions ulll be presented,
with sone attcntion to more genercl iuplications
of erchh, Thon an atteapt will be made to denon-
strate how thn spocific asswaptions and their
implicetions provide a peculicrly American intor-
pretation of the valucs stoted carlicr, The
uniguenoss of a culturc lies not so much in the
goneral values espouscd, since many of theso
are widely shcred by other culiures, but rather
in the particular shening end deliniting of
those valios by the assum tions wnderly.ung
everyday apnlication of them,

- apma-

ASSULIPTION 1, The Universc Is Mechanistic

ASSULIPTION 2, llan Can Become Master of the
’ Universe

These two essuptions aro so interrelater
that they are wore reacdily discussed jointly,
Me reaar': thab “"Man is expected to triwina in
any coutest with Nature, in accordance wita the
ontimistic confidnnce in the pouer of science

-25-
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and technology,"l nicely illustrrtes the assumn-
tion riost often mentioned as chrrreteristic of
contenvorrry culturc. It rests upon the belief
thet the urivoerse is concuersble, and that
through concentrated retion, wrn will be #ble to
gein cormlete control of his environent.

Te Americrn, therefore, does helieve thrt
it 1s possihle to subdue the forces of ntture send
turn thew towrrd his noeds and wishes. Hovever,
rt the srue tire, he #1830 realizes thrt this crn
te accomplished only through nersistent and orgrne
i:ad effort. Generrlly sperking, the universe
13 thought of as a mechine rgther then as a
mysticrl: entity acting unor wrn. It is siwmply
¢ collection of stagra, plenets snd other heavane
ly bodies acting in recordrnee with the lews of
physics, and not a frnecy of & "fickle rnd unpro-
dictable fate."

Americnns also view the world ilself in
meterisl Lors, so het sub=huvrn orgrnismas and
incninete objects often ave ssen only as rew
matervials to be frshioned for human use. To
wost of us, then, the cnvriron:ent &s only the
basic ingredient for man's coolrbook, snd not the
final result.

Such mrterirlism hrs teer severely juviged.
Critics, vsrticulrrly during the 1-st t.o deerdes,
hrwve condemed the Ameriern boeruse he
other neorlae ns well ¢s the insnimrie £nd the
sub-humrn. These eritics say that America is e

1. J.P. Spiegel, "Conflicting Formal and Infor-
wrl Rolaes in Neuly Acculturated I'rmilies,”
1 e ¢ : .

voi gl by, g Honked-Dlaseae,
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nrtion of users, # netion in which a hierarchy
of "power-wielders" trerts tho average wan
simnly as ~n object to he used hen needed,
and discrrded when outmoded or wora out.

The rbove, hoever, is exasggersrted. It
1s etsy to conceive of the user. lle is the
“strtus secker,"” the "man who made it to the
top, using his iriends for stgir stevs." Al=
though such a characterization does not fit most
Awericrns, 1t is probebly true that the tendency
to view the natural and social environment as
manipulable is greater in the United Strtes
then in wmost other countries.

As a consequence of the materialism fostercd
by the above assumptions, the acquisition of mat-
erirl goods is vrlued hiphly, both as 8 merns
to the nowar snd n»restipe -hich Lhev represent
and also for the sheer comfort and security in
havirg them. Sirilrrly, Americans vho possess
such values find it only natural to strive
for their success in terms of mrtarirl goods,
rether then in terqs of, e.g., krowledge or
religious well=being, a3 other cultures st var-
ious times hrve stressed. The cnthronologist
Clyde Kluckhohn has stated "This hes been (rnd
is) » business civilisation--nol agmilitary,
ccclesinrstical, or scholerly one.l

Imnlied by the assumption that wastery is

gossible is & helief in man's self-determination.

rom the earliest tiwoes, philosophers have deboted
whether men is self-determinete and dependent
only upon his own resources sand talents. Ale-
though Americans ayre little concerned with any
particular doctrine or philosophy, they generslly
assume thet man is self-detevminate, at least to
THE atgree thet he is able Lo affect his own

2. Kluckhohn, 1963, p. 197.
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destiny. Arthar Schlesinger has said, "1ihe
Aneriern character...is Lottomed upon the con-
vietion that nothing in tge world is bheyond
its power to accorplish."

PTIO 3 sic ~ _and
Regsonipp.

Americens do, on the whole, belleve thsat
wan is a “"rational animal," and wonld sgree that
all normally functioning individurls are rational:
i.e. endowed with somne measure2 of intelligence,
good judgwment, reason, and common sense. More-
over, wost Anericans believe that, when presented
with a reasonable argument, bascd uron known &nd
verifiable facts, any individual is capable of
reaching a conclusion substantiallv in accord-
ance wilh the facts proasented. This is not to
sgy Lhat Americans belleve that Lheve is only
one answer to any group cf facts, repardless of
tne way in which it is presented. daiher, it
means that "...in the long run we tend to select
the wmore ratlionally teonable conCﬁpt o¥ action
and Lo reject the lzss tenable." A Ful<on,
an Bdison, an Einstein way be scoffed at for
a while by sowme. Yet 1f they are correct, they
will be accepted sooner or later..

3. Arthur i+ Schlesinger, Sr., "What Then Is
The American, This Hew Man?", rican
Historical Review, vol. 48, 1943, p. 24k4.

. H.L. Nostrand, "Sp+e Elements for the
Synthesis of a Contemporary Culturei" .
Maip Currents in Modern Thourht, vol. 7,
No. 3, 1950, . 82.
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This assumption is closely related to several
of the others under discussion. It means that
every human being has some worth to some other
person, »ersons, or the society as a whole. In
the legal sense the assumption is made explicit
in attempts to define all men as equal before the
law. The assertion that "all meh are created
equal" is a common one, and has had considerable
influence in development of American legal phil-
osophy. 1In everyday terms, howevar, Americans are
realistic enough to recognize that not all men
have the same social, economic or moral worth.
Different men have dlfferent abilities, talents,
capacities for kindness, generosity warmth, and
affectioh, Some are great physicis%s, some are
artists, and some are bricklayers, plumbers, or
small businessmen. Yet, it is not only a man's
occupation that determines his worth, it is the
way in waich he interacts with others. 1In a great
measure, it is how he treats nais family, and
every other persoh he has contact with.

Robin Williams summarizes the Americans'
acceptance of one another as follows,

America has always imnressed observers from
more riglid and hierarchical societies ag being
marked by an e..traordinary informality, direct-
ness, and lack of status consciousness in
person-to-person contacts. This general open-
ness of social relations can only be maintained
in a culture in which intrinsic personal

value is a widespmead and effective assumptions

Another aspect of this major ground-of-meaning
assumption is the way in which it connects with

5. Williams, 1960, pp. 440-W41,
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American notions of equality. To put it simply
(at the risk of over-simplification), in Amer-
ican society, men giew one another as being
essentially equal.” The subordination of one
individual to another is aorally repugnant to
wost Americans and in many areas is legally
forbidden. Consequently, individuals tend to
view one another as being located on essentially
the same {or at least similar) horizontal nlane,
This phencmenon 1s undoubtedly related to factors
which have made the United States basically a
middle-class society.

(A difference can be noted here between
this American assumption and its European or
Latin-American counterpart, which is diametrical-
ly opposed to it. In many other cultures
individuals typically percelve others as-occupy-
ing stations in life inherently above or
below theirs, rather than a horizontal plane.)

N 5. ab

This assumption 1s the simplest to explain.
It implies only that man has an extraordinary
potential for development, far beyond what he

has thus far demonstrated. llow far he will be
able to progress is, of course, unknown. Even
so, the lmerican people believe that man will
eventually rid bimself of the "human frailties'--
greed, dishonesty, avarice, hate, and so on. It
should be made clear, however, that such progress
can only occur over %ime and through the persis-
tent efforts of all men.

[

6. The reader should be reminded here of the
qualificatiohs that were placed on this
proposition in the Introduction.
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Connected with the assumption of man's
improvability is another notion concerned with
the condition of the human animal at time of
birth (re: his innate "goodness" or 'evil'),

Again, as with other notions of siamilar
generality (and non-verifiability), philosophers
have, taroughout history, debated about the
"nature of man." In contrast to the previous
assumption regarding man's mastery of the uni-
verse and the accompanying philosophical question
of his self-determinacy, in this case Aumerican
culture takes a aore comprouising position.

They "...believe that children are born neither
Good nor Evil but Neutral. How they turn out
depends upon the nature of the parents' rela-
tion with the child."?

Consequently, this assumption and its
concomitant notion regarding the "“neutral"
character of humankind further reinforce the
American belief in the future and man's place
in it. It simply concludes (a priori) that
since the outcome of all children is the respon-
sibility of their parénts and the result of
their ministraticas, if mankind can find the
"rignt" Way to rear them, the children and the
children's cnildren can some day claim the
heritage of all manking.

The five ground-of-meaning assumptions
wiilch iiave been briefly stated can now be more
closely linked to the values common to Americans..
In the process certain derivative assumptions
and values will be discussed whicn sharpen
the picture of the culture of the United States.

7. J.P. Spiegel. "Conflicting Formal and Informal
Roles in Newly Acculturated Fauilies," Re-
secrch Publicatjons Association for
in §%5!Qu§ and riental Disease, Vol. 42, 190k,
Pe. .
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Coubining the first three assumptions (mechan-
istic and masterable universe, rational nature
of man), we can note the following logical
extensions.

a. Acblevement is the result of rational
behavior rather theg of fate. This places
responsibility for one's success or failure on
nimself alone. It is clear, howsver, from the
extensive popularization of Freudian psychology,
that this assumption is at times a nard task-
master.

b. Pragmatic, hence scientific pro
and tecanology are superior to all other pro-
cedures and technologies. The value of
practicality-efficiency is of course closely
related tgdﬁggzliisgmption. .

c. L on ig the key to science and
technology, kance the key to achieveuent.
There may be questions raised about the curricu-
lum, the nhysical plant, the extra-curricular
activities, etc., but seldom is the utility of
education for the entire population seriously
questioned.

d. Achjevement brines material goods
mmmm.ammmmmuuﬁm_-
ful person.

These assumptions, and the ones wiaich
generated them, lead to a variety of more specific
values when combined with the high value placed
on achievement-success par ge. Since the extent
to which one set of values takes precedence
over, or is limited by, other values is basic
to understanding any culture, some indication of
the range of each derivative value is ipcluded.

a. Everyone sh.uld be willing to try to
achieve, regardless of nead, This value is most
évident in pressures on school aged children to
do well so that they may go on to high-status
positions as adults. The value is limited by
emphasis on friendliness and equalitarianism.
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A person should not do so well thzt nis classmates
or fellow workers are made to look bad by com-
parison. Furthermore, a nerson (or business
enterprise) should not be allowed to achieve
to the extent that others' well-being is serious-
ly affected. When there is no economic need to
achieve, the person should either teumper his
success with helping others or he should seek
avenues of achievement which have more widely
shared benefits, such as civic leadersihip.

b. People suould be economically indepen-
dent. This is obviously related to the value
of self-reliance and is evident even in the
sphere of the fami'y. Children are eager to
leave home and establish themsel¥es independent-
ly (usually financially as well as socially),
and aged are encouraged to maihtain their own
separate residences rather than live wita their
children's families. Further, as the equalitar-
ian value indicates, one is to be less admired °
for inherited wealth or status than for that ,
which his own efforts have accumulated. The
chief exception to tiis derivative value per-
tains to wives and young children, although many
wives maintain partial economic independence 3
through work outside the home. 1

c. Evervone should be educated according -
Xo inis capacitv. The value placed on education :
is largely a consequence of the assumption that
better educated neonle are bettzr able to achieve
and to govern themselves. This creates the
problem, however, of whether an individual
might spend too many years in school, hence put
off being a contributor to the economic system.
Also, individual capacity is both difficult to
assess and a potential basis for invidious
comnarisons (the latter violates the equalitar-
ian value). Consequently, a more common express-
ion of the value of education is that everyone
suould receive at least a high school education,
or at least two yeers of college. Some even
advocate a college degree for all. It has Pbeen
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suggested with some seriousness tnat an increasingly
technologically counlex future may require
post graduate training for aost people.

d. Status should be based on
achievement. Two areas of value conflice are
apparent here. One is that status distinctions
of whatever kind are contrary to an equalitarian
éthic. There is a general feelihg that the
person who spends all his time working is too

narrow and is a threat to those whose lives are
not so totally devoted to status striving.

As a result, such a person may be accorded respect
and perhaps envy, for his achievements, but he is
not likely to be considered a model citizen.

The second conflict concerns the right to
retain the benefits of one's achievements and
to pass these on to one's family. Inherited
wealtih is a source of status. Much debate has
occurred ragarding this question, with a gradual
growth in policies wihici reduce the ease of
passing status to one's heirs by inheritance only.

Authority 1s legitimate fo the extent
Mummﬁpfmiennmmﬂment
Obviously such a derivative value is relevant to
a production oriented society, yet it can easily
run counter to other values. In particular,
the value of individualisa causes highly
regimented behavior to be onerous. Although
regimen may contribute to efficiency, the nerson
whose policies require it is ffequen%ly thought
to be exceeding the legitimate bounds of his
authority. Even so traditionally regimented an
organization as the aruy is often accused of
exceeding autnority via over-emphasis oh efficien-
cy to the exclusion of human concerns.
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f. Blgness (size, wesalth, power) is desirable.

If material possessions, status and asuthority
indicate achieveuent, and achievement is des-
irable, then the accumulation of these indicators
is desireble. Again equalitarian-humanitarian
values come into play in asserting that ostenta-
tious display of wealth or power is inappropri-
ate and that too great a variation in these
aspects of society is disruptive.

In the area of interpersonal relations,
the sssumption that all men have some inherent
worth ané the open informality produced by an
equalitarian value lead to the following der-
ivative assumptions.

a. Most people are inaerently likeable.

b. Eriendlipess is the key Lo sucgcessful
interpersonal relations.

Subsidiary values wnich derive from the above
include:

a. DPeonle should be accepted and appre-
claled interversonallv for what they are (in
8 nersonal-worth sense) rather than for what they

d0 or who the¥ are. As a consequence of this
value there is generally less concern for

social form in America than elsewhere. Social
blunders and ineptitude are often considered
irrelevant and excusable. ©Obviously such a
value runs counter to status based on ability
and achievement. The most difficult area of
application of tihis value is in personal
relations between, e.g., employer and employee ;
that 1s, where the economic based achievement
values are appropriate at the same time that
status-less, humanitarian values are also
pertinent.,
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b. Questions of rank or status should not
ente relations. It is likely that,
due to this type of value, relationships between
people of different classes in America are more
awkward than in those countries where class
deference is assumed. In consequence, it might
be expected that contact among people of differ-
ent classes 1s much less likely than our equal-
itarian ethic would imply. Such contact is too
apt to be problematical for all concerned.

c. Ihe only legitimate authority in inter-
pergonal relationg is congensus.

d. DPeople should express friendliness by
1ikine and doing what others like and do. These
two derivative values operate to produce a stand-

ardized kind of social 1ife, giving a conformistic
character to much interpersonal behavior. Of
course, the individualism so apparent in relation
to achievement is contrary to "getting along

with everybody."

The above comments should help to focus the
discrepancy between those values having to do
with achigvement, practicality and individualism
versus those pertaining to equalitarianism,
informality, joining many voluntary associations,
and even conformism. The one set cf values
derives from, and is primarily relevant to the
economic sphere. It of course pervades education
to the extent that education is seen as prepar-
ation for later »roductivity. It also influ-
ences voluntary associations and interpersonal
relations to the extent that the context of
behavior is one of accomplishing a specifiable
task. In short, these values are usually
paramount winen some type of task orientation
is the basis for behavior.
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On the other hand, the second set of values
pertains to the enjoyment of other people's
company and one's own activity. The sucerficial
conformity of fads in clothing and entertainment,
for example, siuply makes easier an assumntion
of similarity of interests and values on which
equalitarian friendship may be based.

Each sphere limits the applicability of
the other; their joint applicability may cause
strains in interpersonal relationships and
inefficiency in task accomplishment. It is
common advice to wives of businessmen to avoid
their husband's place of business, since his
role as businessman is not readily compatable
with nis role as husband.

It might »rove useful to compare the task
and social spheres more systematically. The
following chart, which indicates comparable
components of behavior in each sphere, is nec-
essarily over-simplified. Many areas of behavior
are not easily categorized as taesk or social.

B .
I Sphere of Behavior |
Task gocial I
Success 1is [
. ' > t Personal |
defined as: | Achieveuen et ce
| and is il Jealth, rower 5
| measurable by Prestige Popularity
| B SRR M
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[_ §§898¥%25 b;: g?fgciency y Equaliterianism
L Wi 28 to: . Supe
| ;W‘ich leads Com )e:ition ggggggglgggl |
%gi?e orientrtion|i p.4ine Present §
t

i! 5
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Confusions between these spheres arise
increasingly in Ame 'ican culture due to the fact
that the era of the individual economic entre- ;
preneur is rapidly giving way to one of complex
organizations in which interpersonal manipulation
becomes institutionalized as a major aspect of
overall task accomplishment.

A final area of considerdtion is that per-
taining to the rights and duties of governmental
authority, or more generally, to the maintenance
of gdcial order. The assumption that people
are capable of rational, hence responsible be-
havior, coupled witn the value of equalitarianism
results in the conviction that the basls of social

order should be mutual consent. Tais value
clearly underlies our &ntire government system.

A related derivative assumption which Americans
nold is that g constitutional democracy ls sup-
exrior all other governmental forus. The

term "democracy'tay be used when a republican
form 1s meant. Associated with the above values
and assumptions are a set of derivative values.

a. Authority for any governing procesgs

should rest in the will of the people ad be
by elected representativeg. This

principrle is so strongly held that even informal
voluntary associations are likely to develop
elective government. The chief obstacle to
application of the v-~lue lies in the frequent
inefficiency of eletted representatives and
officials, particularly since wide personal
acceptance (social success) may count more than
demonstrated achievement (task success)i in an

election. As a consequence of the dilemma, many
aspects of government are bureaucratized; that
is, they employ people according to ability
demonstrated in qualifying examinations to
perform specified tasks in the more complex
governmental system. Such civil service

TS T R Ty AT R e A s T T TR R TR TN e
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appointees are always in some way subject to a
higher elective executive or representative
body, however, maintaining the spirit of the
value.

b. Rights and resvonsibilities of govern-
ment should reside £t the most imgediate
level unless demand gther-

wlse. The desire to maintain control over govern.-
ment al process is undoubtedly basic to this value.
Large, centralized government is too remote and
too impersonal to appear subject to much control.
Therefore a rather inefficient systea of over-
lapping local governmental units has been
maintained and will no doubt continue to be
maintained. The problem of efficiency is of
co%rse the chief liuwitation to completely local
rule.

involving,_ .8
health. ﬁecau

protecting those who are different and uncooper-
ative, others who value achievement and efficlency
more highly are likely to find civil liberties
issues frustrating. Similarly, social conformity
is often at odds with the concept of individual
liberty. There is, therefore, continual

concern and frequent litigation over the boundary
between these major values.

One further aspect of American culture
derives from the assumptions and values pertain-
ing to time and its use. Whether in the task
or the social sphere, Americans are concerned
with doing, becoming, creating; not only regard-
ing occupa%ion, but in sports, hobbies, voluntary
associations, etc. BEven retirement is a negative
concept unless it is viewed as an opportunity
to engage in activities previously obstructed by
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occupational demands. This activeness plus a
general optimism produces assumptions that:

d. Ihings will change, usually for the
better.

b. Youth is a time of excitement and promise;
the best years of Ii’e. BSuch an emphasis on
activeness leads to some avoidance of, even
distrust of contemplative activities.

Underlying the entire value system is a
conviction that the individual 1s the basic
referent of behavior, not the group or the
collectivity. Although there is an often noted
change from "rugged individualisam" to "adjust-
ment" the emphasis is still on the individualj
adjustment is for Qis needs or purposes, not
necessarily for the good of the group.

Although it is not quite the same type of
assumption as the first five ground-of-meaning
assumptions which began this chapter, one more
widegpread agssumption of Americans should be
noted.

ASSUMPTION 6, The American Svstem Is the Best
Yot Developed,

This assumption is probably the most
conscious and overt of the American's beliefs
about his country and its culture. It is, as
social scientists have labelled it, ethnocentrism,
",,.the point of view that one's way of life is
to be preferred to all others."8 It is common to
all known cultures, and even to many smaller
groups.

8. Melville J. Herskovits, Cultural Anthro-
nglggﬁ, New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1960,
P.

~40-




I.C. Assumptions

The content of this assumption, as defined
above, needs no explanation. However, since
this assumption is known to many segments of the
culture, one might ask how the American can
honestly profess ity knowing its true nature and
origin. The answer is simple. The American,
when questioned, wi 1l siuply say "Look at the
facts." They show that the United States is
the richest, most advanced, and most progressive
country that the world has ever known. He
can say "what other country has never lost a
major war?" or "What other country has ever
had more conveniences for its inhabitants?"

All of this is simply to show that the
American, even fully cognizant of the ethno-
centrici%y of his belief, will justify it, on

the basis of those things which he, as a culture-
bearer, has been taught to value.

This chapter on the major ground-of-meaning
assumptions of American culture, will close with
the reminder that Americans assume in the face
of all dour predictions and warnings, first of
811, that there will be a future for man as
we know him, and secondly, that itis in the
future that man's frogress will be evident.

This is somewhat different from the outlook of
other societies in the past. Often cultures
have assumed '"We know everything now, and there
is no more room for nrogress." Today, the
American seems to consider the present as only
a transitory position between the past and the
future. He knows that we do not know every-
thing...now. But someday in the future we

may .
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This last comment is made simply to caution
the reader that the American we are talking
about now may not be the same twenty years
hence. American culture, including its values,
assumptions, institutions, and deviations
aust be expected to change and adapt to new
conditions and increasing cross-cualtural
contact.9

9. See Ralph Linton's excellent description
gf culturaér?iffusion; pp. 325- 2?10
he Study N.Y.: Appleton-Century-
Crofts, Inc., 1936.




II.A THE FAMILY
by Thomas Van Valey

The family in American society is perhaps
one of the most avidly studied of the institutions.
The reason for this is clear: the family is the
starting place for America's future citizens.
Here they receive many of their initial (and
long-lasting) attitudes, values, prejudices, and
ambitions...in short, their socialization. It
is also from the family that they embark on their
own course to form families and continue the
process.

There are a number of identifiable character-
istics of American families. Some of these are
also comuon to other cultures while some are not.
We will deal in this paper with only those aspects
of the American family that serve to describe it
as institution.

John Sirjamaki provides the following list
of items characteristic of the American family:

", ..monogamous marriage; conjugal family
with limited kin reckoning; considerable
divorce and remarriage; family reduced
in size an® functions; increased individ-
uation of family members with approaching
husband-wife equality and particular
emphasis on children; marriage as a
facrﬁTent, but with considerable secular-
sm,'

This is, of course, a highly generalized out-
line. However, it is safe to say that it is, in
general, an accurate description of the American
family.

1. Sirjamaki, 1947, pp. 255-2%6.
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One notable characteristic whicin Sirjamaki
does not mention is the fact that Americans tend
to view the family of orientation "...as a marker
to show the starting »lace and measure (their)
ability not only in terms of where they are but
also how far they have moved."2

This implies that the family itself does not
Pass on its status or prestige directly to succeed-
ing generations.* Rather, each individual must
determine his own status by virtue of his achieve-
ments, not those of his predecessors. "Insofar as
individuals improve their class status by virtue
of their own achievements rather than by birth,
the family's ability to pass along status to
children has been limited."3

Another related topic is the notion that mar-
riage is for 1ife, and that breaks (divorce,
separation, etc.) are failures, reflecting on the

2. Walter Goldschmidt. "Social Class and the

Dynamics of Status in America," American
ist, vol. 5/, 1$59, p. 121k,
*This is most accurate in the middle class.

There are exceptions with regard to both the
aristocratic upper class and the extreme
lower class. These families do pass on their
status, or lack of it, to succeeding members.
However, even in these cases, the inheritance
received is primarily the opportunity for the
attainment of status rather than the status
itself. The incoming generations of these
two groups receive, or fail to receive, the
training, social graces, material wealth,
intellectual stimulation, ang@ so on, which
enable them to attain a relatively equal or
greater degree of social status and/or pres-
tige.

3. Boyd and Worchester, 1964, p. 36k,
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marriage partners.” (This should be discussed
within the context of the bellef that marriages
are based on the mutual choice and love of the
couple, rather thar upon an arrangement by
parents, other relatives, or friends.) Within
this perspective, dissolving or ending a marriage
is often seen as a personal reflection on the
character of the couple involved. In the extreme
case, the stigma attached to a broken marriage
may reseumble the following: "They couldn't make
their marriage work. Something is wrong with
them."

On the other hand, there is some evidence that

this attitude is changing. Some authors hav y
stated that Americans are increasingl wing
marriage as terminable.? Through S perspec-

tive, a marriage may be disso if either or -

both of the partners feel t it is necessary
and would be to their mu;ué?»advantage. Moreover, q
it implies that the aforementioned stigma would no
longer be attached to such actions.

Another characteristic of the American family
is the informality of the relations among its
members. Americans tend toward more casual, easy-
going, and friendly relations, in contrast to the
more formal and authoritarian relations which
seem to characterize the traditional European
family. (This also applies largely to the society
as an entirety. Most of the visitors to the
United States remark about the informality, uncom-
mon friendliness, likeability, and hospitality of

4, Margaret Mead. '"The Contemporary American
Family as an Anthropologist Sees It," Amer-
ican Journal of Sociology, vol. 53, May 1948,
pp . ""53")'"59 .

5. Ibid. This does not alter in any way the
still predominant American value of monoga-
mous marriage--one husband and one wife...
at a time.
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the American people. This style of interpersonal
relationships seems to permeate the entire range
of behavior.)

One current trend in the American family
(which may be followed chronologically by a
similar trend in French society) is the increas-
ing emphasis on interpersonal enjoyment as the
primary basis for family interaction. 4s a con-
sequence, it may be argued that the family has
not been robbed of its former functions such as
the disciplining of children. Rather, as addi-
tional social institutions have arisen, the
members of the family have gladly left to other
agencies the disagreeable functions that clashed
with the rising value of companionship. (The
increase in divorce is probably partly traceable
to this newly dominant value.)

The causes behind the emergence of this value
appear to be diverse. Besides the multiplication
of institutions, already mentioned as creating
a permissive situation, the likely causes include

the "fun morality" described by Martha Wolfenstein;

equalitarianism, in the sense of respect for all
persons; the accent on youth; and the notion
that satisfaction i~ much the same in nature for
all members of the family.

A final feature of the American familial
institution is the alleged superficiality of the
relationships.* This is especially true of the
dating and courtship systems which are peculiar
to American culture. Ie Masters has said, "Our
(American) whole courtship experience, up to the
point of engagement, tends to produce essentially

% It may be that this is also characteristic
of the total society. If so, one can con-
ceive of linkages between it and the infor-
mality noted parenthetically above.
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superficial or segmental relationships with our
dating partners."0 The observation (and criticism)
here is that the dating system, as practiced

today, does not provide the majority of individ-
uals with the opportunity to know potential
marital partners as total personalities,

Basic to this alleged superficiality of
family relationships is the type of training many
children receive in the home, through the family,
at school, in church or Sunday school, and from
their friends. The American child is taught that
he or she should get along with others, and that
this is more important than learning a skill or
trade. Perhaps it is for this reason that Farber
makes the following statement:

"The American pattern aims at a smoothly
functioning individual, equipped for
getting ahead with a varied armament of
social skills,"?/

One topic meriting discussion in this chapter
is the orientation of the American family to the
future. This has been discussed, in a general
way, in both of the preceding chapters. Here it
will be stated in terms of the family rather than
the culture, and a possible counter-trend will be
noted.

It follows from the limited ability of the
family to pass on status directly, and the result-
ant necessity for individuals to achieve their
own status, that the American people are not

6. E.E. Le Masters, podern Courtship and Mar-

. ziag%, New York: The Macmillan Co., 1999,
p. 159.

7 M.L. Farber. "English and Americans: Values
in the S.ocialization Process." Journal of

Psychology, Oct., 1953, p. 24b.
47




IT1.A. Family

concerned with theii families of the past (i.e.
their families of orientation). Similarly, it
follows that there will be little concern about
the extended kinship relations characteristic of
historic times and lesser-developed countries
because these individuals will be able to provide
little or no "profit" to the individual outside

of superficial and limited psychological security.
Consequently, "The American middle-class family
much prefers the future for all sorts of choices
and decisions. They expect change and prefer any-
thing new to anything 0ld."8 The modern family is
not concerned with tradition, the past, its ances-
tors, or, for that matter, most of the relatives.
Instead, it is concerned with the future and what
it may bring.

The possible "counter-trend" to this familial
orientation toward the future is fairly recent in
origin. Moreover, in contrast to the historical
debate between the orientation being "forward" to
the future, or "backward" to the past, this new
counter-trend is primarily oriented to the present,
with minor futuristic tendencies.

Here we are speaking of the family's emphasis
on the gratification of personality needs rather
than societal ends, with a resulting general
orientation of capriciousness and frivolity in
family institutiona’ practices.9 This seems to be

8. J.P. Spiegel, "Conflicting formal and infor-
mal roles in newly acculturated families,"
Research Publications Association for
Egﬁgfggﬁ.ln Nggggg; and Mental Disease, vol.

9 9 Do .

9. R.D. Lambert and M. Bressler, "Indian students
and the United States: Cross-cultural images,"
Ihe Anpnals, vol. 295, pp. 62-74. See also,
Charles iorris, 1956, pp. 33-84; Clyde and
Florence Kluckhohn, 1947. (See also the

discussion by R. Leik on pp. 38-39 of this
chapter.,)
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the hedonistic tendency often postulated by psycho-
logical and psychiatric theorists as central to
human behavior (e.g. Freud's id). The central
question is the effect of this trend, irf it is

real and continues to develop over time.
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I1.B THE RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS
by Thomas Van Valey

This chapter +ill deal with some of the major
characteristics o1 the American religious institu-
tion, and will raise questions which may lead to
additional insights into the nature of the institu-
tion. We leave for later studies a systematic
effort to relate the religious institution to the
value system and to the other social institutions.

During the early part of this century when
immigration was at its peak, the United States was
popularly referred to as a "melting pot." This is
true of the period 1945-1965, especially with regard
to religion, in the sense that the culture shows a
tremendous amount of religious diversity. Robin
Williams has reported a large number of separate
religions, denominations, sects, cults, and other
organized groupings, estimated at about 255 in all.l

Such an extent of religious multiplicity is
important in itself, as it contrasts markedly with
the situation in most modern European nations. How-
ever, even more significant than this high degree
of diversity is the low degree of both personal and
institution:l stress associated with it. It can
even be said that inere is widespread religious
tolerance, both official and individual.

Official tolerance in America takes the form
of inter-denominational and inter-religious confer-
ences, meetings, and discussions, all of which
implement the intra-group and inter-group communica-
tion of values, strategies, policies, and doctrines.
In the recent past, a consolidation of our society's
religious elements has been evidenced by the merging
of a number of denominations into larger more

1, Robin williams, American Society, 2nd ed.,
1961, p. 342. o
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inclusive organizations. Such mergers could also

be argued as indications of a trend toward decreas-
ing religious diversity. However, as these typically
affect only a few separate denominations which have
already been closely related, it would be more
plausible to suggest that they would not have any
significant effect on the total degree of diversity.

On the individual and personal level, tolerance
assumes another form. The American people generally
believe that religion should be an important factor
in ev:ryone's life. They do not care which religion
an individual follgws, as long as he follows one
of the major ones. There is considerable suspi-
cion regarding some religious sects or cults.

From this general American attitude, as out-
lined above, a newcomer in the United States would
expect a reiaxed, tolerant attitude toward diver-
gent religious beliefs. This, however, is only
the ideal of the "American way of tolerance."
Observers and students of religlon have pointed
out that there is a considerable amount of "in-
fighting" within and among religious groups. An
instance of such religious intolerance is the
general practice of many Americans not to discuss
religion with strangers at a social gathering...
for fear of causing a heated argument, and an
embarrassing situation.

It has also been documented that the religion
to which one belongs has some effects on other
aspects of his behavior. People not only attend
churches, they tend to apply the attitudes of the
church to all aspects of their lives; they associ-
ate with members of their own belief group, they
support the church-s political favorite--they
come to depend on the church to develop theilr

2. Boyd and Worchester, 1964, p. 365.
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attitudes for them.3 Consequently, when there is
such a high degree of 1ntercorrela%ion among
various aspects of behavior, it is nrobable that
some disparities and ensuing conflicts will occur.
It may even be that these coincidental disparities
and conflicts are the principal causes of whatever
religious intolerance e&ists, rather than official
policy being the cause.

John Sirjamaki, in his brief outline of the
major elements of the religious institution,
noted a distinct e phasis upon individualism in
American religion.? The most common explanation
of this fact maintains that individualism is an
outgrowth of early Puritanistic and Calvinistic
doctrines which recognize "...the dignity of the
individual and... his duty to achieye both ‘
spiritual and material prosperity." It is also
ergued, however, that American religion was, in
the past, more individually oriented than it is
at present. That is, instituvtdionalized religion
today has value primarily in response to a need
for group affiliation and stability, rather than
in terms of intensified personal reiigious life.7
Thus there may be a general cultural trend, in
which religion is becoming more of a social than
an individual experience.

3. Gerhard Lenski, The Religious Factor. See
also, Robin Williams, y and
Leonard Broom and Philip Selznick, Sociology,
Row, Peterson, and Co., 1958.

4, There 1s evidence that the degree of intoler-
ance and "in-fighting" is relaxing, at least

with regard to candidates for national office.

(eg., the election of a Catholic President
in 1960.) The increasing spread of higher
education might also be expected to accel-
erate the diffusion of more tolerant atti-
tudes toward religion.

50 John Sirjamaki, 19”’7, pgo 255'2560

6. Boyd and Worchester, 1964, p. 365. Commager,
1950, p. 411.
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One final characteristic deserving mention is
the distinctly moral function which religion per-
forms. Americans- believe that some moral Justifi-
cation is necessary for their actions, especially
economic., Otherwise, such actions are not "oroper"
or "right." This is especially true in cases
where a particular node of behavior or plan of
action is controversial. In such instances a
religious body tends to lend its legitimized sanc-
tion, but only where some moral purpose (as defined
by that religious organization) is a clearly evident
factor in the desired mode of behavior.

7. Clyde Kluckhohn, "The Evolution of Contem-
porary American Vvlues," Deadalus, Spring,
1958, pp. 78-109. See also W.H. Seurel, P.T.
Morris, and S.M. Davidsen, "Scandinavian
Students Images of the United States," The
Adnnals, vol. 295, pp. 126-135, and Michelle
Simon, '"Questionnaire on French Project"(Back-
ground Data for the Teaching of French) files.
These last two references should be taken as
possibly biased since both are reports of
extra-culturals' impressions of what they

have observed during their stay in the United
States as students.
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II.C THE ECONOMIC INSTITUTIONS
By J.Benjsmin Gillinghem

Robin Williems, in Apericen Society, offers us
& wide-renging yet concise snd useful summery state-

ment of the salient features of the Americen econom-
ic system.

1. It is an economy of mess production,
operating under s fectory system utilizing ¢
highly developed technology.

2. Industriel production is charecterized
gy 2 minute specielizetion end division of le-

or.

3. Industriel processes, tesks, snd pro-
ducts ere highly stenderdized.

4. Thet portentous socisl invention, the
corporetion, is the dominent form of orgenizs-
tion of business enterprise.

5. Corporete ownership is widely diffused;
production end control ere highly concentrrted.
Ownership end mensgement of corporetions heve
become sepereted, with fer-reaching consequences.

6. There sre very importent systems of
intercorporate coordinstion end control.

7. Lerge-scele units snd sdministretive
coordinetion lesd to quesi-monopoly,'imper-
fect competition," end price rigidities.

8. Lerge-scele industriel labor uUnions
plsy en incrersingly weighty role.

9. Becsuse of specislization of produc-
tion, & highly developed monetery and credit
system, end other frctors, the varlous seg-
ments of the economy sre closely interdepen-
dent, end chenges in any one mejor pertion of
the system have immediste end complex reper-
cussions elsewhere.

10. Central governments, both federsl and
state, intervene in economic activity on @
wide scele through direct reguletion end fe-
cilitetion end through the indirect conse-
quences of their other operations.

11. "Property rights" ere in » state of
repid chenge, end the facts ere rediceliy
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different from those envissged in populer ideol-
- ogles and in certsin importent legsl fictions.

12. The entire economy is subject to inces-
sent development and innovetion, through fectors
renging from the impact of revolutionery inven-
tions to the influence of internetionel politiecs
and war.

13. Governmentsl expenditures constitute an
importent sector of the economy.

14. There is widespresd snd incrersing de-
velopment of "socisl security," e.g., over fif-
ty million workers ere potentislly eligible for
unemployment compensetion, over ninety millions
heve cleims to federzl old-sge insurence.

Any condensed summery, such £s this one by Pro-
fessor Willisms, inevitebly involves rether heroic
simplificetions of the diversities and complexities
of # phenomenon #s lerge =nd menifold es the Ameri-
cen economy. The hazerd of oversimplificetion
should be kept in mind. The following comments ere
offered by wey of quelificetion or expension of some
of Professor Williems's stetements.

JI1.C.1 Structure

While it is true thet lerge-scele corporetions
end concentrated economic power cheracterize the eco-
nomic structure, it is 2lso true that the U.S. econ-
omy is cherecterized by & very lerge number of
small, independently end privately owned economic
enterprises. In fect, sbout 95 per cent of #ll pri-
vete business enterprises employ fewer then 20 em-
ployees. For the yeer 1964, among the 3,350,000
firms reporting under the Socisl Security Act (this
excludes ferm workers, self-employed persons, public
employees, end reilrosd employees who ere covered
by ¢ sepsrste system), 90 per cent employed fewer
then twenty employees end 78 per cent employed fewer
then eight employees, while only six-tenths of one
per cent employed more then 250 employees. However,
it is estimeted that one per cent of all firms
(the lergest firms) employ approximetely one-helf
of 211 the non-sgricultursl employees in privete

7. Williems, 1960, pp. 163-164. To item 14 should
be sdded "lMedicere", the swecring provisions of
hospitzl end médicél cere for persons over 65 un-
der @ netionwide federslly edministered progrem.
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employment. Hence we observe in the U.S. case @=n
economy cherecterized by both £ smell number of very
lerge enterprises and o very lerge number of smell
and moderate-sized enterprises. Moreover, contrary
to oft-hesrd expressions, there is no evidence thet
smell enterprise is repidly being swellowed up by
"big business". To the contrery, except in sgricul-
ture, the number of smsll firms and self-employed
persons continues to grow 2s the economy and the
populetion grow.

The industriel composition #nd the chenges in
this composition over the pest two decades sre in-
dicated in the following simple teble:

umber of Fsrm Workers, snd of Non-2gricultursl

Wege and Selarv** Workers - (in thousends

) 1930 1947 1966
Totel 471,921 5E,2g3 69, 122
Farm Employment* 12,497 10,382 5,259
Non-Ferm Employment 29,424 43,881 63,863

Manufacturing 9,52 15,545 19,084
Mining 1,009 955 628
Contrect Construction 1,372 1,982 3,281
Trensp.end Pub.Utilities 3,685 L4,166 4,136
Wholesecle and Reteil Trade 9,797 8,955 13,219
Finence, Ins.,snd Real Estete 1,457 1,754 3,085
Service and Misec. 3,376 5,550 9,581
Government - Federel 526 1,892 2,566

Government - Stete and Locel 2,622 3,582 8,283

* Includes femily workers s well as hired workers.
** Source: Depertment of Labor, Buresu of Lebor
Stetistiles

The most noteworthy aspects revesrled by these
figures are: (a2) the large gbsolute decline in agri-
culturrl employment despite repid growth in totel
population, totel labor force end totel ferm produc-
tiony (b) the relatively rspid growth of the Services
and Government, particulsrly Stete end Locel Govern-
ment since 1947; and (c) the oversll shift from the
commodity end goods producing sectors to the trede,
services, transportetion snd government sectors, so
that since 1955 or thereabouts, more than hslf the

totel labor force is emplg%gd in the so-celled tertiery
-)-
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industries, i.e., those not producing commodities or
physicsl goods.

Coinciding with the sbove trends have been re-
lated changes in the occupationel composition of the
U.S. l2bor force. The following tsble shows those
changes ~long with the recent projections for the
next decede:

OCCUPATIONAL COMPOSITION OF THE U.S. LABOR FORCE,
1940, 1962, and Projection for 1975 (frou

i 10

(o] é l.eynolds. Laovor Ce 3. & { Q-

,lggigng. Prvntié?=ﬁﬁll'¢%§9§é?f' o ? pe o )%
| r%5

Occupationsl Group 1910 1940 1962 %ted
Total employed 102.0 190.0 100.5 100 O
Professionel, technic-l,

and kindred workers 4.6 7.9 11.8 1k4.2
Fermers end ferm mgrs. 17.3 11.% 2.9 *
Menegers, officiels, end

proprietors except ferm 7.2 8.1 10.9 10.7

Clericel end kindred

workers 5.5 9.7 14.9 16.?
Seles workers 5.0 6.8 6.4 6.7
Creftsmen,foremen, end

kindred workers 11.7 11.5 12.8 12.8
Operetives end kindred

workers 14.1 18.9 17.8 16.3
Service workers 9.6 11.8 12.9 14.3
Farm laborers snd foremen 13.4 6.9 3.4 *

Leborers, except ferm end
mine 11.6 7.0 5.3 4,5

* Farmers, farm menagers, end farm laborers ere
combined in the 1975 projections. It is estimeted
thet they will together form 4.5 per cent of the

labor force at at time.

*sNuoted by permission of Prentice-idrll, Lnglewood

Cl lq . 3t o -
oCe 1118 %ggnﬁie'w’r Market Idesa

While 1t is true thet the concentration of eco-
nomic power in the very lerge corporete enterprises
mey end often does impeir in some degree the operstion
of the competitive merket forces on which the retion-
¢le for # free, private enterprise system rests, two
relevant fects should be kept in mind. The first is
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thet the U.S. has been 2lmost unique among the ed-
vanced industrial netions in pursuing en explicit
public policy which defines monopoly es illegesl #nd
provides both criminel end civil penelties for »
broed renge of ectivities heving the effect of re-
streining trade end reducing competition. The open
certel errengements for dividing merkets end regule-
ting prices which sre commonplesce in the economies
of meny industriel netions sre illegel in the United
States. Secondly, the "horizontel" expension of
meny lerge firms over & variety of diversified in-
dustries and their readiness to invede esny promising
merkets, along with the rapid psce of technologicsel
innovetion end the development of new products, heve
resulted in 2n intensified competition among lerge
firms in the srez of product improvement, new pro-
duct development, etc., so that it has become more
difficult for even e very large corporstion to esteb-
1ish end exploit for ezny considersble period of time
2 significent monopoly position. Hence, in sn impor-
tent degree, in the large scale sectors of the econo-
my, the decey of the classicel perfect merket tyve
of price competition hes been repleced in some de-
gree by competition in product chsnges and new
products and services.

I1.C.3 The Role of Government

With rising incomes end generel educstion levels,
there hes been @ repid upwerd shift in the demend by
Americen citizens for increesed quelity end quantity
of public services, perticulerly in the erees of edu-
cetion, trensportetion snd genersl sociel welfere.

As & result, government, particulerly state end lo-
cel government, hes grown repidly es e producer of
goods 2nd services, 2nd slso #s 2n #gency through
which the production of such goods is contrected out
to privete enterprises. 1In 1966, Federsl Government
purcheses of goods end services were approximetely
$77 billion* snd the steste and local government pur-
cheses were s2bout the ssme. This is roughly one-
fifth of the totesl Gross Netionel Product of the U.S.
economy in that period. Although # very substen-
tisl portion of the Federal expenditures currently
are for netional defense, the long-term trend would
appecr to be towsrd rising expenditures in the totel

* This figure does not include transfer psyments,
e.g.,Socisl Security peyments, grants to stete end
locel governments,or %gterest on the public debt.
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public sector even though with good fortune we mey

be able to scele down substantielly our militery ex-
penditures in the nesr future. In brief, the verious
governmentel agenclies are exceedingly lerge end im-
portent producers #s well es "purchasing egents" for
the privete sector in behalf of verious public ectivi-
ties.

The other cruciel economic role of government,
especielly Federrl government, is as the reguletor
of the economy. It is now generslly eccepted in the
United States that our egreed-upon gosls snd pur-
poses for the economy, e.g., full employment, reeson-
able price stebility, an eppropriete rete of economic
growth, & progressive snd efficient economy, reletive
freedom in privete economic choices -- can be achieved
only by & sophisticated #nd continuous edjustment of
certein governmental functions, particulerly those
relating to monetary policy end broed fiscel nolicy,
l.e., the total smount and type of texes collected
snd the amount and types of public expenditures. It
should be kept in mind thaet the besic strategy of such
controls is to establish #n environment in which the
private households #nd business firms will be en-
courrged to teke those ections which will move us
towerd the desired ends, i.e., full employment,
svolding serious infletion, etc. In brief, these
rre indirect controls by design #nd philosonhy.

There 2re of course 2 myried of more direct con-
trols, e.g., pure food ~nd drug lews, industriel
pollution controls, etc., which ere ineviteble in
#n ever more complex end interrelated socirl systen.

I11,C.4 Income Digtribution

One selient fect of the U.S. economy is thet
by e very lerge mergin it 1s the most productive econ-
omy 1in the sggregete and on e per cepite basis in
the contemporery world end in the history of the world.
And there is sound resson to expect thst this mergin
will rema2in substantiasl for the remeinder of this
century. A second selient fact is somewhet parsdoxi-
crl. The preponderent mess of the American people,
say about 75 per cent, shere rersonsbly well in the
distribution of our huge output. But the top 5 per
cent enjoy @ huge disproportionsate shere, primerily
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as 8 result of the pettern of ownership of pronerty
snd corporste essets. About two-thirds of totsl divi-
dend pryments and ehout helf of el1ll propertv income
go to this top 5 per cent of income receivers (who
elso receive a2bout 10 per cent of the totel wege =nd
selery income). And on the other hrnd, the bottom

15 or 20 per cent of our femilies receive incomes
which ere by consensus defined es too low to meet the
minimum requirements of Arericen stenderds. The
poverty level is currently defined es that for e
femily with an income of less thsn 3,000 per yeer

in 1965 prices. Over the pest twenty yeers, the
nercentege of 21l femilies which frll into this pover-
ty cetegory hes declined from 30 per cent to about
16.5 per cent, but this still meens some 8 million
femilies who are shering little or not et ell in our
remerkable effluence. One of the mejor new progrems
of sociel vpolicy lasunched in this decede for the first
time in our history is the so-called Wer on Poverty
which is directed through & broed spectrum of speci-
fic progrems towerd echieving & more equiteble sher-
ing of our output by these left-out citizens. The
mein attack belng developed is two-fold: the first

is a meny-sided progrem to essist s#nd encouresge the
eble-bodied members of this populetion to ecquire

the educetion, treining esnd competence which will
eneble them to be more productive members of the
labor force end hence ehle to help themselves; the
second is to devise new policies and progrems for
trensferring income to those members of the poverty
cless who ere clearly incepeble of providing for
themselves -- the sged, the very young, the disebled.
the defective, in short, the proverbiel leme, helt,
#nd blind, who constitute more then one-hs1lf of the
totel poverty populetion.

I1.C.5 Trasde Unions end Industriasl Relestions

The trede union movement in the U.S. is end hes
been historicelly cherscterized by en sbsence of
cless consciousness. The American worker hes not
sccepted or subscribed to the notion that he could
irmprove his individuel position only by somehow im-
proving the stestus #nd power of the entire wsge-
esrning cless 2s such. Rather, he hes been job-
conscious and hes menifested # propensity for orgeni-
zetion based on the more limited besis of common job
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interest esrising from common skills or employment
by € perticulsr compeny or in e perticulsr industry.

His interests heve been focussed primerily on
developing job control through negotisting collective
bergeining egreements with his employer incorporesting
the terms end conditions of employment, including
work rules governing such metters as hours of work,
seniority rights, exercise of disciplinery povers by
the employer, &nd methods of adjudiceting grievences.

Through this process of development of ¢ privete,
joint system of industrisl self-government by employers
end unions, the Americen lebor movement developed into
en essentielly conservetive institution in long-run
terms, seeking to improve the stetus, security snd
dignity of employees vis-es-vis the employer, but
seeking these improvements within the besic institu-
tionel errengement of & privete enterprise system
besed on the privete ownership of the meesns of pro-
duction, with government lesving to the private par-
ties wide letitude for self-determinetion in devising
the rules of the work plece. Americen unionism is
explicitly enti-socielist in its mejor politicel
orientetion. And it hes rejected the concept of &n
independent lebor politicel party.

The consensus smong the best informed politicel
economists is thet the gross economic effects often
imputed to unions 2nd collective bergeining -- e.g.,
wege-push inflestion, distortion of wege structures,
economic inefficiencies, chsnges in income distribu-
tion -- ere much smeller in megnitude then generelly
pssumed, end that the most significent effect hes
heen the development of the system of collective
bergeining es o distinctive institution end process
for governing the complex end fundementelly irvportent
relstionships between employers =nd emnloyees in »
free society. The right of workers to orgrnize freely
into unions of their own choice is protected as ¢
metter of lew, end employers ere required by lsw to
recognize end bargein in good feith with bone fide
unions representing their employees. Apvroximetely
one-third of 211 non-egriculturel employees ere mem-
bers of unions, most of these heing in menufecturing,
construction, trensportetion, #nd the skilled crefts.
Very recently there hes been en upsurge of collective
bergeining emong some professionel workers, particuler-
ly teechers and nurses, aqglfmong public employees,




II.C Econonics

but in generel white-coller workers have lergely
refrrined from becoming union members. Totel union
membership hes remeined relstively steble over the past
decade and currently constitutes & somewhet smeller

percentage of totesl non-sgriculturel employment then
in 1945,
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I}.D THE AMERICAN POLITICAL SYSTEM
' "~ by Alex Gottfried

ihe political systow of the United Stotes is
& co.plex, dynaile phenoilenon, Of coursc this
can be said about ony political systow but it is
Darticularly true of the United “tates for at
least tho follouing reasons: 1) its population :-
lerjo, diverse, dynamic, mlti-etinie, multi-
rocial, peripatetic, repidly "younging” aad
rapidly asing; 2) its lon, constitutional
history s it has the oldost writton constitution
presently in force; 3) its co plicated structure:
ideas laws, progrmis and policics must first pun
the gauntlet to disecover thoether they are consti-
tutional, boforc it can be as':ed ihether they
bo wise, just,prudent or feasible; i) its
chaotic systeu of teus of thousands of sovorn-
mental units; 5) its decontralized, undisci-
Plined, locally based pa rty syste:l; 6) its
unique institution of judiciel review which Ner=
mits the courts to nullify acts of all the
Political (el:etod) branciies and uaits o sovern=-
ment; 7) its equally unique, powerful (aud crove
ing iore poworful) pervasive presidency; 0) its
vastly productive economic system with ranid
concentration of control into fewer and fever
hands and its specdy movoment towards collabor-
ation uvith powerful nmilibary official.s voint-
ing to the developmont of what Presidont  lisen-
houer doscribed as tho industriol-uilitery
couplex; 9) its electoratc or "public opinion'':
2 eitizenry which is simultancously literate,
articulate, mercurial and irresponsible, moving
(many eritics say) in the direction of mass
society to "cscape fro. freedom, !

This coiploxity -:al:cs iumossible any brief,
Treatnont of .Juerican woliticel society and/or
institutions vhich would not be overly goncral-
ized to the point of inaccuracy and probably
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banality, To do justice to the nine charac-
teristics listed above would recuire a long
wanuserint, It would bec a disservice to Prog=
Dective teociiers of Froneh to offer tihen 'ing-
tant" definitions, descriptions or analyses of
"linited government,* checl:s and balances,
"fodoralism," "doumocracy,” 'republic, ™
"constitutionalisn, ' "soparation of powers,”
‘judicial supremecy," Mjudicicl review, ™ ete,
Rule-of=thumb definitions may be found, if
wanted, iu such publications as Joscnir Duaner,
od,, Dictionary of DPolitical 3eciecncc, hilosophi-
cal Library, ilow Jorl:, 1Gol; J, -lano and ii,
Greonberg, The Mucrican Dolitical Dictionary,
1,¥,, I olt, .linehart and Jinsuon, 1908, o)

a nev cdition is expoct ¢ in 1967)., Julius
Gould and "Jilliam L, iwolb, ods,, Tho Dictionar
of the Social Sciences, ihe rec Iress, 190l;
and to That monumental many-volume renository,
tue Tneyeclonedia of tho Social Sciseuccs (a new
enlar-cd ecition is schoduled to appear in 1967
as the International ncyrclopedia of tlie social
Sciencos),

lo avoid the groat danger of over-siimli-
fication vhich is inovitable in the swmiary
treatiicnt of the to ic under discussion, I
prefer to make a select bibliography, <he
jucicious usc of it will permit lonsuage teoch-
ers to read sophisticatid, conplete treatments
of subtle phenocmena, In this realm of discourse,
nore thaa in noay othoers, ‘‘a little Lmouled-e
is a dangerous thing' since too many of us are
alreacy prisoners of a great deal of convontion-
&l cliche, cant and myth, Other things being
caual, brief wor':s ratiicr than larger ones
aro recormended and paveordacl:s if possible,
a8necially valuable itows will be precedec by
asteris:s,
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11, Do 1. General

Jor an over-vielr of the entire political
gysten, many excellent college textbooks are
available, Ilcre arc a few of the :0st widely
uscd:

Burns, James ii, and Jac': i/, reliason, Covern-
ment by the “conle, Prentice-ilall, 196
(available in paporbac’:), -- Perhaps the iost
vopular of alli ‘merican govermment colle:se te:its,
The vriting is vividéd ané oquitc un-te: tboollsh.
“laborate illustrations, cartoons, art-worl:, etec,

“Carr, Re:i-ey lig:l, Bernstein and '/,i, imrphy,
merican Democracy in ‘theory and ”raculce, Lth
ed,, i',Y o: H olt, ainenart enc ‘1n.ton, 19463
(ova nilable in naporbac‘) -~ This is esvecially
useful in its chapters on the Constitution and
its comprchensive treatment of civil liverties,

-sboenstein, filliam, C, Iierman Pritchett, Henry
H. Turner and Deon Lana, American Domocrecy in

orl¢ Porsnective, Harper ancd .iou, 1967 (avail-
ablo in neperbac': ). -=- 2 necw text,

wSoire, Herbﬂvu J., (overament by Counscitution:
The Political 3ystous dT:Democragl. ;andom
Tousa, 1959 lavall cblc in panerbaci:), .n
imaginative and rclatively brief coqpqrative
treatiient of eight wvestern political sys'.eiis,
Uniteé states institutions are intorcstingly
juxtaposec againsﬁ such systeuls as tho:e of
Sueden, irence, Ingland, ‘Jest Germaay, etc,

Its curmary cnuntor (ll) on the Unitec totes
is especially useful--a tour de force in only 17
pazcs, Gongideration is given to ny central
factors in addition to those usually identified
ar institutions, These include major issues,
nolicics and »roble :s, political styles, repre-
scntation, clec-ovage and consensus, cetc,

1]

~65-




II.D Politics

Il, D. 2. Democracy

~Dahl, Robert i, A Preface to Democratic Theory,
Univorsity of Chicago .ross, 1956 (available in
napervaci:), =- Very highly rciarded by political
scientists, Thou-h brief, it offcrs a rijorous
and a loosical prescntation of several dc.ocratic
nerspectives and develops models for each of themn,

- . ‘ho Governs ? Dcimociracy in an .merican
City, Yalc Univorsity /rcss, 1961 (availoble in
paperback), -- 4 iumeh acclaimed sophisticated
study of urban problems based uron vast quanti-
ties of emmiric dato, It attcunts to ansuer

the cuestion pose:’ in the title, Its answer

is significantly different frouw that given by
:dlls an¢ ifunter (belovw),

Hunter, "loyd, Coumunity Jower structure,
Doubl.eday, 1953 (available in waperbacl:), --
An important pionecrin; work in urban nouer
svudics, ilunter reports different locii of
pouer in ..tlanta than Dahl found in i'ew Haven,

*uaariel, ilenry 3, Tho roinse of ‘olitics.,
Prentice-Ilall, 1966 {available in naperback),
-=- Trenchaat, iancisive, n»nrovocative treat:ient
of contemporary politicel life, It is written

2 .9,

rith verve and imagination,

Lipoman, ‘‘alter, The Public ‘hiloso»hy, licntor,
1955 (available in paperovack), =-- Incisive analy-
sis of the major political institutions by the
dean of mrrican pundet-journalisis, ile malies a
wlea for government by an elite vhich has master-
er "the »uvlic philosophy,"” Bricf!

~liayo, Ilenry 5, .[n Introduction to Democratic
Theory, Oxford, 1960 (available in paderback],--
n exccllent seneral study of dciiociatic prac-
tices, valucs and accomplishments,
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#%.4ills, C, fri-ht, Jower _libe, Oxford, 1956
(available in »nancrback), -~ Cne of the ccuinal
boolzs of reeccat years, iiany elites arc described,
he suthor holds thot it is "the power elitc,”
not 'the pconle,’ who sovern,

Presthus,R, i.on t the Ton: .. study in Community
D E Vow X F YTy B 4 b 17 - e
Power, Oxford, 1963 (available in pawnerbaclz),
Coubines the anosroaclhies of Dahl, ilills and lunter
in a most intercsting comparative study,

Tyssman, Josenh, Oblisation and the lody Politic,
C:iford, 1962 (available in Daperback), =-- .n
original, brief and thoughtful analysis of
democratic citizenship anéd its responsibilities,

II, D. 3. The Constitution

iGoldrin, Robert &,, ed, A llation of sStates.,
aand ilelfally, 1961 (available in paperback),--
A uscful collection of essays about federalism
leaning somovhat towards the “conscrvative”
(stotegerirng) side, ‘e essay by Grodzins is
M0st.Falushble; his concept of "morule-calc
craient?! is insishtful,

ilolcoibe, Artchur i, Our ilore Perfect Union,
darvard University 2 .-ess, 1950, -~ i compre-
hensive account end defenuse of the great contri-
butions of the autcihiors of tie Constitution,

#Ppitechett, C, licrman, The Ancricon Constitu-
tiona). Sgsteri, iicCraw-Iill, 1962 (available in
panerbac!s), -- Very concise, clear, lucia,

lossiter, Clinton I, 3csdtime of the Rewublic,
Marcourt, .Jrace & “orld, 1953, =-- A trenchant
analysis of the noliltical thinking end the in-
tollectual ferment which provided the contex
for the Coustitution,
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estin, Alan F, .inatoiy of a Constitutional
Lair Cage, ilorton, 1958 (available in paper-
back), -- Intriguing couplete story of .resi-
dent Trumen's scizurc of the stool mills during
the Loreaon ‘jar,

I, Do 4. Tolitics, Parties, Interost Yrouns,

tublic Oninion

Binlley, 'ilfrcé I, _Amcrican solitical Pariies,
inopf, 193, -~ Useful historical bacl:iround for
contecuporary politics,

Bullitt, Stinson, To De 4L Politician, Double-=
day (paverback edition), 1959, -- ighly praised,
brief account of campaisning from the point of
vieur of a cdefcated candidate,

Durdiclz, Dugene and .irthur J, Drodboc':, ‘merican
Votins Behavior, Tree Press, 1959, -- Useful
collection of essays dealing with empiric rc-
scarch in voting,

iBurns, James i., The Deadlocl: of Democracy,
Prentice-llall, 1963 (availasble in pancrbaclt),--
An intriguing study, both historical and analytic,
He finds that the -‘rierican party sysie: contains
four, not two major parties,

“Greonstein, Ired 7, The American .arty Systen
and the Jmcrican leople, Preuntice-Hall, 1953
(aveilable in naperbacl:), =- One of the best
short treatments,

Key, V,0,, dJr, 2ublic Oninion and Ancrican Jem=-
ocracy, imno»f, 1961, -- The deiinitivoe, coripre-
hensive worl: ian this field,
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e . sSouthorn 2olitics in- Staic and llation,
Imopf, 1949 (available in papervaciz), == incy-
clopedic study of sectionel nolitics, It has
freauently been descrised as "prilliant,”

#Lane Robert i, ond David ¢, Sears, Public
Oninion, ~frenticc-Iiall, 196b (available in
maperback), =-- Short, but clear »resentation of
a dlfflcult sub ject,

tiogs, l.aleolm, The lenhub A5, andoa Ilousc,
1956 (available in papcrback), =-- The best
history of tle GO” by a nolitxca] scicntist who
was an inportaant TEisonhower stoaff-riembels

O'Connor, Phduin, The Last Hurrah, Littlo
Drowm, 1956, =-- ilovel describing Boston politics
and a thnly-disruised . Boss Curley, -ilso
evailable in »aperbdack,

Rossitor, Clinton L, Dlartics and Jolitics in
imerica, Cornell University rress, 1960 (avail-
able in paperbacl:), =- Uritten with grace and
style., ITmphasizcs historical materials,

Scnattschnelder, 2.3, The strugple for Party
Goverament,  University of ilaryland Press, 19.8,

-=sriefl but chaollensing plea for stronger, nore
disciplined parties,

nlrunan, David, The Govcrnmental Process,
Inopf, 1951, -- One of the most aighly re;orded
workks by an MAuerican »nolitical scientist,
Thorough, compreincnsive, theorotical analyscs
of the groun basis of .mericau politics,

.rrcn, dobert Penn, All the Iins's ilen, Gros-
set and Dunlayn, 166, == .-1so aveilable in panor-
back, ‘The best novel about samcrican state poll-
tics. The utote is Touilsona and its central fig-
ure, .“llie Ster': bears a strilking resemblance

to iluey Long,
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“Zeigler, llarmon, Interest Groups in Amecricon
Society, “rentice-Hall, 190l (available in
paperbac':), -- The best short treatment of a
subject which is often wistreated,

II.D.E, Con~ress

w3eiloy, Stephen X, Tie iiou Con~ress, ot, ilar-
tins, 1966 (available in Daperbaci), -- Teu,
concise, useful,

o Conaress liales a Law, Coluwibia Uni-
Yensity Press, I950 (avallablc in paperbacl:),--
An intercosting account of the enactiment of the
“mployiment et of 1946,

Bernan, Danicl J, A Bill Decoucs a Lew, liac-
millan, 1962, -- & similar treoatient of thc Civil
Rights .ct of 1960,

*Gross, Dertram, The Lesislative Strusrle:

A Study in 3ocial Toubab, 1eGraw-uill, 1953,--
Onc of the most skillful and iuaginacive por-
trayals of Congress,

Lowl, Theodore J, Iegislative olitics US:,
Little, Drowm, 1965 (available in paporvack)
#% A thoughtfully selected group of articles,

IT.B.6., The residency and the Ixccutive

Ioenig, Louis Y, Consress end the rresident,
scott Forecsuan, == . concise study Dy one of the
leading students of the presidency,

leustadt, .ichard i, Presidential lower: he
-olitics of Leadershiv, 'iley, 1960, -- .. colo-

[

brated and path-finding worlk, Its Tocus is on
the »roblciis of Weing president and sirshts inst-
tutional and descriptive materials, Also avail-
able in napeorbacl,
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wnossiter, Clinton, The American Presideacy,
liontor, 1960 (available in peperback), =-- ihe
best briecf, goneral troctment--balanced, counre-
hensive and cirtremely well-written,

Wwloll, ”eter. Anerican Jurceaucracy., Uorton, 1963
(aveilable in perperback), =-- Useful, briocf dJdes-
crintion of the vrobleris of nubliec ganiniutratlon.

I, D, 7. ‘the Judiciary

braham, Henry J, The Judicial Process, Ox-
fora, 1962 (availablc in paperback), == 4 well-
balwncoq, cloar, useful short treatment,

Beth, Loren £, Dolitics, The Constitution and
the Supre.ie Court, Harper, Rou, 1962, == i

s o

o s

sound treatiicnt of the politics of judicial re-
vieu,

Blac, Charles L,, Jr, Lhe leoplec and the
Courts, ilecaillen, 1960 (aveilable in poper-
baclkt), =- A well-written, clear defensc of
judieicl review, eswecially the contribution
of the courts in the defense of civil liber-
tles,

larphy, ,Jalter, u1rotan01ng, A Case Study in
tho Judicial Proccss, Randoul flousc, 196),
(availablo in paperback) -= A well-=writton
concisc, deseription of the iray in thiich con-
Dlex probleuls arce resolved vy the judiciary,

II, Do 8. Civil ILibertios

Balcdwin, Jm1es. Go Tell It On the llountain,
Knonf, 19)2, S$iznct (paperbaclk ecition), 1963,
- 11rce cf the oost novels by imericon ilegroes
about .iicrican ilegro life,

-71-




R A i A e

I1.D Politics

Beclier, Carl, Mrecdoi gnd lesponsibility in
Lhe Americon oY of Life, Imopf, 19115, -- .n
elocucnt stateniont of the. compatibility between
frecdon and order in a political system,

Browm, Ralph Jr, Loyalt and Security, " Vale
University Iress, 1§L8 (available in naperbacl),
-«Connlete and thorough=-going troatiient of the
loyalty=-security problemn,

Lllison, Ralph, Invisible iian, Random llouse,
19475 3iznet (vancrback edition) 1960,

Griffin, John Howard, Dlack Li':e lie, Signet,
(paperbacl: edition) 1960, == X iTe, Texas
writer adopts dar': pigrmentation and discovers
what it means'to be a fegro in the United States,

Grimes, Alan P, DIouality in America, Oxford,
196L. (available in peperback), -- An able short
account of those problens of countemporary prob-
lems of equality: race, religion and the urban
majority,

sijeiklejohn, Mlexender, Dolitical “recdon,
Harper, 1960 (available In papcrback), ==
One of the most able defenses of the value of
froocdo:: of spoech to society, '

ieddingz, Saunders, On 3cing llerro in .merica,

Bobbs-lierrill, 1951; Bantem (paporbac': edition)
196L., == & noving, clocucont porsonal statenont
by a sensitive, insightful intollectual,

#losc, Arnold, The legiro in jmerica, Harper,
1913, =- . masterful condensation ol liyrdahl's
classic analysis,
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A

Silbcrman, Chorles ii, Crisis in Blacl: and wWhite,
Vintaje, 1965 (available in peperback), =-
Dmaginative and readable account whicu pulls

no punches and avoicds preaching scntimentalisy,

ilgy, T'raolr II, Liborty in the Balance, ileGrew-
1111, 196l (availablc in paperback), -- ..n
eduirablo, brief cffort to summerize the major
contauporary civil liborties probleas,

Uright, Richard, ative Son, (Iarpor, 19..0;
Sirnct (paperbeclk edition) 1961,

It.Ce 9. Solectcd Content Issuoi‘/

Bell, Daniel, ed, rhe .ladicol Right, Doubleday,
196l (aveilable in pancrvacl:), =- .. useful
antholosgy, althourh somewhat uneven, '‘eston's
article is aiong the most interosting,

?rg?m, Drich, Iscapc I'rom I'recdo1l, inenart,
196l.,

o lian Lo» Ilimself, Rineuart, 197, -~
[Lll three are nro¥vocative pleces of social
c.iticism baged upon psychological insigihts,

« e Sane Socicty. Rinehart, 1955,

Galbraiti, Lenneth J, The Affluent Society.
IToughton 1Iifflin, 1950 (available in paperback),

Harrington, liichaecl, The Obther .werica, Pon-uin,

1961, {available in paperbaclt), -- The celebrated,
brilliant boo': vhich officially rediscovored
poverty,

#liennan, George .7, merican Diplomacy, 1900=-
1950, University of Chiecsyo Press, 1951
(available-~in paperbacl:),
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Lerche, Charles 0, America in Yorld affeairs,
licGraw=-Iill, 1963,

Liyrdahl, Gunnar, DBeyond the lelfare state,
Yale Univorsity, Yele University .ress, 1961
(available in wnaperbacl:),

Rodford, mett 3, Jmerican uvovernment and the
Teonomy, l.acimillan, 1905 (available in paperbaclk)




II., B, \MIRICALT TDUC..TION

"eee freco, tai-sun orted, conpulsory, non-
goctarian schiools: nass cduaction; a single-
tr:oclz ratihor than a Juol school syste. in whieh
all pupils rcceive sinilar training; local ad-
iinistration of sclwols; a lorge varicty of
Dublic ond private scliools witis voried curricula,
atiepting to_wmect thc problamc of a complo:
civilization,

This »nancr is conceruod uiti: foriinl oduca-
tion, or scuoolinz, othier then wit'y oducuicion
ia an inforaal or dif.ugr sense, Sincoe social-
ization, acculturation, beliofs, values, au¢ the
diffusion of the cultur: have already bcen re-
lated to culbural and sociotal features, taey
will not be discussed here, “iducebtion will
nean the scoul srste.s froa clouentary scihool
to graduate scicol, nublic and private,

Insricans attribute a groat deol of sisg-
nificonce to education, 1 all cclueg of bohave
ior, Sociclly, the ~uount of cducotion that an
individual obtains deteraiines in art Lis social
wreatise or the occunational position thet e
will later hold, +his ig bocsuzn educetion is
cownl nly viocuwed as tlic mout officicent 'miobility
escalator"” in operction, In short, ocducation
is sociclly significant bocause it »nrovicdes 2
acens to tho cultiwrally cphroved en's ol svecess,
achieveniont, prestige, nwobility, and the li':e,

Sinco the eighteentia century, fAjoricaus
noave recognized tho politicel siznificance of
aducation, idesy»rcad oducation is generally

I, Sirjamaki, 107, ». 256,
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asswied to be politically i.apertant on the round
that a doiocer~tic systeca "requircs an cducrtol
citizoury so that individuals ey parkicinsato

in the coecisions of nHublic policy,.,"~ and also
bocauso it brings sirongtih and sceurity to tho
iational socioty,

In the last feow decadecs, 1t lias coe te be
folt that educetion has & neir immortance in
conuncction witih socicl, tecimolozical, and vo=-
cational chanrc, <Tae Auoricon -ovemuicut, ond
erican iandustry aro nouring billions of dollors
into education and related researca and¢ dovel-
onuent as & rood investiacut for later yoars,

This dovecloupment 1g so uewr thint its rosults
canuct bo foresocn,

As a rosrlt of so perceiving tho value of
education, it is natural that .\mericans have
devclopcd grast faithh in education bothr Tor the
individual and for society, This faiva in
education, howaver, is not univorsal throu_hout
Juerican society, Subgtantial nuabers of nor-
sons foecl that educ:stion should be only a mcaas
to an enid: that it siiould be practicolly-orient-
cd, 80 as to equip an indivicunl Tor a vocation
ratiicr than attewunting to traian "tho whole man®
for hais »lace in tnwo rorls, It is freoi tails
vieu that muci: of the anti-intollociuvalisn
der.ves, Thore is resecairci evidonce that socral
class infliuences educational attitudes, 'the
lowcr classes tond to »o vocationally orionted
uith rogerd to elucation, vhilc thic unirer class-
es arc .ore iantellectuclly orientod, Dlerfor-
manco in school, morcover, rises with the gocio-
econonic level excent at the to)> l:uvel, uhere
vhe neorfor :cnce varies iuversely,

2. ilticuas, 1960, p. 291,
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SiGucetion in JAwuorico is mass cdueation in
thot evaryons, withia proscribed aoze linits, is
su:oaed vo receive at leagst a certain conion,
basic training, At the scae tiue, a great cdeal
of the incracsing educotionel rosecrcia during
the nrot drecadc hias councecutrated upon individual
differcnces and thr nnceés of excepticnal children
ené of the waderprivileed, .uria; the 1960's,

a wojor covelovient r1as boen tiie effort to in-
vensify thic liuman develomient of calldren whwose
surroundin: subculture inhibits their fulfillment,
&8 judged by the comnion volucs orf e culture
(I..'.), This noveonent haa: veen assisted b

Title I of its Ileuwenbary and Sccondary 3duca-
tion ‘et of 19.%,

Relnted to the univorsalizia:g, of scnool
camoricnce is the belief tihic the ocucctional
institutiors ars the basic wediwi by -hiich
"incricenization” is earried out,3 This belicf
has usually rcferred to the ;reat numbers of
ifimisronts of diverse origins with which America
uas floodeéd in past decades, ..owevor, it still
anvlics to soue oxxtent for every child entoring
schr00l, for thc zci00l no'r fulfills a socinl-
izinz function wulwicl raz once tue function -of
the faaily, Tharou:1 tais socializatron the
~siericar school systen ‘licricanizos' its
c.:ildreon: it sse':s to suvort counton pottiras
of bewavior, '

Tvo asncets of fuerican ecucntion uwey be
decduced o1 a numbcr of situdics ol fororsn
stuconts in smerico tt--studies desiznecd to

3, Commager, 19''7.
I, 3eo ., -wcotit, "Me Swecish jtucdents Twua e
of thwe Unitsd sbates, Yhe .Jnnals, 295, »p,
o o el | — e
136-145; Y,R,B, Klinger, "Forcl Values Across
Culturcs, - Personnel aul duicaace Jourmcl,

Oct, 1937; oud o.rP, $niogel, 190l (on, cit,)
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ascertoin the velues and attitudes of various
types of foreign students towsrd a nuer of
Ailerican behaviors, values and social institu-
tions, Uith resvect to eiucation, they ofton
resnliod that they wore struc': with the infornal -
ity, frcedon, and 3ociability of .merican stu-
dents ond of the .uacrican system in general,
They wrere often critical of theso features, judg-
ing thot they were carried too Tip cnd limitoed
the cuality of Auerican cducation, ..motler
cheractoristic ofton notod is the asiount ofl
co.netition in Ancrican schools--among classes,
clubs, and individusls; Tor gradcs, nemnbcr-
shins, ioney: and cspecially in s»worts, This
str-ss on coipetition, the Toreirm students
felt, was also detriiiental %o the quality of
céucetion: a drain on the personal resouwrces
neecod for acadeaic endcavors,

dobin ‘Jilliaus nrovides an exccllent 1list
of chorocterictics of Amorican educational
institutions whieh coupleucnt and oxpand Sir- 5
Janaki's outline cited earlier in this choptior,
Thesc charactoristice arc swmarized belo,

l. £ senerelly uniloim education is availcble
to all social and¢ cconomic clesscs; but unifora-
ity rests on agrocuent within the cducational
insztitution, not on " national stancardization,

2, Control of the edvecational Syscewl 1as in the
nast been totally vested in wniciaal officials,
eithier elected or hirod localli;y, and in secliool
boords that arc elccted locally, Curreatly local
andé state covernueats control tho 88ocil, with
so e besinnings of nntional coutrol discernibdle,

-"
;
°

{continuation) e~ also entire volune 295,
the ’nnals, .
Oe obin Alliaws, 1900, »n», 294-295,

*y
LY
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3. Ia geucral, sc:o0ol syste.:3 ars bureaucratiec,
and bocouing inercasin-ly sc,

I, 3tudoats nHass thrcursi o ecoutinuous serions
of stases fro.: nursery scihool e 'indorgarten
to the university, the stoges vsuall; unbrolten
by speéial sclective oiaminations at any sten
uatil entrance wnto thc waiversity, gracucie
ead nrofcgsionel schiools, 4hisg is in mar‘.ecd
contrest to Juroncon syste.us scaeralls,

Ue Dlewentary cducation is scldom Jiffcereantiat-
2@ in terms of wietwer »uniles vill be continuing
at the sccondary and higher levels or not,

6., dherc is an omnjiorescut * radin-" systou,
thich typrcally assi-ns cuantitative scoros
for staundordized couwetitive acihicveien?,

7. Teachcr-studont rolatious are n1ighly con-
ventionelizod but are on the tholo uwore “iuform-
al' aand cquelitorian than in “uropcan systens,

Uac-shwould add that standards and recuire-
wents differ vwideliy froi one rezion or even from
once school cisirict to another, despibe . Torts
of ~rivote agoncics and of the jovormient to
obtain & nationwidec "leveling ud' to satisfac-
sory minina,

aighicr scue: tion shows a siwilorly iricde
ran;e of variation in quality, Insofar as thue
unevenness rriscs frou differianz student caprc-
ity, it is of coumse the inevitoble coasc.'uence
of the iutcant to cnable ecchh narson to reach
1is uniaue poteatial, Jor the droscnt, the un-
cvenuess is beins acccutucted by thc eflort to
acconwodete iuncrcasing muabors of students wn
tiro yeor or four year colleges, since saortly
after mid-century,; uwovrc than hnlf of the secon-
dery schdal gracductes aave gonc va Lo soimc fora
of furthor schooling,
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It rciains a largely unsolved problen, to
coubine tie intensive purs.iit of e.ccllonce
succ:osgafull - with the spreading of ecduccotional
orxyorvunity througuout the »neriod of adolencence,
wet oven at »resent, the differontiavion of
iastitutions, and of pro;rams within waivorsi-
cies, in achievinz an unprocedentod develor.cnt
of a certaiii "second level of telout,” hishly
iortant for socicty as well as for tho indive-
idual, (In carlier societies this loie group
nas nroved to b not only less offcctual than
it couléd havo i.cen, but umorc or leccs disaffected
and antagonistic,) .t the scme tiase, the nume-
orous uinority of the jifted are bonefiting by
an inecreasingly effcoctive criticisii and improve-
ment of the whole oducatioaals syste 1,




II.F THE INTELLECTUAL-ESTHETIC INSTITUTIONS
by Thomas I, Van Valey

In this short scction we are dealing with the
intellectual and esthetic activities in Amorica,
le arc doing so because thoy aro closely linked
vith some of the major social institutions, and
becausc thoir e:ploration should prowide cddition-
el insisht into American culture,

Intolloctual and esthetic activities cannot
be defined as an institution, They are not valucs
at the center of a set of interrslated norms ihich
are umZelly associated with a relatively fomaal-
ized organization, Rather, they are a series of
scparate, but rcla ted activities which aro widely
followed and wlued hipghly, oOur purpose is
simply to examine the featuros of intellectual and
esthetic systems currently in oporation in Amer-
ican society, and to raise any questions, vhich
nay prove beneficial in the analysis of those
systems,

For analytical purposes, we are including the
following as couponents of the American intellec-
tual-esthetic systewz:

the Arts (including paintiung, sculpture,

rmusic and drama, )
Literature (both imaginative and .discur-
sive,)

Milms

Architecture (also urban ded gn, interior
decorating, and other
rolated areas,)

According to both popular bolief and the 1lin-
ited evidence, thore seems to be a separation with-
in the JAmerican population regarding the patron-

lzation of the arts and the other components
of the fmerican intellectual-ssthctic systens,
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The composition of tho sroups resulting in this
separation is in question at prosent, but there are
soveral possible answers, any or all of thich may
be partially or wmholly correct, Ono basis of
such a seperation is the differont attitudos of
the se:ios. Vomen follow the arts, while 1mon fol-
low their chosen occupations and little else,

This is only a partial eixiplanation of the question
of course, Theroe probably are a great number of
wonen vho den't patronize the intellectual and
esthetic systems; yet, there are also lar:oc
numbers of rmen vho do attend themn,

A second notion is that the separation is
class oriented, with the upcr classcs being
greatly involved and the lowor classcs being, to
a great extent, excluded, This is, in part, a
result of the pgreater educationsl ond financial
opportunities of the uppor classos, <ince freat
efforts are Leing made by the government, business-
cs, and private citizens alilze, similar ophor-
tunities are opening up for oven the lowest and
least Dprivileged of the socio-economic classes,
Current loturer class values however, particularly
for the men, are strongly onposed to the intellec-
tual and the cesthetic.

A vieuv similar to the previous one is that of
& disjunction between the "intelloctual elite" and
the rest of the population, The membors of the
intelligentsia not only patronize the arts, they
also extorcise a great deal of control over their
production and acceptance, Thus, the genoral
vublic ecither follous the trends as dictated by a
sriall minority of the ponulation, or ignores the
intellectual- esthetic sphero altogether,

It may well be that all of thesc ideas do
apply, In this respect, the uprer classes intor-
mingle with, and aro more attentive to the intell-
ectual elite: and it is hore that the womon cnjoy

=82~




II.F Intellectuel

freco reign in the "cultural" sphere, as they aro
not bound to their traditional duties in the houso,
Cn the other hand, the lower classos, constituting
the Maesses" or the public, do not have such great
onportunities for involvemont in the intellectual-
esthetic systems, In this casoe, tho iromen have © -
more of the traditionally functional duties to
porform for theisclves and thus are noeither motiv-
atid.tnor able to patronizo the arts to such an
extont,

Earlier it was stated that efforts arc being
uado by various ;roups to enlarge the opportunities
for involvement in the intellectual and eosthetic
systems, This brings up tho quostion of the supg
port of the arts and whether there is a conflict
petwecn . institutionalized end popular forms of

sunport,

In lmorica, the arts are, for tho most part,
supported by the general publie, ILver increcsing
sttondance at community symphonies, repertory
thoaters, anc opera are evidoncc of this fact,
lowewor, it mey bc that such public support 1s
becoming less essential duo to increcsing
financial support frou institutionalizod sourcos--
foundations, and agincies of the state and
fodoral government,+ The final result of this
incroasod support from foundations and government-
al agoncies is not certain, It may locad to the
usurpation of the supporting of intollectual-

T. This is roniniscont of the typical Duropean
system in which the arts are aluost vholly
supported by the governmont and/or wealthy,
aristocratic individuals or families, At
present, though, the arts in America aro
definitely supportod primarily by the public,
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esthetic systems by institutionalized organizo-
tions, I ouvcver, it is more lilitely that a plur-
ality of -support will devolop, liore, the general
public, businoss foundations, and the government
will all contributo time, onergy, and financial
backing to tho oxpansion and maintenance of the
arts and the other components of the intelloctual-
esthetic systems,
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II, G, THE AMERIGAN RECREATIONAL INSPITUTIONS
by Thomes L, Van Valey

M eeetn enerszing institution; recreation
under private non=-profit, public, and con=-
mercial ausnices; both particivant and
spectator sports, many of them atiached to
high scliools and colleges; many coimercial
entorprises, being guided LY profit, which
border on the unmoral or antisocial}; the
automnobile, radio, movies, and similar ,
inventions having had a profound transforn-
ing influence on American life,'d

As 3irjamel:l states above, the recreational
"institution” is an emerging one, 'Mis simply
neans that the set of institutional. horms has
not yet developed around a sufficiently distinct
couplex of values 2 to mako recroation ia the
United States completoly institutionalized, As
a natter of fact, a 'reat deal of recreantion is
highly individualizod personal bLehavior, outside
the context of our defiunition of an institution,
Consccquently , we will not discuss it in as ;roat
detail as some of the more developzd social
institutions,

Observers rccopnize the Awericen fondness
for rccroational activity., This fondness is e
major fector in e:plaining the exnloitation,

1. Sirjamaki, 1947, pp. 255-256,
2, 1Hlliams, 1960, p. 31.
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through en a.wzing variety of recrootional ac-
tivities, of the natural resourccs availeble to
the averaze American: beachies fronting two
oceans and a gulf; ueny climates; major ranges
of mountains: wndreds of thousands of ~cros

of both stcte and national nar':ss and recrection-
el arocas; o multi-million dollar tourist tradc,
predoiainantly .merican though including sinifi-
cant nuibers of foreign visitors; a wulti-
billion dollar sporting industry (includia-s
ecuipnent and facilities--spectator and nartici-
pant) for the major sports suci as basoball,

1ce hoclkey, footbell, softball, bas'.etball, golf,
and tennis; a world=-renowned iotion picture
Industry; telovision and racdio; the list is
alioat without end,

Recreation is o bis; business in fMicrica,
‘mite apart frou the oconomic asvect, it is
i iportant to !/mericans intrinsically, Leisure
time is highly valued in this work-oriented
country, but not as an ond in itself, It is
soen as valuable only wiien it is good for some=
aing: it must bo used, not wvasted, This nay
einlain the obscrvation by foreign visitors
that in Jmerice therc is no distinction betwecn
worl: and reocrocation, ‘fmericans sceu: to worl:
as hard at enjoying themselvos as they do at
maltdng a livinng,

Relato¢ to the notion of putting leisure
tino to good usc is the American intoloranco
of a Derson's foeoling boped, espocially vhen the
porson is 'off the Job,"? In fact, 'beiag bored,"
to an .merican, oftcu carries loral overtones:
"It's not risht," "I want to (or should) do
sonething,”

3. @, Gorer, The American “eople (ilew Yorl::

U, ', orton end Cp,., 1900,
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Finally, organized recroation s neither
waolly faily-coentercd nor group-centored, but
1s often organiged in accord witli each individ-
ual's desal res and the prefercuces of his close
friends and associates, It is in this context
that individuals or fa:lics decide in waat ac-h
tivity they will participate at aay siven tine,

L, Nelerence scroups, of courss, liudt the
individual's ran;e of rocroational choices ’
end social pressure may also infiuence the
individualt's or the group's choico within
the range of accentoble activities,
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. II.H . THE AMERICAN MEDIA SYSTEM
Wy Ale:: Edelstein

In the American market econoily, the best
nroduct is defined as the one that survives in
the marlcetplace., The Amoricen media syston,
roflective of its economic onvironment and it-
self o product of economic man, dofines itsclf
in the same way. Just as the ideology of the
frec marltetplace proaches a doctrine of laissez-
fairo and of Adam Smith econopics, so the doc-
trine of absolute froodori of the press Hreachos
unrestrained conpetition of media units and of
media content, seol.ing to definc media and mes-
saze quality in terms of quantitative messuros
of media audioncos and attention, Thus tho
Amorican media system has coie to be called a
aoss cormmunications' syste.: and o have become
inorcasingly concerned with the incidence of a
"mass culture,"

The term "mass cormunications" doos not
fully explain the American media syston, how-
ever, just as Adam Swith economics and lalssez-
faire explain only in part the pgoverning phil-
osophy of the American enterprise systoen,

Adam Swith economics has given way in signifi-
cont part to .leynesian oconomics, and "absolute
froocdom” of communications--if it ovor e:xistod--
cuito oarly pave way to a dootrine of "social
responsibility" basod upen e broad accceptance of
the foct that there is no absoluto frecdon of
the press or of the individual. The press is
either restrained or restrainsg .csclf in cortain
public and private soctors, and focderal and local
govornmonts and the individual are similarly
constrainocd., Rather than absolute froedon, a
boroador and nore fully accepted tradition pre-
vails--a system of checks and balances of pri-
vete and public intorosts,
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Dy suropecon standarcs, hove.er, the .alericon
riedia systen is a reolatively unrcsulcised one,
In contrest to Juropean »ractice, thore 118y bo
an infinite nuwiber of Lroadcastinz networis and
stations, linited onl - by tho aveilability of
clear broadersting frequencios, (This, lovever,
is duec "ore to the productiviiy of the .tierican
wariet and igs hand.iwiden, the advertising iandus-
try, then it is to de..ocratic iceolosy,) 5ii-
ilarly, w0st Suroseon noiions have only ounec na-
tioncl and int-rnotional neusgothering neivorl,
C.5.s :\oence Fronce Uress in Prruce, or lleuters
in Sritein, vhile the United 3tates has its
.+ssociated Press, United Press Internctional,
and vcrious othor special newsnaper sc1r'vices,
cacih commoeting ith Tlis otlhcers,

AlThouzh the mericen and Duronean broad-
casting and press sysvens all have sTstens of
control; the structurcs are uarl:edly c¢ifferent,
-lmnost all Zurodean govermments cither control
or oxratc their strite broadeasting netvori:s
and neowrszathsring sorvices, (Wiile a sccoud,
co mercial brondensting s;stem is bocoiring cormm
in Lurove, a sccond worlduide newus: athering asen-
¢y is a rarity.) Tic broadecasting systois ave
controlled by sovermicat-appointsd or parlimen-
tary boards, and cthicol standards in press and
broadeosting usually are codified and roviewed
by & council or commiission,

In the United States the “control" of tlic
brocdeasting and press systeis is ccononic or
social and is essentially scli-rec-ulatory r-ther
non governental, lezislative, or couancil-or
coit:ission-resulcoted, The singlo ciiception is
the noninal control over breadcasting vesied in
the I"edersl Corrwmnications Co.mission (FCC);
but this control has beon ex-reised infrequently
and in limnitod fasiion, Tic real control in
~acriccn broadeast.n:; lics in industry-cdeveloned
and fincne - d “ceode boarcs," 4wae ‘Pelcvision Code
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Board, as an oxample, scts standards for the in-
dustry for "voluntary compliance: :10st brood-
casting vnits accent the Code Loara standords
and contribute to the sudport of the Doard,

Tho seme principle controls the advortising in-
dustry, the press, motion picturocs, coilc bool:s,
mnagazines, and other media, A curious oxcontion
is the "underground press,” which proseatly is
devoted to attacl:s on societal standards and
sores and vhich runs the range from the "way-out"
political left and right to the "far-out" sy
drorics of sc:mal, narcotic, "tribal" and other
deviants, Ticse p.blications illuminate the ex-
tent to vhich social control is o:zerciscd ovor
the "mass" media and dranmatize the fact that it
is difficult to maintain media units on a nass
circulation basis ifierc they do not express
wicdospread social values, Indeed, to the cxtent
that the "undorground" or far-out pross sceks to
broadon its appeal, it becomes a mass medium,
Sucih media eithor find a coimon denominator

and ;rou into mass yehicles or they beconoe iore
and riore narrowvly bascd, PFew ‘merican publica-
tions have been able to survive by maintaining
en original core of readers; generational attri-
tion and the lurc of now audionces invariabie
have brought changes in editorial content.

There ap»ear presontly to be two trends in
Imerican media: (1) fraguentation and/or hetor-
ogenicty, and (2) concontration and houlwogeniety,
The »luralis:i of frierican society, facilitated
by ccononic productivity and individual drives
for personal developument, has pernitted enonaous
personal mobility, Laborinz and wiiie collar
classes as well as administrative and exocutive
talent arc moving so rapidly up the nobility
ladder that they do not have time to shed their
old class charactoristics before they tal:e up
their new styles of life,
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The rosponse to such develomment has been,

on the one hand, an expanded mass media with a

. concentration of owmership and homogeniety of
content, and as the counterpart, a special or
Fluralistic modia, responding to the decvelopment
of individual skills and tastos, ihile the vres-
suro for more eff.ciont advertising and distri-
bution of goods to a mass market has reduced
the number of competitive nowspaper units, the
rise of "pluralistic mon" has stimlated a cone
current growth in tochnical and special publica-
tions designed to advance him in his profossion
and to introducc him to leisure vays, The lall
Streot Journal, as an cxample, has responded to
business activity and introduced middle-class
roadors to business life, Tho Country Gentle:ian
sinilarly introduced farmers to a moro confort-
able middle-class lifo,

The magazine industry has been particularly
responsive, On the onec hand, the mass circula-
tion publications are experioncing difficulty in
naintaining mass audiences, for readors have not
b een able to find in tho pages of the goneral-
intorest, mass-circuiation publications the
special assistance they require to attain
carceyr symbols and ouilooks, The lars;est circu-
lation mazazines arc, in IicLuhen's toriis, only
"rear-viou windous" of the lives the rcaders have
led, They are not designs for future living,

As a result, a vast numbor of snccial or plural-
istic publications have beon created to nrenare
the '"ncw men" for their new roles,

The London -cononist, cormienting on the
nature of change in America during the past 20
Joars, asserts that technological and individual
development have croated a ™national character"”
that America will reflect for the rest of the
century, '"Americans have become an urban, niddle-
class pcople whose universities turn out huge
nuibors of bouney young intellectuals and whose
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industry depends upon a stunningly soniiisticeatced
technology," says The Dconomist, It doclarcs
that the continuing public dobates over the
"eredibility gap" irn American politics actuslly
rofleét the discrepancy between tho kinds of
people nost fmericans usod to be and the liinds
of people most Americans are now, The urban
intellectuals have developed minimum require-
ments for information, for judging information,
and for maling judgments based upon such
information,

The mass rcdia either cannot or do not
knowr howr to satisfy such tastes, This is re-
flected in the pattern of mutual criticism which
has develoned, in which the new intellectual
and his new, pluralistic media docry mass nedia
and vice versa, The mutual dissatisfaction
contributes to a compulsion on all sides to on-
gage in criticism rather than to objectively
evaluate the standards which invoke the criti-
cisnm,

Intercstingly, the presumed beneficiaory
of efforts to upgrade the mass media--the mass
nublic-~has been mercly an observer of the con-
test, The CBS-sponsored analysis of public
acceptance of television (Gary Steiner, The
People Loo': at Television) -shows a general -
favorability toward telcvision contont even on
the part of the professionals, This is undoubt-
edly a structural factor at work, Tho mobile
Anerican media audiences live in two cultures;
the culture in wiiich they have been living
and the culture for vwhich they are preparing,
Ivon if the individual is not hiinsclf mobvile,
his class is, and he must keep pacc uvith it
if he is not to becorie alienated or anomic,
i.e., if he is not to lose touch with the valucs

of his group,

Decause the nouw man is in movenent, he
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coot tolso (11 of his ideas or hwis culturo
uith hin, Ie umust denend uwdon the medin to l10ld
hin to formlate neou icdecs or at tiae looct

to tell him vhat they aro. .l dopends upon the
sedia for information and advice, +the ucdia
st be accurocte and tiuely, .ibove all, he

aslts thct the umedia be efficient, As econoilic
rien, both the medio manafers and tiic media
audiences operaie on princinles of loost effort:
the noximum informotion must be pro.essed and
assiiilated in minimmun time, This princinle
anhlics ¢o divergion, or entertainment, os uell.,
Jor cmiouidle, television is thie riost acccessible
and definitive in content and tiwus requires

thie least effort, Radio roquircs incsery, ond
the »riunted vord roauires ittteution and ante-
ccdent lmouledzoe. aodio ﬂnd the »Hrint uedia
obviously rccuire morc cffort, .ence thore

is loss attention to them whero offort is
recuiroed,

Te nrincinle of loast offort has a variety
of implic ‘tions for the mass necdia and for nass
culturc, but onl; a fewr of thiesc conditions
con Yo considered here, One is that vhile tie
nluralistic media can be oxdected to concern
thenselves writh cultural continuity and c.anze,
the mass nedia can be councerncd only with ©the
illusion of change, ‘'Liere the pluralistic
uodic cre specific a:out the nabture of caange,
the masec media eithor aro narrovly spccific
or brosCly va ue, Tac wass media, and perhans
pronerly so, talie carc not to over-inform their
audiences o denond thaot thie audiences act upon
the information they have rcceived, e nass
wledia may occasionally tell their audiencces
vhere they have boen, ond take pains to tell
themn whore they are now, but only the plural-
istic media cen doal effcetively with the entire
secucnco of humaon events, Jnfortunatcly, there
is a limited audicnce for this Tuller conte:t,
for fecu nersons live e:iclusively or oven pro-
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douinantly in 2 plurclistie culture, Lilte
iimi-ronts, uost of us live part of tae tiue
- in tic old culture and part of the time in the
now, 'ie wateh television, listen to the recdio,
rccd the local nouspaper, Time, Life, .layvoy,
o ___and the ileu Yorkor; we explore Atlantic, the
y'cw Republic, Daedalus or the Lvcrgreen ileview;
or ue nourotically loast uson ﬁamgarts, the
ifational Review, or the Psychedelic Hevicw,
is a principle, where we arc involved ia
colnaunicoations tasks roquiring rreat or.ort,
e are attentive also to medie recuiring the
Teost effort, out thc obvcrse 1s Not cruec;
enzasing in the least ciifort does not assure
~proater cfiort! This is not just a mass nedia
princinle; 1t is an obscrvalble fact of human
activity.,

Drnest Van Don Haag, a dedicated critic
of iass culture, fixes his jaze upon tho cou-
ditions of a mass uicdia and a mass culture,
but he doos notspesl: of any sccond, »lurclis-
tic elture, for which, for mony, the mass cul-
turc is o base, Dut with thls sinjle standard,
he indicts both cultures,

. e nevertiicless asroe in these things:
That in the United States, ond in Zurone as
woll, the characteristics of o mass culture
are concowd.tants of any industrial, mas: »Hro-
duction socicty--this includes :i'rance, as well,
Jmons these charactoristics are increosod in-
dividual inconic, i0bility and leisure, morc
ocduccotion, and more comrunication, In tac
United Stotes, and it .ight proverly hold for
other industrial socictics, tiie larser tic city
ghe nore odia there arc, cad tiae wore inforied
and attuned tae mass audiences are to tihwe icdia,

out e also disasree: As we ha.c snid,

Von Den Ilaaz's -ias.: culture is unidinensional,
Fe twrould include in it only those who live in
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0. sin _lc culture, ponular culturo, .o cxcludes
Trom particivation in mass or ponuler culturo
hoso who onjoy indviduclizcotion in worl: and
diiferontiotion in toste, e asscrt that mouy
"eultural imaisrants' still live in part in

a ponular or mass culture, Ven Don Haag asserts
o Lariion construct of alionation rolating to
nass culture which "seporctves tie producors of
culture from tlc consuners' and s»eaks of tio
child '"who listens to o pockot radio ond wlio

no lonser sings.” Is there no fcodback fron
consuners? iiay not the girl sing, o8 well?
2ossibly shic has learned niore tunes tiaan tho
irl wiho is not tronsistorized, (lo speaks

of audioncos confined to liclt Disncy on telc-
vigsion ond isolated foria tho Drotiors Griim in
boolkts, Aro tho two couditions nccessary? Io
imlics that mass is diroctly equivalent to
avora-e and that (ritualistic) Mass is superior
to "intellectual curiosity,.," This strikes one
as an act itsolf of rclicious faithh, Kitsch,
he says, has expelled acsthoties, and morality
and the nritary groups have shrunk in rolovance
and in size. iians culturc beocomcs a mcans of
escape ratihor than of diversion, Houw does

Van Den :ilaar; define "escape?'" Houever, s an
undorlying »rincinle, we scenr to a_roc that any
second culturc will be meiimized, not taroulh
mass mocdia, but by speciclizod or plurclistic
TSR v .

media, Van Don Iloar; would ta:: tiwo iass uedia
out of e:xisteince, but in our view, entecrprise
ideolo;y will provide the means to comcte with
it, lhilo the mass media still are vicble,
civoen a loss in audience or influence they will
be susceoptible both o taxation and coupetition,

imerican concern has chorateristically
been with tuo cultures---tiic mass modic and the
pluralistic nedia, The :luchins Coiriission of
thie 1950s iado reconicndations for a plural-
istic press rathor taan for a asg vress; the
Cornepic Corporntion wishes to cndow and levy
a Lo in behalfl of o »luralistic television
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netuorl: for nonvers of tiio second culture,

A sinsle ass culture is an inadequave doscrip-
tion of the impact of the mass "iedia in an
industrial socicty., Plurclistic culturo is
wore inclusive end cortainly iwore reclistic,

oy, what kiuds of questions and ansiors
rolating to the condition of the nmeass iedia
and the pluralistic riedia are sugrosted to us
by a tiucory ol tuo cultures?

;.8 questions, tho thoory csks uvhat is
"froodon of the pross' rathor than asserting
there is frocdom of the press, It ausvors
that press freodou is defined in many ways;
it normits fair coniont but not telice about
even tlic r108t public of »nublic fijures, It
peruits qualified »rivileze but not unqual-
ifiod access to neus of soverment, It poraits
no nrior reostraint unon the press, but it lholds
the pres: res»onsible for waat it s published,
It attemnts to as:ure tie accused of o tricl
wvhich is frec of projudicial npublicity but it
~naranteos tirerc will bo no conspiratoricl
silonce, 'Mmilo "freedom of tho pross" is jivon
protections under the 2ill of Rigats to the
Constitution, the courts asscrt that this car-
rios with it a reosponsibility to inform and
the press has itsclf coined tie eitdrossion that
tho nublic has o "right to lmow,"! ‘hilo free-
doms and rostraints core couspicuously vazue, the
laws which snell ouvt Iroedom are boing constont-
1y interoreted, This, too, is a Lind of frce-
don,

It vould bo siuple to state that the .ulor-
ican press is a press of the niddle, It is
not, It is o »ress waich incorporstes botu
sidos: De'locrats oud ilepublicoins, liborals
and Reoublicans, It is a vorticcl »ress,

Our theory of tuo cultures sugsests that thore
is roon: for conscnsus and room for doviation
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within the verticol, non-compotitive nross,

Is there manazod nows" by the party in
nower? Yes, but therec aave also boen iona_od
parties LY nouspanars in nowor? Tiore are checlks
and balances, T.io ioss subcomiittoe of the
llousc of Represontatives lias hold narathon
moetin_s on Ifreocdoir of access to zovernient
nous and hos stagoed full-scalo investigations
into :anazed nous, During time of war, thoro
is more manarceilent and less freodori, To be
gure, that is a source of daucer, Ve st
end uor,

Are thore prossure sroups affocting press
porfommiance? Iressures prour out of identifi-
cation with 38 or class, not »ressurs ol class
upon mass, within the newspaper structure
sorio conflici Lotuoon mass and class exists:
publishors are conservative uhile roportcrs
are nore libdoral, for Hublishors tond Lo Le
nombers of onc culture wiilc the ronorter spcals
for both moss and class, Sut tho confliet is
inevitable and is nart of tho systom of chocl:s
ané balancos, and this is tho esusounce of our
tiro cultures,
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1I. J. SOCIAL STRATIFICATION
by Thomas L. Van Valey

The stratification in American society
relates closely to the economic institutions:
nuaerous areas of concern within the two fields
overlap and affect one another. The comamon
indicators of status or class position are also
basic elerents of the system of economic
organization.

Our discussion will begin with a theoret-
ical orientation which should clarify the inter-
relationships implied by the subject matter.
This will be followed by an outline of soume
characteristics of the American system, and a
brief bibliography.

America is a heberogeneous nation--
occupationally, geographically, religiously,
linguistically, and so on. What we shall explore
1s the way in which the stratification system
relates to that heterogeneity.

In general, wherever there has been a high
degree of cultural and societal heterogeneity,
there has also been, associated with it, a
complex system of s%ratification. A prime
example is the United States, but we could also
include the Roman Empire under Augustus, or any
other culture encompassing a relatively large
national territory and a multiplicity of racial-~
ethnic and occupational groups.

Theoretically, the reasons for this associa-
tion lie in the fact that there must be soae
form of social organization wherever there is a
collection of people—a population. When a
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I1.J Stretificetion

population grows, the system of organization
must elaborate to deal with the incrcments.

One way in which organizations have elaborated
i1s through their social stratification systems.

At first (and this is true of many primitive
or under-develored areas of the world today),
the stratification systea may be based simply on
faully or clan membersnip, the older members
receiving the highest ata&us and the greatest
privileges. As a population grows and its
comnositibn becomes more varied, this simple
system can no longer be apprlied. There are
too many groups and individuals who simply
don't "fit." Thus the system expands to take
into account occupation, religious affiliation,
political position, or racial-ethhic background.
The systen of straeification keeps nace with
the increasing degree of cultural heterogeneity,
which, in turn, is a function of the size of
the population.

The United States is usually described as

having an "open class" system of social strat-
ification.

tlere there are no legal recognitions of
group inequality, and there are minimvm
differences between the total ways of

life of the classes. Furtheruore, there is
much movement from one class to another,
both in the lifetime o{ a man and from one
generation to another.

1. Joseph Kahl. The American Clasgs Jtr 5
H°1§& Rinehart, and Winston, New York, 152#,
po )
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II.J Stretification

From the above statement alone, the
newcomer to America might expect to find a
quite homogenous »nopulation in which there is
little inequality among groups, and a great
deal of vertical mobilty (either upward or
downward).

The first of these expectations differs
from reality. In America, there is a signifi-
cant amount of social inequality, especially
with regard to religious and raclal-ethnic
minorities. This inequality is linked with pre-
Jjudice, and discriuaination is often directed
toward individuals reco.nized as meubers of such
minorities. This is true of the Negro in the
Southeast, the Mexican in the Southwest, and
the Oriental in the West. In America today,
discrimination against the Negro is most
prevalent.

An Associated Press dispatcn wnicia appeared
in the New York Timeg for December 1, 1966,
stated that "A Census Bureau study of the
Negro at aid-decade found that: Of the L4,b
willion Negro fauw’lies, about half lived in
the South. One cf every four Negro adults
had coupleted four years of aigh schoal

or some college but in the South the pro-
portion was one out of six. It was one of
three in the North and West. Negro families
are larger in the South than in the North
and West--4.96 persons compared with 4.11
persons. Negro families in the South have
lower incomes and more children to support
than Negroes in the North and West...The
percentage of Negroes in the total population
has cha:nged 1little since the turn of the
century and the greatest change has been in
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location-~-away from the gouth and farms into
the metropolitan areas.*"

The second of the expectations, umobility,
tends to hold true. There is a great deal of
movement from one class to another in America, |
though such movement is primarily jipter- |

enerational, while iptra-generational movement P
s ord:ljxarily within the limits of a single
class, ¥ Besides the social amobility, there
1s great geographical mobility in the United
States. Every year, nearly twenty percent of
the nation's population changes its place of i
residence. i

The causes of the social mobility are not
completely clear; but, from the available
regearch evidence it seems that inter-generational
mobility is due in part to a difference in degree of
educatiorn and thereby the occupations of members of
succeeding generations, with consequent differ-
ences in occupation. On the other hand, since
few individuals make extreme changes in their
own educational and occupational positions,
their movement is usua&ly within the 1limits of
a single social class.

There are less obvious characteristics of
the American stratification system. One is
thet no set of criteria for ranking is accepted
throughout the country. Bach group, class, or
status tends to have its own perspective

2. Edgar Dale, The News [etter. (School of
Education, Ohio state University), Vol. 32,
January 4%, 1967, p. 1.

3. Intra-generational movement tends to be
within the limits of a single class parti-
cularly in the more recent period, i.e.,
since World War I.

%. Particularly noteworthy, however, is the great
effort and commitment of resources msde to ef-
fectuate an explicit Holicy of affording equal
educational opportunity for zll %o higner and

' higher levels. For example, at the prezent
time approximately l5-’%2per cent of all high
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and standards of ranking. This results in
differently located classes aaving, and5empha-
sizing, different criteria for ranking.

Social class has a zreat number of
correlates, which can be @ivided into two
groups: ﬁose wiilch are chiefly indicators
of status and thnose which are chiefly conse-
quences of it. Among the indicators are
education, occupation, income, religion, and
ethnic or racial classification. Among the
consequences of status and of its attendant
conditions are health, individual attitudes and
general life style. ™ °

There are a number of methodological
problems involved in the determination of social
class, for all of the comuon indicators are
highly related to one another. To resolve the
difficulties it is often necesssry to use
complicated statistical techniques.

The sources listed below are primarily
comnunity studies that have been carried out
in various regions of the United States.

While each study is limited to one area
together they provide a wealti of descr{ptive
information on stratification in American com-
munities.

4. school students (and high school is compul-
sory in most states) go on to some type of
formal education beyond high school, the bulk
of this being in regular academic colleges
and universities.

5. On status inconsistency, see Gerhard Lenski,
"Status Crystallization. 4 Non-Vertical Di-
mension of Social Status," A

view,19(1954) 13; and Elton
Jackson, (Status Consistency and Symptoms of

Stress, "Wummummm, 27
(1962), 469-1+80.
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Robert S. and Helen '/. Lind,iMiddée{gw;h
:.;tu%; moorary American Culture
?New or}:n' 929).

We. Lloyd Warner and aAssoclates,

acy in Jonesville (New Ybrk, 1949),
August Hollin Eshead Elutown's Youth

(New York, 1

John Dollard Caste Class in a
Southern _Qm (2nd eg?gNew York, 19’+9).

James West, inville, U.S.A.
(New York, 19

Alfred W. Jones, Idfe, Lib s and
Property (Philadelphia, 1941).

for other sources see Robin Williams,

Agerican Socletv, p. 112.
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Note: See also the brief specialized bibliographies at the end
of the chapters on "Economic Institutions)' “Political
Institutions,' and "Mass Communications,"

Berelson, Bernard, and Gary A, Steiner. Human Behavior: An
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Boyd, M., and D. Worchester. American Civilization. Boston:
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views of America by foreign visitors.)
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Beals, R.L. “The ifexican Student Views the United States,
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Beck, S.J., et. al. “The Jormal Personality as Projected in the
Rorschach Test.® Journal of Psychology, Oct. 1950, pp. 241
298, [Discussion of a research project involving Rorschach
tests of normal ad:1ts. There are no generaliszations to
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Consideration of the Commission, Prentice-flall, Inec., 1960.
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1957, pp. 979-999. I:An experiment on the career choices
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inferences concerning systematic features of the social views
of youth. Some tentative conclusions, ]
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Cuber, John, Robert Harper, and William Kenkel. Problems of
American Society: Values in Conflict, NY: H, Holt, 1956.
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Stereotypes. vol. 1, Confluence. Amsterdam: North Holland
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Ehrenfels, U.R. #Some Observations on American Kinship.®
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ican Kinship System.® It centers on questions of residence
and succession.]
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Sons, 1964, [An up-to-date summary, in statistical form, of
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Gorer, Geoffrey. The /fmerican Peovole, A Study in National

Character, New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 1948. A
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theoretical study, with psychoanalytic overtones, and contro-

versial conclusions about the American character.]
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International Soc‘al Science Bulletin, 3, 1951, pp. 529-531.
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North american continent.]
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[ i research repgort of a comparison between two grouns, the
Russians and the Americans. Generalizations are made to
Russian and American populations, but they seem to be more
personality-oriented than value-oriented.]

Havinghurst, R.J., and B.L. Nengarten. American Indian and
White Children: A Sociopsychological Investigation. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1955.

Hertzler, J.0. American Social Institutions: A Sociological
Analysis, Boston: Allyn and Bacon, 1961.

New York: Schuman, 1953. [An anthropological contrast (with
sociological undertones) between the ways of life of the two
ethnic groups. It provides some interesting insights into
both cultures and contains some well-documented statements

of value.]

Humphrey, N.D. The ilexican Imaze of Americans.' The Annals,
295, Sept., 1954, op. 116-125, [ A discussion of the stero-
tyoses about smerica, held by the various categories or grouns
of Mexicans who are exposed to American culture. o allusion
to actual American characteristics.)
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Institute of International Kducation, Meet the U.S.A. [A very
perceptive handbook prepared for foreign students. It relies
on a strong combination of authoritative and illustrative
works for support. No connection with actual research, but
still very worthwhile.]

Junek, 0., “What Is the Total Pattern of Our Western Civiliza.
tion? Some Preliminary Observations.' American Anthronologi st
48, 1946, pp. 397-406. [ A highly theoretical and abstract
statement about some of the trends in western civilization.
fost of the statements of worth seem to be of the thesis-
antithesis form, presenting questions about the treatment
of the variables.,]

Kahl, Joseoh A. The American Class Structure, New York:
Rinehart, 1957. [A textbook of social stratification,
incorporating much of the related research information of
the last thirty years.]

Kidd, B. Princioles of Western Civilization. New York:
Macmillan, 1902, [A theoretical discussion based on Darwin-
ism. Sufficient for a historical perspective, but too out-
dated for a contemporary analysis.]

Kimball, Solon T. -Problems of Studying American Culture.®
American Anthropologist, 57, 1955, pp. 1131-1142. [A
discussion of the application of anthropological techniques
(e.g. event analysis) to the study of American society; and
the ennumeration of the various problems involved in such an
application.]

Klapp, Orrin E. Heroes, Villains, and Fools: The Changing

American Character, Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-dall, 1962,

Klineberg, 0. "A Science of National Character.” Journal of
Social Psychologv, 19, 1944, pp. 147-162. [ A discussion of
the concept of national character, its imoortance to social
science, and some of the means by which its study may be
implemented,]
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Klinger, iM.R.B. "Moral Values Across Cultures.! Personnel and
- Guidance Journal, 41, Oct., 1962, pp.139-143 .  [A reoort of
a research project. An attempt at distinguishing foreign
student groups from American students on the basis of their
respective expressed moral values.]

Kluckhohn, Clyde. Mirror for Man, Greenwich: Fawcett Publica-’
tions, Inc., 1963. [An introduction to anthropology and
to culture in gene.al. The eighth chapter--i'An Anthronologist
Looks at the U.S.'.-is an excellent discussion of contemnorary .
America,]

. "Physical Anthropology.® American Anthronologist,
1955, pp. 1280-1295. [ A brief survey of some of the anthro-
pometric and morphological studies of the dominant American
population. Nothing regarding cultural characteristics, etc.]

#Shifts in American Values.! World Politics, 2,
Jan., 1959. (A review of Max Lerner's America
as a Civilization, and a theoretical statement by the author
of the directions and magnitudes of changes in the American
system of values.]

“The Evolution of Contemporary American Values, ‘!
Daedalus, 87, Spring, 1958, pp. 78-109. [iuch of the article
is a statement of the ways in which the American value system
has evolved in time., (An earlier and less complete statement
of the material in the preceding reference, "Shifts in Ameri-
can Values.“J

"Values and Value Orientation..." Toward a General
Theory of Action. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1952.

Komarovsky, M. “Cultural Contradictions and Sex Roles.
American Journal of Sociolosy, 52, Nov., 1946, op. 184-189.
[ Discusses the nature of the incompatible sex roles placed
on college women b- the society today. )

Kwiat, Joseph J. and ilary C. Turoie, eds., Studies in American
Culture: Dominant Ideas and Images. Minneapolis: University
of innesota Press, 1660.
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Supplementary

Lambert, R.D. and !i, Bressler. "Indian Students and the United
States: Cross-cultural Images." The Annals, 295, po, 62-72.
[ Primarily a discussion of three areas of American 1life: (1)
family practices and values, (2) recent nolitical behavior,
and (3) race relations, Provides some material meriting
comparison with other sources.,]

Lambert, W.E. “Compc-ison of French and American Modes of
Response to the Bogardus Social Distance Scale," Social
Forces, December, 1952, pp. 155-159. [ A methodologically
inclined discussion of the application of the Bogardus Social
Distance Scale cross culturally--in this case the French and
Americans.]

Landes , Ruth, “Biracialism in American Society: A Compara-
tive View,? JAmerican Anthropology, 1956, pp. 1253-1263.
[ The comparison of American biracialism (Negro-ihite) with
that of the British. An interesting discussion of the diff-
erences between the two countries and their societal systems,]

Hantz, Herman R. People of Coaltown. New York: Columbia
University Press, 1958, [ A conceotual scheme develoved to
explore the relationships within a community revealed through
study, As such it is an interesting method. However, be-
fore accepting the data, more rigorous methodological proced.
dures could be followed.]

Lefasters, E, E. Modern Courtshio and Mariiage. ilew York: The
factillan Company, 1959, [A textbook concearning the familial
institution. Provides a good survey of the American family,
and also at tines suggesta accurate criticisms or faults.]

Lerner, rax. America As 4 Civilization. New York: Simon and
Schuster, 1957.

[ Lewin, K. “Some Socio-Psychological Differences Between the

| U,S. and Germany." (Character and Personality, 4, 1936. po.
265-293. [ The rejort of a research project comnaring the
general national characteristics of the Germans and the
Americans. Is in strong agreement with D.C. McClelland's
"Obligations to Self and Society in the U.S. and Germany."]
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Supplementeary

Leyburn, James, “Notes on american Culture.® Common Ground,

. Yinter, 1945, pp. 61-65 . [A theoretical treatment of the
concept of culture an?® what it consists of. There is no
explicit mention of ai., specific American values or character-
istics,}

Link, H.C. “ihat Does Americanism Mean to the American People?*
Journal of Applied Psychology, 31, 1947, po. 425-430. ‘|A
summary of results and findings from a study made by the
author. The data are interesting, but no conclusions or
interpretations are given concerning the topic-=the Amer-
ican value structure. ]

Linton, Ralph. “Geoffrey Gorer's 'The American People: An
Anthropologist's Critical View.'! Scientific Jmericaen, May,
1948, pp. 58-59. [ This article is simply a review of Gorer's,
The American People. {Ldnton discredits much of Gorer's work,
but mediates it to a minor degree by stating that Gorer did
make & number of penetrating observations about the modern
American scene,)

Lipset, S.if. * A Changing American Character?" in S.d. Liosset
; and L, Lowenthal (eds.) , Culture and Social Character,
Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1961.

Lowie, Robert H, Review of The American Peonle, by G. Gorer
in _@,57, 19’49. P. 37. b
| Another review of The American People. The content is much
the same as that of Linton's, olus specifically noting Gorer's
basic postulate,]

MeClelland, D.C, "Obligations to Self and Society in the U.S.
and Germany." The Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology,
March, 1953, pp, 95-101 . [ A report of a study carries out
by the author contrasting some attitudes of Germans and
Americans, There are some well thought out statements of the

differences, substantiated by the research basis of the study.]
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Supplementery

McDonald, Donald, "Science: An Interview With Hans Bethe",
: fund for the lepublic, Inc., New York, 1962.
(# discussion of science, education, and defense between the
author and a scientist. Tt is interesting but contains no
reference to any "general American® characteristics.)

"Stage and Screen Interviews 'fith Nalter Kerr, Drama
Critic, New York Herald Tribune, and Stenley Kramer, Film
Producer and Director”, Fund for the Resublic, Inc., 1962.
[Both interviews discuss the decline in the quality of the
stage and screen, and point to the future. There are only
implied references to national values, character, and so on,]

. "“Televidion: An Interview IAth Jack Gould, Television
Critic of the New York Times, Fund for the Republic, Inec.,
1961. [The first interview concerns cities from a predomi. -
nantly architectural point of view. The record deals with the
city as a political system.)

"The Police: An Interview \Ath W.H. Parker, Chief
of Police, Los Angeles," #und for the Reoublic, Inc., 1962,
[An interesting commentary on police matters by Chief Parker,
He also makes several statements in reference to generalized
characteristics in American society.]

« "The Press': Interviews with Mark IBthridge, Louis.
ville Courier-Journal and Times, and C.V, Jackson, Life Maga-
zine. Fund for the Republic, Inc. 1961, [ Two interviews
providing an interesting viewpoint of the functions of the
newspaper and the large-circulation magazine. However, of
little concern to the study of American values,]

McGranahan, D.V, A Comparism of Social Attitudes Among American
and German Youth." Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology,
July, 1946, pp. 245.257. [ The report of a research project
concerning social attitudes of youths of two cultures. Some
generalizations are made about the American and German cultures,
Useful for comparison with other results.]

et A i
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» and I, Wayne., ‘German and American Traits Reflected
in Popular Drama." Human Relations, January, 1948, pp. 429-
455. [A study of American and German characteristics as seen
in pooular drama, ifost statements are in reference to
underlying osychological discussions, which are, in turn,
generalized to cultural traits,]

Mandelbaum, D,G. “On the Study of National Character.®
American Anthrovologist, 55, 1953, pp. 174+. [A definition
of national culture and national character slus some sugges-
tions as to procedure to follow in the study of both concepts.]

Martindale, Don A. American Society. New York: D. Van Nostrand
Company, 1960, | A theoretical discourse on the concept of
"'mass society" (with refersnce to the U.S.) and its historical
and theoretical bases, It also reports some of the major mani-
festations of a mass society, and makes inferences to their
presence in America.)

Mason, Leonard. iThe Characterization of American Culture in
Studies of Acculturation.” American Anthropologist, 57,
1955. pp. 1264 £f, [ A sketch of American culture covering
the topics of Ethos, Technology, Economics, and some of the
major institutions. Some good statements and insights,]

Mead, Margaret. And Keep Your Powder Dry. iNew York: UHilliam
Jorrow and Company, 1942, L One of the early attempts to
analyze #merican culture, There is a great deal of insight-
ful material and numerous (later substantiated) generaliza-
tions. An excellent source work for the study of American
society, )

"The American Character in Its Relation to Internation-
al Understanding, "

1947, (Available at Harvard Pducation School
Library, )

————— , "The Contemoorary American Family as an Anthropologist
Sees It, " imerican Journal of Sociology, day, 1948, vo, 553.
459, [An article concerning the American familial institu-
tion, from the viewpoint of an anthropologist. The author
centers her discussion on the general patterns, and the major
readjustiments that the family is meking cr will be making.]
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Merriam, Alan P, ‘Music in American Culture," American Anthro-
pologist, 57, 1955, pp. 1173-1181, [The author discusses
various types of music and how they refledt cértain aspects
of American culture, He also notes the lack of available
research and indicates some nossibilities for fruitful studies.]

voberg, D,0. The Church as a Social Institution: The Soc-
dology of American Rgligion. Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey:
Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1962,

vorrison, E,E,, ed,, The American Style, New York: Harper and
Brothers, 1958,

tuhlen, N, "America and American Occupation in German Eyes:
America Through Foreign Lyes," The Annals, Sept, 1954, pp.52-61,
[ A discussion of German attitudes with regard to the U.S.
(with historical ‘asis), not of German attitudes about
American culture, values, general characteristics, ete.]

Myrdal, Gunner, An American Dilemma, New York: Harper, 1944,
[ A classic study of American society. Numerous insights into
cultural and societal aspects, His atatement of the American
creed is especlally helpful in providing comparative materile

NEA Staff Committee on Structure. A Proposal for A Complete
Study of the Structure of the National Hducation Association,
January, 1965. (Mimeo pa§;;7 [ This paper makes some state-
ments about trends that are occurring in American society
and which are resulting in recognizable changes.,)

“One Nation, Divisible by 80,000 Governments.' Carnegie
Quarterly, 14, Fall, 1966, pp. 4-5. (Carnegie Corpora-
tion of New York) [ A study of the inefficiency, and the
difficulty of control by the electorate, resulting from the t
decentralization of governmental units, particularly as ;
they affect education.! ’

Opler, Horris K, #"Cultural Values and Attitudes on Child Care,"
Children, February, 1955, pp. 45-50, [ Discussion of various
sub-cultural attitudes toward child care and child-rearing
methods. There are no references to any generaligzed
American patterns.)
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Parsons, Talcott. [Essays in Sociological Theory: Pure and
Aoplied, rev. ed., Glencoe: The Free Press, 1954,

Passin, H,, and J.W, Bennett. ‘The America.Bducated Japanese,I:;-
America Through Foreign Bres.® The Annals, Sept, 1954, 295,
op. 89-96 . [ A study of the IMages of America held by
Japanese students educated in the United States, The state-
ments are a combination of the usual (i.e., the non-
culture bearer's stereotypically based attitudes) and critical
comments regarding the more notorious of American charac-
teristics, such as materialism,)

« "The America-Mucated Japanese, II: America Through
Foreign Eyes. The Annals, 295, Sept. 1954, pp. 97-107.

f This article is a sequel to the above by the same authors.
It is in essence, a discussion of those images of /merica
held by the same subjects after their return to Japan.]

Potter, David M. People of Plenty: Economic Abundance and the
American Character. Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
19558, [ A discussion of the hypothesis of the effects of
abundance on the 4.ierican national character. A historical
perspective, but supplemented by the behavioral sciences, ]

Powdermaker, Hortense, *Movies and Values,“ lModern American
Society, Davis, Bredemier, and Levy, New York: Rinehart
and Company, Ine., 1950, pp. 555-559.

[ An analysis of American movies and the values underlying
their content.]

Reischauer, E.O. The United States and Japan, Cambridge Mass.:
Harvard University Press, 1950,

Rettig, S., and B, Pasamanick, ‘'Changes in Moral Values Among
College Students: A Factorial Study." American Sociology
Review, 24, 1959, pp. 856-863. [ The revort of a research
project. The statistics are reported in crude form, There
are few generalizations about the meaning of the various
factors other than their item content.)
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« *Differences in the Structure of Moral Values of
Students and Alumni.* American Sociology Review, 25, 1960
pPP. 550-555. [A highly technical and statistical discussion
of the six morality factors tested in the research project.

No explanation or expansion of the factors other than the
item content, ]

. Invariance in Factor Structure of Moral Value
Judgments from American and Kor College Students,®
Sociometry, 25, 1962, pp. 73-84. | A technical discussion
of Korean and American college students' moral value judge-
ments, There are no references to a general American
configuration.,]

o ‘oral Value Structure and Social Class.® Socio-
metry, 24, 1961, pp. 21-35. | Another technical discussion
of comparative moral structures; here between two socio-
economic classes in America. There also is no explanation
of the factors in this study, thus no reference to general
patterns. ]

Riesmann, David, et. al. The Lonely Crowd: A Study of the
Changing American Character, New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1950. ( A very well-known book dealing with the diverse
ways in which individuals at various stages of society have
formed different systems of values., 4 mixture of the socio-
logical and nsychological anoroaches.]

Ruesch, Jurgen, and G. Bateson. Communications: The Social
Matrix of Psychiatry. New York: W.W. Norton, 1951.

Schlesinger, Arthur M., Sr. ‘ithat Then Is the American, This
New Man?”, American Historical Review, January, 1943, pp. 225-
244, (A listing and expansion of those American traits and
characteristics wh_ch are most frequently noted in the
reports of foreign visitors.]

Schneider, David C., and George C. Homans., “Kinship Termin-
ology and the fmerican Kinship System.”" imerican Anthro-
pologist, 57, 1955, pp. 119%-1208. [ A regort of research
on kinship terminology in the United States, and some char-
acteristics of the American kinship system. Some insights
into the /merican familial institution.)]
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. *Differences in the Structure of Moral Values of

Students and Alumni.! American Sociology Review, 25, 1960 |
pp. 550-555. [A highly technical and statistical discussion §
of the six morality factors tested in the research project. !

No explanation or expansion of the factors other than the
item content. ]

. Invariance in Factor Structure of Moral Value
Judgments from American and Kor College Students,*®
Socjometry, 25, 1962, pp. 73-84., | A technical discussion
of Korean and American college students' moral value judge-

ments. There are no references to a general American
configuration.]

. ‘foral Value Structure and Social Class.” Socio-
metry, 24, 1961, pp. 21-35. | Another technical discussion
of comparative moral structures; here between two socio-
economic classes in America. There also is no explanation

of the factors in this study, thus no reference to general
patterns.]

Riesmann, David, et. al. The Lonely Crowd: A Study of the
Changing American Character, New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1950. (A very well-known book dealing with the diverse
ways in which individuals at various stages of society have
formed different systems of values. A mixture of the socio-
logical and psychological anproaches.]

Ruesch, Jurgen, and G. Bateson., Communications: The Social
Matrix of Psychiatry. New York: W.W., Norton, 1951.

o

Schlesinger, Arthur 1., Sr. ‘ihat Then Is the American, This
New Man?", American Historical Review, January, 1943, pp. 225-
244, (A listing and expansion of those American traits and
characteristics wh.ch are most frequently noted in the
reports of foreign visitors.]

f

Schneider, David C., and George C. Homans. “Kinship Termin-
ology and the American Kinship System.® Jmerican Anthro-
pologist, 57, 1955, pp. 1194.1208. [ A recort of research
on kinship terminology in the United States, and some char-
acteristics of the American kinship system. Some insights
into the /merican familial institution.|
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\ Scott, F.D, "The Swedish Student's Image of the United States.
. America Through Fureign Dyes,® The Annals, 295, Sept. 1954,
pp. 136144 . [a listing of those characteristics felt
by Swedish students to be characteristic of American society. - 4
Useful for comparison with the views of other extra-culturals
(e.g., the Mexicans, Japanese, Germans, etc. ).]

Sewell, W.H.,, R.T. torris, and O,:l, Davidsen., “Scandinavian
Students' Images of the United States: A Study in Cross-
Cultural Eiucation: America Through Foreign Eyes.® The
Annals, vol., 295, Seotember, 1954, pp. 126.145,

i Similar to the orevious reference, but somewhat more come
prehensive in that there are specific references to American
social institutions. Also excellent for comparison with
other extra.culturals,]

Singer, Milton, “How the American Got His Character.® Ethics,
60, Oct., 1949, pp. 62-66.

. Sirjamaki, J. *Culture Configurations in the American Family,*®
American Journsl of Sociology, ifay, 1948, pp. 464.470.

{ A generalized statement of the American family. It is
equivalent to his major source, "a footnote to the Anthro-
pological Approach to the Study of American Culture,® but
here with reference solely to the family,]

__ﬁ
- —

Spiegel, J.P, #"Conflicting Forwml and Informal Roles in
Newly Acculturated families.® Research Publications:
Association for Research in Neuroses and ifental Diseases,
1964, [ Statements of generalized American vatterns as
abstracted from t:.e study of newly acculturated families.
Contains some excellent material on Assumptions as
well as several of the value-orientations,]

Spindler, G.D, “American Character as Revealed by the iMilitary,®
Psychiatry, 1948, [ A study of the American military and
' its effects of authority, power, discioline, status, etc.,
on the imerican character, )
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« 'Hucation in a Transforming /merican Culture, *

' Harvard Educational Review, 1955, [ 4 short analysis of the
ways in which education mediates and/or instigates cultural
change. The author postulates a shift in imerican values,
from the traditional to the emergent.]

Spiro, M.B. "The Acculturation of American Tthnic Groups, #
Amdrican inthrooologist, 57, 1955, pp. 120-1252. [A
discussion of acculturation in addition to outlines of some
research studies. Some relationships are traced between
tooics including acculturation and social mobility,
nativism, religion, and the familr,)

Statistical Abstract of the United States. U, S. Govt. Census
Bureau, Wash, D.C., Govt. Printing Office, 1966,
[ Facts and figures cn the economic, political, and social
structure of the United States, from more than 200 different
sources--federal agencies, orivate research grouns and individ-
uals, international organizations. Some major subjects are:
Agriculture, business, education, emsloyment, foreign trade,
geography, health, military services, ponflation, recreation,
veterans' affairs, world economy; historical trends; a guide to
statistics sources, including State statistical abstracts.
Detailed index.]

Stein, Maurice. The Eclipse of Community: An Interpretation of
imerican Studies, ~Princeton, Hew Jersey: Princeton Univer-
siiy Press, 19560. [Deals with the American community;
the theoretical basis for the community; the general effects
of urbanization, industrialigzation, and bureaucratization;
and some characteristics of /merican suburbs.)

Stewart, George R. American ilays of Life. New fork: Double-
day, 1954, A topical survey of America bv a historian,

Stewart, V.G., and L.A. Leland. “American v§. IEnglish Mosaics,*
Journal of Projective Techniques, June, 1952, pp. 246-248,
[ A short discussion of a cross-cultural aonlication of the
Lowenfeld -osaic Test. The findings are renmorted in highly
technical terms, and there are no generalizations to the
respective societies.]
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Stouffer, 3.4, Communism, Conformity, and Civil Liberties,
t Doubledav ] 1955 .

Terhume, Kenneth W, Self and Nation: The Psychological Nature
of Nationalism and Pstriotism.* Diss,, .ichigan State Univer-
sity, 1963. [ A discussion and analysis of imerican nationsl.
ism and catriotism, The nersoective is highly osvchological
and contains few if anr useful generalizations about
imerican society.] :

Trager, George L. 'The Language of America." /merican ;inthro-
vologist, 57, 1955, po. 1182-1193., [ A sumndFy and iIs=
cussion of the structure amdcharacteristics of the North
/imerican lanruages, with technical illustrations of those
characteristics. Mo generalizations of use to the studdnt
of culture result from it.]

UNESCO, Interrelations of Cultures: ITheir Contribution to |
International Understanding, Paris, 1953, | A collection of |
inter-cultural studies including Japan, China, India, Spain,
the United States, and others, The studies are based on
different aspects of the several cultures. ]

Useem, R.H., and John Useem, "Images of the United States and
dritain Held by Foreign-Iducated Indians: ‘merica Through
Foreign Gyes." The Annals, 295, Sept, 1954, pp. 73-82.

[ Another study of America (also Britain) through the eyes

of extra-culturals, in this case foreicn-educsted Indians,

As in the numerous other instances, the listing and explan-
ation generated here are of comparative value,]

Vogt, Evon Z, -American Subcultursl Continua as iixemnlified by
the .lormons and Texans.' American Anthro yologist, 57, 1955,
Pp. 1163-1172, [ 4 discussion of an adiitional tyne of
variation in Ameridan culture--historically derived subcultur=
al continuum (as distinct from variation by age, sex, regior,
social class, etc.)]

-128-

&




Supplementery

Warner, :,L. 4anerican Life, Chicago: University of Chicago
, ress, 1953, # summary restatement of the author's
drevious studies. Some treatment of the theory and metho+
of the social anthropologist, but mainly on the social
stratification system of the U,S.)

\larner, W.L,, ilarchai .ieeker, and Xenneth Fells, Social Class
-in America, Chicago: Science Research Associates Library,
New York: Harper and Jrothers, [ 4 “How to do it' book on
the iarnerian method of identifying socio-economic status.
There is some information on a few of the related value-
orientations and an excellent bibliogranhy,]

e e

o tpucture of fmericap life. ®inburgh: University of
ddinburgh Press, 1952. [ A summary of modern American social |
structure with osrticular emphasis on social class., This i

work contains an annotated bibliography which is a good source
of materials, ]

B

Washington International Center of the imerican Council on |
Wucation: Hendbook for Iravelers to the U,S.A,, 'ash.
[ The fourteenth chaster in particular, “Social Customs and
Home Life, * has some information relevant to the study of

v -

American culture, |

Wayne, I, ‘‘imerican and Soviet Themes and Values: A Content
Analysis of Pictures in Popular ilagazines.® Public Opinion
fuarterly, Spring, 1956, pp. 314=320. [ This article is
mostly a discussion of the sussian cultural configuration.
There are statements :about asoects of American culture,
but these can be used only for substantiation,]

Wecter, Dixon, et, al, Changing fatterns in Jmerican Civili
tion. Philadelohia: Universitv of Philadelnhia Press, 1949,
fﬁﬁ-anthologv of papers concerning /merican culture. Some

, of the tovics covered include literature, science, and reli-

| gion. Generally of little use to a summarization of imerican

: society, ]
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Wienberg, M,, and Shabat, O,E. Society andiMap. New York:
Prentice-Hall, Inc,, 1956. [An introductory textbook in
sociology dealing with the usual societal divisions; the sosi:
cial institutions, social class, race relations, and so on.]

Weissbourd, Bernard, “3egregation, Subsidies, and Megalo-
polis," Center for the Study of Democratic Institutions,
Fund for the Republic,Inc., 1964, [ A commentary on urban con.
ditions in contemporary imerica, but contains little infor-
mation on cultural characteristics,]

Westley-Gibson, D, Social Perspectives on Education: The
Society, The Student, Ihe 3chool. New York: John iiley and
SOHS. 19650 . "

Whyte, William H, The Orgapjzation ijan, New York: Simon and
Schuster, 1956, ~[ This book is a well-known analysis of some
of the trends present in imerican society today. There is
much material regarding the concept of organization as it
applies to American culture.]

Wirth, L. "The Urban VYay of Iife." iodern jmerican Society,
Davis, Bredemeir, a: d Levy, New York: Rinehart and Co., Inc.,
1949, [ This article is a commentary on the "style of life"
in America’s cities., There are some valuable insigh].s into
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