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Foreword

Edward H. Carr has written that history is “a continuous process
of interaction between the historian and his facts, an unending dialogue
between the present and the past.” Modern social studies educators
might well contemplate and apply to the present Carr’s further state-
ment that: “I hope I am sufficiently up-to-date to recognize that anything
written in the 1890’s must be nonsense. But 1 am: not yet advanced
enough to be committed to the view that anything written in the 1950's
necessarily makes sense.”

Certainly the best history is that which is interpretative, and history
does not need to be mere description, narration, or exposition. In fact,
historians have always recognized that their chief purpose has been to
interpret the past to their own generation. This is why each generation
writes its own history anew. The past must be used to serve the present.
Just as the progressive role of the Supreme Court has been to interpret
the Constitution to fit the changing conditions of modern times, so can
history relate the past to future hopes.

This is the role that history has to play in a contemporary social issues
social studies program. Every modern problem has its roots, and history
provides the necessary perspective. As has often been said, it is difficult
to know where we are without some understanding of how we got there
and where we have been. A knowledge of history can also alert one to
the logically weak and sometimes dangerous use of historical analogies.

Many understandings related to contemporary society require more
than quantitative analysis (although historians today are making use of
empirical studies, including psychology and psychiatry), since they deal
with man, his motives, his capacity to change, and even the part played
by historical accident. The point is often missed that there are various
levels of generalizations and that while some may be less definitive than
others, they can, nevertheless, provide the student with some meaningful
insights.

Alan Griffin, one of the architects of the “new” social studies, often
used illustrations from history to put the student in an intellectual jam
and to stimulate reflective thinking. Thus, he not only developed a very
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useful teaching strategy, but the generalizations which finally emerged
were those that had a universal application.

Since historical scholarship is continually arrivit.g at new conclusions
and since each generation is rewriting history in the light of current
emphases, it is necessary to take stock periodically of areas of agreement
and disagreement and to be aware of the discoveries of new historical
knowledge. Thus, for example, there have been significant new changes
in interpretation related to the colonial period, the American Revolution
and the Constitution that are the result of meticulous scholarship. Again,
the pendulum of revision has swung back and forth in several areas since
the end of World War II. In the late forties and fifties the views of the
neo-revisionist consensus historians were prominent. Under the impact
of the great social upheavals of the sixties their conclusions are being
rewritten and more history is being written from the bottom up. Thus,
the influence of the Civil Rights movement has taken a more positive
view of the work of Radical Reconstruction and the leaders of this
period are given credit for the Fourteenth Amendment, which stands as
the basis for much of our current struggle for equality.

It might seem that to present to students changing historical inter-
pretations might only confuse them and cause them to lose faith. On the
contrary, such teaching of history would probably be the most effective
way to learn. By studying various sources and divergent conclusions the
student can come to understand that most great issues are complex and
that there are no simple causes or solutions.

Furthermore, in many classes the old legends persist. There is often a
considerable gap between the most recent historical scholarship and
what is found in textbooks and in the classroom. The classical example
of a piece of historical research which took years to change the textbooks
was that published by A. H. Lybyer in 1914 entitled “The Influence of
the Rise of the Ottoman Turks upon the Roots of Oriental Trade.” He
showed that [talian trade with the Orient did not decrease following the
fall of Constantinople in 1453 but only after 1500 when the Portuguese
had established an ail-water route to the East. Despite Lybyer's conclu-
sion, the old story—that Columbus had sailed west because the Turks had
captured Constantinorle and had cut off the trade routes—was still to be
found in some textbooks and in the thinking of many teachers and
students fifty years later. Many more significant illustrations could be
given of the need for historical accuracy and the importance for teachers
to keep abreast of historical scholarship.

It is for the reasons noted above that the National Council for the
Social Studies has periodically issued significant volumes designed pri-
marily to reinterpret United States history. The 17th Yearbook, pub-
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lished in 1946 and edited by Richard E. Thursfield, was entitled The
Study and Teaching of American History. This was followed by the 31st
Yearbook in 1961, Interpreting and Teaching American History, co-
edited by William H. Cartwright and Richard L. Watson, Jr. The same
editors have cooperated again in making this current volume possible.
In both the 1961 and the 1973 books the editors have been successful
in bringing together a group of distinguished historians to write the
various chapters. This latest study not only has chapters dealing with the
various periods of American history, but it has added chapters on ethnic
and minority groups and on such topics as urban history, war, and intel-
lectual history. Any teacher of the social studies should find the substan-
tive content and the extensive bibliographies provided by the authors
to be extremely useful. The National Council for the Social Studies is
once again indebted to William H. Cartwright and Richard L. Watson,
Jr. and is grateful to the professional historians for their significant
contributions.

HaRRIS L. DANTE, President
National Council for the Social Studies
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- Introduction -

Historical Study
iIn a Changing Curriculum

William H. Cartwright and Richard L. Watson, Jr.

ANALYSIS of representative literature treating the social studies
curriculum and of speeches delivered at conferences devoted to the
social studies during the 1960’s indicates that the study of history was
being de-emphasized. Large proportions of the books, articles, and
speeches relating to social studies dealt with the contemporary social
sciences, with current problems and issues, with processes of contem-
porary inquiry, and with current value systems. Some pointed to history
courses in the schools as an evil force that had perpetuated false and
damaging mythology and prevented the learning of matters relevant
to contemporary youth and society.?

Such developments were not necessarily bad. The contemporary social
sciences have much to offer that is necessary to understanding our
society and to developing ways of resolving its problems. Most learning
will come about through inquiry; therefore the means of inquiry must be
learsied. And it is past time that the social studies could ignore values
and value systems, gloss over either past or present evil, or confuse
careful scholarship with neutrality about fundamental values. Both
through commission and omission, school history has perpetuated myths,
and too much of it has been irrelevant to matters of enduring value,
which is a more serious charge than that it has been irrelevant to con-
temporary youth and society.

All these statements may be granted. And far more must be done to
meet their implications for improving the social studies. But none of
the criticisms justifies the removal of history from an important place
in the curriculum. Too frequently critics have confused the misuse of
something with the thing itself and called for the abolition of the sub-
stance as a remedy for its misuse. The error can be observed with
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4 REINTERPRETATION OF AMERICAN HISTORY AND CULTURE

regard to a host of things, including medicines, religion, government,
and formal education as a whole. Further, and incongruously, the critics—
even the critics of history—turn to history as their chief aid in sustaining
their charges. Yet, such must be the case, for most of what we know
or claim to know comes from a study of history.

Before we decide to dispense with history in the curriculum, we might
well give serious consideration to the values that have been claimed for
it through the generations during which it developed into what was
deemed to be an essential school subject. For the most part, the his-
torical profession did not assert itself with regard to these matters during
the generation following World War II although both the American His-
torical Association and the Organization of American Historians estab-
lished committees to improve the teaching of history in the schools. Under
the aegis of these committees, conferences of historians and schoolteach-
ers were held in many parts of the nation and scores of pamphlets were
published to provide teachers with fresh interpretations and bibliogra-
phies. Beginning in 1969, the History Education Project of the Ameri-
can Historical Association organized teams of historians, social studies
educators, and teachers, who worked with varying effectiveness with
several school systems to develop materials and methods for the im-
provement of the teaching of history. However, unlike learned societies
in the contemporary social sciences, neither of the historical societies
sponsored major curriculum projects for the purpose of developing
school programs in history that would have the support of the organized
profession. On the contrary, although individual historians supplied
many useful essays, addressed many meetings of teachers, and served as
consultants to many curriculum projects, the organized historical pro-
fession seemed to assume that the values of historical study were weli
known and its place in the curriculum assured. Of all scholars, historians
should have known that people tend to forget that of which they are
not frequently reminded.

One of the most recent studies of American history in the curriculum
to be sponsored by the organized profession was made in 1944 by the
Committee on American History in Schools and Colleges.* The Com-
mittee reported the status of the subject, set forth a rationale for its
study, related it to other subjects and activities both within and without
the school, and recommended content for the curriculum. Of the
purposes for studying American history, the Committee said,

Laymen and educators are generally agreed that knowledge of our
own history is essential in the making of Americans. The reasons for this
belief may be summed up under four main heads. History makes loyal
citizeas because memories of common experiences and common aspira-
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tions are essential ingredients in patriotism. History makes intelligent
voters because sound decisions about present problems must be based
on knowledge of the past. History makes good neighbors because it
teaches tolerance of individual differences and appreciation of varied abil-
ities and interests. History makes stable, well-rounded individuals because
it gives them a start toward understanding the pattern of society and
toward enjoying the artistic and intellectual productions of the past. It
gives long views a perspective, a measure of what is permanent in a
nation’s life. To a people it is what memory is to the individual; and
memory, expressed or unconscious, guides the acts of every sentient
being.3

The Committee did not rest with these assertions. [t said that while
history is essential to achieving these purposes, many other subjects also
contribute to them. It called for a broad approach to the study of his-
tory, emphasizing that all human activities are interrelated. It recognized
that the purposes of history could be abused by twisting the data and
condemned chauvinism in history teaching. It placed stress on interpre-
tation as well as fact.

In the twentieth century a number of scholars have studied the history
of the teaching of the social studies in the schools, and have been par-
ticularly interested in the purposes and values of history in the cur-
riculum. Social studies entered the curriculum of American schools
almost with the birth of the nation, as geography and history, with
considerable attention to government. Economics, psychology, sociology,
and anthropology had not yet emerged as subjects for formal study.
During most of the national period, most writing on history as a school
subject was strongly in its support. Three studies, by William F. Russell,
Rolla M. Tryon, and Agnew O. Roorbach, dealt with pre-Civil War
conceptions of the purposes of history teaching.

In 1914, Russell wrote,

In general, history came into the curriculum for the purpose of moral
training, to provide for the leisure period, to give religious training, to in-
spire patriotism, to obviate international prejudice, to train for citizen-
ship, and to provide discipline for the mind.?

Twenty years later, Tryon listed the same purposes except that he
omitted the obviation of international prejudice.® Russell’s sole source
for asserting that this had been an early purpose was one textbool-
on the history of New York. Roorbach, writing in 1936, reiterated the
same six purposes and added two others, “to prepare for more extensive
reading” and “to equip with practical knowledge.”®

In 1949 and 1950, William H. Cartwright discussed twelve purposes
that had been claimed for American history as a subject of instruction
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6 REINTERPRETATION OF AMERICAN HISTORY AND CULTURE

in the previous two hundred years. The research was based on analysés
of hundreds of textbooks and on the writings of scores of persons con-
cerned with the teaching of history. He classified the purposes into three
categories. The first category included five purposes that were set forth
very early and had endured. They were to inspire patriotism, to train for
citizenship, to develop moral standards, to train for the use of leisure
time, and to broaden the cultural background. Two purposes were
claimed earlier, but did not endure in public education. One of these
was the training of the mind, which disappeared early in the twentieth
century as the theory of mental discipline fell into disrepute. The other
was religious training, which has continued in sectarian schools. Four
purposes were set forth later than the others. These were the achieve-
ment of international understanding, the elimination of prejudice, the
attainment of certain intellectual skills, and the understanding of
society.”

In 1969, Richard S. Craddock reported the views of American profes-
sional historians on the purposes and values of historical study based on
a massive study of writings published since 1880. He grouped the many
values which he identified into several categories which included develop-
ment of citizenship and patriotism, preparation for life, development of
historical method and perspective, a guide to action, and development
of better persons.® He found that the purposes and values asserted by
the professional historians included all those asserted also by persons
primarily concerned with the teaching of history and other social studies.

Such are the values and purposes that have been ascribed to the
study of history in the United States. It may be argued against them
that they are unworthy or that they may be achieved better through
some means other than history. Let us look at them from these points
of view.

Certainly wise use of leisure time and broadening the cultural back-
ground are worthy purposes. The study of history can contribute much
toward the achievement of both, but it is no more essential for these
purposes than are many other activities. One need know nothing of the
history of art, music, horticulture, or sports to enjoy passive or active
participation in them. Yet the testimony of those who have some
knowledge of their history is that such knowledge often brings greater
appreciation. Many a boy who is thought by his teacher to be a poor
student of history prides himself on being able to identify athletic
record-holders. And both history as a body of knowledge and history
as method are necessary to sound interpretation of much that comes
to us via the communications media and the fields of popular entertain-
ment.
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History can be and has been misused, both to teach moral standards
and behavior for which there is only a local or provincial standard and
to teach that evil people are always punished and good people always
rewarded. Careful study of history will not support either purpose.
History is not the best vehicle for teaching what are commonly thought
of as standards of conduct. Mythology is probably more effective. And
yet history can help. In thoughtful study of history, as Henry Johnson
said,

Man will be seen at the lowest and worst, as he is already seen in any
serious study of history. The reaction to that, if healthy, may, as the
eighteenth century so firmly believed, be intense hatred of the lowest and
worst and a stimulus to conduct more becoming to the dignity of human
nature. Man will also be seen at his best and highest. There will be ex-
amples of heroism, of patience under suffering, of loving service, of elo-
quence moving men to better things, of passionate pursuit of the good,
the beautiful and the true, moments which, if properly presented, will
make children at any stage of school instruction feel that they are stand-
ing on holy ground. Experience has shown that emotional appeals of any
kind, instead of being minified. are greatly enhanced by a sense of his-
torical trueness.?

These sentiments should meet with a sympathetic reception from those
designers of curriculum who emphasize consideration of values and those
who are popularizing the term “the affective domain.”

History has been misused to inspire a blind patriotism, even a vicious
chauvinism. It has been misused to lead the adherents of national,
ethnic, racial, and religious groups to believe that they were the best, and
others the worst, of their kind. Thus history has been Americanized,
Germanized, Italianized, Japanized, Chinaized, Sovietized, Celticized,
Nordicized, Caucasianized, Africanized, Judaized, Christianized, Moslem-
ized, Catholicized, and Protestantized. Mere persons, not all of them
good, have been made into heroes and demi-gods. But the fact that
loyalty has been perverted does not justify the condemnation of loyalty
itself. Nor does the fact that history has been perverted to help develop
a vicious loyalty justify the condemnation of history itself.

Enlightened loyalty is an honorable trait. Loyalty is necessary to the
survival of any cultural institution or group, be it family, nation, religion,
or the totality of humankind. And history is essential to the development
of loyalty. One cannot conceive of any organized group of people
enduring long without knowledge of a common past. Such knowledge is
one of the strongest bonds of social cohesion.

We can recognize the essential unity of humanity, and we can strive
toward a history that will contribute to general recognition of that unity.
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But even if that history and that general recognition are achieved, group
loyalties will continue to exist and will seem desirable. In our own coun-
try, both social studies educators and society as a whole have discarded
the idea of the “melting pot” and strive to keep alive the identity and
pride of the various groups of which the country is comprised. And
those groups, Irish and Italian, Afro-American and Chicano, insist that
their part in history must be taught and recognized in order for that
identity and that pride to exist. The kind of patriotism advocated by
most twentieth-century historians and teachers was an enlightened
patriotism faithful to the best traditions of a people. Indeed, international
and intercultural understanding have become major purposes of history.
Such understanding cannot be brought about without history. The study
of history can support both group loyalty and human unity. Some
members of various groups will continue to pervert history in the in-
terest of misguided loyalty, but we can strive toward an ideal history.
And we can try to make local, state, parochial, ethnic, and national his-
tory parts of that ideal history rather than subversive of it.

Citizenship is closely related to loyalty and is subject to similar per-
versions. It can, and sometimes has, come to mean a blind subservience
to the will of the state. And, as has been demonstrated in totalitarian
societies, history can be perverted to help bring about such a condition.
But that kind of citizenship and that perverted history are not in the
best traditions of an enlightened society. Thomas Jefferson, in explaining
the statute that he proposed in 1781 and 1782 for establishing public
education in Virginia, said,

But of the views of this law none is more important, none more legit-
imate, than that of rendering the people the safe, as they are the ulti-
mate, guardians of their own liberty. For this purpose the reading in the
first stage, where rthey will receive their whole education, is proposed, as
has been said, to be chiefly historical. History by apprising them of the
past will enable them to judge of the future; it will avail them of the ex-
perience of other times and other nations; it will qualify them as judges of
the actions and designs of men: it will enable them to know ambition
under every disguise it may assume; and knowing it, to defeat its views.!?

In our best tradition we want citizens to make up their own minds on
issues on the basis of the best information available, to take action and
join with others in action designed to bring about the best situations
possible and to defend their own rights and those of others. History
is not sufficient for the task of developing such citizens, but history is
essential to that task. If, as is reporied, a large proportion of our popula-
tion would support action subversive of the Bill of Rights and oppose
action supportive of it, a major reason may well be that they did not
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learn enough history well enough to appreciate the struggles against
tyranny that brought that Bill into existence, that brought about its
subsequent extension, and that are and ought to be going on for its
further extension.

International and intercultural understanding have been alluded to
as being among the purposes of history. History is not sufficient for
achieving these purposes, but it is ¢ssential. to them. One cannot under-
stand peoples of other nations and other cultures without some knowl-
edge of their history. He cannot understand them well unless he knows
much of their history. These statements are part of the larger generaliza-
tion that knowledge of history is necessary to an understanding of
society.

No social institution, development, or event can be understood without
consideration of history. The crises of the Middle East have little mean-
ing unless long-standirg associations and values of Arabs, Jews, and
great powers are com; -chended. The problems of minority groups are
not likely to be solved without serious attention to the long history of the
oppression of subject peoples by dominant ones.

History offers a means of studying peoples and persons. Through it,
the student should see people at work on matters of universal and
enduring importance in different times and settings. Thus, he should
come to a sympathetic underst: nding of peoples different from his own
and persons different from him. And he should gain an appreciation
of the essential unity of humankind.

In its capacity to sift out of the mass of knowledge those elements
which have enduring value, history has unique importance in the social
studies. In times of troubles, the concept of stability that can come only
from history is especially important. The knowledge that people in other
times and places have endured similar trials should help establish a sense
of stability. As the Committee on American History said, history is for
a society like memory for a person, and without it stability cannot be
achieved.

If a sense of stability and of continuity is necessary to an understand-
ing of society, a sense of change and of development is also essential.
And that sense cannot come except through the study of history. “Educa-
tion for a Changing World” has long been a slogan of progressive
educators. Since the study of such a topic requires the historical
approach, it is almost incredible that the slogan has been employed in
advocacy of lessening the attention given to history as a school subject.
The content of history is the story of change. The substance of history
is social development. Properly taught or learned, history tries to tell
how things were becoming more than how things were. This feature is

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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unique to history. To the extent that any other subject presents social
development in an organized fashion, that subject becomes history. If the
concept of social development were the only contribution that history
had to offer, the study of history would be justified as being necessary
for anyone secking to understand society.

There remains for consideration as a purpose of history the develop-
ment of certain intellectual skills. This purpose is shared with many
other subjects, but the historical method has much to ofter. It is used
by scholars in other disciplines, but it was first systematized by his-
torians. It has been employed in an unsystematic way since the begin-
ning of iitne. The word “history” comes from the Greek word meaning

~ “inquiry.” Insofar as anyone makes thoughtful decisions about social

issues, it is the historical method he uses, whether or not he is conscious
of it. But, unless it is employed consciously, the resultant decisions are
not likely to be as sound as would otherwise be the case.

The historical method requires that the available evidence be gathered.
It requires a determination as to whether the evidence is what it is
claimed to be. If evidence is spurious, it must be rejected. If it is
authentic, many tests must be applied to it. If it is an original source,
what meaning may be derived from it? How does that meaning hold up
when compared with that derived from other original sources? If it
consists of firsthand observation, was the observer in a position to know
what he observed? Was he in a position to understand and interpret
what he observed? How do his observations hold up when compared
with those of others and with available original evidence? If the evidence
consists of opinions and interpretations of those removed from the
scene, what is the degree of their expertness? What purpose did they
have in making their study and interpretations? What were their biases
and fundamental assumptions? To what extent were they influenced by
the biases and fundamental assumptions of the time and place in which
they did their study? What generalizations and inferences can be arrived
at from these kinds of considerations of the evidence? What meaning
can be derived for the time and place from which the evidence comes,
for us here and now, for the future?

It is a joy to watch classes in which siudents are engaged in these
kinds of activities. (These classes may well show that one of the pur-
poses of studying history can be pure enjoyment.) Such classes, however,
are all too few. When they are found, it usually does not take much
investigation to discover that the students’ habits of demanding and
c-iticizing evidence, of making and challenging interpretations, of deriv-
g, agreeing, and disagreeing on meaning with regard to assertions of
their peers, their teacher, and the media, are traceable to the purposeful



E

Historical Study in a Changing Curriculum 11

and skillful instruction of a teacher, or of teachers, who brought them
to realize the importance of these activities.

That too few teachers of history exploit the subject as method does
not justify abolishing the subject any more than does the fact that too
few teachers teach the substance of history as continuity and change.
These conditions only requirc continued and intense efforts to improve
the teaching of history. Perhaps the newly intensified emphasis placed
on method by many of the current leaders and projects in the social
studies will have the desired effects.

A cry of the critics of school history today is for relevance. And
they seem to mean relevance to the present. A study of history would
show that this cry is not new. Only the name changes. Henry Johnson,
who devoted much study to the history of history teaching, said of the
idea a generation ago,

It was certainly an old idea in the fifth century B.C. when the Father
of History discovered it, and he simply took it for granted. It was still old
when Jacob Wimpheling wrote the first known textbook in history for
schools, and he simply took it for granted. In this book, published in
1505, every page is plainly inspired by the present in which Wimpheling
lived. . . . The idea began to be new when Christ'~. Weise discovered it
in 1676, became generally new in the eighteenth century, and since then
has always been as new as it was to the Committee on Social Studies in
1916 and still is to its youngest discoverer. . . .

How can any.idea so old be regarded as new? An explanation is not
far to seek. The conditions which educational reformers strive to meet
are actually new. There is always an old education to attack. There is
always a new education implying a break with the past, inviting us to be-
gin at the beginning as if nothing had ever been begun before, and leaving
an impression that any principle called into play by new conditions must
be as new as the conditions themselves. With here and there an unnoticeu
exception, the sccond generation of history teachers, and their critics and
advisers, thus forgot the first, the third generation forgot the second, and
the process of forgetting continued down to the present.!

The present is important; we live in it. And much of a sound social
studies program must be relevant to it. But whole curricula based on it
have never worked and will not work. The present is fleeting, and any
program based on it will also be fleeting. In fact any such program will
be out of date before it can be put into operation. The “new” social
studies promulgated by the critics of a decade ago are already under
attack by younger critics who seek curricula relevant to a new present.

At the Annual Meeting of the American Historical Association in
1966, one of the editors of this volume presented a paper entitled, “Can
History Mainiain its Place in the Curriculum?” His answer was that it
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could, but only if it was taught in such a way that it seemed significant
to society and students. The New York 1imes reported the remarks on
the obituary page.’* The speaker did not mean to be announcing the
death of history. A social studies program, to endure, must be relevant
to enduring values. In such a program there will be an important place
for history.

There are movements to de-emphasize history in the curriculum.
They are finding some success, and a relative de-emphasis on history
is necessary in order to make room for other social studies that are
needed by individuals and society. In part, however, the de-emphasis is
the fault of historians who have not come to a vigorous defense of their
subject, of teachers who have not developed skills in relating the present
to the past and both to the future, and new *“new curriculum” makers
who have fallen victim to a recurrence of presentism. But the values
of history will be maintained by some and will be rediscovered by others.
Enduring purposes that have been asserted for history cannot be
achieved without it. Jts fundamental subject matter of development is
necessary to sound social thought. Its method is necessary to sound
social action.

Reasons for New Interpretations

It has been twelve years since the publication of Interpreting and
Teaching American History, the Thirty-First Yearbook of the National
Council for the Social Studies. The fact that that volume was kept in
print for more than a decade may indicate that many readers found a
volume of 'nterpretations of American history to be useful. But the
Thirty-First Yearbook is out-of-date in several ways. It is in the nature
of historical interpretations that they require frequent revision. Historical
interpretations change in part because of the discovery of new evidence.
They change also becausc social development continues, bringing new
problems and shifts in the seeming relative importance of old ones.
Further, interpretations change because of changes in the fundamental
assumptions of historians and the society of which they are a part.

Social change in the United States was dramatic in the 1960’s as its
society was affected by a remarkable number of developments. These
included spectacular refinements in the technology of communication,
aimost incredible exploration of space, the Vietnam War, struggles of
minority groups against oppression and increasing recognition of them,
the women’s liberation movement, the population explosion, a continued
shift of population to the cities with an accompanying intensification of
urban problems, a startling growth of the drug problem, increasing fear
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of pollution of the environment, a dramatic increase in cnrollments at
institutions of higher learning, an increase in the relative numbers of the
young and the aged, the youth movement, tremendous advances in
knowledge of medicine and surgery accompanied by grcat increascs in
health costs, and continuing inflation along with high rates of unem-
ployment.

Amid the welter of successes and failures, many people saw more
decline than advance of the cause of humanity. As a consequence, many
assumptions that had been held almost without question were challenged.
Once ncarly sacred social, political, and economic institutions were
called into question.

Historians were not immune to these shifts in thought, On the con-
trary, they were often leaders in the movements. There had been
revisionist historians in earlier gencrations, but they did not create so
great a stir as those of the present gencration are creating. The study
and writing of history cannot remain unaffected by the course of events.
David Potter put the situation well in the Thirty-First Yearbook. Having
described the controversial nature of the literature on the background
of the Civil War and having emphasized the disagreement among his-
torians on “the interpretation of every link in the chain of sectional
clashes which preceded the final crisis,” he wrote,

The irony of this disagreement lies in the fact that it persists in the face
of vastly increased factual knowledge and constantly intensified scholarly
rescarch. The discrepancy, indeed, is great enough to make apparent a
reality about history which is scldom so self-evident as it is here: namely
that factual mastery of the data alone does not necessarily lead to agree-
ment upon broad questions of nistorical truth. It certainly narrows the
alternatives between which controversy continues to rage, and this nar-
rowing of alternatives is itself an important proof of objective progress.
But within the alternatives the determination of truth depends more per-
haps upon basic fundamental assumptions which are applied in inter-
preting the data, than upon the data themselves. Data, in this sense, are
but the raw materials for historical interpretations and not the determi-
nants of the interpretive process.!?

It often comes as a shock to beginning students of history and it too
often comes as a shock to history tcachers to discover the truth of
Potter’s statement. Yet, unless that truth is recognized, the study of
history is woefully incomplete and its teaching is likely to be rank
indoctrination. The essays in this volume should aid in this recognition.

It should be added that as one means of insuring that this volume
would be more than a revision of the Thirty-First Yearbook, the
editors turned to a completely different list of authors as contributors.
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Only one author contributed to both volumes, and his contributions are
on two fundamentally different topis. Only a very few of the historians
who were invited to contribute declined, and their refusals without
exception were regretfully made on the basis of previous scholarly com-
mitments. Those who accepted did so in spite of heavy commitments
and made their contribution without compensation.

Organization of the Volume

The editors hold to the value of a chronological organization as one
that lends itself to disclosing continuity and change and to showing that
people confront many problems at the same time. Accordingly, two-
thirds of the chapters in this book are arranged chronologically.

Recognition of the values of the order of development does not
preclude recognition of the tenor of the times in which history is written.
It seemed especially important to recognize pressing current problems
and developments in a volume written for teachers and designed to help
them keep their teaching up-to-date. So much more history had been
written since 1960 that the ecditors asked a distinguished American
historian to introduce this work with a chapter on the historiography
of the period. They also asked specialists in nine particular topics to
contribute chapters on those topics. Those chapters shouid help teachers
to learn about, to “brush up” on, to gain further leads to understanding
the background of matters of current importance to Americans growing
up in the 1970's.

The combining of topical and chronological chapters necessarily leads
to overlapping among the chapters. For example, while a separate chap-
ter is devoted to the history of women in American life, it is recognized
that women contributed to social development in all periods, they par-
ticipated in all cultural groups, they lived in cities, they thought and
wrote about matters of deep import, and they were involved in wars.
The editors hope that the unavoidable overlapping among chapters will
have value in reinforcement rather than bringing redundancy.

The editors and authors also faced the knotty problem of combining
interpretive and bibliographical material. The authors were asked to
employ both approaches but to emphasize interpretation and writings
published since 1961. The chapters vary in relative emphasis on bibliog-
raphy and interpretation, but both approaches are used in all of them.
Many of the references will not be readily available to most teachers,
but to give interpretation without evidence would violate principles of
scholarship by which both writers and teachers of history should be
bound. Moreover the fact that a book may not be readily available does
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not mean that a teacher will not profit from knowing that the book
exists. Indeed, many of the citations shouid aid teachers in building both
institutional and personal libraries.

Purpose of the Volume

The purpose of this book is to make available as authoritative and
up-to-date an account of the state of scholarship in American history
as the editors and authors were able to present in a volume of reasonable
size. This volume was not commissioned as a work on pedagogy. Hence,
it does not treat the great changes in the teaching of history that took
place in the last decade.

New textbooks and courses of study, and revisions of earlier ones,
called into question perspectives of the past that had seemed settled.
They gave much more attention to the contributions and abuses of
minority groups. A flood of teaching materials in media other than
print came into use. Materials and methods previously considered to be
in the domain of other social sciences were employed increasingly in the
teaching of history. Coverage of the subject through narrative yielded
more and more to emphasis on the development of concepts and of skills
of inquiry. These changes were hastened by a host of curriculum projects
financed in large part by the Federal Government and carried out by
consortia of institutions of higher education and schools. Thus, the
knowledge and experience of scholars in the social sciences and pedagogy
were combined with those of school personnel. The results of many of
the projects were on the commercial market in 1972,

Although this book does not deal with the pedagogy of history,
readers will see that many of the concerns that affected curriculum
makers were shared by professional historians. Thus, this volume reflects
new perspectives of past developments and new emphases on minority
groups, on conceptual approaches, and on use of the methods of the
social sciences. Because the labors of most historians along these lines
are of recent origin, it should not be surprising if their results scem
less certain and less satisfying than those of the traditional historians
once seemed. Curriculum making and scholarship are different enter-
prises, yet in matters of knowledge and understanding of a subiject it is
difficult for sound curricula to be very far ahead of sound scholarship.
Teachers and other curriculum makers who seek to create new, challeng-
ing, and useful school programs should find assistance from the new
scholarship reflected in this book. And they will want to follow further
developments in that scholarship.
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The Reinterpretation of American History and Culture is not expected
to serve as a textbook for the instruction of students in the schools.
Rather, it is designed as a resource for teachers and students of American
history as they struggle with the task of making every person his own
historian.
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WHY," asked Sydney E. Ahlstrom, a historian of American reli-
gion, “did the fair weather, the complacency, moral composure, national
self-confidence, and optimism of the fiftics, of the Eisenhower years and
even of Kennedy's early New Frontier days become so quickly clouded?
... Why . . . have so many long-term processes dropped their bomb
load on the sixties?” In seeking an explanation, Ahlstrom concludes,
“we touch upon an edge of the mysterium tremendum.!

The historiography of the 1960's reflected some of this awesome
crisis but not the full intensity of it. There was, of course, anxiety and
despair among historians as there was among everyone else. Historians,
however, had the benefit of the long view, which is to say that from the
beginnings of American history there had always been anxiety and
despair. So the mood of the 1960’s represented an extension and in-
tensification of what had been previously. Did intellectuals who were not
historians have more fun with the sense of doom that haunted the
i960's?

The historian’s long view, too, ameliorated his sense of crisis. In the
decade of the 1960’s, poverty, racism, and various urban problems were
inescapable for the historian as they were for everyone else. While
radical historians focused their researches on these and related problems
looking toward social change, it was at least possible for conservatives
in the historical guild to conclude that the republic, in the past, had
survived with these ills and the mere highlighting of them in the 1960's
did not mean that radical change was csseatial to the survival of the
nation. What had existed for so long could conceivably go on forever.”

17
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Nevertheless, the most sensitive historiographic barometer—reported
in the American Historical Review as well as in the Wall Street Journal
—was the group of historians clustered under the vague rubric, New
Left.* To anyone who had lived through the Old Left of the 1930’s and
was familiar with the New History earlier in the twentieth century—the
writings of Frederick Jackson Turner, Charles A. Beard, James Harvey
Robinson, Carl L. Becker, Arthur Meier Schlesinger, and Vernon L.
Parrington—the New Left was not very new. In his introduction to an
uneven collection of historical essays that could pass as a sort of
Swnma of New Left historiography, the editor of the collection, Barton
J. Bernstein, acknowledges an indebtedness to the New History. Bern-
stein quotes Turner saying in 1910 that “a comprehension of the United
States today, an understanding of the rise and progress of the forces
which have made it what it is, demands that we should rework our
history from the new points of view afforded by the present.” Bernstein
then quotes Arthur Meier Schlesinger who said about the same thing
in 1923 and gives less attention than he should to what Beard was
trying to do when he published An Economic Interpretation of the
Constitution in 1913. Vernon L. Parrington’s Main Currents in American
Thought {1927-30) and Charles and Mary Beard’s The Rise of Ameri-
can Civilization (1927) mark for Bernstein “the triumph of the pro-
gressive synthesis. In broad outlines, it viewed much of American history
as a struggle between the privileged and the less privileged: sometimes,
as in the lingering influence of Turner, between sections; at other times,
as in the works of Beard, Schlesinger and Becker, between class or
economic interests.” This history, according to Bernstein, “was marked
by emphasis upon upheaval and ‘revolutions,” upon conflicts between
rival ideologies.”* .

The New Left borrowed another leaf from the book of ths New
History: the latter’s conception of history’s role in pointing the way
toward social reform, which was an aspect of the allied themes of
relevarce and presentism. Many of the issues of presentism and rele-
vance in today’s historiography were present in Schlesinger’s New View-
points in American History. On the other hand, Turner and Beard wrote
very little about blacks and ethnics—indeed, a case for racism could be
made against them. Relevancy, it would seem, is a sometimes thing.5

An additional element of continuity between the New History and the
New Left is the tendency of both to confuse Marxism, the economic
interpretation of history, and economic determinism. Beard was an
economic determinist to the extent that Marx never was, and Beard
also gave less scope to the force of ideas in history than Marx did.
Beard, if he knew and understood Marxist dialectic and the meaning
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of Marxist historical materialism, was unimpressed by them. Historical
materialism, not economic determinism, is central to Marxism. Parring-
ton, too, was no Marxist insofar as his Main Currents in American
Thought postulated a closer relationship between ideas and economic
forces than did Marx. There were in the era of the New History tracts
on American history written from the Marxist viewpoint—mindful that
it is hard to establish with any degree of definity what precisely is the
Marxist viewpoint—by Algie M. Simons, who had been a student of
Frederick Jackson Turner, and by Herman Schluter.® Between 1917 and
1919, there appeared A. W. Calhoun, 4-Social History of the American
Family, vaguely Marxian in orientation and wrongheaded in its assump-
tion of a direct relationship between family structure and stages of
capitalist development.?

During the depression decade of the 1930’s, Beard and Parrington
were very popular among left-thinking historians. Again the category
is difficult to define, even as there was continued confusion among the
latter between Marxism and mere recognition of the significance of
economic forces. Around 1935, there was an effort by the Stalinist Com-
munists in America to sway historiography by bending it to the purposes
of their slogan that Communism was twentieth-century Americanism—
devised after the Party adopted the united front tactic. This envisioned a
proletarian view of American history designed to rescue the American
heritage from “bourgeois” historians, the word “elitist” being not yet
popular. Yet, despite all the talk and ideological ferment caused by the
impact of Marxism upon young historians of the 1930’s, there was no
significant Marxist historiography.

What we today call the “Old Left” produced only two professional
historians: Herbert Aptheker and Philip S. Foner. Their doctoral dis-
sertations, Aptheker’s American Negro Slave Revolts (1943) and Foner’s
Business and Slavery (1941), were not Marxist tracts. Foner was more
of a Beardian than a Marxist, and Aptheker, busily counting slave
“revolts,” tended to confuse “revolt” and minor incident, but without
ideological overtones. W.E.B. Du Bois’ Black Reconstruction appeared
in 1935, but its central theme reached back to earlier work by the author
around 1900. Where to place this volume in the Marxist spectrum is
difficult to say.

Falling more clearly within the Marxist-Stalinist orbit was James S.
Allen’s tract on the Reconstruction era which was far inferior to Du
Bois’ work. Science and Society, which began publication in 1936 and
continues to publish, provided an outlet for Marxist historiography.
There was, too, the abortive Marxist Quarterly which represented, in its
brief career, a dissident Marxist viewpoint. It contained one notable
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article by Louis M. Hacker, “American Revolution: Economic Aspects,”
which is still worth reading.®

The New Left is heir to the confusions of the Old. There is no little
disagreement as to what Marxism is and where Marxism parted company
with mere reformism. The Marxism or Marxiodism of Eugene Genovese
is different from that of Staughton Lynd, and they had differences with
historians of the Old Left, Philip Foner and Herbert Aptheker.? Is Lynd
a Marxist when he writes: “I believe Marxism is correct in its under-
standing of where humanity has been and is going. Think of it as a
backdrop to the stage on which historical protagonists play their self-
determined parts. It is nonctheless an essential clement in the drama.”?
Convinced Communists would want a doctrine more stringent than this
blend of “soft” Marxism and existentialism. Moreover, Lynd has a habit
of talking ideology one way and writing history another. His historical
writing is geared more to Beard than to Marx. Lynd, one feels, would
have a rather short life span in the Marxist paradises of Brezhnev and
Mao.

Lynd, however, is a man secking direction and asking that history
provide it, which, of course, asks too much. The past, he asserts, is to be
ransacked “not for its own sake, but as a source of alternative models
of what the future might become.” Similarly, Arnold Waskow at the
meeting of the American Historical Association in December 1969
demanded that politics and scholarship be brought together and that
historians “rebuild themselves; to reconnect body and mind, morals and
information; to do that precisely in resistance to a dehumanizing social
system.” Thus, Waskow concluded, ‘“‘the urge is no mere idiosyncratic
hang-up: it is the most political of events, and the radical historians,
like other newly radical intellectuals, are questioning the whole bureau-
cratic-‘rational’ assumption of the split in roles between citizen and
scholar.”!! Most of Waskow's hearers did not agree with his point of
view and some, recalling the 1930's, had a sensc of déja vu.

Still, the New Left, interacting with the events of the decade, provided
direction for hisiorical rescarch. Black history was a key area as were
the slave system, slavery, abolitionism and abolitionists who were New
Left herocs, foreign policy and expansion, labor history, protest groups
like the Populists, the IWW and non-elitist, including inarticulate groups
in the American population. Yet, even as all historians who addressed
themsclves to these themes were not of the New Left, not all New Left
historians were agreed as to how these themes should be handled.
Staughton Lynd, for example, disagreed with Jessc Lemisch over the
possibility and practicability of writing the history of the inarticulate.1?
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Despite the interest in radical historiography, the radicals hardly
dominated American historiography. Most historians are not radicals
and this is a reflection of a certain amount of conservatism that has
always characterized American historians and, more importantly, the
profession’s indifference to ideology and theory in history generally.
There is ample indication that the “consensus” school of historical writ-
ing which attracted so much attention in the fiftics was not cclipsed
during the sixties."®

Despite concern with the issues of reievance and reform, the New
Left fziled to establish a historical background for a major Amcrican
tradition of poftical dissent. This failure is a reflection of the ielationship
between ideology and politics in America which is not a problem of the
New Left alone. Late in 1950, Samuel Eliot Morison, in his presidential
address to the American Historical Association, spoke of history written
in the Jefferson-Jackson-Franklin Delano Roosevelt tradition and the
need to formulate an opposing Federalist-Whig-Republican tradition in
American historiography. “We nced,” he said, “a United States history
written from a sanely conservative point of view. . . .”!

Morison’s hepe went unfulfilled. One 1cason was Louis Hartz’s argu-
ment in 1955 that owing to the absence of a feudal pattern in the
United States, it was questionable whether there were separate liberal
and conscrvative traditions. It was all liberalism, Hartz concluded, more
or less. Or it was all non-ideological pragmatism, as Danici Doorstin had
claimed in 1953. When Clinton Rossiter tried to put together a con-
servative synthesis in {955, it went nowhere.?

Morcover, it is questionable whether there was, as Morison said, a
liberal synthesis in American historiography except for Arthur Schle-
singer, Jr.’s enormously popular Age of Jackson and its rather simplistic
final chapter which presents American history in terms of capitalism
being rescued from its worst tendencies by liberal leaders like Jackson
and Franklin Roosevelt. No historian followed through in terms of this
perspective. On the other hand, there were many Jjacksonian scholars,
none with ihe audience that Schlesinger reached, however, who faulted
Schlesinger’s scholarship and his conclusions.

As for the fate of liberalism as an ideology in the 1960’s, Schiesinger
is himself an indicator. He began the decade in the service of President
John F. Kennedy and Schlesinger's Politics of Hope, which was pub-
lished in 1962, was strong in the liberal faith. His 1969 volume, The
Crisis of Confidence: ldeas, Power and Violence in America, manifested
less faith in liberal solutions.!®

There were other efforts, apart from politics, in terms of which at-
tempts were made to forge a core historical tradition. Carl Bridenbaugh,
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in his presidential address to the American Historical Association in
December 1962, spoke of a synthesis separate from the liberal-conserva-
tive dichotomy which, in the 1950’s, as John Higham said, seemed to be
less of a dichotormiy than a consensus. Ignoring politics, Bridenbaugh
pointed to the loss of a “shared culture.” This was caused in part by
the fact that “many of the younger practitioners of our craft, and those
who are still apprentices, are products of lower middle-class or foreign
origins, and their emotions not infrequently get in the way of historical
reconstruction.” Origins such as these, according to Bridenbaugh, in-
fluenced the capacity of historians_*“to recapture enough of a sense of
the past to enable them to feel and understand it and to convey to their
readers what the past was cven remotely like.”

Bridenbaugh’s address was entitled, meaningfully, “The Great Muta-
tion,” and it raised eyebrows and hackles ameng his fellow professionals.
Bridenbaugh was reflecting a style in terms of which the historical pro-
fession had long operated; in which he matured as a scholar; and which
was waning in the 1960’s. That is, there were significant overtones of
WASPishness in the profession which did not really fade until after
World War 11 and about which not much has been said. Moreover,
Bridenbaugh’s idea of the relationship between the historian’s origins
and the capacity to feel history, while labelled reactionary and moss-
backed when it was advanced, takes on a diffcrent coloration in the
light of wiiat was said at the end of the decade concerning the relation-
ship between being black and the teaching of black history. Briden-
baugh’s stress upon history as identity—and it was a relatively restrained
emphasis compared to what was said later in the decade on this theme—
was simply a bad idea that was ahead of its time.

In addition, Bridenbaugh did not want the scamlessness of the
American past cut into by considerations of relevance and social science
analysis especially “that Bitch-goddess, QUANTIFICATION.”!? Since the
historiography of the 1960’s went in the very directions that Briden-
baugh opposed, he must have been increasingly unhappy as the decade
progressed. However, Bridenbaugh did produce in the decade Mitre and
Sceptre'® and Vexed and Troubled Englishmen,** two good books which
reflected his conception of the grass-roots history of the English-speak-
ing peoples.

It is ironic that at the end of the decade of the 1960’s Oscar Handlin
in his article “History: A Discipline in Crisis?”” adopted a position very
similar to aspects of Bridenbaugh’s argument at the beginning of the
sixties. Handlin, whose background included elements of urbanism and
foreignism to which Bridenbaugh objected, complained about the inroads
of quantification and relevance even as he lamented the absence of a
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community of scholars in a profission grown outsize. There are some
remarkable similarities of viewpoint despite the diverse backgrounds of
the two historians.*

Along with the historians of the New Left, Bridenbaugh and Handlin,
in their individual ways, were seeking unity and synthesis in the pro-
fession and data of history. So were many other historians during the
sixties since an instinct for synthesis seems to be implicit in historical
writing. The two previous decades, the 1940's and 1950’s, witnessed an
assault upon the so-called Progressive synthesis of Turner, Parrington
and Beard, the beginnings of which went back to even before the
1940's. During the 1960’s, areas of explanation narrowed still further.
In the field of Puritan studies, for example, there was a significant attack
upon the work of Perry Miller as too “monolithic” and as failing to take
into account the “pluralistic” character of Puritan culture !

Instead of synthesis, there was what Professor Rotenstreich has de-
scribed as ‘‘a multiplicity of particular contents as partial and piecemcal
as the particular portion of time to which particular men direct them-
selves.”™* Synthesis was hard to come by, not alone in the realms of grand
theory and covering law but even if sights were lowered to the hazy
and indefinitc middle level of generalization. A historian of American
science complained of the “aggressively athcoretical tradition™ in this
field leading to “'a bland and unquestioning eclecticism. . . ."*? Professor
Harold D. Woodman called for direction and synthesis in American
agricultural history, a tentative synthesis even, between grand theory and
minute detail. But there was none, Woodman complained. Instead, there
were only insights: a rivalry of insights that stood each other off without
explaining social change. The latter was an unsighted goal .24

The theme of the historian’s relationship to public policy provided a
focus for attempts at historical synthesis.*> John F. Fairbank, in his
presidential address before the American Historical Association, drew
upon the ancient and dubious theme of historical didacticism——the so-
called lessons of history. Fairbank admitted that this idea had been
frequently voiced in presidential addresses before the American His-
torical Association since 1885. He nevertheless proposed “a Sinified
updating of the familiar theme of history for use, history the handmaiden

of statesmanship. . . . I would not deny its applicability here. . . .”
Our inadvertent war in Vietnam . . . [is] an object lesson in historical
nonthinking. . . . Suppose that our leaders in the Congress and the ex-

ecutive branch had all been aware that North Vietnam is a country older
than France with a thousand-year history of southward expansion and
militant independence maintained by using guerrilla warfare to expel in-
vaders from China, for example, threc times in the thirteenth century,
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again in the fifteenth century, and again in the late eighteenth century, to
say nothing of the French in the 1950's. With this perspective, would we
have sent our troops into Vietnam so casually in 1965?26

Fairbank expected “no” as an answer to his rhetorical question.
Hannah Arendt, instead, replied, in effect, “yes.” The Pentagon Papers
and other sources, she said, reveal that the history of Southeast Asia
was known to the policymakers who, having elected for war, pursued a
policy of deliberate defactualization in order to reach a predetermined
conclusion.®”

Further on the subject of the relationship between policy and history,
Professor Louis Morton did not deny the value of the historian’s training
in the shaping of decision and policy but assigned limits to its utility.
History is not predictive; it has a limited capacity for generalization
and is not repetitive: there are “wrong” as well as “right” lessons that
the past can teach us. Writes Morton:

Whether the historian, qua historian, should play a direct role in the
formulation of policy is another matter. By instinct and training, the his-
torian avoids the present. . . . It is in dealing with the contemporary world
that he is most vulnerable professionally, since it is in precisely this area
that the qualities for which he is most valued and from which he draws
his strength—perspective, objectivity, accuracy, and completeness—are
least evident.28

Richard C. Wade has suggested that understanding the urban crisis of
of the 1960’s required “the patient reconstruction of our entice urban
past,” even as he warned against “panic history.”*® Robert H. Bremner
pointed out that the historical background of the social welfare problem
had only limited policy-making utility. “My own feeling,” wrote
Bremner, “is that what the historian can offer those who contend with
current social issues is not historical precedents or information about
right or wrong turns in the road map to the present—not knowledge, -
not solutions—but method, openness, and sensitivity.”3?

The impact of the social sciences upon American historiography, a
major development of the 1960’s, brought the historian closer to matters
of public policy because of the interrelationship between the so-called
policy sciences and the social sciences. This was particularly true of the
historian’s study of voting behavior, economic growth, and the socio-
psychological elements of status and motivation, with the social science
concepts serving to lock the past into the present.

Among the social science oriented historians, there were quantifiers
and non-quantifiers. The lacter had their day during the 1950’s and on
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into the following decade with the application of such concepts as
career line, intergroup conflict, status anxiety, reference group, class,
mobility, social structure, leadership, power, public opinion, image, type,
roie, conscious and subconscious motivation, microanalysis—and many
others, depending upon how onc wanted to define concept and, par-
ticularly, social science concept as distinguished—if there is a distinc-
tion—from the historian's traditional process of conceptualization.?!

Non-quantitative social science concepts served as a framework for
historical generalization and synthesis. Richard Hofstadter’s The Age of
Reform, for example, made the concept of status anxiety a central theme.
There were other volumes and articles written along similar lines. Yet,
however popular and convincing certain of these volumes were, especially
Hofstadter's The Age of Reform, critical reviews as distinct from
appreciative blurbs steadily eroded the utility of the concept as covering
explanation.?* The closer the scholarly examination, the less the concept
explained.?”

One reason fo: the inexactitude of non-quantitative social science
concepts as cover.ig explanations centers in the problem of defining
group structural outlines and relating group structure to behavior.?
There was need for greater exactitude in establishing group definition.
Toward the middle of the 1960’s, quantitative social science concepts
seemed to offer this possibility. Quantification involved the isolation of
variables pertaining to group definition that were capable of bcing
measured statistically. These variables lent themselves to tabulation,
machine processing, and evaluation in terms of rather complex statistical
procedures which the traditionally-trained historian had difficulty in
mastering. The technique offered at least the possibility of concepts
being more rigidly defined than were non-quantitative concepts, and
capable of statistical illustration in terms other than impressionistic
data.

Again, there was talk of a “new” history, this time centered in quan-
tifiable data and quantitative techniques: “new” political history; “new”
economic history; and “new” social history. The focus—but not the
exclusive focus—was upon group behavior with the group outline
defined by the kind of variables that could be quantified or that lent
themselves to statistical expression.*® However, not all group behavior
could be expressed statistically.?® It is impossible, for example, to quantify
so significant a variable as motivation. That motivation cannot be quanti-
fied, comments Professor Woodman, does not mean that it should be
committed to a secondary role in accounting for economic growth.
Similarly, Professor Allan Bogue suggests that the emphasis of behavioral
historians upon ethno-cultural factors might reflect tke visibility of these
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variables, that they are capable of being measured, rather than their
true significance in influencing voting patterns.37

There was a considerable range of opinion within the historical pro-
fession concerning cliometrics, the name by which quantitative techniques
applied to history came to be known. The traditionally-trained historian
tended to find quantitative studies microcosmic and limited in scope;
tedious to execute and difficult to read. Less and less of the past
scemed to be explained by more and more effort, and the historian’s
fascination with technique and computer hardware had the potential of
outstripping love for history. Certain historical themes considered
important by the cliometricians were seen as less significant by tradi-
tionally-trained historians to whom history conceived as *“‘problem” was
less intriguing. Even after prodigious efforts, the results of small-scale
inquiry were not always conclusive insofar as there was frequently some
variable, either overlooked or incapable of quantification, that put the
whole inquiry in doubt.3®

On the other hand, there were historians who expected a great deal
of cliometrics, perhaps more than it was capable of yielding. Lee Benson,
for example, expressed the belief that quantification had the potential of
making history the kind of science that Henry Buckle envisioned in
18573 Robert F. Berkhofer’s book entitled A Behavioral Approach to
Historical Analysis*® and an article by Mario S. De Pillis*! were stronger
in developing the theory of the relationship between history and
behavioralism than in its actual practice and application. Perhaps clio-
metrics can be most sensibly evaluated as one of many techniques and
methods available to the historian, to be used where relevant and without
reference to the extravagant hopes for the method held out by some
historians and the equally extravagant dislikes expressed by others.

The social science approach, quantitative and non-quantitative, as it
developed in the 1960’s, was essentially value neutral. These techniques
could have been used by the historians of the New Left, without
ideological sacrifice, but were not used by them to any great extent.
Why, it is difficult to say. Their suspicions of the technique could
conceivably have been aroused by Professor Samuel P. Hays, a leading
quantifier, who spoke of the need for social history to develop categories
of structure and change as its proper mode of organization; of the
dangers of social history being influenced by forces of relevance in
American society; of social history absorbing a problem-policy approach
and, therefore, a bias. Hays would put aside the reformist orientation of
social history—a heritage from the New History which included the use
of social science as a tool of social change. Hays warned, for example,
the historian against being captured by ideology and urged that the
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black problem be approached not as a moral issue but as an aspect of the
concept of social mobility.*?

Nor could the New Left, in the light of its commitment, be expected
to embrace Professor David Donald’s de-emphasis of moral judgments
and moral issues in dealing with the issues of Reconstruction, and
Donald’s assertion that the process whereby Congress passed the Recon-~
struction Act of 1867 “can best be described in quasimechanical terms
as an equilibrium achieved by a resolution of quantitatively measurable
forces.”** Donald’s detachment, geared to his method, led to an alto-
gether different historiographic orientation than the late Robert Staro-
bin’s insistence upon ‘“the centrality of the Negro, the South and of
racism to American development. . . .4

The social science approach to history represented an effort to get at
basic units of analysis; to uncover the *“grass roots” of history. The
search for “grass roots” did not begin with the decade of the sixties,
Professor Bridenbaugh was interested in the grass roots of the English
people in America; Professor Hays believed that in compiling voting
statistics and studying voting behavior he was getting at grass roots.
Black history and the history of white ethnic groups were also supposed
to reveal grass roots. So, too, was the emphasis in the 1960’s upon
“organizational” history; the history of organizations and administrative
systems by means of which the historians hoped to approach closer to
people and their behavior than would have been the case in conventional
historiography's concern with the traditional categories of political, social
and economic history.*

This was part of the search for smaller and, presumably, more viable
units of analysis; of the trend from macro-units to micro-units dictated
by the assurmption that the latter were less complex than the former—
an assumption which the late David Potter, for one, questioned. Accord-
ing to Potter, “a microcosm is just as cosmic as a macrocosm. Moreover,
relationships between the factors in a microcosm are just as subtle and
the generalizations involved in stating these relationships are just as
broad as the generalizations concerning the relation between factors in
a situation of larger scale.”4?

Potter’s reservations did not inhibit the microanalytic trend. This is
manifest in the shift in emphasis by some historians from group and
class with their numerous variables to the microunit of family. The
family, long neglected by historians as an area for research,*® began to
receive attention in the 1960’s because there was interest in it for itself
and partly because, as John Demos noted, “as the smallest and most
intimate of all social environments” it offered the hope of providing
insight into behavior in politics, society and economics. In mid-decade,
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three very capable young historians, Demos, Philip Greven, Jr., and
Kenneth Lockridge, enhanced our knowledge of the colonial family. Also,
since their research techniques are demographically oriented, they have
increased understanding of social structure and social process in colonial
America. "

Yet, the family microunit as a determinant of behavior has limita-
tions, with Professor Demos saying that what has been done in the area
of family research “has not been enough to stake out a definite area of
study, with its own boundaries, internal structure, and guiding themes
and questions. There is as yet no sense of the major outlines of the
story and little agreement even about research procedures, source ma-
terials, and terminology.”* Beyond the colonial period, family history
and the use of family as a determinant of behavior is even more of a
wilderness for the investigator.

“In the face of so many uncertainties” in family history, continues
Professor Demos, “one response, more instinctive than reasoned, has
been to descend to the level of local, almost personal history.” This in-
volves reductionism beyond the family to the individual and his im-
mediate environment. During the decade of the sixties there was much
interest in psychohistory. In 1965 Erik Erikson and Robert Jay Lifton
along with Kenneth Keniston, Bruce Mazlish and Philip Rieff formed
the Group for the Study of Psychohistorical Process sponsored by the
American Academy of Arts and Sciences. Of the founders Erik Erikson
loomed particularly large. There was no one of equal prominence among
those who applied psychoanalytical methods to the study of American
history, although the names of William B. Willcox, who wrote a biography
of Sir Henry Clinton, and David Donald, biographer of Charles Sumner,
come readily to mind.?!

Yet, the analysis of the individual in history, the analysis of his
motivation, conscious and subconscious—despite some good theory on
the subject by Robert Jay Lifton among others—has its own inherent
limitations.*® Far more frequently than not, the historian has an inade-
quate grasp of personality, especially the role played by early childhood
experience. Despite parallels, some of them valid, between biographical
and psychoanalytical methods, a major and probably insurmountable
difficulty is the absence of personal data available to the historical
biographer. No amount of theory, regardless of how original, can tran-
scend the lack of hard data about individual development.

The limitations of analytical hisiory have bred a certain amount of
despair among professional historians about their ability to describe what
happened in the past. Such despair is not new and not unique to the
decade of the sixties. Historians have long pondered whether they are
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dealing with the absolute and inherent meaning of events or whether, on
the other hand, knowledge of them is considered by the “ever-changing
frames of reference” of the historian observer.’® Martin Duberman, for
one, was pessimistic concerning the possibility of ascertaining his own
motives in writing history and of the motives of those who were par-
ticipants in the historical process. Early in 1969, Duberman doubted the
wisdom of his having selected history as a profession.*

Such a feeling of doubt was suggestive of that of Henry Adams who
said, after he had completed his great History of the United States during
the Jefferson and Madison Administrations, that it was pointless to have
written it.’ Adams gave up traditional history and, instead, embarked
upon the marvelous head trip into the Middle Ages, Mont St. Michel
and Chartres, followed by a venture still further divorced from reality,
the application of the second law of thermodynamics to history. This,
from the historian’s point of view, was all wrong but it expressed a mood
in terms of which an unfathomable universe was confronted.

In the decade of the 1960’s, a period cf Coming Apart-as one cul-
tural historian described it,® the Adamsian mood was still with us.
Which is to say that history and the universe continued to be unfathom-
able. Yet, with all of the crises of the decade, amplified by the historian’s
fear that technology would destroy us and that his work would
not live on in the psychic experience of mankind, there were fewer
signs of crisis mentality among historians than were apparent in other
fields of literary-cultural endeavor. The average historian went about
his main business—dredging up the data of the past—relatively un-
affected by ideology. As the decade progressed, my impression is that
fewer historians contributed to the theoretical publication History and
Theory which seemed to be more and more taken over by the philo-
sophical guild. The Journal of Interdisciplinary History began publica-
tion with the Autumn 1970 issue.

One response to the challenge of an unpredictable universe in which
the distinction between chaos and order is subjective, in which meaning
in life and history is dubious, in which the modern situation is one of
non-relation and disrelation, is revival of interest in narrative history,
that oldest form of history writing that approximates to storytelling. The
English scholar G. R. Elton justified narrative history because, as he
said, there is something unnatural about the process of historical
analysis which involves taking history apart and putting it together again
in a different way from the manner in which it actually happened.

Thus far, the philosophers of history have manifested greater interest
in the possibilities of narrative history than has the historical guild,
reflecting the traditional dichotomy between the philosophy of history
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and the writing of history.?” However, there was this significant develop-
ment. In 1971, the final volumes of Allan Nevins’ monumental narrative
history, Ordeal of the Union, appeared. The first of the eight big vol-
umes, embracing the history of the United States from the Compromise
of 1850 to the end of the American Civil War, were published in 1947,
and the twenty-four year publication history of the series represents
both a remarkable personal achievement and an accomplishment in the
writing of narrative history that is not likely to be duplicated soon.

Narrative history offers the historian proper ground upon which to
stand because of its emphasis upon the unique. In addition, it enables
the historian to employ multiple approaches to the data of the past, as
varied as the past itself, so that he is not committed to a particular
approach. In Nevins’ work, for example, there were large blocs of
analysis within an overall narrative framework. The medium, however,
is not easy to handle and Nevins’ ability to manage a large-size historical
canvas is difficult to match or surpass. Despite Nevins’ achievement, the
multi-volume narrative history was not a popular form of historical
expression in the 1960’s.

Nor do certain non-traditional techniques, like the uses of counter-
factual data and events, seem to hold out much promise in terms of their
integration into the methodology of historiography.®® Even less can be
expected from the suggestion at the 1971 meeting of the American His-
torical Association that drugs should be taken by “responsible and
tough-minded scholars” to enhance the historian’s understanding of, say,
President James K. Polk."

Most historians and most teachers of history, especially toward the end
of the decade, were concerned with declining enrollments in history
courses both in the high schools and colleges. The full significance of
these figures——whether the decline was relative or absolute, temporary or
long-term—cannot be determined. At the 1971 meeting of the American
Historical Association, jobs, and not the doings of the radical caucus,
were the primary concern.®

There was a growing feeling among history teachers that history’s
place in the curriculum must be justified in terms of meaning, purpose,
and utility, especially in comparison with the social sciences with which
it was competing for enrollments. On both the high school and college
levels attempts were made to make history courses more attractive.
Many of the new course designs stressed relevance, the idea of a
usable American past, and the use of social science concepts as a basis
for the organization of historical data.*’ There was also stress upon
brevity and simplicity of presentation because an increasing number of
high school and college students experienced reading and comprehension
difficulties.
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As the decade concluded, historians, history teachers, and the pab-
lishers of teaching materials all felt that history had a message for the
in-school generation, but no one was certain as to what this message
was or how it was to be conveyed.
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Native Americans
and United States History

Robert F. Berkhofer, Jr.

Indian Complaints Against Standard American History

TO Native Americans and their spokesmen today, whites first stole their
lands and later robbed them of their history. They charge that textbooks
and classroom materials on general American history rarely mention
Indians, and if they do it is frequently in a derogatory fashion. In line
with long dominant American assumptions, writers and teachers pre-
sume that those few Indians who did not die in war or of disease became
assimilated to white views and ways and therefore disappeared into
white society. Since United States history is taught in terms of how we
got to be what we are, this assumption of disappearance either through
extinction or assimilation permits the neglect of Indian influences carlier
in American history. Centuries of white-Indian relations, so much the
concern of earlier Americans, receive brief if any mention, although
European and American diplomacy, land policy, and western expansion
during nearly three hundred years were predicated upon the presence
and continued resistance of the many Indian tribes. Even if books and
courses dealt with Indians earlier, their existence is denied in the present
century. Perhaps for those white children near reservations they are
treated as indigents upon the welfare rolls or in jail for drunkenness,
but in general Indians are not even granted the status of a problem
in the pages of most texts dealing with contemporary trends.}
According to Indian leaders and scholars, when Indians are not
omitted from the story of the American past, they are deprecated or
defamed. From the beginning of European contact to the present, Native
Americans are usually presented as inferior in some way to the whites,
whether in customs, technology, or government. Sometimes the authors
bluntly state Indians are degraded, idle, warlike, and simple; other times
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the writers use words to imply the same moral judgements without saying
so explicitly. Indians are *nomadic,” while whites “travel.”” When
Indians slew whites a “massacre” resulted, but whites only “fought” or
“battled” Indians. Indians are pictured as hunting and gathering peoples;
whites farmed. Indian agricultural practices, except for Squanto’s aid to
the Pilgrims, are neither described nor considered important, although
white pioneer life is lovingly detailed. At the same time as these good
pioneers are shown protecting their homes and loved ones from the
savage ‘“menace” or “peril,” authors rarely point out how red men
fought for their lives and lands against greedy, genocidal whites. When
texts and teachers concentrate on Indians, they more frequently portray
their faults than their virtues, and even the latter are treated as inferior
to those of white civilization. All in all, red scholars assert, Indian life
is depreciated by word and assumption in favor of white ways and views
of the past and the present.?

So pernicious are these assumptions behind Indian-white relations,
that they long held the field as the chief interpretation of American
history. Frederick Jackson Turner combined long-standing American
myths into an interpretation of the United States’ past which accounted
for both white American character and American history in terms of a
westward-moving frontier. In his view, Indians like mountains, rivers,
deserts, and wild animals posed obstacles for the freedom-loving white
farmers. In short, Turner pictured the progress of Anglo-American
agriculture as the manifest destiny of the United States, and the Indian
gave ground inevitably and deservedly to a superior people and culture.
Although historians today seriously question Turner’s whole interpreta-
tion, it still reigns supreme 2s a synthesis in many texts and classrooms,
and, more significantly, its assumptions continue to inform the basic
outlook on the subject. If white technology is portrayed as more effi-
cient than Indian ways, if white governments are described as more com-
plex than Indian ones, if white cultures are pictured as more sophisticated
than red ones, then the teacher and the textbook lead the student to
think in terms of better and worse, of civilization and savagery, in the
same way basically as Turner's American history portrayed the past.
No wonder white and many red children alike believe white society
deserved to triumph over “primitive” people here and abroad.?

As Indian leaders and their friends are fond of pointing out, even
when Indian life and ways are included in class and text, elements of
the various cultures are ripped out of the context of a whole culture. To
represent all Indian societies as hunting and gathering is to falsify the
place of agriculture in almost all the societies. Even for most peoples who



E

Native Americans and United States History 39

hunted and fished, agriculture was important to subsistence and economy.
Perhaps the most blatant disregard for context occurs in the description
of red military activitics. Seldom are warriors’ lives presented in the
total context of male role, of religious beliefs, of the political system, or
of the cultural values of a particular Indian people. Peaceful Indian
tribes and what role militarism played in the other societies are passed
over in favor of a generalized, out-of-context description for all Indians
according to the old stereotype. Moreover, the economic and military
aspects of Indian life are featured to the disregard of the many religious,
musical, political, and other phases of Indian cultures. Perhaps the omis-
sion is deliberate, for in these realms of culture a decision as to what is
sophisticated or primitive is far morz diffic.. than in technology or war-
fare. In brief, the multiplicity of Native American societies and the variety
of aboriginal cultures are homogenized into a stereotypical “Indian”:
warlike, crude of technology, and devoid of thought and aesthetics.*

Lastly, the stereotype makes the Indian as unbending in the face of
time as he is popularly supposed to be under torture. Indian societies
and cultures are understood only as they once were. Subsequent changes
from pre-white contact days are not attributed to dynamic, innovative
Indian leadership and adaptive societies but rather seen as loss of Indian
ways for white culture. Change, in this perspective, only destroys Indian
cultures, never adds to them. Yet historians do not see, for example,
English history as a progressive loss of Anglo-Saxon culture over the
years. By not applying the same measure to the past of Indian societies
that they do to others, scholars and teachers deny versatility and change
to Indian histories. They, in fact, deny Indians a life as Indians, for all
caanges, for better or for worse, are seen to result purely from white
influences. Indian leaders and their societies, under this view, never
innovate in religion, politics, or economics but merely respond by meek
adoption of white ways after at best militant or passive resistance. A
tribe’s history therefore becomes entirely the story of white stimulus and
Indian response. Each tribe is doomed to extinction as Indians because
its people must change and that change involves a compromise with
white ways. Indian originality, creative adaptation, or even survival in
the face of overwhelming odds, receive no credit under the once-was
aboriginal view of history. Internal tribal dynamics are overlooked in
favor of external white influences and relationships. The latter are
assumed to determine the former, so why bother looking for Indian
actions? In this perspective, the historian presumes the cause and limits-
the posaibilities of response by the Indians solely according to stere-
otype.®

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

40 REINTERPRETATION OF AMERICAN HISTORY AND CULTURE

Passive Object Problem Common to Many Minorities

In light of these charges no wonder Native Americans see history
books, television programs, and popular imagery snuffing out their his-
tory and present-day existence through denial, defamation, distortion,
and stereotype. Too late to undo the wrongs of the past, they feel
impelled to correct the story of their past and to convince other Ameri-
cans of their growing numbers and continued existence. Convinced that
omission and detraction of their past is no mere accident but a deliberate
use of the Indian stereotype to “whitewash” the nefarious activities of
past Anglo-Americans and to forget present-day neglect, Indian activists,
scholars, and their white friends seek to resurrect Indian history both
to teach the whites what they did and do and to encourage renewed
pride among Indians in their own heritage. By reclaiming the Indians’
past as they understand it, these leaders hope to use its story for the
welfare and cultural identity long denied the original inhabitants and
owners of America.

Their search and its use differs little from that of others who see them-
selves neglected in the American history customarily taught by and for
the middle-class whites. In short, Indians share with Blacks, women,
lower classes, and others what we can call the “‘passive object” problem
in interpreting American history. That history as traditionally told omits
these groups or treats them as passive rather than active in determining
their destinies. Blacks, females, and poor people, like Indians, complain
that they too are left out of the telling of United States history, or they
are portrayed as lacking innovative leaders and merely following the
cues of the dominant white, master class. Scholars, for example, ques-
tion whether the lower classes could provide their own leaders, or
whether they must be led by middle-class politicians secking their own
personal ends. Other scholars wonder whether women constitute a
separate analytical category, that is, whether they should be analyzed
apart from class, color, husband’s status, or family background. Perhaps
the passive object problem is pinpointed best by the changing inter-
pretation of the Black experience in the United States. So much of recent
scholarship on Afro-American history concentrated on discovering Black
people in the past where history books omitted them or on recapturing
the thoughts and actions of Black leaders and their followers when
evidence of such was believed nonexistent. In short, in each case, the
complaints of all these minority groups boil down to accusing traditional
American history of being a one-sided story as usually told in text,
classroom, and scholarly monograph. Spokesmen for all these submerged
groups now hope to produce the other side of the story to show how
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active each group was in creating the history of the nation considered
as a whole as well as in directing its own destiny.

Because the general problem of being treated as passive objects is
common to Blacks, Indians, women, and the lower classes, many of the
historiographic remedies proposed by spokesmen for each group are
similar. Thus all seek admission into the mainstream of United States
history by tracing their role in the American heritage and detailing
their leaders and contributions. On the other hand, each group has a
special role and problems unique to understanding its place in American
history, and so I will restrict further discussion to Native American solu-
tions to the passive object problem. Overcoming the passive object status
for each group, but especially for Indians, is not so easily achieved as
many minority spokesmen would lead us to believe. Significant morally
and important as rectifying their traditional image in American history
is for the future welfare of Indians, the conceptual problems involved in
doing so have not been squarely faced by most scholars, red or white.

Indian-Proposed Remedial Approaches

In common with Blacks and European immigrants, Indians utilize the
“contributions” approach as one way of rounding out the one-sided story
of the American past. Thus in the pages of the Indian Historian and in
pamphlets and books by Indian scholars, the reader finds long lists of
the contributions Native Americans made to the general American way
of life: pioneering trails and sites, words in the language, games,
mediciral lore and drugs, foods and crops, inventions and artifacts.
Without doubt, American geography, language, and life would be far
poorer without the vocabulary and items derived directly or inspired
indirectly by Indian sources, but Indian and other scholars claim subtler
and more significant contributions to American life than names and
artifacts. All point out the influence of the Indian on the American
imagination from the popular captivity narratives of the eighteenth cen-
tury to the dime novels of the nineteenth and the movies and television
programs of the twenticth century. William Brandon in a reasoned assess-
ment of the Indian contribution to American history raises the question
whether whites could have settled the New World without the open,
friendly greeting and aid proffered by Indian societies to the invaders.
Since Native American allies helped white conquerors defeat other
Indian groups when the Europeans were too weak to control the na-
tives, Brandon argued that only Indian help enabled initial white settle-
ment and later conquest of the Americans.® Perhaps the most extreme
claims for Indian contributions were put forth by the longtime friend

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

42 REINTERPRETATION OF AMERICAN HISTORY AND CULTURE

and lawyer for Indian groups, Felix Cohen, in an article with the
satirical title, **Americanizing the White Man.” To the usual list of con-
tributions, he added the American conception of freedom, lack of
respect for hierarchical authority, universal female suffrage, and the
pattern of United States union and federalism (inspired by the League
of the Iroquois).” In these days of environmental concern and the
prospect for a cultural revolution by the young, new influences and
inspiration are seen in the land ethic, ecological philosophies, and
communalism practiced by the first Americans. In short, many white
and Indian spokesmen argue that only by following traditional Indian
respect for land and the sharing presumed common to Indian tribes in
the past can Americans as a whole solve the present-day crisis brought
on by previous white greed, racism, and cultural imperialism.*

In addition to the “contributions” approach to the forgotten or passive
object problem, Indians, like Blacks and European immigrants, have
stressed the *“‘great man™ or “heroes” approach. They have searched their
past for those leaders who worked in the interests of Indian peoples
against white adversaries. Alvin Josephy provided a good example of
this approach in his book, whose title reveals its criterion of selection,
The Patriot Chiefs: A Chronicle of American Indian Leadership.® Not
the compromiser or the politician but the tragic hero opposing over-
whelming white odds for the sake of a lost cause are the heroes and
true patriots in this approach. In the opinion of Josephy and Indian
scholars, such men as Popé, Pontiac, Tecumseh, and Chief Joseph de-
serve the same place of importance in American history texts as Nathan
Hale, George Washington, or Robert E. Lee. Not only do such Indian
leaders go unhonored in the history books, they claim, but those men
who exploited or killed them, individuals like Andrew Jackson, are
extolled.

An approach unique to the Indian tale of American History as opposed
to that of other passive object groups is the story of the treaties made
between Anglo-American governments and various tribes. Although
most European nations denied aboriginal inhabitants sovereignty over
themselves or their soil, still they treated Indian peoples as foreign
powers and as possessors of their lands for sale purposes. From this
incongruous situation in European conception and law came the
hundreds of negotiations and documents called treaties when first Euro-
peans and then Americans wished allies, peace, or lands from various
native societies. To many Native Americans these treaties could be
characterized, as Virgil Vogel has those of the Jackson period, as “mas-
terpieces of intimidation, bribery, threats, misrepresentation, force, and
fraud.” Thus we could label the history of treaty wrongs the “fraud-and-
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dispossession™ approach to American Indian history. The devious side
of treaty-making is well known to scholars but seldom finds much of a
place in general American history texts. As a result, Indians claim that
other Americans rarely realize the full extent of the fraudulent practices
and broken promises of their ancestors, although Helen Hunt Jackson
as early as the year 1881 detailed these swindles in her 4 Century of
Dishonor1®

Allied to the “fraud-and-dispossession” approach in its implications
for moral judgments on past white actions is the “who-is-more-civilized”
approach. In checking the annals of white-Indian relations, the researcher
can find as many barbarities committed by whites against Indians as the
usual vice-versa image. White atrocities of scalping, skinning victims,
torture, and other practices gruesome to modern sensibilities occur as
frequently in the record as those done by so-called savages. Certainly
for whites to claim all the civilized virtues on their side and all the
barbaric vices on the Indian side as they once did in captivity narratives
or in yesterday’s movies is to falsify the past. We are beginning to see a
reversal of victim and villain in recent movies, so that greedy, vicious
whites now destroy hapless Indian innocents.!!

The “who-is-more-civilized" approach embraces also the correction
of distortions about Indian cultures of the past. When Indian writers
point out that their ancestors farmed or hunted more often than warred,
they seek to show how “civilized™ their forebears were. Indian claims to
systems of irrigation, a complicated calendar, and toy wheels as well as
to beautiful arts and dances, a vast treasurehouse of oral literature, and
meaningful philosophies of existence are all efforts to weigh the balance
more evenly between the New and Old World cultures and thus refute
the invidious equation between civilization and savagery with the two
hemispheres. In the same way the “contributions™ approach can be used
to bolster the “who-is-more-civilized” approach. As traditional middle-
class values in the dominant American culture become increasingly ques-
tioned, Indian ways of thought and living become more “civilized™ than
previously appreciated. The current ecological crusade and the modern
movement for a cultural revolution, for example, transform the Indian
land ethic and communal style of life from a primitive counter-model
to the previously civilized Euro-American society to an ideal life-way
for modern Americans who wish to preserve civilization from the down-
fall threatened by a continuation of older American values and prac-
tices. A new appreciation of Indian wisdom is spreading through the
young population. Thus do the “contributions” and *who-is-more-civil-
ized” approaches join and reinforce each other given the trends of the
day in the United States.
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Another approach well developed in Black history but more implicit
in Indian materials so far is the *“crushed-personality” and *‘cuitural-
theft” emphases. Stanley Elkins' famed Slavery put forth the thesis quite
explicitly for Afro-American personality and culture.! The traumas of
the Atlantic voyage added to the removal from native society shocked
Blacks out of their cultures. The absolute control and power of coercion
held by the southern slaveholder infantilized the Black person and
robbed him of his autonomous personality. To prove the latter, Elkins
presented his famous concentration camp analogy. Although scholars and
others long have noted the similarity between Indian reservation and con-
centration camp, they have not developed fully the psychological and
cultural implications of the notion in the manner of Elkins. Surely
anthropologists provide ample materials to prove such a case in their
studies of culture-and-personality and revitalization movements.'® These
studies portray vividly the demoralization among Indians, particularly
male, in military defeat, removal from familiar lands, and placement
upon reservations. Monographs upon the severe psychological problems
of the Indian child in school or his parents at home as they try to straddle
two cultures supply additional confirmation of the approach. Certainly
the outlines of the story are sufficiently known to develop a lengthy in-
dictment of the systematic white destruction of Indian personalities and
cultures, and we only await an Elkins for the Indians.

Indian activists and scholars do not end their search for a usable past
with the approaches outlincd here, but these constitute the chief trends
in the new Indian history as preached and produced. Indians are not the
first to condemn traditional American history for omitting or distorting
their past in jt. Nor are they alone in wanting to produce a heritage that
they can be proud of at the same time as it offers a refutation of those
white racist and imperialist pretentions that masquerade as the standard
history of all the American pecoples. Indians basically seck their place
in the American history books through some approaches, as “heroes”
and “contributions,” typical of the Black and immigrant searches for a
usable past and through emphases peculiar to their past, as the recital
of treaty wrongs and “who is more civilized.” The destruction of per-
sonality and culture is, so far, more cmployed by white anthropologists
and historians than Indian scholars, and perhaps will remain so, because
such a view contradicts Native American emphasis upon the persistence
of Indian personality and cultural traits into the present. A white Elkins
is sure to advance the thesis as an aid to understanding his red friends
only to be repudiated as a racist enemy by Indian leaders. Such a result
would only show that often the white scarch for a usable Indian past is
not appreciated by Indians in the way the authors intended.
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Intellectual and Moral Implications of Proposed Remedies

The gap between white and Indian searches for a usable past suggests
the general problem of the purposes of all the approaches. What ends are
sought through the transformation of American history by these
methods? The main goal would seem to be the upgrading of the Indian
image in both Indian and white eyes. Providing heroes, elevating customs
and peoples previously assumed inferior, and in general showing the
larger role of red men in the American past offer a new cultural identity
to the Indian child who can view his forebears with respect, and provide
the white child with the sensitivity and wisdom to acknowledge the sins
committed by his ancestors and rectify the wrongs of the present. In fact,
though, do the approaches really accomplish what the advocates intend?
Are the implications of the methods the same in reality as the ends
espoused by Indian leaders? At bottom, do the approaches produce a
history according to white or Indian views and values? Most of the
approaches give only the appearance of denying white values at the
expense of submitting to them in the end. The fundamental criterion for
selection and emphasis in the approaches is all too often an appeal to
white feeling and basically confirms the white way of looking at things.

The “contributions” approach most obviously rests upon white stan-
dards of what is important to American life today. Whether contribu-
tions to language, geography, medicine, agriculture, clothing, or economy
are listed, all are just those elements of native cultures found useful
to and therefore adopted by Euro-Americans. Even the new man-in-
nature theme and communalism depend upon the fads of ecology and
youth culture. Those many aspects of Indian cultures neither desired
nor borrowed by whites are forgotten in the lists of contributions. Indian
literature, philosophy, art, and religion can be listed as contributions only
insofar as they can be made to be understood and appreciated by white
people: otherwise the “contributions” approach fails to work. Its very
criterion of selection is based on white valucs and needs, not Indian
values and needs.

Moreover, the “contributions” approach negates the criterion of not
ripping clements out of cultural context. Whether hailing quinine or
peyote, the religious ceremonies surrounding their use are denied or
minimized. Whether praising ecological adaptation to the natural en-
vironment or the tribal sharing of goods, the various economic systems
and cultures in which these were embedded are omitted. Indian leaders
and scholars as well as their white supporters do an injustice to the very
diversity of Native Amecrican societies and cultures by speaking of
“Indian™ contributions as such. There was no one Indian philosophy, art,
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or music, any more than there was once Caucasian or Oriental philosophy,
art, or music. The toy wheel was Aztec, and the kayak was Eskimo, not
Indian. Thus the very listing of “Indian™ contributions supports the an-
cient white stereotype, which called all New World peoples Indians,
rather than acknowledging the diverse cultural experiences lived by
Native Americans.

The other approaches may not appear as blatant in their dependence
upon white values, but they too rest upon similar premises. The “fraud
and-dispossession™ approach and the recital of treaty wrongs eliminate
the problem of cultural context somewhat but still appeal mainly to
white guilt and law procedures. Surely the vivid recounting of the grim
misdeeds of past white government agents keeps Native American hostili-
ties and mistrust alive, but the primary utility of this method would seem
to hinge upon remedy in white men’s courts and consciences. The
“who-is-more-civilized” approach, whether as a tale of atrocities or as
an upgrading of Indian cultural standing in relation to past white cul-
tures, likewise, appeals to white moral and cultural ends. Insofar as it
details the horrible deeds committed by white soldiers and frontiersmen
against Indian victims, it relies upon white moral standards and a guilty
conscicnce. To the degree the approach demonstrates the sophistication
and complexity of Indian cultures, then it uses a white measurement of
progress. Even the “‘great heroes” approach merely reverses the chauvin-
ism of the whites. In brief we have the same values praised by Indians
as do the whites, but the traitor to old-time Americans is now portrayed
as the hero to his people. More significant, by praising primarily mili-
tary heroes, and frequently only in regard to white relationships, the
plot of the story is dominated in the end by the white history of west-
ward expansion and leaves out the political innovation, creative adapta-
tion, or the internal dynamics of tribal historics. Concentration upon
great men may distort Indian history therefore as much as it does white
history, for it minimizes the social and historical context of the leaders in
relation to their peoples.

Just as the various approaches usually correct the past according to
white criteria, so they also depend upon the framework traditional to
white American history. Some Indian additions may be made and some
moral judgments reversed, but the overall story is still that of white
socicty and values and not Indian socicties and cultures. Pontiac and
Tecumsch, moccasins and corn, and treatics of Removal are added to
Washington and Jackson, the Constitution and automobiles, and the
treaties of Paris and Versailles, but the latter series is in the mainstream
of the story and the former is obviously side currents of American history
in its overall conception. The red additions enhance and change in detail
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the white story, but do they alter the fundamental outlines of American
history? Such details may aid interracial understanding and equality, but
the basic nature of American history remains unchanged in outlook and
outcome. Not only do the “contributions,” ‘“hero,” and *“fraud-and-
dispossession’” approaches not alter the basic framework of American
history but neither do they provide the native cultural contexts deemed
so essentizl to the proper understanding of the first Americans, for, in the
end, the Indians’ actions, artifacts, and attitudes are lodged in a white
context. Along with the omission of native cultural contexts goes the
failure to present Indian lives as dynamic or changing in a way meaning-
ful to the story of Native Americans in the United States. Restricted by
the basic white historical framework, the various approaches neglect
perforce the internal dynamics of Indian societies and their relations with
each other as well as with white societies. The motive power, so to speak,
of American history generally rests in white actions and attitudes, and
so by grafting on Indian contributions, treaties, and heroes, changes in
Indian lives result from white contact and forces rather than from Indian
creativity in adaptation, resistance, or innovation.

Each intended correction, therefore, loses its basic goal in achieving
its immediate end. In short, the resolution of the passive-object problem
through the various approaches is only apparent, for the fundamental
problem remains: Indian history is the by-product of the white story
rather than a story in its own right. The Indian moon, although clearly
visible in the new historiographic sky, still orbits the white sun and
derives its luster from reflecting the larger body. The grossest omissions
and distortions are thankfully corrected, but the basic Indian complaint
about traditional American history as it has been written and taught
holds almost as true for the new Indian history as advocated by so many
Native Americans.

The Solution: Indian-Centered History

What is clearly needed is a new Indian-centered history, both to
accomplish the larger moral ends and to present better history. As the
name suggests, Indian-centered history focuses on Indian actors and
Indian-Indian relations and relegates white-Indian relations and white
actors to the periphery of the main arena of action. Rather than assum-
ing inevitable unilinear progress toward assimilation, Indian-centered
history presents Indians as individuals in their cultures and tribes cop-
ing with Indian-introduced as well as white innovations to older ways
of life. Indian-centered history follows Indian peoples from before white
contact to their present lives on reservations, in urban ghettoes, and on
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rural farms. The older and the newer Indian history, regardless of moral
judgment pro and con white policy and actions, portrayed Indians react-
ing to white stimuli and native societies being extinguished through
death or assimilation. Intra-tribal and external relations with other
Indian societies were neglected in favor of white relations presumed
the main cause of the eventual outcome of the tribal history. On the
other hand, Indian-centered history concentrates on the ways Indians
and their leaders coped with the course of their destinies. Assimilation
and extinction are not presumed; white stimuli are not denied; intra-
and inter-tribal relations are not omitted.!*

The advantages of such an approach to Indian history as proposed
here are manifest in terms of the argument so far. This kind of Indian
history retains the benefits of the various approaches to eliminate neglect
and distortion but achieves these ends by placing the story of a tribe in
its proper cultural and historical context. The beginnings of such history
must be rooted in pre-white contact culture and society. The diversity of
cultures, societies, and political units is built into the very foundations
of such an approach. Indian actors are not only the heroes of lost causes,
but are also the politicians of compromise, the religious leaders, and
everyday men and women going about the mundane activities of exist-
ence in a dynamic world, whether caused by natural, Indian, or white
forces. Neither virtues nor faults, neither contributions nor misdeeds
are stressed apart from how they fitted into the specific culture at the
particular time. The static quality of Indian cultures and societies as
usually described is eliminated in favor of the normal persistence and
change evident in any society throughout its history. The actions of past
Indians become natural in terms of their cultural context, and the
heritage of Indian-Americans becomes understandable in terms of its
historical dynamics and continuity from past to present. In short, what
Indian-centered history aims to achieve is what is usually done in any
good white-centered history of American society.!”

To specify the qualities of Indian-centered history is easier than to
produce it, given the problems of theory and evidence involved. While
the writing of all history involves such problems,' certain problems
peculiar to Indian history exacerbate the situation. First, so much of the
documentary evidence derives from white-perceived accounts of white-
Indian relations. To extract Indian-centered history from such sources,
the historian and teacher must rcad between the lines. More Indian-
produced evidence will be turned up through careful attention to oral
sources and tribal records, but in the end, the historian will never possess
the fullness of record he would like for overcoming the passive-object
problem. Even for Indian-produced sources the historian faces the per-
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sonal and political biases that gave rise to the materials. Anthropological
data and theory aid the teacher and scholar in considering these problems
but offer no quick and sure solutions. Ultimately, theory and evidence in
Indian-centered history are inextricably bound to past misunderstandings
between whites and Indians and the translation of that confusion into
the depiction of both parties’ histories. Nothing less than the resolution
of these problems of theory and evidence will permit the accomplishment
of Indian-centered history, and nothing less than Indian-centered history
fulfills the larger moral ends Indian leaders and their white friends see
as necessary to providing a usable Indian past for red and white
peoples alike.!?

The desirability of Indian-centered history does not demand the
neglect or elimination of the many books presenting a white-centered
version of white-Indian relations. Rather, it suggests that their partiality
of approach be recognized for what it is: only part of the whole story. The
continued validity of a white-centered book or article depends upon the
claims of the author and the material presented. If the author pretends
to and presents nothing more than a partial tale or analysis of one side in
the contact situation, then there seems little problem. On the other hand,
if the author assumes that a focus on the white side of Indian relations is
more than that, then he fools himself, if not his readers. Perhaps the
most culpable author is the one who purports to give an “Indian” view
by concentrating on a white-centered story of white-Indian relations but
reversing the usual moral judgments upon the two sides in contact. Such
an approach is naught but the old one falsely dressed in a new ethical
guise. Both white-centered approaches to white-Indian relations and
Indian-centered histories are legitimate provided the authors and the
readers are aware of the province of each type, for both are different
but complementary aspects of the total history of the United States.'®

FOOTNOTES

! The American Indian Historical Society issued a coinprehensive indictment
from the Indian viewpoint of school materials in Textbooks and the American
Indian. San Francisco: Indian Historian Press. 1970. Also see the brief pamphlet
by Virgil J. Vogel. The Indian in American History. Chicago: Integrated Educa-
tion Associates, 1968. Both available in paper from the publishers. Contemporary
political currents prompting demands by Native Americans may be followed in
Stan Steiner. The New Indians. New York: Harper and Row, 1968 (paper).
Earlier twentieth-century Indian politics are the subject of Hazel Hertzberg.
The Search for an American Indian ldentity: Modern Pan-Indian  Movements.
Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 1971,

This chapter does not pretend to give the usual bibliography of Indian history
because the American Historical Association issued in 1972 a revised edition of
William T. Hagan. The Indian in American History. Washington, D.C.: Service
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Center for Teachers of History, 1963. (paper). Many of the general books listed
below contain good bibliographies, including in note 14 some references to films
and other items particularly valuable to the classroom teacher.

* The Indian Historiun published by the American Indian Historical Society,
1451 Masonic Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. 94117, contains articles presenting
“Indian” views on the American past.

* For the frontier imagery of white Americans that went into Turner’s inter-
pretation, see Henry N. Smith, Virgin Land: The American West as Symbol and
Myth. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1950 (paper). Books on white
images of Native Americans are: Roy H. Pearce. The Savages of America: A
Study of the Indian and the Idea of Civilization. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press,
1953 (published in paper as Savagism and Civilization: A Study of the Indian and
the American Mind. 1965); Lewis Saum. The Fur Trader and the Indian. Seattle:
University of Washington, 1965 (paper). A comparison of Spanish, Dutch, French,
and English perceptions and policies is Howard Peckham and Charles Gibson,
editors. Attitndes of Colonial Powers Toward the American Indians. Salt Lake
City: University of Utah Press, 1969.

! Standard anthropological texts on the various cultures of North America are:
Robert F. Spencer, Jesse D. Jennings, and others. The Native American: Prehistory
and Ethnology of the North American Indians. New York: Harper and Row,
1965: Wendell H. Oswalt. This Land Was Theirs: A Study of the North American
Indian. New York: John Wiley and Sons, 1966; Ruth M. Underhill. Red Man’s
America: A History of Indians in the United States. Revised edition, Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1971 (paper); Harold E. Driver. Indians of North
America. Sccond edition, revised, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1969
{paper). The latter volume °, arranged according to topic to facilitate comparison.
Ruth Underhill provides a goed introduction to Red Man's Religion: Beliefs and
Practices of the Indians North of Mexico. Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1965. An extensive bibliogruphy, now somewhat out-of-date, classified by tribe is
George P. Murdock. Ethnographic Bibliography of North America. Third edition,
New Haven: Human Relations Area Files, 1960.

* Acculturation studies are frequently accused of assimilationist, if not progress,
biases. Two standard acculturation monographs supplying a wealth of historical
information ;o many tribes are: Ralph Linton, editor. Acculturation in Seven
American Indian Tribes. New York: D. Appleton Century Co., 1940; Edward
Spicer. editor. Perspectives in American Indian Culture Change. Chicago: Univer-
sity of Chicago Press. 1961.

" “American Indians and American History.” The American West 2: 14-25,
91-93, No. I, Spring 1965. For other lists of contributions, see Vogel. The Indian
in Aricrican History: especially his bibliography published also in The Indian
Hatorian, new series, 1: 36-38; No. 1, Summer 1968; Driver. Indians of North
America; A. Irving Hallowell, ~ine Backwash of the Frontier: The Impact of the
Indian on American Culture,” in Clifton Kroeber and Walker Wyman, editors.
The Frontier in Perspective. Madison: University of Wiscensin Press, 1965
(paper).

P American Scholar. 21: 177-191; No. 2, Spring 1952.

*One of the pointe, for example, of Vine Deloria, Jr. Custer Died for Your
Sins: An Indian Manifesto. New York: Macmillan, 1969 (paper); We Talk, You
Listen: New Tribes, New Turf. New York: Macmillan, 1970 (paper to be
available).

*New York: Viking Press, 1961 (paper). Compare, however, Thurman Wilkins.
Cherokee Tragedy: The Story of the Ridge Family and the Decimation of a
People. New York: Macmillan, 1970,

" The approach is exemplified well in the title of a recent monograph by
Georgianna C. Nammack. Fraud, Politics, and the Dispossession of the Indians:
The Iroquois Land Frontier in the Colonial Period. Norman: University of
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Oklahoma Press, 1969. Wilcomb Washburn provides a survey of the historical and
present-day legal status of Indian lands and persons in Red Man's Land/White
Man's Law: A Study of the Past and Present Status of the American Indian.
New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1971. Overall Anglo-American government
policy and its effects is the main subject of Wiltiam T. Hagan, Amecrican Indians.
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1961 (paper). Also see for the beginnings
of United States policy: Reginald Horsman, Expansion and American Indian
Policy, 1783-1812. East Lansing: Michigan State University Press, 1967; and
Francis P. Prucha. American Indian Policy in the Formative Years: The Indian
Trade and Intercourse Acts, 1790-1834. Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
1962 (paper).

' The popularity of Dee Brown's Bury My Heart at Wounded Knee: An Indian
History of the American West. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1970
(paper), attests to the efficacy of this approach.

'* Slavery: A Problem in American Institutional and Intellectual Life. Second
edition. Chicago: University of Chicago, 1968.

** Anthony F. C. Wallace, an outstanding authority on cultire-and-personality
and revitalization movements, applies hic insights in two histories: King of the
Delawares: Teedyuscung 1700-1763. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania
Press, 1949; and The Death and Rebirth of the Seneca: The History and Culture
of the Great Iroquois Nation, Their Destruction and Demoralization, and Their
Cultural Revival at the Hands of the Indian Visionary, Handsome Lake. New
York: Knopf, 1969 (paper).

4 A good introduction to the early history of Native Americans is William T.
Sanders and Joseph Marino. New World Prehistory: Archaeology of the Ameérican
Indian. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1970 (paper). Present-day life and
problems are the subjects of: Jack O. Waddell and Michael Watson, editors.
The American Indian in Urban Soc’ety. Boston: Little, Brown and Co., (paper);
Stuart Levine and Nancy O. Lurie, editors. The American Indian Today. Paper
edition, Baltimore: Penguin Books, 1970; George Simpson and J. Milton Yinger,
editors. “American Indians and American Life,” an entire issue of The Aiiials
of the American Academy of Political and Social Science. 311: May 1957.

Informative efforts and approaches to the total Indian past and present are:
Edwaid Spicer. Cycles of Conquest: The Impact of Spain, Mexico, and the United
States on the Indians of the Southwest, 1533-1960. Tucson: University of Arizona
Press, 1962 (paper); Jack D. Forbes. Native Americans of California and Nevada.
Healdsburg, Calif.: Naturegraph Publishers, 1969 (paper); Eleanor Leacock and
Nancy O. Lurie, editors. North American Indians in Historical Perspective. New
York: Random House, 1971; Murray L. Wax. Indian Americans: Unity and
Diversity. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1971 (paper); Deward E. Walker,
Jr., editor. The Emergent Native Americans: A Reader in Culture Contact. Boston:
Little, Brown and Co., 1972,

' The possibilities of such history have been exemplified best so far for the
native peoples of Mexico and Guaiemala in Eric Wolf. Sons of the Shaking Earth.
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1959 (paper).

" A Behavioral Approach to Historical Analyvsis. New York: Free Press, 1969
(paper).

'* The problems of theory and evidenci~iu producing indian-centered history are
treated in my article, “The Political Context of a New Indian History.” Pacific
Historical Review. 40: 357-382, No. 3, August 1971. The even more difficult
problems posed by such an approach for a general history of Indians are examined
in my new preface for my book, Salvation and the Savage: An Analysis of
Protestant Missions and American Indian Response, 1787-1862. New York:
Atheneum, 1972 (paper). But see the interesting effort to overcome the problems
of an overall history in Edward Spicer. 4 Short History of the Indians of the
United States. New York: Van Nostrand Reinhold Co.. 1969 (paper).
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* Most books and articles listed in the bibliographies on American Indian
history are white-centered treatments of white-Indian relations. A representative
selection of articles (abridged) in the field ic anthologized by Roger L. Nichols
and George R. Adams. The American Indian: Past and Present. Waltham, Mass.:
Xerox College Publishing, 1971 (paper). Paul Prucha has collected and abridged
essays primarily on some white approaches to The Indian in American History.
New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1971 (paper).



. 3.

The Afro-Americans:
From Mythology to Reality

John W. Blassingame

SPURRED by mass uprisings in the streets and on the campuses,
young scholars launched a campaign in the 1960's for a “usable black
past”—a dramatic shift from the conspiracy of silence, vituperation, and
misrepresentation of historians beat on preserving white supremacy.
Columbia’s celebrated John W. Burgess spoke for the white supremacists
of the late nineteenth century when he asserted: “A black skin means
membership in a race of men which has never of itself succeeded in
subjecting passion to reason; has never, therefore, created any civilization
of any kind.”! In the mid-twentieth century, Ellis Merton Coulter went
so far as to distort the ccmments of eyewitnesses to prove his allegation
that blacks could not subject their passion to reason during the Recon-
struction period.*

The influence of the Dunning, and Coulters caused such black
scholars as Vincent Harding and Sterling Stuckey to demand an end to
the distortion, deletion, and denial of black humanity. Whiie the riots in
Watts and Newark gave a new urgency to such demands, they have been
made continuously by black intellectuals for more than a hundred years.
Young scholars insist on stripping away the hypocrisy and myths sur-
rounding the black past. According to Sterling Stuckey,

Whether writing about Afro-Americans during and since slavery . . .,
the historian rust challenge the old assumptions about those on the
lower depths—establishment homilies . . .—by revealing the internal
values and life styles of the supposedly inarticulate. . . . As history has
been used in the West to degrade people of color, black history must seek
dignity for mankind3

Although some “New Left” historians have applauded the revisions
called for by black scholars, Stuckey charges that many white historians
53
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“have not been above lecturing blacks on how they should perceive and
record their experiences. . . . Of all the people to deliver sermons to
blacks, they would be among those least likely to reccive a respectful
hearing.”™*

One white historian who has received a respectful hearing is C. Vann
Woodward. “The legitimate demand for a ‘new’ Negro history is the
result,” Woodward claimed, “of white historians’ ethnocentric self-
flattery, complacency, racial chauvinism, and self-rightcousness. But the
resulting distortions will not be corrected by imitation of that same
philosophy. . . .” Such a fear of black chauvinism was stated in extreme
terms by Stanley Elkins. Practically reducing the movement to the level
of the absurd, Elkins contended that “If Negroes want the kind of
usable past that Parson Weems offered—a black George Washington
chopping down a cherry tree and throwing a silver dollar across the
Rappahannock—this can be provided. We can trot any number of
black heroes across the stage.”® Rarcly have black intellectuals discussed
their historiography in such simplistic terms.®

Benjamin Quarles has written in great detail about the “new black
history.” It is obvious, he argued, that “to properly assess the black past
we necd newer, non-traditional techniques™ embracing several disciplines
and approaches. This new history has great potential:

For blacks it is a new way to see thcmselves. For whites it furnishes
a new version of American history, one that easily challenges our national
sense of smugness and sclf-righteousness and our avowal of fair play.
Beyond this the new black history summons the entire historical guild—
writers, teachers and learners—to higher levels of expectation and per-
formance. . . . A new black history would revitalize education, quizkening
whatever it touches.”

Whether black history stresses the victories, achievements, and heroes
demanded by the black masses secking pride; focuses on the black
nationalist’s white cxploiters and oppressors in order to undergird the
ideology of black liberation; emphasizes the objective scarch for truth of
the black scholar or white students’ interest in the impact of the black
presence on the American past, it adds a new dimension to our tradi-
tional outlook on history. For each of these groups, the objectives are
perhaps legitimate and certainly intertwined.

The ideological debates have forced teachers in black history courses
to take a new approach to the subject. The question for such teachers
is not whether to emphasize the “heroic tradition™ or the “realistic™ story
of blacks. Rather, it is whether to make blacks or whites the major
actors in the story. Unfortunately, teachers usually place too much
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emphasis on the role of whites in the black historical drama. This em-
phasis often leads to weak “Race Relations™ courses which could be
better taught by sociologists. When the major cmphasis is placed on
the activities of black individuals and communitics, however, teachers are
in a better position to answer the difficult questions students are raising
about the contemporary actions of blacks and their position in American
society. Such an approach also has the virtue of automatically narrow-
ing the focus of black history courses. Then, too, an overwhelming
majority of the lightly rescarched and tangentially related works on
blacks are eliminated from consideration. The number of works in this
category alone is cnough of a recommendation for taking this ap-
proach.

Fortunately, there are many guides which can be helpful. Still, no
recent bibliographical aid can pretend to be as extensive as Monroe N.
Work’s classic, A Bibliography of the Negro in Africa and America®
Dorothy Porter's The Negro in the United States: A Selected Bibliogra -
phy is the most comprehensive short work.” Although the format is
sometimes idiosyncratic, James McPherson, et al., Blacks in America:
Bibliogruphical Essays is an cxcellent annotated general guide to articles
and books.!" Elizabeth W. Miller and Mary Fisher, comps., The Negro
in America: A Bibliography contains a relatively comprehensive list of
articles and books published between 1954 and 1970."

Textbooks on black history are numerous but vary considerably in
quality. John Hope Franklin’s From Slavery to Freedom: A History of
Negro Americans is the most detailed narrative study'* while Rayford
Logan’s The Negro in the United States: A Brief History has no peer as
a short text." Logan tcamed with Irving S. Cohen to write the best high
school textbook, The American Negro: Old World Background and New
World Experience, successfully integrating the story of blacks with that
of whites and including review questions, documents, maps and illustra-
tions in cach chapter.’ Lerone Bennett combined a journalistic style and
hard-hitting gencralizations to make his Before the Mayflower: A History
of the Negro in America, 1619-1966 the most readable and cnjoyable
of the shorter interpretive histories.' While weak on urbanization and
cultural and intcllectual life, From Plantation to Ghetto by August Meicr
and Elliott Rudwick is the only really sophisticated interpretive black
history text with a wealth of detail.'

The premicer collection of primary sources is still Herbert Aptheker’s
A Documentary History of the Negro People in the United States.'?
More comprehensive than Aptheker on recent events is John Hope
Franklin and Isidore Starr, cds., The Negro in Twenticth Century
America: A Reader on the Struggle for Civil Rights.¥ John H. Bracey,
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August Meier, and Elliott Rudwick, eds., The Afro-Americans: Selected
Documents emphasizes a case study approach with many sources rarcly
found in other collections.!® The best collections designed for high school
students are William L. Katz, ed., Eyewitness: The Negro in American
History and Milton Meltzer, ed., In Their Own Words: A History of the
American Negro.>"

Increasingly, scholars have abandoned the well-nigh impossible task
of compiling general collections in favor of documents on specific topics.
Iluminating works on civil rights cases include Richard Bardolph, cd.,
The Civil Rights Record: Black Americans and the Law, 1849-1970,
Albert P. Blaustein and Robert L. Zangrando, eds., Civil Rights and the
American Negro: A Documentary History, and Joseph Tussman, ed.,
The Supreme Court on Racial Discrimination.?! 1 ouis Ruchames’ Racial
Thought in America: From the Puritans to Abrcham Lincoln is indis-
pensable for understanding white racism and Herbert J. Storing, ed.,
What Country Have 1? Political Writings by Black Americans, August
Meier, Elliott Rudwick, and Francis L. Broderick, eds., Black Protest
Thought in the Twentieth Century, and Floyd Barbour, ed., The Black
Power Revolt: A Collection of Essays for insights on the black re-
sponse.**

As of 1972, there are only two really comprehensive collections of
essays on black history. Of these, the two-volume The Making of Black
America: Essays on Negro Life and History edited by August Meier and
Elliott Rudwick is the most illuminating.** Eric Foner’s America’s Black
Past: A Reader in Afro-American History is by far the best onc-volume
collection.”! The other collections are, by and large, pale reflections of
thesc works, hashed out too quickly by persons unfamiliar with the field
and frequently reprinting the same undistinguished ¢ssays. Recent excep-
tions to the general mediocrity of such collections include the original
and often provocative essays contributed to Nat Huggins, et al., eds.,
Key Issues in the Afro-American Experience and the multi-volumed
Explorations in the Black Experience edited by John H. Bracey, August
Meier, and Elliott Rudwick.** Explorations, with several 200-page books
on such topics as Free Negroes and the Rise of the Ghetto, marked a
new departure in interpretive collections which promises to be ex-
tremely useful to teachers and students interested in a serious ¢xamina-
tion of the black experience or including specific topics in general
American history courses. Drawing on a wide reading in the sources,
the authors have chosen the essays in their collections so carefully that
they can often replace textbooks.

The poor quality of most collections and textbooks reflects the failure
of historians to grapple with the dilemma that W.E.B. Du Bois posed in
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1903: the duality of the black experience. According to Du Bois, blacks
always felt their twoness: *‘an American, a Necgro; two souls, two
thoughts, two unreconciled strivings; two warring ideals in one dark
body, whose dogged strength alone keeps it from being torn asunder.”¢
The most crippling effect of the refusal to recognize this fundamental
principle is the paucity of sophisticated historiographical works on
blacks. Earle E. Thorpe in The Mind of the Negro: an Intellectual
History of Afro-Americans; Negro Historians in the United States; Black
Historians: A Critique; and The Central Theme of Black History was the
pioneer in this area.*” A number of recent articles, while less compre-
hensive than the works of Thorpe, are frequently more critical and
suggestive of thematic approaches.®®

Teachers in black history courses must begin with the nature of tribal
societies in West Africa, the ancestral home of the American Negro. It is
not enough to discuss briefly the ancient African kingdoms of Ghana,
Melle, and Songhay since few American blacks actually came from these
kingdoms. Even so, they must be examined in order to appreciate
Africa’s diversity. A most fascinating, profusecly illustrated, authoritative,
and readable work on the subject is Margaret Shinnic’s Ancient African
Kingdoms.* Based on the latest archacological investigations, Shinnie's
volume surpasses most others in its richness of detail. Olivia Vlahos’
African Beginnings is also an authoritative text suitable for high school
students.® Henri Labouret’s Africa Before The White Man places the
ancicnt kingdoms within the context of African tribal societies.®® The
scrious reader should also consult John de Graft-Johnson's African
Glory: The Story of Vanished Negro Civilizations, Roland Oliver, ed.,
The Middle Age of African History, and Basil Davidson's The Lost
Cities of Africa.3*

In order to understand the cultural baggage Africans brought with
them to the United States it is necessary to examinc some of the general
features of their life. The best overviews are provided by Jan Vansina’s
Kingdoms of the Savanna, E. G. Parrinder’s African Traditional
Religion, Daryll Forde, ed., African Worlds: Studies in the Cosmological
ldeas and Social Values of African Peoples, Paul Bohannan's Africa and
Africans, and J. F. Ade Ajayi and Van Espie, A Thousand Years of
West African History: A Handbook for Teachers and Students®* Thesc
general studies should be supplemented by descriptions of specific
African societics. The most revealing study is Georges Balandier’s Daily
Life in the Kingdom of the Kongo: From the Sixteenth to the Eight-
eenth Centuries.** Although lacking Balandier’s sophistication, Jacob
Egharevba’s A Short History of Benin, M. M. Green's Ibo Village
Affairs, K. L. Little’s The Mende of Sierra Leone: A West African
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People in Transition, S. Q. Biobaku’s The Egba and Their Neighbours,
1842-1872, and J. F. Ade Ajayi and Robert Smith’s Yoruba Warfare
in the Nineteenth Century can be read with profit.

There are no studies of the slave trade which focus on the hapless
Africans. Instead, we learn a great deal about the traders, their profits
and the treatment of white sailors. There is, however, some emphasis on
the blacks in Daniel Mannix and Malcolm Cowley. Black Cargoes:
A History of the Atlantic Slave Trade, 1518-1865 and Basil Davidson’s
Black Mother: The Years of the African Slave Trade, while Philip D.
Curtin’s masterful The Atlantic Slave Trade: A Census gives the best
estimate of the numbers involved.*® Unfortunately, the weakest section
of Curtin’s book is that dealing with the United Sates.

If the African has been ignored as an agent in the slave trade, he practi-
cally disappears in studies of the colonial period. By focusing almost ex-
clusively on the development of the slave's legal status and “the chicken
or the egg” debate over which developed first, slavery or prejudice, his-
torians have neglected to examine the initial efforts of the Africans to
cope with a hostile new environment.*” Gerald Mullin’s Flight and
Rebellion: Slave Resistance in Eighteenth Century Virginia is in many
ways the most satisfactory study of the transplanted Africans and the
first work to examine systematically the problem of *‘adjustment.’®
Darold D. Wax’s “Negro Resistance to the Early American Slave Trade”
also gives some glimpses of the enslavement process.* Both Mullin and
Wax, however, stressed “‘resistance” to the virtual exclusion of the other
kinds of “adjustments” the Africans made. :

Scholarly neglect of blacks in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries
has seriously crippled efforts to deal with the question of African sur-
vivals in black culture. Melville J. Herskovits in The Myth of the Negro
Past'" argued that there were many survivals while E. Franklin Frazier
in The Negro in the United States contended that there were few.%!
Neither man did enough research in the sources to support his theory.
The prevailing view is that slavery stripped the black of all manifesta-
tions of his African culture. Lorenzo D. Turner, Africanisms in the
Gullah Dialect,** Romeo B. Garrett, John F. Szwed, Daniel J. Crowley,
Richard A. Waterman, Alan Lomax, and Robert F. Thompson argue
persuasively, however, that there were many African survivals.** Still,
the debate has not advanced far beyond the questions raised by Her-
skovits in 1941.

The institution of slavery has been studied for more than one hundred
years by historians. Only recently, however, are we beginning to learn
something about slaves. Forced to deal for generations with the towering
figure of U. B. Phillips and the compelling logic of the theories he
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expounded in American Negro Slavery and Life and Labor in the
Old South, most scholars havc taken the easy way out and concentrated
almost cxclusively on the white planter.** Consequently, we have long-
standing debates on profitability, large vs. small planters, antebellum
racial (white) attitudes, and plantation management with hardly a glance
at the life style of slaves. We know much more about how planters tried
to recover fugitive slaves than we do about what the slaves did when
they ran away. There are massive studies of efforts of Southern churches
to convert the slaves but no systematic examination of slave religion.

Events in the quarters are so insignificant in most studies of slavery
that they are useless in black history courses. How could it be otherwise
when they devote an average of four pages to the slave family, three to
slave religion, and a few lines to spirituals, folklore, and leisurc-time
activitics and follow the narrow focus of Phillips on plantation docu-
ments? Assuming that because some of the slave narratives were edited
by abolitionists, none of them could be considered as evidence, these
scholars automatically guarantecd that the slaves would remain silent.
Yet, there were many narrators who had no abolitionist amanuenses and
countless other former slaves who wrote their autobiographies after the
Civil War. While there are numerous probiems involved in using such
sources, they are no different in character from those which the historian
usually encounters.

Beginning in 1963, scholars attempted to make the debate over slavery
less one-sided by bringing the slave forward as a witness. Charles H.
Nichols’ Many Thousand Gone: The Ex-Slaves’ Account of the Bondage
and Freedom was the first of these suggestive works.** Stanley Feldstein
examined more narratives than Nichols in his Once A Slave: The Slave’s
View of Slavery but limited his analysis to reporting what the slaves
said about a limited number of sometimes unconnected topics. Rather
than an intense study of the quarters, Feldstein dealt with too many of
the usual topics included in institutional studies of slavery (provisions,
crops, types of slaves, and slavery as a national issuc). When, however,
Feldstein looked at plantation life and attitudes he came closer to the
slave.** Unfortunately, both Nichols and Feldstein treated the narratives
as literature, reporting what the narrators said rather than using them to
analyze certain subjects. The methodological weaknesses of Nichols and
Feldstein contrasted sharply with Norman R. Yetman’s critical intro-
duction and careful sclection of WPA interviews for inclusion in his
Life Under the ““Peculiar Institution”: Selections from the Slave Narrative
Collection.®™ In spite of his care, Yetman had the impossible task
of sifting through the reminiscences of blacks who were at least seventy
years removed from slavery when they were interviewed in the 1930'.
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The selective memory of the ex-slaves is such that their reminiscences
generally are more valuable as folklore than as eyewitness accounts.
The reprinting of many black autobiographies presents the teacher with
the best opportunity to study the plantation from the slave’s vantage
point. The most revealing of the autobiographies are those of Frederick
Douglass, Henry Bibb, Josiah Henson, Gustavus Vassa, Austin Steward,
Henry Clay Bruce, Louis Hughes, and Elizabeth Keckley. Several
anthologies include the best narratives.*®

Kenneth Stampp made a valiant effort to characterize slave life in
The Peculiar Institution: Slavery in the Ante-Bellum South but let
Phillips set the terms of the debate and was too wedded to viewing the
quarters through the eyes of whites to succeed. In spite of the
methodological shortcomings, Stampp presented the most accurate por-
trait of the plantation.*"

The most provocative study of slavery to appear in the 1960°s is
Stanley Elkins, Slavery: A Problem in American Institutional and Intel-
lectual Life.™ Arguing persuasively that Southern slavery differed so
much from the Latin American institution that a distinctive personality
type emerged on American plantations, Elkins theorized that a majority
of Southern slaves were Sambos. The child-like docility of the Southern
slave was, according to Elkins, analogous to the behavior of the survivors
of the German concentration camps and explainable in terms of role
psychology and interpersonal theory. Critics of Elkins have proven con-
clusively that there were more similarities than differences in Southern
and Latin American slavery.”! So far, however, the underlying assump-
tions of his Sambo thesis have not been challenged. By and large,
critics have accepted Elkins' psychological theories, characterization of
the German concentration camp, and the pervasiveness of Sambo in
“Southern lore.” The most serious charge made against Elkins was
his failure to support his theory with primary sources.™

John W. Blassingame in The Slave Community: Plantation Life in the
Antebellum South examines a variety of primary sources, analogous
institutions, and psychological theories in his look at slaves and mas-
ters.”™ Interpersonal theory, analysis of the autobiographies of slaves
and masters, and travel accounts lead to a less deterministic and far
more complex view of the plantation and slave personality than Elkins’
hypothesis. The primary importance of Blassingame’s study, however, is
that it is the first attempt to study enslavement, family life, rebelliousness,
religion, culture, and behavior from the vantage point of the slave
quarters. Profusely illustrated, The Slave Community tried to show what
it was like to be a slave.
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An earlier study by Richard Wade, Slavery in the Cities: The South,
1820-1860 detailed the unique impact of urbanization on slavery.®*
Utilizing unreliable statistics, Wade concluded that urban slavery declined
in importance in the 1850’s. Apparently, however, the alleged decline in
the number of slaves in southern cities was due to a change in the census-
taking procedure. In 1850 the slaves belonging to inhabitants of a city
had been credited to that city regardless of where the blacks actually
resided in the state. The procedure was reversed in 1860: slaves living
in a city were credited to that city regardless of where their masters
lived.

Practically all studies of slavery mention the problem of resistance.
With the exception of Blassingame and Mullins, none of them approach
the subject in the systematic fashion of Herbert Aptheker’s American
Negro Slave Revolts.®® Focusing primarily on conspiracies and white
fears rather than actual revolts, Aptheker’s book is sadly miistitled. His
overenthusiasm and misguided attempt to force black resistance into a
Marxian framework have frequently led historians to ridicule the whole
idea of rebelliousness. The unkindest cut of all was given by Chase C.
Mooney when he described the work as “so subjective and lacking dis-
crimination that the book—in any of its forms—scarcely deserves to be
classed as history.”%" Fortunately, most historians have not been so
given to hyperbole as Mooney and have admitted that Aptheker’s study
was more solidly grounded in the sources than most of his predecessors.
It stands in sharp contrast, for example, to the undocumented volume of
Nicholas Halasz’s The Rattling Chains: Slave Unrest and Revolt in the
Antebellum South."* Studies of individual revolts and conspiracies in-
clude John Lofton’s lnsurrection in South Carolina: The Turbulent
World of Denmark Vesey; Robert S. Starobin, ed., Denmark Vesey:
The Slave Conspiracy of 1822; Herbert Aptheker’s Nat Turner’s Slave
Rebellion; F. Roy Johnson’s The Nat Turner Slave Insurrection; and
Eric Foner, ed., Natr Turner™ Larry Gara’s The Liberty Line: The
Legend of the Underground Railroad explores the myth and reality of
organized escapes.®

Fictional treatments of slavery which rise above the banal are infre-
quent. While most scholars will begin with Harriett B. Stowe’s Uncle
Ton's Cabin, Richard Hildreth’s The Slave; or Memoirs of Archy
Moore is a more accurate portrait of the institution.®! Several recent
treatments by black novelists are extremely perceptive. Alston Ander-
son’s All God's Children: A Novel and Margaret Walker’s Jubilee are
especially illuminating.®* The best fictionalized characterization of slave
resistance is Arna Bontemps’ account of Gabriel Prosser, Black
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Thunder.® The strength of Bontemps' novel is a result of his wide
reading of the slave narratives.

While Bontemps depended on primary sources as the basis for his
novel, William Styron used his imagination and the writings of U. B.
Phillips and Stanley Elkins in composing his “meditations on History,”
the Pulitzer Prize-winning The Confessions of Nat Turner.% Praised by
white scholars for his historical accuracy, Styron was lambasted by black
writers for the unbelievable mental gyrations which led to a “rebel” who
was a “Sambo.” Although the novel itself was born of ignorance, and
simply repeated the errors made by Phillips and Elkins, few scholars had
done cnough rescarch in the sources to evaluate its historical accuracy.
The same was true of the black writers. If onc concedes (as this writer
does) that a novelist has the license to use his imagination to attempt to
explain reality, then Styron deserved his Pulitzer Prize. When, however,
that novelist claims that he is “meditating on history” or writing a his-
torical novel, he should be held accountable for his deviation from the
facts. As a novel Confessions is superb, as a historical novel it is absurd.

Having praised the novel, white historians rushed to the barricades to
defend their “liberal™ credentials when John Henrik Clarke, ed., William
Styron’s Nat Turner: Ten Black Writers Respond appeared.® Generally,
the historians missed the essential point that the blacks wére trying to
make. The award of a Pulitzer Prize to Styron for his emasculation of
Nat Turner indicated to blacks that the Great American Novel had
become a woman-hating glorification of homosexuality which reduced
the black man to the only position in which he is accepted in white
Amcrica: impotence. Understandably, blacks rejected Styron's effort to
kill one of their folk heroes. Their anger could be comparable only to
the probable reaction of American whites if some English author wrote
a fictional account of George Washington with him fawning on English-
men, hating other American colonists, masturbating at an age when all
of his friends were wenching, having Patrick Henry entering his outhouse
and scaring his anus with a blazing pine knot, looking longingly at
Martha but having homosexual relations with Thomas Jefferson, struck
dumb with passion at every English woman he sees and ravishing her in
his mind or as he masturbates, so paralyzed with fear that he can not
even shoot an English soldier, and then vomiting, retching, and hecaving
his guts out before, during, and after each battle. However much license
a novelist has, such a work would be viewed rightly as the murder of a
folk hero.

Unlike the slave, the antebellum free Negro has had few novelists or
historians to chronicle his story. There is still (as of 1972) no general
history of free Negroes in the South and John Hope Franklin's The Free
Negro in North Carolina, 1790-1860 and Luther P. Jackson’s Free
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Negro Labor and Property Holding in Virginia, 1830-1860 stand alone
as comprehensive state studies.®® Letitia Brown’s Free Negroes in the
District of Columbia, 1790-1846 is a pioncering though limited study
of urban free blacks.®” The standard monograph on northern free blacks
is Leon Litwack's North of Slavery: The Negro in the Free States,
1790-1860 but it is so concerned with race relations that it reveals little
about the internal dynamics of the black community.** The most essen-
tial sources for studying the free Negroes are the autobiographies they
wrote. John Malvin, Daniel Peterson, Samuel Ringgold Ward, John
Mercer Langston, Daniel A. Payne, Mifflin Gibbs, John P. Green,
Jeremiah Asher, and James Still present the most intimate picture of
their communities.” Benjamin Quarles has almost singlehandedly recon-
structed many important activities of the free Negroes in his justly
acclaimed Black Abolitionists and The Negro in the American Revo-
© lution.™

The drama inherent in the Civil War aid the central role of blacks
in the conflict has made it one of the most thoroughly examined periods
in black history. Benjamin Quarles’ The Negro in the Civil War, Dudley
T. Cornish’s The Sable Arm: Negro Troops in the Union Army, 1861-
1865, and James McPherson, ed., The Negro’s Civil War are indis-
pensable for the union story™ while James H. Brewer’s The Confederate
Negro: Virginia's Craftsmen and Military Laborers, 1861-1865 and Bell
I. Wiley's Southern Negroes, 1861-1865 recount developments in the
confederacy.™ The movement toward emancipation is explored in John
Hope Franklin's The Emancipation Proclamation, Benjamin Quarles’
Lincoln and the Negro, V. Jacque Voegeli’s Free but Not Equal: The
Midwest and the Negro During the Civil War, Charles L. Wagandt’s The
Mighty Revolution: Negro Emancipation in Maryland, 1862-1864, and
Forrest G. Wood’s Black Scare: The Racist Response to Emancipation
and Reconstruction,™

The closest rival to the Civil War in scholarly interest is Recor truc-
tion. Recent writings on the period contrast sharply with earlier racist
tracts in viewpoint and, more importantly, in the extent of research.
Robert Cruden’s The Negro in Reconstruction is an excellent synthesis
of contemporary monographic siudies which goes beyond the traditional
fascination with politics.™ While Lerone Bennett's Black Power, U.S.A.:
The Human Side of Reconstruction, 1867-1877 is less comprehensive
than Cruden, it is more readable.™ Theodore Wilson's The Black Codes
of the South, Otis A. Singletary's Negro Militia and Reconstruction,
Howard A. White's The Freedmen's Bureau in Louisiana, and Martin
Abbott's The Freedmen's Bureau in South Carolina, 1865-1872 treat
some of the essential special topics.™
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The much maligned black politician is rarely considered seriously in
most studies. E. Merton Coulter’s Negro Legislators in Georgia During
the Reconstruction Period is one of the few exceptions, but it is an
antediluvian racist diatribe reminiscent of his strictures on blacks in his
The South During Reconstruction, 1865-1877.77 A historiographical
curiosity, Negro Legislators is an indispensable reminder that Recon-
struction history has long been and still remains a “Dark and Bloody
Ground.” W.E.B. Du Bois’ Black Reconstruction . . ., 1860-1880 and
James S. Allen’s Reconstruction: The Battle for Democracy, 1865-1876,
though marred by strained Marxist interpretations, are crucial.”™ Of
similar vintage, and lightly researched, are Samuel D. Smith’s The Negro
in Congress, 1870-1901, Luther P. Jackson's Negro Office-holders in
Virginia, 1865-1895, and J. Mason Brewer’s Negro Legislators of
Texas.”™ Okon E. Uyas From Slavery to Public Service: Robert
Smalls, 1839-1915 is an imaginative study of the South Carolina leader
but is weakened by the paucity of manuscripts available.*® The most
complete data on black politicians are found in Laurence Bryant's Negro
Lawmakers in the South Carolina Legislature, 1869-1902 and Negro
Senators and Representatives in the South Carolina Legislature, 1868-
1902 % Including age, slave or free status, education, wealth, occupa-
tions, and offices held, Bryant inexplicably chose not to analyze his data.
Even so, the material culled laboriously from wilis, manuscript censuses,
tax records, and newspapers presents the most comprehensive portrait of
black politicians. Eugene A. Feldman's Black Power in Old Alabama:
the Life and Stirring Times of James T. Rapier, Afro-American Con-
gressman from Alabama, 1839-1883, suffering from all of the weaknesses
of Uya's work with few of its strengths, is notable primarily for its
brevity.® The most reliable information on such black politicos as
P.B.S. Pinchback, Francis L. Cardozo, John R. Lynch, and Blanche K.
Bruce is found in their autobiographies and a few articles.*

Finally, historians are expanding their purview beyond the political
controversies of Reconstruction. Joe M. Richardson examined manu-
script census returns in an effort to uncover the social and economic
outlines of the black community in his The Negro in the Reconstruction
of Florida, 1865-1877 and Joel Williamson utilized an impressive array
of sources to determine economic, social, and racial patterns in After
Slavery: The Negro in South Carolina During Reconstruction, 1861~
1877.*% Eschewing the traditional state approach, Willie Lee Rose pro-
duced a perceptive study of blacks during the first years of freedom in
Rehearsal for Reconstruction: The Port Royal Experiment.* W. McKee
Evans followed Mrs. Rose’s example in Ballots and Fence Rails: Recon-
struction on the Lower Cape Fear.*® Narrowing the focus even further,
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John Blassingame ignored the staples of politics and agricultural labor
in favor of an urban study, Black New Orleans, 1860-1880.%"

The descent of blacks to their nadir at the beginning of the twentieth
century has been analyzed by several scholars. Rayford Logan’s The
Negro in American Life and Thought: The Nadir, 1877-1901 is a mas-
terful examination of the racism pervading American thought and its
role in the disfranchisement and oppression of blacks.”® Comprehensive
state studies focusing primarily on politics include Frenise Logan’s The
Negro in North Carolina, 1876-1894, George B. Tindall’s South Caro-
lina Negroes, 1877-1900, Lawrence D. Rice’'s The Negro in Texas,
1874-1900, and Helen G. Edmonds’ The Negro and Fusion Politics in
North Carolina, 1894-1901.%® One of the most influential treatments of
the period is C. Vann Woodward’s The Strange Career of Jim Crow.*®
Arguing that legal segregation was largely a product of the late nine-
teenth and early twentieth centuries, Woodward’s volume has stirred up
considerable controversy. While Albert Sanders, John Hammond Moore,
Henry C. Dethloff, and Charles Wynes support the thesis, Joel William-
son, Richard Wade, Roger A. Fischer, Barry Crouch, and Meier and
Rudwick find strong evidence of segregation during or before Recon-
struction.”” The movement toward segregation (but little else) in
Northern cities is described in Scili M. Scheiner’s Negro Mecca: A
History of the Negro in New York City, 1865-1920, Gilbert Osofsky’s
Harlein: The Making of a Ghetto; Negro New York, 1890-1930, and
Allan Spear’s Black Chicago: The Making of a Negro Ghetto, 1890-
1920.°* Carol K. R. Bleser’s The Promised Land: The History of the
South Carolina Land Commission, 1869-1890 and Phillip Durham and
Everett L. Jones’ The Negro Cowboys are excellent explorations of the
larg=ly neglected field of nineteenth-century black economic develop-
ments.%

Twentieth-century economic developments are treated perceptively in
E. Franklin Frazier's Black Bourgeoisie, Morton Rubin’s Plantation
County, F. Ray Marshall's The Negro and Organized Labor, Raymond
Wolters’ Negroes and the Great Depression: The Problem of Economic
Recovery, and Donald H. Grubbs's Cry from the Cotton: The Southern
Tenant Farmers’ Union and the New Deal ®* The most useful examina-
tions of twenticth-century black politics appear in James Q. Wilson’s
Negro Politics: The Search for Leadership, Samuel Lubell’s White and
Black: Test of a Nation, Margaret Price’s The Negro Voter in the South,
and Andrew Buni's The Negro in Virginia Politics, 1902-1965.%5 Since
few historians other than Buni have written book-length studies of black
political movements, most works on the subject are quickly outdated
and cluttered with the jargon of the political scientist. Detailed informa-
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tion on the military service of blacks since the Civil War can be found
in John M. Carroll, ed., The Black Military Experience in the American
West, William H. Leckie’s The Buffalo Soldiers: A Narrative of the
Negro Cavalry in the West, Arlen L. Fowler's The Black Infantry in the
West, 1869-1891, Richard Dalfiume’s Desegregation of the U.S. Armed
Forces: Fighting on Two Fronts, 1939-53, and Ulysses Lee's The Em-
ployment of Negro Troops: United States Army in World War 11.98

The relationship betv. zen blacks and the Communist Party has not
(as of 1972) been studied adequately but there are several works which
deal with the question. The starting point is still Wilson Record’s The
Negro and the Communist Party and Race and Radicalismi: The NAACP
and the Communist Party in Conflict.®” Harold Cruse’s The Crisis of the
Negro Intellectual gives a sensitive portraiu of the strugg'es between black
artists and white communists, Dan T. Carter’s Scottsboro: A Tragedy of
the American South is the definitive account of the fight black leaders
waged against the communists to save nine black boys accused of raping
two white women, and Benjamin J. Davis's The Negro People On the
March and Claude M. Lightfoot’s Ghetto Rebellion to Black Liberation
raise anew the perennia! animosity between the communists and black
nationalists.™

The extent of black protests against white proscriptions is revealed in
several excellent volumes. Loren Miller’s The Petitioners: The Storv of
the Supreme Court of the United States and the Negro is ain impressive
summary of the legal struggle for rights while Mary Berry's Black
Resistance, White Law: A History of Constitutional Racism in America
describes the federal government’s persistent refusal to protect the lives
of blacks.” Although unimaginatively, Benjamin Muse has outlined the
Civil Rights movement since 1954 in Ten Years of Prelude: The Story
of Integration Since the Supreme Court's 1954 Decision and The Ameri-
can Negro Revolution: From Non-violence to Black Power, 1963-
1967.1"" Anthony Lewis’s Portrait of a Decade: The Second American
Revolution and Lerone Bennett’s Confrontation: Black and White are
excellent introductions.'® The major black protest organizations are
examined in Howard Zinn’s SNCC: T~ New Abolitionists, Langston
Hughes’ Fight for Freedom: The Story of the NAACP, and Arvarh E.
Strickland’s History of the Chicago Urban League.'> Comprehensive
studies of CORE, SCLC, the Urban League, and the NAACP still have
not appeared. The ideological positions of recent black leaders are
surveyed in Louis Lomax’s The Negro Revolt and Lerone Bennett's The
Negro Mood.1%3

Although none of the analyses prepared American whites for the riots
which occurred in the 1960's, historians and report s have described
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them and their predecessors in great detail. Among the best of these
studies are Robert Conot's Rivers of Blood, Years of Darkness, Fred C.
Shapiro and James W. Sullivan’s Race Riots, New York, 1964, Tom
Hayden's Rebellion in Newark: Official Violence and Ghetto Response,
Robert Shogan and Tom Craig's The Detroit Race Riot . . ., Ben W.
Gilbert's Ten Blocks from the White House, Elliott M. Rudwick’s Ruce
Riot at East St. Louds, July 2, 1917, and William M. Tuttle’s Race Riot:
Chicago in the Red Summer of 1919.1°* Several general perspectives are
presented in Joseph Boskin's Urban Racial Violence in the Twentieth
Century, Alien D. Grimshaw, ed., Racial Violence in the United States,
Arthur 1. Waskow's From Race Riot to Sit-1n, 1919 and the 1960’s . . .,
Robert H. Connery, ed., Urban Riots: Violence and Social Change, and
Robert M. Fogelson’s Violence as Protest: A Study of Riots and
Ghettos. 1"

The marchings, sit-ins, and riots of the 1960’s heralded a resurgence
in black nationalism. ™ ditionally, nationalists (blacks stressing group
or racial solidarity, priue¢, and loyalty) have received a bad press in the
United States. Since the nationalists focus on a common racial and
cuitural identity, many of their movements arc equated with the Ku Klux
Klan. Especially when consideling separatist and back-to-Africa move-
ments, white scholars treat them as pathological respenses to discrimina-
tion. Yet, scholars recognize that a majority of all national movements
have involved responses to increased frustrations. And, given the fact
that blacks have been struggling for more than 350 yeais to be in-
tegrated into American society, there is a grcat deal of doubt as to
whether integration is more realistic than separatism.

Since many of the back-to-Africa movements have arisen during times
of apparent increases in economic, social and political deprivation,
scholars have dismissed them as signs of the black man's hopelessness
and escapist fantasy. They were indeed this, but at the same time they
differed in no important way from the large-scale migration of Europeans
to the New World and Australia. Unlike the back-to-Africa movements,
scholars when treating European migration focus on the dreams the
migrants had for future success, rather ti:an the fact that they were
giving up on their native land in the face of cconomic, political, and
religious oppression and deprivation. Such attitudes indicate a kind of
myopia about the black cxperience which is frightening. Take, for exam-
ple, the oft repeated observation that separatist and African colonization
movements arise during periods of increased racial discrimination. First
of all, this observation implics that there has been a long golden age in
race relations broken periodically by riots, Jim Crow, and Ku Kluxism.
Just the opposite seems to be true. For the mass of Negroes, economic
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deprivation and white oppression have becn constant realities with much
heralded changes in forms (as during Reconstruction or the 1960’s)
which made little impact on the structure of discrimination.

Martin Delany, antebellum Negro conventions, Alexander Crummell,
studies of the American Colonization socicty, Edwin Redkey's examina-
tion of late nincteenth-century back-to-Africa movements, analyses of
the rise of Negro towns, Geis and Bittle’s imaginative reconstruction of
Chief Albert Sam’s efforts just before the first world war, E. David
Cronon’s biography of Marcus Garvey, and Essien-Udom and Lincoln’s
sensitive portraits of the Black Muslims indicate that emigration and
separatism have been constants in black thought.'vt

The most influential general work stressing nationalism as pathology
is Theodore Draper’s The Rediscovery of Black Nationalism.'*" The
paucity of research, however, undermines the reliability of Draper’s
volume. The reader with a serious intcrest in the subject must consult
the excellent documentary coilection of John H. Bracey, Jr., August
Meier, and Elliott Rudwick, eds., Black Nationalism in America,'\%8

Pan Africamism, or the belief in the kinship, and solidarity of peoples
of African descent, has been a vital force in black nationalism since
the antebellum period. The most informative studies of the subject are
Harold Isaacs’ The New World of Negro Americans, Adclaide C. Hill
and Martin Kilson, eds., Apropos of Africa: Sentiments of Negro
American Leaders on Africa from the 1800s to the [950s, American
Society of African Culture, Pan-Africanism Reconsidered,'™ several
essays, ''"* and the voluminous writings of W.E.B. Du Bois.

Social history is the least studied aspect of the black experience. The
most important black institution—the family—has been virtually ignored
by historians. -Consequently, sociologists, with their penchant for un-
carthing the pathological side of life, have been swimming along in a
scu -f ignorance. Ignoring E. F. Frazier’s impressive and careful research
in his masterful The Negro Family in Chicago while accepting (or
distorting) the undocumented speculations in his The Negro Family in
the United States, sociologists and historians have perpetuated the myth
of thc monolithic matriarchal black family.''" Recent scholarship has
almost entirely revised the Frazierian thesis. The best of this growing
body of literaturc is Andrew Billingsley's Black Families in White
America and Joyce A. Ladner’s Tamorrow's Tomorrow.: The Black
Womant*

A general overview of black education is furnished by Henry A.
Bullock's A4 History of Negro Education in the South from 1619 to the
Present and Earl J. McGrath’s The Predominantly Negro Colleges and
Universities in Transition.'™ The most authoritative and revealing
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studies of specific colleges include Rayford W. Logan’s Howard Univer-
sity, the First Hundred Years, 1867-1967, Clarence A. Bacote’s The
Story of Atlanta University: A Century of Service, 1865-1965, Edward
A. Jones’ A Candle in the Dark: A History of Morehouse College, and
Florence M. Read’s The Story of Spelman College.*'* The incomparable
Benjamin Mays discussed his years as Morehouse’s president in Born to
Rebel: An Autobiography.*'* If the test of an educational institution is
the contributions of its graduates, then black schools have been success-
ful. The occupations and roles of the “talented tenth” are described in
G. Franklin Edwards’ The Nezgro Professional Class and Herbert M.
Morais’ The History of the ~Neero in Medicine.''® The significant con-
tributions of blacks to American 'ntellectual and cultural life are evalu-
ated in a number of works.

The music of black America is treated in great detail in LeRoi Jones’
Blues People: Negro Music in White America.''" Although Jones is by
far the most comprehensive and readable, he often tries to see too much
of black life and history through the prism of music. The best socio-
cultural study of jazz is Marshall W. Stearns’ The Story of Jazz while
Eileen Southern’s The Music of Black Americans: A History is a general
work based on a wealth of primary sources.!'® The spirituals are treated
in Howard Thurman, Deep River: Reflections on the Religious Insight
of Certain of the Negro Spirituals and Bernard Katz, ed., The Social
Iminlications of Early Negro Music in the United States.!'?

Obsvssed by the debate over the purpose of fiction, scholars have
produced few illuminating critical studies of black literature. There is no
sophisticated study of nineteenth-century black novelists and poets and
most studies of twentieth-century writers are overly narrow in scope.

One attempt to study the most important intellectual and cultural
movement of the twenticth century—the Harlem renaissance—is Nathan
Huggins’ Harlem Renaissance.'** Huggins’ volume is, however, hardly
definitive. A remnant of an older genre concerned with racial interaction
and the impact of whites on blacks, Harlem Renaissance contains ques-
tionable assessments of the major renaissance figures and ignores the
internal dynamics of the black community which fostered and nurtured
the movement. Instead, we get many speculations on Carl Van Vetchten’s
influence and what whites projected onto the “primitives” in Harlem but
no discussion of the “‘salons” run by blacks, or the literary contests
sponsored by Crisis and Opporturitv. Even if Huggins’ thesis that there
was a symbiotic relationship between black artists and white America
has some validity, he has failed to prove it. After postulating his theory,
Huggins neglected the manuscripts of black writers, their published
memoirs, and, even more important, failed to read the reviews of black
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novels written by whites. These sources frequently reveal a different kind
of renaissance than that which Huggins found.

Unbelievably, no one has yet (as of 1972) written a sophisticated,
general survey of black poetry. Anthologics, on the other hand, are
abundant.’! Appreciation of the black novelist is only a little higher than
that of the black poct. For the most part, scholars have been intrigued
more by the way whitc novelists have caricatured blacks than by the
black novelists’ perception of reality. The essential works on black
writers are Hugh M. Gloster's Negro Voices in American Fiction,
Edward Margolies’ Native Sons: A Critical Study of Twentieth Century
Negro-American Authors, and Robert Bone's The Negro Novel in
America.’** Gloster was so obsessed with racial consciousness that he
ignored the literary form and quality of the works he analyzed. Bone and
Margolies took the opposite view. Stressing ‘‘art for the sake of art,”
they were too quick to denigratc black writers who saw their works as
weapons to use against racist America. Analyses of the role of blacks
in the theatre combine historical and artistic developn ents on a much
higher level than studies of black novelists. Loften Mitchell's Black
Drama: The Story of the American Negro in the Theatre, Harold Cruse's
The Crisis of the Negro Intellectual, and Doris E. Abramson’s Negro
Playwrights in the American Theatre, 1925-1959 provide comprehensive
detailed surveys which are fascinating to read.'*® In contrast to the
theatre, studies of blacks in films are paltry. Peter Noble's The Negro
in Films and V. J. Jerome's The Negro in Hollywood Films, though
outdated, provide an introduction'* while two articles by Thomas R.
Cripps, “The Death of Rastus: Negroes in American Films since 1945"
and *“Movies in the Ghetto, B.P. [Before Poitier]” are the most reliable
essays on the subject.'*

Revelations about practically cvery aspect of the black cxperience
appear in the growing list of biographies. Collective biographies suitable
for high school students include Russell L. Adams’ Great Negroes, [ast
and Present, Lerone Bennett's Fioncers in Protest, Arna Bontemps’
Famous Negro Athletes, Lavinia G. Dobler and Edgar A. Toppin's
Pioneers and Patriots: the Lives of Six Negroes of the Revolutionary
Era, Langston Hughes' Famous Negro Heroes of America, Wilhelmena
S. Robinson’s Historical Negro Biographies, and Charlemae Rollins’
Famous Negro Entertainers of Stage, Screen, and TV.*% Popularly
written biographies are so numecrous that students can easily find ane
which will illuminate both the “heroic™ and “realistic™ aspects of black
history. Including scientists, frontiersmen, athletes, ministers, scholars,
doctors, lawyers, and slaves and free men, these volumes engender more
interest in and empathy with black history than most other works.'=7
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Scholarly biographies of major black figures are fewer in number than
the popular ones because only a limited number of blacks preserved
the letters and diaries written during their lifctimes. In spite of this,
there are informative studies of Frederick Douglass, Booker T. Wash-
ington, W.E.B. Du Bois, Marcus Garvey, and Martin Luther King.12%
Booker Washington is the only black leader whose life has been dis-
cussed in any comprchensive fashion. The indispensable works are
August Meicer's Negro Thought in America, 1880-1915: Racial ldeol-
ogies in the Age of Booker T. Washington and the first volume of Louis
Harlan's detailed and heavily documented study, Booker T. Washing-
ton: The Making of a Black Leader, 1856-1901.2* While Meicr explores
the economic, social, and intellectual developments in the black com-
munity and Washington’s role in them, Harlan describes, for the first
time, all of the forces which made the man into one of the most complex
and least understood figures in American history. A decade of research
in the Washington papers, an impressive list of other sources, empathy,
and considerable literary skill led Harlan to produce the best biography
of Washington so far. Data on less famous blacks can be found in
Richard Bardolph’s The Negro Vanguard, William E. Farrison's William
Wells Brown: Author and Reformer, Stephen R. Fox’s The Guardian
of Boston: William Monroe Trotter, and Emma Lou Thornbrough'’s
T. Thomas Fortune: Militant Journalist.'3" '

However good biographies are, they rarely allow students to view the
world the way blacks have. The best way to gain intimate knowledge of
the way blacks think, act, and view themsclves, white America, and
their community is through autobiographics. The perennial favorites of
students are Booker T. Washington’s Up From Slavery, first pub-
lished in 1901, W.E.B. Du Bois’ The Autobiography of W.E.B. Du
Bois, and Malcolm X'’s The Autobiography of Malcolm X.'3' The
autobiographics of Anne Moody, Paul Robeson, John C. Dancy, Horace
Cayton, Langston Highes, Reba Lee, and Ellen Tarry are also per-
ceptive and extremely interesting.™* These and other autobiographics
move blacks to the center stage in their historical drama and forcefully
portray what it means to be black in white America.

A review of writings on Afro-Americans is an important corrective to
the mythology of the black past. A realistic portrayal of Afro-Americans
will contain black and white villains, herocs, and ordinary black men and
women struggling against cxtraordinary odds. Only those who know
nothing of the black past or who still insist that history is limited to the
mythological exploits of kings and presidents contend that since blacks
have been largely powerless their history is necessarily unheroic. The
proper view, it scems to me, was presented by the black scholar
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C. V. Roman in 1911. Arguing that a dispassionate study of the past
would inevitably add many blacks to America’s pantheon of heroes,
Roman contended that:

A Negro woman crossing a mad and swollen river on floating pieces of
ice, barefooted and with a child in her arms, that she might find liberty
for herself and child, presents a picture of magnificent heroism, fit for
song and story.

I am not preaching ethnic antagonism nor endeavoring to give a racial
tinge to the facts of history, but I do wish to widen sufficiently the field of
taught history to include Negroes who justly belong there. . . . It is a
long way from a log cabin in Kentucky to the Presidency of these United
States, but from the slave-pens of Maryland to the marshalship of the
District of Columbia is further. While we justly honor Lincoln for the
first, we should remember Douglass made the second.133

Since white historians have long written about the American past as if
blacks did not exist, it is easy to understand the demands of contempo-
rary blacks that they be given some visibility. Few fair-minded men will
deny the legitimacy of their claims. Teachers must abandon the myth-
ology of the white supremacists and present the reality of the black
experience in America,
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European Americans:
From Immigrants to Ethnics

Rudolph J. Vecoli

ETHNlClTY has exercised a persistent and pervasive influence upon
American history. Americans have traditionally defined themselves and
others as members of ethnocultural groups. On the basis of their origins,
national, racial, religious, and regional, they have sharcd with “their
own kind” a sense of a common heritage and collective destiny. Ethnic
cultures have sustained patterns of values, attitude' and behaviors which
have differentiated various segments of the popwation. The resulting
ethnic pluralism has profoundly affected all aspects of American life.
Religion, politics, social mobility, even the conduct of foreign affairs,
have reflected this extraordinary diversity of ethnic identitics.

A series of migrations, internal as well as external, brought together
peoples of various cultural, linguistic, racial, and religious backgrounds.
The peopling of this continent by transoceanic migration has gone on
for over fotr hundred years. The original inhabitants, the true native
Americans, were gradually displaced and dispossessed by successive
waves of immigrants. They came from all over the world, Africans by
the millions, brought to this land in chains, Asiatics by the hundreds of
thousands, and others from countries to the north and south and from
the islands of the Caribbean. But the vast majority came from Europe.
In the greatest population movement in human history, some t ty-five
million Europeans immigrated to the United States in the century -fter
1830. This fact determined the basic character of American soc ',
it was to be predominantly Caucasian, Christian, and Western.

The study of immigration history involves not only the processc. of
physical migration, but the long-range consequences of this mingling of
peoples as well. Despite its importance, the European immigration has
been relatively neglected by American historians until recent decades.
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Tho reason apnears to have been the general acceptance of an assimila-
tionist ideology by scholars and laymen alike. The *‘Melting Pot,” it
was assumed, would transform the forcigners into indistinguishable
Amcricans in a generation or two &t most. Bemused by the alleged
uniqueness of the American character 1 institutions, historians turned
to cnvironmental explanations. The frontier, naterial abundance, or
mobility, rather than Old World influences, determined the values and
behavior of the American people. In this light, immigration appeared to
be an ephemeral episode.}

These assimilationist assumptions have bcen called into question by
the “rediscovery of ethnicity” in recent years. White ethnic groups, as
well as blacks, Indians, and Hispanic Americans, have demonstrated
an unanticipated longevity. This “New Pluralism” has inspired historians
and others to explore the cthnic dimension of American life in the past
as well as the present. As a consequence we are in the midst of a renais-
sance of immigration history. A rich and growing literature awaits the
student of European American ethnic groups, one which is enlivened by
divergent interpretations and differing methodologies.

We Stand on Their Shoulders

The writing of immigration history was initiated by a handful of
scholars a half century ago when the field was less fashionable than it is
today. Their thorough and scrupulous scholarship rescued the subject
from the partisan concerns of the advocates of immigration restriction
and the filiopietists.? The major works of these historians remain essen-
tial reading for the serious student of the European immigration.

Among these pioneers, Marcus Lec Hansen advanced the most com-
prchensive interpretation of the Atlantic migration considered as a
whole.* Viewing emigration as a basic force in European history, Hansen
emphasized the underlying demographic, economic, and social causes
which transcended political boundaries. Although sensitive tc the “pull”
of the “Common Men’s Utopia,” Hansen stressed the “push” of
European conditions as of equal importance. Hansen also traced the
transatlantic routes of commerce which provided ready-made paths for
the westward-bound emigrants.

In his volume of essays, The Immigrant in American History,
Hansen integrated the story of immigration with certain majur themes,
such as the westward movement, political democracy, and Puritanism.
Viewing the immigrants as “carriers of culture,” he focused on the
interaction between their heritage and the American environment. Rather
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than a threat to American democracy, Hansen thought the immigrants
had excreised a basically conservative and stabilizing influence. Stress-
ing their receptivity to American values, he declared that “they were
Amcricans before they landed.™ Reflecting his own rural origins as well
as the influence of his mentor, Frederick Jackson Turrer, Hansen's
writings dealt with the midwestern agrarian rather than the eastern urban
phase of the immigrant cxperience.?

Hansen’s perspective was shared by his contemporaries who con-
tributed solid studies dealing with specific immigrant groups. Theodore
C. Blegen wrotc extensively on the Norwegians, his major work being
a two-volume history which vividly depicts the Old World conditions as
well as American experience of the immigrants.® Blegen was particularly
skillful in locating and exploiting ““America letters,” emigrant ballads,
and other documents in reconstructing the everyday lives of common
folk. His collcague, George M. Stephenson, wrote with equal mastery of
the Swedish immigration. The Religious Aspects of the Swedish Immi-
grations” is a cultural and social as well as institutional history of the
Swedish American churches. In 1926, Stephenson published the first
general history ¢f American immigration,” one which deals with the role
of the immigrant in the political development of the United States.
Meanwhile Carl Wittke cstablished himself as the historian of the
German Americans; among his studies, those of the “Forty-cighters”
and the German language press in Amecrica are particularly note-
worthy.? Wittke was also the author of a survey of immigration history,
We Who Built America.' Viewing the central motif of American
history as “the impact of successive immigrant tides upon a New World
environment,” Wittke's history is a descriptive rather than interpretive
account of the various nationalities comprising these tides. In the tradi-
tion of Turner, these historians like Hansen conceived of immigration
as the interaction between European culture and American geography.

Oscar Handlin's Boston's Immigrants (1941) marked a new depar-
ture in immigration history.!! Handlin’s theme was one of acculturation,
the mutual impact of Irish Catholics and Yankee Protestants in a sea-
board city. Through adaptation to the stern conditions of urban life,
the Irish created their own ethnic community. Unable and unwilling to
assimilate the Irish, Boston became a divided city. Wedding immigration
history and urban history, Boston’s Irnmigrants served as a model for the
coming generation of historians. Robert Ernst’s study of immigrant
groups in New York City was another early example of this new genre
of ethnic history.'* Ernst skillfully delineated the interplay of the
various nationalities in the culture, politics, economy, and other aspects
of urban life.
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Handlin has written prolifically on the subject of immigration and
cthnicity. His major work, The Uprooted, depicts the effects of migra-
tion upon the immigrants themsclves.'” “The history of immigration,”
he observed, “is a history of alienation and its consequences.” Torn from
a traditional peasant community, Handlin’s immigrant became an
estranged individual without meaningful ties to his fellow men. In
dramatic prose, Handlin told of the breakup of European rural society,
the flight from disaster, the horrors of the voyage, and the anxicties of
life in a strange land. Though the newcomer secks to regain his lost
community by creating cthnic institutions, he fails to escape from his
alicnated condition. This grim interpretation of the immigrant experience
has had a profound influence, but the question has been raised whether
Handlin’s immigrant was indeed typical of the many different groups
represented in the European immigration. '

In subsequent writings, Handlin portrayed American socicty as a
mosaic of competing ethnic and racial groups.!® Despite the resulting
prejudice and conflict, Handlin judged pluralism to be a positive value.
By providing a focus for personal identity as well as a vehicle for col-
lective activity, ethnic groups served as a bulwark of liberty against the
centralizing and dehumanizing tendencies of modern technocratic
society.

New General Interpretations

Traditionally, Americans viewed immigration as a single-minded flight
from the “Old World” to the “Land of Opportunity.” Hansen first noted
that the immigration to the United States was to be understood as much
in terms of European conditions and that it was a part of a much more
complex population movement. These insights have been further devel-
oped in the writings of Brinley Thomas and Frank Thistlethwaite. In
his Migration and Economic Growth, Thomas offered a more sophisti-
cated interpretation of the dynamics of ninetcenth-century European
migration.' Rather than being a simple reflex to the American business
cycle, he analyzed the flow of labor and capital within the Atlantic
economy in response to business fluctuations on both sides of the ocean.
Thomas also stressed the push factor of the *“Malthusian Devil,” the
frontier of surplus population which moved from west to cast across
Europe in the nineteenth century. Rather than being pulled by American
opportunity, huge fragments of the European population were expelled
by societies which could not absorb their labor. As the Europcan coun-
tries industrialized, internal migrations became alternatives to overscas
movements. Thomas also noted the changing character of emigration in
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response to altered technological and labor conditions in the United
States.

In a seminal paper, Thistlethwaite declared that the European migra-
tions must be understood in terms of the transformation of European
society in the nincteenth century.!” The impact of the demographic and
industrial revolutions dislodged vast numbers of people from their
ancestral homes and sent them wandering over the face of the carth.
Thistlethwaite claborated upon the complex patterns of movement within
Europe and between Europe and other continents. While the majority
of overseas migrants did come to the United States, Argentina, Brazil,
and Canada were also receiving heavy immigrations. The high incidence
of repatriation, perhaps a third of all immigrants to the United States,
was anothcr aspect of the migratory pattern commented upon by
Thistlcthwaite. Rather than viewing the immigrants as an anonymous,
nondescript mass, Thistlethwaite called for the study of the specific
characteristics and peculiar migratory patterns of particular occupational
and village groupings.

The realization that the United States was not unique as a host society
has stimulated interest in the comparative study of immigration history.
Louis Hartz's The Founding of New Societies is a pioneering work in
this field.!® Its thesis is that the character of the “new societies” created
by European migrations was determined by the stage of historical devel-
opment of the mother country at the time of mass exodus. These “frag-
ments,” removed from the stream of European history, thus retained and
reinforced their original ideological cast. In a series of essays, the thesis
is applied to the United States, French Canada, South Africa, Australia,
and Brazil.

The Hartz thesis is utilized by John Higham in his provocative essay
which places immigration history in a comparative setting.® Rather than
being immigrants, the original colonists, Higham contends, constituted a
“charter group” which set the initial character of the socizty and the
terms upon which later arrivals were admitted. To this dominant core-
culture, newcomers have been progressively assimilated. Higham con-
trasted the limited impact of the immigration upon American society as
compared with Argentina or Brazil. One factor, he suggested, accounting
for this difference was the tremendous varicty among the immigrants
to the United States while the immigration to Latin America was con-
centrated in a few nationalities. Thus the cultural diversity of American
ethnic groups dijuted their impact and hastened their assimilation. With
Nathan Glazer, Higham viewed the mass immigration as disruptive of
the established American culture and contributing to the emergence of
a mass culture.?®
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Scveral general histories of American immigration which incorporate
the more recent findings have appeared since 1960. Maldwyn Allen
Jones in an admirably concise and literate volume surveyed this “'greatest
folk-migration in human history.”! Acknowledging his debt to Hansen,
Handlin, Higham, and others, Jones sought “to teli briefly the story of
American immigration from the planting of Virginia to the present.”
Rejecting traditional distinctions between *“colonists™ and “immigrants”
and “old immigrants™ and “‘new immigrants,” Jones, while mindful of the
changes taking place in both those who came and in the country which
received them, stressed the fundamental sameness of the immigrant and
his experience. “As a social process,” Jones concluded, *(immigration)
has shown little variation throughout American history.”

A more recent work by Philip Taylor focuses more narrowly upon
the century of mass emigration, 1830-1930.% Its point of view is
primarily that from the European side of the Atlantic. Though acknowl-
edging “the attracting force of America’s economic opportunitics and of
its free institutions,” the volume describes in detail the disruptive forces
at work in Europe which stimulated the impulse to emigrate. Though
drawing upon the work of others, Taylor brings to bear much fresh
material in his discussion of the emigration business and its regulation,
the coaditions of the journcy, and the recruitment of emigrants. Bricfer
discussion is reserved for the working and living conditions of the imuni-
grants in America, nativism, immigration legislation, and the evolution
of ethnic communities. The merit of this volume lies not so much in new
interpretations as in the richness of its factual rendering of the subject.

Immigration and cthnicity arc major themes in Rowland Berthoff's
interpretive social history, An Unsettled People.” Berthoff projects a
cycle of historical development, “from adequate order through a period
of excessive disorder and back again toward some satisfactory order,”
as the paradigm of American history. In this scheme, the massive influx
of forcigners joined with intense internal mobility contributed to the
general social disorder of nineteenth-century America. In a scarch for
community, new social groups were formed, mainly along cthnic lines.
Thus cthnic consciousness became a source of identification of self and
others, one which was expressed in institutional patterns such as jobs
and housing. Reform, including efforts to exclude or Amecricanize the
immigrants, represents for Berthoff an attemipt to bring social order out
of chaos.

European Backgrounds and Reactions

Since Hansen's general discussion in The Atantic Migration, the
Europcan backgrounds of the emigration have been the subject of a
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number of specialized studies. Wilbur Shepperson’s British Emigration
to North America deals with a varicty of colonization projects in the
Victorian cra,** Shepperson traced the issuc of eiaigration, as it is
debated in the press and in state councils, among humanitarians and
trade unionists, Was it a panacca or a pandora? Shepperson’s account
of various ill-fated schemes suggests that for many it was a pandora.
In a perceptive essay, Charlotte Erickson analyzed the agrarian myth
which lured English emigrants, tleeing from the disruptive effects of the
industrial revolution, to the American “Garden of the World.”* Cecil
Woodham-Smith has written a vivid account of the Irish potato famine
and of the mass exodus it triggered.*® The impact upon lIrish socicty
and culture of the American emigration is the subject of a ntonograph
by Arnold Schricr.”™ The eificial and press reaction to the populaticn
drain, its ctfects on Irish agriculture, and the cultural-folkloristic reaction
(including the development of the “American wake™) to the mass
exodus arc recounted. The ‘‘constructive opposition” to the Swedish
emigration has been described by Franklin Scott.**

Mack Walker has authored a thorough study of the German emigra-
tion of the nincteenth century.®® Rather than being of one piece, the
Auswanderung affected the various regions of Germany at different
times. Walker analyzed the interplay of population growth, land tenure,
technical innovations, and state policy in determining the rates and
dircctions of the ouiward movement. John S. MacDonald has argued
that the differential rates of emigration among the various regions of
Ttaly are related to the various patterns of land ownership and to the
resulting cthos of the peasantry.® In arcas where landownership was
widely distributed and an individualistic outlook prevailed, emigration
rates were highest; while in those arcas characterized by large cstates
and collective forms of action on the part of agricultural laborers,
emigration rates were lowest. Depending on the character of the rural
social structure then, militant working-class organization and migration
were alternative responses of the cultivators to poverty.

Historians have also been interested in the American influences which
filtered back to the homeland through the cmigration process. In their
article on "The Immigrant and the American Image in Europe, 1860-
1914,” Merle Curti and Kendall Birr emphasized the role of emigration
promotional literature, as well as “America letters,” as media through
which information and misinformation regarding the United States
reached the common folk.*! Ingrid Semmingscn explored similar in-
fluences at work, particularly in Norway, finding that the “Amcrica
letters™ and the returned emigrants were often the agents of change,
introducing new ideas regarding agricultural methods, politics, and social
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relationships.?* Howcver, she obscrved that, as in the case of the Irish,
the conservative milieu in some countries was not receptive to impulses
from America. Schrier’s study confirmed that the “re:urticd Yank™ had
listle impact upon Ireland; American money, he con.iuded, was more
important than the repatriate in effecting changes in Irish society.?*

Since perhaps as many as a third of the immigrants returned to tbeir
homelands, the phenomenon of repatriation is important in evaluating
the significance of the transatlantic migration for both the United States
and Europe. Theodore Saloutos was a trailbreaker in this field with his
study of returned Greek-Americans.® Primarily through interviews,
Saloutos studied a group of repatriates, analyzing their motives and
attitudes. their readjustment and status in the Old Country. While many
were well-to-do, he found an ambivalence in their feelings toward both
Greece and America, as well as generally negative attitudes toward the
repatriates on the part of other Greeks. Saloutos has also written a useful
summary article on the repatriation in the twentieth century.® In a
volume suggestively entitled Emigration and Disenchantment, Shepperson
sketched the portraits of some seventy-five English returnees.*® While he
found great diversity among them, his general conclusion was that those
Britons who had migrated to escape change were disillusioned by their
failure to find stability in America. Another study by Shepperson deals
with the return of British working class immigrants.®” The heavy return
migration of the Italians has been the subject of studies by George R.
Gilkev*™ and Francesco Cerase.” Gilkey found that the americani with
their new ideas and dollars had a disruptive effect upon their native
villages, but did not affect basic changes in the oppressive conditions of
southern Italy. A similar conclusion was arrived at by Cerase: “Their
reabsorption into the life of the comraunity has had no consequence of
innovation on the economic or political patterns of behavior in the com-
munity itself.” Other studies of repatriation are needed to fill out this
dimension of the history of the Atlantic migration.

The Making of Americans

The making of Americans has been a basic theme in the writing of
American immigration history. What was to be the significance of this
“foreign invasion” for the emerging American nationality? Was America
a “Melting Pot” in which all diverse clements would be fused into a new
human type or was it a mosaic composed of distinct ethnic groups?
These issues have long been debated, and the echoes of these debates
resound in the writings of historians and social scientists. The ideologies
are themselves a part of the history of immigration, since they shaped
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attitudes and public policies. Philip Gleason’s article, “The Melting Pot:
Symbol of Fusion or Confusion?”, traced the changing content, use and
meaning of this metaphor.*® In his work, Assimilation in American Life,
Milton Gordon summarized three contending ideologies of ethnic group
relations: Anglo-Conformity; the Melting Pot; and Cultural Plur iism.*!
Gordon then offered his own theory of assimilation, one which en-
visioned the persistence of structural pluralism, in terms of inter-personal
relations, along with a pervasive cultural assimilation in terms of such
things as langauge, manners, and values. Seeking to explain the “religious
revival” of the 1950’s, Will Herberg proposed the concept of the “triple
Melting Pot” as an explanatory hypothesis.** While rejecting ethnic
definitions, the grandchildren of the immigrants werec manifesting the
pheromenon of “third generation return” by affirming their identities as
Protestants, Catholics, or Jews.

Other writers impressed by the persistence of ethnic groups have
offered theories to explain the continuing pluralistic character of
America. In their influential work, Beyond the Melting Pot, Nathan
Glazer and Daniel P. Moynihan declared: “The point about the melting
pot is that it did not happen.”** Based on an analysis of five ethnic
groups in New York City, the authors found that ethnicity pervaded all
spheres of life. The explanation they suggested was that ethnic groups
were not only a source of individual identity, they had also become
interest groups by which persons sought to defend or advance their
position in society.

In his groundbreaking study, Language Loyalty in America, Joshua
Fishman advanced the theme of cultural maintenance as a neglecied
aspect of ethnic history.** Contrary to the notion that the immigrants
gladly shed their native heritage, Fishman argued that they made
strenuous efforts to sustain their cultures and languages Detailed studics
of the German, French Canadian, Spanish, and Ukrainian groups docu-

- ment their resistance to pressures for total cultural assimilation. Despite
the steady inroads of *“de-ethnization,” Fishman demonstrated that the
immigrants’ struggles to keep alive their native tongues and cultures are a
vital and neglected aspect of American social history.

A contrary view has been advanced by Timothy L. Smith.** Rather
than being victims of a coercive Americanization policy, Smith has de-
picted the immigrants as eagerly pursuing assimilation as a means of
advancing their fortunes and those of their children. Espousing Hansen's
dictum that “they were Americans before they landed,” Smith contended
that the newcomers shared with the natives basic values of hard work,
thrift, and individual ambition. Advocating “new approaches,” Smith
chose to stress “assimilation, both cultural and structural, rather than
ethnic exclusiveness” as the key to understanding immigration history.
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Nativism and Immigration Policy

While the response of native Americans to immigrants ranged from
cordial to hostile, it has been xenophobia which has attracted the most
attention from historians. An carly and still useful work in this vein is
Ray Allen Billington, The Protestant Crusade, 1800-1860.%¢ Focusing
on the intense anti-Catholic sentiment of the antebellum years, Billington
interpreted the antipathy toward the Irish and Germans as stemming
primarily from deep-scated religious prejudice. While noting cthnic
rivalries over jobs and politics, the volume concentrates on the mani-
festations of anti-Catholicism ranging from literary slander to physical
violence. A psychological interpretation has since been forwarded by
David Brion Davis.#? Viewing nativism as stemming from fear of internal
subversion, Davis attributed this conspiratorial mentality to the insecuri-
tics engendered by “bewildering social change.” In his analysis of anti-
Catholic, anti-Mason, and anti-Mormon literature, Davis found that all
shared a common rhetoric and view of reality. Richard Hofstadter found
this fear of conspiracy, which he styled “the paranoid style of American
politics,” recurring in times of stress,**

The major work on nativism in post-Civil War America, John
Higham's Strangers in the Land, also espouses a psychclogical interpre-
tation.*” Defining nativism as a form of nationalism, Higham identiticd
three major ideologies of xecnophobia: anti-Catholicism; anti-radicalism;
and racialism, During periods of national well-being, nativist fears de-
clined, but with a crisis of confidence brought on by economic depres-
sion or war, hostility toward forcigners welled up again. While the
threat was viewed at various times as Popery, anarchism, and racial de-
gencracy, all of these phobias fucled the ultimately successful drive for
immigration restriction. Higham has had the rare satisfaction of being
his own revisionist. Taking a second look at nativism, he pointed out
that intergroup conflict could profitably be analyzed from a sociological
perspective.™ The “status rivalries” among ethnic groups in their com-
petitive quest for power and place resulted in recurring friction and
hostility. E. Digby Baltzell applied Higham's analysis in his interpreta-
tion cf the emergence of a “Protestant Establishment.”?! Threatened by
the rise of new groups, particularly the Jews, the American upper class
responded with exclusionary practices based on ethnic and social preju-
dice. Baltzell details the development of an ideological defense of caste
and of institutions to defend caste privileges by the WASP aristocracy.

Nativism has also been the subject of specialized studies dealing with
particular facets of the phenomenon. Barbara M. Solomon analyzed the
role of New England Brahmins in developing a rationale for immigration
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restriction based on an ideology of race.* Focusing on the history of the
Immigration Restriction League, she found its roots in the anxicties
caused by the changes which were undermining the New England way
of life. A parallel study by Charlotte Erickson contends that the
csposition of organized labor to the southern and eastern European
immigration was inspired by ethnic prejudice rather than real economic
competition.™ In her definitive study of the contract labor controversy,
Erickson demonstrated convincingly that by the 1880's few immigrants
were coming to America under formal labor contracts. From the debate
on the Foran Act on, cthnic prejudice rather than practical considerations
determined the views of American labor leaders on the immigration
question.

The resurgence of anti-Catholicism in the 1890's and its primary
manifestation, the American Protective Association, have been described
by Donald L. Kinzer.™ Fear of the Roman Catholic Church and of its
alleged political ambitions caused Protestants to rally to the APA. Seck-
ing to deprive the Church of new recruits and votes, the APA advocated
immigration restriction as well as a stiffening of naturalization require-
ments. Robert K. Murray's Red Scare is a study of the post-World War |
hysteria regarding an anticipated radical uprising in the United States.>®
Fears of Bolshevism fed by labor strikes and general social unrest created
a mood in which official and vigilante violence directed against radicals
and alicns was generally applauded. In a psychological interpretation
of the “Red Scare,” Stanley Coben located its sources in the insecurity
caused by the social and economic dislocations of the postwar years.
Seeking to eradicate ‘“foreign™ threats to American institutions and
values, the nativists raised the standard of “One Hundred Percent
Americanism.” The federal policies concerning immigrant radicals have
been thoroughly examined by William Preston, Jr.?7 His study is severely
critical of the federal government because of the frequent violations of
civil rights and injuries inflicted upon persons who were often innocent
of any wrong.

The development of American immigration policy to the enactment
of the restrictive legislation of the 1920's can best be followed in
Higham, Strangers in the Land. Higham has also written a brief sum-
mary essay on the subject.” The story of American immigration policy
from 1924 to 1952 has been told by Robert A. Divine.”” A dispassionate
legislative history, the study traces Congressional and executive policy-
making from the enactment of the national origins statute to the passage
of the McCarran Act. While recording lobbying activities and public
debate on specific issucs, its perspective is that of Capitol Hill and the
White House.
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The efforts by public and private agencies to facilitate the adjustment
and assimilation of the immigrants have been little studied as of 1972.
Edward Hartmann, The Movement to Americanize the Immigrant,
focuses on the governmental and voluntary programs during the period
of World War 1.*" Although inspired by the wartime zeal for national
unity, not all of the attention paid to the foreign-born was coercive or
mean-spirited. The teaching of the English language and “American
ideals” was a primary activity, but there were also sympathctic attempts
to safeguard the immigrants from economic exploitation and to assist
them to achicve a better life. Another perspective on the Americanization
movement is provided by Gerd Korman’s account of the response of
industrial management to its polyglot labor force.% Moved by considera-
tions of improved efficiency and productivity, enlightened industrialists
introduced welfare and safety programs in their factories. To these were
added during the First World War Americanization classes for the immi-
grant workers. Under this regime of “benevolent paternalism,” as Kor-
man describes it, a group of safety and welfarc experts emerged as agents
of social control. A recent article on the Illinois Immigrants’ Protective
League by Rooert L. Buroker also emphasizes the role of professional
social workers animated by a vision of an efficient, harmonious social
order.%:

A particular episode in the history of American immigration policy
has been the subject of several books in recent years. The policy pursued
by the United States with respect to Jewish refugees from Nazi Germany
has been examined critically by Henry L. Feingold® and David S.
Wyman.™ Both studies agree that a combination of factors, bureaucratic
incrtia, congressional opposition, public indifference, and anti-Semitism,
prevented any effective response to the plight of the Jews. While critical
of Franklin D. Roosevelt for not doing more, the authors recognized
that the domestic political climate appears to have made any intercession
by the United States impossible.

There were the fortunate few who did escape from the tyranny of
Hitler and Mussolini and who found refuge in America. Among them
were many of Europe’s most brilliant scholars, scientists, and artists.
Their story is told with grace and authority by Laura Fermi, herself one
of them, in [llustrious Immigrants."» The impact of this intellectual
migration is a subject of Perspectives in American History.*® Chapters
by various contributors, some of them participantz in the migration,
detail the extraordinary influence exerted by this band of emigrés upon
the arts and sciences in America.
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Studies of Particular Ethnic Groups

By its very nature, immigration history lends itself to studies of par-
ticular ethnic groups. The “America fever” struck the various countries
of Europe at different times; the arriving immigrants sharing a common
language, culture, and sometimes religion formed ethnic communitics
in the United States. The histories of single ethnic groups tend to follow
a common pattern; they begin by examining the causes of the emigration
in the Old Country; they trace the routes of migration and patterns of
settlement; and conclude with a discussion of the social, economic, and
cultural adjustments to American conditions. Such single group studies
have the merit of permitting the analysis of the migrant experience in
depth, but they are open to the criticism that they neglect the common
aspects of that experience which transcend etnnic differences.

Although studies of the British in colonial America abound, historians
have only recently (as of 1972) taken note of the large emigration from
the British Isles in the nineteenth century. Rowland T. Berthoff has
written about the English, Scots, Welsh, and Ulstermen who came to
man America's burgeoning industries.®” Their occupational and cultural
skills facilitated their economic and social assimilation. Yet Berthoff
pointed out the difficulties they sometimes experienced as well as their
retention of particular identities and customs. From their hostile en-
counters with the American Irish emerged a sense of their common
British identity. Frank Thistlethwaite has also described the cultural
continuity in the communities of British merchants and artisans.® The
potters who migrated from the Five Towns of Staffordshire carried on
their traditional way of life as well as their craft in Trenton, New Jersey
and East Liverpool, Ohio. The role of British immigrants in the Amer-
ican labor movement has been traced by Clifton K. Yearley, Jr.%
Following the careers of some fifty labor leaders of British origins,
Yearley found their Chartist and trade union experience an important
influence during the formative period of labor organization in America.

The British agrarian immigration has received less attention (as of
1972). Wilbur Sheppersor described the establishment of various agri-
cultural settlements,”™ while Charlotte Erickson has studied the expec-
tations of those British immigrants who sought in America a pastoral
Utopia.™ Prairie Albion by Charles Boewe tells the story of an early
English settlement in Ilinois.” The migration of British Mormon con-
verts to Utah is the subject of P.A.M. Taylor, Expectations Westward.”
The study concentrates on the Mormon proselytizing, the planned emi-
gration and the journey, rather than on the immigrants’ settlements in
Utah. Recently the ethnic minorities within the British emigration have
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found their historians. Edward G. Hartmann celebrated the achievements
of the Welsh,™ while A. L. Rowse performed the same function for the
Cornish.™

The Catholic Irish immigration has been the subject of a separate and
extensive historical scholarship. Carl Wittke’s The Irish in America is the
most thorough trecatment of the subject.™ Individual chapters deal with
such topics as the Irish and the Church, politics, and business. More
interpretive and provocative are the works by George W. Potter™ and
Villiam V. Shannon.™ The harsh urban conditions which the Irish en-
countered and their successful adaptation to these conditions are depicted
by Oscar Handlin, Robert Ernst, and Earl F. Niehaus for Boston, New
York, and New Orleans respectively.™ James P. Shannon’s Catholic
Colonization on the Western Frontier recounts the largely unsuccessful
efforts of the Church to settle the Irish immigrants on farms in Min-
nesota ™

The Irish reputation for violence was reinforced by the mayhem
allegedly committed by the Molly Maguires. Wayne G. Broehl, Jr., has
interpreted the patterns of violence in the Pennsylvania anthracite fields
as an expression of the heritage of secret societies and terrorist tactics
brought over by the Irish miners.* The American Irish were also in-
volved in the long struggle to free Erin from British rule. The origins and
character of Irish-American nationalism are the subject of an astute
study by Thomas N. Brown.®? The nationalist movement served as a
school for the Irish in which they cultivated an appetite and aptitude for
politics which made them a force in American public life. Brian Jenkins
has reexamined the episode of the Fenian Brotherhood, particularly in
terms of its effect upon Anglo-American relations.® The policies of
Woodrow Wilson with respect to Ireland and the reactions of Irish
Amecricans have been analyzed in articles by William M. Leary, John B.
Duff, and Joseph P. O’Grady.*

Although the Germans figured as the largest element in the nineteenth-
century immigration, the historical literature dealing with them is quite
slim. John A. Hawgood's The Tragedy of German-America is (as of
1972) the only general overview of the subject.*® Accounts of the
Germans in New York, Chicago, and Milwaukee can be found in the
works by Ernst, Bessie Pierce, and Bayrd Still.* The Germans of New
Orleans are the subject of a mongraph by John F. Nau,* while the
Cincinnati Germans have been studied by G. A. Dobbert.** Despite the
fact that many Germans entered agriculture, there has been little written
(as of 1972) about their rural settiements. Terry G. Jordon has studied
the relative success of the Germans as farmers in Texas,™ and Hildegard
Johnson has analyzed the pattern of German scttiement in the Midwest."®
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Carl Wittke's writings are a major contribution to an understanding
of various aspects of the German immigration. His study of the German
“Forty-Eighters” describes the influence and carecers of these political
refugees who served as “the cultural leaven and the spiritual yeast for
the whole German element.”®! Wittke's history of the German language
press in America, a definitive treatment of the subject, concludes that
the newspapers served boih as instruments of cultural maintenance and
as agencies of Americanization.?> The role of German Americans in the
Catholic Church has been assessed by Colman J. Barry." Focusing upon
the “Cahenslyism” controversy of the late nincteenth century, Barry
dissected the ethnic rivalries between the Irish and the Germans. Another
valuable study of the German-American Catholics is Philip Gleason’s
history of the Central-Verein, a national federation of German-American
Catholic societies.™ Gleason interpreted the involvement of the Central-
Vercin in social reform as a “‘creative response to a critical phase of the
process of assimilation.” Utilizing quantitative methods, Frederick C.
Lucbke traced the changing patterns of political behavior of German
Americans in Nebraska in the closing decades of the nincteenth cen-
tury.?™ Ethnocultural rather than economic issues had the major impact
upon voting patterns, and political behavior reflected the diversity, par-
ticularly religious, among the Germans. Of the otner Germanic groups,
the Dutch immigrants have been the subject of a comprehensive history
by Henry S. Lucas.?

While reference is commonly made to the Scandinavian immigration,
its historiography is compartmentalized within national lines. William
Mulder’s excellent study of the Mormon migration is an exception in that
it encompasses Danes, Norwegians, and Swedes.?” Some 30,000 Scandi-
navian converts, the greater part from Denmark, came to Utah between
1850 and 1905. Mulder discussed the factors causing the emigration,
as well as the pioncering life of the immigrants in the “New Zion.”

The Norwegian Americans have been particularly fortunate in their
historians. Blegen’s two volumes remain the classic work on the Nor-
wegian immigration.® Carlton C. Qualey’s analysis of Norwegian scttle-
ment patterns is also a study of enduring value.® The volume and
character of the Norwegian emigration are succinctly summarized in an
article by Ingrid Semmingsen.!*® Einar Haugen’s linguistic history of the
Norwegian Americans is an impressive work of scholarship.'” Two
volumes by Kenneth O. Bjork add yet other dimensions to Norwegian
American history. Saga in Steel and Concrete is a thorough study of
Norwegian immigrant engineers and architects and of their contributions
to American technology,'" while West of the Great Divide tells the
story of the Norwegians who scttled on the Pacific Coast.!*® The history
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of the Lutheran Church among the Norwegian Americans is fully
presented by E. Clifford Nelson and Eugene L. Fevold.!™

By contrast, the Swedish immigration has been little studied until
recent years. Stephenson’s work is a notable exception.!®® James I.
Dowie has written about Swedish pioneering on the sodhousc frontier.10¢
He has also coedited with Ernest M. Espelie a volume of essays which
discuss various facets of Swedish-American life.1°7 A monograph by Finis
Herbert Capps analyzes the attitudes of the Swedish-American press
toward the foreign policy of the United States, finding there a propensity
for isolationism and conservatism.1"*

Three major works on the Swedish immigration, all by Swedish his-
torians, were published in 1971. Lars Ljungmark’s meticulous study of
the post-Civil War efforts to promote emigration from Sweden to
Minnesota concludes that these schemes were largely unproductive.!®
Breaking with the rural cmphasis of previous writings, UIf Beijbom has
written an important study of the Swedes in nincteenth-century
Chicago.'!" Beijbom exploited manuscript census records, church lists,
and city directorics for his analysis of demographic and social patterns.
An equally valuable work by Sture Lindmark focuses upon the main-
tenance phenomenon among Swedes in the Midwest for the years 1914-
1932.'"" Analyzing the activities of cthnic churches, organizations, and
press, Lindmark concluded that contrary te prevailing opinion the
Swedes nourished a strong desire “to preserve their national identity,
their cultural heritage, and their institutions.”

The Finnish immigration, set apart by cultural and linguistic differ-
encces, has had its own distinctive history. The most comprehensive study
is A. William Hoglund’s Finnish Immigrants in America, 1880-1920.112
Reviewing the development of Finnish American organizations, Hog-
lund’s thesis is that the immigrants sought a better life through collective
effort rather than individual enterprise. A history of the Finns in Wis-
consin, by John I. Kolchmainen and George W. Hill, supports this
conclusion.'"

Since the emigration from Denmark was the smallest among the
Scandinavian countries, it is to be expected that its history should also
be the least studied. Paul C. Nyholm, The .4mericanization of the
Danish Lutheran Churches, has been (as of 1972) the one substantial
work available.''* A volume by Kristian Hvidt offers a detailed analysis
of the emigration from Denmark prior to 1914.1'% Based largely on
computer-processed data, the study provides a profile of the socio-
economic characteristics of the Danish cmigrants. Hvidt also investi-
gated the “intcrnational system of cmigrant promotion” established by
shipping companies which he concluded served as a vital link between
the “push’ and *‘pull” factors.
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The literature on the Jews in America, while voluminous, tends to be
sociological rather than historical. No comprehensive history of the
Jewish immigration has been written (as of 1972), although the surveys
by Oscar Handlin and Rufus Learsi are useful.''® Nathan Glazer’s
American Judaism is a brilliant synthesis of religious and ethnic his-
tory.''” Since American Jews have been predominantly urbanites, studies
tend to take the form of histories of particular communities. Less atten-
tion has been given to the early German immigration, but Bertram
Wallace Korn has written about the Jews in antebellum New Orleans.!'8
Moses Rischin’s The Promised City delineates the encounter between
New York City and the East European immigration.!'® With their Old
World traditions shattered by the brutal conditions of urban life, the
Jews crcated a new consciousness and institutional network to cope with
this new environment. The search for community is also the theme of
Arthur Goren’s history of the Kehillah experiment.’*® Although it ulti-
mately failed, this was a significant attempt to transplant this European
communal organization in order to sustain Jewish life on American soil.
Allon Schoener’s Portal to America: the Lower East Side, 1870-1925
brings to life the panorama of immigrant life through photographs and
documents.’#! Other Jewish communities have been written about by
competent historians: Buffalo by Selig Adler and Thomas E. Connolly;
Milwaukee by Louis J. Switchkow and Lloyd P. Gartner; Los Angeles
by Max Vorspan and Gartner; and Rochester by Stuart E. Rosenberg.!**
A history of agricultural settlements in New Jersey by Joseph Brandes
tells the story of the efforts to transform Jewish immigrants into farm-
ers.!** Brandes traced the evolution of these communities from 1882
to the present.

The role of the Jewish immigrants in the American labor movement
has reccived less attention than it deserves. An important work by Elias
Tcherikower and others, The Early Jewish Labor Movement in the
United States, is particularly valuable for its descriptions of sweatshop
conditions and labor organization in the garment industry.’* A useful
introductory work is Melech Epstein’s Jewish Labor in USA, 1882-
1952.1% Two interpretive articles on the Jewish labor movement have
been authored by Hyman Berman and Moses Rischin.!2¢

Anti-Semitism, treated in passing by many of the previously mentioned
works, has generated considerable scholarly discussion. Historians have
debated its sources and causes: was it rooted in Christian theology or
racist ideology? was it a rural or urban phenomenon? was it an expres-
sion of status rivalries or cconomic conflict? Charles Herbert Stember’s
Jews in the Mind of America presents essays from a variety of historical
and sociological perspectives, as well as an analysis of a quarter century
of survey data.'*" In several articles, John Higham has contended that .
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anti-Semitism in America can best be understood as stemming from status
rivalries such as those which resulted from the social climbing of newly
wealthy Jews in the Gilded Age.'** Much attention has centered on the
issue of the alleged anti-Semitism of the Populists. Richard Hofstadter
initiated the controversy by identifying an antisemitic strain in the
Populist psyche. Among others, Norman Pollack and Walter T. K.
Nugent have taken exception to this interpretation, while Irwin Unger
and Leonard Dinnerstein have supported it.'** Dinnerstein’s history
of the Leo Frank case provides a full account of this southern outburst
of anti-Semitism.13¢

The eastern and southern European groups, those of the so-called
“new immigration,” have only in recent years begun to be the subject
of historical study. The Italians, although second in numbers only to the
Germans in the post-colonial immigration, were virtually ignored in
earlier writings. In 1971 two general histories of the Italian Americans
appeared. That by Luciano J. Torizzo and Salvatore Mondello is a brief
survey which treats various phases of the Italian immigration in knowl-
edgeable fashion.”™! A more ambitious study is Alexander DeConde,
Half-Bitter, Half-Sweet, which takes as its subject the full sweep of
relationships between Italy and the United States from colonial times to
the present.'** Cultural, literary, and diplomatic contacts, as well as
migration, are woven skillfully into a synthesis of Italian American his-
tory. Both volumes emphasize the intense prejudice which the ltalians
encountered as well as their efforts to transcend that barrier. A useful
collection of articles dealing with various aspects of the Italian experi-
ence in America has been edited by Silvano M. Tomasi and Madeline
H. Engel.!3# :

Though city dwellers like the Jews, the Italians in urban communities
have been the subject of few studies. Rudoiph J. Vecoli and Humbert
S. Nelli have both written about the [talians in Chicago. Vecoli stressed
the continuing influence of Old World culture in the lives of the immi-
grants,'** while Nelli argued that the Italians achieved rapid assimilation
and upward mobility.'* The successful adjustment of the Italians in the
trans-Mississippi West is the theme of Andrew F. Rolles The Immigrant
Upraised. ™ Rolle described the agricultural settlements of Italians in
the western states; otherwise little attention has been paid (as of 1972)
to these immigrants in rural surroundings. An exception is Robert L.
Brandfon's study of the employment of ltalian'labor in the cotton plan-
tations of the Mississippi Delta.!**

The clash of religio-cultural traditions resulting from the encounter
beiween the Itaiian immigrants and the American Catholic Church has
been described by Vecoli,'™ while Tomasi has emphasized the role of
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the national parish as a nucleus for the formation of Italian American
communities.’ The coming of age of the Italians in the politics of New
York City is a theme of Arthur Mann’s splendid biography of Fiorello
LaGuardia.'** The story of LaGuardia's successor, Vito Marcantonio,
as the spokesman for the Italians of East Harlem, has been told by
Salvatore LaGumina.!¥! In his exccllent study of the American response
to the rise of Mussolini, John P. Diggins interpreted the pro-Fascist
attitude of most Italian Americans as an expression of ethnic pride
rather than political ideology.'** Diggins has also written about the
Italian-American opposition to /I Duce.

The role of the ltalians in the American labor movement has been
analyzed by Edwin Fenton.® Fenton concluded that the Italians were
just as susceptible to organization as other nationalities given favorable
conditions in their particular ‘occupations. Nonetheless, Italians were
often viewed as wagecutters by American workers and their coming
sometimes incited a hostile reception. Herbert G. Gutman has written
a full account of an early cpisode of labor violence directed against the
Italians.'** The striking differences in the part played by Italian immi-
grants in the labor movements of Argentina, Brazil, and the United
States have been studied by Samuecl L. Baily.!** In a study of the
ltalian immigrant family, Virginia Yans McLaughlin noted the manner
in which cultural values conditioned the employment patterns of wives
and daughters.'¢

Among the stercotypes of the Italian immigrant was that of the
violent anarchist. It was vindicated for some by the trial and conviction
of Sacco and Vanzetti. Almost a half century after their exccution the
battle of the books over their guilt or innocence continued. Among
recent writers, David Felix'#7 argued for the prosecution and Herbert B.
Ehrmann!'*® for the defense, while Francis Russell'** contended that
Vanzetti was innocent, but Sacco guilty. Another source of prejudice
against the Italians has been the enduring belief in their involvement in
secret criminal organizations. Long dominated by journalistic writings,
the subject has also been dealt with in a solid work of scholarship by
Joseph L. Albini.'™" Albini holds that, rather than being an importation
from Sicily, the history of organized crime in the United States long
antedated the coming of the ltalians. The participation of Italian Ameri-
cans and other ethnic elements in criminal activitics was to bs under-
stood in terms of the limited opportunitics open to such groups for
legitimate careers. These arc essentially the conclusions of other
studies.!5!

Historians have hardly begun to study the Slavic immigration. No
general work encompassing this vast subject has (as of 1972) been
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attempted. Certain aspects of the history of Slavic immigrants have been
explored by Victor R. Greene. The Slavic Community on Strike em-
phasizes the militant participation of Polish, Slovak, and Lithuanian
miners in the labor struggles in anthracite.'™ Greene has also analyzed
the relationship between the origins of thnic consciousness and religious
faith among the Polish immigrants.!ss

Among the few studies dealing with particular Slavic groups, Joseph
A. Wytrwal’s America’s Polish Heritage is a general history, most useful
for its description of the Polish ethnic organizations.’™ A similar work
is Gerald G. Govorchin’s Americans from Yugoslavia, which describes
the causes of the emigration as well as the achievements of the South
Slav immigrants.'”® George . Prpic’s The Croatian Immigrants in
America is a comprehensive history of this Slavic group.!™® Among the
non-Slavic peoples of the Balkans, only the Greeks (as of 1972) have
been the subjects of a full-scale history. In a deeply researched work,
Theodore Saloutos has written an authoritative account of the Greeks in
America.'*™ While following the economic and social lot of the immi-
grants, Saloutos stressed the continuing involvement of the Greeks with
developments in their homeland and the resulting controversies which
often rent the Greek American communities. The struggle between
Hellenism and Americanism subsided as the Greeks overcame ecarly
obstacles of poverty and prejudice to achieve respectability and well-
being.

Topical Studies

While the bulk of the writings in immigration history deal with
specific ethnic groups, a growing literature addresses itself to issues
which encompass two or more groups. Surprisingly few efforts have
taron made (as of 1972) to write the ethnic history of particular states.
Orne of these is Rudolph J. Vecoli, The People of New Jersey, which
delincates the successive tides of migration into the Garden State and
the persistent ethnic influences on religion, politics, and other spheres of
lif.'* Wilbur S. Shepperson’s Restless Strangers portrays the extra-
ordinary mis of Nevada’s population during the early years and its

*reffection in Nevada literature.’™® Other studies have focused upon
; certain citizs. In addition to the works by Handlin and Ernst, Donald B.

Cole described the changing ethnic composition of Lawrence, Massachu-
setts, over the course of three-quarters of a century.!®® The concepts of
the “immigrant cycle” and the “immigrants’ search for security” are the
synthetic themes which unify Cole’s account of life and work in this mill
town,
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The question of social mobility in America has attracted the attention
of an increasing number of historians. Armed with the methodology of
quantitative analysis, they have attempted to measure mobility in terms
of such variables as occupation, property ownership, and education. The
populations analyzed invariably include a variety of immigrant groups
and the differentials in mobility among them become one of the phe-
nomena noted if not explained.

In The Making of an American Community, Merle Curti sought to
test the Turner thesis regarding the democratizing influence of the fron-
tier by the intensive study of a Wisconsin county.'® Changes in property
ownership, office holding, intermarriage, and other socioeconomic char-
acteristics were computed over the course of several decades. Curti
concluded that in Trempeleau County at least the frontier did make for
a diffusion of economic and political power among the various ethnic
groups. But the evidence for Turner’s assertion that the frontier was a
crucible in which “the immigrants were Americanized, liberated, and
fused into a mixed race,” was at best inconclusive.

Stephan Thernstrom’s study of social mobility among Irish unskilled
laborers and their sons in Newburyport, Massachusetts, discovered little
upward occupational mobility for either generation.!® Thernstrom, how-
ever, noted a significant increase in property ownership which he con-
cluded validated the mobility ideology for these workers. In his later
studies of occupational mobility in Boston, Thernstrom found that there
were dramatic differences not only between immigrants and natives, but
among newcomers of different nationalities as well.'®® While the British
and the Jews scored a significant rise in occupational status, the Irish
and the Italians tended to lag behind. Such differences among various
ethnic groups were also discerned by Clyde Griffen in his study of
Poughkeepsie.*%

A new sensitivity to group differences has also inspired an ethno-
cultural analysis of American political history. A critical review of this
literature is presented in an article by Robert P. Swierenga.'® Samuel
Lubell, 7he Future of American Politics, pioneered the ethnic interpre-
tation in this study of recent political devolpments.'® In a volume on
Massachusetts politics in the 1920, J. Joseph Huthmacher stressed the
role of changing loyalties of immigrant groups in bringing about a
political realignment in the Bay State.!®” A leading proponent of the
ethnocultural approach, Lce Benson, in his reassessment of “the concept
of Jacksonian democracy,” concluded that ethnicity was more closely
related to party affiliation than was economic class.'®® Benson ventured
the proposition that “at least since the 1820’s . . . ethnic and religious
differences have tended to be relatively more important sources of
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political differences.” Study of ethnic influences upon political behavior
has also been called for by Samuel P. Hays.!%?

Students of Benson and Hays as well as others have pursued the
ethnocultural analysis of political history in recent years. Several works
which exemplify this approach are Michael Holt’s study of the forma-
tion of the Republican Party in Pittsburgh, Paul Kleppner’s analysis of
midwestern politics in the second half of the nineteenth century, John M.
Allswang’s history of ethnic politics in Chicago, and Frederick C.
Luebke’s investigation of the politics of Nebraska Germans.'” All em-
ploy a social analysis of political behavior and all agree on the im-
portance of ethno-religious identity as a determinant of voting patterns.
A specific issue, the influence of the immigrant vote in the election of
1860, has been the subject of numerous articles; these have been com-
piled in a volume edited by Luebke.!™

While the impact of Old Country issues on immigrant communities is
discussed in many of the studies previously mentioned, the only general
treatment of the relationship between ethnic groups and American
forcign policy (as of 1972) is Louis L. Gerson, The Hyphenate in
Recent American Politics and Diplomacy.™ Focusing on the periods
of the world wars and the “Cold War,” Gerson described the efforts
of immigrant lobbies to influence the conduct of American foreign rela-
tions. These activities are more thoroughly examined for the World
War I period in Joseph P. O’Grady, editor, The Immigrant's Influence
on Wilson’s Peace Policies.'*® Essays are devoted to the activities of the
various nationalities which tried to promote their homeland’s cause, but
the overall conclusion is that the immigrants had little influence on
Wilson’s decisions regarding the peace settlement.

As of 1972, little effort has been made to deal with the religious
dimension of the immigrant experience in a collective fashion. Will
Herberg briefly reviewed the history of the three major immigrant reli-
gions as background for his thesis that the religious revival of the 1950’s
was caused by an affirmation of religious identity on the part of the
third generation.'™ Herberg viewed the assimilation process as culmi-
nating in a “triple melting pot” of religious communities. Historians of
Catholicism in America have by and large acceptes this view of the
Church as an agency for the assimilation of immigrants into a de-
ethnicized Catholic population. The concept of a Catholic “melting pot”
was challenged by Harold J. Abramson.!”® Noting the persistence of
distinctive ethnic styles of religious behavior among American Catholics,
Abramson sought an explanation through a comparative analysis of the
backgrounds of six ethnic groups. He concluded that societal competi-
tion among different religio-cultural traditions in the country of origin
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“is a positive correlate of the degree of icligio-ethnic activity and con-
sciousness.” The concept of societal competition was utilized by Timothy
L. Smith to explain the development of sectarianism not only among,
but also within, immigrant nationalities.'”® Citing the example of the
Finns and other groups, Smith concluded that the immigrant denomina-
tion, competing with other religious and non-religious organizations for
members, became an ethnic sect. In a more recent article, Smith has
argued that the immigrants from central and southern Europe brought
with them traditions of lay initiative and responsibility which facilitated
their adaptation to the religious voluntarism of America.'”? Further, the
national ethno-religious organizations which were formed to unite scat-
tered congregations fit the American pattern of denominational plural-
ism. Rather than the clash of dissimilar religio-cultural traditions, Smith
found in the religious history of the immigrant groups a confirmation *‘of
the social consensus of which the nation’s religious institutions are but
one facet.”

Smith pressed his thesis of a broad social consensus among new-
comers and native Americans in his discussion of immigrant social
aspirations and American education.'™ The value system of the immi-
grants, he asserted, centered on their aspirations for mdney,” education,
and respectability, goals consonant with the “Protestant Ethic.” Educa-
tion also served the immigrants’ need to create a new structure of family
and communal life and their search for a new ethnic identity. These
aspirations, according to Smith, “account for the immense success of the
public school system, particularly at the secondary level, in drawing the

- mess of working-class children into its embrace.”

A quite different assessment of the relationship between the American
educational system and the children of the immigrants was advanced by
Duvid K. Cohen'™ and Colin Greer.!®® Basing their studies on historical
evidence of school performance, both concluded that more important
than the differences in educational achievement as between native and
immigrant children were the differences among children of various ethnic
origins. While Scandinavian, British, German, and Jewish youngsters
tended to be as successful in school as those of native parentage, th