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THE ETHNIC FACTOR IN THE FUTURE OP INEQUALITY 

I. A Forgotten Dimension of Inequality 

The' riots Of the 1960's when the American nation has 

never .been more powerful or more prosperous made it uncom 

fortably clear that great changes' have taken place within 

our society - "we apparently have failed to understand them 1 
and. certainly we have failed to handled them." The shift 

ing of social conflict showed that development can no longer 

be defined strictly in terms of a  growing gross national. 

product or even of social objectives such as. land, reform or. 

equal opportunity'of employment. Instead, development must 

be conceived of in terms of trie total liberation of individ 

uals to fulfill their human potential. While acknowledging 

the role of economics in development, and that many problems 

of ethnicity reflect resentment at various forms of instl-

tutionalized inequalities, we cannot, from this perspective, 
 

speak of'developed and developing groups in plural societies. 

In our national experience, economic gains are not automat-
 

ically translated into gains in other important realms of 

life. Consequently, our stratification analysis must extend 

the concept of poverty "beyond the narrow limits of income 
2 

to the qualities of political and personal relations," 

making policies, and programs relevant and appropriate to the 
 



life styles of their intended consumers. 

Immigrant history reveals that the first organ 

ized efforts of  immigrants aimed to secure basic goals: 

a job, money, decent housing, equal treatment. "After 

these goals were substantially achieved, the immigrant

began his quest for  status. This was, of course, a more

elusive endeavor because status is granted by others and  

does not depend solely on money." As one might expect, 

the technical and material improvement's are less subject 

to the veto of dominant groups them are changes in econ-

.omic and political .institutions. And when the demands of 

the depressed groups are for economic or political change, 

such change is apt to be viewed simply as a necessary means 

for attaining more palpably beneficial ends. Also, the 

host society, not succeeding in rapidly fitting the large 

numbers of newcomers into the prescribed mold, developed 

a new model which, promulgated the promise of equal share 

in the transcending vision of the future and the hope for

a "piece of the pie," if not for the immigrant himself, 

.then, at least, for his children. But this philosophy .could 
 

not succeed because of the false promise of equality involved.  

By trying to melt into the allege dly superior blend, the 

ethnic person had to give up his identity and live on the  

hope of some mystical metamorphosis.

•In  The Poor and the Powerful, Saul D. Alinski wrote

that a person "is also poor if he lacks power." Power now
 



claimed by various ethnic groups in American society is 

something still-undefined and it is unclear to many where

this power concern is going. There is no doubt for Mil ler

and Roby that it is a force in the struggle to reduce in 

equality, where "new institutions will be constructed, some- 

 times in. anticipation of the pressure and the need for change, 

more frequently in reluctant capitulation to -little under 

stood demands." The unsettledness of those who were left 

behind in the great migration is a kind of poverty that en

compasses "the disparity between their newly found compara- 

tive affluence .and the obstacles to. full social acceptance," 

which presupposes the destruction of the lower middle class 

bigotry as well as the 'hidden, respectable one of the upper- 

class liberalism. Being included in society, "which means 

being accorded respect and accepted in social and political 

relations with others, is increasingly an important part of 
 8 

the issue of inequality." Immigrants were not just numbers. 

They were not 'economic men' who-simply played out their ap 

pointed roles in the scenarios of class conflict. Viewing 

the Rise of American Civilization in terms of a Marxist econ-

 omic determinism was not conducive for Charles Beard to an 
9 

appreciation of.the subtle play of ethnic influences. The

United States got a  good deal more out of immigration than

just people . It acquired an "immigrant culture," brought 

over-by the "huddled masses" no matter how tired and poor they 

were. In the stratification analysis of American society it 

is not a valid assumption to define a group economically in

 



'class terms and then pursuing the other behavior compon- 

ents of this class group. Demographic statistics, sub 

stantiating the common observation, of an urban ethnic work- 
10

ing class, let economic homogeneity overshadow the ethnic  

diversity of that large group. Further controls on econ 

omic mobility indicate that the working class is not "all

the same." And socioeconomic factors alone  appear to be 

sufficient in accounting for. only a small portion of ethnic 
12  

residential segregation. Although in.the United States 
13 

ethnicity and social class are directly related, and the 

concepts of ethnicity and social class become blurred in 

empirical situations, they still separate a vertical from 

a horizontal stratification. Inequality in social class 

relations refers essentially to distribution of material 

rewards and to opportunities for development. For ethnic 

groups, "discrimination" and "fear of diversity" are the

basic problems, and the acceptance of differences is the 

key principle involved. The complete equation of social 

class and ethnicity must lead to a caste-like social stru--

cture. In his most .generalized aspects for dialectic re-

lationship between ethnicity and social class becomes the.

dialectic and the complementary interplay between the parti

cularistic and the universalistic elements and between the

diffused cultural approaches in ethnicity and the specific

.rational interest in social class. Also, the politicali-

zation of ethnicity can be a simple exploitation of it. A 

new set .of government leaders, including ethnic groups, will 
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not be enough to.satisfy the demands 'of representation.' A 

transformation of power must take place. Alone, neither 

growing economic affluence nor political democracy consti-

tute the good Society. On the other hand, even an expanded

dimension of stratification may become,,when we introduce

ethnic differentiation, entangled with vertical or hier-
14 

archical systems and the "premise of  inequality." It

can remain on a mere hortatory level, if it still presup-

poses a homogeneous, though benign, culture, and does not 

break down the wall of social and psychological exclusion,

and affirms our common humanity, with the rest of mankind. 

There will be consequences, then, to the way we chose to 

understand our eihnic. experience. 

II, -Elitist vs. Minority Perspectives  

In the area of the reemerging issues of culture 

and ethnicity- - surrounding the 'prestige of various group 

ings' in society, and the nature of the interactions among 

groups -'goals and targets are not blear cut. "Coming to 

see one another as persons wj.ll be a long time struggle for 

a- society that first embraced 15  racism and then comfortably 

denied its existence." For a society that - in rhetoric, 

at "least - is pictured as socially democratic, information 
 

on these patterns bver a period of time is helpful in de-

 



picting the extent to which gulfs between groups are being 

narrowed; and, a more systematic .collection of information 

will force reexamination of broad global tenets and specific 

behaviors which are poorly articulated and understood. 

In his- survey of .the trends of ethnic, history, 

Robert P. -Swierenga labelled the major perspectives of 
 

America's professional historians' as nationalist-nativist,16 
filiopietistic,' progressive, scientific and ethnocultural. 

While the assimilation theme continued to. dominate ethnic' 

 scholarship, in the last decade the ethnocultural or plural 

istic approach, now known a? the behavioral view of ethnic 

 history, seeks to understand  American history in terms of 

.the unique ethnoreligious groups comprising American society. 

.The bitter debates over Prohibition, Sabbatarianism, natural 

ization laws, parochiaid and foreign language usage in pub 

lic schools support the contention that conflict rather than 

harmony .is the hallmark of the pluralistic American society. 

There is clearly a history of violence and ethnic strife in 

the American past, as well as a history  of social mobility

and accomodation. 

Conflicts and 'frustrations of ethnic life in Amer

ica have often been minimized or overlooked by sociologists 

who have. favored the assimilation perspective and have also 

assumed the willingness of 'American minorities to assimilate 

into the mainstream America. Karl Marx notwithstanding, class 

consciousness has been relatively episodic in American, history. 

 



But race, color, and creed have plowed a maze of deep fur 

rows across the American nation. The knowing answers which  
social' science has offered for its traditional  social pro-

•blems are inapplicable to such issues as- ethnic group re 

lations. L. Paul Metzger attributes the failure of most 

.American sociologists, to take .into .account the role of ethnic-, 

ity in American life to the theoretical framework based on  

a cultural myth through which they have viewed the social
18

reality of race relations' in the United States. That 

framework rests essentially on the image of American soc 

iety which has been set forth by American liberalism, wherein

the minority problem is defined in the narrow sense of pro 

viding adequate, if not equal, opportunity for members of 
 

minority groups, to ascend as individuals into the mainstream. 

culture. -Such incorporation is viewed as virtually inevitable. 

Moreover, successful assimilation has been understood as 

synonimous with equality of opportunity, i.e. the opportunity 

to discard one's ethnicity and to partake in the "American 

Way of .Life." For those sociologists who have taken the posi 

tion that racial assimilation is the'key to the American social 

problem, the .nature of modern American society implies thkt 

ethnicity is incompatible With major features of modern social

organization and hence will eventually "wither away.'" 'The 

theory of eventual assimilation was more clearly'stated by 

Robert E. park and presupposed by Gunnar Myrdal and Arnold 

Rose, but it is rooted in what is perhaps the major theme of 

modern sociological theory - the shift, in Cooley's terms,



from 'primary' to 'secondary' relations as the basis of 

social order. Whether phased in terms of the Parsonian 

pattern variables, the older formulations.of Weber, Durk- 

heim, Cqoley, Toennies, Troeltsch, or Myrdal's American 

creed, it is clear that this tradition of sociological theory 

views ethnicity as  a survival of primary, quasi-tribal loy-  

alties, which can have only a disfunctional place in -the 

achievement-oriented, rationalized, and impersonal social 

relationships of modern bureaucratic order. The ultimate in 

the pilgrimage from gemeinschaft to gesellschaft is Warren 

G'. Bennis -and Philip E. Slater's The. Temporary Society, whose 

members' lives are  completely shaped by the functional nec 

essities .of technological industrialism. 

The social reality in America urged a check on the

 tendency to regard ethnic movements as extremist or escapist, 

and essentially deviant pathological phenomena, or to arro 

gantly write off all white ethnics as 'hard hats', 'fascist' 

or 'racist.' It also urged to put to a test the tenets of 

the classical theoretical tradition implying the inevitable 

.disappearance of "particulatistic solidarities." The general 

validity of the crucial sociological insight of the last 

Century which has noted the dramatic shift in the style of

human action under the pressures'of urbanisra .and industrial 

ism does not >19 warrant a simple-minded,'evolutionary interf-
-.pretation. 'Its breakdown will only occur through a pro-

tracted process of social conflict and at. least some degree 
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of restructuring of the existing institutional arrange-

Bents of the society. Most Americans grew up with'the 

idea that a community was made up of individuals with nei-

ther class, blocks nor groups conspiring to put self-inter- 

  est above community welfare. Were.temporary groups, cli-

ques, or classes to form, assured James Madison, in time  
they would disappear, It was a middle class society which 

gave birth to democratic political institutions and to a
 
philosophy of equalitarianism which became firmly entrenched 

as a permanent 'American ideal and persisted through periods 

when it was no longer in accordance with economic and social 

reality. Homogeneity may have been affected symbolically, 

but not practically, by the presence of others of different. 

race, religion or nationality. The. first great threat to 

this' predominantly homogenous community came with the new

 immigration of the 1880's. In consequence of their great 

numbers and their religious and ethnic differences these 

.immigrants had a profound effect. Ethnic segregation char 

acterized the major American cities and paved the way for 

ethnic politics, which was strongly resented. But the con-

servatism which had captured America based on Adam Smith's 

economics and John Calvin's ethics, was ill suited to a dy-

namio industrial capitalism and a heterogeneous population. 

Roosevelt "made the religioethnic group viable and politic-
20 

ally relevant; Kennedy made it respectable'.* In the of-

ficial rhetoric, ethnic groups appeared less an Old World 

 hangover and more an authentic part of the Ajnerican community. 

In theory, the failure of the melting pot was acknowledged. 

 



The answer to ethnic diversity was no longer dissolution 

.and assimilation. -The "religioethnic group was seen as a 

permanent  part of the American scene sanctioned by the hew 

doctrine of pluralism. But in fact all the pressures of 

both elite social theory and official social practice have 

been toward assimilation. Throughout its history American 

society never'approved of its ethnic groups, though 
 

it ac-

cepted individual immigrants. The United States 'is the only 

immigrant-receiving country which does not recognize the 

'principle of group adjustment for immigrants and evokes'in 

stead strict principles of individual change, adjustment, 

and allegiance An exception to .the assimilation approach 

has now been made for-the blacks. The.Poles and the Germans 

'before them were not allowed to maintain a distinctive plur-

alistic culture. Blacks are now encouraged to develop their
.21 

own distinctive heritage, but in both cases  mainstream Amer- 

ica persists in defining distinctiveness as separation and 

in identifying integration, with assimilation. Ethnicity is 

attacked'as a "phony issue* and even to speak about ethnic*
 

 

diversity may be wrong, since it emphasizes what is different 

instead of what is the same. But diversity does not mean 

separatism. As Ralph Ellison said in his Invisible Man; 

•America is woven -of many  strands: would recognize them 

and let it so remain, Our fate is to become one, and yet 

many - this is not prophecy but 'description.* To accept 

ethnic diversity, then, does not mean that America sub-

 



stituted for its goal of a unitary integrated community

of Individuals, a compartmentalized society of separate- 

groups, if we know how to distinguish between pluralism
22 

and separatism and between integration and assimilation. 

"By each of us becoming more profoundly what- we are, we* 

shall find greater, unity, in those depts in which unity 

irradiates diversity, than by attempting through the arti 

fices of the American 'melting pot and the cultural rel-
23 

igion of  science to become what we are not." Sociology 

has to re focus itself from the perspective of ethnic groups, 

to develop its theories "from the area of  human oppression," 

and its methodology "from a calculation of the distance be-
'24 

tween universal human values'and existential realities.  

Since the sixties,'in quick .succession after the- 

black culture was exhausted, Indian, Chi'cano, Puerto'Rican,.  

Chinese, German, Italian, Greek, Irish, and Polish American

cultures have been dissected. -Now America's oldest minority,

the WASP, has been thrust into the public eye, together with* 

the newcomerst Ukranian," Slavs, Portuguese and Haitians. 

Programs of ethnic studies are urged to provide for the study  

of all the. ethnic groups. "Ethnicity is our history. It 

did not, begin with the memory of the newest arrivals. Its 

marks are to be read in the substrata of everyone of our major 
25 

institutions." Increases in education and income, geogra-

phical dispersion and intergroup contacts did not lessen ethnic 
26 

awareness in America society. Behavioral and perceptional



27 differences persist along ethnic lines. "whether we like 

ethnic groups or not really doesn't matter very much; they  
28 

are concrete realities with which we must cope.* 

It is the contention of this paper that the of- 

ficial model of classical sociology has blinded us to a 

vast range of social phenomena which must be' understood if 

we are to cope with the problems of contemporary America. 

A simple, undirectional evolution from gemeinschaft to gesell-

schaft has not taken place. The basic ties of friendship, 

primary'relationships, land, faith, common origin and.con-
 

,sciousness of kind still persist. These 'primordial ties' 

have been transmuted by the immigration experience but they 

have not been eliminated. On their substratum has beener 

ected a complex society with vast pyramids of corporate 

structures. Their .persistence is not a 'problem' about which 

'something must be done' but a social asset. A new perspec 

tive on American ethnic, relations will recognize that forces

producing ethnicity as .well as forces favoring assimilation 

are operative in American society today. A realistic analysis 

of the ethnic situation will take both into account, abandon 

ing the idea that ethnicity is a disfunctional survival from 

a prior stage of social development. This will make it pos 

sible -for sociologists to reaffirm that minority-majority 

relations - one aspect of ethnicity - are in fact group re 

lations and not merely relations between prejudice and vic 

timized individuals. As such they are implicated in the 

 



struggle for power and privilege in society. On the basis 

of an assessment of the force's which generate the sense of

ethnic identity even within the homogenizing confined of  

modern society, sociological analysis can point to.the pos 

sibilities of conscious intervention in the social process 

to achieve given ends and to weigh the costs and consequences 

•of various policy alternatives. Social policies "reflect 

social values, and social values reveal what is* important 

.to a group or a nation. Policies toward outsiders and the

'poor' are especially revealing of what is important to the
29 

dominating group." What is perceived as important affects 

significantly government action that,, in turn, affects per- 

sons' wellbeing, and the relationship to the means of pro 

duction and to the means of power. Moreover, positive self-

image is one goal which many would accept as a societal ob-

ligation: "The differential distribution of positive feel-
30, 

ings about one-self is perhaps the essence of inequality.*  

"In both obvious and subtle ways the group colors a man's

view of himself and what he expects of the world. The cul 

ture which it transmits helps or hinders him in the compet-
 

ition he faces from the cradle to the grave. It often pro- 

vides the auspices for individual activity, and through a 

network of agencies-and organizations it can exert a large 

measure of control over an individual's life chances. In 

deed, what group one is born into is a matter of some im-

 



31' 
portance." It is the thesis of this paper that ethnicity

is one of the important and significant resources of strength 

in a society and an unsuppressible dimension of wellbeing, 

and that theories and policies of cultural absorption are 

unsound. Consequently, a pluralistic philosophy governing 

intergroup and general human relations in society should be  

adopted in order to fully legitimise the ethnic groups in 

the mind of whole populace and to induce their successful 

functional operation. The manner of dealing not only with 

the. ever-present poverty but also with ethnicity will show 

our values and our style. 

XIX. Toward a Theory of  Ethnicity

Pluralism in America has been a pragmatic approach. 

The 'immigrants were not welcome as a group by the American. 

. society and considerable pressure was put upon them to be- 
 

come Anglo-Saxons as quickly as possible. "Yet the pres-

sures stopped shortof being absolute, the American ethos 

forced society to tolerate religious and ethnic diversity 
32 

even if it did not particularly like it." But pluralism 
 

has yet to be defined in any comprehensive way. American 

sociologists focusing their analysis on ethnicity pointed 

out that Europeans in a stable society looked to the group 



 

as a countervailing force against the power of the state; 

but Americans in a mobile, dynamic, and atomistic society 

turned to'it for social purposes, a feeling of belonging 

and communal integration. The ethnic group as a social 

collectivity is to some extent a creation of the American

environment. Ethnic groups have emerged.in this country 

because members of various immigrant groups have tried to 

preserve something of the intimacy and familiarity of the 

peasast village .during the transition into urban indus 

trial living. They have persisted because of an apparently 

very powerful drive in man toward associating with those 

who possess .the same blood and th'e same beliefs he'does. 

The inclination toward such homogenous groupings simul 

taneously enriches the culture, provides for diversity 

within the social structure and considerably  increases the 

potentialfor conflict, because by reinforcing exclusive- 

ness, suspicion  and distrust, they serve as ideal foci for 

conflict. 

While Gunnar Myrdal failed to understand American

society when he assumed that this contradictory behaviorre-
 

fleeted a moral dilemma, it is not clear in which sense this 

must be the accepted differentiated structure of our social 

order. 

The widespread existence of ethnic subcommunities 
 

and their importance have made our society vastly more com 

plex than our ideas of town-hall democracy. But why have 

ethnic groups persisted as important collectivities long 
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after the immigration trauma receded into the background? 

If the.ethnic group provides self-identification, when 
 

does one so define himself? If the "urban villagers" re-

veal-more working class values than specifically ethnic 

values, why do ethnic differences persist even when dif-

ferent social classes'are examined separately? If ethnic 

group's are "interest groups", why was not social class 

or trade unions the membership around which American city 

dwellers could rally, as it was in England? If Hill Her-

'berg's answer, in converting ethnicity into religion seems 

premature  when we consider.the countless ethnic subdiv 

isions within the three major religious. groupings in Amer 

ica, are religious values more intimately linked to ethnic-

ity or do religious differences 
 

have substantial ethnic
 

components in then? 

Relating ethnicity to "blood and land" and "prim-
34 

ordial affinities of ineffable significance," or Gordon's 

•peoplehood*" or Weber's "consciousness of kind,".or Francis 

"pilgrimage from peasant village to industrial metropolis," 

or Greeley.'s "something basic or primordial in the human 

psyche," or to/define ethnic ties as "the basic group iden 

tity "a powerful forming element in the individual psyche 
35

and Individual personality," does"not provide us with an 

adequate answer. The positive and negative aspects of eth 

nicity nay be related to developmental and situational fac 

tors but they are not dialectically explained. 
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The crucial factor in terms of the continuity 
36 

of an ethnic group is ethnic identification. In Erik. 

H. Erikson, who went beyond Freud in his effort to deal 

more  specifically with the link between the individual and 

the group, between the child and society, between the lonely  

ego and the crowd, the nature and functioning of ethnic 

group-identity remains still blurred. It remains something  

"as  unfathomable as it is all-pervasive. One can only ex-- 

plore it by establishing its indispensability in various 

contexts." It 'is "a process 'located* in the core of the. 

individual and yet also in the core of his communal culture, 

 a process which establishes, in fact, the identity of these

two identities," whose interplay "could be conceptualized 
37 

only as' a kind of psychosoeial relativity." It is hard 

to question that the assumed "givens* of social existence, 

or the biological.holdings with which every person'is in-' 

voluntarily endowed at birth by the chance of where, of 

whom, and when he is born - blood ties, race, region, lang 

uage, custom, unique history'and values, inner coherence, 

shared sameness, obscure emotional force, safe-privacy, 

inner mental construction - are powerful influences that  

reach the individual through the group into which he is born. 
38 

The anthropologist Clifford Geertz distinguishes these  

bonds from other kinds - class', party, business, union, pro- 

fession - pointing out that the groups formed out of such 

 bonds do not, as such, become "candidates for nationhood."  



These are heavy facts of life with profound positive and

negative, effects on the whole of human experience.

Belongingness and Self-esteem.

 
The functioning of. the basic group identity has 

to do more crucially with two key ingredients in the make up

of every individual's personality:' his sense of belonging- 

ness and the quality of self-esteem. Other secondary sources

of belongingness and. self -esteem serve only where the con-

ditions created by the basic group identity do not get in 

the way. 

.a - Belongingness. 

An individual belongs to his basic group in the 

deepest and most literal sense that here he is not only a-

lone, but here, .as long as he chooses to remain in and of 

it, he cannot be denied or rejected. It is an identity he 

might sometimes want to abandon, but it is the identity 

that no one can .take away from him. To .set oneself against 

the group and run the risk of being excluded from it is to 

put oneself in the painful position of marginality. For 

the-mere fact of belonging gives an incomparable sense of 

security. One thinks of Frost's line about home being the 

place where, when you've got 'to go there, they've got to 

take you in - or of the house of Muumbi, as Harold R. Isaacs 



39 
calls one's commitment to his tribal loyalties. In this

age of massive migration, for great numbers uprooted and 

transported great physical" and cultural and social distances, 

the. house of Muumbi is the ark they carry with them, the
 

temple of whatever rules of the game one's forebearers lived

by, the "tradition" or "morality" or whatever form of creed 

or belief in A given set of answers to all the unanswerables. 

The primary bonds give a person "genuine security 
 

and the knowledge of where he belongs." Through the ethnic 

group, "he belongs to" acknowledged Erich Fromm in Escape  
from Freedom, "he is rooted in, as structuralized whole in 

 
which he. has an unquestionable place.* Konrad Lorenz's 

•territoriality" of man becomes for these uprooted an urge 

for "social turf* called neighborhood. "Considerable numbers, 

of human beings continue to live in neighborhoods and con 

tinue to-be deeply attached to their social turf, to view 

geography and interaction network of their local community 

as an extension of themselves and to take any threat to the 
'40 

neighborhood as a threat to the very core of their being."

The failure of the elite elements in the population to under 

stand this shows that Victor Ferkiss Technological Man, 

the Myth and the Reality did not yet destroy the two import-

ant contemporary myths of "rapid social change* and 'technol 

ogical man,* based on the assumption .that a "change in tech 

nology almost inevitably generates new values, new personal-

ities, new human needs, new patterns of basic behavior. Any 

 



 

attempt-to reform urban society which is not based on a 

prior attempt to understand, from the 'inside  the part  

that the neighborhood plays in the lives of many people

is doomed to frustration.  

b - Self-esteem. 

Self-esteem is connected with belongingness, 

Every individual -has to find the supporting measure of 

self-acceptance or pride-in-self from somewhere to live a 

tolerable existence. Some people, "passing into the maj- 

ority Society', can derive a sufficient self-esteem out of 

the stuff of their individual personalities above, beyond 

or despite the character or situation of their group. Others 

have to depend heavily on their group^identities to supply. 

what their own individual lives may too often deny them. 

And most people need all they can get from both sources. 

Group identity presents no problems when - 'like in a tightly 

homogeneous society,or group or in a stable society in which

all groups accept their place - it is an assumed given, when 

self-acceptance it generates is an unquestioned premise of 

life. But when members of such groups stop submitting to 

the patterns of self-rejection and self-hate coming out of

negative group identities, successfully imposed by stronger 

on weaker groups, and need to acquire, feel and assert their 
 

self-esteem, that group identity becomes a source of conflict. 

It is an intrinsic and inescapable feature of systems incorp-

orating, stigmatized ethnic identity. It has been the start-

 



int point of the ethnic movement of our own present time. 

2. The Dialectic of Community in Human Relationships.  

 On the other hand, these basic human.groupings- 

can become, as Erikson characterizes them, "pseudospecies* 

uses others as 
 

when each a screen for projection of nega-

'tive identites... each affirming its  superiority  over all 

others" - as opposed to the specieshood of man, whose  rec-

ognition is a  condition for creating a "more universal,

pore inclusive human identity." "They let him recognize 

himself," had already pointed out Fromm, "only through 

the medium.of his, or their participation in a clan, a 

social  or religious community, and not as human beings.*" 

Human Intersubjectivity.

If Erikson saw a "psychosocial relativity" be-

tween the" individual and the group, we have to see also a 

powerful dialectical relationbetween them, which are in-.  

stances of the two poles of Time and.Being overarching hu- 

man experience in its most, rational and critical, moment.of 

understanding. The subjective pole develops in a develop- 

ment that is social and historical, that stamps the stages

of progress .with dates. Man is no Leibnizian nomad. He

is a social animal and the primordial basis of the human 

community is not the discovery of an Idea but a spontane 

ous intersubjectivity. The bonds of intersubjectivity make 
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the experience of each resonate to the experience of others

and reach into a past of ancestors to give meaning and co- 

hesion to the group or nation. Born without fixed instinc-

tual determinants of behavior, without any means of self- 

expression, through  symbolic inter act ion - language as

'vehicle of culture - the  child acquires in a few days 

the wealth of thousands of years of Civilizations and all 

the enrichment it brings in explaining and mediating the 

 world to him. A sense of belonging together provides the 

dynamic premise for common enterprise, for mutual aid and 

succor, for the sympathy that.augments joys and divides  

sorrows. In developing these cultural'and social bonds, 

'•man also develops atable and controlled patterns of personal 

behavior and of attitudes and motivations, making possible 

the congruence with group patterns but also increasing the

complexity of the interpretation process 

Through symbolic interaction, then, man  develops

what Weber called the consciousness of kind and Znaniecki, 

national culture societies. The cultural bond integrating 

individual personality patterns with the social and cultural 

patterns developed by the group.throughout its history 'and 

assuring the unfolding of human potentials, is the key-ele 

ment of ethnicity and the main force in the preservation pro- 

cess of group identity. The .core of this cultural bond in

the primary ethnic groups remains - -through the socialization 

process under new layers of cultural and social content of 

 



multi-ethnicor even multi-national societies. Intersub-

jective community survives in the family with its circle 

.of relatives and its accretion of friends, in customs and 

folk-ways, in .basic arts and crafts and skills, in langu-
 

age'and songs and dance, and. in the inner psychology of

the* basic group's Members. Even in radical- cultural changes, 

iatersubjective community remains and provides a cushioning 
 

effect, for example, to the cultural shock or alienation 
.44 

which many immigrants experienced. The immigrants needed 

their ethnic groups for mutual support and for consensual 

validation of patterns. For in human affairs the decisive
 

factor is what one eaa expect of the other fellow. Such 

expectations rest on recognised codes of behaviori they
appeal to past performance, acquired habit' and reputation; 
they attain a maximum of precision and reliability among 

those frequently brought together, guided by similar motives,
 

sharing the same prosperity or adversity. The cultural bond 

constitutes the basis for society's growth, and development. 

The abiding significance and efficacy of human intersub-  

jectivity is not overlooked, when'motley'states name them 

selves nations, when constitutions are attributed to found-

ing fathers, when image and symbol, antham and assembly, 

emotion and sentiment.are invoked to impart an elemental

vigour and pitch to the vast and cold, technological, econ-

omic, and political structures of human invention and conven 

tion.  



The troubled times of crises, however, demand on

the part of basic groups, the discovery and communication of 

new insights and a consequent adaptation of spontaneous at 

titudes. Unfortunately, the responses of these groups are 

coupled with the ethos and the interests of the groups that 

do not regard all changes in the same cold light of the 

general good of society:, «nd are prone to have a blind spot 

for .the insights that reveal their wellbeing to be excessive 
 

or their usefulness at an end. The tendency toward exaggerated ethnocentrism and selfaggrandisement can turn basic

groups into factions; marked by clannishness, scapegoating, 

 and sterotyping. By becoming practical - more and more a 

factor within the technological, e'conomic, political pro 

cess, more and more a tool that served palpably useful ends - 

the cultural bond renounces its one essential function and by 

that renunciation condemns practicality to ruin.

 

b - Human Understanding. 

But besides the elementary communion of intersub- 

jectivity, there are operative in all a drive to understand 

and an insistence on behaving intelligently that generate 

and implement common ways, common manners, common undertak 

ings,- common commitments. Intelligence is a principle of 

universalixation and of ultimate synthesis. For this rea 

son, it would seem a mistake to conceive with Durkheim, 
45 

Cooley, the Marxists, and B.F. Skinner the sociological* 

 



as simply a matter of external'constraint. 'It is true 

enough that society constraints the individual in a thou- 

sand ways. It is true enough that the individual has but 

.a slight understanding of the genesis and growth of the 

civilisation into which he was born. It is true enough 

that many of the things he must do are imposed upon him in 

a merely  external fashion. Yet within the walls of his in 

dividuality, there.is more than a Trojan horse. Re has' no 

choice about wanting to understand; he is committed not bjf 

any decision of his own but by nature to intelligent behav-

ior; and as these determinants are responsible for the 

emergence of social orders  in the past, so they  account for 

their development, their maintenance, their reformation. 

Spontaneously every collapse is ^followed by a reconstruction, 
 

every disaster by .a new beginning, every revolution by a 

,new era. Commonly, men want a different social order but,

left to themselves, they never consent to a complete anarchy. 

There is, then, a radical tension of community. 

Intersubjective spontaneity and intelligently devised social 
 

order possess different properties and different tendencies. 

Yet to both by his very nature man is committed.' Intelli-
 

gence cannot but devise general solutions and general rules. 

The individual is intelligent and so he cannot enjoy peace 

of mind unless he subsumes his own feelings and actions under 

the general rules that he regards as intelligent. Yet feel- 

ing and spontaneous action have their home in the intersub-

jective group and it is only with an effort and then only in 
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favoured times that the intersubjective groups fit.harmon-
46 

iously within the larger pattern of social order,"' when 

the good of order has come to terms with the intersubjective 

groups; it has adapted to its own requirements the play 

of imagination, the resonance of sentiment, the strength  

of habit, the easeof familiarity, the impetus of enthusiasm,
 

the power of agreement and consent. The Babel of our day 
 

in ethnic group relations is the comulative product of a

series of refusals to understand. 

IV. Conclusion 

The 'primary ties' of ethnic groups, then, are a 

historical human condition to be reckoned with but not an 

immovable block in the way of desirable human development. 

The individual's need not to be alone and isolated is, ul 

timately, not so much a need to escape Balzac's "moral 

aloneness" from "lack of relatedness to values, symbols, 

patterns," but a need to belong and to be through intell 

igible patterns of relationships. As the dialectic in the 

individual and in society reveals, man is a compound-in

tension of intelligence and intersubjectivity. Be does 

not live exclusively either on the level of intersubject- 
ivity or on the level of detached intelligence*. On the con 

trary, his living is a dialectical. resultant springing from 

 



these opposed but linked principles. There is a conver-

genca of evidence for the assertion that the dialectic of 

community is to be met not by any ideas or set of ideas 

on the level of technology, economics, or politics, but^ 

only by the attainment 
 

of a higher viewpoint in nan's 

understanding and making of man. 

In time's of great social -and cultural change, 

knowledge too is changing and because 
 

nan's coming to know 

ia a group enterprise, such change leaves individuals at 

a loss. It calls for adjusment and adaptation. Individ-

uala cannot remain in ghettos or go to excess in defen-

siveness. If they are to operate in a new world, they have 

to operate on the basis of the social and cultural achieve 

ments of.this time and place. Thia disengagement from the 

past and involvement in the present must be open-eyed, 

critical, coherent, sure-footed. Individuals and groups 
'47 

in society have a democratic right to ethnic pluralism, 

baaed on the deepest human needs. The ultimata aim of 

social policy is to eliminate various forms of institution 

alised inequalities, not ethnicity. With, the new immi 

gration and Nationality Act of 1965 our laws seem to be a 

atep ahead of our everyday thoughts aqd actions. The old 

'models of the melting pot ideas arc not entirely wiped out 
 

from the institutions of the society, the government, the 
48 

educational aystem and the mass media. The ethnic issue 
 

forced the rediscovery of complexity in American .history. 

Two hundred years in the making of American society may be 

 



a long time but perhaps not long enough, considering the 

centuries and millennia that other smaller societies needed 

for their maturing.' It is not just the matter of enjoy 

ment of being together, belonging, communicating, inter 

acting it is a matter of social responsibilities, of 

loyalties and solidarities', of  deep commitment to other 

human beings, to  groups, and to society, within the bonds 

of "freedom and dignity." 

Nor is knowledge enough. One has to be creative. 

Modernity lacks roots. Its values lack balance and depth.  

Muchof its science is destructive of man, 'The contempor- 

aryissue of ethnicity, then, is a tremendous challenge and 

opportunityboth to society and to the ethnic groups them 

selves. To grasp it and to meet its challenge calls for a' 
 

collective effort toward a richer and more exciting human 

community. It- is not the individual but the group that 

'transforms the culture. The group does so by its concern 

 for excellence, by its ability to wait and let issues mature, 

by its preserving efforts to understand, by its discernment 

for what is at once simple and  profound, by its demand for 

the first-rate and its horror of mere destructiveness. 
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