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THE RACE RELATEONS THEORY OF ROBERT E. PARK:
A CRITICAL SOCIAL-BIOGRAPHICAL REVIEW

Ly Robert L. Allen

To understand the development of the race relations theory of Robert
Park it would be useful to first survey the social and intellectual con-

text in which his thinking was farmed.

THE PROGRESSIVE ERA

Park came to intellectual maturity during the Progressive Era, a
period of great social ferment (Allen, 197U: 81-1195263-272). In the latter
part of the 19th Century the United States underwent a period of rapid
economic development; the country changed from being a rural-agricultural
to an urban-industrial society. Huge new industries arose, including
railroads, iron and steel manufacturing* giant utility companies and others,
with these came forms of economic concentration and monopoly such as the
nation had never seen before. Gigantic family and corporate fortunes
were built; the names Mellon, Morgan, Rockefeller, and Vanderbilt became
household words. Smaller businesses were elbowed aside by the large
corporations and banks which increasingly dominated the econony.

The class and racial structure of the country also changed. Large
numbers of European immigrants poured into the U.S. to take advantage of
low-paying, unskilled factory jobs. Black workers, who had previously
fornkEd the backbone of the southern agricultural system were beginning to
be forced off the land by monopolization, terrorism and mechanization.

Increasingly black labor was reduced to a subproletamat, a kind of labor

reserve that could be recruited into the worst jobs of the new industrial
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system* Moreover, employers often engendered conflicts between different
ethnic and racial groups in order to keep v*ages down and undermine labor
union organizing efforts. Black workers frequently found themselves forced
to play the role of pawns in the clash between white labor and white capital.
Labor strife and racial violence were frighteningly common occurrences.
Members of the old middle class — independent professionals and small
businessmen — were alarmed by the growing economic concentration and the
corruption and violence it seemed to spawn. They saw the doors of opportunity
closing for themselves as monopolization spread through the econony. It
was this class the provided the social base of the Progressive movement.
The response of the middle class involved two divergent and even contradictory
social tendencies. On the one hand there was a pronounced sentimental
yearning for a return to a romanticized past of frontier individualism and
primitive competitive capitalism where, with hard work and a bit of luck, an
entrepreneur could still hope to make his fortune. On the other hand was
a tendency which called for reforming and rationalizing the economic system
by regulating conpetition and controlling the giant corporation through
legislation. Most of the reforms of the Progressive Era were aimed not
so much at destroying monopoly industrial capitalism but at making it
more ''reasonablell and efficient through government intervention and
regulation (Weinstein, 1968).
Similarly, the racial attitudes of the Progressives were expressed
in two tendencies: the virulent white supremacist attitudes of many political
figures, and the accommodationist paternalism of the urban reformers (Hof-
stadter, 2U6F; Frederickson, 1971; Gossett, 1965: Hlij#4-175*253-286).
Social Darwinism, as a racial ideology, embodied both of these tendencies:
in the struggle for survival it was asserted that the white race had been

"selected" by natural forces to dominate other races; but this carried with

it. a moral responsibility to "uplift"” the allegedly inferior colored races.
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Booker T* Washington became the darling of the Progressives because
his program of industrial education and forswearance of political agitation
converged with the Progressivesl interest in incorporating black labor
into the industrial order but mwithout challenging Tfoite domination. Social
harmony, not radical change, was a chief concern of the rogressive era,
and Washington* s program promised the creation of a docile black labor
force that would quietly accept its assigned place at the bottom of the
new economic order — and wait patiently to be gradually nuplifted” by

philanthropists, reformers and well-meaning industrialists.

THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

The founding of the University of Chicago in 1892 was squarely within
the conservative reform impulse of the Progressive Era. Supported by the
philanthropy of John D. Rockefeller and guided by the reform spirit of its
first president, William Rainey Harper, the University sought to join the
academic life to community service. Harper*s wish was to prove that the
University could ”do a great service to mankind” (Matthews, 1977:88). A
Baptist minister, Harper thought that scholarship could be combined with
serving the social needs of the community.

The city of Chicago was an ideal place for this social experiment that
was called the University of Chicago. Less than 60 years before, Chicago
was a small settlement located on a swampy site beside lake Michigan. The
rapid development of the West and Midwest after the Civil War made Chicago
a strategic site for the burgeoning meat-packing and steel industries, and
a transportation hub. The swift growth of industry and commerce in turn
attracted thousands of European immigrants to toil in the stockyards and
mills. Chicago soon exhibited the symptoms of rapid industrial and pop-
ulation-growth: Labor unrest, ethnic group conflict, a grooving disparity

between the wealthy and the mass of the population, the emergence of slums
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as the well-to-do abandoned the central city and moved to the periphery,
the growth of organized crime and political corruption.

The new University plunged into the life of the city. In 189" President
Harper established a settlement house near the stockyards. He also instituted
the four-quarter academic year and an extension system which ne.de the
University more accessible to the citizens of Chicago. Harper*s commitment
to the social gospel of community service led him to establish strong de-
partments in divinity and the new fields of social science. Indeed, the
first true department of sociology was established at Chicago with the
founding of the University.

That a sociology department was established with the founding of the
University was indeed fortunate, for it gave the new department a prestige
and freedom from tradition and vested interest which were to delay the
development of the field in many eastern universities (Faris, 1967:12,25).

Harper recruited another Baptist minister, Albion Small, to head the
new Department of Sociology. Small shared the conservative reform impulse
of Harper. Trained in theology, history and political econony, Small was
dissatisfied with the fragmentation of the traditional social science
disciplines and their inability to come to grips with the phenomenon of
modern urban America. [In THE ORIGINS OF SOCIOLOGY Small noted that there
was a general unrest among many social scientists who had come to believe
that "all the traditional ways of interpreting human experience were futile...
Sociology was not primarily a promulgation of doctrines about society. It
was an assertion that better ways must be invented than all the rationalizers
about society had practiced in their attempts to understand the fortunes of
men in the past, and to point out wise courses for the future'l (Small, 1927:335).

Small saw American sociology as a social movement whose objective was
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to formulate a new discipline providing accurate, rational understanding

of human behavior and illuminating the possibilities for constructive

social action* For Small, nsociology in its largest scope and on its meth-
odological side is merely a moral philosophy conscious of its taskll (Matthews,
1977:93)* He agreed with W.I. Thomas that sociology aimed to substitute
action based on knowledge far action based on feeling (lbid, B)* a view

that Park would later share.

In 1890 Small and about 20 others who were attending a meeting of the
American Economic Association held an informal gathering to discuss the new
discipline of sociology. These men shared Smallls dissatisfaction. They
“were moved by a common unrest about the unconvincing character of every-
thing that had been done up to that time in the way of interpreting human
life. These men felt that social science in its current forms was all
shallow, and unsatisfying and misleading. They wantdd to do something
about it” ( Small, 192rF:3™-2). For his part, Small started a new course
in Sociology at Colby University. Later at Chicago he was to found the
AMERICAN JOURNAL OF SOCIOLOGY and be co-founder of the American Sociological
Society.

Small and his colleagues in the new department were all influenced by
the reform impulse of Protestantocial gospellers, although Small and
Thomas distrusted the emotionalism of the reformers. Small and Charles
Henderson were both ministers; George Vincent and W.l. Thomas had theological
influences in their backgrounds. These men shared, along with some other
early American sociologists, an interest in the meliorative possibilities
of sociology and a desire to establish sociology on a scientific basis.

They opposed the determinism and fatalism of Herbert Spencer and the Social
Darwinists (Matthews, 1977: 91-93). They believed that it was possible

to gain a general scientific understanding about the nature of society,

and that this understanding could be applied to the allieviation of social

problems™*
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But social theory could not be constructed nor could social problems
be alleviated without knowledge of the facts — research. From the
beginning the Chicago school stressed research in the field, rather than
in the library, as the most reliable path to sociological knowledge.
Chicago itself was the great laboratory, and students were dispatched
to inquire into many facets of the social life and institutions of the
city — a practise that was to become a Chicago school tradition under
the influence of Robert Park.

One of the most interesting of the Chicago school founders was
W_I. Thomas. Thomas was one of the first students in the department,
taking his degree in 1896. It was Thomas who formulated the key con-
cepts of nsocial disorganization” and “definition of the situation”

Tiilich were to become so important in later Chicago school writings.
Thomas also introduced the method of using personal documents in
sociological research (Janov&tz, 1966). (Parenthetically, it was
Thomas who also developed the system of note-taking on colored slips
of paper which was to be employed by generations of Chicago students.)

Thomas was one of the First American sociologists to combine theory
with field research. He also formulated a “crisis” theory of social
change which foreshadowed the later work by Park (Matthews, 1977:97-98).
Thomas is probably most well known for his monumental work, THE POLISH
PEASANT IN EUROPE AND AMERICA (written with Florian Znardecki).

Thomas helped to shift sociology away from biological interpretations
of human behavior; but on the matter of race prejudice he put forward a
largely biological analysis:

Psychologically speaking, race-prejudice and caste-feeling are at

bottom the same thing, both being phases of the instinct of hate.*.,

OFf the relation of black to white in this country it is perhaps true

that the antipathy of the southerner for the Negro is rather caste-
feeling than race-prejudice, while the feeling of the northerner is

race-prejudice proper. In the North, where there has been no
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contact with the Negro and no activity connections, there is no

caste-feeling, but there exists a skin prejudice — a horror of

the external aspect of the Negro — and many northerners report

that they have a feeling against eating from a dish handled by a

Negro. The association of master and slave in the South was,

however, close, even if not intimate, and much of the feeling

of physical repulsion for a black skin disappeared. (Thomas,

190U: 609-610)

A similar amalgam of "instinct"” theory and "'caste" theory will
appear later in the work of Robert Park, who was affected by Thomasl

views™

PARIES INTELLECTUAL FORMATION

Robert Ezra Park was born on February 1hi, 186U. VJhen he was still
quite young his parents moved to Red Wing, Minnesota, where his father
established a business that over the years was to become ever more
successful. In some ways Park®"s early life paralleled the experiences
of the second generation immigrant youth — the marginal men — he was
later to study. He rebelled against the commercial quest for money and

: which his father represented, but neither was he happy Tilth the
nostalgia for New England (the symbolic "old country) which seemed to
pre-occupy his mother. Torn between the "new” and "old" Americas, Park
attached himself to youthful neighborhood gangs and became something of
an outsider (Matthews, 1977:2-3). This detachment was his first step,
albeit unintended, toward the awakening of sociological insight.

At 19 years of age Park enrolled as a student at the University of
Michigan* Here he studied with John Dewey, who introduced him to the
notion of comnunication as being a key to the process of social cohesion
and social change. Dewey"s democratic vision profoundly influenced the
young Park. Park began to see the possibility of rational change through
a process of accommodation and adjustment facilitated by the media of

communication (lbid, 5, 19). Ironically, Dewey also introduced Park

to the organicism and Social Darwinism of Herbert Spencer. Spencerian
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thought fed into another side of Parkis emerging character: his fatalism
and, curiously, his elitism, his admiration for the superior individual,
nthe big and original men n who through their thought and work are able

to alter the course of history (lbid),

It was also through Dewey that Park met the newspaperman Franklin
Fordo Ford, like many newspapermen of the Progressive Era, was acutely
conscious of the rapid pace of change in America and the role of news-
papers in making the public conscious of change. In an autobiographical
fragment Park wrote later that Ford “came to believe, and I did too, that
with more accurate and adequate reporting of current events the historical
process would be appreciably stepped up, and progress would go forward
steadily, without the interruption and disorder of depression- and violence,
and at a rapid pace" (Park, 1950: v-vi). Park, Dewey and Ford conceived
of publishing a journal to be called THOUGHT NEWS which would interpret
currents news events from the standpoint of philosophy. Although the
project never really got off the ground, the collaboration with Ford con-
tributed to Park’s belief that knowledge (B.g,, a deep understanding of
the significance of current news) could itself contribute to rational
change by altering the consciousness of individual actors. |Indeed, here
is one source of Park’s later contention that social reformers are doomed
to failure because they begin with emotion rather than knowledge.

Park soon grew weary of the academic world and, like Faust whom he
admired, he turned to the “Wworld of men,” Between 1887 and 1898 Park
worked as a reporter for newspapers in Minnesota, Detroit, Denver,

New lorg and Chicago. He became intimately acquainted with the painful
problems engendered by the transition form a rural-agricultural to an
urban-industrial society. He witnessed and described the squalid conditions,

corruption and crime afflicting urban immigrants (Coser, 1977:367; Matthews,
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8-11)= Park was concerned with ameliorating the appalling conditions he
encountered but his idealistic reforming urge was tempered by the realism
(and sometimes cynicism) that was fostered by his experiences as a big
city reporter. He came to believe that lla reporter who had the facts
Was?more effective reformer than an editorial writer who merely
thundered from his pulpit, no matter how eloquently” (Park, 1950:viii).

Bat the effective career of a reporter was short and after 12 years
Park realized that he must either change occupations or settle for a
declining career in newspaper work (Coser, 1977 :377). His journalistic
experiences had deepened his interest in the problems of the city and
mass oomrminication. With financial help from his businessman father Park
decided to return to academia to study philosophy and psychology; he
enrolled as a graduate student at Harvard.

At Harvard Park studied with William James, whose essay, A Certain
Blindness in Human Beings,” made a great impression on him. This essay, in
stressing the importance of the subjective perceptions of actors in social
situations, served to counterbalance Park’s early tendency to regard the
stance of the outside observer (e.g., the reporter) as the sole position
from which to gain insight into social reality. ~The ’blindnessl of
which James spoke,” Park wrote, ”is the blindness each of us is likely
to have for the meaning of other people*s lives. At any rate what socio-
logists most need to know is what goes on behind the faces of men, what
it is that makes life for each of us either dull or thrilling.... But
the thing that gives zest to life or makes life dull is, however, as James
says, *a personal secret* which has, in every single case, to be discovered.
Otherwise we do not know the vrorld in which we actually live.” (Park, 1950:vi-vLi)

After taking classes at Harvard for a year Park decided to go to

Europe to further his studies. At Berlin he attended the lectures of

Georg Simmel, which constituted his only formal instruction in sociology.
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From Simmel Park derived "the notion of society as a system of interaction
and processes* Simmel also stimulated Park*s ideas about social conflict;
ecology; the marginal man; and social distance (Coser; 1977* 37Uj Matthews;
1977:3U-35,1a)*

Through the writings of the Russian social scientist Bogdan Kis-
tiakowski Park learned of the work of Wilhelm Windelband, whom he went to
study with at Heidelberg. Windelband argued against the positivistic
effort to make history a natural science* But the main effect of Win-
delband on Park was to inspire the lattetf’s idea of "natural history,"

a history that seeks to identify "natural' stages and cycles in the
evolution of social institutions (Coser, 1977*375)#

In Europe Park seems to have developed a romantic infatuation with
the alleged virtues of the Teutonic race* He wrote a magazine article
which spoke approvingly of the "ancient conviction inherent in the Teutonic
race, the conviction that the man or nation that is not willing to fight
for its own does not deserve to live"” (Matthews, 1977: 3U). Park shared
the Social Darwinist perspective of many Progressives who viewed war as
a social good in that it stiffened the national spirit and counteracted
social decay. Note, too, the reference to "inherent” racial quantities,
a biological perspective from which Park was never entirely free.

The other side of this romanticismwas a fascination with European
peasants, whom he regarded as an embodiment of the simple, unassuming
"natural man" (lbid, 35)# Park was later to transfer this romanticized
perspective to southedblacks,

Returning to the United States after four years, Park completed his
Ph.D« dissertation, MASSE UND PUBLIKUM, which incorporated many of the
ideas he had encountered in Europe. The dissertation reflected Park’s
struggle to grasp the transition between the "old" and "new" worlds.

Park suggested that modern society offered two alternatives to traditional



ALLEN - 11

society: the irrational crowd, swayed by emotions of the moments and the
enlightened public, capable of rational discussion and action. Park’s
Sociological faith was that through understanding both alternatives it
was possible to promote the rational choice.

Hth the completi.on of his degree Park was again at a turning point
in his career. He was restless in the academic world and soon decided
to return to the "world of men.” |In the style of Progressive muckrakers,
Park for a short time worked as a propagandist for the Congo Reform
Association, a group of religious reformers that sought to expose the
horrors perpetrated by King Leopold in the Congo* Park sympathized with
the reformers but he soon came to feel that their zeal was misplaced and
even opportunistic (Matthews, 1977:58-59). No amount of religious
instruction, he believed, would undo the fact and consequences of
European penetration of Africa. The solution, he felt, was to help the
African natives accommodate themselves to the new capitalist order through
for example, vocational education. |In typically Progressive fashion, Park
saw the spread of white civilization as being "destructive and wasteful,"”
but also necessary to world "progress." (Park, 1950:vii$ Matthews, 61).
The real task far reformers, he thought, was not to berate this "natural”
process or try to reverse it, but iInstead to healp the natives (and
immigrants and blacks and lower classes, he later concluded) incorporate
themselves into the new order*

In Booker T. Washington Park found a living embodiment of the
accommodationist praxis and perspective he was developing. Park met
Washington in 1905 and for the next seven years he worked at Tuskegee
as Washington’s personal assistant and publicist. Under Washington’s
guidance Park roamed the South collecting data on race relations and

the conditions of black people. Park was enormously impressed by
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Washington and clearly regarded him as one of the "big and original men”
who give shape to history. Park wrote: "I think 1 probably learned

more about human nature and society, in the South under looker Washington,
than I had learned elsewhere in all my previous studies” (Mark, 19€0:vii).

In the turn-of-the-century South Park saw an evolutionary process of
conflict and accommodation which he generalized as a universal phe-
nomenon:

I was not, as 1 found later, interested in the egro problem as

that problem is ordinarily conceived. 1 was interested in the ”~egro

in the South and in the curious and intricate system which had grown

up to define his relations with white folk. |1 was interested, most
of all, in studying the details of the process by which the agro
was making and had made his slow but steady advance. |1 became con-
vinced, Ffinally, that 1 was observing the historical process by
which civilization, not merely here but elsewhere, has evolved,
drawing into the circle of its influence an ever widening circle

of races and peoples. (lbid)

The Tuskegee years reinforced several interrelated themes in Park*s
thought which underlay his formal theories of race relations: rationalism,
romanticism, and gradualism. All of these, in turn, were very much part
of the social and intellectual climate of the Progressive Era.

RATIONALISM — For Park the prerequisite for social progress — for
social actors, reformers and sociologists — was rational knowledge of
existing social reality. Such knowledge provided the conceptual and
practical tools necessary for an effective adjustment to the modern
"civilized"” world. The program of vocational and industrial training at
Tuskegee epitomized this view of the social role of knowledge for actors.
The Tuskegee program was premised on the subordination of black people
within American society: that was the given social reality. The purpose
of the program, then, was to teach self-discipline, self-restraint, and
those basic interactional and practical skills necessary for black workers

who are expected to fit Into assigned slots at the bottom of the industrial

economic order. In this manner the students at Tuskegee were being cooly,
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rationally remade — 1in self-conception and skills — to accommodate the
self-interested needs of thd larger "white society# The ""prindtiveness”
of the rural black youth was to be replaced by the rationality, com-
petence and restraint of the Tuskegee product*

Park was excited by this program of rational educational accommodation.
The Tuskegee program was designed to present black youths with a definite
view of social reality and to raise them above the irrational nanimal
existence..., and existence controlled by impulse merely, rather than ideas
and ideal.” Park continued: Dr. Washington believed that.e*the most
fundamental way to solve a race problem is to encourage individuals to
solve their own problems...getting a job, learning a trade or profession
was not a way of making a living but a way of making a life” (Matthews, 70).

ROMANTICISM — The other side of Park’s rationalism was his bourgeois

romantic infatuation with the peasantry, particularly black peasants in
the South. Park was acutely sensitive to the many perils involved in the
transition from rural to urban lifestyles. He had seen these problems
in his newspaper work and his experiences in Europe. Park was fascinated
by city life but he also experienced a certain moral revulsion at the hard-
ship and social disorganization occasioned by the move to the city by
rural folk. Park agreed with Washington that the virtuous, upstanding black
peasant was in grave danger of being corrupted by city life (lbid, 72-73).
For Park, as for many white Progressives, the ™primitive” peasant was
the syntool of moral purity and true freedom. For the Progressive movement
this romanticism was an aspect of the reactionary protest against the
encroachment of urban monopoly capitalism. Intellectually, Park under-
stood the necessity for the transition to an urban industrial society

and, like other Progressives, he wished to make this process as rational

and painless as possible; but emotionally he seemed still tied to a vision
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of an idealized past, which was symbolized for him by the black peasantry.
It was almost as though Park were still torn between the urban commercial
impulse of his father and the rural nostalgia of his mother.

GRADUALISM — In practice the conflict between rationalism and ro-
manticism was resolved by a gradualist-evolutionary perspective of social
change, in which change was seen as evolving through several necessary
stages. The years at ~uskegee threw Park onto a collision course with
black radicals such as W.E.B. Du Bois and William Monroe Trotter. The
radicals were strongly critical of Washington*s program and called in-
stead for political agitation for full equality now. Park vigorously
defended his employer and his gradualist views. Park shared Washington*s
faith in gradual uplift through education, and he was affronted by what
he considered to be arrogance on the part of the radicals. But where
Washington*s gradualism was partly a pragmatic tactic developed in re-
sponse to the harsh realities confronting blacks in the South, Park,
consciously seeking a theoretical model, elaborated this tactic into a
sociological principle, a theory of an accommodatL orrist race relations
cycle. Unfortunately, this gave a certain conservative and even
fatalistic bent to Park*s theory, a fatalism which was subsequently

incorporated into much of American sociology of race relations (Matthews, 8I).
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THE SOCIOIXXjICAL TRADITION IN THE U.S.
A concern with race relations is deeply rooted in American sociology.
The two earliest sociological works written in this country — Henry Hughesl
TREATISE ON SOCIOLOGY, THEORETICAL AND PRACTICAL, and George Fitzhughls
SOCIOLOGY FOR THE SOUTH: OR THE FAILURE OF FREE SOCIETY — were extended
defenses of the insitution of slavery (Frazier, 19hl), and the subordination
of black people generally* - e ...

E.B. Neuter has suggested that the sociological approach to the study
of race has developed through three distinct stages in the United States
(Reuter, 19U5). The Ffirst stage was characterized by an emphasis on
biological determinism. Sociologists in this period attempted to ex-
plain general social phenomena in biological terms* It was assumed that
biological differences between the races accounted for cultural differences;
therefore, the task of social scientists was to classify and measure the
physical and nental differences between various human groups as a pre-
requisite for explaining differences in status and behavior*

The second period saw a shift toward a cultural frame of reference.
As the futility of trying to explain cultural differences in strictly
biological terms became more apparent, social scientists began studying
the development of language, customs, beliefs and institutions, and how
these varied between different groups. Characteristic of this period
was the Social Darwinist perspective of William Graham Sumner. Far Sumner
competition between human groups led to cultural differentiation and the
evolution of a superior capitalist civilization (Hofstadter,19U5e 37f$
Sumner, 1963). From his theory Sumner drew the conservative conclusion
that the process of cultural evolution should not be tampered with by
Msocial doctors” (reformers) because, in his famous dictum, stateways

cannot change folkways.”
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The third period in the study of race was marked by an ©uphasis
on relationships between the races rather than focusing on the biological
or cultural characteristics of particular races* In this period attention
is directed to the social processes involved in contact and interaction
between ethnic groups*

The race relations theory developed by Robert Park belongs to this
third period* however, there are occasional elements of the earlier
perspectives which surface from time to time in Park*s writings* For
example, Park was opposed to theories of biological determinism of social
behavior, as were all members of the Chicago school* He insisted that
wcultural changes are not consolidated and transmitted biologically,
or at least to only a very slight extent” (Park, 1928, 19550:3li7)=
Still, Park, like W.1. Thomas, could speak of racial "instincts” and
"temperaments” as biological bases of racial behavior* This kind of bio-
psychological reductionism is reflected in the following passages

This (racial) temperament, as | conceive It, consists in a few

elementary but distinctive characteristics* These characteristics

manifest themselves in agenial, sunny, and social disposition, in

an interest and attachment to external, physical things rather than

to subjective states and objects of introspection; in a disposition

for expression rather than enterprise and action**** The “egro 1is,

by natural disposition, neither an intellectual nor an idealist,

like the Jew; nor a brooding introspective, like the East African;

nor a pioneer and frontiersman, like the Anglo-Saxon* He is primarily

an artist, loving life for its own sake* His metier is expression
rathe* than action* He is, so to speak, the lady of the races*

(Park, 1918, 1950:280)

Here Park has selected certain racial stereotypes and treated them
as biological facts and determinants of psychological and social behavior*
let Park certainly knew that not all blacks (or Jews or East Africans or
Anglo-Saxons) conformed to these stereotypes — there were important regional
and class differences in behavior. Moreover, given his usual emphasis on

historical perspectives it is strange that Park did not inquire into how

the development of specific socio—cultural SySteins may have shaped certain



ALIEN - 17

personality types and personality stereotypes# Park does analyze the
historical development of aspects of black religion and music* but he
treats personality and temperament as an expression of a mystical nracial
mvish” rather than as a complex, creative and social response to group
cultural heritage and present social environment. Such reductionist
statements are frequent in Park*s early writings but seem to appear less
often in later works# This reductionisiii may have been due in part to
the early influence of W#l. Thomas on Park*s thinking.

Park wous not explicitly a Social Darwinist but he also appears to
have been strongly influenced by the views of William Graham Sumner# Park
frequently cites Sumner on the war-like nature of primitive societies*
the nature of culture* the struggle for existence* in-group versus out-
group* mares and folkways. Indeed* in Park’s collected writings on race*
RACE AND CULTURE* there are more citations to Sumners work than to the
writings of any other social scientist#

Interestingly, Park does not seem to have shared Sumner*s view of the
social evolution of culture. Park does have an evolutionary perspective*
bjrfc what Park regards as evolving are the relations between ethnic groups
rather than the cultures of ethnic groups. Park*s famous race relations
cycle theory presents an evolutionary model of racial interaction* a

process which he believes has repeated itself throughout human history.

RACE RELATIONS CYCIE
For Park race relations include all the relations that ordinarily
exist between members of different ethnic and genetic groups which are
capable of provoking race conflict and race consciousness or of determining
the relative status of the racial groups of which a community is composed”

He continues that race relations comprise 7all those situations in which

some relatively stable equilibrium between competing races has been achieved
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and in mwhich the resulting social order has become fixed in custom and
tradition” (Park, 1939, 1950:82).
Robert Park’s unique contribution to the theory of rgce relations
was to develop a concept of the natural history of race contacts and inter-
action. Drawing broadly and comparatively on the processual sociology of
Simnel, his experiences in the South, and his journalistic encounters with
the European imnigrants, Park developed a theory of a race relations cycle.
It is obvious that race relations and all that they inply are
generally, and on the whole, the products of migration and conquest.
This was true of the ancient world and it is equally true of the modern.
The interracial adjustments that follow such migration and conquest
are more complex than is ordinarily understood. They involve racial
competition, conflict, accommodation, and eventually assimilation,
but all of these diverse processes ard to be regarded as merely the
efforts of a new social and cultural organism to achieve a new
biotic and social equilibrium. (Park,ibid, I10It).
The four processes mentioned here became in fact the basis of Parkls
general s ociology. Park defined competition as interaction without
1921,
social contact” (Park and Burgess,/1969* 506). Competition stems from
the struggle for survival; it involves both the “struggle of the in-
dividual to find a place in the local econouy” and the”struggle of a
racial unit to discover a niche” in the social order (Park, 1939,1950:106).
But conpetition s not conscious. "Competition takes the form of
conflict or rivalry only when it becomes conscious, when competitors
identify one another as rivals or as enemies” (Park & Burgess, ibid).
When consciousness of conpotitibn develops it is accompanied by (racial)
labelling of competitors and the arousal of hostile sentiments. ”Con-
flict is always conscious, indeed, it evokes the deepest emotions and the
strongest passions and enlists the greatest concentration of attention and

effort. Both conpetition and conflict are forms of struggle. Competition,

however, is continuous and impersonal, conflict is intermittent and per-

sonal" (Park & Burgess, ibid, 57it)* Conpetition is "a struggle for position
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in an economic order,'l -whereas conflict establishes '"the status of the
individual, or group of individuals, in the social order”™ (lIbid)*

Accommodation does not end antagonism between groups, but it
represents an adjustment of relative status and power of the groups
aimed at reducing conflict.

In accommodation the antagonism of the hostile elements is, for the

time being, regulated, and conflict disappears as overt action,

although it remains latent as a potential farce. With a change in
the situation, the adjustment that had hitherto successfully held

in control the antagonistic forces fails, There is confusion and

unrest which may issue in open conflict. Conflict, whether a war

or a strike or a mere exchange of polite iInnuendoes, invariably

issues In a new accommodation or social order, which in general

involves a changed status in the relations among the participants

(Ibid, 665)-

Where accommodation is a temporary adjustment, assimllation involves
a deeper, more permanent change*

Assimilation is a process of interpenetration and fusion in which

persons and groups acquire the memories, sentiments, and attitudes

of other persons or groups, and, by sharing their expereinces and
history, are incorporated -with them in a common cultural life.

In so far as assimilation denotes the sharing of tradition, this

intimate participation in common experiences, assimilation is

central in the historical and cultural processes (lbid, 735-6),

As suggested earlier, Park regarded these four processes as universal
and inevitable in race relations. Park thought that the outcome of these
processes was that human "diversities will be based in the future less
on inheritance and race and rathef more on culture and occupation. That
means that race conflicts in the modern world, which is already or presently
will be a single great society, will be more and more in the future con-
fused with, and eventually superceded by, the conflicts of classes" (Park,
1939, 1950: 116).

There is a certain determinism and fatalism in Park"s theory which

is problemmatic. |In the first place, since each stage is regarded as

necessary and inevitable, the theozy can be used to imply that the racial

groups involved must accept whatever conflicts and accommodations arise



ALIEN - 29

as '"'progressive and irreversible" steps along the path to eventual
assimilation (Park, 1926, 1950:150). Thus, the theory, as Staples
notes, can be employed to defend the racial status quo and a gradualist
approach to change (Staples, 1976:7)*

In the second place, as Barth and Noel point out, this "is clearly
a unilear evolutionary model as it implies that there is a probability of
1*00 that each stage of the cycle -will lead to and culminate in the next
with assimllation-amalgamation ultimately assured™ (Barth & Noel, 1975:17)*
But cross-cultural data (and indeed U.S. history itself) reveal that other
outcomes are possible, including ethnic stratification, exclusion, sym-
biosis, and pluralism (lbid, 18)* Brewton Berry has lodged a similar
criticism of Park*s theory.

Dr. Park*s theory is open to doubt, for assimilation and amalgamation

may not be inevitable, and certainly there are instances of racial

contacts where conflict and conpetition have been conspicuously
lacking* Some scholars, therefore, question the existence of any
universal pattern, and incline rather to the belief that so numerous
and so various are the components that enter into race relations

that each situation is unique, and the making of generalizations is

a hazardous procedure (Berry, 1965:135)#

Park himself was not unaware of problems with his theory* He realized
that after 300 years in America black people were not being assimilated.
However, he attributed the cause of this to blacks* "divergent physical
traits," the "racial uniform” of skin color (Park, 1913,1950:208;1928, 1950:353)
This is another retreat into biological determinism* Park continued that
unlike European immigrants who can shed their cultural "uniforms™ and
assimilate into the cosmopolitan mass of the urban populations, blacks
(and Orientals in his view) are '"condemned to remain among us (whites)
an abstraction, a symbol." He suggested that what in fact was developing

in the U.S. South was a form of "bi-racial organization."

Originally race relations in the South could be rather accurately
represented by a horizontal line, with all the white folk above

and all the ~egro folk below. But at present (1928) these relations
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are assuming new forms, and In consequence changing iIn character and
meaning* With the development of industrial and professional

classes within the ~egro race, the distinction between the races

tends to assume the form of a vertical line* On one side of this

line the ”~egro is represented in most of the occupational and pro-
fessional classes; on the other side of the line the white man is
similarly represented*... The result is to develop in every
occupational class professional and industrial bi—-racial organizations*
Bf—racial organizations preserve race distinctions, but change their

content (Park, 1928a,1950:21*3)*

What Park is describing here in rather sanitized and idealized terms
is the Jim Crow nseparate-but-equaln system, a system whose purpose was
to actively prevent assimilation* Park did not pursue the implications
of his description, but it may be argued that assimilation has not occurred
not simply due to biological or cultural "racial uniforms*” but because of
a social organization (apartheid) which was fully functioning until quite
recently and whose purpose was to maintain racial social distance and
circumvent assimilation®

Other key concepts in Park*s race relations theory are social dis-
tance, race prejudice and marginality* Social distance refers to feeling
*a sense of distance toward individuals with whom we come into contact#T
Moreover, it refers to "a state of mind in which we become, often suddenly
and unexpectedly, conscious of the distances that separate, or seem to
separate us, from classes and races whom we do not fully understand” (Park,
192U, 1950:257). Social distance refers to the notion that subordinate
individuals and races have a "proper distance"™ and a "proper place"
which are maintained by social rituals and social etiquette* Indeed,
etiquette becomes a means of social control in race relations (Park, 1937,
1950:182).

"Race prejudice,” Park asserts, "is like class and caste prejudice —
merely one variety of a species* So far as it can be described in these

terms, race prejudice may regarded as a phenomenon of status*" Re adds
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further that race prejudice is the nresistance of the social order to
changell ( ark, 1928a,1950:231-33)= In his mview race prejudice is a

kind of spontaneous expression of conservatism. Bat here Park runs into
trouble, for he never questions the spontaneous nature of race prejudice*
On the contrary, he emphasizes its spontaalety and thereby makes race
prejudice a feature of human nature rather than a product of social
organization or social process. Once agqin Park falls into a kind of
bio-psychological reducationisip:

What we ordinarily call prejudice seems to be more or less

instinctive and spontaneous disposition to maintain social

distances (Park, 1921;,1950s259)*

Elsewhere Park writes of a '"spontaneous response®l to what is 'strange
and unfamiliar” which develops from our "sense of insecurity** (Park, 1928a,
1950s238)0 In these remarks Park has abandoned a sociological perspective
or even a social psychological perspective. We are left instead with a
deterministic perspective that does not examine why and how certain forms
of prejudice develop, but instead asserts that prejudice is an ahistorical
fact of human nature. | believe this again reflects the influence of
Sumner (and possibly Thomas) whom Park uses as the starting point for
his analysis of prejudice.

Marginality is a result of cultural and racial conflict, and in turn
the marginal individual can influence the course of social developments.

The marginal man is a personality -type that arises at a time and a

place where, out of the conflict of races and cultures, new societies,

new peoples and cultures are coming into existence. The fate which
condemns him to live, at the same time, in two worlds is the same
which compels him to assume, in relation to the worlds in which he
lives, the role of a cosmopolitan and a stranger. Inevitably he
becomes relatively to his cultural mLlieyt, the individual with the
wider horizon, the keener intelligence, the more detached and rational
viewpoint (Park,1937a, 1950s375-6)e

Park asserts that in the black community it is the mixed bloods, the

marginal individuals, who are often the political leaders and cultural
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innovators (Park, 2931* 1959:381). He is careful to point out that this
cannot be accounted for by any alleged biological superiority due to in-
fusions of white blood, but his emphasis on the mixed blood as the typical
marginal person acts to obscure other forus of cultural marginality which
may be more important and of which the mixed blood may only be a subtype#
In particular, since a large proportion of the black American population
is racially mixed it seems rather pointless to single this out as an
important criterion of marginality. More relevant criteria would appear
to be: circumstances of early socialization, social privileges, access to
higher education, social interaction with whites, etc* Moreover, Park’s
treatment leans toward psychological reductionism in his emphasis on the
personality of the marginal individual rather than marginality as a social
process. Does the marginal individual indeed have a 7keener intelligence”
and a more 7rational” mind, or is it more useful from a sociological
perspective to ask whether marginality as a social process tends to direct
intelligence
human toward certain problem”™and concerns and not toward others?
There are other problems in Park’s conception of the role of the
marginal individual in social change. For Park, competition and conflict
between groups was the motive force of social change. But once change is
set iIn motion what factors shape its direction and outcome? Strauss and
Fisher have argued that Park shared with W_1# Thomas a general perspective
on social change (Strauss & Fisher,n.d.) In this perspective the collision
of groups shakes some individuals loose from the constraints of custom and
opens the way for new responses to the situation# These individuals -
the marginal man, the creative person — become the emancipated thinkers
and leaders of social movements, and it is they who give direction to
social change and shape its outcome by building new social iInstitutions

(Strauss and Fisher, 7). Thus, the self-conscious, emancipated individual
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becomes both the sign of change and the agent through which new responses
are organized. These individuals come to form an enlightened, educated
elite capable of consciously guiding the process of change (Strauss and
Fisher:26).

The difficulty with this theory is that it assumes a certain re-
lationship between the individual and the collectivity which may not stand
up to scrutiny. It also, as Strauss and Fisher point out (2ij.), can be
reduced to equating progress with outcomes for individuals. Thus, Park*s
belief that education would help foster new occupational groupings which
would gradually replace racial groupings is an incremental perspective
which equates social progress/change with educational and occupational
mobility of individuals. But individual advancement does not necessarily
imply social changeb indeed, upgrading of certain individuals may be a
society’s method of preventing more general change*

"What iIs the relationship between the emancipated individual and the
collectivity? Park clearly regarded such individuals as Booker T. Washington
and W.E.B. Du Bois as examples of the marginal man rising to the task of
leadership. Implicit here is an assumption that marginal!ty leads to
greater awareness of the need for social change and a concomitant commit-
ment to struggle for the needed change. But, as is apparent in the works
of certain later Chicago sociologists, marginality may also lead to
alienation and '"'deviancy"” - that is, to a search for individual freedom
rather than collective struggle and change. Franklin Frazier*s "black
bourgeoisie*” (1962) chose the illusion of individual freedom over the
commitment to social struggle. The "deviants™ studied by Howard Becker (1963)
and Erving Goffman (1961) were marginal individuals who sought protected
niches of individual freedom within the confines of an oppressive social

order. One is also reminded of the split in the social movements of the
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Sixties between "political” and ncultural” activists — the former committed
to collective struggle, the latter to individual “head changing*" In

short it seems untenable to assume that marginality generally fosters

social awareness; it may just as likely promote individual escapism.
Moreover, even where marginality leads to social awareness it is unsafe

to assume that the leadership of the emancipated individuals will be
accepted by the masses* History reveals all too many instances of
charismatic but irrational individuals assuming the leadership of great
nations*

Respite his general democratic impulse, Park appears to have adopted
an elitist "'great man” theory of social change* It is the educators,
sociologists, philanthropists, and enlightened marginal men generally
who Trill guide change and promote a rational process of change. This
elitism is very much within the tradition of Progressive Era social
thought. Many Progressives believed that it was the enlightened
intellectuals who must control and direct the frightening forces re-
sulting from industrialization and urbanization*

But for sociological theory Park’s elitism is problemmatic, far
it amounts to a form of reductionism. Change is initiated by a social
process, the clash of social groups, but once change is set in motion
Park alters the focus of his analysis from social process to individual
consciousness. | think it was Park’s rationalism that led to this
reductionism* Prom a very early age Park was seeking a way of coping with
the irrational forces which he saw at work in social life. For him,
knowledge, communication and discussion were prerequisites for rational
action* But the locus of knowledge, communication and discussion is the
individual. Crowds nay mill and riot, but it is only individuals who

think and communicate. Crowds may initiate action but it is only

enlightened individuals who can rationally guide social change. Thus
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D
Park adhered to the rogressives* faith (perhaps itself irrational?)

in the role of enlightened individuals in conquering the irrational

impulses unleashed by* blind group conflict,

SUCCESSORS

The prestige of the Chicago school and Robert Park attracted many
students to the University of Chicago* Park trained some of the nation*s
most outstanding race relations scholars, including Charles S. Johnson,
Edward B* ®euter, Louis ~irth, John Bollard, Frederick Detweiler, Herbert
Blumer, Everett Hughes, and E. Franklin Frazier*

Everett Hughes once described E. Franklin Frazier as Park’s most
complete student* In 1931 Frazier completed a dissertation on The Negro
Family in Chicago. The study was later expanded and in 1939 it was published
as THE NEGRO FAMILY IN THE UNITED STATES. Fra3ier*s study was squarely
within the Chicago style, taking a natural history approach and making use
of the ecological and personal documents methodologies. Frazier attempted
to show that social disorganization, rather than biological differences,
accounted for the *deviations” of black family life from the normative
pattern of white American families. |In a later theoretical essay Frazier
called attention to what he regarded as the ~important role of the family
in acculturation and assimilation (which) is due to the nature of contacts
within the family as compared with other types of human association.. ..

It is almost exclusively through the intimate contacts of family living that
the sentiments and ideals characteristic of a society are transmitted and
become a part of the personalities of the members of society (Frazier, 1953).

Frazier*s emphasis on assimilation (and social disorganization as
inhibiting assimilation) has prompted some criticism of him by later
black sociologists (Staples, 1976:59-60,127), Fraziers seems to have

uncritically accepted white middle-class values and practices as norms
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against mwhich the values and practices of black Americans must be measured.
Interestingly enough, late in his career Frazier wrote a lengthy polemic
against 7egro intellectuals, accusing them of having an "obsession” with
assimilation. He wrote of the black intellectual’s "failure to dig down
into the experiences of the ”egro and bring about a transformation of that
experience so that the ”~egro could have a new self-image or new conception
of himself. It was the responsibility of the Hegro intellectual to pro-
vide a positive identification through history, literature, art, music and
the drama™ (Frazier, 1962a). But Frazier was no cultural nationalist:
black culture was simply to be another '"contribution” to a gensral
American cultural heritage.

like Park, Frazier went on to undertake a broad and comparative
stucty- of race relations in other parts of the world, including Africa,
the Caribbean, and South America (Frazier, 1957). Frazier generally
employed the processual theory of Park, but he was also deeply interested
in the role of key institutions, such as the family and the church, and
also the role of social stratification.

Another line of succession was the symbolic-interactionist school
represented by such scholars Tamotsu Shibutani and LJerbert Blumsr. Taking
W.1. Thomas” concept of the "definition of the situation” as its starting
point, this social-psychological school has stressed the importance of
shared meanings and definitions in situations of racial interaction. As
Shibutani and Kwan put its 'Vftiat is of decisive importance is that human
beings interact not so much in terms of what they actually are but in terms
of the conceptions that they form of themselves and of one another (Shibutani
and Kwan, 1965:38). Accordingly, it is the self-conception and self-definition

of ethnic groups which lie at the heart of race relations; issues of economic

exploitation add political power are of only secondary concern.
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Although not primarily a race relations theorist, Herbert Biumer in
19£5 -wrote an important essay which sought to rescue theories of race
prejudice from the psychological reductionism then being popularized by
such authors as Gordon Allport# Biumer stressed the need to 'view race
prejudice in terms of group status and social definitions rather than as
a matter only of individual sentiments#

Wy thesis is that race prejudice exists basically in a sense of group

position rather than in a set of feelings which members of one racial

group have toward members of another racial group# This different
way of viewing race prejudice shifts study and analysis from a pre-
occupation with feelings as lodged in individuals to a concern with
the relationship of racial groups. It also shifts scholarly treat-
ment away from individual lines of experience and focuses interest

on the collective process by which a racial group comes to define

and redefine andbher racial group# (Biumer, 1955)

Biumer avoided reductionist appeals to innateMfearsM or "instincts” «
to which Park had fallen prey — and instead concentrated on the collective
processes by which racial groups develop a sense of group position as
the explanatory key# He wrote: “The sense of group position is the veiy
heart of the relation of the dominant to the subordinate group# It
supplies the dominant group with its framework of perception, its
standard of judgment, its patterns of sensitivity, and its emotional
proclivities.n

Symbolic interactionist theory has been criticized by some writers
for not incorporating a concept of power. However, Biumer!s discussion
of the sense of group position as the key to explaining race prejudice
suggests that the ability of one group to impose a social definition on
other groups is an expression — an perhaps a useful iInteractionist
definition — of power, “ut, to my knowledge, no interactionists have
pursued this line of thought#

Elsewhere Biumer discusses the role of industrialization in race

relations# He contends that industrialization, contrary to popular

wisdom, is not necessarily inimical to a system of racial oppression.
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On the contrary, he asserts, available evidence everywhere sustains
the thesis that when introduced into a racially ordered society, indus-
trialization conforms to the alignment and code of the racial order.
Where the racial order is clear-cut and firm, the industrial apparatus
will develop a corresponding racial scheme” (Blumer, 196f>:2li£). Blumer
suggests that racial changes in the industrial order are provoked by
pressures in the outside society, rather than vice versa.

Another ~ark student, Everett Hughes, has written several essays
on race and ethnic relations — particularly French-*English relations
in canada and to a lesser degree, black-white relations in the U.S. South.
What iIs most interesting in Hughes* writings has been his effort to call
attention to the presuppositions of sociologists themselves in studying
race relations and the inpact these have on the sociological work performed.
FOr example, he notes the common tendency of sociologists to study minority-
groups rather than majority groups, with the presupposition that the former
somehow pose a “problem” (Hughes, 1971s155-6)= “e points out that it
takes at least two groups to create a race relations problem, and that the
locus of the problem is not infrequently the extreme behavior of the
dominant group (lbid, 163f). There is a conservative bias in socio-
logical work, Hughes suggest, in that sociologists prefer to study the
middle range of human behavior and avoid the difficult extremes. The
sociological imagination is thereby imprisoned and blinded. Hughes blames
this sociological myopia on the drive toward professionalization and its

tendency to restrict the creative imagination.



ALIEN - 30

ALTERNATIVE SCHOOIS AND CRITICS

W.E.B. DU BOIS — Du Bois, a contemporary of Park, offered an alternative
approach to race relations study and the role of sociology. Du Bois would
have agreed with Park that knowledge was the key to action, but where Park
sought to formulate a universalistie wnatural history” of race relations,
Du Bois instead sought detailed empirical knowledge about a particular
group of VlmA.n beings in a definite historical context as a prerequisite
to social reform action in that situation. Moreover, Du Bois soon came

to see the social scientist as engaged, even a social activist. “Not

simply knowlddge,™ he wrote, “not simply direct repression of evil, will

reform the world. In long, indirect pressure and action of various and
intricate sorts, the actions of men which are not due to lack of knowledge
nor to evil intent, must be changed by influencing folkways, habits, cus-
toms, and subconscious deeds” (Du Bois, 1978: 19)= Du Bois would have
taken sharp exception to the determinism of Sumner, and the Freudians.
Staples points out that Du Bois helped lay the foundation for a

black sociological perspective.

Over 79 years ago he (Du Bois) noted that the past studies of
Afro-Ameicans had been characterized by a lack of detail, failure
to be systematic, and a tendency to be uncritical. Hence, he
advocated basic research on Blacks that would separate opinion

from fact. The task of sociology, he said, was to put science

into sociology through the study of the condition and problems

of Blacks. Moreover, he opposed the idea of a value-fi*ee sociology
as it is generally defined. Instead, the sociologist should be
oriented toward a humanistic perspective of his society. What he
wanted was a shift from the negative values held by social scientists,
which tended to support the oppression of Blacks, to more positive
values that allowed Blacks to maintain their cultural patterns
unrestricted by the laws and social customs of the White majority

(Staples, 1976: 3-W*
Du Bois did not formulate a general theory of race relations. Rather
his importance as a sociologists is found in his careful studies of black

social conditions and his elaboration of the historical mechanisms of racial
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oppression in the United States (See Du Bois, 1961*). He also called
attention to the importance of viewing race relations from the standpoint
of the victims of racial oppression. In these ways Du Bois helped

point the way toward the later exploitation theory of race relations

developed by Oliver Coxo

OLIVER C. COX — Oliver Cox was born in Trinidad but migrated to the
United States while still a teenager* He studied economics and sociology
at the University of Chicago, earning a Ph.D. degree in 1938. Subsequently,
he taught at several institutions, including Tuskegee. Ironically, it
was during his tenure at Tuskegee that Cox wrote his most well-known
book, CASTE,CLASS AND RACE (19U8). This book is in part a rebuttal to the
race relations theory formulated by Park*
Cox objects to Parkl!s theory on several grounds. In the Ffirst place
Cox contends that race is a social concept disguised as a biological
concepto Races are socially defined in the process of interactions
hence, racial antagonism is not “natural” or biological but mist be
socially contracted (Cox, 191*8:319, 1*6$). Cox examines ancient societies
and notes various forms of cultural and political conflict, but he does not
find evidence of race conflict; race antagonism is a phenomenon of modern
times (Ibid, 322-25). Similarly, race prejudice is a modern invention.
Moreover, race prejudice, for Cox, is definitely not the sane as caste
prejudice. “Caste prejudice is an aspect of culture prejudice,” he asserts,
whereas race prejudice is “the socio-attitudinal matrix supporting a
calculated and determined effort of a white ruling class to keep some
people or peoples of color and their resources exploitablell (1bid,350, 1*75).
Cox goes to great lengths to demonstrate that the concepts of caste,

class and race are quire distinct in their origins and social manifestations.
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He criticizes the caste school™ of race relations for taking certain
superficial similarities between race relations and caste relations and
using these as the basis for a theoiy*

The method of selecting and identifying isolatedly certain aspects

of intercaste relationship, such as endogamy, non-commensality,

or other marks of social distinction with their apparent counterparts
in race relations, may at first seem convincing* In almost every
case,however, the comparison is not between caste and race but merely
a recognition of apparently common characteristics of all situations
of superior-inferior or superoddinate-subordinate relationships

(lbid, 1197).

Cox takes specific exception to the notion of a universal race relations

cycle (Cox, 1976s 36f). Instead he counterposes the idea of racial

<B ~
dominance and race prejudice .unique products of <European capitalism and
nationalism.

Our hypothesis is that racial exploitation and race prejudice

developed among Europeans with the rise of capitalism and

nationalism, and that because of the world-wide ramifications

of capitalism, all racial antagonisms can be traced to the

policies and attitudes of the leading capitalist people, the

white people of Europe and North America (Cox, 19u8:322)#

Cox is careful to point out that tithere is no assertion*eeethat
race prejudice is a biological heritage of the white race™ (lbid, 3U6);
rather it is the spread of the capitalist system and its exploitation
of the land and labor of peoples of color which accounts for the rise of
race prejudice* “Racial exploitation is merely one aspect of the problem
of the proletarianization of labor, regardless of the color of the
laborer,” he maintains {lbid, 333)# Cox saw the elimination of racial
exploitation as requiring a world-wide class struggles

The problem of racial exploitation, then, will most probably

be settled as part of the wcrld proletarian struggle for democracy;

every advance of the masses will be an actual or potential advance

for the colored peoples* Whether the open threat of violence by
the exploiting class will be shortly joined will depend upon the
unpredictable play and balance of force in a world-wide struggle

for power (lbid, 583)*

like Du Bois, Cox saw the problem of the “color line" as central
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to the future course of world history. (Interestingly, as will be remarked
below, Park also saw this problem, but from a different angle of mvision,
the perspective of white America*)

The strength of Cox’s theory lies in his insistence that race relations
cannot be understood apart from analysis of the specific social and political
context in which they arise. Thus, he attributes modern race relations
to the rise of capitalist exploitation. Unfortunately, Cox nowhere
clarifies his central concept of exploitation. Indeed, he often seems to
use the term in a moral-condemnatoiy sense rather than as an analytic
tool. Cox apparently borrowed the technical concept of exploitation from
iferx where it refers to the extraction of surplus value from labor; but
Cox’s use of the term is much broader and less clear.

Furthermore, if racial exploitation and prejudice are largely the
outcome of concerted action on the part of the capitalist class alone,
then one would expect to find that racial prejudice would be relatively
easy to combat among white workers. But this has not proved to be true.

In focusing narrowly on capitalist manipulation, Cox’s theory fails to
sufficiently analyze the social-psychological and material benefits which
white workers derive from the continuance of racial oppression of non-whites.

Finally, in treating racism as a unique invention of modern European
capitalism Cox largely limits the focus of his discussion to race relations
between whites and non-whites. Pierre L. van den Berghe takes exception
to this position, arguing instead that racism “has been independently
discovered and rediscovered by various peoples at various times in history.”
But he goes on to state that ™the Western strain of the virus (racism) has
exclipsed all others in importance” (van den Berghe, 1978:12-13). Van
den Berghe agrees with Cox in assigning pre-eminence to the role of

capitalist exploitation in the evolution of racial oppression* but
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he also attributes importance to Dgjni7i.nlan ideas and the prevalence of
democratic ideologies which, ironically, made it necessary to deny the
humanity of oppressed groups In order to justify denying them basic rights

(ibid, 16-17).

GUNNAR MIRDAL — One of the most massive studies of U.S. race relations
ever published is AN AMERICAN DIIEMMA, compiled by the Swedish sociologist
Gunnar Myrdal and his associates. Funded by the Carnegie Corporation,

the book is chiefly a compilation of existing knowledge; no .new field
work was undertaken.

The importance of this study lies not in any new theoretical con-
structs which it advances — for It advances none — but rather in the
perspective employed in presenting the material. For Myrdal, American
race relations were embedded in a moral dilemma — the constradiction
between the American creed and American practice. According to %rdal,
the American Creed embodies the

ideals of the essential dignity of the individual human being, of

the fundamental equality of all men, and of certain inalienable

rights to freedom, justice, and a fair opportunity....

From the point of view of the American Creed the status
accorded the Kegro in America represents northing more and nothing
less than a century-long lag in public morals. 1In principle the
Negro problem was settled long ago; in practice the solution is
not effectuated. The Negro in America has not yet been given the
elemental civil and political rights of formal democracy, iIn-
cluding a fair opportunity to earn his living. And this anachronism
constitutes the contemporary nproblem? both to Negroes and to
whites (Myrdal, 191U;:z 1, U-~,23).

%rdalfs perspective reflects the new defensive liberalism which was
one ideological response to the rise of fascism, on ~he one hand, and the
emergence of anti-colonial struggles in various parts of the colored world
(Allen, 197U: 272F). A new liberal racial ideology was critical to America”

national solidarity during World War Il, and to her claims to international

political leadership. Interestingly, no one was more aware of this ideo-
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logical necessity than Robert Park# Park, too, realized that the problem
of the "color lineO was key to the future of world history# In a per-
ceptive and revealing essay written shortly before his death Park noted
that World War Il "has given the (white) American public a new orientation
and a new issue."”

We have hitherto maintained toward the peoples of India, China
Japan, and Africa a curious attitude of complacency verging on
contempt# Toward peoples of a different color we have usually
acted as a benevolent "master-race', possessing all the wisdom
and therefore entitled to impose our political and religious

institutions and social practices upon both lands and peoples#

But now that we Find ourselves fighting on the same battlefields
for the same cause, all this seems to be an anachronism##*.

Under these circumstances many people in the United States
have become suddenly conscious of the limited and parochial view
which our previous isolation has fostered and are now apparently
in a way to revise their opinions of alien peoples and to improve,
at least, our international and interracial manners._#_#

What the war has done thus far has been to make race relations
an international rather than a local and national problem. . #.
Furthermore, in the prosecution of the war and in the organization of
the peace, racial diversities of the American population will be
either a national handicap or a national asset, depending upon
our ability to make our racial policies and our racial ideology
conform to our national interests (Park, 191*3, 1950: 312, 315)*

Overhauling and revanping its racial ideology dne to a changing
international power structure was the real dilemma facing America# Park
was no doubt sincere in the concerns he expressed, but 1 suspect that the
general intellectual acceptance of his race relations cycle theory, with
its implication of gradual assimilation, was due not only to the vigor of
the Chicago school but also to the situational context: Parkls theory
provided intellectual legitimation and content for a new "liberal” racial
ideology at a time when old-style racism was objectively In retreat# Since
World War Il we .have seen the emergence of cultural chauvinism as the new
racial ideology (Allen, ibid). Colored peoples are no longer categorized
as inferior, merely "culturally deprived.” This ideology holds out the
promise of assimilation to those non-whites who accept the social and

cultural values of Western (capitalist) white culture# It iIs thus an



ALIEN - 36

important -weapon in the U.S. straggle against anti-colonial and socialist
revolutionary movements — both at home and abroad. Neither Park nor
Ifyxdal™aw themselves as ideological architects of U.S. neo-colonialism,
but the popularization of their works raises interesting sociology of
knowledge questions about the relationship between scholarly work and
social-ideological needs and consequences. Unfortunately, these questions

are much beyond the scope of the present paper.

RECENT CONTRIBUTIONS

Although this paper has focussed on the work of Robert Park
and his students and contemporaries, the theoretical contributions

of several more recent writers will be mentioned by way of conclusion.

ROBERT STAPLES — Along with Robert Blauner (1972) and William Tabb (1970),
Staples has been one of the chief architects of the colonial model of race
relations. “The colonial model,” he writes, ”views the black community
as an underdeveloped, exploited colony controlled by individuals outside

the conEnunity.”

An important feature of this model when applied to the United
States is its technique of combining racial and class oppression
into one theoretical framework. Xt also illustrates the insitutional-
ized patterns of racist oppression. Instead of focussing on
individual attitudes of racial prejudice, it treats racism as a
political and economic process that maintains domination of Whites
over Blacks by systematic subjugation.... It illustrates that
Black deprivation is not a result of the Black individual’s
limitation or the White person’s lack of tolerance. The Black
condition can be more realistically viewed as a pattern of
Systematic subjugation maantaaned by those people who stand to
profit the most from it (Staples, 1976: 13).

ROBERT ALIEN — In 197k Allen suggested a model of race relations in the
United States which emphasized the interrelationship between prevailing

racial ideologies and socio-economic institutional arrangements (Allen,
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1971*5 Ch. 8). Drawing upon the work of Cox, the theory stresses the role
played by the demand for black labor in the functioning of the American
econony. It identifies three stages of racial ideology in the U.S.: ()
biological racism (black people as tsubhuman”) associated with the slave-
plantation economy; (2) Social Darwinist racism (black people as ~inferior"
human beings) associated with the emergence of industrial monopoly
capitalism® and (3) cultural chauvinist racism (black people as ~culturally
deprived”) assoicated with domestic and international challenges to the
hegemony of capitalism and white western culture, especially since World

War Ho

WILILAM J. WILSON — Most recent of all is the -theory advanced by Wilson
(1978). Wilson, who is a professor of sociology at the University of
Chicago, also identifies three stages in the development bf race re-
lations in the U.S. His first two are quite similar to the first two
stages suggested by Allen, but where Allen sees racism continuing in

the modern era in the form of cultural chauvinism, Wilson concludes

that economic class subordination has become mare important than racial
oppression in determining black life chances. Moreover, occupational

and class differentiation within the black community has fragmented black
solidarity, he contends, and affected the direction taken by the black

struggle for freedom and equality.

All of these recent theories are concerned with the interrelationship
between race and class* Where they differ is in the relative weight
assigned to race and class factors in black oppression. lIronically,

10 years ago Robert Park posed this problem when he predicted that 'race
conflicts in the modern world...will be more and more in the future

confused with, and eventually superceded by, conflicts of classes."
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Park pat his finger on a problem -with deep inplications for both sociology
and social action, and the accuracy of his prediction has become the

subject of a growing theoretical and policy debate.

In this paper 1| have reviewed the role of family background,
general social setting, training, experiential and intellectual influences
on the development of Parkls race relations cycle theory. 1 have also
discussed certain presuppositions and themes in his thought, and the substance
of the theory itself. Finally, 1 have reviewed some of the alternative
and critical views put forward by certain of Park’s contemporaries and
later writers. It is clear that Park has had a major impact on sociological
analysis of race relations in the United States. No doubt his views will

continue to be a subject of critical discussion and debate by sociologists.
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To understand the development of the race relations theory of Robert
and intellectual

Park it would first be useful to survey the social context in Wwhich his
thinking was formed*

Park came to intellectual matruity during the Progressive Era, a

f1ftkJVI-iH

period of great social ferment.~In the latter part of the 19th centruy
the United States underwent a period of rapid economic development! the
country changed from being a rural-agricultural to an urban-industrial
society* Huge new industries arose, including railroads, iron and steel
manufacturing, giant utility companies and others* With these came forms
of economic concentration and monopoly such as the country had never seen
before* Gigantic family fortunes were J&iKKBsi built! the names Mellon,
Morgan, Rockefeller, Vanderbilt became household words. Smaller businesses
were elbowed aside by the large corporations and banks which increasingly
dominanted the economy*

The class and racial structure of the country msM also changed.
Large numbers of Europena immigrants poured into the U.S. to take advantage
of low-paying, unskilled factory jobs* Black workers, who had previously

were being forced off the land

formed the backbone of the southern agricultural system,~fe#r monopolization
and terrorism* Increasingly, black labor was reduced to a subproletariat,
a kind of labor reserve that could be recruited into the worst jobs of the
new industrial system* Moreover, employers often engendered conflicts between
different ethnic and racial groups in order to undermine labor organizing efforts*
Black workers frequently found themselves reduced to pawns in the clash between
white labor and white capital* Labor strife and racial violence were
frighteningly common occurrences,

Jfembers of the old middle class — independent professionals and small
businessmen — were alarmed H"aBQChxdwYwlwFfKPPgt o by the growing economic
concentration and the corruption and violence it seemed to spawn* Th$ saw

the doors of opportunity closing for them as monopolization increased. It

was in this class that the Progressive movement had its roots* The respone
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of the middle class involved two divergent and even contradictory tendencies*
On the onte hadd there was a pronounced sentimental yearnir™ for a return
primitive
to the romantic past of frontier individualism and competitive capitalism
where, with hard work and a bit of luck, an individual could still hope
to make his fortune* On the other hand was a tendency which called for
reforming and rationalising the economic system by regulating competition
and imposing uniform standards* Most of the reforms of the Progressive
Era were aimed not so much at destroying monopolyry indnstiteLal capital
but at making it more “reasonableX and effieient throguth government
James Weinstein, fn 12)

intervention and regulation* (Wgxfcadteg,

Similarly the racial attitudes of the Progressives were reflected

political leaders

in two tendencies4 the virulent white supremacist attitudes Jf. jnEHxsuch
as Theodore Roosevelt, and the accommodationist paternalism of many urban

reformers™NiHofttadter, S.DTIBfri~dertckson”

SocialDarwinism 9 as a racial ideology, emobodied
in the struggle for survival the white race had been

forces to dominate other racesb5 but this carried with
to "uplift” the allegedly inferior colored races/i

Booker T* Washington became the darling of the Progressives because
his program of industrial education and foreswearan e of political agitation
converged with the Progressivesl interest in incorporating black labor
into the industrial order but without challenging vhite domination*
Social harmony not radical change, was a chief concern of the Propessive
er * and Washington*s program promised the creation of a docile™labor force
that would quietly accept its assigned place at the bottom of the new

economic order* ~ " ®) ey

mhl) A \ J



Social and intellectual Context

THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

The founding of the Univ of Chicago in 1892 was squarely within the conservative
reform impulse of the progressive era* fiagoft Supported by the/Philanthropy
of John D* Rockefeller and guided byAreform sprirt of it first president,
William Rainey Harper, the Univ* of Chicago sought to join the academic life
to community service* Harper*s wish was to prove that the university could
“do a great service to mankindll (Matthews, 88) A baptist minister, Harper
thought that scholarhsip could be contoined with serving the reeds of the
community*

The city of Chicago was an ideal place for this social experiment that
was called the Univ* of Chicago* Less than 60 years earlier Chicago was
small settlement located on a swan/ site beside lake Michigan* The rapid
development of the West and Midwest after the Civil War made Chicago a
stras2c site for the burgeoning meat-packingy”steel”and transportation

[}
n U
induftt®es* The swift growth of industry and commerce in turn attracted
thousands of European immigrants to toil in the stockyards and mills*
Chicago soon exhibited adot the symptoms of rapid industrail and population
unrest, ethnic group
growths Labor aagjoEfdtaxtegXEK conflict, a growing disparity between
the wealtifyand the the population, the emergence of slums as the
well-to-do abandoned the central cfety and moved tb the periphery, the growth
SANCT
of organized crime and”corruption*
The new university plunged into the life of the city* In 189" President
instituted
Harper established a settlement house near the stockyards* He also XSXam
the four-quarter ardBanfris academic year and an extension system which made
more accessible to the citizens of Chicago* Harper*s
the university
intorojg™-"n~comniunity service led him to establish strong depratments in
divinity and the new Fields of social science* Indeed, the first fociA

true department of sociology was established at Chicago with the founding

of the University*
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That a sociology department was established with the founding of
the University was indeed fortunate, for it gas© the new department a
pr3stige and freedom from tradition and vested interest whichwere to
delay the devlopement of the field in many Eastern universities (Paris, 12, 25)
Harper recruited another Baptist minister, Albion Small, to head the
new sociology department# Small shared the conservative reform impulse
of Harper# Trained in theology,sxbf history and political econony, Samll
was dissatisfied with the fragmentation of the traditional social science
disciplines and their inability to come to grips with the phenomenon of
modern urban America# Small seemed to be eseporionoing that upsychic *
crisisll (Hofbur) Jihai wlilch frroublod many members of-the old~”
midllt ~Innn nnd nnnl w  hiday'tn
figHRti ng induptri illahtlnit iinlm n-F-AnMh rat Xn the ORIGINS
OF SOCIOIOGI Small noted that there was general unrest among many social
scientists who had come to believe that llall the traditional ways of
interpreting human experience were futiIe**JvmneupOTTaoclulugyAbeeame-—
an™assertion of InUmbiun bo imunt new and bettor ways to-takg thn place——
N"ofHx~bld"onesSociology was not primarily a promulgation of doctrines
about society# It was an assertion that better ways must be invented than
all the rationalizers about society had practiced in their attempts to
understand the fortunes of men in the past, and to point out wise courses
for the future#l (Small, 335) Thus sauocforibg American sociology was seen by
Small as a social movement whose objective was mass, accurate, rational
understanding of human behavior and the possibilities for constructive

social action* For Smallllsociology in its largest scope and on its

methodological side is merely a moral philosophy conscious of its task*ll (Matthews,

He agrred with W.1# Thomas that sociology aimed to substitute action based
on knowledge far action based on feeling (%tthews,95)

In 1890 Small and about 20 others who were attending a meeting of

93)
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the American Economic Association held an informal gathering to discuss
shared Small*s dissatisfaction *
the new discipline of sociology* These men WKrsxpsxfccHfeaxiar
They "were moved by a common unrest about the unconvincing character of
everything that had been done up to that time in the way of interpreting
human life. These men felt that social science in its current forms was
all shallow, and mete unsatisfying and misleading. Theywanted to do
something about it™" (Small, 31i2-3I*5)* For his part Small started a new
course in Sociology at Colby flwi"la8K University.+HxiSji2. Later at Chicago
he was to found the American Journal of Sociology and be a co-founder cf
the American Sociological Society*

Snail and his colleagues in the new departmentwere all influenced by
the reform impulse of Protestant social gospellers, although Small and
Thomas distrusted the emotionalism of the reformers. Small and Charles
Henderson were both ministers! George Vincent and W.1* Thomas had theoological
influences in their backgrounds. These men shared, along with some other
early American sociologists, an interest in the meliorative possibilities
of sociology and a desire to establish sociology on a btxs scientific basis*
They opposed the determinism and fat&lsim of Herbert Spencer and the Social
Darwinists. (Matthews, 91-93)* They believed that it was possible to gain
a general scientific understanding about the naturd of society, and this
understanding could be applied to the alleviation of specific social problems*

But social theory could not be constructed nor could social problems be
alleviated with knowledge of the facts — research. From the beginning the
Chieago school stressed research in the field, rather than in the library,
as the most reliable path to sociological knowledge. Chicago itself was
the great laboratory, and students were dispatched to inquire into many

facets of the social life and institutions of the city*— a practice that

was to become a Chicago School tradition under the influence of Robert Park*
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One of the most interesting of the Chicagc school founders was W.1I.
~homas. Thomas was one of the first students of the deparmbne, taking
his degree in 1896. It was Thomas who formulated the key concepts of
“social disorganization” and "definition of the situation” which were
to become so important IA later Chicago school writings, parenthetically”

it was Thomas who also developed the system of note-taking on colored slips

W.I. Thomas book, xxn)J Thomas also introduced the method of using persoj
documents i1n sociological research.

Thomas was one of the first American sociologists to conbine theory with
Ffield research (MaizttaosgpcSbfci &e alsoformulated a '‘crisis'" theory of
social change which foreshadowed the later work by Park (Matthews, 97-98)
Thomas is probably most well known for his monumental work, THE POUSH
PEASANT (witten with Florian Znam.eckz)(sp?)

Thomas helped to shift sociology away from biological interpretation*
of human behavior; but on the matter of race prejudice he put forward a
laregly biological conceptions

Psychologically speaking, race-prejudice and caste-feeling are

at bottom the same thing, both being phases of the instinct of
hate.... Of the relation of black Wo-sfcite in this country it is
perhaps true that the antipathy of the southerner for the Negro

is rather caste-feeling than race-prejudice, while the feeling of
the northerner is race-prejudice proper. In the North, where there
has been no contact with the egro and no activity connections,
there is no caste-feeling, but there exists a skin prejudice —

a horror of the external aspect of the Negro — and many northerners
report that they have a feeling against eating xx&fcxh from a dish
handled by a Negro. The association of master and slave in the
South was, however, close, even if not intimate, and much of the
feeling of physical repulsion for a black £d.n disappeared.

W_.I1. Thomasm "The Psychology of Race Prejudice,” AJS, 9 (March,
190ij., 609-610.

A similar amalgam of “"instinct” theory and "‘caste” theory will
appear later in the work of Robert Park, who was stronly influenced by

Thomas™



PARK?S INTELLECTUAL FORMATION

Robert Etora Park was bora of ”eb. lit, 186H# When he was still quite young
his parents moved to ~ed Wing, Minnesota, where his father establisﬁ a
business that over the years was to become ewer more successful* In away
ways Park*s early life paralleled the experiences of the second generation
immigrant youth — the marginal men— he was later to study. He rebelled
against the commercial quest for money and security which his father re-
presented, but heither was he happy with the nostalgia for New England
(the syibolic 7old country”) which seemed to engage his mother. Torn
between the »New” and loldw Americas, Park attached himself to youthful

ne ghborhood gangs and became something of an outsider (Matthews, 2-3).
This detachment was his First step, albeit unintended, toward the awakening
of sociological insight.

At 19 Park enrolled as a student at the University of Michigan. Here
he studied with John Lewey who introduced him to the notion of communication
as being a key to the process of social cohesion and social change. Dewey’s
democratic vision profoundly influenced SjoddsDor the young Park. Park feegan
to see a possibility of rational change through a process of accommodation
and adjustment (Matthews, £, !£)* and fostered by the media of comnunication*
Ironically, Dewey also introudced Park to the organicism and Social Darwinism
of Herbert Spencer. Spencerian thought fed into another side of Park’s
emerging characters his fatalism and, curiously, his elitism, his admiration
for the superior individual, "the big and original men” who through their
thought and work are able to alter the course of history (Matthews, 19)

It was also through Dewey theat Park met the newspaperman Franklin
Ford. Ford, Iike_many newspapermen of the Progressive era, was acutely
conscious of tgzpégce of change iIn America and the role of newspapers in
making the public conscious of change. In an autobiographical fragment
Park wrote later that Ford “came fad believe, and 1 did too, that with

more accurate and adequate reporting of current events the historical.
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process would be appreciably stepped up, and progress would go forward
steadily, without the interruptipn and disorder of depression or -violence.
and at a rapid pace*" (Park, ;;x;i Park, Dewey ani Ford conceived of
publishing a jorunal to be called THOUGHT NEWS which would intepret current
news events from the standpoint of philosophy# Although the project never
really got off the ground, the collaboration with Ford contributed to

Parkl!s belief that knowledge (e#g#, a deep understanding of the significance
of current news) coudl itself contribute to rational diange by altering

the consciousness of individual actors (readers). Indeed, here is one
source of Park*s later contention that social reformers are doomed to failure
because they begin with emotion rather than knowledge#

Park soon grew weary of the academic world and, like Faust whom he
admired, he turned to the "world of men#"1 Between 1887 and 1898 Park
worked as a reporter for newspapers In Minnesota, Detroit, Denver, New
lork and Chicago# He became intimately acquainted with the painful
problems engendered by the transition from a rural-agricultural to an
urban—industrail society# He stopgé&r witnessed and described the squalid

corruption and crime
conditions/afflicting urban inmigrants (Coser, 3674* Matthews, 8-11)
Park was concerend with ameliorating the appaling conditions he encountered
but ksoJffldhis idealistic reforming inpulse was tempered by the realism
(and sometimes Gynicism) that was fostered by his experiences as a big
city reporter# He can® to believe that Ha reporter who had the facts
was a more effective reformer than an editorial writer who merely thundered
from his pulpit, no matter $ow eloquently"” (Park,viii)#

But the effective career of a reporter was short and after 12 years

Park realized that he must either change occupations or settle far a de-

clining career in newspaper work (Coser, 377). His journalistic experiences

had deepened his interest in the problems of the city and mass communication#

With financial help from his bussinessman father Park decided to return
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to academia to study philosophy and psychology! he enrolled™ as a graduate
student at harvard*

At Harvard Park studied with William James, whose essay, "A certain
Blindness in Human Beings,'" made a great impact on him# This essay, iIn
stressing the importante of the subjective perceptions of acotrs in social

stance of the
situations, served to counterbalance Park*s tendency to regard the/outside
observer (e.g., the reporter) as the sole position from which to gain insight
into social realityCMatthews, 32-33)* “The*blindness* of which James spoke,"
Park wrote,"is the blindness each OF us is likely to have for the meaning
of other people*s lives. At any rate what sociologists most need to know
is what goes on behind the faces of men, what it is that makes life for
each of us either dull or thrilling....xxfflai But the thing that gives
zest to life or makes life dull is, however, as James says, *a personal
secret* which has, in every single case, to be discovered. Otherwise we
do not know the world in which we actually live.” (Bark, vi—vii).

After taking classes at harvard for a year Park decided to go to
Europe to further his studies. At “erlin he fistned™ o the lectures of Ueorg
Simmel, which constituted his only formal insturction in Sociology. From
Simmel Bark derived the notion of society as a system of interactions and
processes™
the marginal man, and social distance (Coser, 37U] Matthews, 3U-35>).

Through the writings of the Russian social scientist Bogdan Kistiakowski
Park leanred of the work of Wilhelm Windelband, whom he went to study with
at ~eidelberg# Windelband argued against the positivistic effort to
make history a natural science. But the main effect of Windelband on Bark
was to inspire the latter*s idea of "natural history] a history that seeks

and cycles
to identify "natural”™ stages in the evolution of social institutions (
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In Europe Park seems to have developed a romantic infatuation with
the alleged virtues of the Teutonic race. He wrote a magazine article
which spoke approvingly of the Ilancient conviction inherent in the Teutonic
race, the conviction that the man or nation that is not willing to fight for

Social "arwi ist
its ns own does not deserve to live” (Matthews, 3U) Park shared thepers-
pective who many Progressive who viewed war as a social good in that it
stiffened the national spirit and counteracted social decay. X

The other side of this romanticism was an wpraXly infatuation with
Eurppean peasants, whom he ragarded as an enbodiment of the simple,
unassuming natural man (%tthews, 35)* Park was later to transfer this
perspective to Southern Blacks.

Returning to the United States after four years Park completed his
Ph*D* dissertation, Masse und Publikum, which incorporated many of the
ideas he had encountered in Europe* The dissertation reflected Park*s
struggle to grasp the transition between the noldM and ,new® worlds.

rmnplrtTnn nf his "j111 Park wau-a”ain”at a twwl meirmt*
Park suggested that modern society offered two alternative to traditional
society* the irrational crowd, swayed by emotions of the moments and the
enlightened public, capable of rational discussion and action. Park*s
sociological faith was that through understanding both alternatives it
was possible to promote the rational choice*

With the completion of his degree Park was again at a turning point
in his career* He was restless in the academic world and soon decided to
return to the "world of men*1l 1In the style of progressive mackrakers,
Park for a short time worked as a propagandist for the congo Reform

religious reform
Assocation, a/group that sought to expose the horror3perpetrated by King

leoplold in the Congo* Park sympathized with the reformers but he soon

came to feel that their zeal was misplaced and even opportunistic (Matthews, 58-59)
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No amount of religious instruction, he believed, %ould undo the fact and

consequences of European penetration of Africa* The solution, he felt,

was to help the African natives accommodate themselves to the new capitalist
for example

order through vocational tr&iKégg education In typically

Progressive faschion, Park saw the spread o™hite Ilcivilization” as being

destructive and wasteful” &Ea but also necessary to world “progress*” (Park,

viij Matthews, 61). The real task for reformers, he thought, was not to

berate this “natural” process or try to reverse it, but instead to help

the natives (and immigrants and lower classes) incorporate themselves into

the new order.

In Booker T, Washington Park found a living embodiment of the
accommodationist perspective* Park met Washington in 1905 and for the
next seven years he worked at Tuskegee as Washington’s personal assistant
and publicist# Undetf Washington’s guidance Park roamed the South collecting
data on the conditions of Black people. Park was enormously impressed by
Washington and clearly regarded him as one of toffla those "big and original
men” who give shape to history. Park wrote: 1 think I probably learned
more about human nature and society, in the South under Booker Washington,
than I had learned elsewhere in all ny previous studies” (Bark, vii).

turn-of-the-century

In the/South Park saw >r~rocess of conflict and accommodation
which he generalized as a universal phenomenon:

I was not, as | found later, interested in the “egro problem as that

problem is ordinarily conceived. |1 was interested in the “egro in

the South and in the curiius and intricate system which had grown

up to define his relations with vdiite folk. 1| was interested, most

of all, in studying the details of the process by which the Negro

was making and has made his slow but steady advance. 1 became con-

vinced, finally, that 1 was observing the historical process by

which civilization, not merely here but elsewhere, has evolved,

drawing into the circle of its influence an ever widening circle
of races and peoples (Park, vii-viii)
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The Tuskegee years reinforced severafyprocnippoeitions in Park*s
thought which underlay his formal theories of race relations: rationalism,
Ayjn /

Qifeutianism, anqgromnticismi All of these, in turn, were -very much

part of the social and intelllectual climate of the Progressive era*

5 Av*
RATIONAUSM — For Park the" ]®y~4e- social progress — Tfor social actors,
exist!l ng
reformers and sociologists — was rational knowledge of/social reality#

Such knowledge provided the conceptual and practical tools necessary for
an effective adjustment to the moderrvworld. She program of vocational
and industrial training at Tuskegee epitomized this view of th”~role of
knowledge* The Tuskegee program was premised on the subordination of
Black people within American civilization: that was the given Social reality*
The purpose of the program, then, was to teach self-discipline, self-
restraint, and those basic skills necessarjr for black workers who are
expected to remain at the bottom of the economic ladder. In this manner
the students at Tuskegee would cooly, rationally remake themselves to
fit in with the self-interested needs of the larger white society# The
“primitivfeness” of the rural Blacks would be replaced by the rationality
and restraint of the Tuskegee product#

Park was excited by this program of rational educational aecommodati on#
The Tuskegee program was designed to present Black youths with a definite

view of social reality and to raise them above the irrational “animal existence#
an existence controlled by impulse merely, rather than ideas and ideal#n
Park continued: “Dr. Washington believed that##.the most fundamental way
to solve a race problem is to encourage individuals to solve their own
problems#. _.getting a job, learning a trade or profession was not a way of
making a living but a way of making a life#il (Matthews, 70) »

ROJ3ANTICISM — The other side of Park*s rationalism was hisAromantic
infatuation with the peasantry, particularly Black peasants in the South#

Park was acutely sensitive to the many perilds involved in the transition
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from rural to urban lifestyles. He had seen these problems in his newspaper
work and in his experiences in Europe. Park was fascinated by city life
but he also experienced a certain moral revulsion at the hardship and social
disorganization occasioned by the move to the city by rural folk*
that the virtuous, upstanding Black peasant was EHmgated in grave danger
of being corrupted by city life*(Matthews, 72-73) For Park, as for many white
Progressive, the primitive peasant was the symbol of moral purity and true
freedom (Matthews, For the Progressive movement this reomanticism
represented a reactionary protest against the encroachment of urban monopoly
captialis|j* Intellectually, Parkunderstood the necessity for the transition
to ., urban industrial society and, like other Progressives, he wished to
make this process as rational and painless as possible; but emotionally he
was still tied to a vision of an idealized past, which was symbolized far
him by the Black peasantry* , it was as if Park
urban rural
were still torn between”commercial impulse of his father and the ..nostalgia
of his mother*
the conflict between

3WOIHTIOMIOM — in practice”rationalism and romanticism was afFisseBne™&t&d
by an evolutionary perspective of social change* The years at Tuskegee threw
Park into a collision course with Black radicals such as W.E.B, Du Bois
and Wiinam Monroe “rotter* The radicals were strongly critical of Washington’s
program and called instead for political agitation for full equality. Park
vigorously defended his employer and his gradualist-evolutionary views.
Park shared Washington’s faith in gradual uplift through education, and he
was affronted bywhat he considered to be the arrogance of the radicals
( atthews,77-82) Of course, Washington’s gradualism was partly a tactic
developed in response to the harsh realities confronting Blacks in the South.
But Park, ataaaggling with hia mb owgzgggxihinzcniais,n elaborated this
tactic into a sociological principle, a theory of an accoramodationist

race relations cycle. Unfortunately, this gave a certain fatalistic bent
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to Park*s theory, a fatalism -which was subsequently incorporated into

much of American sociologyCMatthews, 81)



RR theory - 7
develop but instead asserts that prejudice is ft fact of human nature*
again refelcts the influence of Sumner whom Park uses as the starting point

for his analysis of prejudice.
and racial
Marginality is a result of cultural”~conflict, and in turn the marginal

I _ ~ @4/
individual can influence the coursde of -euitural development#

The marginal man is a personaliitgly type that arises at a time and a
place where, out of the conflict of races and cultures, new societies,
new peoples and cultures are coming into existence# The fate which
condemns him to live, at the same time, in two worlds is the same
which coupels him to assume, in relation to the worlds in which he
lives, the role M a cosmopolitan and a stranger# Inevitably he
becomes relatively to his cultural milieu, the idividual! with the
wider horizon, the keener intelligence, the more detached and rational
viewpoint# (R&C, 375-6)

Park asserts that in the blade community it is the sefc mixed bloods,

the marginal individuals, who are often the political leaders and cultural
cannot be accounted for
innovators# (R&C, 381) He is careful to point out that this ixxxwtotextg
by any alleged
any biological superiority due to infusions of white blood, but his enpha&is
on the mixed blood as the typical marginal person derves to obscure other
forms of cultural marginality which may be more important# In particular,
since a large proportion of the black American poupulation is racially nixed
it seems rather pointless to single this put as an important criterion of
marginailty. More relevant criteria would appear to bei circumstances of
higher
early socialization, social privileges, access to”education, social inter-
kluputX
action with whites, etc# Moreover, Parkfs treatment leans toward”reductionism
(p s& ft-—"

in his emphasis on the J*»"6fthe marginal individual rather than marginality
as a social process. Can we in ~eujh say that the marginal individual has
a "keener intelligence”™ and a more "rational”™ mind, or is It that marginality

as a social process directs human intelligence toward certain questions and

problems and not others?
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THE SOCIOLOGICAL TRADITION IN THE U.S.

A concern”™ with race relations us deeply rooted in American sociology*
The two earliest sociological works written in this country — Henry
Hughesl Treatise on Sociologyf Theoretical and Practical, and George
Fitzhugh*s Sociology for the South: or the Failure of Free Society —
were extended defenses of the institution of slavery (Frazier, 30)
Not surprisingly, biological inferiority of black people were
xExExx%ehxtee

explicit themes in these works#

E*B* Reuter has suggested that the sociological approach to the stury

('Racial Theory," AJS, Vol 50, No* 6, May, 19U5) v
of race has gone through three stages in the United States*” The first period
was characterized by an emphasis on biological \prAlems-r~Sociologists in
social phenomena

this period attempted to explain klwkstra B in biological terms*

#4(6
It was™assumed that biological differences between the races determined
cultural differences! therefore, the task of social scientists was to
classify and measure the physical and mental differences between various
human groups* ~The seoond period saw a shift toward a cultural frame of
reference* As the futility of trying to explain cultural differences in
biological terms became mere apparent, social scientists began leetong
a/b the development of language, customs, beliefs and institutions, and
how these varied between different groups* Characteristic of this period
was the Social Darwinist perspective of William Graham Sumner* For Sumner

cultural differentiation and Cm//"

competition between human groups led toy\the evolution of a superior
civilization (Sumner, social darwinism book) From his theory he drew
the conservative conclusion that the process of cultural evotuion should
not be tampered with by *social doctors" (reformers) because, in his
famous dictum, 'stateways cannot change folkways*" jlhe third period
in the study of race was marked by an emphasis on relationships between
the races rather than focussing on the biological or cultural characterises

of particular races. In this period attention is directed to the social

processes involved in contact and interaction between ethnic groups.
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The race relations theory xnbcR developed by Robert Park belongs to
this third period* Sixtere~tAagly. |/owever, there are occasional elements
of the early perspectives which pop up from tin® to time in Park’s writings™*
Park was opposed to theories of biological determinism of social behavior*
He insisted that “cultural changes are not consolidated and transmitted
bilogically, or at least to only a very slight extent, if at all* Acquired
characteristics are not biologically inherited*” (R&, 3hl) Still, Park

Acould speak of racial ”Instincts” and “teuperaments” as biological bases
of racial behavior* This kind of bio-psychological reductionism is reflected
in the following passage:

This (racial) temperamanet, as | conceive it, consists in a few

elementary but distinctive characteristics, determined by physical

organization and transmitted biologically. These characteristics
manifest themselves in a genial, sunny# and social disposition, in

an interst and attachment to external, physical things rather than

to subjective states and objects of intrpspection; in a disposition for

expression rather than enterprise and action*eee The Negro is, by

natural disposition, neither an intellectual nor an idealist, like

the Jew; nor a brooding introspective, like the East African; nor

a pioneer and frontiersman, like the Anglo-Saxon* He is primarily

an artist, loving life for its own sake* His metier is expression

rather than action* He is,soto speak, the lady among the races*

(R&C, 280)

Here Park has collected a hodge-podge of racial stereotypes and treated
theft*as biological facts and determinants of psychological ard social behavior*
Such statements are frequent in Park’s early writings a»d seem to appear less
often in later works*

Park was not explicitly a Social Darwinist but he .appears to have
been stronly influenced by the thrniSig of William Graham Sumner. Park
frequently cites Sumner on the war-ilke nature of primitive societies,
the nature of culture, the struggle for existence, in-group versus out-grop,
mores and folkways, and so on* Indedd, in Park’s collected writings on
race, gace and Culture, there are more references to Sumner*s work than

to the writings of any other social scientist.Hxxjjxxt

Interestingly Park does not seemed to have shared Sumner’s view of

the social evolution of culture- Park has an evolutionary perspective,
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but what Park’s sees as evolving are the realtions between ethnic groups
rather than the cultures of ethnic groups. Park’sfamous race relations
cyclJ™presents an evolutionary model of racial interaction* a process "which

he believes has repreated itself throughtout human history.

RACE RELATIONS C Y C L E ———- Jilva-an /7 JPi

Robert Park’s unique contribution to the theory of race relations was

to develop a concept of the natural history of race contacts and interaction.
gl > processual

IErawiTJgybnThe TOxkxsf sociology of 7~eorg Simmel, his experiences in

the South and his study of European immigrants, Park developed a theory

of a race relations cycle.

It is obvious that race relations and all that they imply are

generally, and on the whole, the products of migration and conquest.

This was true of the ancient W rid and it is equally true of the

modern. The interracial adjustments that follow such migration

and conquest are more complex than is ordinarily understood. They

involve racial competition, conflict, accommodation, and eventually

adsirailation, but all of these diverse processes are to be regarded

as merely the efforts of a new social and cultural organism to

achieve a new biotic and social equilibrium. (R&C, I0II)

(Note the biological references here)

The four proceeesses mentioned here became in fact the basis of
Park’s general sociology* Park defined competition as ~interaction
without social contact.” (Park and Burgess, £06) Competition stems
from the struggle for survival; it involves both the "struggle of the
individual to find a place in the local economy” and the "struggle of
a racial unit to discover a niche™ in the social order (?ark, 106)

But competition is not conscious* "Competition takes the form of
conflict or rivalry only when it becomes conscious, when competitors
identify one another as rivals or as enemies" (P&, 506) When consciousness
of competition develops it is accompanied by (racial) labelling of competitors

and the arousal of hostile sentiments. "Conflict is always conscious,

indeed, it evokes the deepest emotions and strongest passions and enlists
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For Park race relations include “all the relations that ordinarily
exist between members of different ethnic and genetic groups which are
capable of provoking race conflict and race consciousness or of determining
the relative status of the racial g roups of which a community is composed."
He continues that race relations comprise "all those situayions in which
some r elatively stable equilibrium between competing races has been

achieved and inwhich the resulting social order has become fixed in custom

and tradition” (R&C, 82)
correlate

es not attempt to xadfestfe4lic uvbikept jjf-race relations to

different f social systemas"aM” variations.ip”~the types of oempotitien-
anfl”honflic “thesi TOluce,- :;n seeing | univefsalistic

conception h”*glosses over mny the role of specific

forces in/producing racialysmtagpnism. Moreover, Parm i

lapses 1/c80 biological re~ucAtonism in bis treetme$t of ~ tcialvgj”tAgonism™
K& Speaks of the "Vssen”ally~fhngamer” or “(instinct! 3 antipathy

beti~ean-di-fferent "racial groups. (Park & Buitee&T--63"7)
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the greatest concentration of attnetion and effort# Both competition and
conflict are forms of struggle., Competition, however, is continuous and
impersonal, conflict is intermittent and personal?](P&B, 57U) Competition
is 7a struggle for position in an economic order,” whereas conflict es-
tablishes "the status of the individual, or a group of individuals, in
the social order” (lbid)

Accommodation does not end antagonism between groups, but it re-
presents arafadjustment of relative status and power acfldrsfcafe® of the
groups aimed at reducing conflict. ”In an accommodation the antagoinism T,
of the hostile elements is, for the time being, regulated, and conflict

disapperars as evert action, although it remains latent as a potential

force# With a change in the situation, the adjustment that had
hitherto successfully held in control the antagonistic forces fails.

There is confusion and unrest which may issue in open conflict#

Conflict, whether a war or a strike or a mere exchange of polite

innuendoes, invariably issues In a new accommodation or social

order, which in general involves a changed status in the relations

among the partic pants. (P&B, 665)

Where accommodation is a temporary adjustment, assimilation involves
a deeper, more permanent change.

Assmiliation is a process of interprenetation and fusion in which

persons and groups acquire the memories, sentiments, and attitudes

of other persons or groups, and, by sharing their experience/ and
history, are incorporated with them in a common cultural life.

In so far as assimilation denotes this sharing of tradition, this

intimate participation in conmon experiences, assimilation is cnetral

in the historical and cultural processes# (P&B, 735-6)

As suggested earlier, Park regarded these four processes as universal
and inevitable in race relations. Park thought that the ouctome of these
processes an was that human diversities will be based in the future less
on inheritance and race and rather more on culture and occupation# That
menas that race conflicts in the modern world, which is already or presently

will be a single great societyijt will be more and more in the future confused

with, and eventually supersdded by, the conflists of classes.” (R&C, 116)



supported
his developing theory with comparative data from throug-

10 world, includ™ng™\ Hawaii, jpraail, Ch~a”ibdiyand S u"HfAf/@
\ / approach <
Indeed, a bro~d~pdmparatiie gp~wask bxcai a chaitadteristic of his
style of theoretical work, in race relaiij
race relations™JiHeory.
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There is a certain fatsdk®m in Park*s theory which is problemmatic.
In the first place, since each stage is regarded as necessary and inevitable,
the tehory can be used to imply that the racial groups involved must
accept whatever conflicts and accommodations arise as “progressive and

irreversible” steps along the path to eventual assimilation (R&C, I1£0)
, as Staples notes,
Thus, the theory”~can be employed to defend the racial status quo and a

gradualist apporach to change, (Staples, 7)

SBravipl In the second place, as Barth and Noel point out, this "is

clearly a unilear evolutionary model as it implies that there is a pro-
bability of 1,00 that each stage of the cylce will lead to and culminate

in the next with assimilation-amalgamation ultimately assured,"” (Steele & - N\
Hoy, Majority & minority, 17) A > k TH4>\\
But cross-cultural data (and an abjootiive inspeaction of U,S. history)

reveal that other outcomes are possible, including ethnic stratification,

exclusion, symbiosis, and pluralism, (lbid, IS
fidlsos> v

after 300 years in America black people were not being assimilated. He

attributed the cause of this to the "divergent physical traits,"” the "racial
wv>h-Xw U*"rv./N.
uniform™ of skin color (R&, 208,-353) Thus, unlike European immigrants”

who can shed their cultural "uniforms™ and assimilate into the cosmopolitan
mass of the urban populations, blacks (and Orientals in Park’s view) are
'condemned to remain among us an abstraction, a symbol”™ He suggested that
what in fact was developing in the U,Svywas a form of "bi-racial organization,"

Originally race relations in the South could be rather accurately
represented by a horizontal line, with all the white folk* above, and
all the ~egro folk below. But at present (1928) these relations

are assuming new forms, and iIn consequence changing in character

and meaning. With the development of industrial and professional
classes within the ~egro race, the distinction between the races
tends to assume the form of a vertical line. On one side of this
line the ~egro is represented in most of the occupational and
professional classes; on the other side of the line the white man

is similarly represented,,,. The result is to develop in every
occupational class professional and industrial bi-racial organizations
Bi-racial organisations preserve race distinction, but change their
content, (R&C, 2u3)

>\ C F|>W
What Park is describing here is a manifestation of the "seearatOfbut-

0O 315" doctrine 9 a policy whose purpose was to prevent assimilation



Brewton Berry has lodged a similar criticism of Park*s theory*

Dr* Paries thoery is open to doubt, for assimilation and amalgamation
may not be inevitable, and certainly there are instances of racial
contacts -where conflict and competition have been conspicuously
lacking# Some scholars, therefore, question the existence of
any universal pattern, and incline rather to the belief that so
numerous and so various are the components that enter into race
relations that each situation is unique, and the making of
generalizations is a harzardous procedure.

Brewton ~erry, Race and Ethnic Relations, 3rd ed* Boston*
Houghton™ Mifflin Co., 196£ p.135#
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Bark not pursue the implications of his %nalysis, but tiw auggdlULiZu
A- A" o* 14w**A

that Mask assimilation has not occurred not simplv due to “racial
NOJW £0)"m"uly \
uniforms” but because of S"social organization whose purpose is to eir-
Hriagafcfoog maintain racial social distance |
fiwnRnt-any~pus™lbillfay of and circumvent assimilation*

ou” “oknxel0 r't k7 *M " F
social distance* and marginality. Social distance refers to feeling ‘““a sense
of distance toward individuals with whom we come into contact#” Moreover*
it refers to “a state of mind in which we become, often suddenly and un-
expectedly* conscious of the distances that separate, or seem to separate
us* from classes and races whom we do not fully understand.” (R&* 257)
Social distance refers to the notion that subordinate individuals and races
have a “proper distance” and a”proper place” which are maintained by social
rituals and XRFIHWtwixia social etiquette* Indeed* etiquette becomes a

menas of social control in race relations (R&C* 182

(Vv
AHa r —Reial prejudice. Park—assexUs*d.-s™ Shoaeiron
“resistance of the social order to change.” (R&, 231-33) In view

race prejudice is a kind of spontaneous expression of conservatism. Here

Park runs into trouble* for he never questions the spontaneous nature of

race prejudice. On the contrary he emphasizes its spontaneity and therefore
racial

makes prejudice a feature of human nature rather than an aspect of social

organization or social process. Once again Park falls into a kind of

bio-psychological reductionism:

What we ordinarily call prejudice seems then to be more or less instinctive
and spontaneous disposition to maintain social distances. (R&C* 259)

Elsewhere Park-srites of a “spontaneous response'" to what is ‘“strange
and unfamiliar” which develops from our “sense of insecurity**“ (R&C* 238)
In these remarks Park has abandoned a sociological perspective or even a

social psychological perspective. We are instead left with a deterministic

perspective which does not examine why and how certain forms of prejudice



tRace Park asserts$ is like class ad. caste prejudice — merely
on® variety of a species# So far as it can be described in these terms$

race prejudice may be-regarded as*a phenomenon of states#* {R&CF23i*2
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/\o»vy ,* S»Ci

I have already mentioned cer
gradualism in Park*s thinking

particularly rationalis
esitions
isAthe\Yc

For Park, competition and conflict between groups was the motive force
of social change* But once change is set in motion Park seeing fuftivnlont .
about what factors dhape its direction and outcome*7 Strauss and Fisher
have argued that Park shared with W.1* Thomas a general perspective on soccial
changeicite S&F) In this perspective the collision of groups shakes some
individuals loose from the constraints of custom and opens the way for
new responses to the situation* These individuals — the marginal man,
the creative person — become the emancipated thinkers and leaders of
social movements, and it is they who give direction to social change and
shape its outcome by building new social institutions (S&F, 7) Thus, the
self-conscious, emancipated individual becomes both the sign of change and
the agent through which new responses are organized* These individuals
come to form an enlightened, educated elite capable of consciously guiding
the process of change (S&F, 26)

The difficulty with this theory is that it assumes a certain relationship
between the individual and the collectivity which may not stand up to -
scrutiny* It also, as Strauss and Pisher point out (2I*), tend-bo"cqoaiie
progress with outcomes for individuals* Thus, Parkfs belief that education
would help foster new occupational groupings which would gradually replace”
racial groupings is an incremental perspective which equates social progress
with educational and occupational mobility of individuals.

What is the relationship between the emancipated individual and the
collectivity. Park clearly regarded such individuals as BTW and W.E. B,

Du Bois as examples of the marginal man rising to the task of leadership
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of the collectivity* Implicit here is an assumption that marginality
leads to greater awareness of the need for social change and a concomitant ‘]
conmitment to strugglign for the needed change. But™as is apparent in
the work of later Chicago sociologists, marginality may also lead to
alienation andE%evianchL that is, to a search for individual freedom
rather than collective shsags struggle and change* Franklin Frazier*s
black bourgeoisie choose the illusion of individual freedom over the A
commitment to social struggel* The "deviants” studied by Howard Becker
and Irving Coffman were marginal individuals who sought and a protected
niche of individual freedom within the confines of an oppressive social
order* One is also reminded of the split in the social movements of the
Sixties between "political” ahd "cultural” activists — the former committee! ~ *C -—
to collective struggle, the latter to individual head changing* In
short, it seems untenable to assume that marginality generally fosters Vw, ., -
social awareness; it may just as likely promote individual escapism.

Ort. "k ----Desfé&te his general democratic inpulse, Park appears here to have

o 1 adopted an elitist "great man" theoiy of social change. It is the
educators, sociologists, philanthropists, and enlightened marginal men
who will guide change and promote a rational process of change. This
elitism is very much within the tradition of Progressive era social thought.
Many Progressives believed that it was the enlightened intellectuals
who must control and direct the frightening changes resulting from
industrialization and urbanization*

But for sociological theory Park*s elitism is problemmatic, for it
amounts to a form of reductionism. Change is initiated by a social process,
change is

the clash of social groups, but once”set in motion Park*s alters the focus
of his analysis form social process to individual consciousnhess, and the role

of emancipated individuals. 1 think it was Park*s commitment to rationalism

that led to this reductionism. From a very early age Park was seeking
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a way of coping with the irrational forces which he saw at work in social
life* For him, knowledge, communication and discussion were prerequisites
the locus of

for rational action# But~knowledge, communication”™ and discussion is the
individual* Crowds may mill and riot, but it is only individuals who
think and communicate* Crowds may initiate action but it is only enlightened
individuals who can rationally guide social change*

fishsf/ P— TUT

Jl1thpugh he sometimes seemed to slip into reductioni”™m, Park/flever

abandoned his basic perspective of gorup conflict as the, *ce of social

change* Hp had great faith in inereasedr”™mmur&catior”™nd/ discussion

vehicle
ad of r/ational khange, but he alsjo knew that there was
a tenaciounj/irrational Element/£n ideologic changed only through
/v Kk *4.1 M //A. SA
group confildft# Thus, when"ho”was once as about his view on face riots,
/
AEe replied: \
MI Annot quite cl™fr in jmind that I am seBXto race r_ioi
The thing that 1/am opposed to is that the/%gro alwai
IT they had a fair chance of winning once in a whil don]
but what I would M in fawoi) of them*"_.** I am ithat ie waV
expedite/charige in r acial ideol >gy, which "aft* a back of
public opinion, may not edirfcetf/these conflicts* (f&tthews, 189)

m ~K
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The prestige of the Chicago school and Robert Park attracted many
students to the University of Chicago# Park trained some of the nation’s
most outstanding race relations scholars* including Charles S« Johnson* *
Edward B# Reuter* Louis Wirth* John Dollard* Frederick Detweiler”and
E# Franklin Frazier.

once

Everett C. Hughes f\@xfaegweBodfty described E# Franklin Frazier as
Parkls most complete student# In 1931 Frazier completed a dissertation
on THe ~egro Family in Chisago# ~The study was later expanded and in
1939 it was published as The Negro Family in the United States.” Frazier&
€faneagw study was T/htil*™MNithin the Chicago style* taking a natural history
approach and making use of the ecological and personal documents methodologies#
Frazier attempted to show that social disorganization* rather than biological
differences* accounted for ;:: lideviations™ of black family life from the
normative pattern of white Amei&can families# In a later theoretical essay
Frazier called attention to what he regarded as the ~important role of
the family in acculturaltion and assimilation (which) is due to the nature
of contacts within the family as compared with other types of human association# e
It is almost exclusively through the gamily intimate contacts of family
living that the sentiments and ideals characteristic of a society are
transmitted and become foe a part of the personalities of the members of
society#” (Frazier* &ace relations bk, 19)

Frazier’s emphasis on assimilation (and social disorganization as
inhibiting assimilation) has prompted some criticism of him by later
black sociologists#(Staples* 5960 127) Frazier seems to have accepted
white middle-class values and practices as norms against which the values
and practices of black America must be measured. Interestingly enough*

late Iin his career Frazier wrote a lengthy polemic against Negro intellectuals,

accusing them of having an ~obsession” with assimilation# He wrote of
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the black intellectuals "failure to dig/$ down into the experience of
the ~egro and bring about a transvaluati on of that experience so that the
Negro could have a new self-image or new conception of himself. It was
the responsibility of the ~egro intellectual to provide a positive identification
Race relations.

through history, literature, art, music and the drama.” (Frazier, SSkass 278;
But braziers was no nationalist™! bblack culture was simply to be another
“contribution” to a general American heritage*

like Park, Frazier went on to undertake a broad and comparative study
of zace relations in other parts of the world, including Africa, the Caribbean

(cite Race Contacts in Modern World)
and South America* Frazier generally enployed the processual theory of
Park, but he was also deeply interested in the role of key iInstitutions,
such as the family and the church, and also the role of social stratification.

Another line of succession was the syrribolic-interactionist school
represented by such scholars as Herbert Biumer and Tomatsu Shibutanie Taking
W.1. Thomas? concept of the "definition of the situation” as its starting
point, this socialppsychological school stressed the importance of shared
symbols and defisnitions iIn situations of racial interaction* As Shibutani
and Kwan put its "What is of decisive importance is that human beings
interact not so much in terms of what they actually are but in terms of
the conceptions that they form of themselves and of one another.”™ (S&K, 38)
Accordingly it is the self-conception and self-definition of ethnic groups
which lie at the heart of race relalUons. [like Park, Shibutnai and Kwan

wel I-known

take a processual and broadly comparative approach in theirJ®ook, ETHNIC
pi

STRATIFICATION.
L ™|
Although not reaHy a race relations theorist, Biumer in 1955 wrote
an important essay which sought to rescue theories of race prejudice from
the psychological reductionsism then being popularized by such authors as

Gordon Allport. Biumer stressed the need to view race prejudice in terms

of group status and social definitions rather than as a matter only of
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individual sentiments*

Wy thesis is that race prejudice exists basically in a sense of

group position rather than in a set of feelings which members of

one racial group have toward members of antoher racail group* This

different way of viewing race prejudice shifts study and analysis from

a preoccupation with feelings as lodged in individuals to a concern

with the relationship of racial groups* It also shifts scholarly

treatment away from individual lines of experience and focuses interest
on the collective process by which a racial group comes to define and

redefine another racial group* (Masuoka, 21?)

Blumer avoids reductionist appeals to innate nfears’™as a source of
race prejudice and instead concentrates on the collective process by which
racial groups develop a sense of group position as the explanatory key*
»The sense of group position is the very heart of the relation of the
dominant to the subordinate group* 1t supplies the dominant group with
its framework of perception, its standard of judgment, its patterns of
sensitivity, and its emotional proclivities*” (ibid, 220-2I»

Symbolic interactionst theory has been criticized by some writers
for not incorporating a concept of power* However, Blumer*s discussion
of the sense of group position as a key to explaining race prejudice
suggests that the ability of one group to impose a social definition
on other groups is an expression — and perhapd a useful interactionist

definition — of power. But, to ny knowledge, no interact!onists have

pursued this line of thought.

Blumer alsewhere didcusses the role of industrialization in race

relations. He contends that industrialization, contrary to popular

cJii

belief,iis not necessarily inimical to a system of racial oppression*
everywhere

On the contrary, he asserts, '"available evidence”sustains the thesis that

when introduced into a racially ordered society, industrialization conforms

to the alignment and code of the racial order. Where the racial order is

clear-cut and firm, the industrial apparatus will develop a corresponding

1 scheme* "(herbert Blumer, "Industrialiﬁg%lgprand Race Relations,"
dustrialisation and Race Relations, ed* / Jjhter

oniw f Lis"-
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Blurner suggests that racial charges in the industrial order are provoked
by pressures in the outside society#

Another Chica%o suIiOoT'Iﬁyurkdi, Everett Hughes, has written several
essays an race and ethnic relations — partieualarly French-English relations
in Canada aIgAlack—Awhite relations in the American South# What is most
interesting in Hughes* writings has been his effort to call attention to
presuppositions ansi of sociologists themselves in studying race relations
and the iInpact these have on the siciological work performed# For example,
he notes the common tendency of sociologists to study minority groups
rather than majority groups, with the pressupposition that the iakitex
former somehow pose” a “problem#l (hughes, 155-6) He points out that it
takes at least two groups to create race relations or a race problem,
and that the Stpastaee) locus of the problem is not infrequently the extreme
behavior of the dominant group# (163f) There is a conservative bias in
sociological work, Hughes implies, in that sociologists prefer to stady
the Habtet middle range of human hehavior and avoid the difficult extremes#
The sociological imagaination is thereby imprisoned and blinded# Commenting
on the unexpectedness of the black struggle of the 1950s and early 1960s
Hughes wrote: ‘“Perhaps we (sociologists) failed to forsee present racial
movements because our whole inwgrd frame is adapted to study of the middle
range of behavior, with occasional conducted tours towards, but not dangerously
near, the extremes#” (1i9U) Hughes blames this sociological myopia on the

drive toward professionalization and its tendency to restrict the creative

imagination#
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W_E.B. DU BOIS — Du Bois, a contemporary of Robert Park, offered an
A h> K £ w» (> would have
alternative concoption of-tho relo of,sociology. Du Bois agreed with Park

that knowledge was the key to action, but where Park sought to formulate
a universal natural history of race relations Du Bois instead sought
detailed empirical knowledge about a tfepecifip group of human beings in

a definite historical context as a prerequisite to social reform action#

Increasingly Du Bois came to see the social scientist as also a social

activist* “Not simply knowledge,"™ he wrote, “not simply direct repression

of evil, will reform the world. |In long, indirect pressure and action of
various idoate and intricate sorts, the actions of men which are not due

to lack of knowledge nor to evil intent, must be c”an”ed by influencing
folkways, habits, customs, and subconscious deeds." (quoted in Du Bois antho,
Staples points out that Du Bois helped lay the foundations for wtePtT

a black sociological perspective.

Over 75 years ago he (Du Bois) noted that the past studies of
Afro-Americans had been characterized by a lack of detail, ifailure
to be systematic, and a tendency to be uncritical. Bence, he
advocated basic research on Blacks that would separate opinion
from fact. The task of sociology, he said, was to put science
into sociology through the study of the condition and problems
of Blacks. Moreover, he opposed the idea of a value-free
sociology as it is generally defined. Instead, the sociologist
should be oriented toward a humanistic perspective of his
society* What he wanted was a shift from the negative values held
N by social scientists, which tended to support the oppression
of Blacks, to more positive values that allowed Blacks to maintain
their cultural patterns unrestricted by the laws and social
customs of the Yftite majority” (Staples, 3™)

Du Bois did not forumalate a general theory of race relations.
his careful studies of black social conditions and
Rather his importance lay in Atoefegt his elaboration of the historical
mechanisms of racial oppression in the U.S. (see Black Reconstruction).
He also called attention to the importance of seeingr”™aee relations from
.. Sh~/r L _ .
the point of view of the victims of racial oppression. In these ways

Du Bois helped pave the way for the later exploitation theory of race

relations developed by Oliver Cox.

19)



Cox - 1

Oliver C* Cox was born in Trinidad but migrated to the U.S# while still
a teenager# He studied economics and sociology at the University of
Chicago, earning a Ph#D# degree in 1938# Subsequently, he taught at
several instuttions, including Teuskegee#lylt was during his tenure at
Tuskegee that Cox wrote his mfamous boo”, Cast# Class and Race# This
book is in part a rebuttal to the race relations theory formulated by
Park#

Cox objects to Park’s theory on several grounds# In the first place
Cox contends that race is a social concept disguised as a biological
concept# Races are socially defined in the process of interactions hence,
racial antagonism is not natural or biological but must be socially
-mrected (Cox, 319, 405) Cox examines ancient socieites and notes various
forms of cultural and political conflict, but he does not find evidence
of race conflicts race antagonism is a phenomenon of modern times (322
Similarly race prejudice is a modern invention# Moreover, race prejudice,
for Cox, is definitely not the same as claoc and caste prejudice” ”Caste
prejudice is an aspect of culture prejudice,” he asserts, whereas race
prejudice is ™the socio-arititidiHt attitudinal matrix supporting a calculated
and determined effort of a white ruling class to keep some people or
peoples of color and their resources exploitable#” (Cox, 350,U’5>)
Cox goes to great length to demonstrate that the concepts of caste, class
and race are quite distinct in their origins and social consequences# He
criticizes the ”caste school” of race relations for taking certairyvgimilarities
between race relations and caste relations and using hfcese as the basis
for a theory#

The method of selecting and identifying isolatedly certain aspects

of intercaste relationship”, such as endogamy, non-commensality,
or other marks of social distinction with their apparent counterparts

in race relations, may at first seem convincing# In almost every
case, however, the conparison is not between caste and race but



mareiy a recognition of apparently common characteristics of
all situations of superior-inferior or superordination-subardination
relationships* (Cox k97)

Cox takes specific exception to the ntion of a universal face relations
cycle (Cox, HR book, 36F)* Instead he counterposes the idea of tte racial
dominance and race prejudice as a unique product of European capitalism**

Our hypothesis is that racial exploitation and race prejudice
developed among Europeans -with the rise of capitalism and
nationalism, and that because of the warld-ro.de ramifications
of capitalism, all racial antagonisms can be traced to the
policies and attitudes of the leading capitalist people, the
white people of Europe and North America* (322)

Cox is careful to point out that “there is no assunption* #*that
race prejudice is a biological heritage of the white racell (3U6)| rather
it is the spread of the capitalist system and its exploitation of the land
and labor of peoples of color which accounts for the rise of race prejudice,
“Racial exploitation is merely one aspect of the problem of the pro-
letarianization of labor, regardless of the color of the laborer," he
maintains# (333)

The strength of Cox*s theory lies in his insistence that race relations
cannot be understood apart from analysis of the specific social and political
context in which they arise* Thus, he xx attributes modern race relations
to the rise of capitalist exploitation* Unfortunately, Cox nowhere aatf
clarifies his central concept of expolitation* Indeed, he often seems to
use the concept in a moral-condemnatory sense rather than as a analytic

of exploitation
tool* Cox apparently borrowed the concept*from Marx where it me refers
to the extraction of surplus value from labor, but Cox*s use of the term
is much broader and ttaEKX less clear™

is simply anH3itoome--ef-~"SK apitalist_Ffixplp;

expect to observe a general prejudice a™ains;

oL X TH e



[Finally. in treating racism as a unique invention of modern European
capitalism™limits the focus of his discussion to race relations between
whiW and non-whites. Pierre L. van den Berghe takes exception to this
position* arguing instead that racism ~has been independently discovered and
rediscovered by various peoples at varioustimes in history.” But van
Bergher''goes on to state that the Western strain of the virus (of racism)
has eclipsed all others in importance*tt (12-13* van deh ”“erghe book)
*Van den Berghe agrees with Cox in assigning great inportance to the role
of capitalist exploitation in the evolution of racial oppression* but

he also attributes importance to Darwinian ideas and the prevalence of
democractic ideologies which, ironically* made it necessary to deny the

humanity of oppressed groups (ibid* 16-17)

IHSERT3B ,

Cox saw the ending of racial exploitation £& -terms-of a wcr Id-wide
class struggle:

The problem pf rcial exploitation, then* will most probably
be settled as part of the world proletarian struggle far
democracyj every advance of the masses will be an actual or
potential advance for the colored people. Whether the open
threat of violence by the exploiting class will be shortly
joined will depend upon the unpredictable play and balance of
force in a world-wide struggle for power* (Cox, £83)



INSERT 3C
Furthermore, if rcial exploitation and prejudice
of concerted action on the part of the capitalist class, then one
would expect to find that racial prejudice would be relatively easy
to combat among white workers* But this has not proved to be the case*
in focusing on capitalist manipulation Cox&s theory fail/s to sufficiently
analyze the psy social-psychological and material interests which white

workers may have in$ the continuance of racial exploitation*
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GUNNAR MYRDAL — One of the most massive studies of U.S* race relations
ever published is An American Dilemma, compiled by the Swedish Sociologist
Dr. Gunnar Myrdal and his associates* tec Funded by the Carnegie Corporation
the book was chiefly a compilation of existing knowledge *h$ no new feild
studies were undertaken*

Tbs importance of this book lies not in any new theoretical constructs
which 1t advanced —  for it advanced none — but rather in the perspective
enployed in presenting the material. For Myrdal,American race relations
were embedded in a moral dilemma — the contradiction between the American
Creed and American practice* According to Myddal, the American Creed
embodies the

ideals of the essential dignity of the individual human being, of
the fundamental equality of all men, and of certain inalienable
rights to freedom, justice, and a fair opportunity. e=*

From the point of view of the American Creed the status
accorded the Negro in America represents nothing more and nothing
less than a century-long lag in public morals* 1In principle the
Negro problem was settled long ago3 in practice the solution is
not effectuated* The ~egro in America has not yet been given the
elemental civil and political rights of formal democracy, in-
cluding a fair opportunity to earn his living, J*E€rti which a general
And this anachronism constitutes the contemporary <problem? both
to Negroes and to whites.

Gunnar Myrdal, An American Dilemma (New Yorks Harper, 19itU), I, k-£,2ii
Ityrdal*s perspective reflects the new defensive liberalism which
was one response to the rise of fascism in Germany a he emergence of,

r*
anti-colonial struggles in various parts of the world.”~A new liberal
racial ideology was critical to America*s national solidarity during
WWIl and to her claims to international political leadership* Interestinggly,
no one was more aware of this ideological necessity than Robert Park/ In
a perceptive essay written shortly before his death Park noted that WWEI
had given the™American public a new orientation and a new issue*”

We have hitherto maintained toward the peoples of India, China

Japan, and Africa a curious attitude of complacency "verging on
contenpt. Toward peoplesof a different color we have usually
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acted as a benevolent nmaster-race”, possessing all the -wisdom

and therefore entitled to impose our political and religious

institutions and social practices upon both lands and peoples.

*~A>But now™we Find ourselves fighting on the same battlefields

for the same cause, all this seems to be an anachronism..**

V"= Under these circumstances many people in the United States

have become suddenly conscious of the limited and parochial view

which our previous isolation has fostered and are now apparently

in a way to revise their opinions bf ilien peoples and to improve,

at least, our international and interracial manners**_*

What the war has done thus far has been to make race relationss

an international rather than a local and national problem..._*
Furthermore, in the prosecution of the war and in the organization of the

peace, racial diversities of the American population will be either

a national handicap or a national Gjft@odsK asset, depending upon

our ability to make our racial policies and our racial ideology

conform to our national interests. (R&C, 312, 315)
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Although this paper has focussed on the work of Robert Park and his

students and contemporaries, the”contributions of several more recent

<4dheeaa*sts will be mentioned t

ROBERT STAPLES — Along "with Robert Blauner (cite), Staples has been one

of the chief architects of the colonial model of race relations* n”he

colinial model,"™ he states, 'views the black community* as an underdeveloped”

exploited colony controlled by individuals outside the community."

An important feature of this model when applied to the United
states is its technique of combining racial and class oppression
into one theoretical framework. *I1t also illustrates the
institutionalized patterns of racist oppression* Insteadpf
focussing on individual attitudes of racial prejudice, it treats racism
as a political and economic process that maintains domination
of Whites over Blacks by systematic subjugation..** 1t illustrates
that Black deprivation is not a result of the Black individuals
limitation or the White person’s lack of tolerance* Ihe BJ]ack
condition can be more realistically viewed as a pattern of
systematic subjugation maintained by those people who stand to
profit the most from it*" (Staples, 13)



A -
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Robert ALIEN In 197U Anen “«tHt/#orwar”™ a theory of race relations
in the United States Which focussed on the interrelationship between

J ( T t rer 2 1 A totionen”
prevailing racial ideologies and tho structure-—of nooral Xihtoubx
(cite RR book)* jThe theory stresses the role played by the demand for

,&k labor in the functioning of the American economy# It identifies

three stages of racial ideology= (I) biological racism (black people”
asfsubhuman”™ associated with the slave-plantation econonyj (2) tife Social
Darwinist racism (black people as an inferior®race) associated with the
emergence of industrial maoopoly capitalism™ and (3) tcultural chauvinist
racism (black people as culturally backward) associated with Wm&cx. domestc

and international challenges to the hegemony of capitalism* especially

since WWII*
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WILLIAM J. WILSON — Most recent of all is the theory advanced by Wilson (cite)
who is a professor of sociology at the Univ. of Chicago

Wilsony™lso identifies three stages in the devlopment of race relations

in the U.S. His first two are quite similar to the first two stages

suggested by Allen — but where Allen sees racism continuing in the modern

era in the form of cultural chauvinisiipilson concludes that ara dconomic

class subordination has taroq become more important than racial oppression

in determining black life chances* Moreover, Occupational and class

differentiation within the black community has fragmented black solidarity

and affected the direction taken by the black struggle for freedom and

equality.

All of these recent theories are concerned with the interrelationship
between race and class. Where they differ is in the relative weight
assigned to race and class factors in black oppression. Ironically,

10 years ago Robert Park posed this problem when he predicted that "race

conflicts in the modern world... will be more and more in the future

confused with, and eventually superseded by. the conflists of classes.”
may no.

"ico relaAi-ftnc™hut the accuracy of the-above prediction is the subject

of a growingAtheoretical debate*
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For Program Development
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MARXIST SOCIOLOGY* Tom Bottomore NY* Holmes & Meier Publishers, 1975

B* contends that Marxism has failed to develop as a systematic sociology
and particularly there has been a lack of empirical research in the
Marxist tradition.




Sociology 212-B
Sociological Theory
Winter 1979

Or. Glenn Goodwin

Written Assignment

Write a short paper (6-8 typewritten pages) on how the biography of
one of the theorists we have discussed fed Into or helped structure an
Idea (or set of Ideas» concepts» theoretical perspectives» etc.) that
they developed. The paper should be typed9 double-space, and should
follow all the rules of good scholarship (well researched, documented,
appropriate format, etc.). The paper 1s due on or before Friday.
March 9, our last class meeting. While not required, It might be help-
ful to you if you submit to ne a written proposal outlining what you
wish to do. | would read 1t, give you feedback on It and generally try

to direct you to sources.
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Chicago Sch — general topics

I* Social and intellecjsual climate at its founding

Founders — biographical sketches.

Note: Small, Vincent, Henderson were all influenced by theology (Faris,1967, 10)
Reform impulse (2628,30,

Not only was Department new but Univ. of Chicago was also new; this minimized
interdepartmental opposition (Paris, 1967, 12)(25

Data handling methodology — Thomas used snail slips of paper; technique
was taught by Ellswroth Maris to his students (*aris, 1967, 19)

Early history of Univ. of Chicago (Faris, 1967 23f)



Robert Allen January 8, 1979

PROPOSAL FOR A SPECIAL QUALIFYING EXAMINATION IN RACE RELATIONS THEORY

| propose to write a paper that would review the contributions of the
Chicago School to race relations theory In the U.S. The paper would
focus primarily on the work of Robert E. Park, but it would also Include
discussions of the race relations writings of W.l. Thomas, Everett Hughes.
Herbert Blumer, Edward Reuter, E. Franklin Frazier and Oliver Cox. |
would also discuss some of the critics of the Chicago School, and
alternative schools of thought. My chief interest is in familiarizing
myself with the seminal writings of the Chicago theorists.
The paper would be organized around the following topics:

1. Origins: antecedents and antagonists

2. Professional/personal biographies

3* Philosophical premises and presuppositions "4

k. Nature of date and methods of analysis

5* Conceptual schemes, themes, theories

6. Critics and alternative schools of thought

k*



PROPOSAL FOR
SPECAIL
QUALIFYING EXAMINATION IN RACE RELATIONS THEORY

I propose to write a paper that would review the contributions of the

fhicaao Schbol to race relations theory in the U.S.
focus primarily on the work of Robert E. Park, but

race relations , )
discussions of the.writings of W It Thomas, Everett Hughes, Herbert

The paper would
it would also include

Blumer,''eT rankTin Frazier and Oliver Cox. | would also discuss some

of the critics of the Chicago School, and alternative schools of thought.

My chief interest is in familiarizing myself with the semi”~lwri tings

H AN A AN i
of the Chicago theorists. The paper t be organized”n-%o/%he following —W -
ot FiRs: 1. Origins: antecedents and antagomiig *0
2. Nature oiid Source-?-'of data «
3. Methods of Analysis
A. Concepts, themes, theories C<rityfamtC ic/
Vit

¢ Critics and alternative schools of thought
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