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This study by Gary T. Marx represents
a solid piece of sociological research ‘which
combines a careful .analysis of interview
data’ with the debunking of some popular
myths current in the white community,
all tempered by a sensitivity to the human
strugsle described. This paperback edition
is a reissue of the third book in the Pat-
terns of American Prejudice series on anti-

semitism sponsored by the “Brpai Brith |

Anti-Dafamation League and carried out

by the Survey Research Center of the Uni-
versity of California at Berkeley. The '

other volumes in this series include: C. Y.
Glock and R. Stark, Christian Beliefs and
Anti-Semitism, 1966 (see. my Teview in
Jewish Social Studies, TJaly, 1970, pp. 232-
47Y;-C. Y. Glock, G. I. Selznick, and J. L.
Spacth, The Apathetic Majority, 1966; G.

3. Selznick and S. Steinberg, The Tendcity
of Prejudice, 1969; and S. M. Lipset and
E. Raab, Politics of Unreason, 1970.
Within the scope of the Five-Year Study ’
of Antisemitism in the United States, ‘black
antisemitism was originally to be studied
within- a- general national assessment. Be-
fore the time came to carry out the field
work of this general study in 1964, it be~
came apparent that “so called Negro anti-
Semitism could no longer be studied apart
from Negro attitudes toward their own
situation, the whites, the community, and

the civil rights movement” (p. xix). By
virtue. of its breadth of perspective the
merit of this study is increased. Through \
its discussion of the great diversity of be- |
lief within the black community, the study
belies the unanimity assumed to be pres-
ent by many whites, whose racist notions
are nuriured in the sensationalism of the
mass media. The depth of this amalysis is
demonstrated in the book’s eight chapters
that discuss the climate of opinion on civil
rights, the social and psychological .con-
texts of civil rights militancy- (as opera- |
tionalized in 1964), the role of religion
and black pationalism (in 1964 repre-
sented primarily by the adherents .of. the
Nation of Islam popularly called “Black
Mouslims™), relationships with Jews in par-
ticular and whites in general, and atti-
tudes towards civil rights and tolerance.
Some of the major findings of this
study are especially worthy of note given
the usually one-dimensional characteriza~
tion of the black mood in the mass media:

—Only a third of the Négrd community
was consistently militant in outlook.

—Tn spite of what many would con-
sider provocation, even .fewer were
strongly anti-white.

"measnte discontent rather than militancy,

—To the degree Negroes distinguish
between Jewish and non-Jewish
whites,  they prefer Jews.. o

—Civil rights militancy was negative-
1y related to anti-white and anti-Jew-
ish feeling. ’

—JIn spite of its importance t0 protest
in some Tespects, religiosity is an im-
portant factor inhibiting militancy.

—{onventional civil rights groups and

leaders emjored CUETTLEINIE B
larify. ‘
—Very few INegr sITITI RaTe
~porters of the ¥ ‘
—The least-privilegeC
are most likely to prom
change, were the lsast
‘militant (pp. 205-208.

A closer examination of 32 ZndizgE
highlights the thoroughness i
search. Bight items were used
pleted ‘vers_ion»of an Index 0oi C
Militancy for 1964 which inc
following representative statem
your opinion, is the government &
ington pushing integration too sk
fast, or about right? (Tos slow.)” R
you like to see more - demonstrations
less demonstrations? (More.)” “An owzer
of property should not have to sell to Xz-
groes if he doesn’t want fo. (Disagr 3
Tt can be seen that these items seem 0

]

which'in today’s parlance implies activisa.
Thus, the subsequent references to mil-
itaney ~are based om Marx’s terminology
not the contemporary imagery.

In terins of the relationships befween
various social factors and militancy, the
iatter was found to be greater among those
individuals who were exposed to a value
system which legitimized protest (that is,
spent most of their childhood outside the
South or the United States, grew up ina

big city, were youngez, were male}, had .|

a higher . socio-economic position, and.
were characterized by a high " degrée of
social involvement. In tracing the psycho-
logical -sources of militancy the latter was
found to be greater for those who were
intellectually sophisticated, had high mo-

particularly insightfud in his discussion: of
the relationship between social and psycho-
logical factors. The former set up condi~-
tions conducive to the appearance .of the
Tatier, which in turn promote ‘the develop~
ment of 2 militant outlook. T
The historic role of religion in civit
rights militancy was seen @$ & déuble-edged (
charge: at times an opiate and at times 20|
inspiration. Marx found ‘that while b‘e-\
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rale, and a positive self-image. Marg 1s l
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longing to a largely white denomination
was conducive to-militancy, being high on
religiosity was mot. Thus, pisty and pref st
were incompatible. To how-
ever, that religious involy 3
temporal concerns,
worldly - concerns,
spire and susizin

In the discussion on'i
Marx explains thai 7
implies pride in being
regard for Afm-Amercan origins; history
and culture”. {pp.- 106-107). At the fime
of the study the adherents to the Nation
of Islam were the dominant nationalist
group. Only 4 per cent of the population
indicated moderate support for the Mus-
lims. These nationalists were more similar
in social and psychological characteristics
to those characterized as conservatives
than they were to militants. Here again
the terminology of 1964 no longer ap-
plies today. As Charles V. Hamilton has
observed, a variety of themes have per-
sisted in the black American experience
incorporating different goals {constitution-
alism, sovereign nationalism, plural na-
tionalism, socialism, and pan-Africanism}.
The emphasis placed on nationalism as
well as on activism and the degree of mil-
itancy (or discontent) varies among mem-
bers of the black community. Their con-
temporary connotations, moreover, have
become blurred.

In assessing the attitudes of blacks to-
wards Jews, Marx is careful to point out
a variety of factors affecting. relationships
between the two communities both favor-
able and umfavorable. In point of fact
most respondents did not distinguish: be-
tween Jews and other whites;: however,
“among 25 per cent of Negroes who made
a  distinction between Jewish  and non-
Jewish whites, Jews were seen. in a more
favorable: light  than other whites by a
four-to-one ratio” (p. 139). The major
factor which acted to increase antisemi-
tism was increased impersonal economic
contact with Jews. Among the factors that
inhibited antisemitism were. shared minor-
ity group consciousness and the recogni-
tion of Jews as a group that supports civil
rights. The influence of ghetto economic

%
22 S‘ili‘u&

fRs e

JEWISH SOCIAL STUDIES

relations on antisemitic feelings among
blacks, however, was substantially reduced
when there was a perception of Jews as
a minority group commitied 1o social
iustice, ~uri'nermore only 4 per cent of
:&mp_u had purely antisemitic atti-
mpanied b} anu-whlte feel-
ad anti-white
aﬂnsemmsm
blacks these

e. More-~
pressed

=
c:.zl

that nearly
itancy were 12
but in a different directiors

The new paperback edition is enhanded
with a Postscript, which summarizes the
results of fifteen studies (including two
national  and - thirty-four 'city ~samples)
completed during 1967-1968 subsequent
to the publication of the hardcover edi-
tion and adduces continued support for
the previous findings. The absence, more-
over, of any integrated theoretical state-
ment—this may be a general tendency of
agency research—is compensated for to
some extent by a discussion in the Post-
script of the relationship between social
movements and mass opinion. Since Marx
reports no significant changes have taken
place in black attitudes, he raises the is-
sue as to why it eppears that anti-white
feelings have increased. “The explanation
Marx offers lies in the fact that the mass
media can play an important role in cre-
ating or distorting mass support for social
movements and confusing the attitudes of
the activists with the masses. Nevertheless,
while- mass attitudes may not have
changed, this does not “suggest that black
anger is insignificant. . . . About 5 to
20 per cent of the black population (from
1 to 4 million people) hold attitudes in~
dicating a depth of estrangement and bit-
terness unique in American history” (p.
231). The proportion appears fo be grow-
ing among the younger population and in
the MNorth.

The confusion of activist and mass at-
titudes appears to this reviewer to be par-
ticularly instructive with regard to the
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negative response of some activists in the
Jewish community to the statements or
ions of some members of the black
community. Such negative characteriza-
tions, 2ll communicated through the mass
a, may be interpreted by the mass of
s as an indication of the general hos-
of Jews towards them. Hence, the
ns of some Jewish activists can con-
iribute to the operation of a self-fulfilling
nrophecy, increasing antisemitic attitudes
where they were rather weak. This elabora-
tion of Marx’s theme is similar to Herbert
Blumer’s discussion of “Race Prejudice as
a Sense of Group Position.” He argues
that prejudice operates through the mass
media, in which spokesmen for an ethnic
group publicly characterize another ethnic
group and thereby create a sense of so-
cial distance and group position with indi-
viduals expressing differing viewpoints be-
ing subiected to in-group ostracism.
: is work is increased
n of quotations
which often elo-
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guently summarize a particular point. In
addition, the existence of a paperback
edition extends the scope of its readership
particularly to college audiences where the
trend in sociclogy courses appears o be
away from the use of textbooks. Indeed,
this work would be a useful supplementary
text for courses in social psychology or
minorities. In this regard, the inclusion of
all of the tables (124 of them) in the body
of the text while a convenience to serious
scholars and stodents may pose a diffi-
culty for the uninitiated. Appending most
of them after the text might have been a
desirable alternative.

Gary Marx has conducted an insight-
ful sociological investigation. Perhaps one
of the unanticipated consequences of such
agency-sponsored research is its potential
to generate ameliorative social action. As
Bayard Rustin concluded in his Foreword,
the problems are already known: “. . .
now we must get on with the solution.”

ARNOLD DASHEFSEY.
University of Connecticut.




