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- Negroes failed to distinguish
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To The Editor:

Judging from all ithe stale-
ments speculating about the anti-
‘Semitisma  “rampant” in  the

would imagine thal there warej
no data available to gauge the

among blacks.
’ Fm‘ some stranze reason, the
L.

numersys siudies fhat have bsen
done over the years on theln

during the current racial
CODirovErSy. Vi;‘{ually 0o
concerted sffort has been made

Ty the mazs madia i pragent

thcse findings o ibe pL‘*ﬁlc 501;

that a more balanced,

perspective on this m tt»n can
be mainiained.

Oue ¢f the mest svs natic
of these studles was conducted
for the éztz-Dfﬂfamanon Ls ul
by Gary Blarx in ihe fall sf
1964 after the so-called “anli-
Jewish” riols in Harlem,

which was based upon a
nationwide sample ©of blacks,

iitle, Profest and Prejudice.
Contrary 1o popular belef, he!

" 1) That Negroes, on the whole,
were less anu-%:mt ¢ than

- whites.
2) That the anti-Jewish attitud.

Mr. Blzrx also staled that
his findings agreed with those
of six cut of seven studies that
had been done in the past 20
years.

A much smaller study of
the racial attitudes of blacks
in New York City was conductsd
for the American -Jewi
Committee by Carolyn %tki
in 1987 at Columbig University’s

Bureau of Applied Soclal
Research,

The findings from this study,
to my Rﬁeﬂedﬂe have never
heen made }mbhe despife the
fact that it was completed 1
a LLE, 1838, RMiiss Al
findings strongly _agrae
those of the 1884 .‘mm stu

She concluded:
then, there is no 2
our Sthay to sugge
-iblack nationalis
power has  appr 3
influenced Negross® attitudes
toward Jew. Nor is there any
gvidence” to suggest that
attitudes Thave changed
‘isubstantially since the 1984
study.” 1

I am ceriain that very few:
New Yorkers are aware of t’ne;
above studies. Thus it is!
imperalive; al {his lime, that,
these findings receive the 'auiLsL
possible disseminaiion. In fact,)
these studies demonsirate that!
it is crucial that a distinetion’

vid ﬁce fryrn
st that eit

e5 among blacks wers Earﬁaly
a man,iestahon of anti-while
© abtitudes, And that Jews were;
not being singled out by blacks!
as scapegeatz i

-3) That the majority of

Jaws from other white ethnic
groups. Bub when distinctions:
were made, Negroes had more,
not less, ia\'craole attitudes
tpward Jews  than they did
toward other white sthaic
groups.

He therefore concluded, “all
in gll, however, no case can
be made for the prevalent notion
that anti-Semitism is more
widespread among Negroes than
among whites, anymore than it
could bz shown that they single
t Jews for special enmity.”

{University.

be made Dbelween halred and
'distrust.

The best evxdeve available
suggests that — despite the UFT

istrike — hatred of whites in

the black community is still low,
but distrust of whites by blacks
is high — as distrzst of blacks|
by whites, Thus the rzal concern!
of responsible «cifizens and:
groups is mot fo focus upon‘
exaggerated group hatred, but;
to try and {ransform m»ercmup}
distrust into interracial trust!
and cooperation.
EOBERT B. HILL:
Research Associate’
Editor’s Nete: The wriler, a
Ph.D. is a ressarch associale]
in the Bursau of Agplied Sociall
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