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To The- Ed itor:
Judgin g from  all the  sta te­

ments  spe cula ting about the ant i­
' Ssra itism  “ram pant” in the ' 
black comm unity  today, one.

‘ would imag ine th at  the re were!
no da ta  avai lable to gauge  the 

Mevel of anti-whi te attitu des 
; among blacks. •

; Fo r some str ange  reaso n, the 
numerous studies  th at have  been 
done ev er  the  ye ar s on the

‘ racial  attitudes of Negroes have 
' 'been almost completely ignored 

during the cu rre nt  r a c i a l ,  
controversy. V i r t u a l l y  no 
conc erted effo rt has been made 
fcy the  mass media  to pre saa f 
these findings to the publ ic so 

- th at a more b a I s n e e d  Vtudy"
perspective on this matt er  can  '
be main taine d.

One ci  the  most systematic 
of these stud ies was  conducted

She concluded:  "In general  
then, the re is no evidence from 
our study to suggest tha t eithe" 

for  the Asti-Defa maticn Leag ue ^J a c k  nationalism or _ blac z 
by Gary Marx in the  fal l of P °^ e r  h a s  a p p r e c i a b l y
1SS4 af te r the so-called “ asti- 
Jew ish” riots in  H a r l e m ,  
B e d f o r d - S t u y v e s a n t  and 

■ Roche ster,  New York. His study, 
which was .based upon a 
nationwide sam ple  of blacks,
was  publishe d.in  1867 unde r the I am cer tain th at  very few; 
title, Protes t a n d  Prejudice.!Rew Yorkers are  aware of the! 
Contrary  to popular belie f, he > above studies. Thus it  is;
■ ‘ ’ .......* ' ...... ........  imperativ e, at  thi s..t ime,  that;

these findings receive the wides t' 
possible dissemination. In fact,! 
these stud ies demonst rate  that! 
it is crucia l tha t a distinction'

.found:
’ 15 Tha t Negroes, on the whole, 
were less anti-Semitic  than 1

■ whites.
2) That the anti -J ewish att itud ­

es among blacks were largely! be made between hatred and 
a manifestation  of anti-white! dist rust . .
attitu des.  And tha t Jews were: The bes t evidence avail able 
not being  singled out by blacks  suggests that  — despite the UFT 
as  scapegoa ts. _ _ ! strike — hatred of whites  in

3) That the majori ty of the black community is still low,
Negroes failed to distinguish 
Jew s from other white ethnic 
groups . Bu t when distinctions 
were made,  Negroes had more, 
not less , favo rable attitudes 
toward Jew s than they did 
tow ard  other white e t h n i c  
groups .

He there fore  concluded, “All 
in  all, however, no case can 
foe made fo r the preva lent notion 
th at  anti-Semitism is more  
widespread  among Negroes than  
among whites , anymore than it 
could be shown that  they  single 
out Jews fo r special enmity.”

Mr. -Marx also stated the: 
his findings agre ed with those V 
of six out of seven studies tha t- 
had' been done in the past 2Qv 
years.

A much smal ler study of 
the racial  attitudes of blacks 
in New York City was conducted 
for the  Amer ican - J e w is h  
Commit tee by Carolyn Atkinson 
in 1967 a t Columbia univer sity ’s :• 
Bureau of Applied S o c ia l  
Researc h. ''

The findings from this study, 
to my knowledge, have  neve 
been  ma de public despite the 
fac t that  it  was comple ted in 
March,  XS33. Miss Atkinson’s 
findings strongly agre ed with

influenced Negroes’ attitudes 
toward Jew . Nor is ther e any 
evidence' to suggest t h a t  
a t t i t u d e s  have changed 
substan tial ly since the 1SSA 
study.” i

but dist rust  of whites by blacks  
is high — as dis trus t of blacks! 
by whites. Thus the rea l concern! 
of responsible citizens and: 
groups is not to focus upon 
exaggerated group ha tred, but) 
to t ry  and transform intergroup 
dis trust into interracial tru st 
and cooperat ion.

ROBERT B. HILL 
. Research Associate 

Editor’s Note: The wri ter,  a 
Ph.D. is a res ear ch assoc iate 
in the  Bureau  of Applied Social 
R e s e a r c h  a t  C o lu m b ia  
University.;;.;:!.;;!- .

  


