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PREFACE 

:/. In recent years Ameri.ca. and the world have been shocked by 

f the assassination of three of America's most attractlve socio-politi.cal 

leaders: President John F. Kennedy, Martin Luther King, and Senator 

Robert Kennedy. Meanwhile, like a f.eve.r thermometer, th.e statistics 

I on crime have risen. The cities have been riven by race riots and the 
i 
·f 

.1 
; 

national conventi.on of. the Democratic party presented shocking 

spectacles of. provocation and brutal response. American campuses 

have suffered repeated partial and complete breakdowns. It is little 

wonder under such circumstances that journalists, .foreign observers, 

columnists and social .scienlists have underlaken the new profession 

o£pontificating about the forms, causes, and eHects of competiti.on 

and violence in America. 

The present study was designed to explore the pas sibility 

tliat the underlying cause of ail this social unrest lies in the linkage 

of competition and aggression in Amel:icaIf character. To this end 

it was first necessa:.ry to review a sample of. the vast literature by 

Ame:dcans and nOln-Americans on American characteristics, exploring 

at some length the various evidence on the. occurrence of competitioll 

and violence. 

Having· established the theoretical linkage of these variables, 

a study to test it empirically was·!orfl?ulated with resl)cct to samples 

of. American and non-Americ,an gradn:1.testudcnts at the University of. 

iv 



Minnesota. In oxde~ to develop manag'lable samplus without making LI.n 

impossible task lor the interp!'ct<~Hon of ambiguous findings, the 

samples of non-Americans were drawn from one Eastern, and Olle _ 

European area. Six hypotheses were advanced • 

• 1. Americans are more highly competiti,>;e than arc the 
nationals of either India or northern Europe. 

Z. Americans are more prone to aggression than a.t'(' the 
nationals of either India or northern Europe. 

3. Non-Americans perceive Americans as highly competitive. 

4. Non-Americans perceive Americans as more hi.ghly 
competitive than Americans perceive themselves. 

5. Non-Americans perceive Americans as highly aggressive. 

6. Non-Americans perceive Americans as more highly 
aggreSSive than Americans perceive themselves. 

The da'ta to test these hypotheses were obtained by means of 

a self-administered questionnaire. Four scales were designed to 

measure: competition, aggressi"on, perception 'ofcompetition, and 

perception of aggreSsion. These scales were p1'etested for 'reliability 

and vali.dity. The two major devices for testing the findings were: 

The Pearson product-.moment correlatiDn, and the T test. 

The l,mderlying theore.tical relation assumed to hold between 

competition and aggresfiion was borne out for all sample groups, 

though strollg indi'cations were present that the rela.tion may be more 

complex than originally asslimed. Three. o! the specific hypotheses 

Were bornn out; the remaining three were either ambiguously confirmed 

Or refuted. 

v 
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CHAPTER I ' 

IS THERE AN AMEIUCAN CHARACTER? 

The conventio!lal wisdom 
1 

of sociologists maintains that 

hwnan characteriD~ics at a national level constitutes too broad 

a pursuit to be scienti.f:c. Such cOllve'nt~onal wisdc.'m tends to 

equate social science with an examination of phenomena at such 

a grass roots level as t~ set aside problems of considerable 

moment. 

The Problem of Violence in Amc.rica 

An' example of the kind of problem of major social import 

whicb tends to be set aside ,by th" overly narrow definition of ' 

60ciai science, is the occurrence in a society of an unusually high 

.level of violent 'behavior. Ame~cans in the past have been inclined 

to view themselves as an unusually peace lO';ing people. Early 

in their history they' drew a bold imaginary line (called the Monroe 

Doctrine) around the entire hemisphere. It seems to have been 

the intentiono! the sponsqrs to keep the endless wars of the 

European continent confined to Europe ieaving people in the New 

World free to go their own pacific way. 

1 
This happy phrase is borrowed from J. K. dalbJ'id,t~ 's, 

The Affluent Society, New York: The New American Lil:.rnl·y, 1958, 
p. 18. 
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'( Howe:yer.Americahas fO",l..~d herseH in the 20th century 
I 
1 not only'pperatingat tllll center of the world wars, but sustaining 

I 
i 
I 

many forms of violent behavior at hOlllo. Her recent drt.matic 

series of political murderD, the ... iolcnce that has ravaged many 

campuses, the rise in her crim,(;l rate has shakon the ,older 

stereotypes. Increasing nttmbel"s of Americans have tended to 

join thODe Joreign observers wbo have insisted that violence rna}' 

be one of the national characteristics of Americans. 

If it is true that national characteristics can be established, 

if it is P9ssible that certain forms of violence are peculiar to 

" "Ii 
Americ'an ch3.racteristics, the study of natio:v:l.l character cannot 

be carelessly thrust aside. It if I unportant to investigate it if 

for no other reason than that many persons be'lieve it eJdsls. 

And theproble.~~ 01 violence remains. 

Under the assumption that sociologists need to function 

as analysts and interpreters of contemporary society. it is held 

that one of the distinctive issues of our time - nationalism and 

natl0nal characteristics - cannot be ignored. If the investigation 

must proceed with poorly re,!ined instruments and imprecise 

variables. arc these circumstances any less propitious than 

those ,01 most .inquiries invo"lving, human subjec ts? The 

alternative to proceeding uncler, these conditions is t() do 

nothing. But to do nothlng is to emulate theofltrich with its 



b'eatl in the sand. To do nothing is to ignorl;! onc of thc most 

fWldamental issues of tho ago. To fail to confront such a vital 

is flue is to add ammunit-ion to tho belts of the skeptics who argue. 

that sociologists spend much lime and money in belaboring the 

obvious while evading many prololems which would seem most 

crucial for society. 

To be sure. we can attack the utility of the notion on 

methodological grounds, but as Riesman has noted: 

Although scientHic c.riticisms have been 'leveled 
at the a.mbiguity of the national character concept, 
aometIlii1g would be lost if this area oiinqutry were 
abandonea altogethel'. 2 

On a stronger not'.! Martindale bas suggested that: 

Despite repeated approaches, a sociology of 
national character remains to be developed. 
If sociologists are to address themselves to 3 
the critical problems of our age it 1'5 \mavoidable. 

Furthermore, in spite of the shortcomings of. the concept 

it Temaus.a fact that foreigners do make generalizations about 

the characteristics of Amel'icans, and more important, often act. 

3 

on the baSis of these generalizations. As Thomas so aptly ,phrases 

2 
David Rie,sman, lISome QuestionS About th-c Study of 

Aolcrican Character in the TWClll~eth Cc;ntury".Thc Annuls or Ihe' 
American Academy of :Politicai and Social S'cicncc. Vol. 370, 
~rch. 1967, p. 36. 

3 
Don Mai'tindalc, "'r}l(l Sociology oj: National Chill'acter", 

TheAnnals,o! the AmerIcan Ac:ac1emy or :Politicn} and Social SCicJ2.C:;;. 
Vol. 310, Mal'ch, 1'J67, p. 35 •. 
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. { it, IIi{ men~efine situations as real they are. real in their 

1 
:,1 
,J 
,f 

"f 

consequenceS. ,,4, Basically t!tc same information il3 conveyed 

in the. remarks of Frcymond who was writing with specHic 

rete.renee to international understanding: "Men acton the. 

basi.s of the .images in their minds of the situations to which 

5 
they address tbernaclves." 

As Others Sec Us 

There is.an American way of speaking, feeling, 
acting, discussing and behaving, and it is found just 
as much in the descendents ot tbe last-wave 
emigrants as in thcodesccndents of .the lOO'percen!. 
founders of the country. SA 

A resume of the perceptions of ohservers of American 

lociety from diverse points of tpc glo1;>e is instructive foJ;' the 
, 

consistency revealed therein. While .conflicting opinions may 

bt~ discerucd, the same generaliUltions continue to issue forth 

from. 60 many diifeJ;'ent directions that Americans can hardly 

afford to ignore them. For whether OJ; not the perceptions are 

William I. 'l'hon)as and Dorothy S. Thomas, The Child in 
Am.erica, New Yor.'k:. Knopf. ,A928, p. 572. 

5 
Jacques Freymol1d, "froIn Switzerland"; As Others Sec Us, 

Franz M. Joseph (cd.). Princeton University Press: Princeton, 
NcW.Jel'scy, 1959, p. 94. 

SA . 

Andr.e Si(!gfricd, . Nations Have Souls, G.p.putrnan's 
Sons: New York, 1952. p. 162. 
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an accurate description of what :Americans believe to be reality, 

thepel:ception of that rc<\Hty is still crucial. FUl'lhe.r, {or those 

remarks which carry a condemnatory flavor it is especially critical 

that thi.s nation docs not continue' to disrc;gard them. It may be 

that some of the severest criticisms are based 011 misconceptions, 

but if this is the case then Americans need to actively dispel them, 

for as Barzini commented: 

Many of the world's recent catastrophes have been due 
to these misconceptions. Perhaps some of the world't 
future, troubles will be caused by similar distortions. 

If these censures are deserved, '.hen again Americans need to be 

aware or the symptoms ar.,d the pot~ntial malignancy of the disease 

if they are to prepare an inoculum .to combat it. 

With reference to foreign policy it has often been remal"ked 

that Americans find it difficult to comprehend the apparent 

ingratitude of manyol the natio'ns who have been the recipient~ of 

generous aid from this country. Thus Eisenstadt notes the 

moralistic attitude that a good many sophisticates in the Uni.t!!d 

States display in this area: 

p. 78. 

The moralistic attitude, the self-assurance that 
Amcl"lcan policy is guided only by consideratiolls 
of justice and right, seems to be very widcsp~ead, 
••• and easy'asscrtio;ls that whatever i.s good for 

6 
Luigl Barzini Jr., "from Italy", Fr,111Z M. Joseph (cd.). 



America is necessarily g(l\ld for the froe world, 
which should take AnHll'ic:a's lead; Americans are 
good,8ervo only gO~1d causes, and therefore should 
be loved. 7 . 

6 

More sobering is the forthright accusation starkly unleashed 

by the Chilean, Labarca - annccusation stemming from an obvious 
. .. 

a~ddeep-sea1ed animosity town rds thci "Amex;ican Way" - : 

I believe I am not in crl'or when I consider my 
views common to the enlight(!l1ed classes of my 
country ••• These grot1:ps believe that the United 
States' gestures or friendship are a crass hyp­
ocrisy, and that under the mantle of aid is hitlden 
a greedy desire to get hold of our wealth or -
cleverly.and to its own advantage - to direct 
our internal policy. 8 . . 

Similar sentiments are expressed by the Mexican, Villegas, 9 

while a voice from Cuba, Manachsuggests that: 

••• In the~Jnited States the prevailing mental 
attitude towal:d other co\mtries suffers from 
a certain provincialism that inevitably influences 
btterrelations. 10 . 

Several writers, Manc'1ch, 11 Joseph, 12 Labarca, 13 

7 
S.N. Eisenstadt, "from Israel", Ibid., p. 169. 

8Amanda H. Labal'ca, "from Chile", Ibid., p. 68. 

CJDanie1 C. Villega.s·, . "from Mexico", Ibid., p. 322. 
10 

Jorge Manach, "from Cuba ", Ibid •• p~. 338. 
11 

Ibid •• p. 326. 
12-- .. 

. FranzM. Joseph, Ibid •• p. 348. 
13 

Amanda. H. Labarca. "from Chile". ~ •• p. 309. 
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Villegas, 14 Broughton, 15 l'",ubis, 16 KIHila!allah, 17 and Sarc, 18 

have obscrved that Amex:ica~lls need to study human psychology 

more closely and to use it more adroitly in their attempts to 

relate to othc,r nationals. Too Dilen, it ·scems, AmeriGa asswncs 

that the goal value systems of other cowltries are identical with 

her own. When this assumption is followed by supposedly ,:l!)Jpro-

priate behavior, bitter resentment is often its reward. As Labarca 

has indicated "Time is money" is not the favorite slogan of South 

A . 19 merlca. 

In like manner it anpcars that the American habit of: taking 

for granted a universal goal-value system is primarily responsible 

for the consistently derogatory remarks aimed at the American 

who travels abroad. Foreign observers seem to save the keenest 

edges of their satire for the much maligned yankee tourist. Thus 

Villegas ,sees him as: 

14 
Daniel C. Villegas, "from Mexico", Ibid., p. 290. 

15 " . 
Morris Broughton, "from South Africa ", Ibid., p. 258. 

16 ' ,--
Mochtar Lubis, ."from Indonesia ", lbid'-i, p. 194. 
17' -, 

, i Mohammad Khalafallah, "from Egypt", Ibid. ,p •. 148. 
18 -

Orner Celal Sarc'; Ilfxom Turkey", Ibid., p. 134. 
19 . 

Amanda H.Labarca, "from Chile''', Ibid •• p. 323;t 

I.I " 



••• a noisy, stupid, meddling, inconsiderate, 
and childish Leing ••• Indeed the North American 
abroad turns out to be so inf~r'f.H· to the way he 
appears in his own eountr)' that an extremist wl;'JUld 
advise bim never to leave. it ••• 20 . 

8 

Over a hundred years ago Tocqueville saw {it to expreas a parallel 

opinion: 

Democratic institutions generally give mena 
10{iy notion of their COtUltry and .of themselves. 
An American leaves his eotmtry with a heart 
swollen witll pridejon arriving in Europe he 
at once finds out that we arc not so engrossed 
by the United Slates and the great people which 
inhabits them as he had supposed, and this begins 
to annoy him. 2 1 

. , 

The Rise of American Nationalism 

Bearing in mind that Tocquevillc's comments were witb 

reference to the 1830's the question of how and when a spirit of 

nationalism arose in this country is o{ interest. When men live 

together in groups, it is imperative that they establish patterns 

of behavior whi,?h are in some measure predictable, {or "without 

shared belie.£s and values of some sort no soc~lli.£e is possible. ,,22 

Over time some patterns inevitably become socialized -'in 

20 
Daniel C. Villegas, "from Mexico", Ibid., p. 297. 

Z] 
Alexis De Tocqueville; Democracy in America, translated 

by Henry 'Reeve, Oxford University Press, New York, 1947, p. 373. 
ZZ ' . 

Martindale, 2.e cit., p. 30. 
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succeeding generations of a. community .. Hence forms of greeting 

and salutation, manners in general, institutions and their functiona, 

identities and accompanying roles, and so on, I';ome to be taken 

for granted by individua.ls who share membership of the community. 

The degree of predictability becomes evident when individuals 

contravene the accepted standards o£'behavior~' or consciously 

question their existence. Persons who consistently violate the 

norms of a community are defined as not "normal" and are oftcn 

removed from the community into a.n ins tHud on provided for 

the express purpose of healing them - a process which takes the 

form of re-instruction and forced acceptance of SOCiety's norms. 23,24 

Such a person is a threat to the stability of the commlmity. Hence, 

the. "patient" remains confined until his therapis t decides that 

he is eliCiting the kinds of behavioral resp'onses which are to be 

expected of a "normal" individual in that particular society. When 

an individual overtly questions societal norms of behavior he 

is typically confronted by .attitudes of bewilderment, and risks 

al:larp ridicule and possible ostracism. 25 Such sanctions are 

23 
Erving Goifrr,'an, Asylums, Doubleday and Coinpany, Inc., 

New York, 1961. 
24 

Thomas "So Szasz, "the Myth. of Mental Illncss ", !!:.£ 
Ameri.:;:an Psychologist, 15 (February, 1960), pp. 113-118. 

25 . 
Harold' Gndini<cl, Studies in Ethnomethoc1010gy, Prcntice w 

Hall, Inc. ,Englc\vood CliH;, New J crsey,- 1967. 
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I~ 
I 'apPlicable not only with reference to behavior PCl' se, but also 

d to appearance .and cXl'ressed ideals • 

. / 1 -In the United States commWlity norms oHem origillally 
.I 
; a.rose within many different sub-comm\Ulities situated Itt diverse 
1 
~ points of North America. Obviously, the accepted norms varied 
I 

J lomewhat from one locality to the next. Immigration during the 

10 

colonial period. coupled with the proliferation of small settlements 

that reflected the frontier spirit. of the day, resulted in the 

formation of nwnerous sub-commWlities, by nature very 

, provincial. This was the small town America which confronted 

Tocqueville in the early nineteenth century. This tendency 

towards fragmentation, if left Wlchecked,. would have aHorded 

an insurmoWltable barrier for growth of a national spirit. 

However, 

At the very time when the frontier and immigration 
wereparticulariziflg the American people, the 
Industrial Revolution was reverSing thc process ••• 
the Industrial Revolution Hke a ~i<int cement miXl\·r. 
was homogenizing their ta.~tes. 6 

AI the nineteenth century wore on the Civil War cClmbined 

with the industrial,Revolution to pull the people closer togtHher. 

The great internal con!lict engineered a sharp decrease in the 

Z6 
Don Martindale, ComnllUlHy. Cha.racier and Civi.J.ization. 

The Free Press of Glencoe: London, 1964, p. 353. 
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influence of thc goal-valuc system professed by most sOlltherllers. 

and numerous comproinisesushered in arl. era in which fusion of 

ideals was prcvalcnt.
27 

This fusiol1 of ideals set thc stage for the 

emergence of a kind of nationalism somewhat diffcrent from that 

which was beHeved to be in existence ill the early nineteenth 

century. In the earlier form the national society is dcscribed as 

a kind of federation of small towns. 28 

Nonetheless, evcn at this time observers p.rovlde documen­

tati.on of chal'acteristictraits disc('l'nible ill 'the American people, 29, 30 

while Niebuhr credits Jacksonian dcmocracy with bequeathing to 
, America, "An ideal of fraternal nationalism unmatched even in , 
t 
'j Rousseau's France ... 31 Niebuhr continues: 1--" 

----------------
27 
~., p~ 356. 

28 
Ibid. , p. 334. 

29-
':l'ocquevUle, ,2E' cit. 

30 
St. John De Crevecoeur, Sketches of Eightcenth Century 

America, Yale Uriive'rsity Press: New Haven, 1925. 
31 

R,einhold Niebuhr arid Alan Heimert; A Nation'So 
Conceived, Yale UIl'iVC1"Sity Press: New Haven, 1925, p. 9. 



Our pressure on all pr,evious sov~l"eibr.ti es 
who shared this hemisphere with us, aJid the 
tenacityoC our land hunger under .the mOl'al 
sanction of what our patriots called 'manifest 
destiny', may have given the first intimation, 
oC.a unique na tional charactc:ds tic or trait of 
cha~acter. namely, the expression of a vital 
impulse in the name of an ideal. For we began 
our his tory by c1a imillg the sanc tiOIl of a 
democratic ideal £01' an imperi'll impulse, 
which was ostensibly disavowed and overcome 
by these same democratic principles. 32 

'5mall-town" America, imbued with the spirit of in-

dividualism and the Protestant" Ethic, convinced or the morality 

of concentrated self-interest, wary of the impact of federal 

government, and jealous of their local ~'rights". is the image 

portrayed by commentators of the age. Its individual stereo-

type was the yankee. 

In contemporary Unites States the image of the strollg-

willed individualist as the epitomyof the All American Boy has . . .' , 

12 

not been completely displaced. Rural areas seem to .be the domain 

in which this image is especially predominant, thus Riesll1~n's 

lIinn~J:-directed. other-directed,,33 dichotomy - never intended 

to be mutually exclusive - ma'y pel;haps be viewed more pro-

fitably as a,continuinm in todayis world. Riesman, noting the 

32 
Ibid •• p. 29. 

33-
David Ricsm,lD, The Lonely Crowd, Yale University 

Press: New Haven. 1961. 
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flight from the fal'ms, and the subsequent stream of new urban 

dwellers necessarily living in relatively close proximity to one 

, another, focuses on the wider range and more frequent incidence 

of contact with others. As a. consequence of closer living together, 

he argues, there is increased p.omogeni:l.ation of taste and added 

pressures to conform. We have then, a greater degree of 

other-directed ness • 

Those individuals who remain in small towns are seen 

as portraying more closely t~e nostalgic image of the Yankee, 

and to that extent are seen as more inner-directed. 'rhus, it is " 

worthy of note that the rural communities are traditionaJ.ly ultra .. i . ".- ~ 

conserVative in their politics, are more likely to cling to the 

Horatio Alger myth, and to' resent federal intcrlerence in loc~J 

, 
,I 

affairs. In a,witty commentary on rural Oklahomans and thei;i \ 

drinking habits, Will Rogers nO,ted: "They'll vote 'dry' l\y~hg 

as they can still red to the polling station. ,,3~ Niebuhr suggests 

that the outstandinii cleavage existing in the current American 
1 

Bcene. mil-y be thac"between the urban dwellers and the "rugged 

Nationalism" of sm(lll town America. 35 Sinclair Lewis, in 

his des.cription of Gopher Prairie, Minnesota, pr.ovides a 

34 
Will Rogers {n·"from Germany", Peter von, Zahn, £E.~" 

p. 101. 
35 

Niebuhr, ~ cit. ,p.47 • 

.... 

·. 
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lvivid insight into 
I . 

the operation of rural p~ovincialism: 

1 , 
~ ·l 
i 

Main St.reet is the climax of civilization ••• 
What Ole Jensun, the grocer sa}'s to Ezra 
Stowbody the banker is lhl! ,new law for London, 
Prague, and the unprofi'able isles of t)le ~ea; 
whatever Ezra docs IloLknow and sanclion, that 
thing is hercb6" worlblefls for knowing and wiCKed, 
to consider. 3 

14 

I With the continuing exodl.!.s ll'om the rural areas, however, it may 
.) .\ 

be expected !hat the goal-value systems of Americans win continue 

to converge, thus tending to 'produce a distinctive American type 

somewhat different from the lege:\dary Yankee. 

This doc,,; not mean of course that all the citizens of this 

nation will see these goals arid values in precisely the same lighl. 

There will inevitably be diametrically opposed factions seeking to 

operationalize the commonly accept,;:d ideals, to the greatest possible 

advantage, of their own party. In this connection, Montagu wlleash~s 

a scathing attack on the IINew Yahoofl". 37 This accolade is attached 

t£l righl-w\ng extremists, and the type is personified - according to 

Montagu - by Barry Goldwater. The "New Yahoos" arc depicted as 

flagwavingsuper patriots, incapable of critical analYSiS, given to 

spouting tired cliches, masters of rationalization, and adept at 

fitting unexamined evidence into their one-eyed view of the world. 

This species incurs additionai wrath from Montagu for its alleged 

36Sinclair Lewis, IiGopher Prairie, Mim'lesota", Tbe American 
Society, Kenneth S. Lynn (cd.>, George Braziller: New'Yoxk,1963, 

220. 

37~,shley Mo~tagu, T'heAmericp,n Way of Life, G.P. Putnam's 
Sons: Ncw~Yo·rlt. 1967., pp. 13-19~ 



habit of reciting such shibboleths as, 

"One 11at10n under God •••• justice for all ••• etc., " 

While at the .same time opposing the Civil Rights Bill and 

dlscriminatins against whomsoever it feels ought to be dis­

criminated against. 38 

It is not mandatory that we agr~e with ~ontagu's vi'ew-

point in order to speculate about the international consequences 

of Goldwater's presidential candidacy. Whether or not "President" 

Goldwater would have been the diabolical monster that many 

predicted, must remain an op·en qu·estion. However, as has b~en 

Doted above, it is often not the reality itself which is of greatest 

importance, but rather the perception of that reality by signifi-

cant others. For the case in poirit~ the significant others con-

stituted all of mankind. Ifwe can place any credence in the news 

dispatchee from around the world at the time of Goldwater's 

Domination, there is little doubt that a frightened world was 

gaping incredulously at what it believed to be a. significant about­

face for the ~upposed champion of the free world. 

What seemed to be most distressing was not so much that 

Goldwater might win the presidency: as that there were enough 

Americans who thought like him to enable him "to win the nomination. 

38 
Ibld •• pp. 13,-19. 



Whether it was true, or not, Goldwa tel" had been dubbed as an 

inhwnan Jingo who would not be averse to phmging the world into 

a suicidal nuclear holocau!!t if he believed that this was the only 

way to achieve his ends. Precisely' what e!!ects this nomination 

had. on the American image abroad arc inestimable. Suffice it 

to say that whatever they were they pro,!,idcd anti-American 

propogandistb with an invaluable arsellal for some time to come. 

The seriousness of this situation is blwught home when we 

remember that: 

The course of the great national confrontations 
rests in large measure on the properties that 
individuals sec in themselves and. in .other nationals. 39 

16 

Larrabee. noting the prevalence of seli-consciousness among 

Americans suggested that among 6ther things Americans wonder 

if they really exist. 40 In other words. is t\lere such a creature 

as an American or arc they simply a species of European? Riesman 

offers Some thought~ in this area when he observes that: 

.... What is specifically American ••• 
may be more evident iti the cxperience of 
those Americans who not oniy travel abroad, 
but try to immcrse themselves in an alien 
culture. 41 ' 

39 .' 
Martindale. "The Annals If • .£E cit •• p. 35. 

~ , C . S· Eric Larrabee. The Self- onSClOUS OClcty, 
and Compan}'. Inc.: New Y C'rk, 1,)60, p. 11. 

41 
Riesman. "The Annals", .£E cit., p. 39. 
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More interesting is Riesman's reference to the overseas 

lexperience of young college-educated Americans in the Peace 

'i Corps and similar organizations. 4Z These individuals are prone 
J . 
t to regard themselves as having rejected the crass materialism 

'"j 
Jand the 'vUlgar e'thnocentricism', in fact many of the values, and 

.- ~ , 
!much of the life.style which they idcntHyas typifying middie-c1ass 

.: ~ . 
lAmerica. To this extent they are wont to perceive themselves 

11 

":1 as "un-American". On this basis, it seems that many of the young 
l 
"' " (people who volunteer for such organizations, do so, anticipating, 
'i 
l 
~ that since they are "Wl-American", they will experience little 
1 
'f 1 difficUlty in empathizing with foreign nationals. This would be 

·1 especially the case in the m.:>st under-privileged areas, for here 

J the philanthrophist and the indigen woUld be \Ulited by virtue of 
~ 
< . -~ 
I their common humanity and neither would be corrupted by the 

J I .• ocietal forms of western affluence. The poetry of it all is short 
'1 -. J lived, however: 

'I 
J 
£ 
i 
I 
f. 

.1 
1 

Their real culture. shock came at their discovery 
of bow "American" they were in spite of them­
selves, being imbued with egalitaria"nism, activism 
(or at least r.onia.talism), candor and impatience. 43 

As Riesman is quick to add, the basic achievement orientation 

.J of these young Americans' "does not mark them as distinctively 
: ,! 

I 
j 

i 
. f 
,.- ~ 

"1 
'i: 

L' 

4Z 
Ibid •• p •. 40. 
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. ~'~IAmeriean bu~ as a member of one of tho ~ullurcs that have undcrgone 

j . ,~4 
~'1 modernizahon.. The referenCl: here, oJ: CvUl'se, is to such 

·"1 COWltries as Canada, Australia and New Zealand. It should be noted, 
] . '. 

'1 nevertheless, that there are readily discernible differences amoilg 
I I all of the above three, as well as between anyone of th(,111 and the 

;.~ United States. Thus the \t1\iverse of discourse in the United St.ttes 
>, -j , 

j, 
'i contains symbols and gestures which, even if they do exist in 

1 
~ ,) ,:f New ZeaL'mel (£01' instance) do not always convey the same message. 

'~ 

\ 
i Despite the modernity of his own land, the Australian is struck .. 

j 

i by the fr,antic pace of life in the United States; by the apparent 
I 
1 .1 reific;ation of utilitarianism and the resulting splendid order of 

I , I things. Hcperceiveshimsl."lf as being mucilless an adherent of 
" 

i pragmatic philosophy than most of the Ameri,cans he encoWlters. 
f 
! 

'"'j In short, he regards an Australian as a very different animal from 

'" an American. 
I 
,\ 

~ 
Canadians too, ~hile recognizing tbemany traits which they 

.~ 
I have, in common with Americans, are also conscious of distinguishing 

f , characteristics, Eayrs notes: 
·:f 

, 1 
'" 

f 
.f 

t 
" 

~ ~ 
, J'f 
q 
iJ 
d <"f 
",~ 

;1 
n 

'.i':~ .' " . .. ~ 

~ • ,the pL"\cidity, the reserve, the. caution that 
mark o£f Canadian from American behavior. Our 
politiCS ate more sedate. Our millionaires arc 
less conspicuous in their consumption. Our criminals 
are less violent in their crimes. Our fashions in 

44 
Ibid. 
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clothing are lcss da:ri'ng. And 50 perhaps, 
are our fashions in idc<l:s. We lack the vitality. 
of our southcrn h(iighool's. Their nair, their 
''panache'', the reckless, raucous individuality 
that has carried the Amcrican nation to such 
dizzy heights of power and responsibility, are 
all strangely mutcd herc. 45 ' 

According to the Stoics and Greeks, human parochi<:-lism 

. 'twas merely a "remedial error" capable of bcing corrccted by 

-j reason. Cicero has observed: 
t 

I 
! 
! 
1 

.1 

i 
{ 
i 

, '1 , 

• • • if bad habits and fals (: beliefs did not twis t 
the weaker minds, and turn, them into whatever 
direction th,eY arc inclincd, no one would bc so 
like his ownself as all ,lIlen would belike all 
others. 46 

19 

, I 

'l 
To date, hUmanity s,cems to have made scant progrcss in its 

! efforts to combat parochialism. Niebuhr refers to the dilemma. , , 
,'j which consists on the one hand, of the obvious unity and common 

r . 
? d humanity oLmen, and on the other, of the: fact that this supposedly 

! rational creature can recognize a ~ommon humanity only in the 

! ,f "uncommon and unique marks of a tribal 'we' group".47 This. then 

:j becomes the' root of all parochial, including "national", communites. 
! 

,·f 
f Individuals who do not posscss the appropriate identity marks, racial, 
} 
1 

:.~ 

,j 

,j 
"I 
:;f 

! 

'i'i ,.,'jI 

'.~ :;, ~J 
.>f 
$I 

45 
'Jamcs Eayrs, "from Canada", ,..£e cit., p. 279. 

46 
,Cicero, De Lcgibus, i, x, p. 29. 

47 
Reinhold Nicbuhr, Man's Naturcand His Communitics, 

Cbarlcs Scribner's Sons: Ncw York, 1965, p. 91. 
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religiouS; cultural oftcn suIier scvere sanctions, which may includu 

instances of extremc brutality. 

Modern anthropological discoveries supply evidcnce that 

the Stoics were correct in claiming that uniquely human qualities 

exist, and that Cicero was on target when he suggestcd that "the 

capacity to lcarn is invariable". 48 These tmiquely human" qualities 

were seen as providing men with the capacity to creatively mani-

pulate~their environment - a factor which scparates them from 

other animals. But all of history reveals that even the best educated 

and enlightened men expcrience extreme difficulty in being suf-

ficicntly rational to offset thc covert sources of parochial loyalties 

which detcrmine the boundaries of a communitY, and which goad the 

"we" group to inflict inhuman brutalities on fellow humans w'ho do 

not posscss the required ma.rks of idcntity. It is indced, 

••• the curious paradox lying at the hcart of 
human universalist aspirations and at the same 
time making history the tangled story of e-'ldJ.~ss 
forms of .community and communal couflicf.-~'} . 

." 

It does seem then, that man. is prepared to accept mutual responsi-

bUities for· the survival of his kind, and for its welfare, only 

within limited communities. Hence, 

48 
Cicero, 2£. cit., p. 31. 

49 
Niebuhr. Man's Nature -and His Commlmitics , £R cit •• 

pp. 93-94. 
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The Stoics were right in asscrting the COOlmon 
hwnanity of man,and wrong in ynderestimating 
the power and persistence of triualism in human 
history. 50 ' 

21 

It is evident that Stoic universlaism had a powerful impact 

early Christianity. An unfortunate consequence GoP:this was 

that a new mark of tribalism was inadvt;rtently established since 

the concept of Wiiversalisl;'l1 became incorporated into one specific 

religion. As Niebuhr remarks: 

••• Christian universalism did not s,ave the 
Jews, who remained loyal to the old faith, 
from the brutalities of Christian anti-Semitism 
with its awful pogroms against the Jewish 
heretics. 51 

Unquestionably, the cultural and moral differ~nces between groups 

and nations are real~ but it will require more time, experience, 

and enlightment to demonstrate that they are not inate. Ir. the . . 
interim we need,to be aware o{ the di!!~rences, and amenable to 

compromise. The rise of the nation-states, close-knit coml1lunities 

with a jealous ethnic and linguistic nuclei of homogencity, was 

a disqUieting reversal for the Stoic ideal of a universal humanity 

transcending all boundaries of color and ¢reed. 

Within the United States the battle to transcend racial and 

ehtnlc limits continues to be waged. 'fhe fluctU<ttlng historyo~ the, 

501bid., p. 94. 
51--
~.,~"p. 95. 
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Civil Rights controvers'y bears witness to the bitterness of the 

struggle, and points up the· reluctance of the majority sub-

community to tamper with Us requirern<!nta fOl' membership. 

Color, the indelible mark, is especially controversial. For 

the present, however, our intcres.t, is focused not so much on 

the internal strivings of minorities to gain acceptance, but on 

the way that outsiders perceive the ~haracteristi~s of nationals _ 

in this case, 'Americans. 

zz 

With reference to na tional cba racter, Bagebot believed tha t, 

• • .invi'1Cible attraction, the·neccssity which rules 
all but the strongest man to imitate what is before 
their eyes, and to be what they are expected to be, 
moulded men by that model. This, I think, the 
very process by which new ~ational characters are 
being made in our own time. 52 , , 

To observers, both foreign and indigenous, the proneness of 

Americans to conform to accep.ted standards in the manner 

described by Bagehot. is very evident. To mention buta few, 

Tocqu'eville, 53 Hague, 54 Siegfried, 55 Montagu, 56 Larrabee, 57 

5Z 

Walter Bagehot, PhYSics and Politics, introduction by 
Jacques Barzun, New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1948, pp. 38-39. 

53 
Tocqueville, ~~., Pl'. 156-169. 54 . 

John A. Hague, American Character and Culture, EV('rctt 
Edwards Press, Inc •• De Land; Florida, 1964, p. 151. 

55 
Andre Siegfried, America Comes of Age, Translated by 

'H.H. Hemming and Doris Hemming. Harcourt, Brace and Company: 
New York, 1927, pp. 54-69. 

56 . 
Montagu, ~~., pp. 34-37. 

57 .. ," . 
.... Larrabce~ 2£..£.!!., pp. 27 -44. 



Fromm, 58 Galbraith, 59 von Zahrt, 60 Riesman, 61 and Whyte,,62 

have aU dealt with this topic at different times. 

In the present discussion this conformity, and subscqucllt . 

unt£ormUy, will be looked at along the dimension of competition •. 

Numerous writers, TocquevUle, 63 Bry~e, 64 Potter, 65 Montagu, 66 

. 
• 

58 
Eric Fromm, Escape From Freedom. Avon Books: 

New York, 1967, pp. ZOS:Z3"o. 
59 

Galbraith, ~Ei!., pp. 17-26. 
60 

von Zahn, ££ c:.!!.., pp. 105-109. 
61 

Riesman, The Lonely C~. ~cit., pp. 207-213. 
62 

William H. Whyte Jr., The Orj;lanization Man. Simon 
and Schuster Inc.,: New York, 1956. 

63 
Tocquevme~ 2£ Ei!., pp. 307 -318. 

64 ' 
James Bryce, The American Commonwealth, Macmillan 

and Co., New York, 1896. VoC"'1: pp. 677-681. 
65 . 

David"M. Potter, "American Women and the American 
Character", American Cha-ractcr and Culture; John A. Hague 
(cd.), ~.£!.!., PP', 65-84. 

66 
Montagu, ;?P..Ei!., pp. 106-108. 
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;i 
tRuitenbeek,67 Galbraith, 68 Kirk, 69 Aron, 70 Gorwala, 71 
j 
';Jcastrencc, 72 Mills, 73 Goodman, 74 Holmes, 75 and Adams 76 

1 ' 
.j among many others, stressed the high incidence of competitive 
1 1 behavior permeating many aspects of American lHe. The 

I 
!American's apparent. devotion to competition is among those 
i 
lCbaracteristics which ~omes through most consistently when 

'''{observers report on the American national character. Moreover, 
-~ 

',i 

·1 the added requirement that satisfaction is attainable only in 

1 
\ victory, seems to be the accepted norm. The implication deducable 
1 

·,t 
,11---------
:'J 
I 
t 67 
1 Hendrik M. Ruitenbeek, The Individual and the Crowd, 
jThe New American Library: New York, 1964, pp. 110-118-.-
I 68 f Galbraith, 2.e..s!!., pp. 47 -83. 
l 69 
i Russell Kirk, The American Cause, Henry Regnery 

\jCompany:' Chicago, 1966, pp. 84-113 • 
. 'J 70 
I Raymond Aron, "from France". ££..s!! •• p. 63. 
, 71 .' E 

, .) A.D. Gorwala, "from India". 2.e. cit., pp. 186-188. 
i, i 7Z 

;1 Pura S. Castrence, "from the Phillipines", .2£ cit., 
1pp. 230-231. ' 

.. ~ 73 
I . 

)', C. Wight Mills, White Collar: The American Middle 
:iClasses, Galaxy Books: New York, 1956. 
1 74 1 Paul Goodman, Growing Up Absurd, Random House: 
! New York, 1960. 

':.' 75 
,'.1 Olivet W. Holmes, Jr., "The Soldier's Faith", Tb~ 
'lAmcrican SOCiety, Kenneth S. Lynn (cd.) ~~s!.!., PI" 163-166. 

- 76 
:j HcnryAdams, "American Idcals/l, !!>.!!!., pp. 167-1f.l9. 
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;'1 . 
'<'from U118 is that the means of' obtaining desired goals are often 
:t 
.:-·~ot those overtly legitimated by society. 
'.';' . 

-4 

Z5 

T 
I Since the role of competition, as it ptlrtains to the American 

"r..a.tional character, is to occupy 3' central place in our discussion, 
A 

. 'let us turn now to examine this 'role as it· has operated throughout 
.... ~ 
'. }recent American history. 

'/ .. ~ 
i 

:-1 
I 

, <,i 
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CHAP'fER II 

COMPETITlON IN AMERICAN SOCIETY 

Within a decade of the Civil W .... r, to be an 
American was to be, above all, an Ishmael, 
.anenh·ant in a brutal cOlnpetition'i.n which, . 
according to the most recent oracle, Darwin, 
only the fittest would survive. 1 

Towards the end of the nineteenth century a radical 

individualism characteri:ilcd American Protestantism. Calvinistic 
1 

Jnorality enjoined the virtues of thrift and i.ndustry attributing 
! r poverty to moral defects or laziness. To the Social Darwinists 

-,1 

lsociety was an arena in which men met tv compete. The winner's 
i ' 
l 
,Fere rewarded; the losers were punished. Only the strong deserved 

'\0 survive. The rise of Social Datwinism in th~ United States 
i 

"(coincided with the rise of great fortunes. It was indeed a time of 

l 
')"heroic inequality". Z 

, , 
' .. ~ 'j Many ethnic prejudices were spawned in the .competitive 

Isociety of the age. The ironies o,f tbe period were ~ery evident I, . , 
<r 
1:1in the P.rotestants' condemnation of the Jews for avarice that 

",!supposedly violated the traditional ma;ket-place code of 
J 
~ 

,:¢hristianity. Native America, anxious and frustrated in an era 

II ,--------
{, :1 
11 1, ' 
riReinhold Niebuhr and Alan Heimert, A Nation So Conceived, 
:,'j;Yale University Pr,ess:. New Haven, 1925, p. 43. 
:::~ Z 

i:J John K. GaJbraith, The AfIJuent Society, New York: The 
':fNew Am,erica~.I,.i"'rary, 1958, p. 5.5 • 

. ~ 



Ii' 

;:~~~~:~~~~:;~~~;~;~~·~~f.~~~~~~·~~~~~~A5~f'"~1r{~~ill~}$lt!S9??]7=r 

l 
\ 

olruthless competition, seemed intent'onexol'clsing the darker 

aspects of it own nature by intirnidating all alien stocks who had 

allegedly come to the United States in quest of woddly gain, amI 

not for the spiritual blessings of liberty. 3 

At tbe time that Social Darwinism was bending society to 

27 

, I the right', tbe Marxists were pulling hard to the left. On the right 
~ 

1 were the Social Darwinists seeing struggle as not only inevitable, 
» 

j but good. On the lc!t were the Marxists thwldering that in the end' 

.l the victims of suppression would destroy the whole edifice and 
'.,:{ 
,j 

:,1 many of its inhabitants. The basic, tenets of both ideologies still 
i 

: j seem to playa very real part in the contemporary American 
'; 

<",1 

~~cenc.There is still a strong group of rnght-wing reactionaries , 
"I , to 

:,~wbodirmly believe that the poor have only their own laziness to 
1 

dblame {or their situation. This being the case they are neither 
'1 
,] to be pitied nor aided, but simply ignored.' In contrast to these ,1 . 
:lare the militants on the left typified by the ultra-radical New 
~ ",/ , 1 Left ~nd tbe extremist Black Power advocates. The New Left 
" " 

,,:'!would appear to be even more leftlDt than Marx. Its adherents 
,r 
~ , 

,ipursue a philosophy based on irrationalism in that they arc 
A 
~ 
iconcerned only with destruction of existing institutions. They 
:~ 
i 

Jhave no program of construction to put forth. Illevitablythis 
l . 
~ 

'A !3 
"1 ,tNiebuhr, ~ cit. 

~:f 
"I <\ 

';1 
21 
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, 'Lldestruction will proceed by violent means, and the means, it scems, 

;.\!will shape the ends. Tbe black militants seek a dichotomous, iJ ' 
\'1 
:J completely polarized, black-white society. They too are pl'epared 
, ~ .. · ~ . "1 to employ violent means to this end. From the very latest fedel'al 

.~ 
{commission report on this point it seems that this black-white gnp 
" 

'~is widening with significant acceleration. 4 ! . 
r On both wings of American society t~en, there appea r to 

!be radical and fervent factions smouidering with enmity towards 
1 . 
; . 

. ttheir opposites, and indeed to all who will not adopt the "correct" 
'A . 
]' 
iviewp'oinl. Between the wings stand~ u:le majority of Americans 
1 
f ' 

... ;busily engaged in ardent competition for the goals that society 
» 

JinSists they should be striving towards. In so~ema .. nllcr that few · .~ , 
· .f 

"!will attempt to explain, the acquisition of material goals, usually 
f ,-
.~consumer goods, has become equated with happiness'. But, like 

1 

"~Ithe donlcey ahOls'ing the carrot, .the pursuit is endless for most 

1. d"d 1 · 'lln IVl ua s. 
':t 
"1 

····1 
- 1 

I 

The pursuit of happiness is admirable as a social 
goal. But the notion of happiness lacks philosophical 
exactitude; there is agreement neither on its substance 
Dor its Source. 5 ' 

.. ',m a more forthright vein and with particular reference to the 
'4 

~;k. . . . :--1 ~erlcan SCene. Montagu malntams that, 

,'j 
-3 

~. /}.i'"". -----.----

i~ 
,.,.:..i 4 

in The :,J John Gardner (Chairm:Ln). "One Ye.ar Later", 
';MinneapolisTribune. FebI'u;l.ry 28, 1969, p. 22. 
,".t 5 .' 

',·l Galbraith, .e£ ~h~, p. 270. ,.i, , .'- .. ' J:i 

).di ·-iI 
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The pursuit of happiness in America is 
perhaps the most misconceived of. human 
endeavors ••• the pursuit of. happiness is 
a fool's game ••• It denies pursuit, and all 
attempts to contain it are vain. Nor ca:n it be 
purchased. It is one of the many things that 
money cannot buy. 6 . 

But these are voices in the wilderness. ,Amel'icans 

Z9 

{continue to produce and consume at an ever-increasing rate and 

,JthiS consumption continues to be, at least implicitly, equated with i ' ' 
Jbappiness. Society do£ines which objects will be deemed as ~ost 
of, 
. .l.consumable. Society homogenizes taste. The mass media, and 
J 
i 
;particularly televisioll, are limitless aids in this process. The 

""\, 
.tadv~rtising men are ever available to tell people what they should 
!, ' 

. Jwant. Ther~ is inevitably a better item than the one an individual 
~ . 

, "!may already have. He is constantly badgered. cajoled and fawned :4 ' ' 
Jupon to continue the 'eternal pursuit. Of course the amoral reality . ·t, 
I 

(;0£ planned obsolescence, which pr.:rmeates many industries, is 
"\'" 
:~a vital tool'in maintaining the ~ystcm. Equipment and machinery 
1 ' 
,.~re purposely designed to falter after a "suf!icierit" time span 

I 
~s elapsed. This puts the consumer back in the market {or a 
i ' 
~8irililarpr~duct - a product without which it woulel be impossible 

"J 

" ",! 
~o goon! 

J 
'''I 

6 
AShley MOlltagll, The American Way or Life, G.P. Putnam's 

NeW York, 1'967, p. 27. 
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'{ While it wouldscem that il1rJividuals do compete in o1'(ter 

i,{ • 

30 

:".lto conform, it is submitted that the reve'rse is also tr\\e. Americans 
{ 

'tcon£orm in order to be permitted to continue compctillg. 'rhus" m~m 
i 
faccept the highly valued goals o( society,' and accept t11e nee,d to 
1 
lp ursutl them tn a,n atmosphere oI intense competition. But, at 
f 
"t 

<),eaIl10tlt<msibly. the rules or the game must be observed. Business-

t 
,}men arc required to join certain clubs. to concluct themselves in the 
"j 

'?reBcribed manner. to observe the accepted protocol oI the var~o\ls 
'i , 
'situatl0ns which will conlront them. To stay inUle game it: is 

. t 

'\mportant that the. boat not be rocked excessively. One must toe 
.1, . 

il, I 

)he line. Ope must conlorm in order, 'to compete. In tht~ sCllse 
(1 

: ,~it can be seen that competition. and conformity arc mutually rein­., 
.~ , 

:forcing. Both playa dramatic rple in contemporary American 

I 
:society. 
f 

:j 
,1 
' ·-l 

1 1 , 
" 

I . ,-1 

j 

t 
~ 
J 

.~ 
" 

'1'0 hell with YO\,,1' goals! ' cry the Yippi,es. 'What's 
needed is a generation oJ people who arc freaky, 
crazy, irraLipnal, sexy. angry, irreligious, childish 
and mad •••• people who re-define the normal; 
people who hr.eak With the status, - role - title -
Consumer game; people who have nothing material 
to lose but. their !lesh. ,7 

i,trhe Yippics express absolute rejection of ~he goals of soci,ety • 
.;t.,_~ , 

~hey wish to disen~ag~ themselves from the. 'rat-race'. and to 
"~ ~ . . 
• .).ibis end they actively seek identiIicatic;m as non-c,onformists. 

! 
l 

.'%1"', ----"--.,......;...-
, '-r 

1 7 J Daniel Walker, 
;.'tl 968, p. 87. 

,f:t ." 
.:.w,\ 

Rights in Con£lict, Bantaw Dook: New York, 
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L~ 
;J Their shock-tactics, their unkempt appearance, their amoral 
,] 

Jbebavior, their deliberate attempts to. hl~ap scorn. on the most 

',I hallowed institu~i(~ms of society, form part of their campaign to 

1 
! ahed the conformist image. Yet they do not always succeed. 
"1 
. {While professing a philosophy which would seem bent on returning 

.~~ -, 
;,~man to the state of the 'noble savage', the Yippies are strikingly 
. ~ . .... f 

'lAmerican in their techniques. They are competing for innuence 
t 

.lon the citizens of America. They do this by intensive sloganeering 
I 

:1,and by deliberately staging performances Cor the mass media, 
l . . 
'lespecially television. They are in that same arena which is 

oJ 
f 
'(instrumental in fashioning the goals and values of the society which 
1 , . 
Jthey detest. To struggle against that society they choose its own 

"}f 
~weapons. They a.re conforming in c)l'der to compete. 

1 
"j 

On the.political Bcene the competition is no less intense. 

~'lForeigners arc quick to note the similarity between political 
I • 
{ . 

"lmachinery and big business. Lawyers, financiers and successful 
{ 

.~businesilmen dominate the: scene •• Campaigns. develop into colossal 
~t . ' , 
';i!,atruggles between machine-backed candidates. The belie! that 

1 ' 
" ~ 

'any man can reach high political office in contemporary America 

1 
:lis a myth. A candidate needs powerful £inane.ial backing even to 
! 
Jwarranta place in the preliminaries. His candidacy'must be 

\,,1 . , 
ilaunched with a lavish, expensi.ve, advertising campaign. This 

, .. i 
:fiB true for most local as well as state and federal politics. To 

,'1- ' 
'.1 

o~."rac, <he n.c ..... y dellar supper! a pokntlal nomln.'; "'u.! 
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,] 

i,l 
.;'.1 be strategically placed in society. He must be in contact with 
:J . 
:'1 the "right" people. .InrC!tur.n for their backing it is as!lumed that 

·1 

. ·'1 the candidate. if Iluccessful. will have the. ilHeres ts of his 
>'} 
'·i 
] supporters at. heart. On the other side o! the coin, interest 
:1 

I groups need to nomina~e that individual whom they consider to 
\ . 

] have the best chance of winning for only if their man is in office 

1 
~1 can they be Secure in the knowledge that their best interests will 

.J 
} be served. Whether or not the same person would be the best 

3Z 

lman for the job most often seems to bl:! a secondary considerati.on. 
I .. ; 

JpOlitics then. becomes implicitly defined as "The art of winning 

<r "! elections". Speech writers playa major part in the production • 
. , 
tIt is important that a candidate says the thi.ngs that people want 
I ' 

'; ,to hear. 
'\ 

Thus the ludicrous situation develops in which a 
, ':l 

lcandidate wooes a rural audience with his fervor for their cause 

.f 
Jon one occassion, and expresses a contrary opinion in the 
t . • 
r 

':lmetropolis a few days later. To the outside observer the· most 
i, . 

1\ 

~Ilurprising aspect of such a situation is that it seems to be 
f 
1casually accepted by the general populace ?-spart of the game. 
s· . 
'J 

.J 
( .. \ 
J 

There is periodiC excitement at the time of the 
presidential elections, as for a sensationa.l match 
In tbesports world ••• but Once it is over the 
voter returns to business, th9 fundam(mtal reality 
of his. liCe. 7A j 

J----
7A
-------­

.1 'J Andre Siegfried. Amerlcaat Mid-Century. Harcourt, 
:JBraceand Company, New York: 1955,p. 262. . 

q 
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,"1 
l'i 

';':('.['11<: cand,idate is" participating in an exciting contest where all 
i:~ " 
'<the spoils gQ to the victor. II the means he employs nre not 
""\ , 

'<~lwa.ysbeyond reproach who can blame him, given the prize he 
I 
~is seeking? It is the old principle of self.-interest. Everyman ,:<t , 
/{01: himself. The business struggle all Over again. Certainly ! 
I 

i;there is COop(~l'ation as well as competition within the business .. '~ 

';vorld - the preponderance of corporations attests to this. But 
J 
'\yithinthc corporations there are myriads of individuals striving 

, '~ 

',.;'or a place in the sun. As one writer has so pithily stated it: 
, ",i 

33' 

'',,''To get ahead, he must Co-operate with the others - but Co-operate f 
"i'better' than they do. ,,8 
'I 

i~l 
:1 In the world of sport A~erieans comPete: with a rare 

ppassion. Football, basketball, baseball, and hOCkey dominate the 
,_'1 
:;team Sports Scene. Youngsters arc drilled religiously in the :/ 

'~undamentalsand finer points of the game by all kinds of amateur fj . 
'~nd professional coaches. Intense competition usually begins in 
i ',1 ,: of 

;::eatly grade school and the importance of winning becomes rapidly 
:j . 
',}ngrained. For coaches, especially those at the College and 
<',>1 

'~rofessionallevel, surviva.l is largely dependent on the won-lost 
S 

::6 

~record. The game's the thing! While occasionally Olle hears 
j 

. Yip-serVice paid to that hallowed adage, in practice the appendage 

J ".,.:----------:] 
I -' ~ 
:'~ William fl. Whyte, Jr. j The Organization Man, Simon & 
:fchuster, New York: 1956, p. 124. 

Jet 

il. 

8 



"but only if we win" s.hould be tacked on. Again we might point 

to the cooperation intrinsically required in team sports and 

34 

dwell on this. to refute the charge of intense, personal competition. 

Certainly there is cooperation, but for many, if not most, 

individual accomplishment is thc prime aim., The grade school 

child soon learns of the public aura that shrouds top sportsmen. 

Many socializing agents a re on hand to point oui the prestige 

such persons enjoy and thecasy aCCeSS they havc to highly valued 

ma~erial goods. Given the goals. of society it is little wonder that 

boys start at an early agc in their attempt to "cooperate better" 

than their fellow team members. High school teams are seldom 

badgered with fawning recrui'.;ers,. but high school scniors very 

often are. Similarly it is the individual who receives the accolades 

and the fat professional contracts at the college level •. Only the 

fittests,'rvive. ·Many of the lo~ers wander off to seek an 

alternative area. in which to compete for the highly valued goals. 

Some Y'ill become fans and. camp followers. The fan identifies 

with the team and through it competes against the fans of other 

teams. With the. fan, as with the coach and player, winning is 

of paramount importance. For those who still believe that the 

game's the thing in America, witness. a sports event on television. 

A morbid gloom that hangs like a pall over the arena is a certai.n 

8.ign that th~ home team is in trouble. The deafcning silence 

which greets a score bJr the visitors, the brilliance of the offense 



i::' 

)"", 35 

j't 
n:potwithstanding, bears Hving testimony to the reality. T,h~ 
'1 
:'catcalls that often greet the wnpire who awa.rds a ptmally against 
t ' 
.~ home player add to the evidence. That th~ player performed 

, :5 
,i 

~n illegal action is usually o! s.cconclary i~portance •. That the 

J 
.. 'Umpire did not define the situation in the same way as the· 

I . 

U! . .. 
~~~pectators 1S prlmary. 
; :'h 

The use of somewhat illegal means is 

':~eadily condoned in the interests o! gaining the end. No, the .game 
;::f 

.1 
; js not the thing anymore. Winning is. Fans o! all nations are 

I 
'partial to some extent. Most however will recognize and acclaim 
i 
I . 
~e outstanding play whichever side is responsible .for it. To this 

..... J 

,1 . 
,~xtent the game remains the thing. In America such behavior is 

1 
: fare. II a visiting team is applauded one may s?,!ely assume that 

':,~08C responsible are camp .followers with a strong senSe of 
'~ 

,~1rdentification and who have made the trip to help boost .their 
.,~ 

. :~:~.eam in enemy territory. They are often recognizable by their 
; J 
. .parks of identification - distinctive hats, appropriately color<;d 

4 
:"~weaters, streamers, etc. 
:} 
~;f Academic competition in schools and colleges is no less 
'1 

. ,·,*ten6e. While the story 0,1 a middle class father who berates 

.~e teacher of his third grade son for having fue audacity to give 
-. ~ . , , ,. .. .*e child something less than straight A's may not be typical, 

~ .. : t ~ 

~,ii is symptomatic.Hi~ boy was destined for Harvard and the :{ ." .' . 

. ?rachcrs should adjust their gril<ling accordingly. In high schools 

;·}te strugglc' intensifies. Students who come oui: on top wiH, go to 

~:i 
fj 



I( 

T! 
~,~ 
t~· I. 

[Ii t,t the most prestigous colleges. In turn, graduation f,-om oncof 

r4 these latter practically aaauresan individu~l of a. head stal't 
~ ".~. . 
'Ol in society'a pecking order. Those who haVe! survived to enter 

(:I colleges and Universities become vivid.ly aware of the 'curve'. 
fof 
iJ Thts is the ascription given to the common practice among 
j' ,¥ • 

q professors of grading setpercentages of students ali/lA, B, C, 
- .. 1: • 

L·t . l D,lf· It is perceived that high status companies and business 
, "4 J establishments give easier access to the highly valued material 

1 goods than do their more lowly counterparts. Further,' it is 
,,;,1 

36 

::fweU known 'that recruiters for these companies use college grades 
'j, 

<1 a8~ne of their most important criteria in selecting the students. 
,¥ . 
;~1w~~;'ate to be courted so lavishly. It is not surp,rising then :hat 

Y) frantic dog - eat - dog competItion for grades develops among 
'j. ' 
:,::t e~udents. In most courses only a H~'l~t~d percentage will receive 

lA's and B 'a, and hence the eternal sifting goes on., l.J .. 
, J 

,.'~ On the other side of the fence sit 'the professors. To the 

J ' " 
:'Ilayroan they often appear to ,be membe,rs of a hallowed elite • 

.1 . 
:lMembera of an intellectual fraternity of eccentrics who 'have 
i,~ 

~transcended tllis world. A closer ~xamination most olt,m reveals 
,~ , , 

'"R 
~ .'J! 

,:~a group of harassed and harassing individuals with very IHunan 

'iiurge~,:.~~.:~:~~~:~:.~~r~:r~~~~~~?st;~ighlY :=d goals._~f 5 

: '.ta.cad,em;;,~_ i43·\.~raT:'j"a~':·alicf"'p~e"sllrt~~~~ngi:O.lli5iigucs;-""Onc ~~' . 
f~.;~ 
(Jacquires this primarily pet medium of publications. This results 
':~ 
:'1 
:.lin the well known 'publish or perisb.' phenomenon which pervadc!s 
~ .. . . 

"a 
r 
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Wi 

;~ 
',',{the faculties of American Uni,versHi(ls. ,As a cpnsequencc most 

fJ 
:;"IdiGcipHncs arc deluged with proCessional journals that churn O\lt 

:"1reports of studies (rom all corners of the, nation. Now obviously • 

1 
'~Iuch proliferatlon cannot be considered unworthy in itself. The 

A 
; 

'fpoint, however, is that the pressure to publish often means a 
t.) 
',f8acri!ice o{ precision in the interests of limc~ Further, it 

I 
:f 
,~encourages unethical practices, manipula lion ofdata, and so on. 
I 
~lnavery real sense professors arc judged and promoted on their 
f, 
.f. 
Irate olproduction. Too. orten quality is inferred from quantity. 
i . . . 
J Even in their leisure hours Americ:allt; are busHy compeHng. 

" i 
,'frhe USe of the golf game as a business tool is quite common. The 

,:.1 ' 
~:~6inlng of appropriate clubs is v<:ry'often si.mply,a means of 
t~ 
')mpressing the right people and thus improving one's chances of 
>;?,~ 
':.:~ . -' ' . 

;:~Iucceeding in business competition. The expense account has 
. f 
. .tended to carry-over the competition of work into that of leisure. 
" '~ 

. iiiThUs salesmencompeie for customers by Wlnlng .and r.l.ining the 

'o;ktter as lavishly as their f.'.xpense accounts will perm-it. I . . '. 

;·1 Th~ spirit of intense competition' can b~ readUy seen to 
·:1 

r ';J 

;4>crmeate many aspects of American life. The outsider quickly 
;,':J 
'i··\~ecomes aware of this. Its initial effects are somewhat stunning 

f 

'~nd awesome, but if the. newcomer is tqremilin andio survive 
1 . 

:~~. . ~ 
:'fe mllSt learn to shift inio a highcrgcilr and swim alongwith the 
.:J . 
C-J 

'tide 
'~Jl • 

('J 
r 

,',':! 

•. ~ . 
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As Others See Us 

In the first hal! of the nineteenth century Tocqueville 

referred to the "hypocrisy of luxury" iil. America. 9 This was a 

reference to the tendency of handicraftsmen to attribute to their 

commodities attractive qualities which they do not in reality 

possess. While noting that such a tendency is not unique to 

democracies, he suggests th."\t 

To mimic virtue is of every age; but the hypocrisy 
of luxury belongs more particularly to the ages of 
democr~cy. 10 

:f What Tocqueville was observing seems strikingly lik,e an early 
'j ., 
~4 form of our contemporary commercial scene replete with its 

ct hordes of synthetics and steeped in a tradilion of planned 
, ~ 

To Tocqueville, Alnericans appeared to pursue J obsolescence. 

'f their welfure with a rare ardor anQ to cling tenaciously to this 
, t _:( t world's goods. At the same time. he noled that the grip on 

'..1 ' . . ....... ' ... 
. . ~ pres/:nt i'tems is soon weakened so that the individual might mClve 
,,:,~t 

~';f On to perc~tvably higher goals. Tocqueville saw a constant 

\,! .. iVO ... l competition ope,"'in, in 'he Uni'e~ ""e' •• n~.n 
::'iI iniUli~e strife between equalities of conditions and the means it 

I.! 

.:~ "'1 ________ _ 

i 
i'l 9 
'1 Alexis de Tocqueville. Democracyin America. Translated 
Ll by Honrynecve~ Ox(ord Univc.rsHy Press: New York, 1947, p. 275. 
r{~ 
~'i 10 
f) ~. ( f , ., 
;~j 
'f 
j;/Ii , '."1 .. ---~-
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L:'J 
f.-: .~9 
ij • upplieS to satisfy them. He believed lha t since ina te st11lus 

t'j 
t,]diffcrenccs do not exist in America, money is seen as the only 

:~commodity left which can raise some men above the common level. 
-': I: ' ... 

·f 
."i;; 

:.lLovc of wealth is therefore to be traced as at least an accessory 8 ' . , " ' 
"." ~ 

;:~motive behind .all that Americans do. 
'I ::'1 
U 

''Graft in all its forms, from the crudest to the most 

'fpolished, remains a settled feature of politics. ,,11 With 
I 

,.:l! 
4monotonous regularity the theme of the American's paSSion for 
'l 

,laccUlr11ulated wealth, is among the mostC(:)lnmon of those documented 
, '~ , 

:.tiby foreign observers. Thus Villegas suggests that the hero to be 
i I 

'>limitated in ther,'United States is not the scholar or the. intellectual , . , '. . 

".i 
r]but the businessman. He believes further that the great moral 

, ; 11e8Bon that. American f;thers teach their children is the need for 
~I ' 

'1 lZ 
'fllclf-sufficiencyand how to earn money wisely. 

iJ Villegas Of{~rs the interesting aside that foreign diplomats 

;,;al'c often chosen for their business ability, and as a result are 

'i 
FquBuall.r poorly t'tained i~ the arts of diplomacy and ~ake ineffective 

'# 
t'::ambassadors. When these diplomats have business interests in 
'~ , '.' 

'~lthe hostcoWltry the temptations to~vards graft and corruption 
.,p " 

.(. 

:'are significantly increased. Nevertheless this latter situation 

11 
A.D. Gorwala. ,iIrom India", As Other!! Sec Us. Fran?, 

Joseph {cd.). Prillccton University PresS: Prhiccton,New Jersey, 
959. p •. 274. 

1Z 
Daniele. Villegas, "from. Me#co", ~. J p. 294. 
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;L"f .eems to be not uncommon. 13 Villegas puts {ol'th the opinion 1'>1 
in that the American is not a hal'd~heartcd matcrialist without any n . 

40 

:~} uving'graces. He docs regard his wealth as a means, hot an end. 
: .A 

/i The problem is, however, that Americans have Leen so concel'lletl 
f"·t 

(Jwith means, and spent so much time in attaining them that they 
:1 14 
I:lhave become ends. 
i'.t-;i 

¥ 
) i 

'.,t 
J 

.J sense o{ values caUSes him to meas'ure men not hr qun,lities such 1 ./ 

According to the Cuban, Manach, the American's pragmatic 

.ias 
kindness or intelligence, but by deeds and results. To be 

. '/ndjUdgcd as a man o{ quality an individual is required to "deliver 
;i)I 15 

. Ithe goods". In the attempt to acquire such status there emerges a ' -£ 

,1 
.$ , 
f .! 

'J 
'l fA ,. .! 
, .. ~ 

Harshly competitive anti money ~ minded social 
environment that stranglcs all moral scruplcs •• 
weakens Society on its most intimate levels (i.n 
iamily,t6r exillnple), and engenders extremely 
abnormal forma of. deHnquency. 16 

RUitenbcek, commenting on this constant' competition for l , I 
, .Jstatus suggests that in this country "crisis is the norm". 17 With 

'ii/.pecific 'e'erence to the lower cI."cs he speak< of the potcnli.' .1 
'<l ". , .. _,..... ,., ... ~. 
,,:'f ' •• ~."I>. .. :o!,,:'-~-' ·.~·.t. 
, :::~ ., 
'f 
. :i Ibid., p. 295 • 

.. ~ 14-

;:1 ~., p. 305. 

'.,,~ 15 . . . ,,' .. "".' . :;1 JorlS~. ¥!1.~ch. '![rom Cuba ", Ibid., p. 329. "8'" ··· .. 16··· 

13 

{<r lhid., p.330. it 17-- . 

. fJ Hend~ik'M. ,Ruitc:nbeck, The Individual and the Cro~. 
;.~The New Ame:ncan Llbrary; New York, ) 964, p. 111. }.J . . 
,~ . 



~m 
1J . 
F-talienationo! the young. This he beHeves is developing Irom the 
l ...... '>.t: 

!;]ract that an increasingly urbanized sodely has less. and less need 
VJ 
: •. j 
.JforWlskiUedyoullg people. Fewer apprenticeship opportunities 

41 

.iare'available. It is becoming more dUIicuit to start at the bottom 

., -"-f;" 

\;40f the ladder and climb to the top. At the same time all the 

!'lfmateriallY desirable goals that it tells him are the proper objects 
r-.:;i 
·.to! bis deBire are forever flaunted bc!ore him. 18 Ruitenbeek ;.J 

largues that it is not mass society per se that is responsible for 
i 
'hhe plight of the individual, rather it is the inadequate preparation 

iA . 
ilfor his social role that this society gives the individual. Yet he 
! 
i 

,;agrees that it would be quite hazardous to attempt changes in this 
i~l . 
~ '~ 
~area. 

l 
., ............•. '.1 ..... J.: Even to suggest the possibility of large scale action 
o' to produce social change has become suspect. Con-
,", formity is a priITIc virtue. Even in revulsion against 
i'l conformity, people. tend to conform; tht'y drop the 
i .. :t pattern of Suburbia for the pattern of Bohemia •• 
. t the nlovetnent often seems to be from one set of 
~"~i external imperatives to another. 19 

:1:,\ The •• g. to cotnpete .eem. to be atth •• oot ofthc b.,"lng 

'.·r 
~.:pace of American life. Almos.t invariably foreigners find them-

1:1 
,.\selves Comme'ilt\ng on this pace. At the focal point of technological 
"t " 
::~}nvention in'this age of technology, America appears to be swarming 

:,i 
~, .? 1',.,'1:",----..,..----

L! 
t'l {" ~' 

l}~ 
d 

U .. ~ 

18 
Ibid., p. HZ. 

1<)-

~ •• p.11.5• 
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1 

IWith people: groping to keep up with the: fast ac.cc1craUng social , 
'lcbangc< IlTime is moneyl!, a slogan created for Americ<l., is 

! 

Ian appropriate expression lor one of the deepest impressions 
~ 
fan outside~ rece:ivesupon enteri.ng into th:c sodallHe of this 
i 

{nation. Thus, in commenting on the Te1uctanc~ of Americans 

~\lto partlCipate in certain forms of ca;sy r.elaxation ~UCI1 as' 
; ·f 
I,J strolling, Sare notes: 
i'-s 
" f ',j 

i 

i 
1 

I:! 
. 1 

I \ , 
'f 
:t 

1 t 
1, ,'i 

11 ] 
\ 

t,.¢':; . :1 
! 
{ 

In citiesstr'olling is hampered by frequent stops 
for red lights and by the haste of most walkers, 
and thc'rc are f.ew sce,~ic walks for pedestrians. 
Their absence in the United States is mainly 
attributable, I think, to the fact ,tbat 'whHiitg 
away time 1 is hardly compatible 'with the pulse 
of life there ••• In addition, coffe'ehouse:;s in . 
America, like any other establishment, would 
have to strive for a high turnover and could 'not 
allow customers to linger too' long. 20 , 

On the same note the first impressions of urban America 

Jseem t6'~ave been rather ovet-.r:0wering£or L1lb'is: 

! An A1l'ierican city is n~thing like any other city 
t on earth: the feverish atmosphere, th:e .machines 

.•. '~.' and machines, pushbuttons and pushbuttqns,and 

.1 ti,\~,terr1ble haste; people cve;ywhcl."e arc in a 
:,!~ perpetual hurry, they do no' walk but r=. Zl 

~<'~ Continuing with this theme and tieing it into a more general 
T r:l COmment on American society Lubis ~bserves: 

, { 
:t 
I t -------:----

11 20 

1"1 
11 
L1 
"11 
{ :, .. ¥ 
~ 

Orner Celal Saxe, "from Turkey". ~., p. 135. 
Zl 

Mochtar Lnbis, "from Indonesia.t', Ibid •• p. 197. 
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I '. ~'i Clockwork regularity and 2. hus lUng speed! 
! .'t Streamlined eiIiciency was evident everywhere: 
'! in the airport, in lhe hotel. and jn lhe. city. To 

'i be efficient, to get the maximwn results out of 
j every uhdertaking, to reduce waste of maturial, 
1 time, ene:rgy, and thought to the l~ast possible. 23 
'f 
j 
,i I The American political scene has always held a peculiar 
; 

[ t . 
lfll:8cination for outside commentators. Tocqueville became 
j , 
!interested in studY~rg America primarily to inve&tigatc the 

J' " 
.!operation of a democratj.'C system of government. It was then 

f the embryonic phase of a great experiment which fascinated the 
t 
I 
\intellectuals of other lands. Democracy in America was 
1 

. Jestablishing itself about the time that Tocqueville's France was 
,', ,t 

:tundergoing its bitter and bloody revolution. It,"was only some 

, I 
, [forty years since 1789 when Tocqueville conducted his micro­

~ 
1 "' 
tcopiC examination of a very promising alternative to monarchistic 

·!government. Writing towards the end of the nineteenth century, ·0)" . 
f ~, 

! the Englishman Bryce remarks with reference to il?-e United States: 
j 

I 
I 
'/ ,t 

They represent an experiment in the rule of the 
multitude, tried on a" l?cale unprecedently vast, 
and the results. of which everyone is concerned to 
watch. 24 

23 
Mohammad Khala£allah, "from Egypt", Ibid., p. 149. 

24 
James Bryce. The American Commonwealth. 
New York, 1896, Vol. 1, p. 1. 

Macmillan 
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t~urning to a discussion of p::>1iti.C8 per se, Brycc expressed the \,., 

I'lotion th~t political parti.es in thi~ country, even as early' as thc' 
!} , 

:lurn of this century, were far more claborately otoganized than 
," !, 

;j 

44 

(';,~ 0 '" • 

!:anywhere else m the world. He saw them as having passed almost 

h:~ 
prompletely under thc control of a profcssional class. "Politics, 

f",,:l 
rfconsidercd not as thc scicnce of government, but as thc art of 
~i ' 
::\vinning elections and sccuring office. "Z5 Warming to his subject, 

" 

lnd adding a to~ch of cynicism, Bryce suggests: • , 'I 

,I 
r 
'I 

~:' ':~ 
1.:){ 

! 
J 
I • i 
! 
I ., 

f 
, { 
~- .} 

It must also be remembered that the merits of a 
President are one thing and thosc of a candidate 
another thing ••• Now to a party it is more impor­
tant that its nominee should be a, good cancliclate 
than that he should turn out a good President ••• 
It will be a misfortUne to the, party, as well as to 
the country, if the candidate elected should prove 
a bad President. But it is a greater misfortune 
to the party that it should be beaten in the impend­
ing election, for the evil of lOSing national patronage 
will have come four years sooner. 26 

Bryce reserved some or' his sharpest insights for political 

~',~obbyists. He saw it as another instance of the American's urgc to 
]','.'i r,i' • 
!,}"ork for his own self-intcrest e'{on though this might create mis-\1 '.' " . . 
I<fortune for the major'ity of citizens who were not includcd in his 

it 
l,:rterest groiip. Lobbying was seen as a process which could easily 
L I . 
;§1iiCgenerate into a netwot;k of corruption: 

'L tf -----
iJ 
'} 

I, ·'t i 

! .'~ 

tol 
1il 

25 
Ibid •• p. 6. 
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Though lobbying is perfectly legitimate in theory, 
yet the secrecy and want of personal responsibility, 
the confusion and want of ,system in th¢ committocs, 
make it rapidly degenerate into a proc,css of intrigue, 
and falt"into the hands of the worst m,bn. It is so 
disagreeable an,d hluniliating that,all men shrink from 
it, 'unless those who al'e stimulated by direct personal 
interest: and those soon throwaway all scruples. 27 

45 

i;'J 
<tJanach has" some rather strong words for a parallel political topic: 
I: :;t 
: 1 
"::1, 

'j 
J , 1 

'1 
k.~¥ 

~, :J 
tJ 
: ,,' 
"t 
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The democracy of presidents who are almost always 
exemplary is also, on its lower l(1\'ols, the demo­
cracy of political'machincs' and state and municipal. 
bosses; of vulgar, hand-shaking politicialls: and of 
unscrupulous or fabulously enriched labor leaders. 28 

As Americans See Themselves 

"~I 
: ;'f If the evaluations of foreigners sound over-cr1t{cal at 

l't ..... they .. pear mild whenme".,ed aga,n" 'he a=ly ••• 0' 
:.ocial critics at home. Malcolm Muggcridge summarizes the 
if 
~ ,.~ 

"feelings of many when he imagines some future historian looking , t. 
'\ ' 
;':back at us, as Gibbon did on the Roman Empire: 

/:1 They can't really have believed, he'll say to ~imself, 
" j\ I'· that this noHon of progress they bandied about meant t] anything. That happiness lay along the highways, and 
I,t well-being in a rising gross national product. That ; t'~ birth control pills, ea~y divorce and aborth'>n made' 

J for happy families, and Sex a11d barbituarates f~,;r. 
\! quIet nights. There must, he'll conclude, be some 
~\ ,t other explanation: civiHzadon mnst have been posses-
, I Bed by a, de<l-th.-wish, since it so assid\lously and 
{tf 
(1 
t J 

27 
Ibid., p. 680. 

28-
, Manach. ~ cit. ,po 337. 
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ingeniously sought its own exl1nction - physically, 
by devoting so much of its wealth, knowlc:dgc 

'and skills to creating the means of destructionj 
economically, by developing a consumer economy 
'whereby more and more wunts have to be 
artificially crc:ated and stimulated 'in order to 
take up an endlessly 'expanding prOd\lction; 
morally, by abolishing the moral order al­
together and pursuing the will-o-the-wisp of 
happiness through satiety; a generation of merl 
••• knowing so much and understanding so little, 
materially so rich and spiritually so impoverished, 
wielding such overwhelming power and fcding so 
immeasurably weak. 29 , 

Hague sees the twentieth century American as a man 

;~tormented by ambiguity and frustration. "He is a man with a 
r -5 

rJ ' 30 
I,headache that won't go away." As a result of this sittlE,tion 
t .:~ 
I"l 
l',,rague believes that it is not surprising tha.t: 
r f 
i1 
'j 

;;f 
1<1 
i J_ 

if 
\i 

Some Americans have beg'un to wonder if they 
have been pursuing' the right goals ••• We 'have 
reached so many of the ge><'1lswe have pursued 
that We are a little puzzled about wher,e we 
should go next. 31 

j! 
j"'foodman co~plains of the "artliicia))Y,i,n,duced demand for 

46 

, ,f ' . , , 
l'fseless g(';'~ds, ,,32 whil~ Mills sees th~\'central problem of modc:rn 
f , !/ 

!~apitalism as being thatoI creating a market for an endless supply 

U 
!'i"i-----
q 29 
if Malcolm Muggeridge, "Mall Wallows in Surfeit of Ea.-thly 
Itchievement". Minneapolis Tribune, February 9, 1969, p. ZC. 

i'l' 30 r ' . 
'I'" Hague. ~~., p. 161. 

I
t
'13\bid. 

d 32, 
1') Paul Goodman, Growing up Abs1,lrd. Random House; 
~ow York j 1960, p. 30. 
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'i 33 [:Jof objects. Mills saw competition in.business as fierce and 
$:'.·'f 

;.,al· ... !unYiel~ing. For him American Commerce was akin to the 

;. arenas of andcntRome, a constant battle .of wits and might 

',j 
,~against hupgry and unscrupulous foes. Further, he saw the 
,.\ 
1] 
!]strUggle as unending, as a contest that could never be r.esolved, 

LJ{or no sooner has man scaled his immediate cliUs than he covets 
j::j . 

Vleven greater riches. His appetite is insatiable. 34 
l,j 
\/1 For such writers the American is seen as caught in a rut 
: .~ . 

47 

hlolcompetition. In a kind of unique conformity. A conformity of 
J :k 
, :lautomated action. It is againstsucha condition that contemporary 

,Jexistentialists rail. They beseech man tostrugple againsr'con-
t I ~ 

;;,!formity• To wriggle out of the rut and to continue wriggling once 

/~ 
.!clear. But when we consider that the rut itself is one of constant ('J 

r:tstrUggle'the situation becomes paradoxical. Thus Fishwick remarks: 
H . 
( J 
11 
:~ 

If 
d 
l'f 
i 
f 

H 
~ I' 
1:1 

No matter what existentialism's cultural origins 
or terminology, its diagnosis has striking relevance 
in contemporary America ••• We accord ultimate 
meaning to the useful, but refuse to ask: useful 
for 'what l ? Increasingly we find o'urselves being 
transformed into things- cogs in the universal 
system of organized, production and consumption. 
We are lonely in crowds, trapped in organizations, 
~ntranced by status symbols, stripped of privacy 
in a naked society. 35 

[1;' ____ _ 

it 
II 33 
If' c. Wright Mills, Whit_: Collar: The Amc,rican Middle 
[(lasses. Galaxy Books: New YCi':ck, 1956, p. 38. 
, t 34 

~
t 35~" p. _66. , 

I Marshall W. Fishwick, "Diagnosing the Amcrical1 Dream". 
! AmcrieanCbaracterandCu!turc, JohnA. Hague (cd.). Evert'lt 
, Edwards Prcss, Inc., Dc Land, Floriua, 1964, p. b., 
L, / 



According to Fishwick the basic struggle in American 
.' . 

society is one of survival. N'ot-allwriters perceive the constant 

conflict as W1desirable however. Thus Kirk writes of the "deC!p­

silated and human longing for competition, ,,36 and "competition 

is the means t~rougb, which most improvement in society is 

accomplished. ,,37 

Again, 

Competition puts a premium on industry, 
thrift, honesty, and ingeniousness, for the 
slothful, the spendthrift, the known cheats, 
and the stupid full behind in the economic 
contest of free ,enJerprise. ,,33 . 

Kirk's cliches and assertions sOW1d familiar. They 

are the same ones as have been expressed by conservative r'ight 

wing anti-totalitarianists for dec~des. At times, be Seems to 

be whistling a tUlle suspiciously li.k~ that of the Social Darwinists. 

48 

He relents a trifle though and somewhat magnanimously proclaims 

that: 

Even the losers in the human competitive race 
profit from theexisience of compeiition, because 
the abilities and the goods prod uced by the able in 
the competitive struggle benefit everyone in society. 39 

36 
RusseJlll Kirk; The American Cause. Henry Regnery 

Company: Chicago, 1966, p. 87. 
. 37 ' 

Ibid. ,p. 92. 
38-
'Ibid. ' 
39-' 
~. 
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49 

To those s'uch as Kil'k who perceive the abstraction 

'competition' as a iWldamcnlal 'good', it is difficult to sec its 

ings. The philosophical question' as to whether competition 

r se is good or evil is hardly relevant here. What 1S important 

r.~'int1ItV·iNltal and on society. Many social ~nalysts have expressed 

deep concern about possible deleterious results for both man 

his society. It is in thifl context that we need to examine Our 

enterprise system. Kirk's optimistic and somewhat naive 

.'JI~""",,', ... tion is inadequate to cope even with the victors in the 

As for the losers, perhaps the feelings of many of them 

best be summarized in the words of Malcohn X. 

I truly believe that if ever a. state social agency 
destroyed a family, it destroyed ours. We wanted 
and tried to stay together ••• But the Welfare, the 
Courts, and their doc;tor, gave us the one _ two _ 
three pWlch ••• I knew I wouldn't be back tos e o"p;y 
mother again because it'could make me a very vicious 
and dangerous person ••• knowing that my mother 
in there was a statistic that didn't have to be, that 
existed because of a society's' failure, hYPo,crisy,' 
greed, and lack ofmerc}, and compassion. Hence 
I have no mercy or compassion iJ:. me for a society 
that will crush people, and then penalize thc;:m for 
not being able to stand up tuldeJ: the weight. 40 . 

definition of the situation appears to va ry according to one's 

~D,<'Clet<Ll perspective. 

40: 

Malcolm X, The Aul'obiogl'aphy of Malcolm X. GroVe 
Inc •. : New Yor~4, p. 22. . 

I 
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\ 'l r.f Returning to the quest for goals, Riesman points out that 

1 ~ many of the desires that drove men to the point of distraction in 

r'~ lj past years are now satisfied relatively easily: 
II 

H 
I i 
'I 
1':'1 
i>i ' 

But the craving remains. It is a craving for the 
satisfactions others s'cern to have, an 'objectles s 
craving'. The. conswner todny has most of his 
potential individuality trained out of him by his 
membership in the consumers' lUlion. 41 

t.,J 
n~j Ricsman beHeves that the professional man in contemporary 

50 

;., America feels surrounded by a swarrr! of com);1ctitors turnl,d out 

~J \}'l by a vasUy expanded education system, This latter is a consequence 

t· lq 01 a society whos e capital sy s tern is in such a good shape that it' can 

lla££ord to devote a large share of the. national in,<ome ,to the service 
L~l .' 
r.:J t.rades and professions,People,. thercIore, beco,me the central 

,:;.lproblem of industry •. As a result of this a body of individuals whose 
r.1 " . 
t.s,f job it is to manipulate people emerges. These individuals, equipped 

Ufwith the 'inevitable expense account, are busy bridging the gap 
~. . . 

r]betwccn work and leisure. As Riesman Pllts it, the expellse accowll 

f'1.'giVcs· the glad hand its gdp lr. 42 It w~s.created as a,weapoll that 

ljo<>uld "'iko [etha[ blow, at would-be ~U'iOO" compo"'o". In . 

!:Ia short time, as the environment would insist, the expense account 11 ., . 
i~~ , . 

<b'1 tl---"-4-1 ---
1·\ David Riesman The Loncly Crowd. yale UnivC1·sity Press: 
j:''j.". '-trew Ha~~ni 196 J. p. 128. 

hl .~. :J) . 
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l ~f 
If became the norm for all those intent 011 manipulating thQeconumic 

1.1 
t~ appetites of others. It is no longer an o!icllsiv.c force. Customers 

t:Jexpect iti take it for granted. II a manip~atl,)r does n()t possess 
f'-'f 

~lit his chances of success arc considerably limited. Again it 

k~ 
flbecomes. a. question of conforming in order to compete. ~iesman 

t1 
F~ leell this amalgamation of work and leisure as being yet another 

tt~contributfng factor tn lhe ambiguity and search for meaning that' 
1'[ 
~Jhe claims is evident in many Americans. 43 

"1 
H~ On the same note Whyte r't inarks that the man oJ the future 
r' 

. \:;:hs not the individual but the m~n who works through others and 
k';1; • 
\.IJ 
Ldfor (ltbers. Riesman talked about "Antagonist1,~ cooperators". 44 

!J . ~ Eland the expression .fits the sentiments professed by a llumber of 

t'l • 
)"lcommentators. ThusWbytesuggests: "To get ahead. of courSe. 
;'1 
1,J.one must compete - but not too much, and certainly not too 
(:11 
'fJ 
;Ytobviously. ,,45 
"~ 
\! r,t ' Man is pushed by forces beyond his cont~()l into movements 

lahe do:s not understand. and in Larrabee's wo,r:c1s, "makes excellent 

Mma.terial for sy~thetic moulding by mass media ~d is especially 
" f>~ 
.~ 46 
ttulnerable to the onslaugp,t of manufactured loyalties. " According 

t~,:L~;.- <' , ., 

lJ 
H :Zi 

··f,l 
i.:" 

43 

tJ Ibid. t] 45 Why~e. 2E:~" p. 122. 
i,46 .. 
t:lG'l:rtCLarrabcc. The Self-Conscious Societl' Doubleday 
r~nd Company, Inc., New York, 1960, p. 18. 
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1':Jo Ricslllan the contemporary American is in the shadow of the 
'.1 . 
l)lirm. The institution is perceived as harnessing the wills of many 
"'1 .' 

f~eoPIC who arc competing for places. To o,utdistance these 
'j .'t: 

;·JomPdtitors. and to' attempt to shine alone, is a dangerous pursuit. 

!>thUS, while the individual urgently aspires to certain goals that arc 
It 
r:~ithin his grasp he is often prevented from reaching out and d.r.awing 

Ii 
!.tbemin. At least; overtly he must comply with the rules of the game. 
IJ . 

. t"t. . . 
,This again breeds a sense of i'rustration and meaninglessness. It 
;I 
iis allegedly to escC'~pe this dilemma that a number of businessmen 
, ".~ 

·L:·~t 
;oietrcat to small towns. '!What they had hoped i'or was to achieve 
'N . , 
;"a\professional monopoly in.a place where competition was not too 

t.tat, - to be a big fish in a little pond. ;,47 ' 
hd 
j:j . fA ,These writers suggest however, that quitE" often many of 

tot ' 
l'lesei'O~ have come to the countryside imbued with a romantic 

lyage of rural life ... Apparently .~any arc soon disenchanted as, 

ti~. evidenced by the high rate of turnover among them. The deSire 

1:1 n be removed from stiff competition is evidently not, completely 

licaHzed. While there may be fewer economic competitors, the q' . 
J'~:'{ 

.ir~dividual is sever'ely restricted in his social contacts and activities. IJ . 
.. tT.,. nyappear to miSS. the potential anonymlty of the city where a 

~n may 'eseape l temporarily if he so desires. 

(I 
i'\1 

,.) i 47 
/:'1 Arthur :r. Vidich and Joseph Bensman, "Small Town in 
}.!fSG Societyltj Analyses of C:>nlcmpol'ary Soci(·ty, Bernard Rosen­
?.elg (ed.) Thomas Y. C.rowcll Company, New .Yol'.k~ 1968, p. 212 •. , .. r'l 
·,:1 
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The small-town residents assumes the role of the 
warm, fricndiy, .sociable, helpful good neighbor' 
and friend. However, the forms of social competition 
and the struggle for indivi.dual success cause each 
man to examine his neighbors's pocketbook ••• the 
individual has the psychological problem of l'csolving 
the self-image of himself as arelativc1y successful 
member of the community in its various forms of 
social and cconomlc competiticm. 48 

[, .. 1 I VI ., The artificiality of many of the occupa tions in whir;: h 

t'of AJ~ricans are engaged invokes 'the wrath of a'oodman. 
II \' 
Ll ,) Consider the men and women in TV advertise-Fl Ii ments, demonstrating the product and. singing 
'f the jingle. They are clowns and mannequins, 
'f in grimace, speech and action. And again. what 
:1 1 want to call attention to in this advertising is •• 

'<\ the human problem that thesc are human beings hI: working as clowns; that the'writers and designers 

II of it are human beings thinking like idiots ••• 1 Alternately, they are liars, con!iden~e men, 49 
F'l smooth talkers, obsiquious, insolent. etc., etc. . 
, ·:f 
k,f ' 

53 

t'cf Goodman argues that this hypocrisy is the distinctive feature of 

'·'.I.· •. ~.,.:.' .•. li.: ... cont.e. m.po." rary A. merica, and 'C::PI. ain. s Of. the '.'artificiallY. in~uced . 

J:, demands for useless goods." Lynn reminds us that this tendency 
\.: 
[" . has bcen a characteristic of quitc long'standing with Americans. ,: . 

I" r 
II 

When Franklin donned his Jur cap. or indicated ~o 
his son ••• that hcmightingratiatc himself with 
jmportant individuals by 'imitating' Jcsus and 
Socrates, he. was sctting a dangcrous example. 

1,:1 
11-------
tJ 
i ' 

t1 
It 
~~j 
I;i 
1,J 
k,·t, , 

48 
Ibid •• p. 196. 

49-
Goodman,. ~dt •• 

50 
pp. 25-26. 
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For the policy of deceivil~g others could easily 
end ••• in self -deception - and this ultimate 
fraudulency has in fact, been the last laugh 
in many an American liIe. 51 

American writers have also been severely critical of 

their countrymen's tendency to place their personal seU-int-zrest 

ahead of the well-being of the majority of. citizens. This is well 

illustrated i.n the system of lobbying existent at al1lcvc1s of 

gove7nment. Particularly effective are the lobbyists in Washington 

who act on behi!.lf of the corporations which are controlled by the 

American business aristocracy. At times these interest groups 

are able to marshall sufficient power to force through issues 

which might have disastrous effects on the public at large. Domhoff 

alludes to the frightening drug industry hearings of the early 

1960 's. 

5uf~ice it to say here that through its ~riends in 
the Congress, on the White House staff ••• 
The drug industry completely eliminated the 
drug bill's price-:cutting provisions, which would 
haVe reduced its unbelievable profit rates. Only 
the sad but" timely scandal over thalidomide saved 
the bill's safety pxoovisions, previously attacked 
as bureaucratic and unneccssary by the industry. 
Such examples could be multiplied endlessly. 52 

At the state level, Zeigler comments: 

51 
:Kenneth S. Lynn~ Thc American Socicty, George Braziller: 

New Y.ork,'1963. p. 8. 

"52 . '.-',' G. William bomoon, Who Rules America, Prentice-Hall, 
In~., Englc\vood Cliffs, New Jersey: 1967, p. 113. 
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No matter what kindo! economy enjoyed by 
the state,. businesses dominate the numerical 
structure of lobbying. 53 

55 

The extcnt or corruption involved in lobbying is imp-pssible rr j ! 

I I to measu:re. That it does indeed exist in som.;;! substance is evident 

' ..... j .. from Simon's remarks made 'with reference to the Illinois state 
L ' . 
L;., legislature of the 1950'[>. Simon, a Rep~\blican lawmaker and a 

tt~t former law school dean, estimated thai one-third of his felloVJ 

1""'1 ta I • 1 • U 54 G d " th I L'fs te eg1s atures accepteo. payo~Ls. . 00 man 15 ano er W 10 

L.! 
i·f rails against the power of the lobby. Commenting again on the 
bI . 
flartificiality of many American occupations he cites the case of. a 

! '1 young man aspiring to be an auto mechanic. 
t . r So our young man takes this first - rate "job. But 
! 'f what when he thert learns that the cars have a built-
1"1' in obsr.·r~scence, that the manufacturers do not 
f1.: want them to be repaired or repairable? They 

have lQbbieda law that requires them to, pro\'ide 
'I spare parts for only five years (it used to be ten). 55 

... ~ . i. I _ 

LlA Subject of parallel interest is that of the impact of money on 

f;'~P01itical nomi.nations. 

Fi "f Direct primaries make getting a nomination, almost 
;1 as expensive as. winning an election; and there' is 

/1 little dOullJ}hat even an aspirant. fornominat:on by 

,pJ __ ~_ 
fJ 53 ' ..... 
d Harmon Zeigler. "lnter.~·st Groups in tJ1e States". Politics 
Y"" tJln the American Slates, Herbert Jacob and Kenneth Vin~s (eel.), 
!wyLittle Brown tt Co.: BostOIl, 1965, p. 133. 

• Sf \ 
! . Paul Simon, "The Illinois State Legislature", Harper's 
IMagazinc, Scptc~ber, 1964,p. 74. . 
{1 55 .. , ." 

Goodman, .~ cit., p. 19. 
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a. convention wi.ll l'cccive substantial support 
if he has convinced the party'f.' leaders that he 
and/or rAts backers arc able and willing to 
contribute 'heavily to the party's war chest. 56 

Businesses origi.nated. at least ostensibly. to serve the 

56 

Ll' 

t~ public while providing a livelihood for the individuals operating 

:~~ them. In contemporary America the qu.estion arises as to 

d whether business concerns exist for the benefit of society or 

11 whether society exists merely to provide a backdrop lor busincss 
1::1' 
~ I t>!,~rations. It is interesting to note for example the kinds of 

P "."n, givcn for the rcccnt interc", or ,omc prom!nc~t corpor­

'.:1.: ations in civil unrest: "There is determination:in ~he business 

. "". community, a determination based paTtly on the new-lound 

4 knowledge that social chaos is bad lor business. ,,57 In the same 

!~4 light some so~ial ~cientists express misgivings' about the modern 

1 
•. ·.'J.· ,emphasis on automation as it ef£er.ts the personal life of citizens. ,. t . . 

!t····.:1 Computerization of credit..inlormation. gives ea~y' access to what. 
:} , , 

{Iwas once considel'ed very confidential data. Today a system of 

k1.credit ratings can blacken a person's character in a vcr)' real 

f'lsens~. Overcoming a past mistake is a much more arduous 

\ JtaSk. One has the iIlfPres'sion 01 a great un1<nown, th;eatening, 

j'f 
j;'----

il· 56 1· 
i.,.,... . Austin Ranne.y , "Parties in State Politics", in Jacob J:tnd Yin;;, ~.~it .•. , p. 80 • 

. [:J JO~Rig~rt, "History T\lrl1s 011 the Great Walls of the r:\Ccnhal Cities"; Minneapolis Tribune, February 16, 1969. p. 3c. 

I .... i 
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F't 
r~~ 
({~ world beyond the computer. A.feeling tha.t "Big Daddy" is always 

jtf~.:i w~tebin~. Credit bureaus themselves have bucomc big business. 

/1 They provide creditors with data 01) an individual's 
\;,working. purchasing and paying habits ••• By 1973 
)-I, credit infoxmation on a shopper from Rochester, 
\'i N. Y., will be instanttg available to a storekeeper in 
11 Redlands, Calif ••• 5 

I'] ~. it Apparently. the big problem with credit bureaus is their 

Ella'k 0' h=an'ty. Thoro h .. boon no way to 'n,lot that crodit 

Lhureausand the people who operate them behave sympathetically c"1 

m towards their victim. A recent comment in Time Magazine. is 

. ,Ffinstructive: "The result is a file that can contain hearsay as well 

[,1 . . , trIas fact, and an account of a man's life that can be misleading, 

L~. d b d ,.59 rJmaccurate - an incredi ly amaging. 
r'~!t 
I" 

The role of competition in American life has beer, a basic fJ 
t~lone. To many Americans free competition has, become the primary 
P\j 

Umark of democracy. It has been set .against the system of cooperation 
11 , 

!' .... ;.f.limplied in totalitarisnism. It ,~s led to the emergence of a strong 

f'fceHng of suspicioll against most forms of socialism. To pin the 
il. . . 
k;tab 'Socialistic'on movements which are contrary to their interests 
8· [tas been a very effective ploy used by the ~adical right. The 

t:.rcCarthyism of the fifties pro\ides fitting testimony to that. It 
l"~ 
tJD submitted that this reHicatbn of competition is in itself a 

fr s• 
j,'fTime Magazine, December 20, 1968, p. 79. 
I~ 59' 
;~.'. ·.·i . _Ibid. f"{ 
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:r!f p,lm. ",cto, In the ill, ."valontln Amo",o.n Socioty tod.y. 

t:f Montagu has gone so far as to proclaim that inasmuch as the 

N comp'tiliv. "'m. o! "!".nco ml'pl.co; tho omph.,,, upon 

II oneseH rather than on othel· men it is antithetical to being 
if 
lq involved in the welfare a! others. 60 Furthermore, argues 

tl Montagu, th, g'oat In,I't .. ". by boain'''m.n on tho point th.t 

f;;1 America Owes its greatness to the spirit of comcptition, can be 

tJ hotly debated. On the contrary, he suggests that whatever great-

58 

'q 
!i ness America has achieved has been secured in spite of competition 

Ii i .. ': .• , .. ' .. : .... l ..•. not because of it. 61 While Montagu's assertions may have ridden 

f't the pendulum too far to the left they too pro,,:ide-food for thought. 

f>,' .• , •. l·,: In the subsequent discussion an attempt will be m'Lde to 

{' demonstrate how.he intensity of competition in America has been t4 
l~ I,~ a prime factor in in!;tigating the recent violence and chaos thai 

ri has rocked the int-::rnal foundations of this nation. 

I't 
tJ 

;1 
j" 

tJ 

H 
H 
r~ 
l;',l---,---------
tl60 
t ·l 

U 
~:J n 
r~ 

~ .. ! 

Montagu, 
61 
~. 

~ cit., p. 38. 
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. CHAPTER III 

VIOLENCE IN AMERICA 

, I 
f 1 We arc known for our violence, we Am(!ricans. The 

1".".'1 c
f 

reathive
t 

violrcnce Withb \~Itlich W1~hhU.Ul dOlw~ tlhegood'tl 
1, or w a we .ancy as c. 'cr. c crue \\10 ence W1 1 

1:1 wMch w'e have treated red men, and black. The 

l
!.,: ..... · .•.. ~'i; intoxicating violence of our music and art. The 

1 absu:i-d violence of our comics and cartoons. 

I The organized violence of our athletics and cor-

.
'.J porat~ ga;!ncs ••• And now we have come violently 
f to disagree about the naLure of our violence in 

!} Vietnam or Dallas or Watts or Hiroshima ••• iA tJ Our young deplore the violence of the olel and arc 
it tempted to use violence against (hem. The old 

l
l.'.'.'~.'.' deplore the ferocity o,f the young and are tempted 
,'r to use violence to suppress them. Thus W'" came, 
iii already maimed, to 1968 ••• The commission 
IJ on Civil Disorders spoke, nay cried, about the 
I"" bitter heritage of OU1' racism. Martin Luthe r Ki.ng 
[;· .. · .•• t £ell slain, and the rotten cores of a hundred cities 
t.",.f.fi burned. Robe:t"t Kennedy fell slain, arid even his 
t safe suburban enemies wept. 1 

11 . 
f f.. ?rime a~d violence is challeng,ed only by the war in Vietnam as 

!f. ' Il a topic of vital interest to Americans of the. Sixties. In the citiefl 

":;,·1 the. threat of violence tends to isolate individuals from the general 

<I populace. Social interaction becomes restdcted to the .immediate 

,>! 

I
; .•... '.~ family and. a close circle of irien.ds. The fear of Vietnam seems 

l t~ develop into a general fear of strangers. According to the 

IJ .' J{ . 
!J . 1 Max Frankel, Introdudlion to the Walker Report, ~ 
1:1 In Connict, Bantam Books, New York: 1968,p. v. fJ .. 
r" 
!/l 
};~ 
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f~~~ "1 2 L, President's Commission on law tlnforcement, this fear of 1.,J 
F~f 8trangers has greatly impovtlrished the lives of mnny Americans, 

f,l especially those who live in high crime neighborhoods in large 
[', ~ 

FJ cities. rl 
11: 
l't 
1"1 
l~ 

U n 
I § 
(I 

People stay behind the locked doors of their homes 
rather than risk walking in thc streets at night. 
Poor pcople spend money on taxis because th.,y . 
arc afraid to walk or use public transportation. 
Sociable' people arc afraid to talk to those they do 
not know. 3 

60 

'! I ,J As the level of sociability and mutUc."li trust. is reduced, streets and 
L1 . Ft public. placcs often do become more dangerous. Ina type of sel!-

r~'1 fuUilling prophecy, . thcre will be fewer people abroad and those 

t,!WhO arc abroad will manifest a fear o~ and a lack of concern fpr, 

!·,·.,\.l each other. The many reported incidents of bystanders indifferent 
'J: 
f'-f to cries for help are the logical consequence of a reduced socia-

'!J . 
. ~Jbility, mutual distrust and withdrawaL. Perhaps the most dangf7rous 

f,fupect .of a fear of strangers is 'that it sheds doubt on. the stability 

Vi" the ~O'al and. 'o'ial order ~f .ode<y. When rc,pe." f~r 'hi' 

J:1;order 1S undermmcd the securlty that comes from hvtng 1n an 

tjordedY and trustworthy society is considerably' reduced. "The 
I'i. . 
r~costs of the fear of .crime to. the social order may \lltimately be 
It 
!'jcven greatcr than its psychological C'osts to individuals. ,,4 
fJ ,f , 
rJ~, ____ _ 
IJ .J 2 . , 
FI NiCholaS' Katzenbach, The Chal1(onge of Crime in. a l'h':e 

·IJSoci!:.!y, AReport by the President's Commission On Law EnIorce_ 
kment ahd ,t\dministration of Justice, Avon Books, New York: 1908, 
f.:, p. 166.. ' 
I. . 3 

Ibid •• p. 166. 
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Commenting on the same pheno~enoll Time Magazine observes: 

"As residents and businessmen Beek ways ~o protect their pro-

pertyand their lives, the soaring crime rate is matched only 

h .. f ...5 by te rlsmg curve 0 paranoIa. 

The crimes that concern Americans the most (lre those 

that a£fect their personal safety. The most frequent and serious 

of these crimes of violence against the person arc willful 

homicide. forcible rape. aggravated assault. and robbery. The 

FBI also collects 'offenses known' statistics for three property 

crimes: burglary, larceny of $50 and over, and motor vehicle 

theCt, These seven crimes arc grouped togethe'r in the "Uniform 

Crime Reports" (UeR) to form an Index of serious crimes. Including 

robbery, the crimes of violence make up approximately 13 percent 

of the Index. America has long felt itself to be crime-ridden. 

Virtually every generation since the founding of the Nation has 

believed that it was threatened by the spectre of rising crime and 

violence. 

A .hundred years ago contemporary accounts of San 
Francisco told or extensive a.reas where 'no decent 
man' was in sarety to walk the street after dark: 
while at all. hours, b()th night and day, his property 
was jeopardized by incendiarism and burglary. •• . 
The looting and m.keover of New York for three days" 
by mobs in the 1863 draft riots rivaled the violence 

5 
Time Magll?i.ne. March 7, 1969, p. 7.6. 
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.of Watts, while racial elis turbances in A tlanla 
in 1907, in Chicago, Washington, and East St. 
Louis in 1919, Detroit in 1913 at\d New York in 
1900, 1935, and 1943 marred big:, c·ity life in the 
£irst hali of the 20th century. Llinchings took the:! 
lives of morc than 4,500 pel'SOIlE throughout the 
country between 1882 and 1930. 6 

tA 
t .•.•. l. In spite of this tradition the overall rate of violent crimes now 

f' Btllnds at its highest point, well above what it has been throughout 

ri most of the period. 
j,i 
l':j inc:luded in the Index, the rate has jumped from about 105 pel' t, 
r 100, 000 population in the: rate ~930's to approximately 185 pel' 

Thus for the four crimes against the person 

62 . 

f';: 100,000 population in 1965,7 (Reliable record' ~re not available 

~,} for the years prior to 1933.) For t?e three I~dex crimcs against 

~~ proporty the comparative figUre' are 480 per 100,000 ", the ! .. a­

t) 1930's and 1,250 per 100,000 in 1965. The FBI reports a 16 

-- rl pc"ent inere"e in crime; o[ violence for 1967 over 1966 including 

g .n increa'e of 11 p"c~nt)n murdor, In New York CUy arre,', 

J .. f~r m~rder in the first Fix ~onths of 1968 were 40.2 percent 

,Ii hlgher than in the same months of 1967. For the whole of 1968 

~ enm., of violence were up 19 percent fr= the 1967figuree, 

('1 Robbery led the way with an increase of 29 percent. Murder 
.~ 
:I ~r\d ir 1:':.il)h! rape were each up 14 percent. 

r't 
f"J!_--'-'--'0. 
j 
Lf 6 
It KAt7~nba:ch, ~ cit., p. 101. 

tl 7ib;d., pp. 102-103. 
fj 

.1 .... ,: 
5_ 



Robbery is the principal source o!violence from strangers. 

For UCR purposes"robbery is the taking of property from a person 

~y use or threat of force with or without a weapoll. Nationally, 

about one-hal! of all robberies are street robberies, and slightly 

,mo're than one-hal! involve weapons. It is estimated that some 

'\} injury is inflicted in about 25 percent of all robberies. 8 
-1 

"J 
1 Lax Gun Laws 

;] 
.j.1 . .The American rate of homicide by gunfire is 3.5 murders 

r;1 ~er 100, 000 population. Sixty percent of all murders in this nation 

"., are by firea.rms. Given this situation it is difficult to understand r why there has not been a concerted effort to legislate stronger 

gun laws. In countries where strong gun laws exist the homicide 

'I rate is well below that in this country. Thus the rate is .04 per 

lO~,' 000 in Japan, .05 in Britai~ •• 52 in canada~ England. Japan 

.11 and WeBt GermaT.1Y are next to the United States, inc most heavily 

f;i ;,"u"r,al'zod oo='ri" in 'he world. Together they b"ve' . 

. ~t population of 214 million. Among these 214 million there arc 

J .~35 gun murders a year. Among the 200 million people of the 

I United Sta:t.!S thel'e arc 6,500 gun murders a year - about 

ill forty-eight times as many. Th!l.t the majority of Americans 

l'J 
r~ 

~ 
.. 

,: 

:".J: 

8 
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favor s trlcte r gun control Was shown in the. Gallup Foll of 1966 

(67 percent) and in the Harris Poll of Apl'il, 1968 (71 percent). 

The major obstacle to strict control is the National Rifle. Association. 

This organization has garnished powe.l"iul support in Washington 

and built a lobby which has managed to prevent a piece of 

legislation which a Significant majority of citizens believe to be 

essential. The NRA has succeeded in having its sel£ish interests 

prevail in spite of the recent shooting catastrophies which have 

beset Americans. All this in a government which is allegedly 

, I of the peoplc, by the people, for the people! I The NRA suggests 

that if a person wants to commit a rnurder and docs hot have a' 

'gun, he will find some other wa!, to do it. As Schlesinger bas, 

noted, 

This proposition is at best dubious, and it dqes not 
. apply at all to the murder of politi'calleadel's. No 
one has ever tried to assassinate a Floesident with 
abow and arrow. 'Every assassination and attempted 
assassination has been by gun. 9 , 

ThE; most emotionalargument presented by the NRA is 

, that licenSing and registration provisions for handguns, rifles 

and shotguns would disarm the public and thus render it easy 

prey,for violent criminals, oran invading or subversive enemy. 

As the recent President's Commission on Law Eniorcement points out, 

9 A ", h S' (' ',", Arthur Schlc,singer Jr., Violence: menca m t (l ES~t 
.... signetDooks, New York: 1968, p., 47. 
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All propos~]s for regulation would permit house­
holders and shopkcep~rs to continuc to posseRs' 
firearms. Licensing and registration for the 
legitimate firearms owner would merely add a 
amallineasure of inconvenience to the presently 
largely unregulated mnUordtor and over the 
counter sales of firearms. 10 

Those Suppol'ting stricter control of firearms agl'ee that many 
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potential criminal offenders will ouldin firearms evell with additional 

laws. But they point to the finding of the Senatc Subcornmiltee 

on Juvcnile Delinquency, which found that criminals, for the 

most part, purchase their firearms through the mails or in 

• 11 
retall stores, rather than stealing them. Tho. argument that 

an armed populace is a necessary precaution against an invading 

enemy seems hardly worth pondering in this nuclear age. The 

sight of. the NRA and the approximately thirty million gun owers 

in Atnerica, r~pelling a nuclear attack with' ri~es 'and shotguns' 

• would indeed be something to behold. 

Cr'ime in All States 

Many Americans delude thcmselves that crime is the vice 

oC a small minority of citizens • This vicw is inaCCurate. The 

Pre.sldent's Commission estimates that about 40 percent of all 

lCf 
~atzenbach. 2E.. cit •• p. 547 -548. 

11 
~., p. 38. 



male children now living in the United States will be arrested for 

:a Qon-traf£ic offense during their Uves. ~n independent survey 

of 1.700 persons found that 91 percent of the sample admitted 

they had committed acts for which they might have received 

, .. '1' lZ C" • 1 h "..\ ,Urprt60n sentences. nme 15 not a slng e p enomenon 

that can be examined, analy~ed and described in one piece. It 

occurs in eve,ry part of the country and in every stratum in 

.ociety. Its practitioners and its victims are people of all 

ageS. income and background. ,,13 A comparison at the dollar 

take~ot1 of dHfcrent crimes is of interest. Crimes such as a 
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al'llon, robhery. and bUrslary, and larceny, most often perpetrated 

by the poor, cost SOCiety approximately 574 million dollars per 

year. Embe~:tlement, a predominantly white-collar c:rime, 

amounts to ZOO million dollars, annually. Embez~lement is 

exceedid 'Only by burglary. 

The ·white coUa:r 1 criminal is the broker who 
diatrlbutes fraudulent securities, the builder 
who deliberately uses defective mate~l·aJ. the 
corporatio,n executive who conspires to fix 
p'ricee. the legislator who peddles his influence 
-,nd vote for private gain, or the banker who. 
misappropriates funds i~ his keeping. ,,4 



fJ Tho whlt.-.ol1a, crim. p,ohlem i. difficull 1o co"',ol p<cci .. ,y 61 

r.i because it is so complex. This becom~s ,most clearly evident 

[1 wh.n lli. orr.ndor I. no' an individ~1 bu, a CO'po,.tion. Fu,,,,,,. 

:1. it 8eems that increasing affluence is intimately associated with 

:~ crime. "An abundance of material goods provides an abundance 

:,} of motives and opportunities for stealing, andl:ltealing is the 

j it fastest growing kind of crime. '( is 

:.f From a view point expressed in the report of thePresidcnt's 

1 CommisSion, crime is often brought about by the reluctance or 

,.t inability of the public to initiate action against it. "Corporate 

:,} and business, 'White-Collar', crime is closely associated with 

f:\ ::::::~~::otion 'hat. when making monoy " involv.d. any-

1'f Social and economic conditions are seen as another 'cause' 

rlof crim.. . Thus crime flourishes and always has flourished in 

1., .•.• 1' ...•. lty.1wn •• tho., noighborbood. \vh,,, ov.",owding. economic 

V d~privation,· social disruption and racial discrimination are 

{'.:.i .nd.m!c. Cdm. flo"'i,h .. in condilio", of affiu.nc., the 

~. situations in which there is much desire for material goods. and 

i~i , F,f many opportunities to acquire them by devious means. These 

(':-1 illegal means most cer.tainly include violence in all of its forms. 

hi It is impossible to ascer~in how much embezzlement, fraud, 
j I! l" • 

j:1 
If 
L~---"'---
t, ,~ 
t;lt " ..... ~ 

tl 
{~~~ 

15 
Ibid., p. 67., 

16--'" 
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loan sharking, price-rigging, k"tx evasion, bribery, and graft, 

exist. The President's Commission indicates that the economic 

losses accruing from such crimes far ou~wcigh those caused lly 

the three, hldex crimes against property. Of course mnnyof the 

ofienses in this category go undiscovered. Most people pay' 

I!cant attention to such crimes when they consider 'law and 

order' in America. This seCl'hingly results fromthe belief that 

these crimes usually do not differ a recognizable threat to personal 

safety. 

However, it has been argued that these crimes are, in 

a sense, the most threatening of all because of their corrosive 

effect on the ethics of American business. 

Again, 

Businessmen who defraud consumers promote 
cynicism towards society and disrespect for law. 
The Mafia or Cosa Nostra or the Syndicate, as 
it has variously been called, is deepiy involved 
in business crime, and protects its p,?sition 
there by bribery and ~ raft and, all too often, 
assault and murder. 1. '. 

As serious as the phYSical and financial costs of 
corporate cri~e ~ay be, it is probable that they 
are·less serious than. the damage it does t6 the 
Nation'l' social, economic, and political institutions. 
Serious erosion of morals accompanies violations 
of thin uaturc. It is reasonable to assume that 
prestigious companies that flout the la\;" set an 
example fo~ other businesses and influence 

17 
. ~., p. 65. 
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indi.viduals, particularly yOUllg p{~ople. to ,;:on:ll11it 
.other kinds of crime on the grounds that CVcl'yolle 
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\8 taki.ng what he can get ••• Perhaps most it'l1portan~ 
the public tellds to be indiHerent' to busines 5 crime 
or even to sympathize with the o!{~ndcr6 when they 
have been callgbt. 18 

o l'ganized Crime 

If 'crime i..n the streets t is the hig problem to most 
Americans, the question oC orga.nized crime is a 
close second ••• The ex.traordinary thing about 
orgap.ized crime is that America has tolerated it 10': 

'0 long. 19 

tl 
~! The Presidenttp Commission registered its Concern about o:rganh:.en 

.i crime and, more import.;l.ntly. about America's ca.su''ll attitude 
4 
.J 

~f toward it. The Commission estimates that the' annual gambling 

n gross of the Ma!ia is somewhere around 20 billion dollars. These 

ttJ funds provlpe t11e 'juice' to. cqrrupt publicoHicials. ~o diminish 
1;;;1 
H respect for the laws of. society. and to infiltrate legi.timate 

t:1'buSinesses. These overtly leg~timate o.x:ganizations then embark 

·iil on a program of uniail' competition whiCh dl:'ives would-be 

t·t opponents out of .the market. The methods employed by the L 
r~ Mafia are always at, least covertly violent. Its succes.s is 

i·~1 directly dependent upon its ability to corrupt law enforcement 

It Since, quite obviously. scmi-p~blic practi<:cs such as bookmaking 
!'{ 
tl --';"--18---"--'''''--

f,j 
j.::4 
Lt 
t·~t 
t"'i 

Ibid •• p. 158. 
19~ 

~., p. Z9. 



70 

could not survive without protection. 

Further, the Mafia provides ser~ices that many people 

want. Its crimes have relatively few complainants. The logical 

corollary to this is that if some of these desired services, such 
.~ ... 

as gambling, were to receive legal sanct.ion, the source of 

'juice' might dry up somewhat and cripple the Syndicate. The 

recent 1.egalization of off-the-course betting in Australia and 

New Zealand has provided additional, and lucrative sums for 

the Intcrnal Revenue Departments of those cowltries. Further-

more, there has been no apparent decrease in the moral standards 

of the public as a result of such legislation. The most noticeable 

result has been the Significant decline in the nUmber of illegal 

olf-the-course bookmakers. 

Organized crime exists by virtue of the power it purchases 

. with its m,oney. . ' 

The millions of dollars it can spend on corrupting 
public officials may give it power to maim or murder 
people inside or outsidc the organi~tion with' 
impunity ••• The purpose of organized c:dme is not 
competition with visible, legal government but 
nullification o{it. When organized crime places an 
official in public office, it nullifies law enforcement. 20 

The cumulative effect of the infiltration of legitimate business 

Cannot be measured. Today's corruption is more difficult to 

------
20 
~., p. 439. 
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detect and aSsess than that o! the prohibition era. N eutrali zing 

local law enforcement is central to the operations of organized 

crime. Where can Lhe public turn if there is no one to investigate 

the inVestigators, and the political figures are neutralized by 
r.·.,.! rJ t"f their debts to the Mob. Thus, 

rt ) 

tl······:·J. rl 
;} 

I f t.! 
L! 
tit, 
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Anyone reporting corrupt activities may merely 
be telling hil> story to the corrupted; in a recent 
'investigation' of widespread corruption, the 
prosecutor announced that any citizen coming 
forward with evidence of paym(!nts to public 
o!!icials to secure gove~'nment action would be 
prosecuted for pal,ticipatittg in such unlawr~l 
conduct. Z 1 , 

Chaos on the Campus 

No type oi higher education institution in any section of 

it the country eScapes student disruptions. This is the conclusion 
1 t 

t .... : ... ;,·.4.1... of a study on student dissent recently presented to the Vice Pl"esi.dent 

1" of Student A!£airs at the Univer~ity of Mimlcsota. The study 

:1 ~~=~:n~~ :::: ::i:::::~n~:w:.y :::: ':::~:::'::mpu, 
f~ ·~I".""~ dl.,up';.o. bav. no' b"n confin.d ,. the United Sfa'''. In all 

,! other countries of the world there were 78 campus disruptions 

f';l for the nme months .~! the 1967 - 1968 academic year. In the 
l' .• I 
h~ J:t same time period there were 143 disruptions on the camIHlses 

n of the United States. zz 
f'~ -J~. ------.--"--

l·J 
Ii 
fl 
1'(,f 
<} 

Zl. 
Ibld •• p. 447. 

~ZJohn McLean, "StudcntDil'lsent Report: No caml>Us 
disorders". Minnesota Daily. FebrutLry 21; 1<]68, p. 1. 

escapes 
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In the 1968 - 1969 a.cademic year the rate of campus 

disturbances in this country is probably 'running ahead of that for 

the previous year. In the wake of the Kerner Commissi,on Report •. 

the major issue seems to have SWWlg away from the war and the 

draft 'towards that.of 'black demands'. 23 The Kerner Commission 

reported a very real mov,ement towards the formation of a dicho-

tornous, polarized society, one white, one black; one rich, one 

poor. It warned of the consequences that could be anticipated 

if no concerted effort was made to abort this trend. The fol1ow-

up report prepared by the National Urban Coali..tion and Urban 

America, Inc., has looked at the nation's response to these 

'warnings a year after they were delivered. Among its notations 

were some which applied specifically to education. 

A wave of disorder struck the nalionis high schools 
in 1968-69 and is continuing. At the same time, 
turbulence '.011 college and university campuses has 
taken on an increasingly :racial character. There 
was striking evidence of deepening of the. move­
ment toward black pride, black identity and black 
control. :. The nation has not reversed the move u 

ment apart. Blacks and whites remain deeply 
divided in their perceptions and experiences of 
American !loeiety. 24 

23 
Otto Kerner (Chairman), Rnport of the National Advis0!y'­

£ornmisllion on Civil Disorders, Bantam Books, March, 1968. 
24 

John Gardner (Chairman), "One Year Later", in the 
Minneapolis Tribune~ February 28, 1969, p. 22. 
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Competition and Violence 

Most Americans are more inclined to think of crime in 

moral rather than insodal terms. An August 1965 Gallup Poll 

asked people what they thought was responsible for the spiralling 

crime rate. Most responses VJere with reference to the moral 

character of the population rather than with changes in objective 

circwnstances or with law enforcement. Only 12 percent cited 

objective conditions such as 'unemployment', 'poverty', 'the 

automobile', or 'the population explosion'. The Report of the 

President's Commission emphasizes that many of our assunlptions 

about crime are highly questionabl<:. The Rep~rt demonstrates 

that we worry excessively about the tangible symptoms of our 

.ocial problems without undertaking the u~comfortable task of 

analyzing the disease. Our p{::rception of crime is often class 

criented. and we conveniently fc:rget that a large percentage of 

crime is white-collar. 25 The p'')int is stressed that Americans 

tend to turn their social problems over to experts and trust them 

to Come up with adequate solutions. The Report suggests that 

process is quite ina.dequatc because experts cannot change 

our, style of life, and it is precisely this which causes much 

'To eliminate most crime We would have to curb the 

25 
Katzenbach, 2.e. cit., p. 30. 
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national appetite far 'pragress', 'success', and far canstant 

f:hange. ,,26 There is reasan to. believe that, while yaung peaple 

frequently act. aut, it is because they want in. Accarding to. the 

Commissian, 

Perceived praspects far future occupatianal status 
was faund to. be a far mare impartant determinant 
of 'rebellian' than social ar ecanomic orjgin ••• 
rebellicm occurs when future status is nat closely 
ri!lated to. pr~sent perfarmance. 27 

FUrthermare, 

Crime is not an alien phenomenan, a canCer on the 
otherwise healthy skin af the body politic. Crime 
is often the direct result af the vagaries af what 
might be called 'the American character'. What 
we believe as a peaple, what we. tolerate, haw 
we go about acquiring wealth, the standards we 
practice ratheT than preach, determine the nature 
and extent of crime we get as a nation. We 
are dedicated to 'progress, to. rapid change, to 
belief that anything (ar anybody) which is old is 
'80mehow useless and should be replaced. We 
. encourage competition. emulatian ci those 'who 
have achieved wealth, and oiten wink at some of 
the unethical or illegal means by which such 
wealth has been acquired. 28 . 

The Commission belie.ves that Americans today are beset 

by self-doubt rather than dignified by self-understanding. It 

points the finger at cynical politicians who habitually equate crime 

W\th the palitical failures. of the last administration. It a,CcuseS 

both political parties of having been hYPl:atizedby the ~ote-getting 

potelltial af the crime theme during the recent Presidential 

27 
Ibid., p. 717. 

28-,-
~., p. 35. 
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Campaign. It observes that the incessallt reiteration of the theme 

bas resulted in a war against our young, our disaffccted, and 

our minorities. 

We must wlderstand that crime is going to be 
with us forever, and that its appalling frequency 
can be som.ewhat mitigated if wc understand its 
roots 'in our culture; and that sclf-undcrslc'1.nding 
arld meaningful action based upon it, is necessary 
if we arc to overcome the national schizophrenia 
that is ,the cause of so much social and personal 
malaise. 2~f 

Theprevious underlying violence arc ones that the critical 

justice system can do little about. The unruliness of young 

people,widcspread drug addiction, the existence of much poverty , 

in a wealthy society, the pursuit of the dollar by any available 

means are phenomena the police, the courts, and the correctional 

apparatus, cannot corifrontdirectly. 

They are strands that can be disentangled from the 
fabric of Amer.::an life only by the concerted 
action of all of sotiety ••• unless society does take 
concerted action to change the gcncral conditions 
and attitudes .that arc associated with crime, no 
improvement in law enforcement and administralion 
of justice ••• will be of much avail. 30 

The c,riminaljustice system deals preponderently with 

young people and slum dwellers and it is this group who arc most 

embittered by pain ful social and ed,onomic pressures. Society 

29 
~., p. 36, 

30 
~ .. p. 56. 
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~'~ "',i," lhal individu.l. un "'pon'iblo io" iho," ",lion., and 
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I .. 
'; .. ,' ... ~.i,: justice system has a great potential for dealing with individual 

• instances of crime, but it is incapable of eliminating the breeding 

~i ,,,_d. oi ,"me. 

L .•... { A community's most enduring protection against crime 
I.~ io to right the wrongs and curo the illnesses that f\ tempt men '0 ha,m Ihoir neighbor., 31 

the criminal process operates on that assumption. The criminal 

76 

n The Commission emphasized that America must t):ansfer its well­

n founded concern about crime into social action aimed at preventing 

rt crime. It implores Americans to face the fact that widespread crime 

, 

.. ,.,'.1. impliea a widespread failure by society as a who~e. 
:J We will not have dealt effectively with crime until rl we have alleviMed the conditions that stimulate it. 3Z 

h 
,} The theme of competition leading to Violence is one that 

,'i o~curs time and time again thro,:ghout the Report of the President's 

:.'.:1 Corom!,,'on, M.n, .'riving io, woddly good" io" iu.uco ,om" 

I Illensurate with bis potential; becomes very aggressive when 
:: ~' ;1 1'1 confronted with threats to his ambitions~ Looking at the persistency 

f,1 of crime in certain inner city areas the Report notes: 

L'I 1"£ 
i:~ 

rl 
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31 

~.,p. 86. 
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These neighboxhoods havc always bccn charactcrized 
by substantial cl'i.mc; as classes move into these 
areas of rapid chang'.:-, as hopes for advancement 
rise, the struggle for social recognitioll frequently 
becomes criminal in natUl."e. 33 , 

The Report suggests that.the most Significant environmental factor 

77 

is not poverty but rather the pace of socia,l change within a community. 

A society 'that places a high p.remium on freedom 
over'order, that prizcs material success, and 
that encourages mobility aspirations is not likely 
to be able to contain all its members within a 
conventional mold ••• members of our society 
may have to tolerate a fairl~r high amount of 
nonconformity among youth. 34 

Wh'en the right to compete is preempted i,n a society such 

as this! resulting violence is not surprising. People who, though 

declared by the law and the constitution to .be equal, are prevenied 

by SOCiety from improving their circumstances, can hardly be 

blamed for developing extraordinary strains on their respect for 

the law and society. ,Frankel's bitter remarks seem apropos: 

In the summer of our discontent, not·even George 
'Wallace'S angry young men'could turn up a roster 
of s.capegoats to blame by name ••• we railed, in 
the name of law and order,against the guardians 
of the law in the Supreme Court. We tried sup-" 
pression here and appeasement there, but still the 
hostilities and' frustratiolls and ambitions 01 the . 
deprived, whether rich or poor, propelled us from 
melee to mayhem. 35 

33 
Ibid •• j>~ 25. 

34":-' 
Ibid., p. 720. 

35-
Max Frankel, .2E =i!., pp. v -vi. 
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t·l The Kerner Commission concluded that the culture of poverty resulting 
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from unemployment and family breakup gent!l'ates a system of ruthless, 

exploitative relationships within the ghetto. Prostitution, dope 

addiction, and crime in general, create an environmen~al 'jungle' 

characterized by personal insecurity and tension. Children growing 

36 up under such conditions arc likely participants in civil disorder. 

Ghetto residents claim that they arc 'exploited' by local 

;1 
II without substance. 

merchants, and there are indications that these complaints are not 

" 

r 
I 
" , r 

Lack of knowledge regarding credit purchasing 
creates special pitfalls for the disadvantaged. In 
many states garnishment practices compqund these 
difficulties by allowing creditors to deprive 37 
individuals of their wages without hearing or trial. 

f.;.l. p 
Lt treating symptoms rather than the disease, the Kerner Commission 

1 .. ,\1.

1 "nune::e:~ Neg'o population .. a whole developed even ~I stropger feelings of being wrongly 'penned in' and 

Warning the nation on the probable outcomes of the policy of 

i\ discriminated against, many of its members might 
1 . .1 Come to support not omy riots, but the rehellion 
i now being preached by only a handful. 

i.1 If large-scale violence resulted, whHe retaliation 
woUld follow. This spiral could quite conceivably j ~ad to a kind of urban apa{Jheid with semi-martial 

Vt w in many major cities. 

t.i --
Kl 
r~ ". 36 

Kerne.r Report, 2£.~., p. 14 • 
37 , 

Ibid.:, p,'lS. 

38Ibid., p. 397 -98. 
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As Others See Us 

According to Eisenstadt there is in Israel a prevailing 

climate of opinion which perceives Americans as highly 

individualistic. This individualism includes an intensive spirit 

of competition Which will employ any available means to ac::quire 

In the big cities gangsters are able to hold meetings 
at which questions of professional training arc 
discussed ••• the police look the other way. With 
a grin the newspaper reader takes note Qf the fact 
that obvious criminals before investig'ating committees 
of Congress are treated with a kind of ironic 
reverence. And on another .level there is the 
widespread glorification of seH-help in si tua. liens 
where legal means fail to produce results ••• 

In America the tradition of self-help with vio)ence 
is almost as old and hallowed as that of the Saturday 
evening brawl in an Upper Bavarian inn •• '. 

The .situation In the Bout)1 is especially confusing, 
because there the muscles and tendons ~f violence 
have been covered by the rwing circles with the 
!lesh of legalistic justification ••• Where else in the 
world is there a society that for over a hundred yea.rs 
has resisted with all means, including violence. 
giving up forms and privileges that constantly require 
thinking along double standards and measuring with 
double yardsticks. 40 

39 
S. N. Eisenstadt, "Irom Israel", As Others Se~Us, 

Franz M. Joseph (cd.). Princeton Untversity Press: Princeton, 
tfew Jersey, 1959. p. 160. 

,40 
Peter von Zahn. "Irom Germany". Ibid., p. 10,1. 
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Von Zahn speaks of the 'double face' of America that ill so 

many a-reas is manifested in the spectacle of two itIeals vying with 

each other. Frequentl), the two arc incompatible. Thus, the ideal 

at preserving the purity of the white race exists alongside the 

calorblindness embodic~d in the Constitution. In no other country, 

I 
suggests von Zahn, - could thc::se opposing pl-inciples coexist in such 

a manner in the twentieth century. 

Imagine.a na.tion in one hal! of which the equality of 
its citizens before the law extends into the l emotest 
corners of club charters, and in the other h ~lf of which 
the inequality of castes is establiuhcd by Ia\' ; within 
short time such a nation would break up. N,.t the 
United States. 42 

The sbafts from Sartre's bow are swiLt and sharp. 

And that super-European monstrosity, North 
America? Chatter, chatter: liberty, equality, 
'fraternity, love, honor, patriotism, and what 
have you~ All this did not prevent: us from 
making anti-racial speeches about dirty niggers, 
dirty Jews. and dirty Arabs. 43 

The topic of Negro suppressiorl has been prominent among 

the writings oC foreign commentators. Mrs. Labarca's comments 

typify them. 

And what kind of democracy was it that kept them like 
helots? •• 1 wlderstood the demographic and historical 

. ~easons for the_ color line, but even so 1 was indignant 
that. etht).lcal prejudices should. cause people to sec in . 

42 . 
von.,zann, ~=!!., p. 105. 

~3 
; .' .' i~, Jean-Paul Snrtre. Preface oC TheW-retched of the Earth. 
, lly:Ftanz Fanoh~ Grove P,rcss!nc., NeW'YdrJ~; 19(;3, p. 26 .• 
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every Negro a potential cl"imillal, bandit, or 
lascivious beast, forgetting that c-russ ignorance 
and hopeless poverty deform any man and cause 
him to regress toward the troglodyte, be he white, 
yellow, or black. 41 -

On the same point, Manach notes: 

And the same nation that is the dc!enclt~r of the world 
lil:Jerty is a country of violent -racial discrimination. 
perhaps the fearr of economic competition has some 
relation to tlla t prejudice, aloilg with apprehenSions 
of the social and political influence that the Negro 
woUld have if freed fromaH restrictions. 45 

As Americanb See Themselves 

An American has suggested that "Americans are today the 

most frightening people on this planet. ,,46 He supports his 

from around the world after the assassination of Robert Kennedy 

arid after the Chicago Democratic Convention • "Even such 

• pecialists in violence as the Germans and the Russfans now con-

8) 

Montagu is another who be1i~ves that Americans arc either the 
.. . ... ), 

. - l' .48 M I h most violent people on earth or c ose to 1t. ontagu un cas es 

------.-------------
44 

Amanda H. Labarca, "from Chile", Ibid., p. 315. 
45 

Jorge Manach, "from Cuba", ~., p. 338. 
46. . 

Schles1nger. ,~~., p. 19. 
47: '. . ..... . 

Ibid., p. 23. 

48Ashley Montagu, The American Way of Life. G.P. Putnarn's 
New York, 1967,p. 45. , 
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a savage attack on the tendency of Americans to whitewash much of 

their violence by a process of rationalization and sanctimonious 

f 
• ~ labeling. The "myth of the savage Indian ,,49 created a cult of 

t herDism wherehi all white frontiersmen were a law unto themselves 

ElZ 

'1 
j 

blessed with the inalienable right to bear arms and pledged to dispose 

".1 
:! 

olas many 'red barbarians' &.s possible. For Montagu the glorification 

,I 
J to th:e spirit of aggression which permeates many facets of. this 

:1 society. Thus he indicates that not only does the United States have 

ofvi,plence, a hallmark of the frontier, is still with us. He alludes 

I '[ the highest rate of violent crime' in the world, but it also exhibits 

'1 ::1 a unique aggressiveness in its politics, sports, C'Ommerce and 
,l 
,{ ~ntertainment. 

'I ,. 
1 

1 .•.• 1 case on the argwnent iliat it is a right written into the C.",'lstitution, 

kJ 

Many defenders of the hallowed right to bear arms rest their 

. r1 and consequently is not contestable. Again, this reification of a 

',l document compiled for the world that was, almost two hundred. years 

':;1 ago, raises the ire of Mon'tagu.· In the early days of the colony, when 

'1 f'l police and lawmen were scarce, there would seem to be more justi-

t fication for instituting and maintaining a law which permitted men 

'j to boar arms. To ins"l that a Constilution written '0 long ago is I
! . 

1 still some ki!ld of infallible oracle from which a.11 wisdom flows, 

"4 h! Zeellls quite ridiculous. 
~ :1 

49 
Ibid. 
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Yet, guns are seen as only a symptom, not a cause oC the 

violence inAmerican Society. Montagugrants. that the removal 

of guns will r.ot cure the disease but insists that such a step would 

be of immeasurable help in reducing the expression of the disease 

in one of its mOIH dangerous forms. 50 Schlesing~r is of the same 

opinion. While urging the enactment of stricter gun laws he allows 

that: 

Still, however usdu! in making it harder for potential 
murderers to get guns, federal gun legislation deals 
with the simptoms and not with the causes of our 
trouble. 5 

Schlesinger chides the old in American S,Ociely for their 

tendency to deny the. existence of the dise,ase.He points out that 

"sanctimony is n~t a persuasive answer to anguish, .. 52 and blames 

this attitude for much of the alienation of the young. 

They are tired of alibis when they See the men they 
admired most shot down.: They are tired of heal"ing 
the older generation say that it was only some crack­
pot or foreigner,and that America, this anointed 
nation of law and order, had nothing to do with it. 53 

Schlesinger insists that while there maync>tbe a question 

.of Collective guilt, there is a problem of collective responsibi~ity. 

83 
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Certainly two. bl.mdred· mUllon Americans did not 
strike down John Kennedy or Martin Luther Ki~g or 
Robert Kennedy. But t.wo htmdrc.d million Americans 
are plainly responsible for the cllaractel" of a society 
that: works on deranged men and inr;:iteli them to 
depraved acts ••• Unlcfis, like Lincoln, we aCknowledge 
the existence or the problorh, unless we s·ac the des­
tructive impulse as rooted in our histOl'y, our society 
and ourselves. we will never be able to conquer and 
transcend the trCluble withill. 54 

Menninger adds more powder to the pistol: 

Included. among the crimes that make up the total are 
those that 'weI commit, we; noncriminals ••• 'our' crimes 
help to make the ),'ecorded crimes possible, even necessary; 
and the worst of it is we do not even know \I;care guilty. 

Perhaps om' worst-crime is our ignorance about crime ••• 
our flmugassumption that it is all a matte· .. of some tough 
'bad guys' whom the tough 'good guysl wi~~ soon capture ••• 
By pur part. 1 mean, the encouragement we gi.ve to criminal 
acts and criminal c;a.reer~ ••• our neglect o! preventive 
steps ••• our love of vindictive ijusticc'. ,out generally 
smug detachment. and our prevailing public apathy; 55 

'The prevalence of ~}iolence intnemass media, especially 

television a.nd films, bas been seen hy many social scientists as a 

c:ontributing factor ttl the Americal' propens{ty £01' violence. Television 

netwo;rks a.l'e competing for view~rs. Cqrnmercials arc the liie~ 
i 

blood of the networks. The rate for advertising time .... aries directly 

all the .number of viewers· who watch the programs. Hence". i! pro-

grams containing violence prove popular with the vic:wing public, 

basic ec.onomics demands tba.t these are the programs that will pe 

54 'd - 9 90 Ibl ., p. 8., • 

55Kar1 Menninger. The Crime of Punishment • 
Press, New Y~h'k. 1968, pp. 3~4. 
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.hown. The economic competition among broadcasting sys~cms 

then becomes directly responsible for the violence prcflentcd on 

the Screen. Assuming that there is a direct relationship between 

violence on t.elevision and the acceptance of violence in SOCiety, as 

research would have us believe, the networks must accept a measure 

ot responsibility for the current situatiorl. 

It is surely rea.sonable to Suppose that continuous 
exposure to the spectacle of violence creates 
the insensitivity ••• that ••• encourages the 
acceplance of excessive· violence as the 'normal' 
way ot life. 56 

The all too familiar theme of economic prosperity over-riding 

all other considerations is thus repeated. Vigorous competition 

cultivates aggress.ive busincs 5 practices and an atmosphere of 

violence. Fl·ank.el saw the same pattern at the base of the chaotic 

Co.nvcntion in Chicago in J968. He saw, a profound connie t 

developing throughout American society. 

It is a conflict between'the affluent and educat(.ld upper 
classes of American society who, together With the 
poorest classes, are demanding ever faster chang,!! 
and even.wholesale upheavel, and the large body of 
middle-class Americans, newly prosperous or still 
Btriving, who fear the loss of what they have acqUired 
or intend to achieveiC the w~1s and priorities of,life 
are to be seriously altered. . . 

56 
'Schlesinger, 2E.~., p. 57. 

57 
,F'rankel; 2E. cit •• p. viii.' 
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Economic competition, the stl'uggle for !lUll more or the 

'good l things in lHe. encouri\ges a 'win at any eQllts philosophy' 

that C1!ten leads to aggression and Violence: Montagu expressed 

hlmseU stl:ollgly on this lssue: 

The principle of the Ame.r'icnn way oiliie is the idea 
of competition. This takes the simple form of going 
and doing better than the otller fellow CVClt i! you hayc 
to do be and his family injltry in thc proccss ••• 
Tbis kind of {ndiffe;t"ence to tho COllscquenccs to others 
of oneS competitiveness i5 inherent in the prindple 
of competHion. • • This kind of competiti.on leads to 
high frcquencies of nervous breakdowns a;pd ulcers, 
high delinquency rate. divorce and separation, 
homicide. and to violent crime rateS tha.! are the 
highest i%1thc world. 58 

C. Wright Mills depicted the new entrepreneur as typically 

a ·sch.eming rI1;lnlpulator who often makc& his profits by "doing 

@omebody in". 59 

86 

~ Viol~nce is nowhere more prevalent in Arnerica then, in. the 

11 nation's capital. There was all average of two bank robberies every 

tluce days ift Washington in Januarr, 1969. In the same m~nth there 

were nVe times as many armed holdups ih the city ~ about 7QQ -as 

in JanJ.l<lry. 1965. ~n the bulging jails some ninety percent of the 

[emil-Ie and six~y st." perc;::t;!nt of the mcr.le t?l1laies arc dope addicts, 

Montagu, 2E.~., p. 44. 
59 

. C. WTight Milts •. White Collar: ...;:!J1c .,American Middle 
£..la.sses~ C,abtK)"J3i:iokl:i! New Yor1c, 1956, p. 74 • 

. . 



with heroin the most common 'fix,.60 lI.s Time Magal'.ine noles: 

Ev~n more Wlsettling than propeh'ly losses, though, 
is violent crime, especially ralle and armed robbery, 
which illcreased SOo/a in the. past ye'!-r. 61 

The situation in other citlesis hardly less disturbing. 

In Boston, office girls refuse to work alone after 6. 
In Kansas City, hospitals have trouble finding night 
nurSeS. Prudent Chicagoans h'y not to ride the 0.1 
alter dark ••• Nearly everywhere, even without 
consciously thinking about it, city dwellers arc 
adjusting their lives, their residences and their jobs 
to the fear of phySical violence. Parks that once 
were playgrounds on hot summer nights arc now 
virtually empty. Iron bars and heavy mesh cover 
exposed windows, while doors are double- and 
triple-locked. 62 . 

A similar picture is painted by the ~hairm~n of the Urban 

Coalition, John Gardner. He refers to the cities he saw as he 

traveled the cOWltry as secretary of health, education and welfare 

as 'frag~ented worlds' of ignorance, fear :and hostility. According 

to Gardner these cities were not commWlities, but encampments of 

strangers. 61 

60 
Edward'P. Morgan, 

Washington C rime Problem", 
1969. p. 30.. 

"Nixon Shows an Understanding of 
Minneapolis Tribun'e. Il'ebruary 9, 

8" 

61 
''The City: Terror in Washington", Time, March 14, 1969. 

p.30. 

6Z"Police: The Thin Blue Line", Time. July 19. 1968, p. 16. 
63 

,fohn ,Gardner, in Morgan, ~ cit. 
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We will sec a good deal-more of seeritlg emotions 
spiraling from violence alld counter violence before 
We are through ••• but they won't solve a thing. 64 

This then is the situation in: contenllIOrary·America. Whether the 

observers be Americans or foreigners, social scientists or 

journalists, politicians or militant agitators there is substantial 

agreement that all is not well in the United 'States. The theme of 

competition generating violence is a recurrent one •. Many writers 

have sketched the American as a highly competitive individual who 

is quite Wlscrupulous in the means he f!mploy/! to gain his ends. 

Further, the seeds of this attitude are seen as sown by society 

itself. A cyclical process is established whereby the reification 

of material well-being leads to intensiveeompetition which spawns 

88 

'I 
1 
'. aggression and violence. 
I 

The aggression often. leads to the ,acquiring 

,.',.,.' i '. , .• (; •.•• -" I ' , <' ••• 1 .~ ., \ 

1 ;! 
of present goals, 'but also to the aspiring for future and 'higher' 

"I goals. Hence, the eternal quest. 

i . , 
J In the face of the observations presented it seems imperative :t. ," "..... . " .. , .... ~ .. ". . 
:{ that a »;umber of empirical questions be' raised. For instance, is 

I 
:1 

'! 

:1 
:t 
~ 

there a direct relationship between competition and propensity for 

violent'<!.ction in an individual? Are Americans m~;re motivated 

towards achievement (more competitive) than arc other nationals? 

1 It is with a view to examining such propositions that we move 

~l '" '0 "'. DCxt phase of "'is db.ussioD. 

I~ 
I~;~~~ __ ~ __ ~----~·_l~,. 

64 
Ibid. 
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CHAPTER IV 

DESIGN FOR A STUDY OF COMPETITION AND VIOLENCE 

IN AMERICA 

Our review of American characteristics has revealed the 

opinion by both outsiders and insiders of the existence of an unusually 

high level of competition and violence among Americans. It is 

interesting then to raise the. question as to whether an empirical 

comparison would find A.mericans significantly more competitive 

and more prone to violence than'selected groups of non-Americans. 

In the present chapter it is proposed to describe,the sample, to .. 

develop our hypothesis and our scale procedures, and to describe 
.'l 

and pretest the questionnaire. 

The Sample 

In order to draw a comparison along the lines suggested 

above. it was decided to make use of the pc>pulation of graduate 

students at the University of Minnesota. Gra.duates were preferred 

to undergraduates for the very practical reason that most foreign 

stUdents at Minnesota ar,e gradU<1.tes. Since the study design demands 

poups or non-Americans, it was necessary to usc graduates to 

Ol>tain national samples ·of suUicient size to make feasible the 

draWing of comparisons. It was decided that it would be preferable 

~o (b:'aw foreign student samples from spcci!if:o nations, rather than 

I· 
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to take an overall random sample oC a.ll foreign graduates •. In so 

doing it waslelt that any significant l'esllhs which might be ol.>tained 

could be discussed more m.eaningfully ana with gr()ater theoretical c 

relevance. In view of this it is not possible to generalize Crom th~ 

Hndings of this study to the. entire population of foreign students 

tl 
~ at Minnesota. 

~ The next~<?ni;ideration concerned precisely which nationals 

fJ 

should be selected for comparison with Americans. l1e1'e again 

the question of size was paramount. By far the lar~cst groups of 

I 
J 

foreign students at Minnesota <lre those from India and China. 

J 
~ 
:1 

However, both of these arc Asian nations. Hence in. the interests of 

validity, 'it was felt that just one of these, India, should be chosen. 

It was decided to usc a sample from a European nation as a second 

I 
.~ group Iorcompar,ison. £his decision created a. new problem. 

No European nalian has morc than thil:ty studentI' at the University. 

It was felt that each sample should be between thirty and forty, 

at a minimum, in order to obtain cell si7,es of sufficient magnitude 

to allow the appli.cation of tests of significance. As a result it was 

decided to choose the European .sample. from twa countz:ies. both 

oiwhich had a comparatively large number of students .at Minnesota. 

These countries were West Ge:rmany and England. 

90 
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An additional requirement in .~hC\ non-American samples 

was that the individl'als included should be relatively recent arrivals 

in the United States. This was based on the reasoning that foreigners 

would tend to become more "Americanized" the longer they resided 

ill thi& country,. Consequently, most 6f the students chos(l!'1 in the 

[oreign samples arrived in the Ullited States in 1968 or 1967'. Thus, 

of the thirty-five ~ndian respondents, only th ree arrived here prior 

to 1967. Of the thirty-five northern Europeans - nineteen West 

Germans and sixteen Englishmen - just five arrived in America 

prior to 1965. 

Most of the foreign students at Minnesota arc males. Further-

more, the assw'!lption was .made that national stereotypes are more 

usually based on the male, rather than on the female character. 1 

With these considerations in mind, the. decision was made 'to include 

only males in the samples. 

1. It is invalid to. compare apples and oranges.' Along the same 

lines it seemed invalid to compa.re social scientists with engineers, 

{or instance. For .this reason it was felt that the samples should 

be stratiiied according to the respondents I gradtl<1.te majors. The 

tq. which general ac~demic areas should be included 

1 
David M. Potter, "American Women and the Americ~n 

Character, "in American Ch;;Lracterand Culture, John A •. Hague (cd.). 
Everett Edwards Prcss, Inc., De Land, Florida, 1961, pp. 65-84. 
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1"1 was largely dictated by thc smallest forcign sample - the northern 
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F ...• :i,.l ! I as possible in terms of percentage distribution. of academic majors. 

t~ The three samples contained respondents distributed among academic 

! .. · .•. I f' majors as shown in Table 1. 

t 
1 
] 
I 

11 

It 

I 

Table I 

Administration. 
Agriculture 
Engineering or Mathematics 
History or Philosophy 
Languages ana. Literature 
Physic,!-l Sciences 
Social Sciences 

Approximate Percentage 
in each Sample 

18 
5 

Z5 
10 
6 

ZZ 
14 

I The sample from India was randomly selected within the 

1 a~ademic areas. The same was true for the Ame~can sample. 

1 Seventy Americans from ~ighteen different states were included in 

~ th~ Amerir;an group. Minnesotans, with twenty-six respondents, 

!I w.,. d"p,opo,timm,.ly "p' .... n'.d. 

i In sum then, the overall sample consisted of three distinct 

groups; the Americans, the Indian, and the northern European. 

I ! T?ere were seventy Amcl'icans, and seventy non-Americans.. Thhty-

I' ftv. of th" !alt" w". f,om India and 'hl,ly-flv. f,om no"horn I ,I E."p.. Th ... mpl., w" •• 0n"011.d fo, ,"x •• duoation. and 

.~t 
.~ 1 

( 



f 93 

~ 
"I 1 graduate major. Further, to the extent that all olthc students we.re 
'i 
1. J graduates, there 'was an appro~rmate control lor age. The non-

J American sample was controlled for time of arrival in the United 

'1 

States. 

Hypothesis 1. Americans are more highly competitive than are 
the nationals of either India or nOl,thcrn Europe.. 

Explanation. 

-", ~ 

Our review of the literature has indicated that 

Americans are pe:rceived by commentators, both 

Arne-clean and fo:reign. as intensJvely competitive. 

In !act the implication is that An;-ericans have no 

peer as a group in this particular characteristic. 

Assuming that this is the case, it was anticipated 

that Americans would score higher on an index of 

competition !han'would a group 01 non-Americans. 

A~eric:;ans arc mOTe prone to aggression than a:re the 
nationals of either India or northern Europe. 

The literature suggests thijt a study of American 

history reveals a tradition of aggressive sell-help. 

FUrther. fltatistics indicate that the curve of violent. 

behavior is exhibiting a constantly increaSing gradient 

in America. A number o! contemporary writers 

have ,suggested that the American is aqlong th~most 
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Hypothesis 3. 
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aggressive nationalities in the wo~ld. With this in 

mind. it was predicted that Americans would emerge 

hi.gher on a scale presumed to measure aggression 

than would the non-Americans. 

Non-Americans perceive Americans as highly 
competitive. 

Hypothesis 4. Non-Americans perceive Americans as more highly 
competitive than Am:ricans perceive themselves. 

Explanation. Almostinvariably. commentators from foreign 

countries perceive the American as typically among 

the most dedicated competitor!) in the world. There 

is little doubt thatAmericans regard themselves in 

approximately the same light. Nev~-rtheless. it is 

submitted that outsiders percelve Americans as more 

unscrupulous in their competition than Americans 

perceive tqe,mselves. Since it is assumed that 

individuals react to others on the basis of their 

perceptic:til of those others, any significant difference 

in perception between Americans and non-Americans 

would seem to be important. 

Hypothesis 5. Non-Americans perceive Americans as h~ghly aggressiv.c • 
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Hypothesis 6. 

Explanation. 

Non-Americans perceive Americans as more highly 
aggressive than Americans perceive themselves. 

There is little question tha,t many foreign observers 

view contemporary America as a violent society. 

Furthermore, the recent politic.<j.l assassinatiolls, 

the race riots, the campus disturbances, and 

numerous protest demonstrations have been given 

considerable coverage in the foreign press. The 

result is an image of America and Americans as 

95 

violent and highly aggressive. Am.ericans seem less 

inclined to ..... iew themselves and their society as at the 

root,of the violence in their coun,try. More often, 

djsturbances ure seen as perpetrated'by atypical 

individuals and groups. Again, such a difference in 

perception would Seem important for un,derstanding 

the reactions of outsiders to Americans. 

Scales 

Four measuring instruments were required. These were to, 

rneasure competition, aggression, perception of competition in 

Atnericans,and perception of aggression in Americans. 
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Competition. A review of scales in the literature revealed a dearth 

of indices in this area. 

The concept" competition, can be defilierl in a number of ways. 

along more than one dimension. Thus it could be argued that a 

tendency tocompete intensely in athletics n:ay ,not necessarily be 

associated with 'an appetite for buslness or academic competition. 

In the present study it was decided to develop an index composed of 

items making general statements about competition and its perceived 

effect on personality and societal development. Twelve items were 

drawn from various sources. Z, 3 The respondents were required to 

circle the appropriate initials according to whether they Very 

Strongly Agreed (VSA), Strongly Agreed (SA), Agreed (A), Disagreed (D), 

Strongly Disagreed (SD), or Very Strongly Disagreed (VSD). The 

items were arranged to form a Likert type scale. These items were 

1. I would not let earning a living greatly warp my life. 

Z. Competition is the means through which most improvement 

in society is accomplished. 

Z 
David C. McClellang. The Achieving Society. D. Van 

Nostrand Company, Inc., Pdnceton, New Jersey, 1961, pp. 495-.97. 
3 
B.F. McCue, "Constructing an instrwnent for evaluating 

'!ottitudes toward intensive ,competition in team games, " in Marvin E. 
Shaw anti Jack)\-t. Wright (cd.). Scales for the Measurement of 
~tit~s. McGra\v'Hill, New York: 1967, p. 87. 
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3. Participation in intc/1sivQ competition develops 
leadership< 

97 

4. Intensive competition in team gamea while at school helps 
to train most individuals to face 'the problems or life. 

s. All other things a.ssumed cC).ua.l, I would prefer to work 
for myseH than to ca.rry out the program of a rcspcdt:d 
auperior. 

6. 1 work very bard at everything 1 undertake until'! am 
aatidied with the results. 

1. 1 would prefer to WOl'k on a project that was getting some­
where; even though it wa.s far from 'where I usually live 
and work and among people very different from mc. 

8. Seniority should pc given greater wClight than merit in 
giving promotions • 

. 9. aeing pitted agains.t another as in a political or athlet.i.c 
race is enjoya.ble. 

10" Winning may not be everything, but losing is nothing. 

U. Other things assumed equal, it would be preferable to 
work {or a definite salary than for a commissiol1 on work 
. done. 

12. An article for sale is·WD.rth what people will ~y for it. 

For reasons presented in the section 01\ "internal conSistency", 

it<lms 5.. 7, 8. and 10. were not incll.ldcd i.n the final index. However, 
>, 

lt1lV0!'l!ld~Cided toretai'n these items in the final questionnaire. The 

prima~r~aspn fO.r this was to help oHset the Ilmemory" effcct in 
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Aggression. In the present context aggression was concept\lalizcu 

along the lines or the model uti1i..~ed by Buss and Durl<ee. 4 These 

wdtcrs dividcdhostile-aggl"essive behavior into a number or Ilub- • 

classes. A!te-r' substantial pre-testing and theu.:;.e o! the item 

analysis, factor analysis, and 'col~ection of norms, four sub-classes 

" . 
emerged as most important for a descripti.on Ol hostile-aggressive 

behavior in males. These included: 
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1. Assault - physical violellce against others. This includes 
gi;\tting into rights with others but not destroying obj(!cts. 

Z. Indirect <.).ggression .- both roundabout and undirected 
aggression. Roundabout behavior like malicious 
gossip 01' practical jokes is indirect i.n the ... s.ense that 
the hated perfiOll is not attacked directly b~lt by devious 
meaJli5. Undirected aggression, such as temper 
untlt'ums and slamming doors, consists of a discharge 
of negative e!!ect against no one in particular. 

3. Irritability -;';I. readiness to explode at the slightest 
provocation. This included quick temper. grouchiness, 
eAAsperation, and rudeness. 

4.. Verbal aggression - negatiVe e!iect expressed in both 
the style and content of speech. Style includes argui.ng, 
_hauting, and screaming; content includes threats, curses, 
and being overcritical. 5 

Buss a.nd Durltee did not attempt to arrive at an over-all 

hostile-aggression index. Ra.ther, they chose to develop a separate i) 

index 10.1' each o!\he sub-classes, In the present study the decision 

,; 
---~--------------~---

4-ArnoldH. Hussand AniJ.:·Du:l'kee. HAn inve~tory fo.r assessing 
t1i{fel'entkind~.'oI.hostmty, JI .Journal of Abnormal Socia), psychoroG'fr 
19!)1. 2.1. pp.3.43~368. - . . 

.' 5Arl'101d H .. Buss l The Psychology of Am~2'es~ion.: john Wiley 
lI.IuiSons. ~hC., ~ew York: . 1961, pp. 169-170, 

~: 
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was madp to s~lect {terns {rom. ~cach of tho four subwclasscs, and 

tp use these as a Oasis for developing an ovcr~alllndc:x. FHteen 

Heme, were selected and are listed below: 

1. It m~kes my blood boil to have someone make fun of me. 

Z. It 1.8 accf'pt.a.blc for a persoll to l'eSOl't to physical violence 
~ . if he bas to,. to defend his own rights, . 

3 • .' Ii is very dimcult to think of It good reason lor ever 
hitting anyone. 

4. If anyone <1:pnoys me I am apt to tell him what J think 
of hi.m. . 

5. 1 lose my temper easily but get over it quickly. 

6. Wben. a person is yelled at, he should, yell right back. 

1. Whent.J'_eally lose my ten:tper. 1 am capable of slapping 
someone. 

8. I can remcmber being so angry that I picked up the neal'cst 
thing and broke it. 

9. It. is dHficult not to be a little rude to people that o~e docs 
not like •. 

-10. Once in a whUe it is impossible to control the urge to 
harm olhers. 

11. If someone doesn't treat me. right. 1 don't letH annoy me. 

12~ t riev~lt" get mad enough. to thx:ow things, 

13. II gelleral1y c:ovcrupmypool' pp'iniono.t others. 

14. If 60meone hit~ me iirst, 1t let him have it. 

15. A person shol.\ld not let.? lot of unimpo;rtant things 
i1''1'~~tc hi.m" 

J. 
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Items 5, 6, 8, 10, and 15 were excluded from the final index. 

This again was done for reasons to be described in the section on 

''internal consistency". 

Perception of Competition in America. To measure this vdriable five 

indicators were assembled based on the statements in the literature. 

These are presented below: 

1. The ideal of bigger, faster, and more, is very prevalent 
in American society. 

2. Purely selfish motives are behind many of the financial 
grants given to. other countries by the United States. 

3. Americans are probably the most highly competitive 
people in the world today • 

. 4. Americanism is nothing but a childish deSire to "beat 
the world". 

5. The American is willing to sacrifice anything to profit. . . . 

Perception of Aggression in America. Once again five indicators were 

developed on the basis of statements in the literature. These include: 

1. Americans are the most frightening people on. the earth. 
today.' ' 

2. it is ilJ.ogical to claim th'at the w4ple of American society 
must accept .much of the resp.onsibility for the wave, of 
recentassassimltions of top political and civil rights 
figures in this cowltry. 

3. The American is no more prone to resort to aggressive 
behavior to obtain his individual rights thah a.rc most 
other nationalities.· . 
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-l. In America, the tradition of seU-help with violence 
appearS to be well established. 

5. It is part of the IIAmcrican Wayll to go out and do better 
than the other fellow even H you have to do him and his 
family injury 'in the process •. 

The Questionna'ire 

Twelve questions were formulated. to ascertain. background 

factors such as nationality, socio-economic status, political 

preference. and religion. Following this, the thirty~seven statements 

making up the four indices outlined above wcr<~ randomly distributed 

under a section entitled "Attitudes and Opinions ", . , 

Reliability. The reliability of each of the four scales was evaluated 

fly administering the questionnaire to thirty-two junior and senior 

students at the University of Minnesota. The questionnaire was 

. administered twice to tbesame students, with seven days between 

administrations~ The purpose was to determine the consistency of 

the't'esponses of the same indivi.dual. Thus if an item or an entire 

Beale is reliable, it should evoke a similar response from an 

,illdividual. assuming that there were no significant intervening 

I,variables during the period of time between the two questionnaires. 
~ ( 

'Spearman's Rank-order carl'elation cocr.iiclcnt was used to 
f{ 
Ii 

find the measure of association between the tw~i resp.onscs ot the 
;\ 

8amejndivid,ual. The formula used to obtaintlle Spearman Rank-

Order ;::;ortelalion was: 

.,< ' 
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ASC1n example of how l'<IliabUity was evaluated, the data for 

one of tbe tbirty-tv.·o students used in the pre-test arc presented in 

Table 2. This example is based on .rospollses to the Perception 01 

Violence index. 

Table Z 

Scale Reliability - Respondent 1 
Item *Xl Xz D D2 

1 
2 
3 .. 
5 

5 
1 
3 
5 
4 

4 
3 
3 
5 
4 

*Xl - Subject's first ro·sponse. 

-1 
2 
o 
o 
o 

1 
4 
o 
o 
o 

"5 Total DG 
R = .750 

Xz - Subject's second response. 
D - Difference between the response for a given· 

item. 
DZ - The square of the difference. 

In th~s way the reliability of the responses for each individual on 

I)a.ch scale was evaluated. For the Competition scale, R ranged. 

between. 815 and. 984 with and average of .94Z. For the .Aggression 

index the range was. 921 to .988 with an average of. 959., For the 

Perception of Competition R varied bet\qeen .650 and. 950 with 

an average of .838 for Perception of Aggression correlations ra.nged 

n: 



103 
" 

original instruments the items had survived selection by a panel oJ: 

Judges from ~ pool of it;ms. Additionally, it appears that the items 
, . 

on both ot: these scales P?ssess face validity. 

The question of internal consistency needs to be broached as 

a check on the internal validity of the four scales. Thus, the validitr 

of an Hem wo~lld be questionable if it failed to discriminate bc;tween 

individuals at oppositeenc1s of a scale. For example, a respondent 

with a low aggression score, should, with a high degree of regularity. 

respond to each item i.n a mannc.r reflecting low aggression. The 

data to conduct these 'internal consistency tests were obtained from 

the pre-test questionnaires of the thirty-two juniors and seniors used 

;' in estimating reliability. 

A nu:;nerical value of from one to six was assigned to each 
I 

respons~on the six-item Likert type scale. To obtain a person's 

8~ore on any index, the scores of his responses to individual items 

y.'ere'summed. The respondents were then ranked, for example, 

from the most competitive to the lea.st competitive. ByeHmin.ating 

the middle two q~artiles. the eight most competitive and the eight. 

Ieilst competitive remained against which the internal conSistency 

of the scal~ was checked. An item had internal validity, was 

consistent with the sc~res of the entire scale, if it accurately 

I discriminated between the most competitive and the least competitive" 

" 
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'The same procedure was adopted for each of the other three scales. 

~I This procedure is demt?lls.tratcd in Table ,3 for one of the i.tems 

i on the Competition scale. 
;} 
,~ t ~. Competition iathe means through which most improvement in 
1 ., 
# 
t 
'I 
! 

I 
{ 
,j 
! , 
j 

8o~iety is' accomplished. 

Table 3 

Internal Consistency of an Item 

Most Competitive 

Least Competitive 

N::: 3Z 

Agl"ee 
16 

4 lZ 

Percentage of consistent cells = 87.50/0' 

A decision was made to use only th()se items whose percentage 

of consi.stentcells was seventy-five or greater. Using this criterion 

item~ -5.~.a. and J.O. were formally elimilla ted from the Competition 

Index: and items '5. 6, 8, 10, and 15, :Crom the Aggrcssionlndex • .. 
All the items comprising the scales on percepti0ll;accurately dis-

criminated more than s,eventy:-five percent of the time. 

The two Perception scales were formed from viewpoints 

presented by contemporary obse'l'vers of the American scene. To 

thi.s extent. they would appear to be relevant. and possess Lace' 

validity, as well as being internally consistent. 

,; 

" 
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In sum, the :four scales appca r to have some measure of 

validity. Further. the items used exhibitfid quite high reliability. 

The final ql.lcstltmnahc was personally delivered to each of the 140 

respondents, alongwHh a stamped; addressed envelope for the 

return 9f the completed iteme. 

When a potential respondent was not at home, two cal1~backs 

wel'e made on subs~quent occasions. Nine of the non-Americans 

(6lndians. 2 Englishmen, and 1 German) could not be located. The 

, Bame was true £01' three Americans. This reduced the sample size 

to lZ8. One hundred six of the questionnaires w~re returned giving 

Ii response rate of approximately 830/0. 

The highest l'esponse rat.e was the Norlhern European at' 
91% •. The American group was next a't 850/0, while the Indian sample 

was a somewhat disappointing 690/0. Our final samples consi.l>ted of 

5.7 Americans and 49 non-Ameri<::ans. Twenty-nine of the l2:tter 

wer~ North Europea~,. and 20 were Indians. 

It remains £01' us to review the findings. and to attempt to 

t'each.conclusions on the basis of these • 

. 'j 
J, 
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'CHAPTER V 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SAMPLE 

Before testi.ng the hypotheses outUned in the previous chapter. 

it ~a important to compal'c the national groups on: various basic 

characteristica. In thi.s connection we need to know wha.t similar-

{ties and differences exif:rt amollgthe groups w1th respect to factors 

which might i.nfluence the respondents I scorcs on the depc.ndent 

variables inwbich Wf.?', are interested. Any attempt to investigate 

possible contaminating factors will be restricted to those which 

for various theoretical re<'sons coUld inCluence the results. 

In the prescnt study the following factors were considered 

as potential contributors to a spurious relationship: age; Sdci.o~ 

economic status. poshion in the family of orientation, and social 

~~vironment (urban or' rUl"al). In addi,tion, data were gathered on .. ,' . . 
religion and political a!filiatioit in as much as they are usual1y 

associated with nationality. 1t was dcsh:able that the samples be 
- ;.. 

1 airniiar in terms orage, socioolcconom1.c status, position infamHy. 

and childhood environment. On the other hand, it Wali assumed that 

the respondents' cultural backgTounds would largely determine tnci:r 

i~ligion and. the~r. political preference. For example, it was assumed 

that. sa.mplcs or lHaelis, Egyptians and Indi.ans Would be preclominantly 

:rl:w~sh, Mosh-;m,o-l' Hind;\l respectively. T,heirpolH\ea.l llOsttion wottld '" 
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be polarized by the institutions o! their respective national states. 

Hence it was expected that the sample groups would be siglii!icantly 

J, different with respect to politics and religion, thus increasing our 

coruidence in the representativeness of our samples, 

Each of these variables was run separately against the three 

groups in a cross-tabulation computer program, and the chi-square 

statistic was calculated in each case. In general, the hypothesis 

being tested in these cross-tabulations was that the variances on 

each of these v~riil.bles 'would be the same within each national group. 

A brief discussion of the relationships found to exist is presented 

below. 

It was felt that age might be an interfering variable in any 

study of American and non-Amer~can judgments of competitipp' and 

violence in American character, because of the conventional wisdom 

the'world over that people tend to become more conservative with age. 

Furthermore, it was realized in advance that the average ages of 

American and foreign students ,at the same generai level in their 

UJliversity s'tudics would probably be different, for uBuallyby the 

time some foreign student bas managed to find the means to study 

itl.America two to three years will have passed Since his baccalaureate 

. , " 

degree waf;. obtained. 



I! w~ examine our samples oC Indian, North European, and 

Ameri.can students in terms oI. 4-ycar age intervals the anticipated 

£inding that the average age of foreign students would be somewhat 

older than that of Ameri.cans at a comparable level or university 

IItudy was borne out. This may be seen in Table 4. 

Table 4 

Percentage Age Distribution by National Groups 

Indian 

Northern 'European 

American 

21 .. 24 

41.4 

21.4 

56.1 

Z5 - 29 30 - 34 

36.8 

50.0 

38.6 

5.3 

28.6 

5.3 

35 - 39 

10.5 

0.0 

0.0 
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Wb,en the three national groups - American, Northern European, 

and Indian - were tabulated against age intervals, a chi-square of 

24.317 with 6 degrees of freedom was obtained. This was significant 

at .the .001 level, thus negating our "general hypothesis concerning ~n 

equal distribution of age groupings among the three national groups. 

As was .expc<:ted, the foreign .stud.en.ts tended to be older than their 

,American counterparts. This was especially.the case for the 

Northern Europe<l.ns. The modal categoJ;Y f91' t4isgroup was 25 - 29, 

as against 2.1- 24 for the Ameri~anand Indiansamples. These 

latter two were: quite· similar in age distributioll, with theIndians 

.... 
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tending to have more individuals in the older categories. Table 4 

presents a percentage row distribuli.on. 

When we go beyond these expected differences to the further 

question as to whether the average age dH'ferences between the 

samples could affect the outcome of the study, however, it is 

necessary to inquire further as to the possible implication; of 

age grouping for the perceptions of violence in America. For the 

perception of social reality, absolute age is not as important as 

age category or generation. Quite apart from the studies of 

generation by such SOCiologists as Karl Mannheim and S. No 

Eisenstadt, it is noteworthy that in their conflicts with University 

,authorities the student rebels have intuitively invoked a generation 

concept. ~ith great fr~quency they have drawn the line between t?e 

generations a't age 29, treating all persons over that agil as "the 

If we utilize this as a roughly accurate picture of the generation 

diviSion the discrepancy between the samples does not appear to be 

nearly as great. 

While the differences between the samples by generation is 

still conSiderable, it is noteworthy that the larger number of persons 

in all samples fall into the' category oC 29 and wlder. 

It seems reasonable to cl.aim then, that the respondents arc 

.. t least fromJhe:s.ame generation. Further, we note that it is the 

;;, 
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Table 5 

Percentage Generation Distribution by National Groups 

Na tional G;;:;;';- Generational Differences 
29 and under 30 and over 

Indian 84.2 15.8 

North European 71.4 28.6 

American 94.7 5.3 

foreign samples that contain the older generation members. It is 

felt that older, more experienced outsiders will be more inclined 

to follow the philosophy that "people are people 'l the world over. 

On the otl1er hand, the younger Americans may be the most likely 

of all Americans to condemn their own system. In other words, it 

is suggested ~at the type of age difference thai appears tends to 

bias the results, if at all, in the o'pposite direction to that hypothesized. 

Socio-Economic Status 

50 many social scientists have urged, and so many studies 

have confirmed the fact that socio-economic differences between 

Upper. middle. anrl'lower classes bave an importar;t effect upon 

social perception that it was deemed eilsential to randomize the 

samples on this variable if it Were not potentially to destroy our 

conclusions. 
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Efforts to gauge this variable usually include a consideration 

of indicators such as occupation,education; income, place of 

residence, and so on. With eros s ~cu1tural samples the difficulty 

of measuring status in societ.y is consi.derably enhanced. Added to 

this is the fact tha.t these. respondents areal! graduate students 

whose status at this time may oCten be in a state of flux. Further, 

to attempt to formulate an index of the social class of the respondents' 

parents, based on such indicators as those suggested above. would 

have been of questionable validity. Thus, income differentials 

a<;ross national lines, and varying status or occupations in different 

cultures, woul.d be only two important factors tending to distort such 

an index. In view of this it was decided to make no attempt to 

develop an index. At the same time it was felt that some indication 

of how the respondents perceived their oWn social class was relevant. 

This of course was subject to errors of definition and judgment, but 

given ·the circumstances, it is defc'ndcl:c:? probably the most practiciJ.l 

mt:t~ct! of I"hta'n~ng at least a general assessment of how the samples 

compare on this variable. 

The results showed that there was no Significant. relationship 

be~ween nationalities and social classes. Most respondents categorized 

themselves as either lower~middle or upper~middle. The distri:­

bution {s·shown in'Table 6. The chi-square o£ 6.049 with 6 degrees 

or lrcedom was .non:,"signHicant. 
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Table 6 

Percentage Distribution of Social Class 

Lower- Upper-
Working Middle Middle 

Indian 5.3 42.1 52.6 

Northern Eu:ropean 3.6 28.6 57.1 

American 5.3 42.1 50.8 

Ordinal Position in Family of Orientation 

Upper 

0.0 

19. 7 

1.8 

Social scientists have suggested that the family as a small 

liZ 

group undergoes basic changes with the addition .of each child. Such 

changes in tUrn a!!ect the relationships among family members, and 

,Ultimately bring about changes in personality. Thus, .Le Masters
l 

. , 

showed that the arrival of the first child often constitutes a very 

r~al crisis for young newly-weds'. It seemS that the young pa rents 

are over-zealous in their eHorts to learn their parental roles, and 

in the process .subject their first-born to excessive amounts of attention. 

This child experiences considerable trauma when much of the "":~tention 

is diverted from him by the arrival of a second infant. The first 

child finds that he must restructure the pattern of interaction 'to 

which he had been accustomed. His relationships are no .longer as 

predictable as they formerly we~e, and this often leads to a, 

considerabl<;l amount of alteration in personality. 

I E • E • LeMasters,"Parcnthood as Crisis", Marxiage and Family 
.. !:ivinS. 1957, 19, pp. 352-355. 
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Lasko
Z 

produced evidence tha.t indi~atcd that mothers were 

more coe:rcive.alla restrictive:, and less consistent, with lheir first~ 
• I • 

born than with their second child. Hence, due to the accident of 

birth, the first-born is subject to structural variables that are quite 

likely to create personality problems. Scars, Maccoby. and Levin3 

found that the middle child was less likely to receive praise and 

more likely to be required to perform household chores. 

It seems then that ordinal position exerts significant: 

. influence on the development of personality traits and attitudes. In 

view of this it would seem relevant in the present stuely to ascertain 

whether any national group'contained an inordinate number of indivi-

duals belonging to a particular ordinal category in their parental 

family. 

The cbi~square on this variable a.mounted to 10.974 with 6 

degrees of freedom, and was non-significant for p..c. 05. In other 

words, there was no significant relationship between national group 

and ordinal ctl-tegory. Hence it seems safe to ass~e that ordinal 

position of the respondents in their family of orientation will e~ert 

litUe influence on the comparative characteristics of the groups in 

OUr sample. 

ZJoan K. Lasko, "Parent behavio.r toward first and second 
chUdren". Genetic Psychology Monograph. 1954, 49. pp. 91-:137 • 

. 3R • R • Scars, -Eleanore, Maccoby. J{.Levjn,e Patterns of 
£e,Udrcartng. Row, Pctersol. Evanston, Ill: 1957. 
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Living Area Growing Up 

Barker4 has demonstrated how commwlity size is instru-

mental in controlling the degree and quality of exposure. to adults 

that childreu experience. From this he reasons that such variance 

in exposurc cxperienccs ma.y lead to quite different conceptions of 

how to relate to older persons, and to the general environment. 

In discussing some of the .sociological correlates of per-

Bonality development. Clau~en and Williams emphasized the impact 

that residential setting can exert on tbe growing child. 

It would be diIficult to imagi.ne a' sharper'contrast in 
environmcnts. for the developing child than that between 
an urban slum in the United States and the small French 
village that Wylie has descriued in his "Village in the 
Vauclusc" ••• Here family, school, and other community 
agcnts reinforce a single image o£ the good, the 
inevitable course of development. At the age o£ four 
the child enters school and quickly learns the school 
routines which will comprise the most important part 
of ~is lifc. for the next ten years. Confronted by the 
~broken social pressure 'of parents, teachers, and 
friends, he learns that there ;1re aspects of life that 
must be faccd, definitions that must be memorized 
~ndacceptcd as they are. 5 

In vicw of this cvidcnce, nationality was cross -tabulated 

against two indicators of 'living area growing Upl~ The first of 

these sought to determine the general type of environment (urban 

4Roger ~llXker and Herbert F. Wright, Midwest and its 
~ildreii.Rcw~p.cterson and Co.; Evanston, Ill: 1')57. 

5;] ohn A. Clausen and .Judith R. Williams, "Sociological 
COrrelates of Child Behavior", N.S.S.B. Yearbook.I..XII, Pa~t. I, 
.1963. PI" 84-85. 
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Qr rural) in which the respondent spent the major part of his child-

hood and adolescence. The chi-square h,?re was 2.893 with 6 

. degress of freedom. Quite obviously, this was not signiCican,t. 

The second indicator measured tl~e size of the P?pulation 

in the respondent's childhood living area. This resulted in a chi-

square o£ 10.836 with 10 degrees of freedom. Again the result was 

non-Significant. 

Religion 

As was anticipated the chi-square here was large, 104.450 

with 16 degrees of freedom, thus again rendering the relationship 

significant at the. 001 level. Clearly, the group which contributed 

most to this high chi-square was the Indian; 84.20/0 of these nationals 

adhered to the Hindu religion, and all Hindus were Indians. Jews 

and Methodists were found only among the Americans, and together 

constituted 140/0 of the American group. In general the North 

European and American groups had :comparable .distributions on this 

variable. 

In the present study, we ar.e interested in looking at whether 

cultural origin is a factor contributing to the .degree to which certain 

traits .and attitude's are developed within individuals. Hinduism is 

an intricate part of th<!, cul.tural origin of Indian gr~duate students 

at ~eUnhrersity-or:Minnesota. Any random sample of such s',udents 
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a detailed description of the. percentage distributions. 

chi-square obtained was as we would have expected. Table 7 a!{ords 

will be overwhelmingly Hindu. In view of this, the significant 

Political Affiliation 

As in the caSe of religion it was expected that there would be 

a significant difference among the national groups on poHticai 
\ 

allegiance. This varie>ble, along with religion and nationality, were 

8een .as forming part of a cultural complex, and this complex has 

a powerful impact on the formulation of traits an.d attitudes in the 

individual. 

Small way by the political and ~ocial environment to which he has 

or c~nservative republicanism (for example) will be influenced in no 

Thus it is argued that a man's decision t; adhere to soci,alism 

I\:rown accustomed. For instanc~, it was expected that the Northern 

European sample would contain a disproportionate number of 

sociaHsts, giVen the obvious fact that EngliSh politics exhibits 

llluch more socialisin than does that of the United States. 

FollOWing this reasoning it was antiCipated that a chi-square 

should be. Significant on this factor if Our samples were truly 

representative·. This was found to be the caSe. ·The chi-square 

Was 25."SlS with 10 degrees of freedom, and was Significant at the 

.005 level. TableS'details the percentage breakdown. 
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Table 7 

.Percentage Dt.strib~tion of Religious Affiliation 

*RC L 'M P A OP J H 

Indian 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 84.2 

Northern 
European 25.0 . Z5.0 0.0 3.6 17.9 7.1 0.0 0.0 

Ameri.can 31.6 19.3 3.5 7.0 1. S 12.3 10.5 0.0 

*RC - Roman Catholic; L - Lutheran; M -Methodist; P - Presbyterian; 
A - Anglican: OP - Other Protestants; J - Jewish; H - Hindu; 0 - Other. 

" 

0 

10.5 

21.4 

14.0 

-~ 
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Table 8 

Percentage Distribution of Po1it{~al Affiliation 

Liberal Conservative Liberal Conservative 
Sociali.st Democrat Dcn10crat RC,Eublican RCEublican 

Indian 6.3 87.4 0.0 6.3 0.0 

Northern 
European 25.0 46.5 3.6 14.2 10.7 

American 3.5 43.9 14.0 19.3 19.3 

Summary 

The three national groups had been controlled in the samplinf.\ 

" for se:!:, graduate major, and - in the case of the foreign students. -

'{or time in th~ United States. In this chapter the samples wer..: 

analyzed for homogeneity on age, social class, ordinal position in 

family.' and living area growing ~p. Further, despite a significant 

i:hi-square calculated on the pa;rticular age intervals employed, it 

lias been showntbat the respondents may be considered as broadly 

homogeneous with regard to gener~tional grouping. 

In addition. the samples were tested for heterogeneity on 

religion and political affiliation. As anticipated, the groups were 

heterogeneous on both variables. It has been argued that these 

variables arc fundamentaily implicated in the definition ol cultural 

origin. To tMs extent. heterogeneity in these areas is not only 
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to be expected, but is in fact essential H we are to have rcprcscmtativc 

samples from the dilIcrent cultures. 

It would seem reasonable to aSS\Ulle then that the Bam~)lcs 

are sufficiently similar to be compara.ble on the val"iabl~s tha.t 

concern us. On the basis o! this ass"umption let us now turn to a 

compar~son of the three grol.lps on competitions aggression, per~ 

ception of competition in America, and perception of aggression 

in America. 

.11 
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CW'.PTER VI 

FI,NDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Obaervcrs of America have suggested that there is a relation~ 

ship between the high level olcompelition, and the prevalence of 

aggression and violence in America. In view of thiS, and in view 

of the sharp increase in overt conflict in recent years; it seemed 

appropriate to test [or sucha relationship, as between Americans 

and a selected sample of non~Americans. To this end, the Pearsonian 

product moment cQrrelation coefficient between competition a.nd 

aggression was computed [or the sample groups (of American, 

Indian, and North European) both combined and separately. 

Fat' the overall sam]?le (N=106), an r of • S(J8 was obtained. 

Tbis was Significant at. the .• 01 level. In short, the re1ationship 

was validated. In the American group (N=57) the coe!iiCient o! 

correlatlon amounted to • 259. T~il> w.ts significant at the. OS level. 
I 

For bot!t t1.'e North Europeans and the Indians the correlations ob-

tained were highly signHicant. being at the. 0 1 level. In the 

former group the' r was. 711, whUe for the Indians it'waa .128. 

On the basis of thesc 'simple bivariate correlations it appears 

} . that a relationship does indeed c:.\.;'st between the two variables under 

; 
if 
J 

lliscussion. 

~ Furthermore, it \\las reasoned that an individu.-1.l's perception 

~ of competition in Amedean society would b'e related to l1is perception 
:f~ 
i. 
J 
,f' , 
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ot aggreflsion. , This again was borne out very st):ongly {Il the 

correlations, Thus in the overall f>ample the r obtained between' 

the two IIpel"ceptir.ms It was. 72.3. For the American group' the 

corres:ponding correlation was .546, while the N01"th Europeans 

and the Indians were. 783 and. 856 respectively. All of these 

values werepighly Significant, being above the. 0 1 level. 

The high correlations between these variables raises the 
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question a£ lack ol independence between the indic.ators on the different 

iactors~ In other words, were the items design~d to measure per-

ception o! competition actually measuring the same factor as the items 

set up to measure perception o£ aggression. It WCoS possible that both 

~: 
~ . indices were tappin~ a common underlying dimension, or again, 
u 

~ 
t 
~ 
I: 
t 
~ 
1: !: 
1.'. , 

while two f>eparate dimensions may actually exist, perhaps the sets 

of items were nO~:'iu{.ficiently refined to make the distinction. To 

the extent that there was quite high correlation of some of the items 

o£ one i,ndex with th:Qse o( the oilier, (see Appendix B) this latter 

possibility cannot be discarded. Factor analYSis may have been 

employed to help provide answers to these questions. However, 

,give!) the focus or the present study. it was decided not to pursue 
. . . 

this 9ucstion of dimensionality M this time. Rather, the decision 

was made to continue to make the distinction between the two per-

ception variable~. 
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To test the six hypotheses oullined in Chapler IV, the 

Student's t test, for dHference between mea'ns of groups wasemplo}'ed. 

In order to justHy the use of this statistic in problems involving 

differences between means, two assumptions need to be made. In 

the fir~t place the populations sampled should be normal, and 

secondly. their variances should be homogeneous. The 110rmality 

assumption seems to be the less important of the t\vo. Commenting 

on this requirement for the use of the t test, Hays suggests, 

By and large, however, this assumption may be 
violated with impunity provided that sample size 
ill not extremely smal1~ 1 . 

Our smallest sample size was the Indian. This grol~p con7 

sisted o! twenty respondents. In terms of the t test, a sample size Ii tl of twen.ty would not be considered as lIextre~ely small". Further 

!.1, We have employed two-tailed t tests. These are even less demanding 

tl 
h 
It 
lei 

'1

1

,1 
1 
ti 
t~ 
~, 
LI 

in their normality requirement than the I-way t. 

The assumption of homogeneity is considered as more 

important. In this connection, Hays makes the point that: 

For samples of equal size relatively big differences 
in the population variances Seem to have relatively 
8mall consequences for the conclusions derived from 
a t teat. On Ul,e other hand, when the variances are 
quite unequal the use of different sample sizes can 
have serious effects on the cOll!Zlusions. 2 

1 , .' .', . 
William L. Hays, StatisticS for Psychologists, New York: 

Holt, Rin<;bart and Winston, 1966. p. 322. 
2 
~. 

I 

I 

I 
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In view of the fact that we have unequal sample sizes, it. was 

decided to C,ompute an F score Ill'tOr to testing a puir of groups for 

significant difference in mean scores. 'Phe F statistic essentially 

tests the null hypothesis that the ratio between the sample variances 

\a equal to 1. If theF is found to be non-significant then we cannot 

reject the null hypothesis, and can reasonably assume that homo~ 

geneity ,of variance exists. 

Hypothesis ,1 Americans arc morc highly competiti.ve than are the 
nationals of either India or Northern Europe. 

This hypotheSiS, as stated, implies the existence of two 

Bub-hypotheses. Thus we arc suggesting that America,ns arc morr~ 

highly competitive than are la) Indian and (1,» Northern. J;;urope<t!l!'!v 

It was decided to l'1lI1 three t tests relating to 'thj.s hYP9thejSiB. The 

!irst test compar«d th~ Americanfjample with the f,lntire non~ 

American sample. The second pitted Americans against Indians, 

p.nd the third involved Americans and north Europeans. Table 9 

l>rescnts details or the contrasts. including the result of the F test 

for each group. ~1l thr~c of these F score& were non-signiIicant 

(at p <:,.05) thus allowing us to assume homogeneity of var~ancc. 

For the fiut of the three compa,:isonsa negative t resulted. 

T.his was in the opposite direction to that implied by hypoth~sis 1, 

thus suggcGting that the Americans were less competitive than 

thei1"'n;n-~mericanco~lterparts~ It should be noted however. that 

)1: 



the t score obtai.ned was not significant a.t p < . 10. 00 the basis of 

these t;amples then, we cannot reject the ~ull hypothesi.s that the 

means or the two groups are the same. 

On investigating the comparison between Americans and 

Indians we again find a negative t. In this case, however, the result. 

is highly Significant being at the .005 level. In other words, the 

Indian graduate students were significantly more competitive than 

the correspondi.ng group of Americans. This leads us to Bome 

speculation concerning the samples. From the outset tt was believed 

possible that an inherent bias ex.isted in the sample of foreign students. 

Thi.s blas :l:evolved aTound tbe reasoning that students Who were 

prepared to cross oceans for the specUic purpose of bettering their 

li!e~chancea. would probably be among the mosi competitive in 

their own societies. With respect to the Indians. the finding here 

Table 9 
Mean of American: Group Compared With Mean of Othel.· Groups on 

Competition 

Non- North 
Americans Indjans Europeans 

F test 1.380 1.251 ,t.OlS 

t test -1.414 . -3.386· .6S1 

* Significant at p ..::. .005 with 74 degrees o£ freedom. 
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wae most interesting as well as serendipitous. India is seen as a 

highly indiviclualis,tic sOciety, but competition is held in check to 

a. great extent by the ca.ste system operating there. When th~y 

arrive in America, the arena where men meet to compete broadens 

considerably. At least by laH'.' all men are members of the one 

caste in America. To be a Brahman in India is to have abe'ad 

start on the large majority of the population. But in terms oC 

social prestige, to be a Brahman in America cOlUlts £01' nothing. 

To progress in the Am,erican environment Indian individualism 

becomes highly Cunctional. In addition, many of the Indian ~tudents 

are bere on Fullbright scholarships. To win such an award the 

l!I~cc~ssCul applicant would have had to ernerge'victorio\is Crom a 

sifting process involving thousands 01 competitors from his area. 

The i.n£~r~nce is that those who survive have done so in highly 

~ompctitive situations. They'are among the very top competitors 

in: theii bome country. It is these that we are comparing with what' 

might be considered as a much more typical group from American 
• 1\ 

society. 

A similar. thou.gh perhaps somewhat weaker, case can be 
, 

rna,de [at the North Europeans. England andWest Germany do not 

have a system of castes. At the same time they apparently have 

more :::igid class line~ than those existing in the United Statcs~ These 

boUndaries defiite::the populations within which competition may occur. 
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All with the ladians it would Seem highly probable that those 
". 

who 6u~ive the demanding preliminaries arc among ~he most ardent 
. " 

co~pet.i.tors in their societies. Given that the United' St'!-tes p.rovidc~ 

~uch more room for status by aehit:vomcnt as against" stalus by 

ascription, the competiti.ve instincts of the.se highly competitive 

individuals are agai.n very functional. in thi3 country. 

Even so, a random sample of" American graduate student.s 

at Minnesota arc as .. highly· competitive as those students who are 
.r· .. ·..--' probably drawn irom the most highly competitive groups in their 

'own countrie.8. The inference w'ould seem to be that a high level 
.. " 

of competition, is more the norm in A!llerica than it ~s in northern 

Europe. or course. this is speculation, and we are not justified 

in making the clai:n that this is the true state of affairs. Only a 

replicatton, with data ... ctually gathered in the home countries of 

the students would allow us to argue with some confidence on this 

point. 

Hypothesis ~ Americans are more prone to aggression than are the 
na,tionals of either India or northern Europe. 

Once again, it was decidod to compute three t scores in 

connection with this hypot~esis. Table 10 contains 1hose results. 

None of the F scores was e:'gnUkant at the. 05 level. 

The overall t test resultc,d in a positive score;: - the direction 

implied by!heJwpgth!,!sls .. hut this score was non-significant. However. 

j:, ' 
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f 
,~: when the Indians alone were contl'astcd with the Americans a 

~ 
f signHicant ,result in the predicted direction was obtained: For the. 

f 
I 

northern Europeans there was a non-significant test ret;ult. t~ldia 

I the country that nurtured Ghandi, the father of non-violent' protest, 

F 
i has something of a tradition el! non-aggression. 

r For. the north 'Europeans there was, no significant diffe renee 

f 
), 

between their mean score and that of the Ameri.can group. 

In sum, hypothesis Z was upheld in the. case of the Indian 

students, but not for the north-Europeans. 

Table 10 

" Mean of American Group Compared With Mean o£.Other Groups on 
," Aggression' 

f: Non .. Indians 

I :i::' 
~ericans 

1.176 1.201 

.660 *Z.280 

I 
~ 

*Significant at p-,.05 with 74 degrees of freedom 

North' 
Europeans 

1.232 

-.623 

¥ Hypothesis 3 
f; 

Non-All"lericans perceive America"s as blghlycompe:itive. 

i From the format of the hypothesis, it was not appropriate to 

~ apply any tests of sigdificance. The mean for the non-American group 

J . on thi.s variable was blHween 4 and 5. Of course in the Likert type 

~ 
~l 

f 
i 

scale, a mean ~6coreb mcanh\gful only when compared whh other 
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means on tho same variable. In other words, the point Score 'per SCi 

is meaningless. However. to the extent that we are aware of the 

fact that in ou~. system a score of 4 is analogous to an ~Agl"ee~ 

check on an item, and a sco~eof S is analogous to a 'Stl"ongly Agree'. 

we are able to obtain an indication of the direction of the group's 

sentiments. Both the Indians and the n'orthern Europeans consistently 

returned scores in this' range on this variable. 

Hence. while no test of significance is applicable, there is 

evidence that this hypothesis is supported. 

Hypothesis 4 N?n-Americans perceive Americaps as more highly 
competitive than Americans perceive themselves. 

Here again three t tests were 'employed to examine the 

hypothesi.s., One of the three F tests used'to measure homogeneity 

of variance in this instance was significant at the .0\\: level. This 

was in the comparison between the Indians and the Americans. In 
" 

View' of this. we need to be hesi.tant ab9IJt havip~C9nnd(!n!;g ,n th~ 
results of the t obtained. Table 11 presents details of the tests on 

this variable. ,. 

Table 11 

Mea.n ol American Group Compared With Mean of Other Groups on 
Perception of Competition ip. America 

NOI\~ North 
American Indian European, 

F test ,1.315 1,1*2.231 1.371 

t test **-2.809 *-1.991., *-2.440 

*Significant at,p<. 05; MSignificantatp< ~Ol 

'. , ,. 
" 
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In spite of the caution rcq.uircd as· a result or the significant 

F mentioned abov!.', the evi.dence clearly inelicates that thc hypothesis 

is upheld. Non-Americans tend to see more competition in American 

society than do Americans themselves. 

Hypothesis 5 Non-Ameri.cans perceive Americans as highly aggressive. 

Like hypothesis 3, this hypothesis was not set up to be sub-

jected to a statistical test of signHicar.ce. For the entire non-

American group the mean score on perception of aggression in 

Ameri.can society was between 3 and 4. This was also true lor the 

separate Indi.an and norlh European samples. Under our coding system 

a score Ol 131 is equi.valent to 'Disagree' and a score of '4' indicates 

'Agree'. According to this rough measure, there would not seem 

to be sufficient evidence to claim that the hypothesis had been borne 

out. 

At the sa.me time we should consider the possibility that the 

m4i.!;<!ttQrl! PileI! to measure thi.s variable may have been weighted 

somewhat harshly in a negative Sense with respect to American 

,i 

society. If this were so then even those respondents who tended 

to perceive Americans as highly aggressi.ve might be inclined to 

place checks towards the middle, rather than at the extremes, 

ol the scale. It is only when we compa.re these scores' with those 

obtained by another group on the same Hems that we can interpret 

them in am~aniitg{u1 way', This brings us to thl! last hypothesis. 

I, 
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Hypothesis 6 Non-Americans perceive Americans as mOTU aggrcssive 
than Americans perceive themselves. 

All three F SC01'CS were non-significant on this variable. 

'table 12 gives details of the three t tests. 

Ail three t scores were in the hypothesized direction, and 

two of the three were significant at the. 05 levei. WhUe the Indian 

sample dld not exhibit a significant diHere . .:e at conventional 

signi!i.cance levels, it would seem that there is substantial evidence 

to support the hypothesis as stated. 

Table 12. 

Mean of American Group Compared \Vith Mean of Other Grou.!Js on 
Perception of Aggression in America 

Non':' North 
Americans Indian~ Eurol?eans 

F test 1.391 1.015 1.386 

t test *-2.300 -1.22.1 *-2.275 

*signi.£i.cant at p <:: • 05 

Summary of Findings 

This study set out to examine some aspects of competition 

and aggression in a restricted portion of the American population. 

Six hypotheses relating to these variables were tested, and three 

were bo:rnc out quite st:rongly. Thci;·6. three were hypotheses 3, 4 

and 6. All three were concerned with tI:t~'ctw'o 'pe:rception I val'iables. 

Fl.'om these data there was no evidence to verify the suggestion 

that American g:raduatc students at Minne.sota Were mo;rc competiti.ve. 
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than their Indian or North Europcan counterparts. It lS, however, 

possible that the mechanislns which select. individuals for foreign 

study .favo,. thc high1:ompctitors. 

The, results pertaining to. aggression were varied. The Indian 

students were significantly less aggressive than either the Ame ricans 

of the north,-Europeans. At the same time, there was no signHicant 

difier(!nce on ~his variable between the latter two group~. Our 

basic thesi.s implied that cultural background is 'an in!luential 

factor in shaping ali individual's personality trai.ts. The results 

obtained for India would seem to jibe with this reasoning. T.raditionally 

non-violent India producing non-aggressive individuals. The large 

majority of the north-European respo'ndents spent the formative years 

of their childhood in the aftermath of a shocking war that had ravaged 

their homelands •. Violence had heen an inherent parto! their daily 

existence. It is feasible then, t.hat people who had been nurtured in 

Buch anatmosph~re, would exhibit <l ggressive tendencies. 

Furthermore, England and West Germany are highly industrialized 

relative'to neighboring countries. To this extent they resemble the 

American model quite closely. Consequently. ~t is pot surpri,sing 

tba.t the two samples were not significantly different on eithcl:com-

petition or aggressi.on. 

The variables, competition andaggrcssi.on. were measured 

with independent scales. The former·wasassembled in such a way 
. " .'-" -~ ..... " ........ ....,. .-, . 

as tQ ,gauge attitude towards the effectiveness of competition. The 
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aggression scale was basically a behaviorist model designed to tap 

individual aggressi:..rcness. Perhaps it might have been more appro­

priate. given our thesis. to have formul~t~d a scale designed in such 

a way as to measure aggreSSiveness in competitive situations. The 

'cady chapters presented abundant documentation of the be;:lief that 

Americans.are especially aggressive in situati0l"!s involving 

econc;>mic and personal competition. 
~. ", ~ '., '- .....,. . , ...... . . ", . . 

There ~'eems to be little doubt that non-America~s perceive 

Americans as highly competitive. WpUe from our data, there is 

some question about whe'ther outsid'crsperceive. America 1S as 
,~" . 

highly aggressive. there is stron~ evidence to support the claim 

tba,t outside observers perceive Americans, as significantly more 

prone to resort to aggression than Americans perceive themselves. 

As Wl,:S indicated earlier, suchperc~ptions would seem to be 

worthy of consideration by the citizens of this cOl.Ultry. People 

react to others on th'e basis of how they perceive those others. In 

the past it has seem~d that America has sought to win allies abroad 

by boosting fhe economy of less fortunate countries. Unfortunately. 

such gestures. have often been neutTalized by the bitterness created 

among the local inhaoitantG by !undamen!.al changes wrought in their 

way of life. Endeavoring to ior.r:e democracy, and such values as 

'time is money'. on too many people too quickly has very oHen led 

to hostilHy .r<!tber than friendship. and to disparagement ,rather 

than gra~itude. 

, JJ 



1 133 

Ii. It is from this perspective that many obse;-vers view America. 

I, A people that have recently assasoinated three of their most beloved 

leaders; as the "policeman" of the western world; as the only: nation 

that has ever dropped a nuclear bomb; us a cowltry that has one of 

the highest rates of violent crime in the world; the creator of the 

tradition of vi.olence in movieD and television. This forms a major 

~"'< 
part of the American image abroad. Our sample was drawn from 

the most enlightened section of their respective' countries - all 

~were 1,Uliversity grad\lates. Yet even these perceived competition 

and violence as being very prevalent in Am~rican society • 

. 
Ironically, the situation seems to be that these foreign 

students who see Americans as crass competitors and prone to 

resort to aggression to achieve their ends,are themselves much . . 
like the 'tYl>l<;al' American they tend to disparage. The Indians are 

apparently even more c;)mpetitive than their American counterparts, 

though seemingly less aggressive. ,The North Europeans are not 

signil.icantly different from Americans either as competitors or as 

perpetrators, of agGression. 

"Ah, Mephistophel~s! ,,3 

3 
Christopher Marlowe, "Tragical History of the Life and D(:ath 

o!Doctor Faustus'!, Norton Anthology of English LiterJture, edited 
by M.H. Abrams (New York: W. W. Norton and Company, Inc., 19(2), 
p. 62.8. 

iJ. 
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SOCIAL .RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRE 

Dear Student: 

The attachud question1laire' is designed to gather data about 
various aspeCts of society. This data can contribute to our under­
standing of some important questions. We hope, therefore, that 
you will fill out the questionnaire with car.e. 

All of the questions are answered simply by circling a number 
or some letters of the alphabet. Please be sure to answer every 

question. 

You will note that there 1$ no space for writing your nam-e 
on the questionnaire - nor is there any code n1.llT\ber listed. In other 
words, the replies are completely anonymous. 

The8uccess of the study depends on your completing the 
questionnaire to the bc\st of your ability. We appreciate your help, 
and sil1cerely thank you for it. 

. ... . ..... "m» 
:MiL MAC. 4i¢ J!t¥§w)",£iCi!4it,tm .. Ht&,,,,@M£W$·kr.Z!ll 
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. I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
(Ci.rcle one nwnber) 

Na tionJlli ty: 
1. American 
Z.,Cbinese 
3. Engliah 
4. German 
5. Indian (frOnl India) 
6. Japanese 
7. Russian 
8. Scandinavian' 

My present age is: 
1. Twenty or under 
Z. Over twenty but under twenty-five 
3. Twenty-five or over, but under thirty 
4. Thirty or over, but under thirty-five 
5. Thirty-five or over, but under forty 
6. Forty or over 

3. What is your religious pl'eferenc'e? 
1. Rom'an Catholic 

4. 

Z. Lutheran 
3. Methodist 
4. Presbyterian 
5. AlIlglican 
6. Othor Protestant: 

Wb~c:h denomination? 

7. 1ewish \, .. ,--.r 

8. Hind'u 
9. Other: Please specify. 

Which of the followirJg areas is closest to describing your 
present majcir? 
1. Administration' 
Z~ Agriculture 
3. Erlgineerilng 
4. "'History'or phi19sophy 
5., .Lan~uages andlUq.rature 
6. PhysicafSCienc(!s (c. g. Cberrristry', physics, g(·ology) 
1. Social Scic,nces (e. g. Anthropology, psy(;lwlogy, economics, 

IJociology, political science) 
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Ii you were asked to usc one of thcsc fivc namcs to describe 
'your social class, which one would you choosc? 
1. The lower class ' 
Z. The working class 
3. The lower middle class 
4. The uppcrmiddlc class 
5. The upper ,class 

Which olthe ll'ollowing comes closest to your own political 
prefercnce? 
1. Socialist 
Z. Liberal Democrat 
3. Conscrvative Democrat 
4. LiberallRcpublican 
5. Conservative Republican 

How many brothers do you have? _~ ______ _ 

How many sisters do you have? _________ _ 

Are you: 
1. Only child 
Z. Youngest child 
3. Middle child 
4. Oldest child 

What kind of place did you live in, for the most pait, during 
your childhood ar..d adolescence? 
1. Farm (father was a Iarmer) 

,Z. ~e - theol'en country hut father was employed in 
non-farm work 

3. Suburb or small town near a city whcre father worked 
4. Within the city limits of a city, town or village 

How large was the town or city you lived in most of the time 
when you were growing up? 

113 

(If you lived on a farm answer for the sb>:c of the place where 
you did most of your family shopping. H youlivcd:in a suburb 
give the size of the city in which your father worked.) 
1. Village 01' small town - up to 2,499 
2. Z, 500 to 24, 999 population, 
3. 25.000 to 4~999 
4. 50,000 to 99, 999 
5. 100,000 to 499,999 
6. sew,ooo and over 

v/;. 
,:-:~:--~,r 



How long have you been in the United States? 
1" All my liCe 
2. Not all my life, but Ove1' fifteen years 
3. Over ten years, but under fifteel1l 
4. Ov~r rivc years, but under ten 
5~ Over three years, but under five 
6. Ove1' two years, but under three 
7.' Over one year, but undel' two 
8. Less than OIlC 'yC'ar 

144 

! For each of t:· fO:l:::~:~:e::~t::il:l:N~. appropriate 
[\ initials according to whether you Very Strongly Agree (VSA), 
I Strongly Agree (SA). Agree (AL Disagree (D), Strongly Disagree (SD), 

Very Strongly Disagree (VSD). 

I 
I 

.~ I 
I , 

13. Americans are the most frightening people on tht~ earth today. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

14. It makes my blood boil to have someone make fun of me. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

!5. It is acceptable for a person to resort to physical violence if 
he has to. to defend bis own'rights. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

16. I would not let earning a livbg greatly warp my life. 

VSA SA A D 5D VSD 

17. The ideal of bigger, faster. and more is very prevalent ~n 
American society. 

VSA SA D SD VSD 

18~ It is very dif'ficult to think of a ~ood )'(~ason for ever hitting anyone. 

VSA SA A D so VSD 

}!. \ .,~, 
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19. Competition is the menns through which most improvemcnt in 
society 1S accomplis\wd. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

ZOo Participation in intensive competition develops leadership. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

21. It is illogical to c1airtl that the whole of American SlJc1ety muet 
accept much of the rc,spollsi1~ility for the rccent wave of 
assassinations of top political and civil rights figures in this 
country. 

VS;" SA A D SD VSD 

ZZ. if somebody annoys me,l am apt to tel! him what I think of him. 

Vs;.. SA A D SD VSD 

23. The American i,s no more prone to resort to aggressive behavior 
to obtain his individual rights than arc most oth!!r nationalities. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

~4. When I really lose my temper, r am capable of slapping someone. 

VSA. SA A D SD ,VSD 

f
',' 25. Intensive competition in team games while at school helps to train 

most individuals to face the problems of life. 

I 
VSA SA A D 5u, V5D 

26. It is difficult not to be a little rude to people that one docs llot like. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

Z7. I work very hard at. everything I undertake until I amsaiisiied 
with the results. 

'liSA SA A D SD VSD 
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28. Purely selfish me.Uves arc behind many ef the financial grants 
g~ven to. ether ceWltrics by tile United Stutes. . 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

29. Americans are probably the most highly competitive people in 
~ho world tOlday. 

VSA. SA 
]" 
:1 

A D SD VSD 

30. Americanism is nothing but a childish desire to. ''beat the werld". 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

31. If s.emcone deesn't treat me right, [.den't let it annoy me. 

VSA .SA A D SD VSD 

,32. The American is willing to. sacrifice anything to. prefit. 

VSA SA .A D SD VSD 

33. In America the traditien of self-help Witil vielence appel+rs to. be 
well established. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

.34. ~eing pitted against anether as in a pelitical or athletic race is 
~njoyable. . 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

~5. I never get mad enough to. throw things. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

i
) 
! . 36. I generally cever up' my peor epinien ef ethers. 

i 
I 
1 

VSA A D SD VSD 

37. Other things assumed eCIual, it weuld ge preferuble to. work 101' 
a definite salary than {or a. cemmissio.n on work done. /')', 

, VI 
/ 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

i'. 
V 

& 
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38; Ii somebody hits me iirst, I let him have it. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

39. An article for sale is worth what peopH: will pay for it. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

40. It is part of the '.'American Way" to go out and do better than the 
other fellow cv.en if you have to do he and his family injur)' in 
thi'l process. 

VSA SA A D SD VSD 

Again, thank you for your help in filling out this questionnaire. 

Ii' 
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Inter-Item Correlations tor Aggressi.on Items Against the .l1'our Scale Totalt! 

Questionnaire Perception Percept~on. 
Numbers Competition Aggression, ofCompetiti.on of Aggression 

14 .022 .346';'* -.079 ... 163 
15 .214* ,.S})4** .093 .100 
18 , .124 .550** -.020 -.0&0 
22 -.090 .180 -.168 -.117 
24 • 105 '. 538'~';' . -.104 .048 
26 .064 • 2. 57*~' -.073 -.007 
31 .043 • 496';'~' .084 .163 
35 .158 .468';<>:' -.015 .083 
36 -.087 .242';' .002 .013 
38 .269** .605';'*- .063 -.031 

*Significant at p<. 05 
**SignHicant at p< .01 

... 
$ 



Inter-Item Correlationo for Competition Items Against the Foul' Scale Totals. 

Perceptions Perceptions Questionnaire 
Number Competiti.o~ _~ __ ~_r~ Bi~__of Comp etition ____ ol.Aggres Ilion 

16 
19 
20 
25 
27 
34 
37 . 

39 

.114 
~448** 
• 461~(* 
• 412'~~( 
• 209'~ 
• 371'~~' 
.307';'* 
• 340i;(~~ 

':<Significant at p< .05 
*~'<Significa~t at P'" • 0 1 

-.032 
-.046 
-.056 
.163 
.043 
.183 

-.038 
.089 

-.059 .019 
-.48 -.270** 
-.005 . -.090 
.089 -.040' 
.066 -.068 
• 121 .060 
.036 .001 

-.125 -.246* 
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Inter~Item Correlations for Perception of Competition Items Against the Four Scale Totals. 

QUestionnaire '-, Perception Perception 
Nu..~~e_r ____ Co~e!1~ion ___ Aggression of Compe!i!ion __ o~~g~e~~on 

17 

28 

29 

30 

32 

*Significant at ~ « • 05 
**Significant at p < .01 

.023 

.122 

.• 140 

~.1~8* 

-.013 

'.005 .40S>'·<>:' .134 

-.062 .527';'* .405** 

-.048 .417~'~' .103 

-.112 .531** .483** 

-.193 .523** .438** 
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Inter-Item Correlations for Perception of Aggression Items Against the Four Scale Totals. 

Questionnaire 
Numbers 

. . Perception Perception 
Competition Aggress'ion of Competition of Aggression 

13 -.244* 

21 -.055 

23 -.032 

33 -.017 

40 -.097. 

';'Significant i'lt P <.05 
"·";'SignW.cant at p < • 0 1 

.\. 

-.095 .271';'* •. 533'~~' 

. -.088 ~257** .593** 

.024 .306~'* .527** 

.041 .419""* • 670** 

-.096 .378** .636** 

.... 
, ~'" 
N 

l 
\ 
I 
\ 



~).; 




