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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The title and subject of this thesis 1s defined largely
by 1ts scope. In this paper we are thinking of interracial
mrriage almost exclusively in terms of Negro-white relation-
8hips. Unless otherwlse quelified such terms as intermar-
riags, race mixture, amalsamation, miscegsnation, and others,
should always be taken in that sense.

Wo l1limit our discussion to the problem as it exists in
the United States, though by way of 1llustration examples
from other lands and cultures may be adduced. Agaln, however,
unless otherwise gualified, all discussion should be taken in
comnsction with the problem existing in this country.

We uso the term “"race" profusely throughout this paper.
A lengthy discussion on 1ts precise blologlcal meaning is gi-
ven in chapter thrse. The word "race™ has become a convenient
term to designate groups of people who show physical or cul-
tural differences. We use it in this thesis as such without
implying any preconceived beliefs concerning fundamental or
elgnificant differences between men, or a superiority of one
group over another., Actually, it hecomes nsarly synonymous
with the very general term “people."

Our object in this thesis 1s to find the Church's answer
to the problems interr=cial merriage reises in our country.

To do this we have first attempted to discover what is the
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place of this problem in the American cultural scene at pres-
ent. In chapter three we bring evidence to bear on the many
blological questions intermarriage arouses. Chapter four
dlscusses the particular social problems involved when mixed
marriage occurs. In chapter five we attempt to draw guide-
lines from Scripture concerning intermarriage. And finally
in chapter six our task is to draw together what we have dis-
covered from these studies and to suggest a course for the
Church to follow as it faces this problem. Chapter seven re-
states in summary fashion the conclusions of each of the main
discussions of the thesis and the general conclusions of the
entire thesis.

Our research has been almost totally limited to written
material appearing on this subject. Most of our dlscussions,
therefore, are based on information drawn together from these

readings.



CHAPTER II
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND GENERAL SETTING
Negro Beginnings in This Country

“"We begin by citing some historicel data which may set
up in our minds the origin of this problem in our country.
It's, of course, well-known that Negroes entered this country
almost exclusively by the slave trade of the seventeenth,
elghteenth, and early nineteenth centuries. Some estimate as
many e ifteen million Negroes entered the entire New World
in this nmanner,l

We muat also note the circumstances under which these

Kegroes entered our land. They came almoat exclusively as
slaves. This difference, though it itself has its basis in
previous culture, 1is basic to the development of the racial
superiority problem in our country. Aspects of this problem
will be dealt with es they come up especially in the discus-

slons on biological and soclologlcal considerations.
Anti-intermarriage lLaws

We turn now to the history of intermarriage in the
United States. Such marriage 1s not altogether a modern

lHarry Llonel Shaplro, Race Mixture {(Paris: UNESCO,
1953), p. 16.
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phenomenon. 1In fact, world history and archaeoclogy bear out
that mixture of the races has always teken place whenevar the
oprortunity has presented itself.2 And such intermingling
heg been so widespread that no pure race existe by itself to-
day.3 1In colonial Americe such intermarriage also took place,
though on & very limited scale end under the most desperate
soclel and biologleal circumstances .

That soclety took note of such marriage and even consid-
ered it a threat is shown in the passing of interracial maer-
riage lawe as early as 1662, These were generally to deter-
mine the status of the children as far as race and slavery
were concerned. So Virginia passed the first law making the
offepring of mixed marrieges take on the status of their
mother.5 iaryland followed in 1664 with a law that showed
the disguet of that society for a mixed marriage. According
to this law if a free white woman entered into marriage with
a elave, she too became a slave to her husband's master for
his lifetime, and their children would be slaves forever. In

1681, this was repealed for less stringent measures which

aIbido' De Te
3Ib1do' Pe 9-

4Richard ©. Sommerfeld, "Interracial Marriage: A Soclo-
logical Viewpoint," Interracial Marriage? (Valparaiso, Indi-
gggé)mhe Iutheran Human Relations Assoclation of Amerieca,

s Pe 23

SEdward Franklin Frazler, The Negro in the United States
(Revised edition; New York: Maciillan Co., 1957), Ds 20.
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left the woman and children free, but placed heavy fines on
the one vwho performed the marriege and on the master of the
slave if he lmewingly allowed 1t.6 In 1692 stronger measures
were agein passed.? Virginia too soon took a stronger stand
agalnst such marriage. In 1691 1t banlshed any free white
woman wno entered such marriage and declared her children
bastords, subjiect to anpronticeship until the age of thirty.8

Americen soclisty has continued %o leglelate concerning
this problem until today twenty-four states have standing
laws agolinet intermarriage.! Four states, Texas, Georgie,
Hicsiosippl end Floride have introcduced "anti-intermarriage"
bills to Congress, which were defeated.lC These laws vary
widely, but they usually contain provisions which make the
children of a mired marriege illegitimate and they often,

of course, prohibit any sexual relations between whites and

6Ibid., pp. 27-28.
7Ib1d., Do 27.
BIbidcg De 28,

OThese are:

Alabama Id=ho iflssourl Tennessee
Arizona Indiana Nebraska Texas
Arksnsas Kentucky Hevada Utah

Delaware Iouieiana North Carolina Virginia
Flordla Maryland Oklahoma West Virginia

Cecrgile Mississippl South Carolina Wyoming
"When Negro Servicemen Bring Home White Brides," U. S. News
and World Report, XLIII (Oct. 11, 1957), 110,

1Coiemonce S=bourin, "Marriage Is Honorable in All,"
Interracial Marriage? (Valparaiso, Indieana: The Lutheran
Human Relations Associlation of America, 1958), p. 33.
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Negroes .11 Many of them dlscriminate against the MNegroes in
such a way that they leave a white man free when he fathers
& mulatto child, giving the Negro mother no protection, while
the colored father of a mulatto child by e white women is
subjected to the severest penalties.l2
Thie, of course, sugpests another part of the story
which must be romerbered in passing. The custom of the
Southern slave owner who had his white wife for soclety's
sake and hls colored lady for private sexual matters was ra-
ther widespread. And thisz rather schizophrenic condition of
professing total racial segregation by law and practising
otheriize has a long and near-common history in America.l3
Even the "anti-intermarriage" laws have had an adverse effect:
These laws have declarad open season on Negro women.
For white men who go with Negro women are not only not
Torced to, thoy are actually not permitted to shoulder
the responscibility for their acts. But the white woman
hege protection. If a white man goes with her, he has to
shouldexr the resvonsibility. If a Negro goes with her,
end is caught, it's a sad sordid story. Kegro pastors
who have witnessed it, report that even today in cer-
tein places, because of fear and intimlidation, ﬂagroes
have 1ittle authority over their own chastity.l

It must be szaid that historically many Americans have
llved in the grey age of enjoylng many of the privileges

1 11%men Negro Servicemen Bring Home White Brides,™ loc.
cilt,

12apndrew Bchulze, My Nelishbor of Another Color (St.
Louis: n.p., 1941), p. 131.

13gommerfeld, loec. cit.

14sabour1n. loc. cit.
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{ interracial] marriage without accepting the formal
al markings of a married relationship.l5

T
soc

In other words, American history shove a well estab-
1lished practice of interracial intercourse whether in mar-
rlage or not 2= evidenced by the large numbers of mulattoes
in our country. Next 1o this it must immediately be stated
that Americans have always frowned on intermarriage and of-
ten penalized it severely. This is the caradox that con-
fronts us today.

The United States Supreme Court has not ruled on the con-
stitutionality of these "anti-intermarriage" laws since 1883
vhen it ruled that "such statutes do not violate the 'equal
protection' clause of the l4th Amendment."16 However, the
feeling has bsen running high that the Supreme Court will
soon rule against these laws. 8Such a hint came recently when
the Suprsme Court returned an sppeal concerning Virginia's
statute to the Virginia supreme court "with orders to reopen
the whole matter so that a clear-cut constitutional issue
Wwould be raised."” Thils the State court refused to do. If
the Supreme Court were to declare such laws unconstitutional
many fear violent reaction in the South.l7

Further signs of social change in this area are also

15gommerfeld, loc. oit. ..

16%ynen Negro Sarvicemen® Bring Home White Brides," op.
2!-__0. p. 112-

171bid.
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appearing. Six states in the last six years have repealed
their laws against intorracial marriage.l8 None of these, of
course, have heen in the desp South. One rathaer notorious
case In thls connection arose in Nevada in 1958 when Harry
Bridges, leader of the International Longshoremen's and Ware-
houesemen's Union, wished to merry en American-born girl of
Japanese ancestry. Upon being refused a marriage license, he
took his case to Court where he won & District Judge's decl-~
8ion that the law was unconstitutional. This now 1s being
carried to the eupreme court ol Naevada .19

To got an expression of Negro views on thls matier the
Tollowing question was asked of Walter Whiie, secrestery of
she Netional nssocintlon for the Advancsment of Colorcd Feo-
ple untll his death in 1955:

L pLoee the KLaCP plan wny legal chellenge of some
State laws which bar interracial marriages?

A We've always opposed such laws on the basie ground
thaet they do great harm 4e both reces; they deny the wo-
men of & so-called minority group protection of thelr
cersons, aud 1t is also an improper and Lxaoral thing
to do. It really places a premium on extramarital re-
lationship on both asldes of the racial feunce. If two
people wish to live together, it is most un-Christian
to say they must llve together in sin lustead of holy
wedlock .2

It 1s important tc note here also the statement of Roy

181b1g.

19mm veq Marriages and an Exception," Newsweek, LII
(Dec., 22, 1958), 20.

20nyiews of Two Negro Leaders on Integration and Inter—
;ggé?l Marriage," U.S. News and ¥arld Report, XLV (Sept. 19,
s 90,
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Wilkens, pressnt Exsoutlve Secratary of the KAACP, that his
organlzation has no feelings on ths matter of interracial mar-
riage 1tse1f.2?1l Tnls reaction will be dlscussed in another
saction of thle naper.
One apparent fact already alluded to in Vr. White's

statemont above is that where intermarriage is permitted there
is less immorality end adulisry than where it 1s forbidden by

law.22 Gunnar Myrdal, 2 soclologlst who has done one of the

The prohibition of intermarriage in most States and the
concomitant lack of effective legal protection--for
claeining inheritance and alimony, for example--undoubt-
edly tend to decrease the deterrentsa on white men to take
sexuval sdventage of Negro women. HMlecegenation will
thereby be kept on & higher level than under a system
where the interests of lNegro womsn and their mixed off-
epring wers more equally protected.2d

Bscauase there is no law against intermarriage in most of
our states, ncwever, this does not mean that the door is wide
open to such marriages. We aquote Dr. Myrdal againt

There is nc organized force to stop intermarriage in

most Northern states--whether legsl or illegal. The

preesure againet intermarriage is simply, but eflfective-
ly, the unorganized one of publie opinlon.2

Such custom provides strong and at timee viclous penalties for

21ibid.

22gabourin, 10c. oit.

2JGunnar ¥yrdal, An American Dilemmas The Ne Problem
%%% Modern Democracy (New York: Harper & Bros., 194%4), p.

241p1d., p. 617,
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those who break with 1¢.25 This attitude of soclety rust

form a major part of our consideration later on in this paper.
Population Ratios

We turn now to a few population statisties which may
help to shape the sroblem under discussion. Figures are gi-
vén which set the New World's racisl constituencies in 1940,
as 26

Whites: 152,000,000
Negroes § 23,201 696

Indians: 15,619,358
Mestizos: 30, 933.335

Mulattoest 8,11%.180
Total 247,245,099

Such figures set the stage immediately for intermarriage and
& problem if such msrriage is to cause one. In the United
States alone, the 1950 census shows a total of 14,894,000 Ne-
groes, which comprise 9.8 per cent of the total population.27
Imnmedlately it is apparent that with our people divided
largely into two races and living in close proximity there is
bound to be race mixture. Rosaﬁblattia figures above show toc
whait a large extent such mixture has already taken place when
1t is noted that one-sixth of the total Hew World's popula-
tion (in 1940) was of mixed race. And the author goes on to

say, "Even these figures are unquestionably far over on the

25schulze, op. cit., p. 132.
26ghapiro, op. g¢lt., p. 20.

27Jesse FParkhurst Guzman, 1952 Negro Year Book (New York:
Wm. H. Wise & Co., Inec., 1952}, pp. 1-2.
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8ide of under-estimution."28
Fates and Incidence or Intermsrriage

There eppzars to be some confusion among sociologists,
when congldering the sctual occurrences of intermarrisge. To
1lluetrate we quote the following:

The legzl marrispes between whites and Negroes which
have token plmce have been predominantly, although far
from exelusively, between individuals of the lower zo-
elal classes., Since the emencipati-n of the Negro, most
of there werriages have ocourred betwsen white women and
Negro or muletto men. The evidence, although incomplste,
Suggests thet ihe individuals involved were frequently
deficlent or eriminal in character, although many of the
woman were respectable lmmigrants insufllclently aware
of the Lmerican prejudice concerning mixed unions .29

Probooly not more than three per cont of Negro marriages
in the lerge northern cities are across race lines, More
Hegro men than Negro women meryy zercss race lines, and
ebout 2 third of the vhite brldegzrooms are foreign born.
Negro and white profeasioncls who marry across race lines
are penerslly the more sophistlonted and emancipated mem-
bers of the middle class, gince thers is as much opposi-
tion among the conventional members of the Negro upper
and middle classes to intermarriage as among the same
white elassce. Nevertheless, there are indications that
intermarriege is inoreesing in cities, and 1t 1ls certaln
that intermarriage 1s no longer regerded with the sams
grovincia%oattitude‘éithor by whitea or Negroes as in
na nagt.

We have seen no study which glves evidance to back up the po-

8ition of the firat author nor have we seen evidence which

28shapire, cn. cites D 22,

29%4zar T. Thompson, Race Relatlons and the Race Problem
(Dupham, North Carolira: Duke University Press, 1239), D. 253

307pazier, op. git., p. 698.
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specifically denles 1t. Apparently, little research has been
done in this area. From our general reading we tend to feel
that his statements may be somewhat exaggerated.

& recent development resulting in many mixed-marriages,
suggested by neither of the quotations above, has been World
Wer IT and the ensuing cold war. Because of them American
Soldlers have been brought into contect with races end neation-
elitiea of many types, and thousends of our Kegroes stationed
overgeas hove met and married white women, many or most of
them returning to this country.3)

Gtill, as shown in lMr. Frazier's quotation above, the
nunber of mixed marriages form & very small percentage of all
merriages in the United States. Thie is in direct contrast
to the number of mulattces in our country. It 1s estimated
that from 20-30 per cent of the genes in the Negro race in
Americe are derived from the white race,’2 Some have thought
that as many as 70-80 per cent of the Negroes in American con-
tein these white genes. This, of course, cannot be accounted
for alone by the number of mixed merriages that have taken
place. We have already mentioned the second large factor of
1llicit intercourse primarily betwsen white men and Negro wom-

en. Ve mist also remember that mulattocss marry with the

31"then Negro Servicemen Bring Home White Brides," op.
cit., p. 110,

32"L0ading Soclologlsts Discuss Sex Fears and Integra-
;%ggg gympoeium.“ U. 8. News and World Report, XLV (Sept. 19,
1.
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Negro race almosi exclusively since they are considered Negro
by the white race, and therefore they perpetuate a large part
of the so-called "white blocd" in the colored race.

Mr. frazler's statement above also brings up another
point whiect 1s much in debate among scientists today. He sees
"indications thet intermarriage is increasing in clties."
Ageinst this, we can line up the statements of several sociol-
ogists taken largely from a symposium on this subject reported
in U. §. News and World Report, Sept. 19, 1958, who feel that
intermarriage between the races is not increasinvg and might
even be decreasing.’3 The Catholic writer, John LaFarge, per-
haps sumws un this viewpoint best !

The writer has found no evidence %o the effect that the

establishment of frliendly, Jjust, and chariteble rela-

tions between the Negro and vhite groups encourages any

noiazble tendency to intermarriege. Such indicaticns as

there are seem to peint in the contrary direction: that

in provortions as the pressure of fear and insecurity is
removed Irom the minorlty group and 1ts status raised by
education and imporved welfare, spiritual and temporal,

the better opportunity is afforded tc its youth to find

suitsble l1life partners within its own numbers.

Contrary to a fajirly comron misconeeption, intermarriage

with those of ansther race does not appear, according to

the writer's experience, to be a matter of onredominant

interest to the vast majority of members of the Negro
group «J%

Th2ra are those also who, though granting that there may

be & glight increase in intermarriage because of increasing

331bldo, DD 78’ 86.

3430nn laFarge, The Race g%estion and the Negro (New
Yorks Longmana, Green & Co., 1943), p. 192.
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desepregation, rosoard 1t aa of 1ittle conseauence, feeling
gure that tho oressnt situstion is no different from what 1t
hag bean and 43 in for no meterial change in the future .35
These men sven include Walter White of the NAACP whom we
quoted esarlior as strongly opnosed to intermarriage laws. To

thls peint, while thinking specifically of school integration,

When human beings get to know each other and to respect
each other, friendships devalop and some of those friend-
shipe develeop into love end into marrlare. But there has
besn no ncticeable inerecse in such friendshins in the
States where thers has been no segregation. I think 1t
will pnot matsrizlly increesse the number of such instan-
ces o=
Flnelly, thers are some who in agreereant with Mr. Frazler rec-
ognize & very cradvel increase in intermerriage even in our
day.37 These include some of those rentioned in the ovreceding
paragrach who felt 4his increase to be of little significance,
es for example, Dr. Curt Stern, Professor of Zoology at the
Univerpgity of GCalifornia, who 1s quoted twice:

By and large, intermarriage is not increasing.38

350tto Klineberg, Characteristics of the American Negro
(2nd edltion; New York: Harper & Bros., 1944), p. 368; "Lead- “
ing Sociologiste Discuss Sex Fba:s and I:t:%ratiogﬁigymg::ium.
9p. 2it., pD. 82; Fred DeHart Wentzel, Epistle to a a-
tiana (Phlladelphie: Ohristian Education Prese, 1648), p. 76.

36%yicwn of Two Negro Leaders on Integration and Interra-
clal Karriage," loc. git.

37“Land1ng Soclologists Discuse Sex Fears and Integra-
tion; Symposium,® op. cite., p. 89.

33_1.2?_!_-_6_-. De 82.
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I think, whether there 1is integration in the schools or
not, in the course of time raclal mixing will gradually
inerease anyway, because whenever people live together
there has been some intormixing.>9

The preceding alreedy suggeats that some of these men
may see in the future a complete amalgamation of Negro and
white people in the United States; and many of them have
stated so. Dr. Stern, already quoted, sees this as a possi-
bility within one thousand years,40 while & sociologlst from
the Unlversity of North Carolirs, Dr. Guy B. Johnson, feels
this mey take place after five hundred years.#l This will
com® &bout mot only from continued race mixing, but also be-
cauee of a constent lightening of color in the Negro race
through Llntermarriage with mulattoes .42

Again, statements can be found by sclentists who dis-
claim such an occurrence at least as an imminent movement on
the horizon of history.X3

Into this confusion of testimony 1t may be well to intro-
duce the polpgnant testlmony of 2 young graduate of an integra-
ted high school in Milweukeo, not as scholarly proof, but as

a commentary from the personal 1ife of this individual as she

391bid., p. Sl

40&@-: p. 82,
41l1vid., p. 80.

42Tompson, op. glt., pe 270,

43Sha.plro. op. ¢it., p. 53; "Leading Sociologists Discuss
Sox Fears and Integration; Symposium," op. cit., . 78, 90.
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faced this aquestion.:

I remamber reading aomewhere that a famous sociologilast
said that sbout the last verson that tho average white
14 would be interested in is a Negro. I have news for
him. Integration is a gradual process. At firat 1t is
diffioult to see anything but that they are Negroes.
later you think of them as just psople and then as
friends. As one girl I know put it, from there 1t is
Just 2 hop, skip and a jump before you think of them as
more than friends.

Almost avery white girl I knew hed & secret crush on one
of the colored boys. The crushes varied from warm
friendship %o wild infatuation. Most of the girls did
not go any further, There were severzl girls who 4id
date asolorad boys,

One thing should be osointed out. In avery case of mixed
dating that occurred, the white girls made the first ad-
vancaes, not the boys.b44 :

Intermarriage in the Future

To bring all this to a conclusion and to show where the
weight of tentimony lies--at least in our research~--and the
rezeons for 1%, we add the followlng cuotations:

Roce mixture ge2ams to ba an ineviteble consedquence of the
contact of races. It is as characteristic of the past

22 1% 15 of the »nresent, save that the scale and the
speed of mixture have vastly increased in medern times.
It occurs botwasn all races no matier how wildelyr separa-
ted they may be in appearance or culture or stztus; it
goes on in aplto of severe lagal prohibitions and social
ozatracism.

Historically, intermixing is one of the inevitable re-
sults of geographical propincuity. There oeems to be no
slternative to ultimate amalgamation of peoples living

4441 gpent Four Years in an Integrated High School - A
White Girl's Story of Sduecation and Soclal Life in a Milwau-
fee School," U, 3. Hews and World Report, XLV (Nov. 7, 1958),

45Th°mpﬂ°n, 8D 9}_&-, De 246,
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in cloze »roximity no matter how greatly they differ from
each other in hereditary tralts--unless or course a me-
Jority arcup is willing and able tc extsrrinate a differ-~
ing minority neople.

It ls doubtful whether two races have aver lived within
tha confines of a singls soclety without n process of
race nixture setting in. "Whoever examinee the records
of the naat," wrote Lord Bryee, "will find that the con-
tinued juxtaposition of two racese has always been fol-
loved either by the disapnearance of the wesker or by the
intermixture of the two. Although the vower relations
existing betwern contipuously situated races, their levsl
o cultural development, thelr degree cf nhysicel diver-
renes, the availabllity of metes, the nature of the sex
mares, the merrliege laws and numerous other factors =zerve
to modify sharpiy the extent to which and the form in
Which race mixture proceeds, these faators avpear to be
incepnbls of inhiblting completely sexual unions between
mambara of aven the most dlverse races.*7

Marriage acrose these lines of Church denomination. na-
tiomality, closs, and culture will continue as peoples
move across land and sea with greater ease and encounter
one anothar at closer range in our ever moia crowded ci-
tiee., Olty living, widening tolerances, increased mobil-
ity, batier scononlie condlitions; and sreeter soclal fraz-
dom have openad the way to more and morse intermarriage.*8

In broad terms we must plan, North and South, to raise
the Nempro roce o a plane in charscter, cultivation and
manners vhere it will be entirely fit to intermarry with

the wvhite race,

As 2 higtorian I do not for a moment: belleve that, in our
mighty Arerican river of many nationalities, two currents
can flow side by side down the centuries without ulti-
nztely becomling one. :

At first the fusion will be imperceptible: then 1t will
e percentible Hut slowi then it w11l move with a rush.
I could cite e dozen analogies from history to prove that

46Edmund Davison Soper, Raclsm, & World Issue (New York:
Abingdon Cokesbury Press, 1§47), D. 46,

41&11néberg. op. git., p. 246, The quotatlon froa Lord
Bryce is complete 1n one sentence. Closing quotation marks
Wore omitted in our source,

4830'm Charles Wyvm, Pastoral Ministry %o Families (Phil-
adelphia: The Vestminster Press, 19 » Ds 116,
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such a process is inexorable, irresistable. Any soclol-
oglst could cite a dozen reasons why it is inevitable .49

That so much discussion has been given to this subject
and that such far-reaching conclusions have been reached by
many shows our subject to be a rather important one for us to
consider in this day; but 1ts complete relevance must be shown
in st1ll another dlscussion as we attempt to place this prob-
lem into the personal lives of every-day Americans. The ques-
tion 1s: tVhate place does intermerriage question. have in the

entire race relations problem?
The Place of This Problem in the Race Relations Struggle

Probably for the simplest answer we can go back to a
Southern University Professor's statement at a conference in
1913. "It has been the fear on the part of the Southern white
mn that development of the Negro intellectually and economi-
cally would mean race amalgamation."50 A speaker at the lu-
theran Human Relations Institute of 1958, echoes tﬁeee same
vords almost half a century later, "to us, intermarriage is
the hottest potato and the reddest herring of the entire mat-
ter of race relations."5l1 We can admit that untll recently

49A11an Nevins, "Intermarriage of the Races Will Be In-
git&ble,“ U. S. News and World Report, XLV (Nov. 14, 1958),

50Frazier, op. git., p. 167.

S5liorman M. Petersen, "Interracial Marriage - From the

Viewpoint of Theology," Interrac lhrgagiv Valparaiso,
Indiana: The Lutheran Human Relations Association of America,

1958). Pe 6.
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this question was never thought to be of a practicel nature,52
But we may well continue with the words of the same speaker
at the Lutheran Human Relations Institute:

It seems to us that most of what is said and done for
the advancement of our colored brethren implies that ul-
timately such acceptance will include intermarriage.

If we really think the matter through, ultimately we
will have to admit that interracial marriage is basic to
the entire matter of relations between white and colored
in our country. HNaturally, there are other important
factors which play their part in raclal prejudice, but
behind most of the suspicion and segregation between
these two races is the bellef that ultimately intermar—
riage will result from & more liberal attitude in race
relations, that is, 1if we get equality between the races,
thls w11l mean intermarriage between the groups.

Similar statements can be found in many of the writings
on this subject. These usually attempt to show that today in-
termarriage is both the moat deep-seated racial problem emo-
tionally, especially in the South, and also the baais for all
other discrimination and segregation. Gunner lyrdal describes
the logic he finds behind the present sooclal order created by

Americans as followsi

Almost unanimously white Americans have communicated to
the author the following loglc of the caste situation
whi:h we ghall call the "white man's theory of color

S Casto.

(1) The concernm for "race purity" is basic in the whole
issue; ' the primary and essential command is to pre-
vent amalgamation; the whites are determined to
utilize every means to this end.

(2) Rejection of “social equality" is to be understood
as & precaution to hinder miscegenation and particu-

52gommerfeld, 100. cit«, Do 167.
53petersen, gp. gite., De 7o

541p14,
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lerly intermarriage.

(3) T danger of miscegenation 1s so tremendous that
the segregatlion and dilscrimination inherent in the
refusal of "social equality" must be extended to
all spheres of life. There must be segregation and
dizorimination in recreation, in religious service,
irn education, before the law, in polities, in hous-
ing, in stores and breadwinning.

According to this view then 1t must be recognized that
the whole problsm of race relations exists today primarily
bacause the white man fears the Negro will amalgamate with
his race--or vice versa. He fears intermarriage.

Sex hecomes in this popular theory the prineiple around
which the whole structure of segregetion of the Negross--
down to disenfranchisement and denial of equal opportun-
ities on the labor market--is organized. The reasoning
is this: "For, say what we will, may not all the equal-
1ties be ultimtely based on potential social equality,
and that in turn on intermarriaget Here we reach the
real crux of the question." In cruder language, but with
the same logle, the Southern man on the street responds
to any plea for soclel equalitg: "Would you like to have
your dsughter marry a Negro?"d

David Iavrence, in an editorial in U. §. News and ¥World

port, testifies to the same belief: "“The root of the whole

e e )

problem [?egragatioﬁ] is intermarriage."57 Edward Frazier,
glves a alightly varied explanation but comes to the same

concluasion:

It 1s in family relations, where human relations tend to
be escared, that there is the greatest resistance to the

,  Iintegration of the Negro. This is why the strongeat bar-
rier to the complete acceptance of the Negro is the

Suyraal, gp. glt., p. 58.
561bid., p. 587.

5Tpevid Lawrence, ™And What About Intermarriage," U. S.
News and World Report, XLV (Nov. 21, 1958), 136.
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dlsapproval of intermsrriage.58
Several of thé¢ Bociologlstz interviewed by UJ. S§. News and

World Report irn 1ts symposium on the subject of “Sex Fears

and Integration" z2lso stated their beliefs that sex fears did
play 2 vital part in the South's strong reaction against inte-
gration in the schools .59

In populer language this 1es stated something like the
following worde of a lawyer in a Scuth Carolina town.

One thing you might as well know; the South will not stand
for anything like social equality. Any Negro who arosses
that line 1z asigeod as dead around this part of the
country. We don't have any trouble; we get along very
peaceably, bacause they understand thst. If they didn't,
that's whers the trouble would start. We have 2 aigh re-
gard for womanhood, if not for the personal ocast, at least
wo treasure the idea. Any idea of a Negro touchlng a
white woman simply makes us want to kill him. I would
myselLs,50

535‘1’&2191‘, S82. _c__,_._i_i_., p.c 698.

S9"Leading Sociologlsts Disouss Sex Fears and Integra-
tif.m; SY"‘!DOium.” on. 2_!_._1';-. PDe 77’ 78. 86.

Other testimonies also aret

"At the bottom of the South's strong resistance to mixed
8chools is a fear--fear that contacis made in schcol will lead
from friendships to dating and, in the snd, to sex problems.

This 1ssue of sex relationships is breaking more and more
into the open as the underlying cause of Southern hostility

to intsgration.

Sex, the sociologists say, plays a major part in that
problem. Some of the soclologlsts see the end of the problen,
poesibly a few centuries hence in a race of Americans slightly
derker than at present." "What the South Really Fears About
Mixed Schools," U. S. News and World Report, XLV (Sept. 19,
1958),76; Cf, also: Henry Charles Link, The gzgm_av_a_u of

als (New York: E. P. Dutton, 1947), ppo. 124-25; Petersen,
op. cit., pp. 110-12, ‘

60gharles &. Johnson Pagtaggs of Negre Semrezetion (New
York: Harper & Bros., 1945). P e
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This points to the conclusion that not just intermarriage
&8 such 1s so violently resisted, but more specifically the
South is protecting white womanhood. It assumes no white man
will stoop to merry a Negro women; and since his illegitimate
chlldren are considered Negro no problem is involved there.
But the South regards as absolutely necessary the whole sys-
tem of segregation in order to keep Negro manhood, which it
éssumes, is eager for intermarriage, from white womanhood,
vhich it fears may be open to such proposals .6l

Thie viewpoint then makes interracial marriage of extrems
importance to any attempt to solve the problem of race rela-
tions. It may be summarized as follows:

It is evident that one of the most potent stereotypes

eupporting the interraclal taboos 1s the symbol of whlte

womanhood. The strength of this symbol must be empha-

slzed, for it underlies the whole ideology concerning

miscegenation, intermarriage, and amalgamation, and forms

the point of departure and the rationale of interraclal

violence and white supremacy.62

There are those also Who deny that intermarriage holds
such a2 prominent place in the whole race relations struggle
giving such reasons for that struggle as fear of a more highly
educated Negro and fear of loss of job and social praatisp.53
These would probably also include most of those mentioned

earlier who regard intermarriage as rather an insignificant

6lmyraal, op. git., pp. 586-87.
6230tmson, op. gites P. 219.

63"Leading Soclologlsts Discuss Sex Fears and Integra-
tlon; Symposium," op. g¢it., p. 84.
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factor in modern America. Other writers on this subject had
no discussion at all to thls point which would indicate they
had not cnnsidered intermarriage as such & vital issue.

Even those, however, who place intermarriage at the
heart of the whole struggle, do not deny other factors behind
segrepatior. They recognize the strong force of social ata-
tus, which includes economic pressure, piestlge in soclety,
&nd like forces, but they regard this as second to, and often
resulting from the deepest fear of ultimate soclal equality
Intermarriage . 5%

However, 1o make one more distinction we quote from Dr.

Hyrdal again:

Thinges are defended in the South as means of preserving
racial purity which cannot possibly be defended in this
wggé To t?is extent we cannot ;;old observing tgat what
W @ vpeople rezlly want ls to keep the Negroes in &
lover status. Intermarr%agi“ 1tsel?£Ta resented because
it would be a supreme indication of “soclal equality;,"
while the rationalization is that “soclal equality" is
ophrosed because it would bring “intermarriage."

Not denying the partial reality of the white person's
pesychological identification with the "white race" and
his serious concern about "racial purity," our tentative
conclusion is, therefore, that more fundamentally the
theory of "no social equality" is a ratiosnalization,

and that the demand for “no social equality" is phycho-
logically dominant to the aversion for "intermarriage."
The persistent preococupation with sex and merriage in
the rationalization of soclal segregation and disorim=-
ination against Negroes is, to this extent, an irra-
tlonal éscape on the part of the whites from voleing an
open demand for difference in soclal status between the
two groups for its own sake. Like the irrational racial
beliefs, the fortification in the unapproachable reglons
of sex of the unegqual treatment of the Negro, which thls
popular theory provides, has been particularly needed in

64Wrdal. op. git., p. 59-



24

this natlion because of the strength of the Amsrican
Crecd. A people with a less emphatic democratic ethos
would be more sble to uphold a caste g;etem'without thls
tense belief in sex and race dangers.

In other words, the whole argument to uphold the status quo
in race relations becomes a circular one. The white man, es-
pecially in the South, allows no soclal equality because he
claims 1t will lead to intermarriage. Oonscilously, or prob-
ably unconsciously, he fears intermarriage because 1t will give
Negroes social equality, the thing which basically he is try-
ing to avold.
To repeat agzain, howevers
The sincerity of the average white person's psychologi-
aal identification with the "white race" and his aver-
gion to amalgamation should not be doubted; neither
should his attitude that the upholding of the caste ays-
tem, implied in the variouz segregation and discrimiga-
tlion measures, is necessary to prevent amalgamation. 6
Finelly we quote one more statement from Dr. Myrdal which
both summarizes much of what we've been saying and more impor-
tant for our purpose here suggests the varying attitude be-
tween the North and South on this aspect of the problem.
It is surely significant that the white Southermer 1is
mach less w1111n§ to permit intermarriage or to grant
"social equality® than he is to allow equality in the
politicel, judicial and economic spheres. The violence
of the Southerner's reastion to equality in each of the
spheres rises with the degree of its relation to the sex-
ual and the personal, which suggests that hls prejudlce
is bzsed upon fundamental attitudes toward sex and per-
sonality.

The Northerner hzs little of the Southerner's rank order

651b1d., p. 591.
661bid., p. 539.
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of dlmerininationn: he Tovors equelity in justice end

politics, and he finds thoe atiquette of race relations

cbnexicus. The Northernoy is agaianst intermarriage and

aquality in the economic ephere. But even here his mo-

tives secn to be lergely different from those of the

Southerner: he avoids intermerriage mainly for reasons

of noclel status and personal antipathy, not beczuge he

belleves that intermarriage will dlesrupt soclety.o7

We now have outlined the problem for discussion on the
basis of its history and its goneral setting in the American
Bcene, Ve have seen that Americans generslly disapprove,
eometimes violently, of intermerriage, although it has always
been practiced, 1f on a vory limited scale. We have pronosed
that thie 1a the problem basic to the entire race relations
struggle which plagues our country today. We recognize, at
least, from the preceding dlscussion that this question is of
great importance, that it doee play 2 very significant rols
in the r=zce struggle, therefore necessitating thorough study
on the gart of those who must deal with it. With the next
chapter we move into the objections raised ageinst 1t on the

basls of biologloal considerations.

67Ib1d., p. 1142,



CHAPTER III
BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONSL
Popular Attitudes toward Race

It is an interesting fact that the white race felt no
fear and 1ittle dislike of colored people when they
firat came in contact with them. The dark color of
their skin aroused anxiety no more than did dark heir or
dark eyea. It was different, yes. But nelther litera-
ture nor history reveals the existance of any real race
prejudice in the Western world until about two centu-
ries ago.2
Today, however, race prejudice does exist,--so much so,
that among the masses of the modern world there's an almost
univeraal belief thzt man cen be placed in an order of
classes according to superiority. This belief rests on two
hyvothesis: ({a) Thet certain races are more primitive than
others, closer to their primate ancestors, and thet this 4if-
ference is innate; (b) That races differ in thelr psychologi-

cal meke-up, intellect, personality,--agaln some being supe-

1This chapter will spesk strictly from the scientist's
Point of view. Where we feel theology offers a special in-
Bilght or corrsection to this scientific view, we will call
attention to it in further footnotes.

Appendix A contains a Statement on the Nature of Race
and Race Differences, a report from physical anthropologiets
and geneticists meeting under the auspices of UNESCO. This
report 1s very valuable in establishing the present-day posi-
tion of science over against the problems we will discuss in
this chapter. The names of those concurring in the report
are glven with the statement.

211111an Bugenia Smith, Now I

Is the Time (New York: Vik-
1“8 P!‘GBB, 1955). Pe 32-
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rior to others .

Whilte Amerienus heve been no excestion among those who
hold thie belief. They generally have upheld the doctrine of
"the abeoluto and unchengeable superiorlty of the white race.™
Together with this they have upheld another common belief,
that the offepring of mixed marriages are inferior at least to
the white stock.5 When these bellefs are maintained, that the
Negro Americen is blologically inferior to the white American,
end that ckildren of such racial mixture will definitely be
of an infaerlior nature, then of course, there is strong reason
to fight against amelgamation of these races.b

Thens then are the two important questions which must
shape our disousalion in this chapter: (1) Is there a superior
race? (2) Does the mixing of races have adverse effects upon

its offspring?
What Is Race?

Firat of all, however, we must consider what is actually
meant by "race." (ommonly, of course, we think of separate
types of psople, with more or less distinct divisions between

them. Biologiets define race as “"natural populationa charac-

JHa 11 1 turs (Paris: UNESCO
1953 p;x.'yzo_g::el Shapiro, Race Mix ( BSC0,

4Gunnar Myrdal, An American Dilemma: The Negro Proble
and Modern Emoemei {New York: Harper & Bros., 1 )s De 586.

st_bl-&u Pe 54,
S1bid., p. 102.
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terizad by =zpscifiec gene frequsncies,”T or, in ths words of
J. B. T, Haldane, "a group which shares in comzon & cortain
2ot of ionat2 physleal oharactars and a geographioal origin
Within a sartaln area,"% This would mean that as in kistory
& group el neopls bhaegame isolated from others and intermar-
risd, theilr dlfferences were praserved and onhanced, and, in
the course of time, certaln of these genetic differences be-
camo common Lo that grous of peopla. These differences we
regard as ;acial characteristics, and such a people as a sep-
arate race.? According to these definltions, modern sclen-
tists agrase that there sre three races of man, Negroid, Mon-
goloid, and Causasold. Some 2dd 2 fourth race, called the
"mixed" or "oomposite,™ which includes thoss who share physi-
cal chavacteristios with two or more of the othar main groups.lO

However, it is altogether pnssible that & given individ-
ual in eny one of these races may have very few of those ge-
netic characteristics which are found most frequently in that
"rage,"11 In fact, “there 1s every reason to belleve that

in most of these caees the dlfferences betwesn the races are

7Carl H#. Erekeler, "Intorraciazl Merriage - From the View-

point of Blology," Interraglal Marriage? (Valparaiso, Indiana:
Thaagutheran Huwén Relations Assoclation of Ameriea,'lgsa),
De .

8plana Teed, What Is Race (Paris: UNESCO, 1952), p. 36.

9Bhap1ro,‘gg. eit., p. 10.

10gthel Josephine Alpenfels gen;. and Nonsenge about
Race (New York: Friendship Presa: 19 s .Ds Als

1lXrekeler, on. olt., ps 21.
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in terme of frequencies of genes."l2 Tnarefore, "in svery

mAjor grroup there ‘are some individuals who share one or more
traits with & group other toan thelyr own, that i8 to say, whe

‘overlap.'"l3 7This would mean that most genes ars comron o

8ll reces, but certsin genes predomlnate in one raes, whlle

others nredominate in another.

These faots lead blologists to make tha statsment, "There

1s every remeon %o believe that the races of man are %o be
donsidered in the same terms. Man 1s one."1# GTvidence 1=
not laeking for such a conclusion. The simllarity of bone

Btructure, of the delicate internal organs, of the complex

usrvous system in all human belngs, makes it apparent thot we

had only one common ancesitor.l5

The most telling argument againat the thoory that the

racan,; or some of them, are so different that thay con-

2%ltute A1 fferent species 1s that any race can inter-
marry with any others and produce healthy offspring.

This is one of the surest signs of common recial origin

and of the homogeneity of the wnols human family.l6

We have come across no writer.in our research who has denled

this,17

121v14.

13p¢ad, op. git., pe 37T.
14Krekaler, op. git., p. 20.

157604, on. gite, D. 12.
)

Abingdon Cokesbury Prees, 194T7), p.

17from the theologleal point of view, of course, the one-
neses of mnan neede no proof. God has revealed it to us in the

creation story and elsevhere in Holy Seripture.

165amund Devison Soper, Racug.é._ World Issue (New Yoric:
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Origin of Race Differsnces

Operating under this fact that man is one, from & common
ancestor, the queostion ariges: from whers come the differing
tralts of man we consider to be rzciel characteristics? The
solentist recognizes four causes for such differences. He
firat pointe %o mutation in the genes. Any real change in
physical characteristics must occur in this way. Here, by
some frsak of nature or design of Cod, the gene 1s actually
changsd and the chenge is sermenent and inherited.l8 sec-
ondly, selection plays 1ts part. Wnen a mutation occurs, en-
vironment. "selects™ that characteristic best sulted for it;
this one will orospsr, eventually dominste, and perhaps, fi-
nally eliminate the opposite trait in thet area. Thirdly, a
procsse called adaptation might take place. Here genes may
bs squally well suited to theilr enviromment, but opurely by
accident one characteristic is lost, perhaps because it finds
no mets or is left cut of & part of the population by migra-
tion. Fine=lly., isolation of heoples may effect changes. If
a2 very few members of a group should become isolated in a new
area eand they have among them one person with a mutation thet
caused & lighter skin, for example, then in time, a new light-

gkinned “race" might develop.l%9

185uch an cccurrence has been documented recently in
Norway where wooly halr suddenly appeared in a native famlly
and has mainteined itself ever since. Tead, cp. eit., D. 27,

19some theologlans are not satisfied that these explana-
tions of seience can account for the many and wide varieties
of charactersitics.
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However, wherever such races have developed sepzrately,
there has been an intermingling to such an extent that no pure
race exists by Lltself today.20

All evidence points to the fact, and scientists the world

over agree, that there is only one answer to the gques-

tion: There is no such thing as a pure stock or race.2l

The peoples of Eurcpe today are so completely mixed that

an enalysis of their racial heritage is almost impossi-

ble. What 1s true of the people of Europe is true of
all races everywherse .22

Conclusions

From 2ll this then we can safely conclude that any ob-
Jectlon to intermarriage based on the belief thit men comes
in different kinds as far es his biological origin is con-
eerned is not valid. Cenetically speaking, man is one, and
race is merely a question of which genes are dominant in a

given individusl or group of individuals.

Rather, they hold that at the time of the confusion of tongues

because of the building of the Tower of Babel, recorded in

the 014 Testament, God also caused changes in racial charac-

teristics 1o occur, thus pronouncing His separation of peo-_

ples. Divine intervention, they say, accounts for most of

the racial difference known among men today. _
Secondly, God in His creation mey well have placed genes

for varying charscteristics into His first human pair, thus

providing from the beginning for much of the variety we Imow

among humans today.
At any rate, the theologien will not edmit that dlver-

gont characteristics among humans are purely by chance, He
8%111l sees the hand of God gulding His croation. Ibid., Pp.

27-36.
20ghapiro, op. cits, Pe 9.
21p1penfels, op. cit., p. 21.
221bid., ». 23.
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Race Mizxture in Hlstory

The questions are now in place, however, whether or not
certain raciel groups have superior qualities in their gene-
tic make~ups while others are inferior, and further, whether
intermarriage betweeﬁ such groups will not serve to weaken at
least the superior group. Without at this point analyzing the
claim of one racial group to superiority over another, we will
review the histories of three cases where we can to an extent
measure racicl mixture and i1ts reesults.

The Tirst of these 1s the well-known story of the Pit-
celrn Islenders. On Plteairm, nine English sallors settled
with thelr Tehitiazn wives., Here they remained untouched by
outslde civilizotion for several years. And even today they
have to & preat extent remained undisturbed within their own
conmunitiy, cc that here 1s one of the rare instances where
raecial mixture hos been rether accurately determined and re-
sults can be cbeerved. Dr. Harry Shapiro, in a UNESECO bul-
letin reports,

dAe far oe the ovidence goes, then, the Pitcalrn experi-

ment lends no support for the thesis that race mixture

nerely leeds to degoneration or at beat produces a breed
inferior to the superior parental race. In fact, we see
in this colony some support for heightened vigour, for
an extended variation and for a successful issue of the
mingling of two dlverse strains.?3

On the island of Jam2ice there has also been consider-

able race crossing, largely between Spanish and Negro peoples,

23shapiro, op. glt., D« 44.
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althougna there i: aisc powe Indiaa ancestry involved. How-
aver, hsro Lhers has ocsen controversy concecrning tad rosuits.
In 1929, Davenport and Stagsorda cams out with a study based
on the racicl mixture in Jamaloa, in wnlen they concluded that
racial Gl{fsroncas both in psychological and 1n physical make-
Ups do exliszt, and that hybrlds are inferior to both parental
groupa.?"* Dr, Shapiro, in his UNESCO bulletin, shows that the
ests made by these two men were largely invalid as true mea-
suring devices, becuuae of botn th? nature of the tosts and
the inodequate cholce of subjects, and that therefore their
concluclons can hardly stand.®? 3econdly, Dr. Shapiro states,
e mey admlt  the possibllity of some psychologlcal dlfferences
as ths 1929 study advocetes, but imnedlately we must add these
&re not phenotypic. Vhereas dark skin, fuzzy heir, thick lins,
and a browud nose definltely go together to make a Negro and
ere almost exclusively hls possessions, there 1s not any such
division of psychologloal traits, the Jamalcan studies show.
Rather, the aversgze Negro intelligent quotient wes below that
of the zverage white, with, however, considersble overlapping
between merbers of both groups.26 Jamaica, then, lends no
proof that intermarriage results in an 1nforioi posterity.

The complex culitural and racial situati-srn therse 1s such that

EA_I_b__i_._@ ep DD 44"9 .
aslbid., P 48.
26mia.
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any eoncluclens would be hard to determins.

Ancther area where soclologists, anthropoligists, and
blologiate love to study racial mixture and its results is
the Hawalian Islands. Here we find "an unusually benign reso-
lution of a coumplex situation."7 There are no signs of any
111 effectas by intermarriage. In fact, mixed Hawailans are
erpending by s more ranid rate than any other groups and pres-
ent trends indlcate that mized races will become one of, if
not the mejor eloment in Hawaii's population.®8 In pessing,
We add thait intermerriage in Hawall has been accepted offi--
clelly from early days, and in public, &t least, there has
been no resulting social segregation.29

All told, twenty-nine such studies have been made on
racial mixture across the world. These have always seemed
to indlcate "nybrid vigor" in the new mixed group. The
children, for example, were often taller, and more intelli-
gent than their parents. However, all sclentists have not
assented to this “hybrid vigor" theory. HMiture study may
give us this answer.30 From these case studies we may, per-

haps, draw no operating conclusions, but at least we can

27Ibild., p. 51.
281b1d., p. 52.
29r01d., p. 57.
30a1penfels, op. git., p. 493
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Btate that no known case in history will show that intermar-

rlags between races 1s necessarily detrimental to either race.
Physlcal Differasnces between Races

We now attempt to let the science of blology speak to
this same problem. We have noted earlier in this chapter
that ohyesicel differences have resulted from the isolation of
a certain group and the development of certaln characteris-
ties common to that group but distinet from others. However,
all studiea of gmenetics indicate that there is no such thing
as an evolution of one rﬁce to a higher level than that of
another ruc2,.51 No réce can be picked out whose physical
characteristics are entirely superior to those of another
rece,32 In fact, there 1s no evidence that any one race
holds inferior genes that would be bilologically harmful in
Antermarrizge to another race.’> Therefore, physically
speaking, we may conclude that there is no superior or infe--
rior race of people 334 and that, therefore, in general, no
race 1s harmed because of mixture with another race.35

Popular myths have credited Negroes with certalin varying

31shepiro, op. ¢it., e 32.

32Krekeler, op. git., p. 21.
331bid., p. 22.

3%4ghapiro, op. oite, P. 32.

351bid., pe S4.
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physieal traits in order to hinder intermarriage. One of
these sugrests that Negro males have extraordinarily large
genltelia and therefore may injuve the white female in inter-
course. Tn line with this it is also said that Negro women
generally cannot he satisflied sexually by white males. These,
of ooursge, are unfounded.’d

Secondly, o very widely held belief is that Negroes have
a diatinet odor which is repulsive to white neonle. For a
gaod ansver to thils, we quotes

If members of any group do smell differently from those

of another, the reason for the differsnce may be the food

they eat, the clothing they wear, the exercise they take,

the climate 1in which they live, and, most important of

all, the emount of soap and water they use. It 1s not a
differasnce in roce.>

Intelligence Differences between Races

As the2 caase studles above have shown, there is more con-
troveray whenm we spsak of blologlcal differences on the psy-
chological level, lere tests have shown variatiocns between
races as we heve noted above. It is these dlifferences which
are oconsidered the most significant by those who hold to a
belief in & racial hierarchy.38 The surface indications of
these teste can hardly be disputed. Yhen the standard intel-

ligence testz= hoeve been glven the white group almost always

36Myrdal, op. glt., p. 107.
3TAlpenfels, op. cit., D. 47.
3851‘1&91!‘0. .92. ‘9.!-&.' p. 32.
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has received the higher rating.39 There are two possible
answers to this problem. Mental capacity may not be "an un-
varying and blologlcally determined quantum," and even if
this is so, those tests which have shown such differences nmay
have been "so devised as to handicap soclally underprivileged
groups , "0

As has ju=t been suggested, to attempt to measure the
mental capacity of varlous races becomes a very difficult
thing. For one thing environment,, external oculture, does ef-
fect any device that attempts such measurement of imnate
ability.*) The task of developing a really accurate measur-
ing device has so far gone unsolved.42 At any rate, we may
conclude with this quotation from Otto Klineberg:

We have the right to say that the results obtained by

the uge of intelligence tests have not proved the exist-

ence of racial and national differences in innate men-

tal espacity, and also that as the soeial and economic

environments of the two ethnic groups become more alike

8o do thelr test scores tend to approximate each other.43

"In any event, the differences, such as they are, with
their burden of cultural conditioning, reflect not discon-

tinuous racial distinections, but variations in distribution

3%tto Klineberg, racteristics of the American Negro
(2nd ed.; New York: Harper & Bros., 1944) p. 330.

401b14., p. 331.
41gnapiro, op. oit., pe 34.
421b1d., p. 54.

4350per. op. git., p. 44,
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and range."4 This a1l goee to say much the same thing as
was suggested in the discusslon of race mixture on Jamalce.
Any psychologleal difference between races is not execlusive,
not distinct, as for lnstance, the vhysical characteristic of
blond halr or derk skin. Such physlcal differences and
others are recognized as pecullar to a certalin race. How-
éver, there i1s no mental characteristic, no psychological
quirk, gmood or bad, which is peculiar to, or even generally
comon to one race sbove another. Rather, what differences
there might be are only 1n averages and percentages; that is,
the average intelligent quotient of a certain race may be very
8lightly lower than that of another, but there will be con-
glderanle cverlapping, so that the superiors of the lower ra-
ting group will surpass the inferlors of the other. In fact,
the differences within either race are mucfx greater than the
average differences between races. This would mean that an
interracial merriage could be better than ome within a race.
The question is not, "Which races are marrying into each
other?", but simply, "Who's marrying whom?"45

In short, it is imoossible to say, Jjust because a person

1s black or white, red or yellow, that he is imferior or

suverior. The chances are not far from even that, pick-

ing eny Indlar [vhom intelligence tests give the lowest

ratl 2t random, he wil! be as superior, or as infe-

rior, as the first white man picked at rendom, if not
actually, at least potentially.

A4gnapiro, op. cit., p. 54.
451b14.
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The real differsnce, the greaf differcnce, is between in-
dividuals, not between races .46

We should add here also that there is no proof to show
either a higher percentage of gifted psrsons or of those with
mental defects in eny one race. Rather, evidence indicates
such people to be distributed feirly evenly among all races .47

So far we have been thinking of intelligence only in the
sénse of reading, writing and arithmetic.,

But there are other standards of excellence at least as
valld as academic education. Among them are character
and personality, leadership, musicel talent, talent in
the aris and crafts, mechanical and scientific ability.
In all these fields psychological tests show Eg consis-
Xently substantial dfiffsorences batween races.

in the areea of musical ability many tests have shown
Hegroce to e slightly supsrior to whites, while others have
indicuted the oppocite. The signiflcance here is explained
s fellows:

Euaic teaté] measure such basic telents as sense of
plteh, rhythm, intensity, dlssonance and melodic memory.
These abilitiss, 1t has been established, are not much-
affected by musical training. Therefore, in the musical
field, we have a truer measure of innste oapacitles than
We do in resnegt to intelligence. Such musical tests
have shown Negroes to be slightly superior to whites--
others have shown the reverse.®2

46Henry Charles Link, The Rediscovery of Morals (New
York: £. P. Dutton, 1947), D. 9l.

4Twsad, op. cite., Ds 59.
481ink, op. elt., p. 87-
491v14., p. 88.
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One more important quotaition from the same author will
¢omplete and strengthen our discussion.
Teets of mpeed of reaction show nc consistent dlfference
between races. The quickness of rssponse to visual, au-
ditory, or other stimli does not vary consistently. In
other words, the elementary perceptual faculties, out of
which mors complicated abillitles are developed, have not
been found much different in various race groups. This
agrees with the fact that in athletic sports, motoring,
aviation and all pursuits requiring the highest degree

of montal and physical coordination all races compete on
an almost equal footing.D50

Peraonallty Differences betwsen Races

The second aspect of the psychologloal make-up of peopie
We cell personality. That a discussion on this point has 1its
value 1s shown by opinions heard frequently that Negroes as
& roce are lazy, thriftless, having eriminal tendencies, lack-
ing morals, etc,51 Developing tests to measure personality
traite, especially having to do with hoﬁesty and moral fac-
tors, 1s even more difficult than testing intelligence.52
However, these tests which show such tralte as social abillty,
co-operativeness, emotional stablility, leadsrship, self-reli-
ance, honesty, good sportsmenship, industry, etc., have

shovn "small or inconeistent difference between raclal

groups , "53

501bia.
S1lMyrdal, op. oit., p. 107.

Sesopel‘, .9_2. Li_t-. p. 44.
ssmnk. _02. _01_'!'-., p. BB.
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We can take as a fair statement the words [of] Pror,
Klineberg . . . , "For psrsonality tests, as for tests
of intelligence, there can be only one safe conclusion--
thet innate racial or ethnic differences have not bsen
demonatrated .">%

What l1s psrhaps even of grsater lmportance is that the
results of these peresonality teste dld not parallsl the re-
8ulte from intellligence tests. No correlation could be per-
celved between IQ (intelligence quotient) and PG (peraonality
quotient).

Therefore, those races or groups whose academic education
is low do not suffer a corresponding disadvantage in
respect to personality tralming, Equally, those whites
or Negroes who have an unusual amount of formal educa-
tlon are not proportionately superior in character or
neraonality .55

A Tinel auotation perhape places this whole question into

its proper perapective.

e cannot overemphasize the desepening conviection of
sclentists that social and moral characteristics acquired
by one's forebears are not transmitted to their off-
spring. Zvery meneratlon starts out anew and must, by
industry and nurture, by application and earnest pur-
pose, acquire for 1tself its moral character, religlous
life, artistic attalnment and skill, and all thoss fea~
tures which make men whet they are. This doee not mean
that individuals do not differ, but these differonces

ere not a raclal lnher:l.tance.s6

Race and Culture

A statement should still be made concerning the evidence

Which the cultures of various races bring to bear on this

54801)9!', ODe m.. Pe 450
S514nk, oo. eilt., pe 89.
56soper, op. cit., p. 46,
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Question. It is obvious today, that those of the Caucasold
stock have developed a culture superior to that of other
races. The question remains: Can this be attributed to su-
perior mental cbility?

First of a2ll, wve must state that every race can claim
great cultural achievements in the past, though much of
their fame and glory 1s now forgottem or unrecognized by mo-
dsrn peoples.57 American and European cultures have borrowed
mch from all the people they consider inferior today.58 1Inm
fact, thers were times in history when each of the other ra-
¢es has had cultures superior to that of the Northern Euro-
peans .59

Why has the white race spurted so far ahead today?

All that science can say 1s that no connection has been

found between the bilologlcal constitution of the veople

end the level of thelr past or present culture .60

Scholars are hard put to declide what actually makes a

highly developed eivilization. It may have something to

do with the climate, with the historical or economic

situation, or with chence. Most likely, it is a highl
complex combination of these-~-and many other factors .0

5TThis writer wvas amazed to see what achlevements the
culturez of other races have reached in history and what they
have contributed to our own culture. For good discussions on
this subject, see Tead, op. e¢it., pp. 60-3 and Alpenfels, op.
cit., DPDe 37-44,

58A1penfels, op. eit., pp. 40-1.

591bid.
s.oTeB.d, _Q'g_. gl_t_:' _p. 630

6l1b1d., p. 60«
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The - fundamental fact is that culture is learmed, not
inherited biologlically. His capacity to learn has made
man 20 adaptable, so capable of being molded by his en-

vironment, that what he becomes dependg upon the abili-
ties that his surroundings call forth,62

Reaults of Race Hixture in the Hybrid

Agelan there are many popular myths concerning mulattoes
¥hich we shall touch only briefly. It is often held that
mlattoes tend to be sterile. Studles have shown the oppo-
eite to be trus among other raclally mixed peoples, for exam-
Ple, the Fitcairn Islanders and the Boer-Hottentots of South
Africa.63 At the least, 1t can be said that there is mo
satisfactory evidence to prove that mulattoes have a lowered
reproductive capacity.64

Stories are told that mulattoes are frequently physi-
cally disproportioned bscause of bi-racial ancestry, and
that, therefors, they cannot fungtion normally. Again there

18 no sstisfactory proof for this.55

62The theologlan will recognize that God has a hand also
in the cultural development of peoples, that "the nation and
kingdom which will not serve Thee shall perish." Is. 60:12
Romans 1 becomes a good commentary to this point when it
epeaks of those who rejected God, instead serving themselves,
“wherefore God also gave them up to" their own sinful pas-
slong and luste, left them floundering in the muck and mire
of 11fe. Perhaps this is the greatest part of the answer to
why culture flourishes and falls. Alpenfels, ov. cit., D.

9.
637ead, op. cit., p. 66.
64K11nsbars,'gg. cit., p. 328.
651b1a.
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Tubezrculozis is porhaps more com:on among the Negro
American then among the white American. This oan probably be
&ocounted for by comparing the living conditions of the two
groups. 7There is no evidence to indicate that mulattoes have
@ higher rate of TB occurrence than do their Negro forebears,
as many believe .65

Nor does thsre appear to be any evidence to support the
bopular belief that, since the average Negro head 1s narrow
and the white one round in shape, therefore a Kegro or mlatto
mother is in danger when giving birth to a white or mlatto
child because her pelvie 18 narrow.67

That milattoss may frequently have criminal tendencies
or ether emoctlional maladjustments might be true.

Ta%w prezsons for maladjustment are, however, not biologl-

cal, they are social reasons having to do with the fact

that suell chlldren, growing up belonging to neither pa~
rentel group, are rejected by both. In places where
thers is little tension between races and where inter-
marriapge is frequent, sclentiats have not been able to
find any easoclation betwesn emotiocnal difficulties and
mixed heritage.

Some svidzsnce has indicated that mulattoes have a higher
mental capacity than Negroes in general; and, of course, 1t
1 evident that they have reached greater cultural achleve-
ments than the Amsrican Negro. What this proves is very dif-

ficult to esay. Certainly, the same argument employed in the

661b14.

671uyrdal, op. oits, pe 107
68%&&, Op. Q’ﬁ.. De 67.
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discussion of the intelligence rate differences of the white
end Negro people it in plzce here. A1l such differences can
bs accounted for by cultural environment. They neither say
that mulettces ers inmetely superior to both parental groups,
nor that they have inherited superior abilities from their
white nuncestors .69

The statement of Dr. Shapiro at the end of his dlscus~
Blon of this subject etlll holds, "There 1z, therefore, no
relleble documentatlion thet race mixture as & blological pro=-
cese 18 Iineviiebly a deleterious ons."T0

The same cuthor continues, "Indeed on theoretical grounds,
one might mointein thet hybridization, by producing a wider
rénge ol types; does in fact have certain very real biologlcal
merite."7L ©Or cuoting Prof. Krekeler again, "Geneticists
look forwerd o intermarriage as improving men's potential,
both physlcully and montally, for carrying on his task here
on earth."72 0f course, there 1s no leboratory where such
experiments have bsen carried out which can offer us the
data to prove these statements; but experimentation with

plants and animels shows that hybridization does tend to mask

59K11nebarg, op. cit., pp. 333-35.

TOShapiro, op. cit., p. 54; "Leading Soclologlsts Dis-
oues Hax Feara 'a.?fg I?:Eg!'-ations's posium," U. S. News and
Yorld Remort, XLV (Sept. 19, 1958), 82.

nSha.p!.ro. OD. 2_1_&., Pe 540

T2krekeler, op. oit., Ds 22.
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recessive genec =nd enhance superior traits.”> J
Conclusion

Blologzically then, we have nothing to fear in intermar-
riage. All eovidence indicates no rece is inferior to another,
and no harm will be done by race mixture. We might conclude
with theee words guoted from Dr. Hooton in his To;wn Meeting
of the Alr dlscussion?

< thinic in the oplnion of all physical anthropologlsts

who have studied the subject, hybrid groups arising from

the crosees of Gilferent races are not inferlor to either

of the parent stocks, but frequently~-in scme respects,
&t any rate--superior to them.7

T3ibid.
™Andrew Sohulze, My Nelghbor of Another Golor (St.
louis: n.p., 1941), p. 130,



CHAPTER IV
S00I0LOGIOAT, CONSIDERATIONS
The Heart of the Problem

Soclolopical considerations place the question of inter-
raclal marriagme into a new 1light. In fact, the real problem
caused by lutermarriage lles almost entirely within this so-
clological area, Arguments based on blological or theologl-
cel considerations against intermarriage uesually have their
réason for being in the soclological area, more apscifically
in the realm of emotions; and theae show themselves first in
the social problem. No matter how confirmed the biological
truth, 1t will accomplish nothing unless solutions for the
8oclel problems involved are found; and no matter how firmly
& theologlical truth is confessed, 1t must be shown in its so-
clal consequence and acted on by a heart which accepts it in

that weasure, if this problem i1s to be reconclled.
Prevalling Attitudes of Both Races toward Intermarriage

Te place this discussion in proper perspective we will
briefly survey ths nrevailing attitude of the American people
tovards interracial marriage. Some of this material has been
dlscussed in previous chapters. We will only allude to it

here,
In any discussion of intermarriage among Americans, one
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One comwonly msats sucn erguments &s: It's a thrsat tc “ra-
elel purity®; it's contrary to “human instincta"; 1t's "econ-
trary to nature" and "Getestable."l %he intensity of foeling
is strongest againet i1t in the Houth, although 1t is almost
unlversal among white Americans .2 _

Eduaated white Southernexrs, who knﬁw everything about

Tedern menetic and biologleal research, confess readlly

that they asetually feel en irrational of "instinctive™

repusrarce in thinking of “intermarriage."
Fowever, 1t is nztursl for humen beings to acceont each other
¥ithout rege=rd for race.? This 1s readily shown by "the
friendly hehevier of Negro and white children untrained in

prajudice."S %ven more polgnant testimony we see in the

lounnar Myrdal, Ar Aperican Dilomma: The Negro Problem
and Modern Democragi_?ﬁbw York: Harper & Bros., L¢ 4;, De 556

2&;_’%0: Pe B7.
3Ibide, Do 587,

4¥red Demart Wentzel, Epletle to ¥hite COhristiens (Phil-
édelphia: Chriziian Bducetion Press, 1 s Pa 35,

5.“‘71‘6.&]., %. _m.. p. 590; wentzelp _o.ni .G_Lt'l P' 35.
quoted az followss:

Diring the wer a young spldier told this story:

"My niece, an angelic, untidy four-year-old, was playing
with her 'Uncle Sojer,' as che calls me. A 1ittle Negro girl
¥Who lives down the street was with us, but her mother called
her for dinrcer. I acked my nlece whether she nocticed any
difference between herself and the other little girl.

After thinking for a moment she said. 'Yes, Uncle. &She
never playe Jjacks and she has to get scolded to take her nap
and she sings nicer than me.'

She is totally unsware of prejudice to race, I was so
touched I had to turn away quickly to hide eyes full of

tears, sudden tears of pride and pleasure,
tt has long been apparsnt that raecial prejudice is not

natural.
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mllione of mulattoes 1lving in our country today.6 But even
many of thiose who recognize race prejudice to be unnatural--
who see & prineiple of right involved for those who wish to
intermarry, yet regerd intermerriage as a regrettable oceccur-
rence, a deterioration of soclety.?

When we turn to the attitude of the Negro race we find
divided opinions. Meny Negro thinkers claim their race does
not want intermerrisge.8 It ies sometimes sald Kegroes frown
upon it much as whites do.9 In contrast, the traditional
opinicn the Scuthern white men has of the liegro 1s that he is
intensely eaper to marry into the white race.iO

We hove seen that Negroes condemm state laws against in-
termurriags as uncounstitutional and diseriminatory.ll They
elso rightfully condemn both the white man for his history of
debasing legro womanhood, and the white race, for its toler-
ance of this practice.l2

e have noted the statement of Roy Wilkins, Executlve
Secretery of the NAACP that his organizaticn has no feelings

OMyrdal, op. olte, pe 590.
?Ibido' De 57

8Andrew Senulze leighbor of Another Color (St. Louis:n.p.,
1941), p. 133; WSHt!él%I_OE- cit., D. %.

st

Do Olt.. DPDe 132.33.

9ssnulze,
10:43"2‘5_31, 0D, clt.;, p. 586,
IISU.DI'& p De 6-7 L

124yrdael, op. cit., D. 63.
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on the matter of intermarriage.l>

A1l of thile presents a rather puzzling plcture. Part of
the answer lies in Negro "race pride.," The white man has ex-
Ploited his womanhood, and the white man regards himself as
supsrior. In reaction the Negro will do nothing ‘that might
Buggest that he too feels the whits man superior. This would
8eem the case 1f he vere to express a desire for intermar-
riage.l4 sSecondly, Negro leaders realize that to campalgn
for intermarriage would be suleidal so far as their influence
among the white is concerned. In fact, to be heard at all
outside their own group, they find themselves nearly com-
pelled to condone the anti-amalganﬁtlon theories and beliefs
of the whites.l5 fThey do this, however, not because of any
fundamental feeling condemning miscegenation on racial or
blological grounds.16 In fact, it 1s probable that some Ne-
8ro leaders look forward to the day when amalgamation will

have been completed.lT
The Problems Confronting Mixed Marriages

Now we consider the mixed marriage itself and the prob-

13"views of Two Negro Leaders on Integration and Inter-
i‘gét)ll Marriape," U. S. News and World Report, XLV (Sept. 19,
» 90.

l4Myrdel, go. git., pp. 56-T.

151ptd., p. 62,

16Ibid., p. 57.
17Ib1d0. De 64,
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lems 1t rust face. A major cbstacle in the path of success
for such & marriage freauently 1lies in the cultural back-
grounds of the individuals., Immediately, we must say that
race and culture are not coterminous. There need be no con=-
nection betwesen them.l8 But they are called the two main fea-
tures which set humens apart. We distinguish them by way of
origin. Race is penetic in nature. It is blologlcally inher-
ited, imnate, and octatic, the thing thet ore is, that he can't
change. Culture, hovever, 1s a way of 1ife, learmed, prac-
ticed, and transmitted outwardly from mind to mind.l2 Culture
shepee one's outwerd physical actions, but it goes much deeper
than thet to give form to Wis whole thought patterns.20
Therefore, 1t can influemce him profoundly without his even
realizing i1t.21 This makes the culture of an individual a
thing of mejor importance. We must add, that very often race
does separate cultures. However, what we will say is equally
true of cultural differences within the same race, and it is
not true where culture is very much similar but racial aif-

ferences exist.

18richard E., Sommerfeld, "Interracial Marriage: A Soclo-
logical Viewpoint," Interracial Marriage?.(Valparaiso, Indi-

ana: The Lutheran Human Relations Association of Amerioca,
1958) p. 26.

191bi1d., p. 24.

201b1d., D. 25,

211pid., p. 26.

\
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In marriage theres can be only one oculture;22 for mar-
riage is a cultural union.23 It would be impossible for a
marriage to be & unlon in any other sense 1f there were not
preceding and accompenying it some unity of culture. There-
fore. marriage could not succeed if two people from widely
diversified cultures expected each to continue his own cul-
turel ways in that merriege. This means that in any marriage,
to vhatever extent culiures differ, there must be ecultural
compromiss.

"But when large ccale compromising is necessary, the
possible danpgers multiply geometrically,."24 And this 1s ex-
actly whore the grave diffioculty lies. The wider the daiffer-
énce in cultural background, the greater will be the 4iffi-
cultlies in compromising those backgrounds, in creating a cul-
tural union, in estsblishing a happy marriage relationship.25
In any aomsideration of intermarriage this problem must be
faced to the extent that culture differs with the races.

It might be added that the possibilities exist--and it
Would seem especially through our mass communications systems
and our close proximities in daily 1life they grow stronger
daily-~that cultural differences between races aﬁ disappoar-.

22Ibid., p. 27.
231bid., p. 26.
241v1d., p. 27.
25Ibia.
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ing; and, as stated above, where cultural differences do not
exist this argument loses its force.
A second consideration may well be stated in the words

of Dr. Sommerfeld, a speaker at the 1958 Iutheran Human Rela-

tione Institute:
But wvhat about private success in terms of only the two
people involved. Barring a quasi-hermit or quasi-monas-
tic type of 1ife, the two parties must live in soclety.
Perhaps one of the most telling strains that can be put
on & social being is to deny that person social recogni-
tlon and accentance. At this particular point in the
historic development of the American culturzal scene, the
participants in an interracial marriage will almoat-cer-
tainly be forced to the fringe of social 1ife.2
Here perhaps i1s the gravest danger for any interracial mar-
riage. Actually it wraps up in one most of the arguments
that weigh agailnst the success of such a marriage. Living on
the fringe of soclety can mean many things. It can mean loss
of job and perhaps the inability to find any type of work for
Which that individual has been trained professionally. It
can mean exclusion from the soclety of the church and, there-
fore, a great hindrance to true worship and to Christian fel-
lowship. In most cases, it will mean a drastic change in
socletal relations for both persons involved., It will mean
"nearly complete social ostracism."2T
This perhaps is not the end of the problem. Any mar-
riage needs a period of adjustment. This time is harder for

some than for others, but for an interracial marriage this

261bid., p. 29.
27m1. OPe _m.. Pe 55.
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adjustment oariod would concsivably be mush more difficult
because of its very nature., It 1s during these days and weeks
thut sach nertner in the merriage will depend more than sver
m saciety, on his friends and famlily, for frisndship and en-
eouragemant. %hen he losss this support and in its place re-
celvas splte, dlsgzust, and proud tolerance, the hattle becomes
araater, mora than most humans are built to bear.

Often, it must be admitted that soclety's punishment for
thie clecvags of social taboos does not stop wlith mere expul-
slon from its midst. The white partner may be regarded as
dsteriorlating in chersoter,28 and the Negro as disloyal to
his rnes.29 Thepefore, suspleion and insult are llkely to
follow, sometimee with vicioua power.30

Htlves behind the desire to intermarry must 2180 be
conniderad. Jometlmss these too are "mixed."

The renresenteztive from the more stables majority group
may be seeking to establish a position of superiority

he haz nsver before enjoyed. One from a minority or
dlsadventaged culture may be soting out his dependency
needs and seaking a foothold in status to compensate

Zor a cultural blow. Someone with a messiah complex may
want 2 mixed marriage in order to defy convention and
a?one7$or the injustice his group has visited upon ano-
ther.>~

2%niana Tend, What Is Race (Paris: UNESCO, 1952), p. 67.

298armnd Devison Soper, Raclsm, a World Issue (New York:
Abingdon Cokesbury Press, 1947}, p. 47. -

50vwentzel, op. git., p. 75-6.

351lJohn Charles Wymn Paatora% Ministry to Famlilies (Phll-
adelphia: The wastminstei ress, 19 » Do 117
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0f course, & marrlsge bullt cn such & basis is alresdy weak
and endangersd from its beginning.

Any couple congidering intermarriege rust understaend as
fully as possible these ancinloglcal considerations. This
¥1ill mean for both of them, if they are deternined to go
shead with their nlans, that they face upn to their cultural
a1 ffarences Yelorehand, setting a plan for futurs action that
is fair %o and will satisfy both. And 1t means especially
thet they must know themselves ready and willing to live a
"quagi-hermit, cuasi-monnnotic® 1ife, yet always striving by

upright conduet to win themeselves their rightful respected

Conslderations for Children of Mixed Marriages

The couple cannot siop with considering themselves alone,
however, Az ig usually almost immedlately pointed out in any
discussion cu this matter, they must, "Remember the childreni™
And this is a very importent comsideration. Any child born
of such a murriage is generally an outcast of soclety also.

He doesn't belong emong nc;rma.l people. In many cases that
child is being deprived of something he needs most desper-
ately in his youth, a feeling of belonging, & place among his
peere that le respected. From this environmental situation
mlatto childrer have frequently become emotionally and even

morally maladjusted.’2 All these considerations become so

32'1‘95&. loc. _G'Ao
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8evere, that one author was led to write:
As conditions are found in many communities in the world
at the present time, such marriages result in unhappi-
ness and frustration in the children to such an extent
shiidren 1nto aush an aaaAcaraTARIGIatTouEoB R AR
These dangsrs are avoided at least for the white person's
children if he marries within his own group.34 But if not,
ther this means that he and his spouse have to be prepared
in a special way to give their children what 1s needed to
Ti1l the volds soclety has left in them.

Cne bright soot here, perhaps, is the fact that children
and teenagers often ars more sympathetic, more alert to so-
clal justice, than thelr adult relatives and neighbors. Fur-
ther, a2 child's place in hle group is usually not so much who
he is, as what he 1s. His personality and character, and
abllitiez also, create his place among his friends more so
than the shading of his skin. This might suggest that the
argument, “for the sake of the children," though by all means
& very sericus one, is yet not altogether prohibitive, nor

even as deeply critical as is often supposed.
The Problem of Mulattoes in Soclety

Why does soclety take such a dim view of interraclal mar-

riage? VYhy does it act so harshly towards those who are mem-

3goper, loc. oit.
348chulze, op. cite, pe 132.
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bers of bi-racial faemllies? Dr. Shapiro lists several con-

tributing Tactors for the ostracism of the reclally mixed.

They are es follows:

1.

5.

Face conaoiousneae. "Avareness of raclal dlistine-

tion 1s universal." This often leads both groups

to note differences in & hybrid, and, therefore to
isolate him. Often he 18 relegated to the position
of the lower group in society.

Numbers. When the racially mixed are few they "are
easlily absorbed into the parent groups. When thay
become many they form their own group more easily.”

Competition. The mixed individual is not allowed for
the top jobs of the “superior" race, but he is often
preferred, for example, to the Negro for the inter-
medlary Jjobs, while the Negro himself ls relegated

to the lowest forms of work. This again tends to
sevarate him into a speclal group.

Culture. "When two groups of people with backgrounds
of high cultural achievemsnt ningle, the mutual in-
tolerance for each other's values can often rendar
the mixed blood unacceptable to either camp."

Imperialiem. Vhenever imperialism occurs it usually
apnears a necessity to the ruling class to preserve
ite blood purely for its own preservation, and there-
fore, no aceceptance of the mixed bloods is made.’>

Theee reasons point up what is the genersl result of

mixed marriages because of society's ostracism, that is, a

third cless or race of people.36 This new mixed group is a

modern phenomenon, generally speaking, and in many ways it

lies at the root of the problem.37

35Harry Lionel Shapiro, Race Mixture (Paris: UNESCO
1953), pp. 25-8. : ;

quglg-n Pe 23,
37“1&-9 Po 24,
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The problem is probably intensified because of another
Somewhat abnormal factor. Much of the opportunity for mixing
the races 1s found 1n the lower levels of society of both
groups, where social mores aren't felt so keenly as in higher
levels.33 This does not necessarily mean that, therefore,
these people are blologlcally inferior representatives of
their respective races, although that could be the case; but
thle dcea mean that their progeny are even more heavily bur-
dened because of thelr socletal status, not to mention their
sufferings as half-castes in the firast place. Together this
makes their position in society even more marginal.39 Again
Wé can say that this will not necessarily be the specific
problem of every individual considering intermarriage, since
he need not be from the lower levels of his own soclety but
may carry with him a well-respected place in his soclety.

However, there is still somsthing of this problem that
Will confront him and his progeny. This 1ies in that, by and
large, Americe has stero-typed half-castes; and the type is
much that described in the preceding paragraph beoﬁuse of the
very nature of the situation. Behind this widespread defama-
tion of mulattoes probably also lies that general American
conviction that raclal mixture is socially dangerous and evil,40

(Durham, North Carolina: Duke University Press, 1939), p. 253.
39$ha.p1ro, op. git., pP. 54.

40charies s. Johnson, Patterns of Negro Segregation (New
York: Harper & Bras., 19#3'), P. 213.

38Edgar T. Thompson, Race Relations and the Race Problem
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This makes IMr. Shapiro's words painfully true.
The great injustice, after all, that has been placed on
the mixed blood 1s that he is judged, not as an individ-
ual, an elementary right to which he is entitled, but as

a member of e group about which there is much prejudice
and little undarstandins.41

Can Society's Attitude Be Changed?

All of what we have been saying shows that the mixed mar-
riage rsclly meets its problem in and because of the American
pattern. The American community is at present openly antag-
onlstic toward raclal and cultural amalgamation.“z If the
problem ie to be solved, then this will mean a change in cul-
ture. Dr. Sormmerfeld has lieted six steps to show us how
culture changes 1n this respect. It's interesting for our
purposes to mention them. First, he suggests, there must be
interaction on 4the orimary level. Thls, of course, means in-
timate, face to face contact. Second, there must be a comron
languzge; third, a common education system; fourth, occupa-
tional inter-dependence and opportunity; fifth, political
homogenelty. Finally, there must be religlous similarity.
"In tbis case," he says, "both the total theological context
and such specifics as worship practices are significant and

influential."43

*1ghapiro, op. eit., p. 55.
42801::!:9?‘2’01:1. OD. 0_130. De 29.
43144,
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He goes on to szy that in the United States all of these
polnts are ot work except three and four; thras, because of
segregation 1n the gouth.4* The latter, I think, must be
Qualified at least to admit %hat in ths greater-part of our
couniry there Ls a common equeutional system et work.

This would appear o show a rather bright plcture for )
those who desire such a cultural change, Lut the author after
llsting these condltions has not at all convinced himself.

He concludes, "The fectors that promote culture change do not
appear surlficisntly strong at this time to make a alznificant
sontribution to the establisinmant of soclally aascevted raclal
Internarrispge in Amorice."™5 With this conservative view-
polnt, of course, many other scholars flnd thewsslvas in
apreemant '8

¥0 understand Dr. Somnerfeld’s viewpolnt a little more
clearly, we can refor to another desaripilon by tho samae au-~
thor of how socclally accepted intermarriage may come about.
He proposes that gensrally the process is "from acculteration
through assimllation to amalga:atlon."‘*'T Wnere intermarriage

hag been succossiul as in Brazil, Hawaii, and the Phillip-

44114,
451v14., 9. 30.

46gchulze, op. cit., p. 132; Otto Klineberg, Characteris-
tics of the American Negro (2nd ed.; New Yorkt: Harper & Bros.,

1945) 5. 368.

ATSommerfeld, op. glt., pe 28.
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Plnse, 1t hzae followed aceulteraticn asd assimilation.t83 In
America, ac-ulteration has itaksn placs siguificantly wlta all
tires racen {o.z., aplrituals, jazz). But this is not &
complata or a psrfect thlng, by any means.?S Assimilation,
the prooess of gaining accaptance 23 Just slowly bsglnning.50
dmalgamation, the mingling of tho zonas, is done very linit-
edly, and then generally 111131t1y.51

To sut {n motlon %he proceas of assiamilation, of course,
there muet Lo accoultoratlon. Jecandly, social mobllity, the
fresdon 3 aovz up and down tho soolad laddar Lrreapsctive of
razes and culiture, bringa about assimilaetion; and logal decree,
a strong Torce todny, must also be aontioned, for 1% works
torard such 2 zoal.52

fmalzamatlon, of courso, follows upon aoeuitaration and
agsimilation, as stuled above; bui it has an entlirely dilfer-
gat fores bohind 14 from thit we have baen considering. This
is the sex drive, and this foliovs no pattern; for example,
4n unhelancod sex ratio of a glvan race in a certain locallty

mey eontribuie %o race erossing.’? By and large, however,

481p13., p. 29.
491b15., p. 27.
50;91(‘-. De 28,

Slinig,
521bid., pp. 20-30.
531bsd., p. 30.
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nelther race seems to be near the public stage of amalgama-
tlon with the other.54
With acculteration partially accomplished, and assimila-
tion scarcely besun, the author concludes that campalgning
for amalgamation today would be llke a carpanter attenpilng
to roof a house before he has comstructed the supporting

walle .55
Conclusion

As atated before, by far the majority of those who have
studied this nroblem will agree that the time 1s not ripe for
Buch murriage. But to some "the horizon looks brighter now
than it has for a long time."56 A very few have held out the
hope that ite solution ocan be found through "open and sober
discussion in rational terms of this ever present popular
theory of 'inter-marriage' and 'social equallity.'"ST

Once the primary issues were rightly determined, mar-

riege would always be reparded as marriage, and no
&8 intey-marrigpe. If the Negro were_granted complete

citizenshin, the thirty states [how 24 which now make
it 1llegal for him to marry a wvhite person would imme-
dlately erase this discriminatory law from their records.

541b1d., p. 28.

551bid.

5610rman 1. Petersen, "Interracial Marriage - From the

Viewpolint of Theology," Interracial Marriage? (Valparalso,
Indlala: The Lutheran Human Relations Association of Amer-

lca, 1958), p. 6.

5TMyrdal, on. ¢it., D. 591; Henry Charles Link, Re-
discovery of iorsls (New Yorks E. P. Dutton, 1947), p. 93.
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IT the Negro were fully acoepted 2o a person, 1f the

myth of his inferiority gave way before reason and re-

ligion, we would raise no more Question asbout his mar-

rying anybody at all than we now ralse about the marriage

of two white persoms. Our laws and our fears are both

eurvivals of the raclal sin from which all Americans,

and particularly white Christians, must finally be re-

deemed .5
We find Guuner VMyrdal even saying, "There are reasons to bq-
lleve that = slow but steady cleansing of the American mind
18 proceeding =s the cultural 1lsvel is raised." He bases this
on what he feels is & general weakening of the raclal infe-~
riority doectrine, and aleo on the fact that both Negro and
white are frowning more and more upon 1llicit relations be-
twveen the »acaeg .59

Ag 1s evident almost wherever it has been tried, inter=-
raclel marriage does not work socially today. Our culture
though in flux and appearing to move towards that goal, has
not yet reached the point where it will accept such a mar-
riaege. Because of its far reachins effects on every individ-
uel within 1%, culture, soclety, plays hard and cruel with any
individuals who cross it. The dangers confronting any mixed
marriage, therefore; are grave both for the marriage itself
and for its offsuring, so grave that its chances for success

are seen very dimly.o? Such is the sociologlcal picture in

Americs today.

Sawentzel, DD« p_j._'_b_o' Pe T7

S59uyrasl, op. git., p. 591.
60sommerfeld, on. ¢it.s Ps 29.




CHAFTER V
THEQLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS
Bias of Falth

We are writing this thesis with a definite bias to which
we've already alluded; that is our faith in God our Savior as
He has rovealed Himself to us in Holy Seripture. Such faith
gives uc both the desire and the privilege to spend our whole
1lives worshiplng Him, which worship involves also doing His
Will. Thsrefore, no discussion on the problem of interracial
mrriage could be complete without taking into consideration
His vill as we find it expressed in His Holy Word. Ultimately
what the Bible says on the subject must be the final arbiter
as far as principle is concerned.l

Principle 1s important in this case because generally it
hasn't been established. Instead the emotions have held
Sway, speaking harshly froa prejudice, continually begging
the questlon.2 The average American tends to view an inter-
racial merriage as scmething quite shameful, actually sinful
in nature, againet God's natural order of things.? This is

llorman . Petersen, "Interracial Marriage - From the
Viewpoint of Theology," Interracial M&rr;gg%? (Valparaiso,
{;gée)-m= Tga Lutheran Human Relations Assoolation of America,
2 Ps Op

2.1.!.141.- # Po Toe
3Ibid.
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the theological viewpoint most people already have whether

they are concermed with religion or not.4 It is with these
thoughts in mind thot we must look into theological consider-

ations concerning ocur problenm.
Blblical Examples of Intermarriage

Flret we look to the Bible for examples of interracial
merriage occurring or being forbidden. The latter can be
readily demonstrated. God continually  forbade His 0ld Testa-
ment peonle to merry with other peoples--any of..her peoples,
At timee etringent measures were taken when this commandment
Was not cbeyed. Such a forbidding, however, was based on en-
tirely airferent grounds from those which we can muster
égainet intermarriage today. God's intent was to keep His
people itrus and eerving Him, to keep them pure in the midst
of the prozsly heathen peoples surrounding them, for they
were ths bearers of the coming Messiah, His Eon. Internar-
riage would bring with it 2lso irmorality and ldolatry of
these neighbors and thus corrupt God's holy people. This had

to be avoided.3
It doss not take racisl differences to apply this com-

mandment today; but even today, it does have its apnlication

4Ghaz-les S. Johunson Pagteim of Hegro Segregation
(New Yorir: Harper & Broa: s 1943), p'._azo.

% 5glgmonce Saboux‘-in. "mi-rlage m{: Honormﬁb:l:n :a All," In-
érracial larriage? (Valparalso, Indiana: The eran Human
Relations Association of Amerloa’, 1958), p. 32.
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épart from race to each partner in eny marriage, as a divine
verning ageinst any union that might destroy falth.

A much detated case of Nagro-white marriage iu Scripture
1s that of Moses and Zipporah, Zipporah was a Cushite or
Ethiopian, awd many econclude that she was the counterpart of
2 Negreez todey. Evidence points in that direction though
positive conclusions can't be reached.S At any rate, however,
this was an interracial marriage, and 1t ren into social in-
terference. ioses' own sister, Miriam, was infuriated by it,
&nd for our -urposes, it 1s interesting to note God's reaction
to Mirion's ore judice. She was punished with leprosy and
Baved ocnly by Moses' interceding.”

There were racial differences between the descendants of
Israel and the Egyptians. Yet Joseph married the dzughter of
én Egyptlen priest, and his father, Jacob, rather than being
upset by this interracial excursion, took his two half-caste
grandsone, blessed them, and made them equal heirs with his
own sons .8

Other peoples and races wers also made heir to Daviad's
line, ancestors of the Savior, because God took favor on them.

Rehab, a Canzaunitess from Jericho, was thus blessed. Ruth, a

5Hany scholars feel that the Cushite wife of Momes re-
ferred to here cannot be Zipporah, who is called a Midianite
in Numbers 12, but mst presumably be a second wife of Moses
taken after the death of Zipporah. Petersen, on. git., p. 9.

TBa-bour’-n' _]ﬁ_l EA_&-
81m14.
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doabltess, also received this blessing; and a whole book of
the Bible ie devoted to this fine plous woman, which speaks
wvith favor sbout her two interracial marriages. These were
not mixtures between white and colored peoples, but they were
eroseings of race barriers with God's blessings.

God uaed another such mixed mariiage to accomplish a
mighty purpose, the saving of a remnant of His chosen neople.
This, of course, was tho case of Esther, a Joewess, wl'm married
the Persian king, Ahasuerus.9

There are examples, of course, as mentioned above, where
God punished such intermarriages. However, this was not be-
cause of the marriage itself, but because of its effects upon
the faith of His people. "In fact, although this is not said
to imply that men must merry into another race, God has used
interracial marriege to populate much of the face of the
earth."1° we can cite for example the entire western hemis-
phere which 1z properly designated as the main center of race
mxture in odern times,ll and where, as we stated before, a
maolmim of one-sixth of its entire population is of mixed’
blood .12

9some Christian scholars object to the book of Esther
largely because of its extremely narrow Jewish nationalism.
Yot 1t is in thie situation where a marriage across ethnio
boundaries is undertaken with God's blessing, at least in-
directly, and apparently with Jewish approval.

10pgtersen, op. olte; D- 156

llgarry Lionel Shapiro, Rage Mixture (Paris: UNESCO,
1953), p. 21. |

12114,
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We cannot positively establish a single case of Negro-
Vhite marriage in Seripture, but we can definitely see in
Scripture God's blessing and protection on marriages across
othmic boundaries as long as they were contracted under Him

&nd for His wurposes.
Bible Statements on This Problem

Next we look to find a Bible statement which expressly
discueses our question and gives an anaver. Here both the
0ld and the Now Testaments have nothing to say either command-

ing or forbidding it.l3

Krabel sums it up well when he writes: "There is no pro-
hibition ln the Word of God meking 1t contrary to the
will of Cod for a2 non-white to marry a white person, or
for two people of different racial, cultural, and social
backgrounds to contract a marriage relationship.“l4

And, as is stated above, there is no command of God to the ef-

fect thet we must intermarry.
Implications of Biblical Truths

This leads us to turn to other truths of God's Holy Word
to esee whether they shed any 1light on our problem. Here we
take as our gulding orinciple that expressed in Professor

Lorman M. Petersen's lecture on this subject with his own em-
phasls, "Any principle or applications of principle resarding
racial intermarriage must themsolves emerge from the great

15petersen, op. git., p. 16.
141p34.
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absolutes of the Bible, from fundamental dootrines."l5 For
this section, we shall also largely follow Mr. Petersen's
ouiline as he presented 1t in the same lecture.

We look, first of all, to the doctrine of God. Here we
remember the great Shema of Judah, "Hear, O Israel, the Lord
our God 1s one Lord." This is the etermal truth of God, He
is One. Though a Trinity, we worship Him in Unity, and when
We worship the Trinity we always remember the Unity. God's
will, Hie way, His purpose 1s .all'one. There are no con-
flicting onds, but everything is to be united in Him. God
cannot be otherwise. Anything, then, that disrupnts this eter-
nal unity is other than of God. Thls onenees of everything
that 1s God's in Him must always be remembered when this
problem is discussed.l5

Under our discussion of biologlcal considerations we
have had much to say on the dootrine of creation, but now we
will approech it strictly from the theologlcal perspective.
The Bible teaches us that God created one man and one woman
from whom all mankind 1s descended. He did not oreate dif-
ferent tyves of men. Therefore, we can say Biblically that
external differences among men have been caused by accidental
Teatures.l7 "One cannot say or infer that in oreation, or

any time aince then, (od mgde cne race superior or inferior

15thid., p. 10.
161b1d., p. 11.
171bia.
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to another." Rather, we quote three Blble passages to show
God's distinctions among humenity.

Acts 17125-26,23, God giveth to all 1ife, and breath,

and a2l1l things, and hath made of one blood all nations

of men for %to dwell on all the face of the esarth, and

hath determined the times before appointed, and the bounds

of thelr habitation; . . . for in Him we live, and move,

and have our being.

Gen. 1:27. So God created man in His own image, in the

émag,e of God created He him; male and female created He

hem.

Fatt. 19:4, Jesus answered and said unto them, Have ye

not read, that He which made them at the beginning made

then male and female?
St. Paul's words to the philosophers in Athens as quoted above
leave no doubt thaet mankind 1s one as far as-Paul is concerned.
Though the word translated blood may not have that original
meaning, az sowe maintain, the sense of the passage is not
changed.l8 Here Paul conceives of no distinctions which make
mén easentlally different from one another. Rather they are |
@ssentially the same, every nation of men made of one and gi-
ven thelr life and breath by the same One God.

The other words of Scripture speak of God's oreation of
man as though he were of only one kind except for one dif-

ference. "Male and female created He them." These passages

clearly point up the divine oreative truth that, "One God with
One Will and Purpose made ONE MARKIND which is essentially
one today."1l9 We have seen in a previous chapter how science

181bid., p. 13.

1911 ston Pope, The Kingdom beyond Oaste (New York:
Friendship Press, 1957), p. 146,
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bears out this Biblical oneness of all men. "Both Seripture
and sclence say the blood 1s one."20

Every man who walks this earth can say truthfully, "My
first fother was created in the image of God."2l Therefore,
We have this very important conclusion. Because of God's
creation "no man of any race need hang his head in shame be-
cause of his origin."22 @od has made us, each one, and nome
Buperior by right of birth to any other one, because we all
have the same origin, from Him. This 1s a fundamental truth
to be remembered in any consideration of the race question.
We must see each individual in the light of his divine origin.
We must see him as God sees him.

When Ohristians teach the providence of God in and after
the oreation and especially in His Church--when they teach
that this is the providence of a loving Father for each of
His children, they are implying that "all those who confess
Ohrist must be treated as brothers and equals under God."23

The judge in Nevada who ruled in Harry Bridges' case, re-
ferred to in another chapter, stated in his verdict what has
been a popular American belief derived from this doctrine of

creation.

aoPotersen, op., eit., p. 12; Ethel Josephine Alpenfels,
Sense and Nonsense about Race (New York: Friendship Press,

1957), p. 26.
2lpeteraen, op. cit., p. 12,
22_&&.
231bi4,
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Tha rizhd o marey la the rlght of the individual, not
the race ... . If we are to take the proposition that
21% men wra barn froo end enusl sopriously, then we can't
very well ignore the implicatlons.
In fact, 1t 1is probably truthfully said that

The Chriastlan doctrines that God created man a free crea-
ture-—gso Ireo that he sould discbey even his Maker--and

wt e s W

that God cared equally for every human soul verg largely
inapirsd the develepment of Western democracy.2

There's e41il enothsr implication for our problem con-
.tai'ne:l in the doctrine of crzation. It wag in tais act of
crenting maie and female theh God gave .His blesszing, "Be
fraltfa) and meltinly ané replenish the earth.” (Gen, 1128)
It 1s %o ous monkind without any dlstinctlon that Cod glves
this prorice .6 ™erefore, marrisge has its origin right hore
in thins Coectrines27 end eny dlccussion of it must be colored
by those 4ruths.

To those whe would argus "Why did Cod divide the races
by making soms white, some black, if He intended them %o in-
termarry?". we may only enswer, “Who made the mulatto?"
Seripture gives no further answer.28

Ve move on toc consider the doctrine of sin. Our text

2hng; osdetrean Victory,”" Time, LXXIT (Dec. 22, 1958),
17; S,_unm, De 6.

25Pope, op. cit., De 155
2CGPetersen, on. eite, pe 124
27;_9_12-- Pe 1la

28Bandrew schulze, My Neighbor of Another Color (St.
Llodsin.p., 1941), p. 130.
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here 1s obvious; Romans 3:122-23: "There is no difference;
for all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God." For
&ny one race to feel any superiority against another under God
ls immediately rejected here. The universality of sin covers
overy asoul, outs each man, white or black, into the same pot.
Intermarriage or otherwise makes no difference here. No man
can lower himself or his children in God's sight because he
Grosses rece and makes themn half-bresds. This doctrine leaves
that door for intermarriage open.29

We cannot speak of sin without immediately considering
redemption. And thls doctrine too has strong implications
over aprninct rece problems,

In God's Order of Redemption we ses the most compelling

motive Tor seeing thé equality of all men and how com-

Pletely unscientific and un-Christian race prejudice is,

for God loved all men as He created them, as ONE.30
In God's grectest act of love and self-sacrifice He knew ab-
solutely no distinction between men. He dlied for each with
the same i1dentical selfless love. The Gospel's anawer is
sharp and clear, "Beloved, if God so loved us, we ought also
to love cne another."51 This does not say we must intermar-
ry: but it also does not say we can look with disdain on such
marriages. It rather placed the whole question on the basis

of love.>2

29Peteraen, OD. gl&., De 14,
301bi4.
311 Jomm 4:11.

32peturoon, one Gltep Pe 154
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Concerning the doctrine of the Church and its implica~
tlons we quote again.

"It is not enough," says Kraabel, "to offer the Gospel

to peoples of other cultures and color, and at the same

time to deny to them the privilege of assoclating on

equnl terms within the fellowship of the redeemed."”

Cartalnly, this indirectly has eomethlng to say about

intermarriage of Christicns, at.least.3:
And vhen such freedom is cranted, those people are correct
who fear that inte rarriage may follow, for this too 1s a
part of the fellowship of Christiansi. To speak against 1t on
Seriptural grounds 1s to deny what the Scripture teaches con-
cerning the communion of saintse.

Flnally, we consider the dootrine of everlasting life.
To do s0, we quotes

As e Christian, he 1s an ambassador of love, »ledged to

peak and to work for "the great day of God when all men
shall atand side by side in equal worth and real free-
dom, all toiling and all reaping, masters of nature, but
brothers of men, exultant in the tide of the common 1life
and jubllant in the adoration of ng the source of their
bleecings and the Father of all."3

This may not have been intended to plcture Heaven, but 1t
serves well., Who can consider the Joys of the salnts in
praise before the throne of God and of the Lamb and then re-
turn to earth to set up artificial barriers among the saints
on earth?

What does all this add up tof God oreated man one and
spoke to him as such in establishing the state of marriage.

331p14.

34Fred DeHart Wentzel, Epistle to White Christians (Phil-
adelphias Christian Zduoation Press, 1948), D. 50.
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All mankind sinned and God included all as one under 1ts
yoke. Bu%t Cod loved mankind, suffered, and died to save 1t
and included svery man as one under His blessed Gospel prom-
ises, God brings every individual who believes this Gospel,
whether Negroid, Mongoloid, or Caucasoid in race, into His
one fold, the holy Christian Church, there to live in fellow-
ship with each other and Himself,--which fellowshlp 1s eter-
nel, to be perfected on that great day of His second coming.

"What we are saying is this: When one looks at all the
great doctrines of the Faith, from the theological
peint of view, he finda nothing which in itself bars
races in orogsing the color line in marriage any more
then they do in churech membership."35

The centrasl message of the New Testament is that Christ,
through his 1ife on earth, his death, and his resurrec-

tlon, has brought reconcilistion between man and God and
between mon. Those who accept him es their Lord live in
a new dimension and a new community in which love and

unity are regnent. This unity not only spiritual;

it pervades 1ife in all its relationships, 1t contin-
ually refashlons the 1life of the church, a it sesks
even %o permeate and remake human society.3® (Emphasis

not oripginal.) .
And eny rezson that iz glven in objection to such a marriage

must square up with these articles of faith 1f it is to be a
valld ob jection,

Finelly, we should speak of Seripture's teachings on
marriagse itself. We could conclude from the above as did ons
preacher using Hebrews 1334 as hia.taxt’that_.

when our text says, "Merriesge 1s honorable in all," it
means not only marriage between two persons of the same

35petersen, op. git., pP. 15
36?0},73, ODe g_!_.,ﬁ., De 156-
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race, which iz the usual thing, but also marriage ve-

tween two persons of different races, which is the un-
usual thing.

The cousummriion of & Ohristian marriage "fzr from being im-
moral, is sunciified, the marricge bed is undeflled. What
therafore God hath joined together, let..not man put asunderi"37
We can turn to God's words as He instituted marriage, Genesis
212k, "Thersfore shall & men leave his father and his mother
and ehrll eleave unto his wife: and they shall be one flesh,"
to see that God placed no limitations upon man's freedom to
marry whom he wishes .38

Rather this bhecomes a "distinet and uniqu.e personal mat-
ter, especialiy in our belovad land, a matter of cholce and
personal liberty."39 Paul's advice might have good applica-
tion here also, when he sdvises his readers in 1 Corinthians
7:7-%, that 1% would be good for them not to marry. But he
adds, in any case, ™t is better to marry than to burn,"40

The whole of Biblical teaching then glves man the right
to marry whom he pleases regardless of race. HNo barrier based

on race can be set up in the Christian sphere.

3Tsebourin, op. gits, De 32¢
38p:tersen, op. eit., D. 15.
391bid., p. 7.

40sabourin, op. cit., P 32.




CHAPIZR VI
THE CHURCH'E ANBWER

The theory of integration, and the theory of equality of
the »pees in politicel and clvil righte, is eesy to ra-
tionalize and for most of us to accept but, as has often
been sald, it's o condition end Dbt & thoory that faces
us. We need advice, and we must pray for guldance on
the important aquestion of how the problem of intermar-
ringe shall be met.

It 12 hoped that some religious group will seon give us
the answver zs {0 how {o put these ideals into practics.l

Thege words of Devid Lawrence in en editorial in U. S. News
gné ¥Werld Heport set the stage very vividly. They call for
comething we too feel hus been missing &nd is needed. The
purpoce of thl:z chapter is to suggest the Church's answer to
that demand., We do this on the basis of the comsiderations
brought to beer on the subject in the three previous chap-

ters .
¥What Churches Have Done

Our research does not claim to be complete here. We
only report what we have been able to find. In general, our
conclusion is that the churches of our country have done l1lit-
tle publicly to meet the problem, and that, therefore, their
Witness has been weak and ineffective. Specifically, we have
8een only two nublic statements of shurch bodies touching

lpavid lawrence, "ﬁ% wll:at ag:u;lg termarriage?" U. S.
l oV»e 2 » e

News and World Report,
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interracial marriege. The first comes from the World Coun-
1l of Churches at 1ts meeting in Evanston, Illinols, in
1954. We quote:
While . . . we can find in the Bible no clear justifi-
cation or condemnation of intermarriage, . . . W@ can-
nct ap rove any law against racial or ethnic intermar-
riage. iarriage involves primarily a decision between
two individuals before God which goes beyond the juris-
diction of state and culture. There is no evidence that
the children of such marriages are inherently !.nferloré
and any trezatment of them as sush should be condemmed.
The second is an even stronger statement coming from
the Committee on Church and Race of the Congregational Chris-
‘tlan Churches in 1948, which also gives guidelines for pas-
tors who must counsel couples considering intermarriage. Here
it 1s pointed out that in itself intermarrizge 1s not harmful
or sinful, but that it does present special problems which
the couple must be able to meet.>
The words of David lawrence above were precipitated by
& statement on Negro rights coming from the annual meeting
of the Roman Catholic Bishops of the United States in Novem-
ber of 1958. Of this he also writes, "It is a powerful
brief on the theory of equality. But it doesn't mention
the basie question often raised in discussing actual equality--

namely, intermarriage between white and colored."4

pp. 120-21.

2John Cherles Wynn, Pastoral Ministry to Families (Phil-
adelphiat The Westminster Press, 1957), DP-
L]

3Ibld., pp. 121-22,
Amwrenoe, doc. oit.
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Seversl <f the Catholic Church's writers, however, have

O

recorded whet they belleve to be their Church's position.

John inFerge writes!
The Catholie Church does not impose any impediment, dir-
iment impaediment, upon racial intermerriages, in spite
of the Crurch'es srect care to preserve in its utmost nur-
ity the integrity of the marriage bond.
On the other hand, where such intermarriages are prohi-
kited by lsw, oe they are in seversl States of the Un-
ion; the Church bids her ministers to respect these laws,

and to do all that ie in thelir gower to dissuade per-
eons from entering such unions.

Joseph Doherty in Moral Problems of Interracial Har-

riere, . . . states that from thelr point of view the
natural right to merry includea also the right to mar-

ry the nerson of orne's own choilce, snd to merry a par—-
ticular parson regardless of race.
Our own Church, the Lutheran Church--Mlssourl Synod, has not
expresred itself officially so far as we know, although an
organization within 1t, the Iutheran Human Relations Insti-
tute, has nubliched a booklet of 1ts 1953 proceedings which
deals lergely with this subject and which we have also used

rather extensively in the preparation of this paper.
Can the Social Problems Be Solved?

In a2 previous chapter we have seen the serious problems
that a mixed marriage will confront, but we haven't consi-
dered solutions to these problems even on & surely soclologl-

cal level, To do this now we quote some of the answers that

SJohn LaFarge, The Race Question apnd the Negro (Revised
edition; New York: Longmans, Green & Uo., 1943), ps 195.

6vynn, op. cit., p. 121.
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have come from those writers with a rather secular viewpoint.

Nothing terrible hapoens simply because two people of
different races marry. What really happens depends on
the kind of persons they are and on the ways in which
relatives, friends and strangers regard the marriage.
If they are emotionally grown up, if they have many in-
terests 1n common, if they are suited to each other in
mind and spirit, they have a reasonable basis for suc-
cessful home l1ife.’

If a girl asked my advice I would say this: the cuality
of the man you marry, his values, tastes, habits, health,
ability to make a l1living, sense of humor, intelligence,
his anxieties, his intorests, are far more important to
you than the color of his skin or the name of his reli-
glon. It is above all else, important that you love him.
If you are mature and have chosen a mature man, you can
weathar the storms that will come from crossing the bar-
riers. You will lose old friends; you will be snubbed.
But you will galn much too. You will find new friends;
you cen create out of your ordeal much that will increase
understanding among people. What happens will depend on
the courage and wisdom you and your husband possess.
Remember this: it will not be easy to do; but 1t may be
Worth it. That is for you to decide.

If, with their eyes open to the consequences, individ-
uals decide to make the adventure, there seems to be no
reason why they should not exercise their choice . . . »
Marriage between those who belong to different races but
are in mind and tempsrament suited to one another may
prove far happier than many 1ll-assorted unions between
members of the same race. Liberty and originality have a
high social value, and . . . such marriages may also
contribute something to that deeper mutual understanding
between different races which is indispemnsable 1f the
peoples of the world are to live together in harmony.?

We recognize in these views just quoted a rather extreme

optimiem. We know that no matter how right biology or theol-

TFred DeHart Wentzel, Epistle to White Christians (Phila-
delphla: Christian Education Press, 1948), p. T5e

814111an Eugenia Smith, Now Is the Tims (New Yorks: Vik-
ing Press, 1955), pp. 102-3,

9Wentzel, op. git., pp. 76-T.
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ogy mey prove intermarriage to be, we must still be greatly
cautioned by our sociologlcal study. We must still attempt
to synthesize the Christian belief with the soclal problem.

We turn now to examine theology's answer to this problem,
Theology's Answer

Theology too would proclaim that marriage 1s a sacred
thing and that every care should be taken to ensure its suc-
eess, that man and woman should enter into it, fully con-
8cious of its nature as instituted by God and unbreakable :
save by death. Theology too would caution against a marriage
where obstacles seem so great that it could hardly become the
thing God meant 1t to be. These conclusions, theology and
Sociology have in common. But theology gives a power that
8oclology knowe nothing of, and that can, by God's grace, for
that 1s the power, solve what sooclology ocalls insolvable.
Thie is theology's only answer to the dlrfiéulties sociology
points out, but it must be considered by anyone who meets this
problem among Christians.

Ministers of the Gospel will recognize that cultural
backgrounds are important when people plan marriage. Where
these are very diverse, the Christian pastor will counsel
agelnst such a marriage, regardless of raclal status. He
will recognize, however, the greater problem in cross racial
tles, and he too will point these out. He will show the

grave dangers to any marriage, when its particlipants are cast
He will

out of soclety and locked upon as freaks and sinners.
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point out what 4ifficultiss will be placed upon the lives of
the off-apring of such a marriage which may hinder normal
grovth. And upon these considerations he may well counsel
agalnet such o marriage.

But he will remember that God has glven these indivia-
uals the right to marry if they please., And he will know
that God cen give them the power through their Christian faith
to overcoms all these problems. If such a couple persists in
the desire to marry, and if he recognizes in them such a
falth ae may carry them through those tribulations which will
almost certainly be their lot, he may well counsel them to
marry. IT they have committed themselves and thelr marriage
%o God’s loving cere, and there return dally for His grace,
then that merriage, he knows, will have God's blessing.,

This Lz as much 88 can be sald to sythesize the consid-
eratlons brsed upon the social problems involved against in-
tormerriage with the divinely glven right of any individual

thue to marry,
Hovever, there is one more consideration for the theolo-

_Me.n. for the Christien Church. It prays regularly, as our
Lord Himsalf has taught 1t to pray, "Thy will be done on
earth as it is in Heaven," 5Such a prayer also has a strong
implication for our problem. God's will is not done when ra-
clel prejudice shows itself, when a Negro 1s kept from liv-
ing where he will, eating where he desires, vacationing as

he wishes. God's will is not done when he is made to feel




83
less = humen than his white friend or neighbor. God's will
1l not done when by force of soclety he must turn awvay from
The woman Ood has given him the power to love. God's will
18 not done when & Christian couple is refused Christian fel-
lowehip because God saw it to darken their ekins. INor is
God's will done when & Ohrlstian society ostracizes in any
way thoat couple who in God's grace crossed rece barriers to
contrzuct Christlien merriege. God's will is definitely not
done whon & little mulatto child cannot grow up in the same
sscurity, peace, and happiness, that soclety affords hls
white or his darker neighbor,

God's will ie only done when it is “on sarth as it is in
Heaven.” Keeping within our subject's limitatlons, God's
will will be done when any Ohristian man can marry any Chris-
tien womuzn and have the hearty blessing of the whole Christian
Tellowsnlpe. God's will will be done when any child, black,
brovm, or white, can have equal Christian freedom with no ra-

clal bounderies in the Christian community to live his 1life

to the glory of God.

Nor can there be heaven on earth if the Church attempts
to preach the second conclusion, that its members grant Chris-
tian Tellowship to all people equally, whlle refraining from
proclaiming the first, the freedom of intermarriage. This is
not only denying what is freedom under God to those individ-
uals who dgsire it, and therefore failing in Christian wit-

ness; but it is falling to recognize that race relations can't
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coase to be s problem until the whole thing is solved, and

thnd thet which lies at the bottom and produces elther di-
rectly or indirectly the whole racial struggle must be re-

moved 1f all its effects are also to be removed.

Until it becomes our oustom to break bread with our
colored brethren, until we open wide to them the doors
of our hearts and our homes and our churches, until we
receive then unreservedly as neighbors and friends and
Tellows in Christ, the gospel of our Lord will give us
nae rest, and the race problem will continue to be the
fearful and heuniing thi othat it is today, in America
[ ]

and throughout the world

"But" oblects the timid church leader or the fearful par-
ent, “"the time is not ripe for the mixing of the racesi"
What this means is, "We will give up discriminating a-
reinst the Negro, but not yet. We want to go on sinning
for & while. You reel'y can't expect us suddenly to
change the havites of ten generationa. Why do you hurry

ue no?®

Does righteousness, then, have its seasons? Is there a
time for aminning, and a time for doing what is brotherly
and democratic and just? When Jesus saya, "“Love one
another as I have loved you," is he talking of the here
end now, or of some vague future when loving our neigh-
bors will be simple and easy, imposing no personal dis-

eiplive, involving no risk?

No, we connot escape the necessity for the ocleansing of
our motives and the changing of our habits now, at this
very noment in the history of the world, at this exact
point in the development of the Christian church. The
time for righteousness is upon us todayj; every moment
o' hesitation and postponement prolongs indefensibly
the dicceriminations and humiliations sndured by the Ne-
gro, weakens the voice of America in the councila of
the nations, and compounds the white man's =zin.ll

10Ibid., p. 30.
1lthig.
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Ooncluslon

The Church will recognize the soclal oroblems involved,
end in this day will counsel as we have shown, but 1f 1t prays
the Lord's Prayer then it must also commit 1tself to the pro-
eleiming of thet Gospel which will remove at least in its
OWn Christian conmunity those soolal hindrances to the suc-
cess of an interraciel marriage. The Church eannot advocate
intermsrriage. This ir the individual's freedom, to marry
Whom he will; but the Church must proclaim the right to such
marriage and the duty for Christiane to accept it fully with
¥whole heart into their fellowship,

.M‘



CHAPTER VII
SUMMARY

Interrccial marriage between white and Negro Americans

évokes deen emotional reactions in our country. We find this

to be the problem basic to the whole race relatione strugcle.

Eepecially in the South, the whole order of segregation is

built upen the idsol of preserving racial integrity. If in-

termarriage hsrs were removed and intermarriage then became

8 gonersl occurrence, the whole problem of "race" relations

would cesee to be. It is true, aspeats of the race problem

¥ould more than likely become class struggles, but, at least,
those great injustices done to men because of the color of
his skin woulad have disappeared.

Biologists find it impossible to substantiate any claims
In

Nor

of one "rage" to superiority in any way over another.

every respect all their evidence indicates man is one.
1s 1t poesible to claim that "hybrids," children whose par-
ents belong to different "races,™ are in any way inferior to

either or both parental "races," simply because of race mix-

ture. In fact, many sclentists theorize that r=ce mixture

actually invigorates 1ts posterity.
Intermarriage from the socliological point of view, how-

ever, can be tragic. Modern American society does not ac-

copt it and often complstely ostraclizes those couples who
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Socloty's attitude thus can be a lothal
More than

dare tc enter 1%.
Weapan againast the succass of such a marriage.
this, by 1ts strong psyohological attack upon such & family,
1t oan soverly damape the mental and emotional growth of the

"mixed" ohildren. This 1s not to say thet intermarriage can-

not sucosad; but, 1t ean only do so againat very great obsta-

eles. When it doen, it 1a 1n positlion to contridbute much

towards mutual understanding and acoeptance between races.

Th2 Bible olsurly teaches the oneness of all mankind.
It 21lawe Tor no distinctions or divisions of men on the ba-

sls of reaee aloua. Therafore, 1t makes no pronouncement con-

eerning interracial marriage, but instead it glves the right

%o every man 4o merry whom he will,
Ve conelude that in iteelf interracial marriage is within

the God-given freedoms of mankind. 8in 1s involved, not on

the part of thome who eross rece boundaries to marry, but on

the part of those who shun 2nd scorn their fellow humens who

have intermarried. The Church's task in relation to this

broblem is nelither to preach intermarriage nor to preach
against it, but to preach in such & way as to fill the hearts

of Christ's people with the same love for all menkind that

sent Him to die on Oalvary. If this has been done, then

Christian hearts will have been prepared to accept every man
regardless of coler fully into their fellowship, and by God's

grace luterracial merriage will succeed.




APPENDIX

BTATEMEZNT ON TiE NATURE OF RACE AND RACE DIFFERENRCES
by Physleal Anthiopologlsts and Genetlcists (Ssptember 1952)
Report of Heeting held et Unesco Houee, 4-8 June 1951, by

L. ¢. Dunn (Reapporteur)

The rossons for convening a second meeting of experts to dis-
cuss the concept of race were chléfly these:

Rece is a question of interest to many different kinds
of peopls, not only to the public at lerge, but to soclolo-
glets, anthropologista and blologlets, especially those deal-
ing with problems of genetica, At the first discussion on
the problem of race, it was chiefly socloloﬁlats vho gave their
opinicne and framed the "STATEMENT ON RACE. That Stetement
had & good effect, but 1t dld not cerry the authority of just
those groups within whose speciel province fall the biologl-
cel probleme of race, namely the physical arnthropologists
ond zenetliciets., Secondly, the first Statement 4id not, in
all its details, carry conviction of these greupe and, be-
cause of this, 1t was not supported by many authorities in
these tve fields.

in gensrel, the chisrl conclusione of the Tirst Stetement
vere sustained, but with differences in emphasiec and with some

importsnt deletions.

There was no deley or hecitation or leck of unarimity in
reeching the primasry conclusion thet there were no sclenti-
fic grounds vhatever for the racisilst position regerding
purity of race and the hierachy of inferior and superior ra-

¢ces 1o which this lsads.

Ve agreed that el) races were nixed and that intra-rea=-
celzl variability in most blologlcal characters wss as great
46, 1T not créster than, inter-racial variabllity.

We agreed that races had reached thelr present states by
the operation of evolutionary factors by which different pro-
portions of esimilar hereditary elements (genes) had become
cheracteristic of different partially separated groups. The
source of these elements seemed to ell of ue to be the varia-
bllity which ariges by random mutation, and the iseolating
factors bringing about raciel differentistiorn by prsventing
intermingling of groups with different mutations, chiefly

B R R |
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gsographicai for the main groups such as African, Europsan
and Asiatic.

Man, we recognized, is distinguished as much by his cul-
ture as by his biology, and it was clear to all of us that
many of the factors leading to the formation of minor races
of men have been cultural. Anything that tends to prevent
free exchange of genes amongst groups i1s a potential race-
meking factor and these partial barriers may be religious,
soclal and linguistic, as well as geographical.

We were careful to avold dogmatic definitions of race,
8lnce, as a product of evciutlionary factors, it is a dynamic
rather than a static concept. We were equally careful to : -
avold saying that, because races were all variable and many
Oof them graded into each other, therefore races did not ex-
ist. The physical anthropologlsts and the man in the street
both know that races exist; the former, from the scientifi-
c2lly recognizeble and measurable congeries of traits which
he uges in classifying the varieties of man; the latter from
the immediate evidence of his senses when we se=s an African,
& Europezn, an Asiatic and an American Indian together.

o had no difficulty in agreeing that no evidence of
dlfferences in innate mental ability between different ra-
clel groups has been adduced, but that here too intra-racial
variability is at least as great as inter-racial variability.
Yo agreed that psychologlcal tralts could not be used in
clasaifying races, nor could they serve as parts of racial

descriptions.

We were fortunate in having as members of our confer-
ence several sclentists who had made speciel studies of the
resulta of inter-marriage betwesn members of different races.
Thie meant that our oonclusion that race mixture in general
did not lead to disadvantageous results was based on actual
eXperience as well as upon study of the literature. Han: of
our members thought it quite likely that hybridization of
dlfferent races could lead to biologlcally advantageous re-
sulte, although there was insufficient evidence to support

any conclusion.

Since race, as a2 word, has become coloured by its mis-
use in conmnexion with national, lingulstic and religious
differences, and by its deliberate abuse by racialists, we
tried to find a new word to express the same meaning of &

blologically differentiated group. On this we did not sue-
ceed, but agreed to reserve race as the word to be used for

anthropclogical classification of groups showing definite
combinations of physical (including phsiological) traits in

characteristic proportions.

R R R === |
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We also tried hard, but again we falled, to reach some
general statement about the inborn nature of man with respect
to his bohaviour toward his fellows. It is obvious that mem-
bera of a group show co-operative or associctive behaviony
towards each other, while members of different groups may
shov agressive beheviour towards each other and both of these

‘attitudes may ococur within the same individual. We recog-

nized that the understanding of the psychological origin of
ragce prsjudice was en important oroblem which called for fur-

they study.,

Neverthelese, having regard to the limitetions of our
przasent knowledge, all of us balieved that the biological
differences found amongst human raclial groups can in no case
Justify the views of racial inequality vwhich have been based
on ignorance snd prejudice, and that all of the differences
which we know can well be disregarded for all ethical human

Durposes,
Text of the Statement

l. Scientists are generally agreed that all men living today
belong to a single species, Homo sapiens, and are derived
rrom a common stock, even though there is some dispute as
to when and how different human groups diverged from this

common stock.

The concept of race is unanimously regarded by an-
thropologistes as a classificatory device providing a zoolo-
g£ical frame within which the various groups of mankind
ney be arranged and by means of which studies of evolu-
tionary processes can be facilitated. In 1ts anthropo-
logical sense, the word "race® should be reserved for
groups of menkind poesessing well-developed and »rimerily
heritable physical differences from other groups. iany
populations can be so classified, but, because of the
complexity of humen history, there are also many popula-
tions which cannot easily be fitted into a raclal classi-

flcation.

2. Some of the physical differences betwsen human groups are
due to differences in hereditary constitution and some to
differences in the environments in which they have been
brought up. In most cases, both influences have been at
vork. The science of genetlcs suggests that the heredi-
tary differences among populations of a slngle species are
the results of the actlion of two sets of processes. On
the one hand, the gemetic composition of isolated opoula-
tions 1s constantly dut gradually being altered by natural
selection and by occasional changes (mutations) in the
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material particles (genes) which control heredity. Pop-
2lations are also ffected by fortultous changes in gene
irecuency and by marriags customs. On the other hané,
croesing is constantly breaking down the differsntiations
80 =&t up. The now mixed populations, in so far as they,
in turn, become isolated, &re subjeet to the same pro-
caasee and these msy lead to further changes., Exlsting
races are nerely the result, considered at a particular
nement in time, of the total effect of such processes on
the human species. The hereditary charaoters to be used
in the elesalfication of human groups, the limlts of their
variation within these groups, and thus the extent of the
clasziflcatory sub-divisions sdopted may legitimately
differ according to the sclentific purpoese in view.

Hational, rsliglous, geograpaical, linguistic and cul-
tural groups 4o not neesssarily colncide with racial
grouns; and the cultural tralts of such groups have no
demonstrated connexlion with racial traits. Americans ere
nuot R rece, nor are Frenchmen, nor Gsrmans; nor ipso facto
l1s eny other national group. Moslems and Jews are no
nore races than are Roman Catholics and Protestants; nor
ars neople who live in Iceland or Britain or Indla, or
who egpeak English or any other language, or who are cul-
turally Turklish or Chinese, and the like, thereby descri-
bable ag races. The use of the term “race™ in speaking
of such groups may be a serious error, but it is one

which 1s habitually committed.

fuman races can be, and have been classifisd in different
ways by different anthronsloglets. Most of them agree in
cleasifying the greoater part of existing mankind into at
least three large units, which may be callad ra jor groups
(in French grandes races in Gsrman Heuptrassen). Such &
clascification does noct depend on any single physical.
tharacter, nor does, for example, skin colour by 1tselrs
nacessarily distinguish ocne major group from another.
furthermore, so far as 1t has besn possible to analyse
them, the differences in physical structure which distin-
quish one major group from another give no support to
popular notions of any generel "superiority" or "infer-
lority" which are sometimes implied in referring to these

groups,

Broadly speaking, individuesls belonging to different
na jor groups of mankind are distinguishable by virtue of
thelr nphysical characters, but individual members, or
smell groups, belonging to different races within the
seme major group are usually not so distinguishable,
Even the major groups grade into each other, and the phy-
slcal traits by which they and the races within them are
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cheracterized overlap considerably. With respect to most,
if not all, measurable characters, the differences among
individuals belonging to the same race are greater than
the differences that occur between the observed averages
for two or more reces within the same ma jor group.

Moet anthropologists do not include mental characteris-
tice in their classification of human races. Studies
within a single race have shown that both innate capacity
and enviroumental opportunity determine the results of
tents of intelligence and temperament, though their rela-

tive importance is disputed.

Then intelligence tests, even non-verbal, are made
on 2 group of non-literate people, thelr scores are us-
ually lower than those of more civilized people. It has
been recorded that different groups of the same race oc-
cupying simllarly high levels of civilization may yleld
considerable differences in intelligence tests. Vhen,
howsver, the two groups have been brought up from child-
hood in similar environments, the differences are usually
very slight. Moreover, there 1s good evidence that, gi-
ven similar oprortunities, the average performance (that
is to say, the performance of the individual who is reop-
resentative because he 1s surpassed by as many a3 he sur-
passes ), and variation round it, do not difrfer appre-
ciably from one race to another.

Zven those psychologiste who claim to have found the
greatest differences in intelligence between groups of
different racial origin, ani have contended that they
are hereditary, always report that some members of the
group of inferior performance surpass not merely the low-
est ranking member of the superior group, but also the
average of its members. In any case, 1t has never been
poseible to separate members of two groups on the basis
of mental capaclty, as they can often be separated on a
basis of religlon, skin colour, hair form or language.

It is poesible, though not proved, that some types of in-
nate capacity for intellectual and emotional responses
are commoner in one human group than in another, but it
is certain that, within a single group, innate cazpaclties
vary as much as, 1f not more than, they do between 4lf-

ferent groups.

The study of the heredity of psychocloglcal charac-
teristics is beset with difficulties. We know that cer-
tain mental diseases and defects are transmitted from
one generation to the next, but we are less famlliar
with the part played by heredity in the mental l1life of
normal individuals. The normal individual, irrespective
of race, 1s essentially educable. It follows that his
intellectual and moral 1life is largely conditioned by

—————— :-—--
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his training and by his physical and soclal environment .

It often happsne that & national group may appear to
Ee characterized by perticular psychological attributes.
The superficial view would be that this is due to race.
Jolentificelly, however, we realize that any common psy-
cnologleal atiribute 1s more likely to be due to & com-
mon historical and soolal background, and that such attiri-
Jules may obsocure that fact that, within differsnt popu-
lations consisting of many human types, one will Tind ap-
ggaximataly the same range of tempsrament and intelli-
Jence o

€. The scientific meterial avallable to us at pregsent, does
not justify the conclusion that inherited genetic airf-
ferencss are a major factor in producing the differsnces
vetween the culturee and cultural achievements of difler-
ent seoples or groups. It does indicate, on the contrary,
thzt a major factor in explaining auch differences is the
cultursl experience which ezch group has undergone.

7. There is no evidence for the existence of so-called "pure"
races., dkeletal remains provide the basis of our limited
knowledge about earlier races. In regard to reace nlxture,
the evidence points to the fact that human hybridization
haz besn going on for an indefinite but considerable time.
Indeed, one of the processes of race formation and race
extinetion or absorption is by means of hybridlzation be-
tween raceas., As there is no reliable evidence that dis-
advantageous effects are produced thereby, no biological
Jugtitication exiats for prohibiting inter-merriage be-
tween persons of different races.

8. We now have to consider the bearing of these statemsntis
on the problem of human equality. We wish to emphazize
that equality of opportunity and equality in law in no
way depend, as ethlecal orineiples, upon the assertion
that human beings are in faet equal in endowment.

9. e have thought it worth while to set out in a formal man-
ner what is at present sclentifically established con-

gerning individual and group differences.
(a) In matters of race, the only characteristics which

anthropologists have so far been able to use effec-
tively as a basis for classification are physical
(anatomical and physiological).

(v) Available scientific knowledge »rovides no basis for
believing that the groups of mankind differ in their
innate capacity for intellectual and emotional de-~
velopment,

{c) BSome biologlical differences between human beings with-
in a single race may be as great as or greater than
the same blological differences between races.
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(d) Vaat asocial changes have ocourred that have not been
connected in sny wey with changes 1n racial type.
Historical and soclologleal studies thus support
the view thot genetic differences are of ilttle sig-
nificance in determining the social and cultural
dl fferencer between difierent groups of men.

(¢) There %8s no evidence that race mixture produces
disedvartageous results from a blologloal point
of view. The soclal results of race mixture
whether for good or 111, can gsnerally be traced
to social fectors.

(Text drafted, at Unesco House, Paris, on 3 Juns 1951, byt
Professor R. A. ¥. Bergman, Royal Troplcal Institute, Nether-~
lands Anthropologleal Soclety, Amsterdam; Professor Gunnax
Dehlberg, Director ; State Institute for Human Gonetlos and
Race Blology, Univerasity of Uppsala; Professor L. 0. Dunn,
Departuent of Zoology, Columbia "™miveraity, New York; Prof-
Tessor 7. B. S. Haldene, Head, Department of Blometry, Uni-
vereity College, London; Professor M. F. Ashley HMontagu,
Chairman, Department of Anthropology, Rutgers University,

New EI'“.YH'“‘-"’.GI’., N. Jo‘ Dir. A. B. :'foumnt, D‘lz‘ec“r. Blood G-!‘oup
Referance Izboratory, Lister Institute, ILondon; Professor Hans
Nachtsoheim, Director, Institu fur Genetik, Frel Universitat,
Berlin; Dr. Eugene Schrsider, directeur adjoint du labora-
tolre d'anthronologie physique de 1'Ecole des hautes studes,
Paris; Professor Harry L. Shapiro, Chalrman, Department of
Anthronolopgy, American Museum of Natural History, New York;
Dr. Jo C. Trevor, Faculty of Archaeology and Authropology,
University of Cembridge; Dr. Houri V. Vallols, professeur au
Museum d'aistoire naturelle, directeur du Muses de 1'Homme,
Paris; Professor S. Zuckerman, Head, Depariument of Anatomy,
Vedlcal School, University of Birmingham; Professor Th. Dob-
zhansky, Dspartment of Zoology, Columbia University, Hew
York; and Dr. Julian Huxley contributed to the final wording.)
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