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SHAPTER IT 

INTRODUCTION 

The title and subject of this thesis is defined largely 

by its scope. in this paper we are thinking of interracial 

marriage almost exclusively in terms of Negro-white relation- 

Ships. Unless otherwise qualified such terms as intermar- 

riage, race mixture, amalgamation, miscegenation, and others, 

Should always be taken in that sense. 

We limit 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. Again, however, 

unless otherwise qualified, all discussion should be taken in 

cormection with the problem existing in this country. 

We use the term "race" profusely throughout this paper. 

A lengthy discussion on its precise biological meaning is gi- 

ven in chapter three. ‘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 

8lenificant differences between men, or a superiority of one 

group over another. Actually, it becomes nearly synonymous 

with the very general term "people." 

Our object in this thesis is to find the Church's answer 

to the problems interrscial marriage reises in our country. 

To do this we have first attempted to discover what is the 

 



2 

Place of this problem in the American cultural scene at pres- 

ent. In chapter three we bring evidence to bear on the many 

biological questions intermarriage arouses. Chapter four 

discusses 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 discussions, 

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 historical data which may set 

Up in our minds the origin of this problem in our country. 

It's, of course, well-known thet Negroes entered this country 

almost exclusively by the slave trade of the seventeenth, 

eighteenth, and early nineteenth centuries. Some estimate as 

many @6 fifteen million Negroes entered the entire New World 

in this manner.1 

We must also note the circumstances under which these 

Negroes entered our land. They came almost exclusively as 

slaves. This difference, though it itself has its basis in 

previous culture, is basic to the development of the racial 

superiority problem in our country. Aspects of this problem 

will be dealt with as they come up especially in the discus- 

Sions on biological and sociological considerations. 

Anti-intermarriage Laws 

We turn now to the history of intermarriage in the 

United States. Such marriage is not altogether a modern 

  

liiarry Lionel Shapiro, Race Mixture (Paris! UNESCO, 
1953), p. 16. 
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phenomenon. In fact, world history and archaeology bear out 

that mixture of the races has always teken place whenever the 

oprortunity has presented itself.2 And such intermingling 

has been so widespread that no pure race exists by itself to- 

d@ay.3 In colonial America such intermarriage also took place, 

though on & very limited scale and under the most desperate 

Social and biological elrcumstances «+ 

That society took note of such marriage and even consid- 

ered it a threat is shown in the passing of interracial mar- 

riage laws 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.> Maryland followed in 1664 with a law that showed 

the disgust of that society for a mixed marriage. According 

to this law if a free white woman entered into marriage with 

a Blave, she too became a slave to her husband's master for 

his lifetimes, and their children would be slaves forever. in 

1681, this waa repealed for less stringent measures which 

2Ibide, De Te 

BIbides De Ge 

4Richard £. Sommerfeld, "Interracial Marriage: A Socio- 
logical Viewpoint," Interracial Marriage? (Valparaiso, Indi- 
“Cone ieee Human Relations Association of America, 

Edward Franklin Frazier, The Negro in the United States 
(Revised edition; New York: MacMillan Go., 1957), De 266 
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left the woman and children free, but placed heavy fines on 

the one who performed the marriege and on the master of the 

Slave if he knowingly allowed 1t.6 In 1692 stronger measures 

were agein passed.’ Virginia too soon took a stronger stand 

against such marriage. In 1691 1t banished any free white 

Women who entered such marriage and declered her children 

bastards, subsect to apprenticeship until the age of thirty.® 

4nericen socisty has continued to legislate concerning 

this problem until today twenty-four states have standing 

lavs agolnet intermarriage .! Four states, Texas, Georgie, 

Mississipol end Floride have introduced “anti-intermarriege"™ 

bills to Congress, which were defeated.l° These laws vary 

widely, but they usually contain vrovisions which make the 

children of a mixed marriage illegitimate and they often, 

of course, prohibit any sexual relations between whites and 

  

6Ibid., pp. 27-28. 

TIbid., De 27. 

8Ibides D. 28. 

9These are: 
Alabama Idaho Missouri Tennessee 
Arizona Indiana Nebraska Texas 
Arkensas Kentucky Nevada Utah 
Delaware Louisiana North Carolina Virginia 
Flordia Maryland Oklahom West Virginia 
Georgia Mississippl South Carolina Wyoming 

“When Negro Servicemen Bring Home White Brides," U. S. News 
and World Report, XLIII (Oct. 11, 1957), 110. 

1Cgiemonce Sabourin, "Marriage Is Honorable in All," 
Interracial Marriage? (Valparaiso, Indiana: The Lutheran 
Human Relations Association of America, 1958), pe 336
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Negroes.11 Many of them discriminate against the Negroes in 

such 8 way that they leave a white man free when he fathers 

& milatto child, giving the Negro mother no protection, while 

the colored father of a mulatto child by a white women is 

subjected to the severest penalties .12 

fhie, of course, suggests another vart of the story 

which must be remembered in passing. The custom of the 

Southern sleve owner who had his white wife for society's 

sake and his colored lady for private sexual matters was re- 

ther widespread. And this rather schizophrenic condition of 

professing total racial segregation by law and practising 

othemise has a long and near-common history in America .13 

Even the “anti-intermerriage" laws have had an adverse effect: 

These laws have declared open season on Negro women. 
For white men who go with Negro women are not only not 
forced to, they are actually not permitted to shoulder 
the responsibility for their acts. But the white woman 
hae protection. If a white man goes with her, he has to 
shoulder the resyonsibility. If a Negro goes with her, 
end is caught, it's a sad sordid story. Negro pastors 
who have witnessed it, report that even today in cer=- 
tzin places, because of fear and intimidation, oe 
have little authority over their own chastity.1 

It must be said that historically many Americens have 
lived in tho grey age of enjoying many of the privileges 

  

A 11*imen Negro servicemen Bring Home White Brides," loc. 
Git. 

12andrew Schulze, My Neishbor of Another Color (St. 
Louis: in.p., 1941), p. 131. 

  

l3sommerfeld, loc. cit. 

l4sapourin, loc. cit.
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of ( interracial] marriage without accepting the formal 
Seclal markings of a married relationship. 

In other words, American history shows a well estab~ 

lished practice of interracial intercourse whether in mar- 

riage or not as evidenced by the large numbers of milattoes 

in our country. Next to this 1t 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 

when it ruled that “such statutes do not violate the ‘equal 

protection’ clause of the 14th Amendment."16 However, the 

feeling has been running high that the Supreme Court will 

soon rule against these laws. Such a hint came recently when 

the Supreme Court returned an eppeal concerning, Virginia's 

statute to the Virginia supreme court "with orders to reopen 

the whole matter so that a clear-cut constitutional issue 

would be raised." This the atate court refused to do. If 

the Supreme Court were to declare such laws unconstitutional 

many fear violent reaction in the South.17 

Further signs of social change in this area are also 

  

l5sommerfeld, loc. cit... 

16%nen Neero Serviceren’ Bring, Home White Brides," ov. 
eit., De 112. 

17qbid.
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appearing. Six states 1n the Last six years have repealed 

their lews against intorracial marriage 18 None of these, of 

course, have been in the deep South. One rather notorious 

case in this connection arose in Nevada in 1958 when Harry 

Bridges, leader of the International Longshoremen's and Ware- 

houcemen's Union, wished to marry en American-born girl of 

Japanese ancestry. Upon being refused a marriage license, he 

took his case to Gourt where he won e District Judge's deci- 

Sion that the law was unconstitutional, This now 1s being 

carried to the eupreme court of Nevada.29 

fo get an expression of Negro views on this matter the 

following question was asked of Walter White, secretary of 

the National association for the Advancement of Colorsd Feo= 

pie until his death in 16055: 

% boees the KAACP plen any legal challenge of some 
State laws which bar interracial marriages? 

4& We've always opposed such laws on the basic ground 
hat they dc great harm tc both veces; they deny the wo- 

men of a so-called minority group protection of their 
cersons, and Lt is also an improper and fsmorel thing 
to do. It really places a premium on extramarital re- 
lationship on boti sides of the racial fence. If two 
people wish to live together, it is most un-Christian 
to say they must lives together in sin instead of holy 
wedlock ,20 

It is important to note here also the statement of Roy 

  

18tpid. 
190 sea Marriages and an Exception,” Newsweek, LII 

(Dec. 22, 1958), 20. 

20"views of Two Negro Leaders on Integration and Inter- 
ae Marriage," U.S. News and “orld Report, XLV (Sept. 19, 

g 90.
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Wilkens, present Executive Secretary of the NAAOP, that his 

organization has no feelings on the matter of interracial mar- 

riage itself.21 this reaction will be discussed in another 

section of thig paper. 

One apparent fact already alluded to in Mr. White's 

statenent above is that where intermarriage is permitted there 

is less immorality end adultery than where it is forbidden by 

law.22 Gunner Myrdal, 2 sociologist who has done one of the 

most compicte and noted studies in this whole area, comments: 

The prohibition of intermarriage in most States and the 
concomitant lack of effective legal protection--for 
Cleiming inhoritanee and elimony, for example--undoubt- 
edly tend to decrease the deterrents on white men to take 
Sexual edvantage of Negro women. Miscegenation will 
thereby be kept on o& higher level than under ea system 
where the interests cf Negro wonen and their mixed off- 
Spring were more equally protected.2) 

Becauas there is no law against intermarriage in most of 

our states, however, this does not mean that the door is wide 

open to such marriages. We auote Dr. Myrdal agains 

There is no organized force to stop intermarriage in 
most Northern states--whether legal or illegal. The 
pressure against intermarriage is simply, but effective- 
ly, the unorzanized one of public opinion. 

Such custom provides strong and at times vicious venalties for 

  

2libid. 

22sabourin, loc. alte 

23Gunnar Myrdal, An American Dilenma’ The Ne, Problem 
ane Modern Democracy (N York: Harper & Bros., 1 )» De 

24rpid., De 6176 

e
e
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those who break with 1¢.25 ‘This attitude of society mst 

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

Population Ratios 

We turn now to a few population statistics which may 

help to shape the problem under discussion. Figures are gi- 

ven which set the New World's racial constituencies in 1940, 

as 126 

Whites : 152,000,000 
Negroest 23,201 5696 
Indians: 15, 3619, °358 
Mestizos: 30, 933,335 
Mulattoes + 8,113,180 

Total 247,245,099 

Such figures set the stage immediately for intermarriage and 

& problem if such morriage 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 

Immediately 1t is apparent that with our people divided 

largely into two races and living in close proximity there is 

vound to be race mixture. Rosenblatt 's figures above show to 

whet a large extent such mixture has already taken place when 

it is noted that one-sixth of the totel New World's popula- 

tion (in 19040) was of mixed race. And the author goes on to 

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

  

25schulze, op. cite, pe 132. 

26snapiro, op. cit., pe 20. 

27Jesse Parkhurst Guzman, 1952 Negro Year Book (New Yorks 
Wm. H. Wise & Coe, Ince, 1952), pp. 1-2. 
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Bide of under—estimetion. "28 

Rates and Incidence of Intermerriage 

There appears te be some confusion among sociologists, 

when considering the actual occurrences of intermarriage. To 

iliuetrate we quote the Pollowing : 

The legsel murriages between whites and Negroes which 
have taken place have been predominantly, although far 
from exclusively, between individuals of the lower so- 
elis1 classes. Since the emancipation of the Negro, most 
of these wuerriages have occurred between white women and 
Negro or nuletto men. The evidence, although incomplete, 
Suggests thet the individuals involved were frequently 
Geficient or criminal in character, although many of the 
Wonen were respectable immigrants insufficiently aware 
of the American prejudice concerning mixed unions .29 

Probably not mor then three ver cent of Negro marriages 
in the lerge northern cities are across race lines. Hore 
Negro men than Hegro women merry across race lines, and 
shout a third of the white bridezrooms are foreign born. 
Negro and white professionals Who marry across race lines 
are genereliy the more sonhistia:ted and emancipated mem- 
bers of the middle class, since there is as much opposi- 
tion among the conventional members of the Negro upper 
and middie classes to intermarriage as among the same 
white classes. Nevertheless, there are indications that 
intermarriage is increasing in cities, and it is certain 
that intermarriage is no Longer regerded with the same 
prove note? attitude @éither by whites or Negroes as in 
nS mast. 

We have seen no study which gives evidence to back up the po- 

Sition of the first author nor have we seen evidence which 

  

28shapivre, One Chtes De 226 

29xdzar T. Thomoson, Race Relations and the Race Problem 
(Durhan, North Carolina: Duke University Press, 1939), pe 253. 

30rravier, OD. Gite, Pe 698. 
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Specifically denies 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. 

A recent development resulting in many mixed-mrriages, 

Suggested by neither of the quotations above, has been World 

War IT snd the ensuing cold war. Because of them American 

Soldiers have been brought into contact with races end nation- 

Glities of many types, and thousands of our Negroes stationed 

overseas have met and married white women, many or most of 

them returning to this country .32 

Still, as shown in Mre Fregier’s quotation above, the 

number of mixed marriages form a very small percentage of all 

marriages in the United States. This is in direct contrast 

to the number of mulattoes in our country. It is estimated 

that from 20-30 per cent of the genes in the Negro race in 

Americe are derived from the white race.s2 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 marriages that have taken 

place. We have already mentioned the second large factor of 

illicit intercourse primarily between white men and Negro wom- 

@n. We mist also renember that mulattoes marry with the 

  

31"when Negro Servicenen Bring Home White Brides," op. 
cit., pe. 110. 

32"Leading Sociologists Discuss Sex Fears and Integra- 
ipsa} Byamosiims U. Se News and World Report, XLV (Sept. 19, 

Le
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Negro race almost exclusively since they are considered Negro 

by the white race, and therefore they perpetuate a large part 

of the so-called "white blood" in the colored race. 

Wr. Frazier's statement above also brings up another 

point which is mich in debate among scientists today. He sees 

“indications thet intermarriage is increasing in cities.” 

Against this, we can line up the statements of several sociol- 

ogists taken largely from a symposium on this subject reported 

in U. S. News and World Report, Sept. 19, 1958, who feel that 

intermarriage between the races is not increasing and might 

even be decreasing.J5 The Catholic writer, John LaFarge, per- 

haps surs un thie viewpoint bests 

The writer has found no evidence to the effect thet the 
establishment of friendly, just, and charitable rela- 
tions between the Necro and white groups encourages any 
notable tendency to intermarriage. Such indications as 
there are seein to point in the contrary direction: that 
in proyortions as the pressure of fear and insecurity is 
removed from the minority group and its status raised by 
education and imoorved welfere, gpiritual and temporal, 
the better opportunity is afforded tc its youth to find 
suitsble life partners within its own numbers. 

Contrary to a fairly com7on misconception, intermarriage 
with those of another race does not appear, according to 
the writer's experience, to be a matter of predominant 
interest to the vast majority of members of the Negro 
proup.)* 

There are those also who, though granting that there may 

be @ slight increase in intermarriage because of increasing 

  

J3Idid., DYe 78, 86. 

343onn LaFarge, The Race Question and the Negro (New 
Yorks Longmans, Green & Co., 1943), pe. 192.
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desepnresetion, resard 1t as of little aonseauence, feeling 

sure that the oresent situetion is no different from what it 

has been and 45 in for no material change in the future 55 

These mon sven inelude Walter White of the NAACP whom we 

Quoted earlier ag strongly op»v0sea to intermarriage laws. To 

thle point, whtle thinking ssecifically of schcol integration, 

he says: 

When human beines ret to know each other and to resrect 
each other, friendships develop and some of those friend- 
shins develop into love end into mrrilace. But there has 
been no noticeable increase in such friendships in the 
States where thers has been no segregation. I think it 
Will not materially increase the number of such insten- 
Ces 

Finally, there are some who in agreement with Mr. Frazier rec- 

ognize & very sraduel increase in intermarriage even in our 

Gay.37 These tnelude some of those rentioned in the vreceding 

paragraph who felt this increase to be of little significance, 

as for example, Dr. Curt Stern, Professor of Zoology at the 

University of California, who is quoted twice: 

By and large, intermarriage is not increasing 58 

  

350tto Elineberg, Characteristics of the American Negro 
(2nd edition; New York: Harper & Bros., 1944), p. 365; "Lead- 
ing pipe nce ase Discuss Sex Fears and coteere tical Byapoat ae. 
Op- cite, pe 82; Fred DeHart Wentzel, Epistle to e a> 
tians (Philadelphia: Christian Education Presé, 1048), p. 76. 

36"views of Two Negro Leaders on Integration and Interra- 
cial Marriage," loc. cit. 

3T"Leading Sociologists Discuss Sex Fears and Integra- 
tion; Symposium," op. cite, De 89. 

33tpid., De 82.
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I think, whether there is Integration in the schools or 
not, in the course of time racial mixing will gradually 
inerease anywey, because whenever people live together 
there has been some intormixing.29 

The preceding already suggeats that some of these men 

my 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- 

bLlity within one thousand years,4° while ae sociologist from 

the University of North Caroline, Dr. Guy B. Johnson, feels 

this may take place after five hundred years .41 This will 

come about not only from continued race mixing, but also be- 

cause of a constent lightening of color in the Negro race 

through intermarriage with milattoes .42 

Again, statements can be found by scientists who dis- 

claim such an occurrence at least as an imminent movement on 

the horizon of history 43 

Into this confusion of testimony 1t may be well to intro- 

duce the poignant testimony of a young graduate of an integra- 

ted high school in Milwaukee, not as scholarly proof, but ag 

&@ commentary from the personal life of this individual as she 

  

39Ibid., pe Bl. 

40rp44., pe. 82. 

41tpid., pe» 80. 

42™mompson, op. Gites De 270. 

A3shepiro, ovo. cit., pe 53; "Leading Sociologists Discuss 
Sex Fears and Integration; Symposium," op. Cite, De 78, 90.
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faced this questions 

I remanber resding somewhere that a famous soolologist 
said that about the last serson that the average white 
kid would be interested in 1s a Negro. I have news for 
him. Integration is a gradual process. At first it is 
difficult to seo anything but that they are Negroes. 
Later you think of them as just people and then as 
frienda. As one girl I know out it, from there it is 
just @ hop, skip and a jump before you think of them as 
more than friends. 

Almost avery white girl I knew hed e secret crush on one 
of the colored boys. The crushes varied from warm 
friendship to wild infatuation. Most of the girls did 
not go any furtner. There were several girls who did 
date colored boys. 

One thing should be sointed out. In every case of mixed 
dating that occurred, the white girls made the first ad- 
vanoes, not the boys.44 ‘ 

intermarriage in the Future 

To bring 211 this to a conclusion and to show where the 

Weight of tentinony lies--at least in our research~-~and the 

reasons for it, we add the following cuotztions: 

Rece mixture seems to be an tneviteble conseauence of the 
contact, of races. It is as characteristic of the past 
2s 1% is of the orssent, save that the gcale and the 
sneed of mixture have vastly increased in medern times. 
It occurs botween all races no matter how widely separa- 
ted they may be in apvearance or culture or status; it 
goes on in spite of severe legal prohibitions and social 
ostracism. 

Hiatorically, intermixing is one of the inevitable re- 
sults of seorraphical vropinaulty. There seems to be no 
slternative to ultimate amalgamation of peoples living 

  

4407 spent Four Years in an Integrated High School - A 
White Girl's Story of Education and Social Life in a Milwau- 
ape School," J. 8. News and World Report, XLV (Nov. 7, 1958), 

45?hompson, op.» Cite, ps 246.
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in close proximity no matter how greatly they differ from 
each other in hereditary tralits--unless or course a me- 
jority group is willing and able to exterminate a differ- 
ing, minority people 46 

It 1s doubtful whether two races have ever lived within 
tha confines of a single soolety without = process of 
race mixture setting in. “Whoever examines the records 
of the past," wrote Lord Bryce, “will find that the con- 
tinued juxtaposition of two races has always been fol~ 
lowed either by the dicapnearance of the weeker or by the 
intermixture of the two. Although the power relations . 
existing between contiguoualy situated races, their level 
of cultural development, their degree cf nhysicel diver- 
REnes, the availability of mates, the nature of the sex 
mares, the marriege laws and numerous other factors serve 
to modify sharpiy the extent to which and the form in 
which race mixture proceeds, these factors avpear to be 
incapable of inhibiting completely sexual unions between 
members of even the most diverse races .*7 

Merriare across these lines of Chureh denomination, na- 
tionality, class, and culture will continue as peoples 
hove across land and sea with greater ease and encounter 
one another at closer range in our ever more crowded ci- 
ties. Clty living, widening tolerances, increased mobil- 
ity, betier economic conditions, and sreeter social rege 
dom have opened the way to more and more intermarriage. 8 

In broad terms we must plan, North and South, to raise 
the Negro roce to a plane in character, cultivation and 
manners where 1t will be entirely fit to intermarry with 
the white race. 

As & historian I do not for 2 moment believe thet, in our 
mighty American river of many nationalities, two currents 
ean Tliow side by side down the centuries without ulti- 
mately becoming one. : 

At first the fusion will be imperceptible; then 1% will 
be percentible but slow; then it will move with a rush. 
I could cite e dozen analogies from history to prove that 

pet ee eer ee pene 

46Ea4mund Davison Soper, Racism, g Norld Issue (New York: 
Abingdon Gokesbury Press, 1947), p. 46. 

4 Ter 4neberr, op. cit., p. 246. The quotation ron Lord 
Bryee is complete in one sentence. Closing quotation marks 
Were omitted in our source, 

48jonn Charles Won, Pastoral Ministry to Families (Phil- 2 Pastoral Biistey Families 
adelphia: The Westminster Press, 19 » Pe 116.2 
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Such @ process is inexorable, irresistable. Any sociol- 
ogist could cite a dozen reasons why it is Lnevitable.t9 

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 imoortant one for us to 

consider in this day; but its complete relevance must be show 

in still another discussion as we attempt to place this prob- 

lem into the personal lives of every-day Americans. ‘The ques- 

tion 18% Whate place does intermarriage qieation 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 

man 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 these 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."51 wWe can admit that until recently 

  

49a11an Nevins, “Intermrriage of the Races Will Be In- 
evitable,” U.S. News and World Report, XLV (Nov. 14, 1958), 

S0Frazier, op. cit., D. 167. 

Slirorman M. Petersen, “Interracial Marriage - From the 
Viewpoint of Theology," Interracial Marriage? Valparaiso, 
recap gee Lutheran Human Relations Association of America, 

» Pe Ge 
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this question was never thought to be of a practical 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 o>) 

If we really think the matter through, ultimately we 
Will have to admit thet interracial marriage is basic to 
the entire matter of relations between white and colored 
in our country. Naturally, there are other important 
factors which play their part in racial prejudice, but 
behind most of the suspicion and segregation between 
these two races 1s the belief that ultimately intermar- 
riage will result from a more liberal attitude in race 
relations, that is, 1f we get equality between the races, 
this will mean intermarriage between the groups. 

Similar statements can be found in many of the writings 

on this aubject. 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 basis for all 

other discrimination and segregation. Gunner Myrdal describes 

the logic he finds behind the present social order created by 

Americans as follows: 

Almost unanimously white Americans have communicated to 
the author the following logic of the caste situation 
which we shall call the “white man's theory of color 

Castes 
(1) The concern for “race purity" is basic in the whole 

issue;'the primary end 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 a precaution to hinder miscegenation and particu- 
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lerly intermarriage» 
(3) The danger of miscegenation is so tremendous that 

the segregation and discrimination inherent in the 
refusal of “social equality" must be extended to 
all spheres of life. There must be segregation and 
discrimination in recreation, in religious service, 
in education, before the law, in politics, in hous- 
ing, in stores and breadwinning.°> 

According to this view then it must be recognized that 

the whole problem of race relations exists today prinarily 

because the white man fears the Negro will amalgamate with 

his race--or vice versa, He fears intermarriage. 

Sex becomes in this popular theory the principle around 
which the whole structure of segregetion of the Negross-—- 
down to disenfranchisement and denial of equal opportun- 
ltles on the labor market--1s organized. The reasoning 
is this: "For, say what we will, may not all the equal- 
ities be ultimtely based on potential sooial equality, 
ond that in turn on intermarriage? Here we reach the 
real crux of the question." In cruder language, but with 
the same logic, the Southern man on the street responds 
to any plea for social ooual ee "“Yould you like to have 
your daughter marry a Negro?"5 

David Lawrence, in an editorial in U. S. News and World 

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

problem [segregation] 1s intermarriage."57 Edward Frazier, 

Gives 2 slightly varied explanation but comes to the same 

conclusion 3 

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

, integration of the Negro. This is why the strongest bar- 
rier to the complete acceptances of the Negro is the 

  

SSwyrdal, 00. Gites pe 58s 
56Ibid., p. 587. 

57pevid Lawrence, "And What About Intermrriage," U. Se 
News and World Report, XLV (Nov. 21, 1958), 156.
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disapproval of IntermarrLage 53 

Several of thé Bociologists interviewed by J. S. News and 

World Report in its symposium on the subject of “sex Fears 

and Integration” elso stated their beliefs that sex feara did 

pley 2 vital part in the South's strong reaction against inte- 

gration in the schools .59 

In populer language this is stated something like the 

following words of a lawyer in a South Carolina tow. 

One thing you might as well know; the South wili not stand 
for anything like social equality. Any Negro who crosses 
thet line is asigeod as dead around this part of the 
country. We don't have any trouble; we get along very 
peaceably, because they understand thet. If they didn't, 
that’s whers the trouble would start. We have a high re- 
gard for womanhood, if not for the personal cast, at least 
wo treasure the idea. Any Ldea of a Negro touching a 
white woman: Simply makes us want to kill him. I would 
myse1t 99 

  

58rrazier, 2D. Gite, Ds 698. 

59"Leading Sociologists Discuss Sex Fears and Integra- 
tion; Symposium," on. Cites PD. 77, 78, 866 

Other testimonies also are: 
“At the bottom of the South's strong resistance to mixed 

schools is a fear--fear that contacts made in scheol will lead 
from friendships to dating and, in the end, to sex problems. 

This issue of sex relationships is breaking more and more 
into the open as the underlying cause of Southern hostility 
to integration. 

Sex, the sociologists say, plays a mejor part in that 
problem. Some of the sociologists see the end of the vroblen, 
possibly a few centuries hence in a race of Americans slightly 
darker 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 Rediscovery of 

als (New York: E. P. Dutton, 1947), po. 124-25; Petersen, 
Op. cite, pp. 110-12. 

SCcharles Ss. Johnson Patterns of Negro Serrezetion (New 
York: Harper & Bros., 1943), De eon
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This points to the conclusion that not just intermarriage 

®8 such is so violently resisted, but more specifically the 

South 1s protecting white womanhood. It assumes no white man 

will stoop to marry a Negro woman; and since his illegitimate 

children 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 

assumes, is eager for intermarriage, from white womanhood, 

which it fears may be open to such proposals .61 

This viewpoint then makes interracial marriage of extreme 

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 
supporting the interracial taboos is the symbol of white 
Womanhood. The strength of this symbol must be empha- 
Sized, for 1% underlies the whole ideology concerning 
miscegenation, intermarriage, and amalgamation, and forms 
the point of departure and the rationale of interracial 
violence and white supremacy .62 

There are those also who deny that intermarriage holds 

such & 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 prestige 263 

These would probably also include most of those mentioned 

earlier who regard intermarriage as rather an insignificant 
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factor in modern America. Other writers on this subject had 

ho discuasion at all to this point which would indicate they 

had not considered intermarriage as such a vital Lasue. 

Even those, however, who place intermarriage at the 

heart of the whole struggle, do not deny other factors behind 

Segregation. They recognize the strong force of social sta- 

tus, which includes economic pressure, prestige in society, 

and like forces, but they regard this as second to, and often 

resulting from the deepest fear of ultimate social equality 

intermarriage .o* 

However, to make one more distinction we quote from Dr. 

Myrdal again: 

Things are defended in the South as means of preserving 
racial purity which cannot possibly be defended in this 
mere To thie extent we cannot Sxord observing tes what 
Waite people really want is to ep the Negroes in a 
lower status. ee Steout te resented because 
it would be a supreme indication of “social equality," 
While the rationalization is that “social equality” is 
opposed because it would bring “intermarriage.” 

Not denying the vartial reality of the white person's 
psychological 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 rationalization, 
and that the demand for “no social equality" is phycho- 
logically dominant to the aversion for “intermarriage.” 
The persistent preoccupation with sex and merriage in 
the rationalization of social segregation and discrin- 
ination against Negroes is, to this extent, an irra- 
tional éscape on the part of the whites from voicing an 
open demand for difference in social status between the 
two groups for its own sake. Like the irrational racial 
beliefs, the fortification in the unapproachable regions 
of sex of the unequal treatment of the Negro, which this 
popular theory provides, has been particularly needed in 

  

CAvyrdal, op. cits, D. 59.
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this nation because of the strength of the American 
Oreed. A people with a less emphatic democratic ethos 
would be more able to uphold a caste ayetem without this 
tense belief tn 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 social equality because he 

Claims 1t will lead to intermarriage. Consciously, or prob- 

ably unconsciously, he fears intermarriage because it will give 

Negroes social equality, the thing which basically he is try- 

ing to avoid. 

To repeat again, however s 

The sincerity of the average white person's psychologsi- 
cal identification with the “white race" and his aver- 
Sion to amalgamation should not be doubted; neither 
should his attitude that the woholding of the caste sys~ 
tem, implied in the various segregation and aoe ee 
tion 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 Southerner is 
much less willing to permit intermarriage or to grant 
"social equality" than he is to allow equality in the 
political, judicial and economic spheres. The violence 
of the Southerner's reaction to equality in each of the 
spheres rises with the degree of its relation to the sex- 
ual end the sersonal, which suggests that his prejudice 
is besed upon fundamental attitudes toward sex and per- 
sonality. 

The Northerner hes little of the Southerner's rank order 
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of diserininationa: he favors equality in justice end 
politics, and he finds the etiquette of race relations 
gbnexious. The Northernor is against intermarriage end 
squality in the economic sphere. But even here his mo- 
tives sesm to be lergely different from those of the 
Southerners he avoids intermarriage mainly for reasons 
of social status and personal antipathy, not because he 
believes that intermarriage will disrupt society. 

We now have outlined the problem for discussion on the 

basis of its history ond its general setting in the American 

scene. We have seen that Americans generally disapprove, 

f£ometimes violently, of intermarriage, although it has always 

been practiced, if on a very limited scale. We have pronosed 

that this is the problem basic to the entire race relations 

struggle which plagues our country today. We recognize, at 

least, from the preceding discussion that this question is of 

great importance, that it does play a very significant role 

in the rece struggle, therefore necessitating thorough study 

on the oart of those who must deal with it. With the next 

chapter we move into the objections raised against it on the 

basis of biological considerations. 
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CHAPTER III 

BIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONSL 

Popular Attitudes toward Race 

It is an interesting fact that the white race felt no 
fear and little dislike of colored people when they 
flrat came in contact, with them. The dark color of 
their skin aroused anxiety no more than did dark heir or 
dark eyes. it was different, yes. But neither 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 mich so, 

that among the masses of the modern world there's an almost 

universal belief thet man can be placed in an order of 

Classes according to superiority. This belief rests on two 

hypothesis: (a) That certain races are more primitive than 

others, closer to their primate ancestors, and thet this dif- 

ference is innate; (b) That races differ in their psychologi- 

cal make-up, intellect, personality,--again some being supe 

errno: cere urewe sarncncere 

lthis chapter will speak strictly from the scientist's 
Point of view. Where we feel theology offers a special in- 
Bight or correction 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 anthropologists 
and geneticists meeting under the auspices of UNESCO. This 
report is very valuable in establishing the present-day pnosi- 
tion of science over against the problems we will discuss in 
this chapter. The names of those concurring in the report 
are given with the statement. 

2Lillian Gugenia Smith, Now Is the Time (New York: Vik- 
ing Press, 1955), De 32. 
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rior to others .3 

White Americans heve been no exceotion amons those who 

hold thie belisf. They generally have upheld the doctrine of 

“the absolute and unchengeable supertority of the white race. "4 

Together with this they have upheld another common belief, 

thet the offspring of mixed marriages are inferior at least to 

the white stock.5 When these beliefs are maintained, that the 

Negro American is biologically inferior to the white American, 

end that children of such racial mixture will definitely be 

of an inferior nature, then of course, there 1s strong reason 

to fight against amalgamation of these races .6 

These then are the two important questions which must 

shape our discussion in this chapter: (1) Is there a superior 

race? (2) Does the mixing of races have adverse effects upon 

its offspring? 

Wheat Is Race? 

First of a11, however, we must consider what is actually 

meant by "race." Gommonly, of course, we think of separate 

types of psople, with more or less distinct divisions between 

them, Biologiets define race as "natural populations charac- 

  

Harry Lionel gha iro, Race Mixturs (Paris: UNZSCO 1953), pp. 30-1. eeu. , 
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terized by specifie gsne frequencies,"7 or, in the words of 

J.B. 5. Galdane, “a group whieh shares in eonnon a certain 

#et cf lonata phyaical characters and a geosrazhical origin 

Within a cartaln area,"8 This would mean that as in bistory 

& group ef neopls beaqame isolated from others and intermar- 

ried; their differences were preserveé and enhanced, and, in 

the course of time, certain of these genotic differences be- 

can0 common to that groun of people. These differences we 

regard ag pacial characteristics, and such a people as a sep-— 

arate race.? According to these definitions, modern sclen- 

tists agree that there are three races of man, Negroid, Mon- 

@0loid, and Causasold. Some edd a fourth race, called the 

"mixed" or "composite," which includes those who share physi- 

cal characteristics with two or more of the other main groups.l0 

Hovever, it is altogether oossible that a given individ- 

ual in any one of these races may have very few of those ge- 

netic characteristics which are found most frequently in that 

“race."11 In fact, “there 1s every reason to belleve that 

in most of these csees the differences between the races are 

  

%Garl H. Krekeler, "Interracial Marriage - From the View- 
point of Biology,” Interracial Marriage? (Valparaiso, Indiana: 
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in terms of frequencies of genes."22 Tharefore, “in every 

major group there ‘are some individuals who share one or more 

traits with a group other than thelr own, that is to say, whe 

‘overlap.'"15 this would mean that most genres are comcion to 

all races, but certain genes predominate in one raca, while 

others predominate in another. 

These facts lead biologists to wake the statexent, "There 

is every reason to believe that the races of man are to be 

Considered in the same terms. Man is one."14 Evidence is 

not lacking for such a conclusion. The similarity of bone 

structure, of the delicate internal organs, of the complex 

nervous system in all human beings, makes 1% apparent that we 

had only one common ancestor.t5 

The most telling argument against the thoory that the 
racer, ox some of them, are so different thet they con- 
stitute different 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 wnole human family.16 

We haves come across no writer.in our research who has denied 

this .17 
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16gammnad Devison Soper, Racism, a World Issue (New York: 
Abingdon Cokesbury Prees, 1947), pe 45. : 

1l7from the theological point of view, of course, the one- 
ness of man neods no prdote Pgod has revealed it to us in the 
creation story and else:-here in Holy Scripture.  
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Origin of Race Differences 

Operating under this fact that man is one, from a common 

ancestor, the question arises: from where come the differing 

traits of man we consider to be raciel characteristics? The 

sclentist recognizes four causes for such differences. He 

first pointe to mutation in the genes. Any real change in 

physical characteristics must ocsur in this way. Here, by 

Some ftysak of nature or design of God, the gene is actually 

Changed and the change is 2:ermanent and inherited.18 sec- 

ondly, selection plays its part. When a mutation occurs, en- 

Vironment. "selects" that characteristic best suited for it; 

this one will orosper, eventually dominate, and perhaps, fi- 

nally eliminate the opposite trait in thet area. Thirdly, a 

procssse calied adaptation might take place. Here genes may 

be squally well suited to their environment, but purely by 

accident ons characteristic is Lost, perhaps because 1t finds 

no mate or is left out of a part of the population by migra~ 

tion. Finally. isolation of »eoples may effect changes. If 

avery few members of a group should become isoleted in a new 

area and they heave among them one person with a mutation thet 

caused @ lighter skin, for example, then in time. a new light- 

skinned “race might develop.l9 

  

18such an cccurrence has been documented recently in 
Norway where wooly hair suddenly appeared in a native family 
and has mainteined itself ever since. Tead, cp. Cite, De 27e 

19some theologians are not satisfied that these explana- 
tions of selence can account for the many and wide varieties 
of charactersitics. 
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However, wherever such races have developed seperately, 

there has been an intermingling to such an extent that no pure 

race exists by 1tself today.20 

All evidence points to the fact, and scientists the world 
over agree, that there is only one answer to the ques— 
tion: There is no such thing as a pure stock or race.22 

The peoples of Europe today are so completely mixed that 
an enalysis of their racial heritage is almost impossi- 
ble. What is true of the people of Europe. is true of 
all races. everywhere .2¢ 

Conclusions 

From all this then we can safely conclude that any ob- 

jection to intermarriage based on the belief that men comes 

in different kinds as far as his biological origin is con- 

cerned is not valid. Genetically speaking, man is one, and 

race is merely a question of which genes are dominant in a 

Given individual or group of individuals. 

SS TE 

Rather, they hold that at the time of the confusion of tongues 
because of the building of the Tower of Babel, recorded in 
the Old Testament, God also caused changes in racial charac- 
teristics to 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 may well heave placed genes 
for varying characteristios into His first human pair, thus 
providing from the beginning for much of the variety we lmow 
among humans today. 

At any rate, the theologian will not admit that diver- 
gent characteristics among humans are purely by chance. He 
oyae sees the hand of God guiding His creation. Ibides, pp. 

20shapiro, op. Gite, De 9« 

2lalpenfels, op. Gite, pe 21. 
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Race Mixture In History 

The questions are now in place, however, whether or not 

certain racial groups have superior qualities in their gene- 

tic make~ups while others are inferior, and further, whether 

intermarriage between such groups will not serve to weaken at   least the superior group. Without at this point analyzing the | 

Claim of one racial group to superlority*over another, we will 

review the histories of three cases where we can to en extent 

measure raciel mixture and its results. 

The first of these is the well-known story of the Pit- 

ceirn Islanders, On Fiteairn, nine English sailors settled 

with their Tahitian wives. Here they remained untouched by 

outside civilization for severel years. And even today they 

have to & creat extent remained undisturbed within their om 

community, co that here 1s one of the rare instances where 

recial mixture has been rather accurately determined and re- 

sults can be cbeerved. Dr. Harry Shapiro, in 2 UNESCO bul- 

letin reports, 

4s far as the evidence goes, then, the Pitcairn experl- 
ment lends no support for the thesis that race mixture 
nerély leads to degeneration or at best 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 diverse strains .75 

On the island of Jameice there has also been consider- 

able race crossing, largely between Spanish and Negro peoples, 

  

23Shaplro, Ops Gites, De 44.



  

  

35 

althouga there is alss sows Indlaa ancestry involved. How- 

ever, nore thers has been controversy concerning tae results. 

Iu 1929, Davenport and Staggzorda cams out with a study based 

on the racial minature in Jaimaioa, in wnlen they concluded tnat   racial Glffsrernces both in psychological and 1n physical make- 

Ups do exist, and that hybrids are inferior to both parental 

Groups. or. Shapiro, in his UNZSCO bulletin, shows that the 

tests made by these two mon were largely invalid as true maa- 

surins devices, because of both the nature of the tests and 

the inadequate choice of subjects, and that therefore their 

Conclusions can hardly stand.®2 Secondly, Dre Shapiro states, 

we may adult. the possibliity of some psychological differences 

as the 1929 study advocates, but imnedlately we must add tnese 

&ré not phenotypic. Whereas dark skin, fuazy heir, thick lins, 

and a broud nose definitely go together to make a Negro and 

are almost exclusively his possessions, there is not any such 

division of psychological traits, the Jamaican studies show. 

Rather, the aversga Negro intelligent quotient was below that 

of the average white, with, however, considerable overlavping 

between menbers of both groups 26 Jamaica, then, lends no 

proof that iniermarriage resulte in an inferior posterity. 

The complex cultural and racial situation there is such that | 

®4tbide, pp. 44-9. 
7 
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ny conclusions would be hard to determine. 

4ucther area where sociologists, anthropoligists, end 

biologists love to study racial mixture and ite results is 

the Hawaiian Islands. Here we find “an unusually benign reso- 

lution of a complex situation."27 ‘There are no signs of any 

ill effects by intermarriage. In fact, mixed Hawaiians are 

expending, by &® more ranid rate than any other groups and pres- 

ent trends indicate that mized races will become one of, if 

not the major element in Hawaii's population.28 In passing, 

we add that intermarriage in Hawaii has been accepted offi-~" 

Clelly from early days, and in public, at least, there has 

been no resulting social segregation.<9 

All told, twenty-nine such studies have been made on 

racial mixture across the world. ‘These have always seemed 

to indicate “nybrid vigor" in the new mixed group. The 

children, for example, were often taller, and more intelli- 

gent than thoir parents. However, all sclentists have not 

assented to this “hybrid vigor" theory. Future study may 

Bive us this answer.3°0 From these case studies we may, per=- 

haps, draw no operating conclusions, but at least we can 
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State that no known case in history will show that intermar- 

riage between races is necessarily detrimental to either race. 

Physical Differences between Races 

We now attempt to let the selence of biology speak to 

this same problem. We have noted earlier in this chapter 

that phyeicel differences have resulted from the isolation of 

& certain group and the development of certain characteris— 

tics comion to that group but distinct from others. However, 

all studies of genetics indicate that there is no such thing 

ag an evolution of one race to a higher level than that of 

another race.2l No race can be picked out whose physical 

characteristics are entirely superior to those of another 

race.22 In fact, there 1s no evidence that any one race 

holds inferior genes that would be biologically harmful in 

intermarriage to another race.3> Therefore, physically 

speaking, wo may conclude that there is no superior or infe=-- 

rior race of veople334 and that, therefore, in general, no 

race is harmed because of mixture with another race .35 

Popular myths have credited Negroes with certain varying 
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physical traits in order to hinder intermarriage. One of 

these sugreste that Negro males have extraordinarily large 

Senitelia and therefore may injure the white female in inter- 

course. In line with this it 4s also said that Negro women 

generally cannot he satisfied sexually by white males. These, 

of course, are wnfounded 35 

Secondly, 2 very widely held belief is that Negroes have 

4 distinct odor which is repulsive to white neople. For a 

goed answer to this, we quotes 

if members of any group do emell differently from those 
of another, the reason for the difference may be the food 
they eat, the clothing they wear, the exercise they take, 
the climate in which they live, and, most important of 
all, the amount of soap and water they use. It is not a 
difference in races 

Intelligence Differences between Races 

As the case studies above have show, there is more con- 

troversy when we speak of biological differences on the psy- 

chological level. Here tests have shown variations between 

races as we heve noted above. It is these differences which 

are considered the most significant by those who hold to a 

belief in a racial hierarchy.28 The surface indications of 

these testa can hardly be disputed. When the standard intel- 

ligence tests heve been given the white group almost always 
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has received the higher rating.59 There are two possible 

answers to this problem. Mental capacity may not be “an un- 

varying and biologically determined quantum," and even if 

this is so, those tests which have shown such differences may 

have been "so devised as to handicap socially underprivileged 

&Youps ."440 

As has just been suggested, to attempt to measure the 

mental capacity of various races becomes a very difficult 

thing. For one thing environment, external culture, does ef- 

fect any device that attempts such measurement of innate 

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 use of intelligence tests have not proved the exist- 
ence of racial and national differences in innate men- 
tal capacity, end also that as the social and economic 
environments of the two ethnic groups become more alike 
So do their 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 distinctions, but variations in distribution 
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and range."44 ‘this 211 goes to say much the same thing as 

WAS sugested 1n the discussion of race mixture on Jamaice. 

Any psychological difference between races 1s not exclusive, 

hot distinct, as for instance, the physical characteristic of 

blond hair or dark skin. such physical differences and 

others are recognized as peculiar to a certain race. How- 

Sver, there is no mental characteristic, no psychological 

Guirk, good or bad, which is peculiar to, or even generally 

common to one race above another. Rather, what differences 

there might be are only in averages and percenteges; that is, 

the average intelligent quotient of a certain race may be very 

Slightly lower than that of another, but there will be con- 

siderable overlapping, 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 much greater than the 

average differences between races. This would mean that an 

interracial marriage could be better than one within a race. 

The question is not, "Which races are marrying into each 

other?", but simply, "Who's marrying whom?"45 

Superior. The chances are not far from even that, vick= 
ing eny Indian [whom intelligence tests give the lowest 
rati 8t random, he will be as superior, or as infe- 
rior, as the first white man picked at random, if not 
actually, at least potentially. 
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the real difference, tho great difference, is between in- 
dividuals, not between races .t6 

We should add here also that there is no proof to show 

either a highor percentage of gifted persons or of those with 

mental defects in any one race. Rather, evidence indicates 

such people to be distributed fairly evenly among all races.47 

So far we have been thinking of intelligence only in the 

Sense of reading, writing and arithmetic. 

But there are other standards of excellence at least eas 
valid as academic education. Among them are character 
and personslity, leadership, musical talent, talent in 
the arts and crafts, mechanical and scientific ability. 
in all these fields psychological tests show no consis— 
36 §tfo b ventiy substantial a rences between races. 

in the area of musical ability many tests have shown 

Negroes to be Slightly superior to whites, while others have 

indicated the opposite. The Significance hore is explained 

&p follows: 

Giusic tests] measure such basic telents as sense of 
pitch, rhythm, intensity, dissonance and melodic memory. 
These abilitiss, 1t hes been established, are not much- 
affected by msical training. Therefore, in the musica) 
Zield, we huve a truer measure of innste cavacities than 
We do in resosat to intelligence. Such msical tests 
have shown Negroes to be slightly superior to whiteos-- 
others have shown the reverse .19 
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One more important quotation from the same author will 

Complete and strengthen our discussion. 

Teets of speed of reaction show no consistent difference 
between races. The quickness of response to visual, au- 
ditory, or other stim1i does not vary consistently. In 
other words, the elementary perceptual faculties, out of 
which more complicated abilities are developed, have not 
been found mich different in various race groups. This 
agress with the fact that in athletic sports, motoring, 
aviation and all pursuits requiring the highest degree 
of mental and physical coordination all races compete on 
an almost equal footing.20 

Personality Differences between Races 

The second aspect of the psychological make-up of people 

we cell personality. That a discussion on this point has its 

value is shown by opinions heard frequently that Negroes as 

& race are lazy, thriftless, having criminal tendencies, lack- 

ing morals, ete.dL Developing tests to measure personality 

traits, especially having to do with honesty and morel fac- 

tors, 1s even more difficult than testing intelligence .>2 

However, these tests which show such tralts as social ability, 

co-operativeness, emotional stability, leadership, self-reli-~ 

ance, honesty, sood sportsmanshin, industry, etc., have 

shown "small or inconsistent difference between racial 

groups ,"53 
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We can take as a fair statement the words fof] Prot. 
Klineberg . .., "For personality tests, a8 for tests 
of intelligence, there can be only one safe conclusion—-- 
that innate racial or ethnic differences have not been 
demonstrated ."54 

What 1s perhaps even of greater Lmportance is that the 

results of these personality tests did not parallel the re- 

Bulte from intelligence tests. No correlation could be per- 

ceived between IQ (intelligence quotient) and PQ (personality 

quotient). 

therefore, those races or groups whose academic education 
is low do not suffer a corresponding disadvantage in 
respect to personality training. Equally, those whites 
or Necroes who have an unusiial amount of formal educa- 
tion ere not proportionately superior in character or 
nersonali ty «55 

A finel auotation perhaps places this whole question into 

its proper nerspective. 

We cannot overemphasize the deepening conviction of 
scientists that social and morel characteristics acquired 
by one's forebears are not transmitted to their off- 
Spring. Zvery generation starts out anew and must, by 
industry and nurture, by application and earnest pur- 
pose, acquire for itself its moral character, religious 
life, artistic attainment and skill, and all those fea—- 
tures which make men whet they are. This does not mean 
that individuals do not differ, but these differences 
&re not a racial inheritance .50 

Race and Culture 

A statement should still be made concerning the evidence 

Which the cultures of various races bring to bear on this 
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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 ability? 

First of all, we must state that every race can claim 

Great cultural achievements in the past, though much of 

their fame and glory is now forgotten or unrecognized by mo- 

dern peoples.57 American and European cultures have borrowed 

much from all the people they consider inferior today.58 In 

fact, there were times in history when each of the other ra- 

ces 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 is that no connection has been 

and the, level, of) tbeliimats equ aeensatia! rek¢ Came ae 
Scholars are hard put to decide what actually makes a 
highly developed civilization. It may have something to 
do with the climate, with the historical or economic 
situation, or with chance. Most likely, it is a highl 
complex combination of these--and many other factors 25 

  

57this writer was amazed to see what achievements the 
cultures 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. Gite, pp» 60-3 and Alpenfels, op. 
Cite, DDe 37-44. 
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The fundamental fact is that culture is learned, not 
inherited biologically. His capacity to learn has made 
man 80 adaptable, so capable of being molded by his en- 
vironment, that what he becomes depends upon the abili- 
ties that his surroundings call forth.62 

Results of Race Hixture in the Hybrid 

Agein there are many popular myths concerning mulattoes 

which we shall touch only briefly. It 1s often held that 

mulattoes tend to be sterile. studies have shown the oppo- 

site to be true among other racially mixed peoples, for exan- 

ple, the Pitcairm Islanders and the Boer-Hottentots of South 

Africa.63 at the least, 1t can be said that there 1s no 

satisfactory evidence to prove that milattoes have a lowered 

reproductive capacity 54 

Stories are told that mulattoes are frequently physi~ 

cally disproportioned because of bi-racial ancestry, and 

that, therefore, they cannot function normally. Again there 

is no satisfactory proof for thie .65 

re remere eenereneress eee 

62 The theologian 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 
speaks of those who rejected God, instead serving themselves, 
“wherefore God also gave them up to” their own sinful pas- 
sions and lusts, left them floundering in the mick and mire 
of life. Perhaps this is the greatest part of the answer to 
why culture flourishes and fails. Alpenfels, on. cit., De 
9 

63ead, Ope cite, De 66. 

64x11neberg, Oe Gite, De 528~ 
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Tuberculosis is porhaps more comion among the Negro 

American than among the white American. This oan probably be 

&ccounted for by comparing the living conditions of the two 

Groups. There is no evidence to indicate that milattoes have 

& higher rate of TB occurrence than do their Negro forebears, 

a8 many believe .66 

Nor does there appear to be any evidence to support the 

Popular belief that, since the average Negro head is narrow 

and the white one round in shape, therefore a Negro or mlatto 

nother is in danger when giving birth to a white or mlatto 

child because her pelvis is narrow.67 

That mulattoes may frequently have criminal tendencies 

oY ether emotional mladjustments might be true. 

Tae reasons for maladjustment are, however, not biologi= 
cal, they are social reasons having to do with the fact 
that such children, growing up belonging to neither pa-~ 
rentel group, are rejected by both. In places where 
there is little tension between races and where inter= 
marriogs is frequent, scientists have not been able to 
find any association between emotional difficulties and 
mixed heritage .03 

Some evidence has indicated that mulattoes have a higher 

nental capacity than Negroes in general; and, of course, it 

is evident that they have reached greater cultural achieve- 

ments than the American Negro. What this proves is very dif=- 

ficult to say. Certainly, the same argument employed in the 
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discussion of the intelligence rete differences of the white 

and Negro people is in place here. All such differences can 

bs accounted for by cultural environment. They neither say 

that mulettices ars imnetely auperior to both parental groups, 

hor that they have inherited superior abilities from their 

White ancestors .69 

The statement of Dr. Shapiro at the end of his discue- 

Bion of this subject still holds, "There is, therefore, no 

relieble documentation that race mixture as a biological pro- 

cess is inevitebly a deleterious one,"70 

Tre same euthor continues, "Indeed on theoretical grounds, 

oné might mointein thet hybridization, by producing a wider 

range of types, does in fact have certain very real biological 

nerite."7. or cuoting Prof. Krekeler again, "Geneticists 

look forward to intermarriage as improving man's potential, 

both physically and mentally, for carrying on his task here 

on earth."72 of course, there 1s no leboratory where such 

experiments have been carried out which can offer us the 

date to prove these statements; but experimentation with 

plants and animals shows that hybridization does tend to mask 
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recessive genes snd enhance superLor traits.1> i 

Gonclusion 

Biolozically then, we have nothing to fear in intermar- 

riage, All cvidence indicates no race is inferior to another, 

and no harm wlll be done by race mixture. We might conclude 

with these words auoted from Dr. Hooton in his Town Meeting 

of the Air discussion? 

i think 4n the opinion of all physical anthropologists 
who have studied the subject, hybrid groups arising from 
the crosses of aifferent races are not inferlor to either 
of tho parent stocks, but frequently--in some respects, 
at any rate--superior to them.? 

(Senensewenne eters ee ees scare 

2 
Re ibid 2 

Tanérew Schuize, Hy Neighbor of Another Color (st. 
Louis: NeDes 1941), De 150.



  

CHAPTER IV 

SOCIOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS 

The Heart of the Problem 

Soclolosical considerations place the question of inter- 

racial marriage into a now light. In fact, the real problem 

Caused by litermarriage lies almost entirely within this so- 

Clological area, Arguments based on blological or theologi- 

eal considerations against intermarriage usually have their 

reason for boeing in the seclological area, more specifically 

in the realm of emotions: and these show themselves first in 

the social problem. No matter how confirmed the biological 

truth, it will accomplish nothing unless solutions for the 

Social problems involved are found; and no matter how firmly 

a theological truth is confessed, it mst be shown in its so- 

clal consequence and acted on by a heart which accepts it in 

that measure, if this problem is to be reconciled. 

Prevailing Attitudes of Both Races toward Intermarriage 

To place this disaussion in proper perspective we will 

oriefly survey the prevailing attitude of the American people 

towards interracial marriage. Some of this material has been 

discussed in previous chapters. We will only allude to it 

here. 

In any discussion of intermarriage among Americans, one



  

4g 
one commonly nisats such arguments a5; It's a threat to “ra- 

o1@l purity"; it's contrary to “human instincta™; it's “eon- 

trary to nature" and "detestable."1 Gne intensity of feeling 

is strongest against it in the South, although it is almost 

universal among white Americans .2 

Edueated white Southerners, who know everything about 
modern genetic and biological research, confesa readily 
that they actually feel an irrational of “instinctive" 
repugnance in thinking of “intermarriage.” 

Fowever, 1t is natural for human beings to acceot each other 

without regerd for race.4 This is readily shown by “the 

friendly hehevier of Negro and white children untrained in 

‘prajudisce."5 ven more poignant testimony we see in the 

ee ee 

7 
“Gunner lyredal, Ay Areriean Dilomma: The Negro srobiee 

; Ooh. » De Se and Medern Democracy (New Yorks Harper & BroBe, 

2Ibides Pe 57. 

Jibid., De 587. 

4red DeHart Wentzel, Epietle to white Christians (Phil- 
&édelphia: Christian Education Press, 1 » De 35 

Siyrdal, on» Cite, p» 590; Wentzel, op. cite, p. 35, 
Quoteé as follows: 

Daring the war a young soldier told this storys 
"Ny niece, an angelic, untidy four-year-old, was playing 

with her ‘Unele Sojer,' as she calls me. A little Negro girl 
who lives down the street was with us, but her mother called 
her for dincer. I agked my niece whether she noticed any 
difference between herself and the other little girl. 

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

She in totally unaware of prejudice to race. I was so 
touched I had to turn away quickly to hide neyes full of 
tears, sudden tears of pride and pleasure. 

ft has long been apparent that racial prejudice is not 
Natural. 
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millions of milattoes living in our country today.6 But even 

many of those who recognize race prejudice to be unnatural-—- 

Who see a principle of right involved for those who wish to 

intermarry, yet regard intermerriage as a regrettable occur- 

rence, a deterioration of society? 

When we turn to the attitude of the Negro race we find 

divided opinions. Many Negro thinkers claim their race does 

not want intermrriage.8 It is sometimes said Negroes frown 

Upon it much as whites do.9. In contrast, the traditional 

Opinicn the Southern white man has of the Negro is that he is 

intensely earzer to marry into the white race .10 

We heave seen that Negroes condem state laws against in- 

termurriags as unconstitutional and discriminatory.11 They 

@lso rightfully condem both the white man for hia history of 

debasing Negro womanhood, and the white race, for its toler- 

ance of thie practice 22 

We have noted the statement of Roy Wilkins, Executive 

Secretary of the NAAGP that his organization has no feelings 

cupecsemrereae 

Suyrdal, op. olte, pe 590. 

TIbLde, De 57. 

Sandrew Schulze Neighbor of Another Color (St. Louis:n.p., 
1941), ps 1335 wontssie one Gite, De [Da 
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on the matter of intermarriage .13 

4]1 of this presenta a rather puzzling picture. Part of 

the answer lies in Negro “race pride," ‘The white man has ex- 

ploited his womanhood, and the white man regards himself as 

superior. In reaction the Negro will do nothing ‘that might 

suggest that he too feels the white man superior. This would 

seem the case if he were to express a desire for intermar- 

riage.14 secondly, Negro leaders realize that to campaign 

for intermarriage would be suicidal 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-amalgamation theories and beliefs 

of the whites.15 They do this, however, not because of any 

fundamental feeling, condemning miecegenation on racial or 

biological grounds.16 In fact, it is probable that some Ne- 

gro leaders look forward to the day when amalgamation will 

have been completed.l7 

The Problems Confronting Mixed Narriages 

Now we consider the mixed marriage itself and the prob- 

ee Teo 

13"views of Two Negro Leaders on Integration and Inter- 
ioesie Marriage," U. S. News and World Report, XLV (Sept. 19, 

» 90. 

l4uyrdal, on. cite, pp. 56-7 

USIbide,s Dp. 62. 

16Ipid., pe 57 
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lems it must face. A major obstacle in the path of success 

for such a marriage frequently lies 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 between them.18 But they are called the two main fea- 

tures which set humens apart. We distinguish them by way of 

origin. Race 1s genetic in nature. It is biologically inher- 

ited, innate, and static, the thing thet one is, that he can't 

change. Culture, however, 1s a way of life, learned, prac- 

ticed, and transmitted outwardly from mind to mind.19 culture 

Shapes one's outwerd physical actions, but it goes much deeper 

than thet to give form to Wis whole thought patterns .20 

Therefore, 1t~ can influence him profoundly without his even 

realizing i1t.71 This makes the culture of an individual a 

thing of mejor importance. We mest 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 dif- 

ferences exist. 

  

18Richard E. Sommerfeld, “Interracial Marriage: A Soclo- 
logical Viewpoint,” Interracial Marriage? .(Valparaiso, Indi- 
ana: The Lutheran * Human Relations Association of Ausrice, 
1958) p. 26. 

19Ipide, pe. 24 

20Ipidse, De 25. 
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In marriage there can be only one culture;22 for mar~ 

riage is a cultural union.23 It would be impossible for a 

marriage to be a union in any other sense if there were not 

preceding and accompanying 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- 

tural ways in that mrriege. This means that in any marriage, 

to whatever extent cultures differ, there must be cultural 

compromiss. 

"But when large scale compromising is necessary, the 

possible dangers miltiply geometrically."24 And this is ex- 

actly whore the srave difficulty lies. The wider the aiffer— 

snee in cultural background, the greater will be the diffi- 

culties in compromising those backgrounds, in creating a cul- 

tural union, in esteblishing a happy marriage relationship.25 

In any consideration 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 life they grow stronger 

daily-~that cultural differences between races are disappear— 
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ings 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 Lutheran Human Rela- 

tions Institute: 

But what about private success in terms of only the two 
peoole involved. Barring a aquasi~hermit or quasi-monas- 
tic type of life, the two parties must live in society. 
Perhaps one of the most telling strains that can be put 
on & social being is to deny that person social recogni- 
tion and acceptance. At this particular point in the 
historic development of the American cultural scene, the 
participants in an interracial marriage will almost >cer- 
tainly be forced to the fringe of social life .2 

Here perhaps is the gravest danger for any interracial mr- 

riage. Actually it wraps up in one most of the arguments 

that weigh against the success of such a marriage. Living on 

the fringe of society 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 society of the church and, there- 

fore, @ great hindrance to true worship and to Christian fel- 

lowship. In most cases, it will mean a drastic change in 

societal relations for both persons involved. It will mean 

“nearly complete social ostracism."27 

This perhaps is not the end of the problem. Any mr- 

riage needs a period of adjustment. This time is harder for 

some than for others, but for an interracial marriage this 
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adjustment veriod would conesivadly be mich more difficult 

because of its very nature. It is during these days and weeks 

that each pertner in the marrviaga will depend more than sver 

9 Society, on his friends and family, for friendship and en- 

couragament. When he loses this’ support and in its place re- 

celves spite, dissust, and proud tolerance, the battle becomes 

greater, mora than most humans are built to bear. 

Often, it must be admitted that soclety's punishment for 

thie cleavage of social taboos does not stop with mere expul- 

Sion from its midst. The white partner may be resarded as 

aeterioriating in charscter,28 and the Negro as disloyal to 

his racs.29 Therefore, suspicion and insult ere likely to 

follow, sometimes with vielous power.30 

Motives behind the desire to intermarry mist also be 

considered. Sometimes these toe are “nixed.” 

The representative from the more stable majority group 
may be seeking to establish a position of superiority 
he has never before enjoyed. One from a minority or 
disadventaged culture may be acting out his dependency 
needs and seaking a foothold in status to compensate 
for a cultural blow. Someone with a messiah complex my 
went a mixed marriage in order to defy convention and 
Protea soy the iniustice his group has visited upon eno- 
ther .+ 

2Spiana Tead, What Is Race (Parist UNESCO, 1952), p. 67. 

29zamnd Devison Soper, Racism, a World Issue (New York: 
Abingdon Cokesbury Press, 1947), pe 47. é 

30Wentzel, Op. Gite, De 75-6. 

31John Charles Wynn, Pastoral Ministry to Families (Phil- 
adelphiay The vestuinster Erase. 1057}+ be li7. 

 



  

55 

Of course, a marriage built on such 6 basis 1s already weak 

and endangered fron its beginning. 

Any couple considering intermarriege must understand as 

fully as possible these sociological considerations. This 

Will mean for both of them, 1f they are determined to go 

sheed with their nlans, that they face up to their cultural 

aiftfarences beforehand, setting a plan for future action that 

is fair to and will satisfy both. And it means especially 

that they mist know themselves ready and willing to live a 

"quasi~hermit, cuagi-monaatic" life, yet always striving by 

Upright couduet to win themselves their rightful respected 

Place in aceiety. 

Considerations for Children of Mixed Marriages 

The couple cannot stop with considering themselves alone, 

however, 2 49 usually almost immediately pointed out in any 

discussion on this matter, they must, “Remember the children!" 

4nd this is a very important consideration. Any child born 

of such 2 marriage 1s generally an outcast of society also. 

He doesn't, belong among normal people. In many cases that 

child is being deprived of something he needs most desper~ 

ately in his youth, a feeling of belonging, 2 place among his 

peers that ie respected. From this environmental situation 

milatte childrer have frequently become emotionally and even 

morally maiadjusted.22 All these considerations become so 

  

32Tead, loc. cit.



56 

severe, that one author was led to write: 

As conditions are found in many communities in the world 
at the present time, such mrrflages result in unhappi- 

thet no mate hie censes world wititnely plunge nie’ om 
children into such an unnatural situation.33 

These dangers are avoided at least for the white person's 

children if he marries within his own group.s4 But if not, 

then this means that he and his spouse have to be prepared 

in a special way to give their children what 1s needed to 

fill the voids society has left in them. 

One bright snot here, perhaps, is the fact that children 

and teenagers often are more sympathetic, more alert to so- 

cial justice, than their adult relatives and neighbors. Fur- 

ther, a chiia's place in his group 1s usually not so mich who 

he if, as whet he is. His personality and character, and 

abllities 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 a11 means 

& very sericus one, is yet not altogether prohibitive, nor 

even as deenoly critical as is often supposed. 

The Problem of Mulattoes in Society 

Why does society take such a dim view of interracial mar- 

riage? Why does it act so harshly towards those who are men- 
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bers of bi-racial families? Dr. Shapiro lists several con- 

tributing factors for the ostraciem of the recially mixed. 

They are as follows: 

1. 

Be 

4. 

5e 

Face consciousness. “Awareness of racial distinc- 
tion is universal.” ‘This often leads both groups 
to note differences in e hybrid, and, therefore to 
isolate him. Often he is relegated to the position 
of the lower group in society. 

Numbers. When the racially mixed are few they “are 
easily absorbed into. the parent groups. When they 
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- 
mediary jobs, while the Negro himself is relegated 
to the lowest forms of work. This again tends to 
senarate him into a special group. 

Culture. “When two groups of people with backrrounds 
of high cultural echievement mingle, the mutual in- 
tolerance for each other's values can often render 
the mixed blood unacceptable to either camp." 

Imperialiem. Whenever imperialism occurs it usually 
appears a necessity to the ruling class to preserve 
its blood purely for its own preservation, and there- 
fore, no acceptance of the mixed bloods is made.2> 

These reasons point up what is the general result of 

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

third class or race of people.25 This new mixed group is a 

modern phenomenon, generally speaking, and in many ways it 

lies at the root of the problem.>7 

ER Seren Er 

35Harry Lionel Shapiro, Race Mixture (Paris: UNESCO, 
1953), ppe 25-8. 
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The problem is probably intensified because of another 

Somewhat abnormal factor. Much of the opportunity for mixing 

the races is found in the lower levels of society of both 

Groups, where social mores aren't felt so keenly as in higher 

levels.58 ‘This does not necessarily mean that, therefore, 

these people are biologically inferior representatives of 

their respective races, although that could be the case; but 

this dees msan that their progeny are even more heavily bur- 

dened because of their societal status, not to mention their 

sufferings as half-castes in the first place. Together this 

makes their position in society even more marginal .39 Again 

we 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 society but 

may carry with him a well-respected place in his society. 

However, there is still something of this problem that 

will confront him and his progeny. This lies in that, by and 

large, Americe: has stero-typed half-castes; and the type is 

much that described in the preceding paragraph because of the 

very nature of the situation. Behind this widespread defami- 

tion of milattoes probably also lies that general American 

conviction that racial mixture is socially dangerous and evil,40 
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This makes Mr. Shapiro's words painfully true. 

The great injustice, after all, that has been placed on 
the mixed blood is that he is judged, not as an individ- 
ual, an elementary right to which he is entitled, but as 
a member of a group about which there is much prejudice 
and little understanding 41 

Can Society's Attitude Be Changed? 

All of what we have been saying shows that the mixed mar- 

riage reslly meets its problem in end because of the American 

pattern, The American community is at present openly antag- 

onistic toward racial and cultural amalgamation.42 If the 

problem is to be solved, then this will mean @ change in cul- 

ture. Dr. Sommerfeld has listed six steps to show us how 

culture changes in this respect. It's interesting for our 

purposes to mention them. First, he suggests, there must be 

interaction on the primary level. This, of course, means in- 

timate, face to face contact. Second, there must be a comzon 

language; third, a common education system; fourth, occupa- 

tional inter-dependence and opportunity; fifth, political 

homogeneity. Finally, there must be religious similarity. 

"In this case," he says, "both the total theological context 

and such specifics as worship practices are significant and 

influential. "43 
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He goes on to say that in the United States all of these 

POlnts are ot work except three and four; three, because of 

Ségregation i: the gouth.44+ Tne latter, I think, must be 

Wélified ai Least to admit that in the greater- part of our 

Country there La a common educational system eat work. 

This would appear to show a rather bright picture for ; 

those who desire such & cultural chango, wat the author after 

listing these conditions has not at all convinced himself. 

He concludes, "Zhe factors that promote culture change do not 

appear sufficisntly strong at this time to aake a significant 

contribution to the estadlisnment of soolally accepted racial 

intermarriage in Amorica."#5 with this conservative view- 

point, of course, many other scholars find themsslvea in 

agreement, 15 

Yo understand Dr. Sommerfeld's viewpoint 2 little more 

Clearly, we can refer to another description by tho same au- 

thor of now soclally accepted intermarriage may come about. 

He proposes that generally the process is "from aecculteration 

through assimilation to awaigeication. "47 Where intermarriage 

has been successful as in Brazil, Hawali, and the Phillio- 

eae nonce ete segs 

Abroia, 

45rp1d., Dp. 50. 

46scnulze » OP. Cit., Dp. 152; Otto Klineberg, Characteris- 
tics of the American Negro (2nd ed.; New York! Harper & Bros., 

4p. 3608.” E 

*Tsommerfeld, op.» Gite, De 28.
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Pinse, it has followed acculteration and assimiletion.43 in 

America, acculteration has taken places significantly wlth all 

threes races {9.g., spirituals, jezz). But this is not a 

Couplate or a perfect thing, by any means.49 Assimilation, 

the process of gaining acceptanee 23 just slowly beglnning.50 

Amalgamation, the mingling of the genes, is done very 1linit- 

edly, and thon generally L1oLtly 22 

To 2.4% in motion the proceag of assimilation, of course, 

there muct bo scculteration. Secondly, sooial mobllity, the 

freedon t2 2ove up and down tha soolal ladda» Lrrespsctive of 

vaca and aulture, brings about assimilation; and Lagal decree, 

& stron: force today, must also be wontioned, for 1% works 

Sovard such a goal.52 

Amalgamation, of course, follows upon acculteration and 

assimilation, as stated above; but it has an entirely differ- 

Sat fores dohind 14 from that we have been considering. ‘This 

is the sex drive, and this foliows no pattern; for example, 

én unbsilaneed sex ratio of a given race in a certain locality 

my contribute to race crossing.2°2 By and large, however, 

——$—$ 

ABIbid., pe 29. 
4OTbides De 27 

S0Ibide, De 28. 

Slipid. 
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neither race seems to be near the public stage of amslgama- 
tion with the other.54 

With acculteration partially accomplished, and assimila- 
tion scarcely becun, the author concludes that campaigning 

for amalcamation today would be like a carpenter attempting 

to roof a house before he hes constructed the supporting 

walle 55 

Conclusion 

As atated before, by far the majority of those who have 

studied this problem will agree that the time is not ripe for 

Such murrliage. But to some “the horizon looks brighter now 

than it has for a long time."96 A very few have held out the 

hope thet ite solution can be found through “open and sober 

discussion in rational terms of this ever present ponular 

theory of ‘inter-marriage' and ‘social equality.'"57 

Once the primary issues were rightly determined, mar- 
Piege would always be regarded as marriage, and no 
28 inter-marriage. If the Negro were anted complete 
citizenship, the thirty states fhow 24] which now make 
it lllegal for him to marry a white person would imme- 
diately erase this discriminetory law from their records. 
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If the Negro were fully accepted 2s a person, if the 
myth of his inferlority geve way before reason and re- 
ligion, we would raise no more question about his mar- 
rying anybody at all than we now raise about the marrlage 
of two white persons. Our laws and our fears are both 
survivals of the racial sin from which all Americans, 
and particularly white Ohristians, must finally be re- 
deemed .5 

We find Gunner Myrdal even saying, “fhere are reasons to be- 

lieve that 2 slow but steady cleansing of the American mind 

18 proceeding as the cultural level is raised." He bases this 

on what he feels is 2 general weakening of the racial infe- 

riority doctrine, and also on the fact that both Negro and 

White are frovming more and more upon illicit relations be- 

tween the races .59 

4s 1s evident almost wherever it has been tried, inter- 

racial marringe 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- 

riage. Because of its far reachinc effects on every individ- 

uel within 1t, culture, society, plays hard and cruel with any 

individuals who cross it. The dangers confronting any mixed 

Itlarriage, therefore, are grave both for the marriage itself 

and for its offszring, so grave that its chances for success 

are seen very dimly.-9 Such is the sociological picture in 

Americs today. 
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CHAPTER V 

THEOLOGICAL CONSIDERATIONS 

Bias of Faith 

We are writing this thesis with a definite bias to which 

we've already alluded; thet 1s our faith in God our Savior as 

He has revealed Himself to us in Holy Scripture. Such faith 

gives us both the desire and the privilege to spend our whole 

lives Worshiping Him, which worshio involves also doing His 

Will, Therefore, no discussion on the problem of interracial 

mrriage could be complete without teking into consideration 

His will as we find it expressed in His Holy Word. Ultimately 

what the Bible says on the subject must be the final arbiter 

45 far as principle is concernede, | 

Principle 1s important in this case because generally it ) 

hasn't been established. Instead the emotions have held 

Sway, sneaking harshly from prejudice, continually begging 

the question.2 The average American tends to view an inter- 

raciel worriage as something quite shameful, actually sinful 

in nature, against God's natural order of things.) This is 

LSE 

lLorman M. Petersen, “Interracial Marriage - From the 
Viewpoint of Theology," Interracial Marr 9 (Valparaiso 
Indiana t ‘tha: Lathonen Fused Beletioie tenestats cai e America, 
1958), De 8. 

2Tbide, De 7s 
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the theological viewpoint most people already have whether 

they are concerned with religion or note+ It 4e with these 

thoughts in mind thet we must look into theological consider- 

ations concerning our problem. 

Biblical Examples of Intermarriage 

First we look to the Bible for examples of interracial 

marriage occurring or being forbidden. The latter can be 

readily demonstrated. God continually: forbade His Old Testa- 

ment peopvle to marry with other peoples--any other pecples. 

At times ctringent measures vere taken when this commandment 

Was not cbeyed. Such a forbidding, however, was based on en- 

tively different grounds from those which we can muster 

eeainet intermarriage today. God's intent was to keep His 

people true and serving Him, to keep them pure in the midst 

of the grossly heathen peoples surrounding them, for they 

were the bearers of the coming Messiah, His Son. Intermar= 

riage would bring with it also immorality and idolatry of 

these neighbors and thus corrupt God's holy people. This had 

to be avoidee.5 

It doss not take racial differences to apply this com- 

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

Se ree 

Acharies S. Johnson, Patte of Negro Segregation 
(New York: Harper & Eros., 1SES)o pe 200" 

5Clemonce Sabourin, "Marriage Is Honorable in All," In- 
terracial Marriase? (Valparaiso, Indiana’ The Lutheran Human 
Relations Association of America, 1958), pe 326 
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&part from race to each partner in any marriage, as @ divine 

Warning against any union that might destroy faith. 

A much debated case of Negro-white marriage in Scripture 

is that of Moses and Zipporah. Zipporah was a Cushite or 

Ethiopian, and many conclude that she was the counterpart of 

® Negress today. Evidence points in that direction though 

positive Gonoluetons can't be reached. At any rate, however, 

this was an interracial marriage, and it ren into social in- 

terference. Moses’ own sister, Miriam, was infuriated by it, 

and for our >urposes, it 1s interesting to note God's reaction 

to Mirtem's ore judice. She was punished with leprosy and 

saved only by Moses’ intercedinge? 

There were racial differences between the descendants of 

Israel and the Egyptians. Yet Joseph married the daughter of 

@n Egyptien priest, and his father, Jacob, rather than being 

upset by this interracial excursion, took his two half-caste 

grandsons, blessed them, and made them equal heirs with his 

own sons .3 

Other peoples and races were also made heir to David's 

line, ancestors of the Savior, because God took favor on them. 

Raheab, a Ozneanitess from Jericho, was thus blessed. Ruth, a 

EISEN EERE 

6Meny scholars feel that the Cushite wife of Moses re- 
ferred to here cannot be Zipporah, who is called e Midianite 
in Numbers 12, but mst presumably be a second wife of Moses. 
taken after the death of Zipporah. Petersen, op. Cit., De 9 
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Noabltess, aleo received this blessing; and a whole book of 

the Bible is devoted to this fine pious woman, which speaks 

with favor about her two interracial marriages. These were 

not mixtures between white and colored peoples, but they were 

crossings of race barriers with God's blessings. 

God used another such mixed marriage to accomplish a 

mighty purpose, the saving of a remnant of His chosen neople. 

This, of course, was tho case of Esther, a Jewess, who married 

the Persian king, Ahasuerus.9 

There are examples, of course, as mentioned above, where 

God punished such intermarrlages. 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 marry into another race, God has used 

interracial marriege to populate much of the face of the 

earth."10 we can cite for example the entire western hemis- 

phere which 12 properly designated as the main center of race 

mixture in -odern times,l1 and where, as we stated before, a 

minimim of one-sixth of its entire population is of mixed’ 

blood.12 

Se ee 

9some Christian scholars object to the book of Esther 
largely because of its extremely narrow Jewish nationalism. 
Yet 1t is in this situation where a marriage across ethnic 
boundaries 4s undertaken with God's blessing, at least in- 
directly, and apparently with Jewish approval. 

lOpetersen, op. Gites, Dp» 15. 
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We cannot positively establish a single case of Negro- 

white marriage in Seripture, but we can definitely see in 

Scripture God's blessing and protection on marriages across 

ethnic boundaries as long a8 they were contracted under Him 

and for His purposes. 

Bible Statements on This Problem 

Next we look to find a Bible statement which expressly 

discusses our question and gives an answer. Here both tho 

Old and the New Testaments have nothing to say either command 

ing or forbidding 1t.13 

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

And, a8 is stated above, there is no command of God to the ef- 

fect that we must intermarry. 

Implications of Biblical Truths 

This leads us to turn to other truths of God's Holy Word 

to see whether they shed any light on our problem. Here we 

take as our guiding orinciple that expressed in Professor 

Lorman M. Petersen's lecture on this subject with hia own em- 

phasis, "Any princivle or applications of principle rersarding 

racial intermarriage must themselves emerge from the great 
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Sbsolutes of the Bible, from fundamental dootrines."15 For 

this section, we shall also largely follow Mr. Petersen's 

outline as he presented it in the same lecture. 

We look, first of all, to the doctrine of God. Here we 

renember the great Shema of Judah, “Hear, 0 Israel, the Lord 

our God 1s one Lord." This is the eternal truth of God, He 

{8 One. Though a Trinity, we worship Him in Unity, and when 

we worship the Trinity we always remember the Unity. God's 

will, His way, His purpose is all‘one. There are no con- 

flicting ends, but everytaing is to be united in Him. God 

cannot be otherwise. Anything, then, that disrupts this eter- 

nal unity is other than of God. This oneness of everything 

that 1s God's in Him must always be remembered when this 

problem is discussed.l5 

Under our discussion of biological considerations we 

have had much to say on the doctrine of creation, but now we 

Will approach 1t strictly from the theological perspective. 

The Bible teaches us that God created one man and one woman 

from whom 411 mankind is descended. He did not oreate dif- 

ferent types of men. Therefore, we can say Biblically that 

external differences among men have been caused by accidental 

features.17 “One cannot say or infer that in oreation, or 

any time since then, God made cone race superior or inferior 

a teieet ee 

15rpid., pe 10. 
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to another." Rather, we quote three Blble passages to show 

God's distinctions among humanity. 

Acts 17:25-26,28. God giveth to all life, and breath, 
and #11 things, and hath made of one blood all nations 
of men for to dwell on all the face of the earth, and 
hath determined the times before appointed, and the bounds 
of thelr neabitation; .. . for in Him we live, and move, 
and have our being. 

Gen. 1:27. So God created man in His own imge, in the 
tbe of God created He him; male and female created He 

eM. 

Watt. 19:4. Jesus answered and said unto them, Have ye 
not read, that He which made them at the beginning made 
them male and female? 

St. Paul's words to the philosophers in Athens as quoted above 

leave ho doubt thet mankind is one as far as- Paul is concerned. 

Though the word translated blood may not have that original 

meaning, a2 some maintain, the sense of the passage is not 

changed .18 Here Paul conceives of no distinctions which make 

men essentially different from one another. Rather they are 

essentially the same, every nation of men made of one and gi- 

ven their life and breath by the same One God. 

The other words of Scripture speak of God's creation 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 creative truth that, "One God with 

One Wi11 and Purpose made ONE MANKIND which is essentially 

one today."19 We have seen in a previous chapter how science 
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bears out this Biblical oneness of all men. “Both Scripture 

and science say the blood is one.'"20 

very man who walks this earth can say truthfully, "My 

first father was created in the image of God."21 ‘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 God has made us, each one, and none 

superior 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 Christians teach the providence of God in and after 

the creation 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 

Christ must be treated as brothers and equals under God."235 

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, 
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The Pight to marpy La the right of the Individual, not 
the race... . If we are to take the proposition that 
211 men ara born frog and eausl seriously, then we can't 
very well ignore the implications. 

In fact, it is probably truthfully said that 

The Christian doctrines that God created man a free crea- 
ture-—-so [roo that he sould disobey even his Maker--and 

feepiteg Sane’, soua Ly Ae eye eae ae ee 
There's et411 another implication for our problem con- 

tained in the doctrine of ersation. It was in this act of 

creating male and female thet God gave His blesaing, "Be 

fruiti:2 and mltiply and replenish the earth.” (Gen. 1:28) 

it is to ons mankind without any distinction thst God gives 

thie promise.?5 ‘nerefore, marriage has its origin right here 

in thin Coctrine 327 and any discussion of it must be colored 

by those truths. 

To “hose whe would argue "Why did Cod divide the races 

by making some white, some black, 1f He intended them to in- 

termarry?". we may only answer, “Who made the mulatto?" 

Scrinture gives no further answer.28 : 

We move on to consider the doctrine of sin. Our text 

24tps osdstream Victory," Time, LXXII (Dec. 22, 1958), 
17; Supra, p. 6. 

25Pope, op. Cite, De 155. 

26Petersen, on. Gite, De 12. 

27Ibid eo, Pe ile 

28andrew Schvize, My Neighbor of Another Color (St. 
Loulgin.p., 1941), p. 150. 
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here 1s obvious; Romans 3122-23: “There is no difference; 

for all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God." For 

Sny one race to feel any superiority against another under God 

is immediately rejected here. The universality of sin covers 

every soul, 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 

Crosses race and makes them half-breeds. This doctrine leaves 

that door for intermrriage open.29 

We cannot speak of sin without immediately considering 

redemption. And this doctrine too has strong implications 

over arainst rece problems. 

In God's Order of Redemption we see the most compelling 
motive for seeing thé equality of all men and how com- 
pletely unscientific and un-Christian race prejudice is, 
for God loved 211 men as He created them, as ONE. 

In God's greatest act of love and self-sacrifice He knew ab- 

solutely no distinction between men. He died for each with 

the sams identical selfless love. The Gospel's answer is 

sharp and clear, "Beloved, if God so loved us, we ought also 

to love one another."31 This does not say we must intermar- 

ry; but it also does not say we can look with disdain on such 

marriages. It rather pleced the whole question on the basis 

of love .>2 

——_______. 
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Concerning the doctrine of the Church and its implica-~ 

tions 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 associating on 
equal terms within the fellowship of the redeemed." 
Gertainly, this indirectly has Sone Lae to say about 
intermarriage of Christicns, at.least.3: 

4nd when such freedom is eranted, those people are correct 

who fear thet inte rarriage may follow, for this too 1s a 

part of the fellowship of Christianss.. To speak against it on 

Scripture] grounds is to deny what the Scripture teaches con- 

cerning the communion of saints. 

Finslly, we consider the doctrine of everlasting life. 

To do so, we quotes 

As & Christian, he 1s an ambassador of love, vledged to 
speak and to work for "the great day. of God when all men 
shall stand side by side in equal worth and real. free- 
dom, 211 toiling and all reaping; masters of nature, but 
brothers of men, exultant in the tide of the common life 
and jubilent in the edoration of oe the source of their 
blessings and the Father of al1."5 

This may not have been intended to picture Heaven, but it 

serves well. Who can consider the joys of the saints 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 to? God created man one and 

8poke to him as such in establishing the state of marriage. 
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All mankind sinned and God inoluded al1 as one under its 

yoke. But God loved mankind, suffered, and died to save it 

and included every 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 fellowship 1s eter- 

nel, to be perfected on that great day of His second coming. 

"Whst we are saying is this: When one looks at all the 
great doctrines of the Faith, from the theological 
point of view, he finds nothing which in itself bars 
races in crossing the color line in marriage any more 
than they do in church membership."35 _ 

The central message of the New Testament 1s that Christ, 
through his life on earth, his death, and his resurrec- 
tion, has brought reconciliation between man and God and 
between mon. Those who accept him es their Lord live in 
& new dimension and a new community in which love and 
unity are regneant. This unity not only spiritual 3 

ib pervades life in al] its relationships, it contin- 
ually refashions the life of the church, a it seeks 
even to permeate and remake human society.2© (imphasis 
not original.) : 

And eny reason that is given in objection to such a marriage 

must square up with these articles of faith if it is to be a 

valid ob jection. 

Finelly, we should speak of Seripture’s teachings on 

marriage itself. We could conclude from the above as did ons 

preacher using Hebrews 13:4 as his text’ that 

when our text says, "Merriege 1s honorable in all," it 
means not only marriage between two persons of the same 
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26Pope, ope Cite, De 1566 

  

  



  

  

76 

race, which is the usual thing, but also marriare pe- 
tween two persons of different races, which is the un- 
usual thinge 

The consummtion of @ Ohristian marriage "fer from being im- 

Moral, is gunetified, the muarriege bed is undefiled. What 

therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder!"37 

We can turn to God's words as He instituted marriage, Genesis 

2:24, “Therefore shall a man leave his father and his mother 

and chell cleave unto his wife! and they shall be one flesh," 

to sce that God placed no limitations upon man's freedom to 

marry whom he wishes .28 

Rather this becomes a “distinot and unique personal mat- 

ter, eepecialiy in our beloved land, a matter of choice and 

personal liberty."59 Paul's advice might have good applica- 

tion here also, when he sdvises his readers in 1 Corinthians 

787-9, that 14 would be good for them not to marry. But he 

adds, in any case, “it is better to marry than to burn,"40 

The whole of Biblical teaching then gives man the right 

to marry whom he pleases regardless of race. No barrier based 

on race can be set up in the Christian sphere « 
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CHAPTER VI 

THE CHURCH'S ANSWER 

The theory of integration, and the theory of equality of 
the weess in political and civil rights, is easy to ra- 
tionalize and for most of us to accest but, as has often 
heen said, it's o condition end Dot a theory that 7aces 
us. We need advice, and we must pray for guidance on 
the important question of how the problem of interzmr- 
Yinge shall be met. 

It is hoped that some religious group will s@on give us 
the sanewer as to how to put these ideals into practice 1 

These words cf Devid Lawrence in en editorial in U. 8. News 

ng World Report set the stage very vividly. They call for 

comsthing we too feel hus been missing and is needed. The 

purpose of thic chapter 1s to suggest the Church's answer to 

thet derinnd. We do this on the basis of the considerations 

brought to beer on the subject in the three previous chap- 

ters. 

Wheat Churches Have Done 

Our resesreh does not claim to be complete here. We 

only report what we have been able to find. In general, our 

Conclusion 1s that the churches of our country have done 1it- 

tle publicly to meet the problem, and that, therefore, their 

witness has been weak and ineffective. Specifically, we have 

Been only two public statements of church bodies touching 
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interracial marriage. The first comes from the World Coun- 

e11 of Churches eat its meeting in Evanston, Illinois, in 

1954. We quote: 

While . . . we can find in the Bible no clear justifi- 
cation or condemnation of intermarriage, . . »« We can- 
net ap -reve any law against racial or ethnic intermar- 
riage. Merrlage involves primarily a decision between 
twe 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 a eeone 
and any treatment of them as such should be condemed. 

The second is an even stronger statement coming from 

the Committee on Church and Race of the Congregational Ghris- 

‘tian Churches in 1948, which also gives guidelines for pas- 

tors who must counsel couples considering intermarriage. Here 

it 1s pointed out that in itself intermarriage is 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 basic question often raised in discussing actual equality-- 

namely, intermarriage between white and colored. "4 
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Severs. of the Catholic Ghurch's writers, however, have 

recorded whet they helieve to he their Church's position. 

John LaFerse yvrites: 

The Catholic Church does not Lmpose any impediment, dir- 
iment impediment, upon racial intermerriages, in spite 
of the Church's crest care to preserve in its utmost sur- 
ity the intesrity of the marriage bond. 

On the other hand, where such intermarriages are prohi- 
bitea by lew, oe they are in aeverel Stetes of the Un- 
ion, the Church bids her ministers to respect these laws, 
and to do all that ie in their power, to dissuade per- 
Bons from entering such unions. 

Joseph Doherty in Moral Problems of Interracial Har- 
Fiere, . . . states that from their point of view the 
natural right to marry includes also the right to mar— 
ry the percon of one's own cholee, and to marry a par— 
ticular parson regardless of race. 

Our own Church, the Lutheran Church--Missourl Syned, has not 

expressed itself officially so far as we know, although an 

organization within Lt, the lutheran Human Relations Insti- 

tute, hes published a booklet of 1ts 1958 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 & 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 a surely sociologi- 

cal level. To do this now we quote some of the answers that 
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have come from those writers with a rather secular viewpoint. 

Nothing terrible happens 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 in common, if they are suited to each other in 
mind and spirit, they have a reasonable basis for suc- 
cessful home life.! 

If a girl asked my advice I would say this: the quality 
of the man you marry, his values, tastes, habits, health, 
ability to make a living, sense of humor, intelligence, 
his anxieties, his interests, are far more important to 
you than the color of his skin or the name of his reli- 
Sion. It is above all else, important that you love him. 
if you are mature and have chosen a mature man, you can 
weather the storms that will come from crossing the bar- 
riers. You will lose old friends; you will be snubbed. 
But you will gain 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! 1t will not be easy to do; but it 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 temosrament suited to one another may 
prove far happier than many 11l-assorted unions between 
members of the same race. Liberty and originality have a 
high: social value, and . . . such marriages may also 
contribute somethins to that deeper mutual understanding 
between different races which is indispensable if the 
peoples of the world are to live together in harmony .?2 

We recognize in these views just quoted a rather extreme 

optimism. We know that no matter how right biology or theol- 
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Cgy may prove intermarrLage to be, we must still be greatly 

cautioned by our sociological study. We must still attempt 

to synthesize the Christian belief with the social problem. 

We turn now to examine theology's answer to this problem. 

Theology's Answer 

Theology too would proclaim thet marriage is a sacred 

thing and that every care should be taken to ensure its suc- 

cess, that man and woman should enter into it, fully con- 

Scious 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 it to be. These conclusions, theology and 

Sociology have in common. But theology gives a power that 

Soclology knows nothing of, and that can, by God's grace, for 

that 1s the power, solve what sociology calls insolvable. 

This is theology'’s only answer to the difficulties 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 

ageinst such a marriage, regardless of racial status. He 

will recognize, however, the greater problem in cross racial 

ties, and he too will point these out. He will show the 

grave dangers to any marriage, when its participants are cast 

He will out of society and locked upon as freaks and sinners. 
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point out what difficulties will be placed upon the lives of 

the off-spring of such a marriage which may hinder normal © 

Growth. And upon these considerations he may well counsel 

against such 2 marriage. 

But he will remember that God hes given these individ- 

uals the right to marry if they please. And he will know 

that God can give them the power through their Christian faith 

to overcome all these problems. If such a couple persists in 

the desire to marry, and if he recognizes in them such a 

falth as may carry them through those tribulations which will 

@lmost certainly be their lot, he may well counsel them to 

marry. If they heve committed themselves and their marriage 

to God’s loving care, and there return daily for His grace, 

then that marriage, he knows, will have God's blessing. 

This 1s as much as can be said to sythesize the consid- 

erations besed upon the social problems involved against in- 

termarriage with the divinely given right of any individual 

thus to marry. 

However, there is one more consideration for the theolo- 

Glen, for the Christian Church. It prays regularly, as our 

Lord Himself has taught it to pray, "Thy will be done on 

earth as it is in Heaven." Such a prayer also has a strong 

implication for our problem. God's will is not done when ra- 

celal prejudice shows itself, when a Negro is 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 
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less = humen than his white friend or neighbor. God's will 

ig not done when by force of society he must turn away from 

the woman dod has given him the power to love. God's will 

ie not done when « Christian couple is refused Christian fel- 

iowship because God saw fit to darken their skins. Nor is 

God*s will dono when & Christian society ostracizes in any 

way thet couple whe in God's grace crossed rece barriers to 

Sontract Christian marriagee God's will is definitely not 

done when a little mulatto child cannot grow up in the same 

security, peace, and happiness, thet society affords his 

whites or hie darker neighbor. 

God's will is only done when it is “on earth as it is in 

Reavyen.* Keeping within our subject's limitations, God's 

will will be done when any Christian man can marry any Chris- 

tian women and have the hearty blessing of the whole Christian 

feLlowsnip.e God's will will be done when any child, black, 

brown, or white, can have equal Christian freedom with no ra- 

cial bounderies in the Christian community to live his life 

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 fellowship to all people eaually, while refraining from 

procleiming the first, the freedom of intermarriage. This is 

_ not only denying what is freedom under God to those individ- 

uals who desire it, and therefore failing in Christian wit- 

ness; but it is failing to recognize that race relations can’t
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cease to be s problem until the whole thing is solved, and 

that thet which lies at the bottom and produces either di- 

rectly or indirectly the whole racial struggle must be re- 

moved if ali its effects are also to be removed. 

were meneneer:: 

Until it becomes our custom to break bread with our 
colored brethren, untll we open wide to them the doors 
ov our hearts and our homes and our churches, until we 
receive then unreservedly as neighbors and friends and 
fellows in Christ, the gospel of our Lord will give us 
ne rest, and the race problem will continue to be the 
fearful and haunting thing that it is today, in America 
and throughout the world.10 

"But" objects the timid church leader or the fearful par- 
ent, “the time 1s not ripe for the mixing of the races}" 
Wheat this means is, "We will give up discriminating a- 
feainst the Negro, but not yet. We want to go on sinning 
for a while. You realty can't expect us suddenly to 
change the havits of ten generations. Why do you hurry 
us go?" 

Dees righteousness, then, have its seasons? Is there a 
time for sinning, and a time for doing what is brotherly 
and democratic and juet? When Jesus says, “Love one 
another as I heave Loved you,” is he talking of the here 
and now, or of some vague future when loving our neigh- 
bors will be simple and easy, imposing no personal dis- 
cinline, Lnvolving no risk? 

No, we cennot escape the necessity for the cleansing of 
our motives and the changing of our habits now, at this 
very moment in the history of the world, at this exact 
point in the development of the Christian church. The 
time for righteousness is upon us todays’ every moment 
of hesitation and postponement prolongs indefensibly 
the discriminations and humiliations endured by the Ne- 
Gro, weakens the voice of America in the covincils of 
the nations, and compounds the white man's sin.l1 
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Conclusion 

{The Church will recognize the social oroblems involved, 

nd in this day will counsel as we have shown, but 1f it prays 

the Lora’s Prayer then it must also commit itself to the pro- 

Claiming of thet Gospel which will remove at least in its 

nity those social hindrances to the suc~- 

cess of an interracial marriages The Church cannot advocate 

intermerriage. This io the individual's freedom, to marry 

Whom he will; but the Church must proclaim the right to such 

marriage and the duty for Christians to accept it fully with 
whole heart into their fellowship.



  

CHAPTER VII 

SUMMARY 

Interrecial marriage between white and Negro Americans 

®vokes deen emotional reactions in our country, We find this 

to be the problem basic to the whole race relations strugcie. 

Zepecially in the South, the whole order of segregation is 

built upon the ideal of preserving racial integrity. If in=- 

termarriage bere ware removed and intermarriage then became 

& gensrsl1 occurrence, the whole problem of “race” relations 

Would cease to be. It is true, aspeats of the race problem 

Would more than likely become class struggles, but, at least, 

those great injustices done to man because of the color of 

his skin would have disappeared o 

Biologists find it impossible to substantiate any claims 

of one "race" to superiority in any way over another. In 

every respect all their evidence indicates man is one. Nor 

is it possible 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 scientists theorize that race mixture 

actually invigorates its posterity. 

Intermrriage from the sociological point of view, how= 

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

cept it and often completely ostracizes those couples who 
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dare tc enter 14. Socloty's attitude thug can be a lethal 

weapon against the success of such @ marriage. More than 

this, by its strong psyohologicel attack upon such @ family, 

it can severly damaye the mental and emotional growth of the 

"mixed" ohildren. This 1s not to say that intermarriage can- 
not suceeseds but, 4% can only do so against very great obsta- 

Cles, When 14 does, Lt la in position to contribute much 

towards mutual understanding and acaeptance between races. 

The Bible clearly teaches the oneness of all mankind. 

It allows for no distinetions or divisions of man on the ba~ 

Sis of race alone. Therefore, 1% makes no pronouncement con=- 

cerning interracial marriage, but instead 1t gives the right 

to every man to marry whom he will. 

We conelude that in iteelf interracial marriage is within 

the God-given freedoms of mankind. Sin is involved, not on 

the part of those who cross race boundaries to marry, but on 

the part of those who shun and scorn their fellow humans who 

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

problem is neither to preach intermarriage nor to preach 

8gainst it, but to preach in such a way as to fill the hearts 

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

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

Christian hearts will have been prepared to accept every man 

regerdless of color fully into their fellowship, and by God's 

@race interracial marriage will succeed. 

 



  

APPENDIX 

STATEMENT ON THE NATURE OF RAGE AND RACE DIFFERENCES 5 

by Physical Anthropologists and Geneticists (Sentember 1952) 

Report of Meeting held et Unesco House, 4-8 June 1951, by 

LG. C. Dunn (Rapporteur) 

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

Race is a question of interest to many difzerent kinds 
of people, not only to the public at lerge, but to sociolo- 
gists, anthropologists and biologists, especially those deal- 
ing with problems of genetica, At the first discussion on 
the problem of race, it was chiefly sociologists who gave their 
Opinions and framed the “STATEMENT ON RACE. That Statement 
had a good effect, but 1t did not cerry the authority of just 
those groups within whose speciel province fall the biologi- 
cal. problems of race, namely the physical anthropologists 
and geneticists. Secondly, the first Statement did not, in 
all its details, carry conviction of these groups and, be- 
cause of this, it was not supported by many authorities in 
these two fields. 

in generel, the chief conclusione of the First Stetement 
were sustained, but with differences in emphasis and with some 
importsent deletions. 

There wes no deley or hesitation or leck of unanimity in 
reaching the primary conclusion thet there were no scienti- 
fic grounds whatever for the raciaiist position regerding 
purity of race and the hLlerachy of inferior and superior ra- 
ces to which this leads. 

We agreed that £1] races were mixed and that intra-ra=- 
clal variability in most blological characters was as great 
S65, if not créeeter than, inter-racial varlabilits. 

We agreed that races had reached their present states by 
the operation of evolutionary factors by which different pro- 
portions of similar hereditery clements (genes) had become 
cheracteristic of different partially separated groups. ‘The 
Source of these elements seemed to ®11 of us to be the varla- 
bility which arises by random mutation, and the isolating 
factors bringing about raciel differentiation by preventing 
intermingling of groups with different mutations, chiefly 

4 
4 

co EE a |



co
l 

—
 

  

i
 

89 

Geographical for the main groups such as African, European 
and Asiatic. 

Man, we recognized, is distinguished as much by his cul- 
ture as by his biology, and 1t 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 is a potential race- 
making factor and these partial barriers may be religious, 
social ond linguistic, as well as geographical. 

We were careful to avoid dogmatic definitions of race, 
Sinos, as 2 product of evolutionary factors, it is a dynamic 
rather than a static concept. We were equally careful to =- 
&vold saying that, because races were all variable and many 
of them sraded into each other, therefore races did not ex- 
ist. The physical anthropologists and the man in the street 
both know that races exist; the former, from the scientifi- 
cally recognizable 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 sees an African, 
& European, an Asiatic and an American Indian together. 

We had no difficulty in agreeing that no evidence of 
differences in innate mental ability between different ra- 
clal groups has been adduced, but that here too intra-racial 
variability is at least as great as inter-racial variability. 
7@ egreed that psychological traits could not be used in 
Classifying races, nor could they serve as parts of racial 
descriptions. 

We were fortunate in having as members of our confer= 
enee several scientists who had made special studies of the 
results of inter-marrlage between members of different races. 
This meant that our conclusion thet race mixture in general 
did not lead to disadvantageous results was based on actual 
experience as well as upon study of the literature. Man: of 
our menbers thought it quite likely that hybridization of 
different races could lead to biologically advantageous re- 
sults, although there was insufficient evidence to support 
ény conclusion. 

Since race, as & word, has become coloured by its mis- 
use in connexion with national, linguistic and religious 
differences, and by its deliberate abuse by racialists, we 
tried to find a new word to express the same meaning of a 
biologically differentiated group. On this we did not suc- 
ceed, but agreed to reserve race as the word to be used for 
anthropological classification of groups showing definite 
combinations of physical (inoluding phslological) traits in 
characteristic proportions. 
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We alse tried hard, but again we failed, to reach some 
general statement about the inborn nature of man with respect 
to his bohaviour toward his fellows. It 1s obvious that mem- 
bers of a group show co-operative or associative behavionr 
towards each other, while members of different groups my 
show agressive behaviour towards each other and both of these 

‘attitudes may occur within the same individual. We recog- 
nized that the understanding of the psychological origin of 
Pace prejudice was ean important problem which called for fur- 
ther atudy. 

Nevertheless, having regard to the limitetions of our 
present knowledge, all of us believed that the biological 
differences found amongst human racial groups can in no case 
Justify the views of racial inequality which have been based 
on isnorarce and prejudice, and that all of the differences 
which we know can well be disregarded for ail ethical human 
purposes, 

Text of the Statemont 

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

The concept of race is unanimously regarded by an- 
thropologists as a classificatory device providing a zoolo- 
Sical 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 its anthropo- 
logical sense, the word “race” should be reserved for 
groups of menkind possessing well-developed and primerily 
heritable physical differences from other groups. ¥*any 
populations can be so classified, but, because of the 
complexity of human history, there are also many popula- 
tions which cannot easily be fitted into a racial classi- 
fications 

2. Some of the physical differences between 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 
work. The science of genetics suggests that the heredi- 
tary differences among populations of a single species are 
the results of the action of two sets of processes. On 
the one hand, the genetic composition of isclated opoulea- 
tions 1s constantly but gradually being altered by natural 
selection and by occasional changes (mitations) in the 
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material particles (genes) which control heredity. Pop- 
ulations are also affected by fortuitous changes in gene 
frequency and by marriage customs. On the other hand, 
crossing is constantly breaking down the differsntiations 
80 set up. The now mixed populations, in so far as they, 
in turn, become Lsolated, ere subject to the same pro-~ 
cesséa and these my lead to further changese Existing 
races are merely the result, considered at a particuler 
nonent in time, of the total effect of such processes on 
the human species. The hereditary characters to be used 
in the elacsification of human groups, the limits of their 
variation within these groups, and thus the extent of the 
classificatory sub-divisions adopted may legitimately 
Giffer according to the sclentifie purnoee in vlew. 

Notional, religious, geographical, linguistic and cul- 
tural groups do not necsssarily coincide with racial 
&rouns; and the cultural traits of such groups have no 
cemonstrated connexion with racial traits. Americans ere 
not A rece, nor are Frenchmen, nor Gormans} nor ipso facto 
ls any other national group. Moslems and Jews are no. 
more races than are Roman Catholics and Protestants; nor 
arse neople who live in Iceland or Britain or India, or 
who speak English or any other language, or who are cul- 
turally Turkish or Chinese, and the like, thereby descri- 
bable as races. The use of the term “race*™ in speaking 
of such groups may be a serious error, but it is one 
which is hebitually committed. 

Human races can be, and have been classified in different 
waye by different anthropologists. Most of them agree in 
classifying the greater part of existing mankind into at 
least three lerge units, which may be callad major groups 
(14n French grandes races in German Hauptrassen). Such 2a 
classification does not depend on any single physical. 
character, nor does, for example, skin colour by itsel? 
necessarily distinguish one major group from another. 
Turthermore, so fer as it has bean possible to analyse 
them, the differences in physical structure which distin- 
aQuish one major group from another give no support to 
popular notions of any general "superiority" or "infer- 
Lority" which are sometimes implied in referring to these 
SPoune » 

Broadly speaking, individuals belonging to different 
major groups of mankind are distinguishable by virtue of 
their physical characters, but individual members, or 
sms11 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- 
sical 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 races within the same major group. 

Most anthropologists do not include mental characteris- 
tics in their classification of human races. Studies 
within a single race have shown that both innate capacity 
and environmental opportunity determine the results of 
testa of intelligence and temperament, though their rela- 
tive importance is disputed. 

When intelligence tests, even non-verbal, are made 
on 2 group of non-literate people, their scores are us- 
ually lower than those of more civilized people. It has 
been recorded that different groups of the same race oc- 
cupying similarly high levels of civilization may yield 
considerable differences in intelligence tests. When, 
however, 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 opoortunities, the average performance (that 
is to say, the performance of the individual who is reo- 
resentative because he is surpassed by as many as he sur- 
passes), and variation round it, do not differ appre- 
ciably from one race to another. 

Even those psychologists who claim to have found the 
greatest differences in intelligence between groups of 
different racial origin, and have contended that they 
are hereditary, always report that some members of the 
Group of inferior performance suroass not merely the low- 
est ranking member of the superior group, but also the 
average of its members. In any case, it has never been 
possible to separate members of two groups on the basis 
of mental capacity, as they can often be sevarated on a 
basis of religion, skin colour, hair form or language. 
It is possible, though not proved, that some types of in- 
nate capacity for intellectual and emotional responses 
are comzoner in one human group than in another, but it 
is certain that, within a single group, innate capacities 
vary as much as, if not more than, they do between dif-= 
ferent groups. 

The study of the heredity of psychological 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 familiar 
with the part played by heredity in the mental life of 
normal individuals. The normal individual, irrespective 
of race, is essentially educable. It follows that his 
intellectual and moral life is largely conditioned by
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his trainlag and by his physical and social environment. 

it often happsne that & national group may appear to 
be characterized by particular psychological attributes. 
the superficial view would be that this 48 due to race. 
Scientifically, however, we realize that any common psy- 
chological atiribute 1s more likely to be due to @ com- 
mon historical and social background, and that such attri- 
Hutes may obscure that fact that, within different pvopu- 
lations consisting of many human types, one Will find ap- 
pate the same range of temperament and intelli- 
ZONCe g 

6. The scientific material available to us at present does 
not justify the conclusion that inherited genetic dif 
ferences are a major factor in producing the differences 
between the cultures and cultural achievements of difier- 
ent seoples or groups. It does indicate, on the contrary, 
thst a major factor in explaining auch differences is the 
cultural experlence which each group has undergone. 

7. ‘There is no evidence for the existence of so-called "pure" 
races. skeletal remains provide the basis of our limited 
Knowledse ahout earlier racese In regard to race mixture, 
the evidence points to the fact that human hybridization 
haa been going on for an indefinite but considerable time. 
Indeed, one of the processes of race formation and race ~ 
extinction or absorption is by means of hybridization be- 
tween races. As there is no reliable evidence that dis- 
advantageous effects are produced thereby, no biological 
justirication exists for prohibiting inter-marriage be~ 
tween persons of different races. 

8. We now have to consider the bearing of these stataments 
on the problem of human equality. We wish to emphazize 
that equality of opportunity and equality in law in no 
way depend, as ethical vrinciples. upon the assertion 
that human belngs are in fact equal in endowment. 

9. We have thought it worth while to set out in a formal man- 
ney what is at present scientifically established con- 
cerning individual and croup 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). 

(>) Available scientific knowledge provides no basis for 
believing that the groups of mankind differ in their 
innate capacity for intellectual and emotional de- 
velopment. 

{c) Some biological differences between human beings with- 
in a single race may be as great as or greater than 
the same biological differences between races. 
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(4) Vast social changes have occurred that have not been 

Connected in any way with changes 1n racial type. 
Historical and sociological studies thus support 
the view that genetic differences are of little sig- 
nificance in determining the social and cultural 
aifferences between different Groups of mene 

(©) There 45 no evidence that race mixture produces 
disadvantageous results from a biological point 
of view. The social results of race mixture 
whether for good or 111, can generally be traced 
to social factors. 

(Text drafted, at Unesco House, Paris, on 3 June 1951, byt 
Professor R. A. Me Bergman, Royal Tropical institute, Nether- 
lands Anthropological Soclety, Amsaterdam$ Professor Gunnar 
Dahlberg, Director , State Institute for Human Geneties and 
Race Blology, University of Uppsala; Professor L. CG. Dunn, 
Denartuent of Zoology, Columbia "niversity, New York; Prof- 
fessor J. B. S&S. Haldane, Head, Department of Blonetry, Uni- 
versity College, London; Professor M. F. Ashley Montagu, 
Chairman, Department of Anthropology, Rutgors University, 
New Brunswick, N. de} Dr. A. Be Mourant, Director, Blood Group 
Reference Leboratory, Lister Institute, London; Professor Hans 
Nachtscheim, Director, Institu fur Genetik, Frei Universitat, 
Berlin; Dr. Eugene Schreider, directeur adjoint du labora- 
toire c'lanthropologie physique de 1'Ecole des hautes studes, 
Paris; Frofeasor Harry Le Shapiro, Chairman, Department of 
Anthronology, American Museum of Natural History, New York; 
Dr. Je G. Trevor, Faculty of Archaeology and Anthropology, 
University of Cambridge; Dr. Honri V. Vallois, professeur au 
Museum d'aistoire naturelle, directeur du Muses de 1'Homme, 
Paris; Professor S. Zuckerman, Head, Department of Anatomy, 
Medical School, University of Birmingham; Professor Th. Dob- 
zhansky, Nevartment of Zoology, Columbia University, New 
York; and Dr. Julian Huxley contributed to the final wording.)
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