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PART L

It was, I think, an eminent lawyer who,
backed by a ripe experience of inequalities
before the law, pronounced our Declaration
of Independence to be a collection of “glit-
tering generalities.” Yet it cannot be that
the implied slur was deserved. There is
hardly room to doubt that the equally emi-
nent gentlemen over whose signatures this
orotund synthesis of the social and political
philosophy of the eighteenth century appears
conceived that they were subscribing to any-
thing but the dull and sober truth when
they underwrote the doctrine that God had
created all men equal and had endowed them
with certain inalienable rights, among these
being life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness. That this doctrine did not describe a
condition, that it even contradicted condi-
tions, that many of the signatories owned
other men and bought and sold them, that
many were eminent by birth, many by wealth,
and only a few by merit—all this is acknow-
ledged. Indeed, they were aware of these in-
equalities; they would probably have fought
their abolition. But they did not regard
them as incompatible with the Declaration of
Independence. For to them the Declaration
was neither a pronouncement of abstract
principles nor an exercise in formal logie. It
was an instrument in a political and econom-
ic conflict, a weapon of offence and defence.
The doctrine of “natural rights” which is its
essence was formulated to shield social or-
ders against the aggrandizement of persons
acting under the doctrine of “divine right”:
its function was to afford sanction for re-
fusing customary obedience to traditional su-
periority. Such also was the function of the
Declaration. Across the water, in England,
certain powers had laid claim to the ac-
knowledgment of their traditional superior-
ity to the colonists in America. Whereupon
the colonists, through their representatives,
the signatories to the Declaration, replied
that they were quite as good as their tradi-
tional betters, and that no one should take
from them ecertain possessions which were
theirs.

To-day the descendants of the colonists are
reformulating a declaration of independence.
Again, as in 1776, Americans of British an-
cestry find that certain possessions of theirs,
which may be lumped under the word “Amer-
icanism,” are in jeopardy. This is the situa-
tion which Mr. Ross’s book,” in common with
many others, describes. The danger comes,
once more, from a force across the water, but
the force is this time regarded not as su-
perior, but as inferior. The relationships of
1776 are, consequently, reversed. To con-
serve the inalienable rights of the colonists

*The Old World in the New. By Edward Alsworth
Ross. New York: The Century Company. $2.40 pet.
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not socialistically, of course. And this would
really abolish the dualism if the economiec
dualism of rich and poor were the funda-
mental one. It happens merely that it isn’t.

The Anglo-Saxon American, constituting
as he does the economic upper class, would
hardly have reacted to economic disparity
as he has if that had been the only dispar-
ity. In point of fact it is the ethnic dispar-
ity that troubles him. His activity as en-
trepreneur has crowded our cities with pro-
gressively cheaper laborers of Continental
stock, all consecrated to the industrial ma-
chine, and towns like Gary, Lawrence, Chi-
cago, Pittsburgh, have become industrial
camps of foreign mercenaries. His under-
takings have brought into being the terri-
ble autocracies of Pullman and of Lead,
North Dakota. They have created a mass of
casual lahorers numbering 5,000,000, and of
work-children to the number of 1,500,000 (the
latter chiefly in the South, where the purely
“American” white predominates). They
have done all this because the greed of the
entrepreneur has displaced high-demanding
labor by cheaper labor, and has brought into
being the unnecessary problem of unemploy-
ment. In all things greed has set the stan-
dard, so that the working ideal of the peo-
ple is to get rich, to live, and to think as
the rich, to subordinate government to the
service of wealth, making the actual govern-
ment “invisible.” Per contra it has generat-
ed “labor unrest,” the I. W. W., the ¢ivil war
in Colorado.

Because the great mass of the laborers hap-
pen to be of Continental and not British an-
cestry, and because they are late-comers, Mr.
Ross blames them for this perversion of our
public life and social ideals. Ignoring the
degenerate farming stock of New England,
the “poor whites” of the South, the negroes,
he fears the anthropological as well as the
economic effects of the “fusion” of these
Continental Europeans, Slavs, and Italians
and Jews, with the native stock, and grows
anxious over the fate of American institu-
tions at their hands. Nothing could better
illustrate the fact that the dualism is pri-
marily ethnic and not economic. Under the
laissez-faire policy, the economic process
would have been the same, of whatever race
the rich, and whatever race the poor. Only
race prejudice, primitive, spontaneous,and un-
conscious, could have caused a trained econ-
omist to ignore the so obvious fact that in
a capitalistic industrial society labor is use-
less and helpless without capital; that henece
the external dangers of immigration are in
the greed of the capitalist and the indiffer-
ence of the Government. The restriction of
immigration can naturally succeed only with
the restriction of the entrepreneur’s greed,
which is its cause. But the abolition of im-
migration and the restoration of the suprem-
acy of “human rights” over “property
rights” will not abolish the fundamental
ethnic dualism; it may aggravate it.

The reason is obvious. That like-minded-
ness in virtue of which men are as nearly
as is possible in fact “free and equal” is not
primarily the result of a constant set of ex-
ternal conditions. Its pre-potent cause is an
intrinsic similarity which, for America, has
its roots in that ethnic and cultural unity of
which our fundamental institutions are the
most durable expression. Similar environ-
ments, similar occupations, do, of course,
generate similarities: “American” is an ad-
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jective of similarity applied to Angle-Sax-
ons, Irish, Jews, Germans, Italians, and so
on. But the similarity is one of place and
institution, acquired, not inherited, and
hence not transmitted. Bach generation has,
in fact, to become “Americanized” afresh,
and, withal, inherited nature has a way of
redirecting nurture, of which our public
schools give only too much evidence. If the
inhabitants of the United States are strati-
fied economically as “rich” and “poor,” they
are stratified ethnically as Germans, Scan-
dinavians, Jews, Irish, and altheugh the twe

-stratifications cross more frequently than
they are coincident, they interfere with each

other far less than is hopefully supposed.
The history of the “International” in recent -
years, the present débdcle in Europe, are in-
dications of how little “class-consciousness”
modifies national consciousness. To the dom-
inant nationality in America nationality, in
the European sense, has had no meaning;
for it had set the country’s standards and -
had been assimilating others to itself. Now
that the process seems to be slowing down, it
finds itself confronted with the problem of
nationality, just as do the Irish, the Poles,
the Bohemians, the Czechs, and the other op-
pressed nationalities in Europe. “We are
submerged,” writes a great American man
of letters, who has better than any one I
know interpreted the American spirit to the
world, “we are submerged beneath a econ- -
quest so complete that the very name of us
means something not ourselves. . . . I
feel as I should think an Indian might feel,
in the face of ourselves that were.”

The fact is that similarity of class rests
upon no inevitable external condition, while
similarity of natiomality is inevitably in-
trinsic. Hence the poor of two different peo-
Ples tend to be less like-minded than the
poor and the rich of the same peoples. At
his eore no human being, even in “a state
of nature,” is a mere mathematical unit of
action like the “economic man.” Behind him
in time and tremendously in him in quality
are his ancestors; around him in space are
his relatives and kin, looking back with him
to a remoter common ancestry. In all these
he lives and moves and has his being. They
constitute his, literally, natio, and in Europe
every inch of his non-human environment
wears the effects of their action upon it and
breathes their spirit. The America he comes
to, beside Europe, is nature virgin and in-
violate: it does not guide him with ances-
tral blazings: externally he is cut off from
the past. Not so internally: whatever else
he changes, he cannot change his grand-
father, Moreover, he comes rarely alone; he
comes companioned with his fellow-nation-
als; and he comes to no strangers, but te
kin and friend who have gone before. If he
is able to excel, he soon achieves a local habi-
tation, There he encounters the native
American to whom he is a Dutchman, a
Frenchy, a Mick, a wop, a dago, a hunky,
or a sheeny, and he encounters these others
who are unike him, dealing with him as a
lower. and outlandish creature. Then, be he
even the rudest and most primeval peasant,
heretofore totally unconscious of his nation-
ality, of his categorical difference from other
men, he must inevitably become conscious of
it. Thus, in our industrial and congested
towns where there are real and large con-
tacts between immigrant nationalities the
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first effect appears to be an intensifieation
of spiritual dissimilarities, always to the dis-
advantage of the dissimilarities.

The second generation, conseguently, de-
votes itself feverishly to the attainment of
similarity. The older social tradition is lost
by attrition or thrown off for advantage. The
merest externals of the new one are acquired
-—vi@ the public school. But as the public
school imparts it, or as the settlement im-
parts it, it is not really a life, it is an ab-
straction, an arrangement of words. Amer-
ica is a word: as an historie fact, a demo-
cratic ideal of life, it is not realized at all.
At best and at worst—now that the cap-
tains of industry are becoming disturbed by
the mess they have made, and “vocational
training” is becoming a part of the educa-
tional programme—the prospective Ameri-
can learns a trade, acquiring at his most im-
pressionable age the habit of being a cog in
the industrial machine. And this he learns,
moreover, from the sons and daughters of
earlier immigrants, themselves essentially
uneducated and nearly illiterate, with what
spontaneity and teaching power they have
squeezed out in the “normal” schools by the
application of that Pecksniffian “efficiency”-
press called pedagogy.

But life, the expression of emotion and
realization of desire, the prospective Amer-
ican learns from the yellow press, which has
set itself explicitly the task of appealing to
his capacities. He learns of the wealth, the
luxuries, the extravagances, and the immo-
ralities of specific rich persons. He learns
to want to be like them. As that is impossi-
ble in the mass, their amusements become
his erimes or vices. Or suppose him to be
strong enough to emerge from the prole-
tarian into the middle class, to achieve eco-
nomic competence and social respectability.
He remains still the Slav,the Jew,the German,
or the Irish citizen of the American common-
wealth. Again, in the mass, neither he nor
his children nor his children’s children lose
their ethnic individuality. For marriage is
determined by sexual selection and by pro-
pinquity, and the larger the t{own, the lesser
the llkelihood of mixed marriage. Although
the gross number of such marriages is great-
er than it was fifty years ago, the relative
proportions, in terms of variant units of pop-
ulation, tends, I think, to be significantly
less. As the stratification of the towns
echoes and stresses the stratification of the
country as a whole, the likelihood of a new
“American” race is remote enough, and the
fear of it unnecessary. Bui equally remote
also is the possibility of a universalization
of the inwardness of the old American life.
Only the externals suceceed in passing over.

It took over two hundred years of settled
life in one place for the New England school
to emerge, and it emerged in a community
in which like-mindedness was very strong,
and in which the whole ethnic group per-
formed all the tasks, economic and social,
which the community required. How when
ethnic and industrial groups are coincident?
‘When ethnic and social groups are coinci-
dent? TFor there is a marked tendency in
this country for the Industrial and social
gtratification to follow ethnic lines. The
first comers in the land constitute its aris-
tocracy, are its chief protagonists of the
pride of blood as well as of the pride of pelf,
its formers and leaders of opinion, the stan-
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dardizers of its culture. Primacy in time

has given them primaey in status, like all
“first-born,” so that what we call the tradi-

tion and spirit of America is theirs. The
non-British elements of the population are
practically voiceless, but they are massive,
“barbarian hordes,” if you will, and the ef-
fect, the unconscious and spontaneous effect
of their pressure, has been the throwing
back of the Anglo-American upon his an-
cestry and ancestral ideals. This has taken
two forms: (1) the “patriotic” societies—
not, of course, the Cincinnati or the Artillery
Company, but those that have arisen with
the great migrations, the Sons and Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution, the Colonial
Dames; and (2) the specific clan or tribal
organizations consisting of families looking
back to the same colonial ancestry—the so-
cieties of the descendants of John Alden,
ete., ete. The ancient hatred for England is
completely gone. Wherever possible, the
ancestral line is traced across the water to
England; old ancestral homes are bought;
and those of the forebears of national heroes
like John Harvard or George Washington be-
come converted into shrines. More and more
public emphasis has been placed upon the
unity of the English and American stock—
the common interests of the “Anglo-Saxon”
nations, and of “Anglo-Saxon” civilization,
the unity of the political, literary, and social
tradition. If all that is not ethnic national-
ity returned to consciousness, what is it?

Next in general estimation come the Ger-
mans and the Irish, with the Jews a close
third, although the position of the last in-
volves some abnormalities. Then come the
Slavs and Italians and eother central and
south Eurepeans; finally, the Asiatics. The
Germans, as Mr. Ross points out, have large-
ly a monopoly of brewing and baking and
cabinet-making. The Irish shine in no par-
ticular industries unless it be those carried
on by municipalities and public-service cor-
porations. The Jews mass in the garment-
making industries, tobaeco manufacture, and
in the “learned professions.” The Scandi-
navians appear to be on the same level as
the Jews in the general estimation, and go-
ing up. They are farmers, mostly, and out-
door mep. The Slavs are miners, metal-
workers, and packers. The Italians tend to
fall with the negroes into the “pick and
shovel brigade.” Such a country-wide and
urban industrial and social stratification is
no more likely than the geographical and
sectional stratification to facilitate the com-
ing of the “American race”! And as our

political and “reforming” action 1s directed
upon symptoms rather than fundamental

causes, the stratification, as the country
moves towards the inevitable equilibrium
between wealth and population, will tend te
grow more rigid rather than less. Thus far
the pressure of immigration alone has kept
the strata from hardening. Eliminate that,
and we may be headed for a caste system
based on ethnic diversity and mitigated to
only a negligible degree by economic differ-
ences.

[The conclusions which Mr. Kallen draws from these
conditions will be printed in a second paper in mnext
week’s issue of the Nation.]
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of 1776, it was necessary to declare all men
equal; to conserve the inalienable rights of
their descendants in 1914, it becomes neces-
sary to declare all men unequal. In 1776 all
men were as good as their betters; in 1914
men are permanently worse than their bet-
ters. “A nation may reason,” writes Mr.
Ross, “why burden ourselves with the rear-
ing of children? Let them perish unborn
in the womb of time. The immigrants will
keep up the population. A people that has
no more respect for its ancestors and no
more pride of race than this deserves the ex-
tinction that surely awaits it.”

L

Respect for ancestors, pride of race! Time
was when these would have been repudiated
as the enemies of democracy, as the antithesis
of the fundamentals of our republic, with its
belief that “a man’s a man for a’ that.” And
now they are being invoked in defence of
demeocracy, against the “melting-pot,” by a
sociological protagonist of the ‘“democratic
idea”! How conscious their invocation is
cannot be said. But that they have uncon-
sciously colored much of the social and po-
litical thinking of this country from the days
of the Cincinnati on, seems to me unques-
tionable, and even more unquestionable that
this apparently sudden and explicit conscious
expression of them is the effect of an actual,
felt menace. Mr. Ross, in a word, is no
voice crying in a wilderness. He simply ut-
ters aloud and in his own peculiar manner
what is felt and spoken wherever Americans
of British ancestry congregate thoughtfully.
He is the most recent phase of the operation
of these forces in the social and economic
history of the United States; a voice and in-
strument of theirs. Being so, he has neither
taken account of them nor observed them,
but has reacted in terms of them to the so-
cial situation which constitutes the theme of
his book. The reaction is secondary, the sit-
uation is secondary. The standards alone
are really primary and, perhaps, ultimate.
Fully to understand the place and function
of “the old world in the new,” and the atti-
tude of the “new world” towards the old, de-
mands an appreciation of the influence of
these primary and ultimate standards upon
all the peoples who are citizens of the coun-
try.

1L

In 1776 the mass of white men in the col-
onies were actually, with respect to one an-
other, rather free and rather equal. I refer,
not so much to the absence of great differ-
ences in wealth, as to the fact that the whites
were like-minded. They were possessed of
ethnic and cultural unity; they were homo-
geneous with respect to ancestry and ideals.
Their century-and-a-half-old tradition as
Americans was continuous with their im-
memorially older tradition as Britons. They
did not, until the economiec-political quarrel
with the mother country arose, regard them-
selves as other than Englishmen, sharing
England’s dangers and England’s glories.
When the quarrel came they remembered how

they had left the mother country in search
of religious liberty for themselves; how they

had left Holland, where they had found this
liberty, for fear of losing their ethnic and cul-
tural identity, and what hardships they had
borne for the sake of conserving both the lib-
erty and the identity. Upon these they graft-
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ed that political liberty the love of which
was innate, perhaps, but the expression of
which was occasioned by the economic war-
fare with the merchants of England. This
grafting was not, of course, conscious. The
continuity established itself rather as a mood
than as an articulate idea. The economie sit-
uation was only an oceasion, and not a cause.
The cause lay in the homogeneity of the peo-
ple, their like-mindedness, and in their self-
consciousness.

Now, it happens that the preservation and
development of any given type of civilization
rests upon these two conditions—like-mind-
edness and self-consciousness. Without them
art, literature—culture in any of its nobler
forms—is impossible: and colonial America
had a culture—chiefly of New England—but
representative enough of the whole British-
American life of the pericd. Within the area
of what we now call the United States this
life was not, however, the only life. Sim-
ilarly animated groups of Frenchmen and
Germans, in Louisiana and in Pennsgylvania,
regarded themselves as the cultural peers of
the British, and because of their own com-
mon ancestry, their like-mindedness and
self-consciousness, they have retained a large
measure of their individuality and spiritual
autonomy to this day, after generations of
unrestricted and mobile contact and a cen-
tury of political union with the dominant
British populations.

In the course of time the state, which
began to be with the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, became possessed of all the Unit-
ed States. French and Germans in Louisi-
ana and Pennsylvania remained at home;
but the descendants of the British colonists
trekked across the continent, leaving tiny
self-conscious nuclei of population in their
wake, and so established ethnic and cultural
standards for the whole country. Had the
increase of these settlements borne the same
proportion to the unit of population that it
bore between 1810 and 1820, the Americans
of British stock would have numbered to-
day over 100,000,000. The inhabitants of
the country do number over 100,000,000;
but they are not the children of the
colonists and pioneers: they are immigrants
and the children of immigrants, and they
are not British, but of all the other Euro-
pean stocks.

First came the Irish, integral to the polity
of Great Britain, but ethnically different,
Catholic in religion, fleeing from economic
and political oppression, and—self-conscious
and rebellious. They came seeking food and
freedom, and revenge against the oppres-
sors on the other side. Their area of set-
tlement is chiefly the East. There they
were not met with open arms. Historically
only semi-alien, their appearance aroused,
none the less, both fear and active opposi-
tion. Their diversity in religion was out-
standing, their gregarious pelitics disturb-
ing. Opposition, organized, religious, politi-
cial, and social, stimulated their natural gre-
gariousness into action. They organized, in
their turn, religiously and politically. Slow-
ly they made their way, slowly they came
to power, establishing themselves in many
modes as potent forces in the life of Amer-
ica. Mr. Ross thinks that they have their
virtue still to prove; how he does not say.
To the common-sense of the country they
constitute an approved ethnic unity of the
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white American population.

Behind the Irish came the great mass of
the Germans, quite diverse in speech and
customs, culturally and economically far
better off than the Irish, and self-conscious,
as well through oppression and political
aspiration as for these other reasons. They
settled inland, over a stretch of relatively
continuous territory extending from west-
ern New York to the Mississippi, from Buf-
falo to Minneapolis, and from Minneapolis
to St. Louis. Spiritually, these Germans
were more akin to the American settlers
than the Irish, and, indeed, although social
misprision pursued them also, they were
less coldly received and with less diffieulty
tolerated. As they made their way, great-
er and greater numbers of the peasant stock
joined them in the Western nuclei of popu-
lation, so that between the Great Lakes and
the Missisgippi Valley they constitute the
dominant ethnic type.

Beyond them, in Minnesota, their near
neighbors, the Scandinavians, prevail, and
beyond these, in the mountain and mining
regions, the central and eastern and south-
ern Buropeans—Slavs of varlous stocks,
Magyars, Finns, Italians. Beyond the Rock-
ies, cut off from the rest of the country by
this natural barrier, a stratum of Americans
of British ancestry balances the thinnish
stratum on the Atlantic sea-coast; flanked
on the south by Latins and scattering groups
of Asiaties, and on the north by Scandi-
navians. The distribution of the popula-
tion upon the two coasts is not dissimilar;
that upon the Atlantic littoral is only less
homogeneous. There French-Canadians,
Irish, Italians, Slavs, and Jews aliernate
with the American population and each oth-
er, while in the West the Americans lie be-
tween and surround the Italians, Asiatics,
Germans, and Scandinavians.

Now, of all these immigrant peoples the
greater part are peasants, vastly illiterate,
living their lives at fighting weight, with
a minimum of food and a maximum of toil.
Mr. Ross thinks that their coming to Amer-
ica was determined by no spiritual urge;
only the urge of steamship agencies and
economic need or greed. However general-
ly true this opinion may be, he ignores, curi-
ously enough, three significant and one not-
able exception to it. The significant excep-
tions are the Poles, the Finns, the Bohe-
mians—the subjugated Slavic nationalities
generally. Political and religious and cul-
tural persecution plays no small role in the
movement of the masses of them. The not-
able exception is the Jews. The Jews come
far more with the attitude of the earliest
settlers than any of the other peoples; for
they more than any other present-day immi-
grant group are in flight from persecution
and disaster; in search of ecomomic appor-
tunity, liberty of conscience, civie rights.
They have settled chiefly in the Northeast,
with New York city as the centre of great-
est concentration. Among them, as among
the Puritans, the Pennsylvania Germans,
the French of Louisiana, self-consciousness
and like-mindedness are intense and articu-
late. But they differ from the subjugated
Slavic peoples in that the Iatter look back-
ward and forward to actual, even if enslav-
ed, home lands; the Jews, in the mass, have
thus far looked to America as their home
land.
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In sum, when we consider that portion of
our population which has taken root, we
see that it has not stippled the country in
small units of diverse ethmic groups. It
forms rather a series of siripes or layers of
varying sizes, moving east to west along
the central axis of settlement, where towns
are thickest; ¢. e., from New York and Phil-
adelphia, threugh Chicago and St. Louis,
to San Francisco and Seattle. Stippling is
absent even in the towns, where the vari-
ety of population is generally greater. Prob-
ably 90 per cent. of that population is either
foreign-born or of foreign stock; yet even
so, the towns are aggregations, not units.
Broadly divided into the sections inhabited
by the rich and those inhabited by the poor,
this economic division does not abolish, it
only crosses, the ethnic one. There are rich
and poor little Italys, Irelands, Humgarys,
Germanys, and rich and poor Ghettoes. The
common city life, which depends upon like-
mindedness, is not inward, corporate, and
inevitable, but external, inarticulate, and in-
cidental, a reaction to the need of amuse-
ment and the need of protection, not the
expression of a unity of heritage, mentality,
and interest. Politics and education in our
cities thus present the phenomenon of eth-
nic compromises not unknown in Austria-
Hungary; concessions and appeals to “the
Irish vote,” “the Jewish vote,” “the German
vote”; compromise school committees where
members represent each ethnic faction, un-
til, as in Boston, one group grows strong
enough to dominate the entire situation.

South of Mason and Dixon’s line the cit-
fes exhibit a greater homogeneity. Outside
of certain regions in Texas the descendants
of the native white stock, often degenerate
and backward, prevail among the whites,
but the whites as a whole constitute a rela-
tively weaker proportion of the population.
They live among nine million negroes,
whose own mode of living tends, by its
mere massiveness, to standardize the
“mind” of the proletarian South in speech,
manner, and the other values of soclal or-
ganization.,

II1.

All the immigrants and their offspring
are in the way of becoming “Americanized,”
if they remain in one place in the countiry
long enough-—say, six or seven years. The
general notion, “Americanization,” appears
to denote the adoption of English speech, of
American clothes and manners, of the Amer-
ican attitude in politics. It connotes the
fusion of the various bloods, and a trans-
mutation by “the miracle of assimilation”
of Jews, Slavs, Poles, Frenchmen, Germans,
Hindus, Scandinavians into beings similar
in background, tradition, outlook, and spirit
to the descendants of the British colonists,
the Anglo-Saxon stock. Broadly speaking,
the elements of Americanism are somewhat
external, the effect of environment; largely
internal, the effect of heredity. Our eco-
nomic individualism, our traditional Ilgissez-
faire policy, is largely the effect of environ-
ment: where nature offers more than enough
wealth to go round, there is no immediate
need for regulating distribution. What pov-
erty and unemployment exist among us is
the result of unskilled and wasteful social
housekeeping, not of any actual natural
barrenness. And until the disparity between
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varying sizes, moving east to west along
the central axis of settlement, where towns
are thickest; ¢. e., from New York and Phil-
adelphia, through Chicago and St. Louis,
to San Francisco and Seattle. Stippling is
absent even in the towns, where the vari-
ety of population is generally greater. Prob-
ably 90 per cent. of that population is either
foreign-born or of foreign stock; yet even
so, the towns are aggregations, not units.
Broadly divided into the sections inhabited
by the rich and those inhabited by the poor,
this economic division does not abolish, it
only crosses, the ethnic one. There are rich
and poor little Italys, Irelands, Hungarys,
Germanys, and rich and poor Ghettoes. The
common city life, which depends upon like-
mindedness, is not inward, corporate, and
inevitable, but external, inarticulate, and in-
cidental, a reaction to the need of amuse-
ment and the need of protection, not the
expression of a unity of heritage, mentality,
and Interest. Politics and education in our
cities thus present the phenomenon of eth-
nic compromises not unknown in Austria-
Hungary; concessions and appeals to “the
Irish vote,” “the Jewish vote,” “the German
vote”; compromise school committees where
members represent each ethnic faction, un-
til, as in Boston, one group grows strong
enough to dominate the entire situation.

South of Mason and Dixon’s line the cit-
fes exhibit a greater homogeneity. Outside
of certain regions in Texas the descendants
of the native white stock, often degenerate
and backward, prevail among the whites,
but the whites as a whole constitute a rela-
tively weaker proportion of the population.
They live among nine million negroes,
whose own mode of living tends, by its
mere massiveness, to standardize the
“mind” of the proletarian South in speech,
manner, and the other values of soclal or-
ganization,

IIL

All the immigrants and their offspring
are in the way of becoming “Americanized,”

if they remain in one place in the country
long enough—say, six or seven years. The

general notion, “Americanization,” appears'
to denote the adoption of English speech, of
American clothes and manners, of the Amer-
ican attitude in politics. It connotes the
fusion of the various bloods, and a trans-
mutation by “the miracle of assimilation”
of Jews, Slavs, Poles, Frenchmen, Germans,
Hindus, Scandinavians into beings similar
in background, tradition, outlook, and spirit
to the descendants of the British colonists,
the Anglo-Saxon stock. Broadly speaking,
the elements of Americanism are somewhat
external, the effect of environment; largely
internal, the effect of heredity. Our eeo-
nomic individualism, our traditional Zaissez-
faire policy, is largely the effect of environ-
ment: where nature offers more than enough
wealth to go round, there is no immediate
need for regulating distribution. What pov-
erty and unemployment exist among us is
the result of unskilled and wasteful social
housekeeping, not of any actual natural
barrenness. And until the disparity between
our economic resources and our population
becomes equalized, so that the country shall
attain an approximate economic equilib-
rium, this will always be the case. With
our individualism .go our optimism and our
other “pioneer” virtues: they are purely
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reactions to our unexploited natural wealth,
and, as such, moods which characterize all
societies in which the relation between pop-
ulation and resource is similar. The pre-
dominance of the “new freedom” over the
“new nationalism” is a potent political ex-
pression of this relationship, and the over-
whelming concern of both novelties with
tLke economic situation rather than with
the cultural or spiritual is a still stronger
one. That these last alone justify or condemn
this or that economie¢ condition or pro-
gramme is a commonplace: “by their fruits
shall ye know the soils and the roots.”

The fruits in this case are those of New
England. Eliminate from our roster Whit-
tier, Longfellow, Lowell, Hawthorne, Emer-
son, Howells, and what have we left? Out-
standing are Poe and Whitman, and the
necromantic mysticism of the former is
only a sick-minded version of the naturalis-
tic mysticism of the latter, while the general
mood of both is that of Emerson, who in his
way expresses the culmination of that move-
ment in mysticlsm from the agonized con-
science of colonial and Puritan New Eng-
land—to which Hawthorne gives voice—to
serene and optimistic assurance. In religion
this spirit of Puritan New England non-con-
formity culminates similarly: in Christian
Science when it is superstitious and magi-
cal; in Unitarianism when it is rational-
istic: in both cases, over against the per-
sonal individualism, there is the cosmic
unity. For New England, religious, political,
and literary interests remained codrdinate
and indivisible; and New England gave the
tone to and established the standards for
the rest of the American state. Save for the
very early political writers, the “solid
South” remains unexpressed, while the
march of the ploneer across the continent is
permanently marked by Mark Twain for the

Middle West, and by Bret Harte for the Pa-
cific slope. Both these men carry something
of the tone and spirit of New England, and
with them the “great tradition” of America,
the America of the “Anglo-Saxon,” comes
to an end. There remains nothing large or
significant that is unexpressed, and no un-
mentioned writer who is so completely rep-
resentative.

The background, tradition, spirit, and out-
look of the whole of the America of the
“Anglo-Saxon,” then, find their spiritual ex-
pression in the New England school, Poe,
Whitman, Mark Twain, Bret Harte. They
realize an individual who has passed from
the agonized to the optimistic conscience, a
person of the solid and homely virtues tem-
pered by mystic certainty of his destiny,
his election, hence always ready to take
risks, and always willing to face dangers.
From the agony of Arthur Dimmesdale to the
smug industrial and social rise of Silas
Lapham, from the irresponsible kindliness of
Huck Finn to the “Luck of Roaring Camp,”
the movement is the same, though on dif-
ferent social levels. In regions supernal its
codrdinate is the movement from the God
of Jonathan Edwards to the Oversoul of
Emerson and the Divinity of Mrs. Eddy. It
is summed up in the contemporary represen-
tative “average” American of British stock
—an individualist, English-speaking, inter-
ested in getting on, kind, neighborly, not too
serupulous in business, indulgent to his wo-
men, optimistically devoted to laissez-faire
in economics and politics, very respectable
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in private life, tending to liberalism and mys-
ticism in religion, and moved, where his eco-
nomic interests are unaffected, by formulas
rather than ideas. He typifies the aristocracy
of America. From among his fellows are re-
cruited her foremost protagonists in polities,
religion, art, and learning. He- constitutes,
in virtue of being heir of the oldest rooted
economic settlement and spiritual tradition
of the white man in America, the measure
and the standard of Americanism that the
newcomer is to attain.

Other things being equal, a democratic
society which should be a realization of the
assumptions of the Declaration of In-
dependence, supposing them to be true,
would be a levelling society such that all
persons become alike, either on the lowest
or the highest plane. The outcome of free
social contacts should, according to the laws
of imitation, establish “equality” on the
highest plane; for imitation is of the high-
er by the lower, so that the cut of & Paris
gown at $1,000 becomes imitated in depart-
ment stores at $17.50, and the play of the
rich becomes the vice of the poor. This
process of levelling up through imitation is
facilitated by the so-called “standardization”
of exterrals. In these days of ready-made
clothes, factory-made goods, refrigerating
plants, it is almost impossible that the
mass of the inhabitants of this country
should wear other than uniform clothes, use
other than uniform furniture or utensils,
or eat anything but the same kind of food.
In these days of rapid transit and industrial
mobility it must seem impossible that any
stratification of population should be per-
manent. Hardly anybody seems to have
been born where he lives, or to live where
he has been born. The teetering of demand
and supply in industry and commerce kKeeps
large masses of population constantly mo-
bile; so that many people no longer can
be said to have homes. This mobility re-
inforces the use of English—for a lingua
franca, intelligible everywhere, becomes in-
dispensable—by immigrants. And ideals
that are felt to belong with the language
tend to become “standardized,” widespread,
uniform, through the devices of the tele-
graph and the telephone, the syndication of
“literature,” the cheap newspaper and the
cheap novel, the vaudeville circuit, the
“movie,” and the star system. Even more
significantly, mobility leads to the propin-
quity of the different stocks, thus promot-
ing intermarriage and pointing to the com-
ing of a new “American race”—a blend of
at least all the Buropean stocks (for there
seems to be some difference of opinion as
to whether negroes also should constitute
an element in this blend) into a newer and
better being whose qualities and ideals
shall be the qualities and ideals of the con-
temporary American of British ancestry.
Apart from the unintentional impulsion to-
wards this end, of the conditions I have
just enumerated, there exists the instru-,
ment especially devised for this purpose
which we call the public school—and to
some extent there is the State university.
That the end has been and is being attained,
we have the biographical testimony of Jacob
Riis, of Steiner, and of Mary Antin—a Dane
and two Jews, intermarried, assimilated even
in religion, and more excessively and self-
consciously American than the Americans.
And another Jew, Mr. Israel Zangwill, of
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London, profitably promulgates it as a prin-
ciple and an aspiration, to the admiring ap-
proval of American audiences, under the de-
vice, “the melting-pot.”
IV.

All is not, however, fact, because it is
hope; nor is the biography of an individual,
particularly of a literary individual, the his-
tory of a group. The Riises and Steiners
and Antins protest too much, they are too
self-conscious and self-centred, their “Ameri-
canization” appears too much like an
achievement, a tour de force, too little like
a growth. As for Zangwill, at best he is
the obverse of Dickens, at worst he is a
Jew making a special plea. It is the work
of the Americanized writers that is really
significant, and in that one senses, under-
neath the excellent writing, a dualism and
the strain to overcome it. The same dual-
ism is appareni in different form among
the Americans, and the strain to overcome
it seems even stronger. These appear to
have been most explicit at the high-water
marks of periods of immigration: the Know-
Nothing party was one early expression of
it; the organization, in the '80s, of the pa-

triotic societies—the Sons and the Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution, later on
of the Colonial Dames, and so on—another,
Since the Spanish War it has shown itself
in the continual, if uneven, growth of the
political conscience, first as a muckraking
magazine propaganda, then as a nation-
wide attack on the corruption of politics by
plutocracy, finally as the altogether respect-
able and evangelical Progressive party, with
its slogan of “Human rights against prop-
erty rights.”

In this process, however, the non-British
American or Continental immigrant has not
been a fundamental protagonist. He has
been an occasion rather than a force. What
has been causal has been “American.” Con-
sider the personnel and history of the Pro-
gressive party by way of demonstration: it
is composed largely of the professional
groups and of the “solid” and “upper” mid-
dle class; as a spirit it has survived in Kan-
sas, which by an historic accident happens to
be the one Middle Western State predomi-
nantly Yankee; as a victorious party it has
survived in California, one of the few States
outstandingly “American” in population.
What is significant in it, as in every other
form of the political conseience, is the fact
that it is a response to a feeling of “some-
thing out of gear,” and naturally the atten-
tion seeks the cause, first of all, outside of
the self, not within. Hence the interest in
economico-political reconstruction. But the
maladjustment in that region is really ex-
ternal. And the political conscience is seek-
ing by a mere change in outward condition
to abolish an inward disparity. “Human
rights versus property rights” is merely the
modern version of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, still assuming that men are men
merely, as ke as marbles and destined un-
der uniformity of conditions to uniformity
of spirit. The course of our economic his-
tory since the Civil War shows aptly enough
how shrewd were, other things being equal,
Marx’s generalizations concerning the ten-
dencies of capital towards concentration in
the hands of a few. Attention consequently
has fixed itself more and more upon the
equalization of the distribution of wealth—
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