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INTRODUCTION

The task of the present paper is fundamentally two-fold. First* it is 

an attempt to elaborate, in some detail, a methodology for "reading" social 

science texts that are the product of a single author or “school of thought".

By the term "reading," I refer to a series of interactions occuring between 

subject ("reader") and object (text) that taken together constitute a subject- 

initiated attempt to both reproduce the explicit and implicit arguments of 

the text and to render explicit its internal "absences," "silences," and 

"contradictions." That is, we will be concerned to articulate the form and 

content of an approach that we can use to read the texts--in the sense that the 

term "read" Is generally understood--and to articulate an approach that we can 

use to engage in a process of rigorous exegesis. This sort of reading is, 

of course, simultaneously a (necessarily modified) reproduction (in the 

ordinary sense of this term) of the arguments of the text(s) and a produc

tion (in the Marxian, structuralist-Marxist and post-structuralist sense(s) 

of the term) of a "new" text.

Second, the present paper is an attempt to utilize the approach I 

will elaborate to begin an analysis of the major academic writings of my 

mentor, Dr. St. Clair Drake (Professor Emeritus of Anthropology and former 

Director of the African and Afro-American Studies Program at Stanford 

University). Drake's work, like that of most of the seminal Afro-American 

thinkers of this century, has never been systematically critically analyzed-- 

a situation that is a sad commentary on the state of Afro-American, indeed 

American, intellectual life.

The present work includes four appendices. The reader may find these 

extremely valuable, perhaps of greater use than the one hundred pages that
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precede them. Appendix One is a list of monographs prepared by various 

authors for the Black Metropolis project. These provided the basis for much 

of the argument of the book Slack Metropolis. Appendix Two is a rather de

tained autobiographical sketch of the life of St. Clair Drake. Appendix 

Three is a bibliography of the published and unpublished writings of St.

Clair Drake (and is apparently the only such bibliography of his work avail

able). Appendix Four contains the tables of contents from Drake’s four major 

writings. (An overview of this work is provided in the following section.)

This paper is part of a developing long-term project. It is a working 

paper in the most literal sense. I welcome comments from the readers. Without 

rigorous, critical peer evaluation a scientific understanding of the Afro- 

American, and any other, experience is doomed to remain potentiality--i.e., 

never to become actuality.

CONTEXT OF THE PRESENT PAPER AND METHODOLOGY 

GENERAL FOCUS OF THE RESEARCH

Fundamentally, St. Clair Drake's primary intellectual contribution is 

reflected in four key works written over a span of about forty years. These 

works are Black Metropolis; Value Systems, Social Structure and Race Relations 

in the British Isles; Africa and the Black Diaspora; and Black Folk Here and 

There: An Essay In Comparative History and Anthropology.

Black Metropolis’̂- is a study of Black Chicago1' frorn the turn of the

1. The original edition was one volume. The revised paperback edition 
is two volumes.

2. Referred to as "Black Metropolis" and "Bronzeville" in the book.
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century until the period of the second world war. It emphasizes the historic 

development of Black Chicago (in the context of the historic, especially 

economic, development of Chicago as a whole and in the context of the compe

tition between groups that was intrically linked to this development). But 

the greater part of the work focuses on the institutions and "ways of life" 

of various strata of the Chicago Black community. Co-authored with Horace 

Cayton and published in 1945, the primary research for Black Metropolis was 

done by a team of researchers, mainly from 1937 through 1940.

Value Systems, Social Structure and Race Relations in the British 

Isles is Drake's Ph.D. dissertation on the British Isles (especially, Cardiff, 

Wales) as a "race relations situation." Particular emphasis is placed on

(1) the relations, in Cardiff, Wales, between indigenous institutions (of the 

African, West Indian, Somalian and Asian populations) and "intrusive institu

tions", and on (2) "ideologies" and "utopias" of various groups. The field 

work for the study was done by Drake (with some assistance from his wife,

Dr. Elizabeth Johns Drake) in 1946 and 1947. He was awarded a Ph.D. in 

Social Anthropology from the University of Chicago in 1954.

Africa and the Black Diaspora, presently two thousand manuscript pages 

in length, literally focuses on the Black World (i.e., on Africa and both her 

Old and New World Diasporas). It is especially concerned with "Black Power" 

in the pre-colonial period and with patterns of dominance.

Black Folks Here and There: Essays in Comparative History and Anthro

pology is concerned with the historical interplay, or lack of interplay, 

among racism, color-prejudice and slavery in the Black World—both as a result
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of internal developments and of the infusion of ideas, behaviors and institu

tions from other societies (e.g., ancient Hindu, Islamic and Judaic societies). 

Recently written, the first volume of this two volume work is to be published 

in 1982 by the University of California-Los Anqeles.*

"Knowledge of Drake's work" is often presumed to be knowledge of Black 

Metropolis. It is a central thesis of this paper that Black Metropolis is, in 

many respects, outside of the main current of Drake's foremost concerns. But 

this is to anticipate a bit of the argument.

It is critical to make a second preliminary point here. It is impos

sible to understand Drake—either major aspects of his life or the logic of 

his writings--without realizing that, fundamentally, Drake is not a scholar 

in the strict sense but essentially a scholar activist. Perhaps this point 

should;be elaborated in some detail.

= ; Appendix Two-is an.: autobiographical sketch of St. Clair Drake^s life 

and work. Appendix Three is a bibliography of Drake's published and un

published writings.' Even a casual ^reading of these two items clearly reveals 

the fact that Drake's career can be fruitfully viewed as one combining

(1) political activism>(2) popular (arid semi-popular) writing for "conscious

ness raising" purposes, (3) administrative responsibilities, and (4) scholarly 

writings and activities in the more strict sense. There are major periods in 

Drake's life when he chose, apparently quite deliberately, to pursue concerns 

in one or more of the former three categories at the expense of the pursuit 

of concerns in the latter category. This explains, to a considerable degree,

1. From this list, it is obvious that most of Drake's key academic ; 
work is presently unpublished. However, much of this work is 
being prepared for publication.
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why so much of his work is, at present, in unfinished form.

Moreover, Drake's "involvement" has substantially structured his entire 

intellectual project. If one fails to understand this point, one fails to 

understand Drake—both his life and his work. This essay tends primarily to 

djjcuss Drake's work as social science. Two aspects of this st~tenant must be 

stressed here. First, one could, with at least equal justification, focus 

primarily on Drake as Pan-Africanist scholar-activist or Drake as Afro-American 

Studies _(or African Studies) practitioner. Second, this project is more con

cerned with the work of St. Clair Drake than with the life of St. Clair Drake. 

That is, we only discuss the latter in relation to the former. Drake, in fact, 

intends to write an autobiography. The reader interested in learning more of 

Drake s life would undoubtedly find such a work fascinating.

TCPES OF PRESENT,f!T0ri

A considerable amount of the discussion in this paper presumes a dis

tinction between mode of presentation and mode of investigation. That is, we 

will distinguish between how a particular set of research findings are pre

sented (e.g., focus and organization of the work, style of presentation, and 

so forth) and how they were produced in the context of social science1 investi

gation. We will utilize this distinction both in discussing Drake's project 

and in discussing my own project.

This working paper has its origins in a rather ambitious multi-year 

project that I am presently engaged i*. In its cjrr it. "h .̂se. tht. ^rii.ictF'cus^s 

on the four texts mentioned at the beginning of the paper. Eventually, it will

Kv The theoretical discussion in this paper is limited to social
science, although obviously aspects of it may have wider application.
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consider the whole of St... Clair Drake' s published and unpublished work. In the 

most fundamental sense;v the...project is concerned with three central tasks. One 

might call them revelation, crlticel^analYsis- and reformulation, via a process 

of dialectical transcendance. •- ; :' . >. --

Regarding revelation, writings resulting from the project seek to - 

present: ; .. ... •••• :

.. .. 1. the object(s) of Drake's scholarly investigation, . •••*’ r
v. ; '.l x i.e., the real world of things, persons, events,

and relations that are his ultimate focus; . •: .> •

2. the basic components of Drake Vs .scholarly "agenda,"* • , :
. 1 : ... , the questions-he is, as scholar and scholar- ~

activist, most interested in pursuing; . ...

3. the mode(s) of investigation of these questions; and

4. the mode(s) of presentation of the subsequent analysis..

This reading provides the basis for critical analysis.

Regarding critical analysis, writings resulting from the project seek 

to present: f v ‘ ' ' ” • : • r, ': ‘ ' ' J

• ' 1. unstated assumptions in Drake1s texts;

■: 2. -‘gaps,"' "silences," "tensions” and contradictions in
the texts; and .

3. overall strengths and weaknesses. .

That is, this aspect of my work will attempt to present the langue of Drake's 

text. But what is this notion of the langue of a text or configuration of 

texts?

The French terms ''langue” and "parole" are generally associated with

1. My use of the term "agenda” should not be taken in any reified, 
idealist sense. The "agenda" necessarily shifts. "It" is not some 

. supra-historical conception that is; independent of the circum
stances in which, it is (re/formulated.
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the work of Ferdinand deSaussure and other structuralist linguists. In their 

writings, the term "langue" refers to the abstract language system ("language") 

that speakers of a particular "tongue" or language may draw on for purposes of 

verbal communication. In the writings of the structuralist linguists, the term 

parole refers to individual speech acts, i.e., to the individual utterances 

made by speakers in everyday situations ("speech").

Levi-Strauss extends this conception to the analysis of culture. "His 

quarry, in short is the lanque of the whole culture, its system and its 

general laws: he stalks it through the particular varieties of its parole" 

(Hawkes, 1977, p. 39). As the reader is undoubtedly aware, Levi-Strauss' 

"extension" has been subjected to damning critiques.*

Though I personally feel the use of the concepts "lanque" and "parole" 

in the general analysis of cultural phenomena leads to more confusion than 

clarity, I think their usage, in any case, as a heuristic device, is defen

sible in the analysis of social science texts. My principal concern is to 

present the texts system" and "general laws" that make the utterances 

possible and intelligible.2

The critical analysis, by presenting the "langue" (i.e., not just the

parole of the theory), will provide the basis for dialectical transcendence/ 

reformulation.

Regarding reformulation by wav of a process of dialectical transcen- 

dence, writings resulting from the project will seek to present:

1. For an example of a critique of Levi-Strauss that raises many of 
the issues that I consider qermane, see Giddens (1979). Also, see 
Godelier (1977).

2. The "parole text"/"lanquage text" distinction has some parallel 
with the neo-structuralist distinction, "pheno-text"/"geno-text."
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1,4 a "new” approach to many.of the fundamental questions 
Drake's texts raise, but one that is nonetheless 

• \ simultaneously

2.. an "old" approach to these questions in that it is 
dialectically grounded (auf^ehober^1) in Drake s

original texts.

The present paper is necessarily a partial presentation based on a 

partial investigation—a point I will emphasize at various points in the 

. following. The point will be repeated because if one fails to understand it, 

one fails to grasp what this paper,does and does not—indeed can and cannot- 

accomplish. •*••••■

focus of The LsVEs t i /̂tiq/. '

The above presumes a rigorous investigation. To provide an overview of 

the developing investigation, I will make an analytic distinction between the 

focus of the investigation (or what it seeks to analyze) and the method̂  it 

employs (referred to below as a "method of successive readings"), 

earlier that we are interested both in the analysis of texts taken individ

ually and that of a group of texts taken as a whole. The investigation of

Drake's primary texts taken as individual texts seeks to analyze in each
; . . „ . # ’ , \ .. !

T . • i « ’ » T * * t * ‘ . . .  • * . • ' J . . * ‘

instance:

1. findings (based on empirical research, secondary 
reading, and so forth);

. 2. organization of the text and style of presentation;

1. The German verf. aufhoben has three seemingly inconsistent connota
tions: (1) "to lift up something," (2) "to preserve or save or 
store i p ./" and (3)"to cancel out or annul." Whereas these connota
tions are irreconcilable in non,-dialectical Ionics, they present
no n.-rticvlor or' ’ 1 frsr oi 'Tactical eocroac les. In* <.ed, t.iis



3. social relations of research and publication;

4. epistemology and social ontology;

5. methodology;

6. theory;

7. historical context and intended audience;

8. political orientation; and

9. problems, tensions and silences.

The investigation of the texts taken as a whole seeks to analyze funda

mental continuities and discontinuities in Drake's work. That is, it seeks to 

discover the extent to which one can discern the outlines of a problemmatic 

(or, perhaps, more than one) and the extent to which there is basic motion 

within this configuration. It seeks to analyze the extent to which, and the 

manner in which, problems, tensions and silences in earlier texts are re

solved, suppressed, displaced or possibly accentuated in later texts.

Fruitful examination of the texts, taken both singularly and to

gether, requires one to look at certain factors in addition to the specific 

writings. This is a point we shall return to.

This investigation assumes a method of reading texts.* A sketch of the 

developing-sti11-to-be-further-refined method that I am utilizing in this 

project is provided in the following.

METHOD OF SUCCESSIVE READINGS

I refer to the approach I am utilizing in this study as a "method of

1. A very useful review of a number of the extant reading methods is 
provided in Colin Sumner's work Reading Ideologies. Sumner dis
cusses approaches that may be grouped under the following headings; 
content analysis, structuralism, semiology, neo-structuralism and 
historical materialist.
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successive readings." The atethod of Investigation may be viewed, as consisting 

of the following steps*:

1. Determine the basic stated (and nearly stated) 
questions that a particular text takes as Its 
object for Investigation.

2. Determine the theory, methodology and basic ' 
stated (and nearly stated) assumptions 1n a 
particular text that 1s ones focus.

3. Determine "absences,* "silences" and "gaps" 1 
1n the text?:

4. Bring to "the surface" Important unstated 
questions, assumptions, concepts and pro
positions that are only latent 1n the text.

5. Determine the political orlentaiion(s) of 
the text and Its Intended audlence(s)^

6. Repeat steps 1, 2, 3 and 4 for multiple 
texts linked by the same author, or 
"paradigm," etc. that art the focus of ones 
research.

1. to the particularities of the investigation, these steps
may not be pursued 1n strict order. However, they do essentially 
represent a logical sequence. Thus, the course delineated 
here is not simply analytical. It has practical application.

2. What exactly we mean by the terms enclosed In quotation marks will 
become clear In the body of the present discussion. For the moment, 
1e5 uL s1mp1ly note the following: "absences," "silences," "qaps." 
and aTso "tensions" and "contradictions" may result from both 
Internal (logical) and "external" (social) factors. Some may 

re*ulJ from the fact that the author 1s not a systematic thinker, 
and thus produces texts contalnlno loalcal Inconsistencies. Sore 
may result from the fact that, given the state of social science 
♦I!?*!* the time. It could not have been .otherwise. (1 am *
thinking here, e;g., of Foucault's.notiondiscussed at some 
length 1n The Archaeoiogy•of Knowledge. of an "eolsteme."
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For this same group of texts, delineate the continu
ities, discontinuities and dialectical transcendences 
as these are made manifest in their theory, methodology, 
basic assumptions, and "gaps" and "silencesFrom this 
analysis a problematic, or perhaps a loose set of more 
or less conflicting problematics, may emerge.

8. Study the biographical context (e.g., family and 
unique life experiences) as these relate to the con
struction of the group of texts.

9. Study the intellectual context (e.g., social relations 
of academic production in their relation to the author*s 
student and professional career) as these relate to the 
construction of the texts.

10. Study the larger socio-historical context, or as I would 
prefer to put it, patterns of economic practices, political 
practices and cultural practices (e.g., the dynamics of 
social classes, political movements, major socioeconomic 
transformations, changes in the social organization of
the university, and so forth) as these relate to the 
production of the texts in question.

11. "Ground” concepts and propositions: look for limita
tions of particular concepts and propositions as these 
are a function of the various "levels" of contexts 
(e.g., theoretical, methodological and social) in which 
they occur, i.e., attempt to grasp, where appropriate, 
the abstract, one-sided character of the concepts and 
propositions.

12. Look for tension between the texts' object(s) as known 
and object(s) in its/their actuality and development. 
Examine and assess this tension.

13. Dialectically transcend (aufhebung) the theory, 
methodology and basic assumptions in these texts via 
a method of "determinate negation."1 This will pro
vide the basis for a "new approach"—that is, one that 
is grounded in the initial approach but that has over
come many of its difficulties.

This term is utilized in somewhat different ways by various 
authors working in Hegelian and Marxist traditions (e.g., 
various members of the "Frankfurt School"). A working defini
tion is offered shortly.
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The approach outlined in the above is made possible by certain advances 

in other approaches (many of which I reject as ultimately, though generally 

not wholly, unacceptable.

Steps 1 and 2 are made possible by develooments in empiricist and posi

tivist methodologies and positivist philosophies of the social sciences. Before 

we note the specifics of this point, it may be useful to consider what we mean 

here by the terms "empiricism" and "positivism."

By "empiricism," we refer to epistemology and methodology in the

social sciences (and elsewhere) that etiolonically associates spontaneously

observed phenomena with the circumstances in which they appear. Colin Sumner,

in his book, Reading Ideologies provides some clear examples:

In orthodox criminology, research of an empiricist 
kind has observed the co-existence of poverty, crim
inal behaviour, broken family ties and delinquent 
juvenile gangs within working-class neighbourhoods.
From this sighting, criminological researchers have 
gone on to correlate crime with poverty, broken 
homes, working class values etc. Rather than seeing 
all these circumstances (including crime) as normal 
exigencies of life for a class with a specific posi
tion within a particular social structure (and, thus, 
comprehending the connections between social struc
ture (and, thus, comprehending the connections 
between social structure and class conditions), the 
theory-less researchers took the appearances and 
attempted to make them explain each other. Simi
larly, in political economy, observers such as 
Mai thus noted the conjoint appearance of poverty 
and "surplus" population, and proceeded to explain 
poverty by the fact of surplus population. What 
the political economists cannot grasp is the fact 
that poverty and a relative surplus population of 
labourers are necessary conjoint effects of the 
accelerated accumulation of capital, the essential 
inner mechanism of capitalist societies. Like 
orthodox criminology, political economy lacks ex
plicit, systematic theory and continues by con
founding appearances with their causative mechanism.

Until a social science learns that the outward
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appearances or Impressions gained in social practice 
are not identical with the inner essences of social 
structure, it remains trapped within a vicious circle.

The practice of empiricist epistemology tends to push 
etiological social science into a cul-de-sac. It seems 
to divert attention from the specificity of a thing 
and direct research towards its forms of appearance.
The peculiarity of empiricism is its insistence on 
the transparency of the real. It thus effectively 
limits the development of theory; the precise real
ity of the real becomes overshadowed by the tech
nology for linking appearances. Implicit assumptions 
and ideas direct this technology, but are rarely con
fessed in public (Sumners, 1979, pp. 188-189).

I want to emphasize two points here. First, empiricism emphasizes 

forms of appearance at the expense of an analysis of conditions of existence 

anc* -f-PTP15 development. In fact, it fails to make any distinction betv/een 

the former two aspects of phenomena. It assumes—in practice, in any case— 

that a phenomenon's essential nature is* the same as its historical form of

appearance (thus, e.g., that the essence of capitalism is as it appears at 

time X to observe

most rigorous in the social sciences. For example, the whole field of stat

istical methods (both descriptive and inferential statistics) is, at the

level of its basic assumptions and of most of its practice, based on empiri

cist epistemology.*

The term positivism (and related terms like "positivist philosophy" 

and positivistic orientation") is used in the literature in a variety of 

v/ays. Moreover, many scholars v/ho are generally labelled "positivist" refuse 

to accept this designation. (Popper is probably the most obvious case

1. Of course, this does not necessarily imply that one cannot use 
statistics for non-empiricist ends.
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in point.)* For the purposes of this paper, we will use the term "positiv

ism" in a rather loose sense. It will be used essentially as a synonym for

what Giddens calls the "positivistic attitude" (except where he uses the

term "positivistic attitude in sociolocjy" we will substitute the term "positiv

ism in the social sciences"). Giddens defines.the "positivistic attitude" as 

maintaining the following:

1. That the methodological procedures of natural 
science may be directly adapted to sociology. 
According to this standpoint, the phenomena of 
human.subjectivity, of volition and will, do 
not offer any particular barriers tp the treat
ment of social conduct as an "object" on par 
•with objects in the natural world. Positivism 
.here implies a particular stance concerning
the sociologist as observer of social "reality".

2. ’ That the outcome or end-result of sociological 
investigations can be formulated in terms paral
lel to those of natural science:' that is to
say, that the goal of sociological analysis 
can and must be' to formulate "laws" or "law
like" generalizations of the same kind as those 
which have been established in relation to 
natural reality. Positivism here involves a 
definite view of the sociologist as analyst or 
"interpreter" of his subject-matter.

3. That sociology has a technical character,
providing knowledge which is purely "instrumental" 
in form; in other words, that the findings of 
sociological research do not carry any logically 
given implications for practical policy or for the 
pursuit of values. Sociology, like; natural 
science is "neutral" in resnect of values. From 
this aspect* positivism presumes a specific 
standpoint upon the sociologist as practically 
involved in the social order. ~ ,

1.. For example, see the debates in Adorno (editor), The Positivist Dis
pute in German Sociology, Supne (editor), The Structure of Scienti
fic Theories, and Lakatos and Musgrave (editors), Criticism and the 
Growth of Knowledge. Also, see Padnitzky, Contemporary Schools of 
Metascience.

-14-



\

questions of the conceptualization of time (i.e,, temporality as it relates, 

e.g., to periodicity and periodization) and space. Anthony Giddens forcibly 

addresses these issues in two recent books (Giddens, 1979 and 1981; also, see 

Bauer, 1980), 8

The assumptions underlying steps 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 7 largely reflect a

fundamental emphasis of structuralist and post-structuralist analysis: the

emphasis on relations. The argument is succintly stated by Terence Hawkes in

his book, Structuralism and Semiotics. Hawkes. writes:

This new concept, that the world is made up of rela
tionships rather than things, constitutes the first 
principle of that way of thinking which can properly 
be called “structuralist". At its simplest, it claims 
that the nature of every element in any given situa
tion has no significance by itself, and in fact is 
determined by its relationship to all the other ele
ments involved in that situation. In short, the 
full significance of any entity or experience can
not be perceived unless and until it is integrated into 
the structure of which it forms a part (Hawkes, 1977, pp. 17-18)

By drawing an analogy with another aspect of the structuralist enterprise, we

can further clarify the nature of n\y project: as previously noted, in the lan

guage of structuralist linguistics, this investigation seeks to discover the

langue (not so much the parole) of Drake's approach.

This paper implicitly rejects a great many of the basic structuralist 

characteristics: e.g., its idealism, its suppression of diachronic investiga

tion, its suppression of the subject and its overall non-dialectical



character.* However, its emphasis on relations is useful, at minimum, as a 

fundamental methodological, and theoretical, directive. We are undoubtedly 

more interested in the structuralist conception of “structuring" than of 

"structure." That is, we are concerned to avoid reification and to emphasize 

motion and transformation.

Steps 8 and 9 share some affinity to sociology of knowledge approaches 

(cv. Mannheim, 1936), though I am more concerned with emphasizing certain 

particularities (e.g., specific factors having to do with the author's 

family, specific graduate school experiences that impacted on the author, 

and so forth) than sociology of knowledge approaches generally are.

Step 9 (along with step 5) is, of course, the aspect of our method 

that is most frequently referred to as "the Marxist approach" to reading 

texts^—in any case, with reductionist Marxist approaches. In the case of 

the present work, Step 9 shares an affinity with work in certain Marxist 

traditions and with the work of Michel Foucault on the relations between 

discursive and non-discursive practices.^

1. As is well-known, a great deal of the "post-structuralist" 
writings try to overcome precisely these sorts of problems 
(which derive from the heritage of de Saussure (1974), Levi- 
Strauss (e.g., 1949, 1958, 1966, 1966 and 1970), and others. 
Among the most interesting work is that by Roland Barthes and 
Julia Kristeva. Most of their work is in French. One of the 
interesting overviews of this work, as it interfaces with 
Marxism (and, in this instance, with Lacan) is provided in 
Coward^and El1is* book, Language and Materialism: Develop
ments in Semiology and the Theory of the Subject.

2. Cf. Goldmann's "world vision" which figures as part of his 
"genetic structuralism."

3. If we assume Foucault's writings have included earlier, mid
dle and recent phases (dominated respectively by psychoanalysis, 
"archaeology" and "genealogy"), then it could be said that I am 
interested in aspects of the latter two phases of his work.
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The operations involved in steps 8 and 9 can perhaps be more clearly 

articulated by formulating the issue in the following manner: These steps 

have to do with the examination of texts in relation to economic practices, 

political practices and cultural practices, but not in such a way as to 

either deny individual accomplishment or to hypostasize the realm of the 

social. This statement requires some explanation.

If one defines the three above-mentioned practices in terms of the 

"produce" of the practices, one concludes that: (1) "economic practices are 

distinguished from others by the fact that they result in use-values 

(whether for personal use or exchange)"; (2) "political practices are dis

tinguished by the fact that they result in forms of institutionalized social 

power" (e.g., legislation, armed repression and so forth); and (3) "cultural 

practices are distinguished by the fact that they result in the expression 

of forms of signification (or ideologies)" (Sumner, 1979, p. 212).

Because of the nature of our study (i.e., the analysis of the content, 

production and latent potentiality of social texts), we will especially be 

concerned with cultural practices, in any case, with the use Drake*s texts 

make of them. My conceptualization of cultural practice--a sub-category of

follows that of Sumner. The following is quoted at length because of its

direct relevance to certain conceptualizations involved in our investigation:

In most societies, cultural practice means art, music, 
science, the dissemination of news, ritual, the dis
semination of beliefs, literature, drama, dance and 
other forms not covered by this list. Significations 
play the fundamental role within cultural practice 
because not only are they the end result but also 
they usually form the raw material of the practice 
and heavily structure the means of production. As



1n economic and political practice, people 1n cultural 
. practice draw heavily upon the properties of nature.

This conception of cultural practice 1s much wider 
than Althusser's concept of Ideological ipractice. It 
seems to me that scientific work 1s one form of cul
tural practice because the accuracy of significations 
is not a distinguishing feature within cultural prac
tice. I would suggest that scientific practice has 
all the general features of cultural practice but that 
1t 1s distinct within Its field begause of its methods, 
its formalized statements, its use of evidence and Its 
public nature. Althusser elevates scientific work 1n a 
way that mystifies it. His notion of the dialectic of 
scientific practice as one Internal to theoretical 
thinking forgets (1) that scientists * reliance on 
"practical Intelligence" and "outside" Ideologies is 
often great, (2) that scientific work 1s carried out 
within social relations and contexts which determine 
the procedure And produce, and (3) that what counts 
socially as "science" is often a matter where wealth, 
power and Ideology play a greater part than logic, 
even In the "natural” sciences.

Several important conclusions can be drawn from my 
Conceptualization of this form of social practice:
1. Specific ideologies are generated 1n cultural 
practice, reflecting the soda! structure (relations) 
of such practice.

2. Ideologies generated In economic and political 
practice may operate in cultural practice and adopt

- - cultural forms. J... “

3. Ideologies generated 1 a  cultural practice may be
come operative 1n economic and political practice

? ; and take on appropriate new forms.

. These conclusions should ^contrasted with some of 
the twentieth century f4arx1st analyses which reduce 
Ideology to an eplphenomenon of the economy or a 
specific class. Not only do I find my own conception 
of the place of Ideology In social practice prefer** 
able to those analyses, but the notion of the social 

; relations- of cultural practice-seems a particularly 
fruitful one (Sumner, 1979, pp. 213-214).

I stated earlier that, we want to examine the texts in relation to 

economic, political and cultural practices without denying the individual or 

hypostatizlng the social. The manner in which we seek to avoid hypostatlzatlon 

of the social realm should be clear from fry comments (and Sumner's)
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contrasting our approach with "reductionts*?‘ approaches. In order not to deny 

individual accomp11 shment v/hi1e'.also avoiding an individualistic approach* we 

will keep in mind the following (which can he :reformulated as a methodological 

directive): “As Marx himself realised, some people can raise themselves sub

jectively well above their social .context, but, and .this is the killer blow 

for jndividualisnrr» they only do so on the basis of that context. -Don't re

cluses require a regular income from Capital? Don‘t individualists tend to 

have middle-class jobs? Bpn*t ‘free-thinkers1 benefit from their wide experi

ence within different classes, cultures and socities?” (Sumner, 1979, p. 217). 

It is this conception of “the individual“ that will guide our investigation.

We will view “the family“ in /terms of mediation (not innocent “'reflection1'1 but, 

in fact, often “refraction'1) of the discursive and nbn-discursive practices of 

the larger social context. , ' \ . ’ . ....

The concept ' social relations of-, social science production" will play 

a critical role,in this .study. The concept is derived, almost directly, from 

recent work in Marxist literary criticism, especially that of Macheray and 

Eegleton. Though if especially relates;to Step 8, the concept, and related 

concepts and assumptions', arp of such central importance that we will return 

to them in 8 more general discussion below. V ?

!his awkward concept, “social relation's of social; science production,*'*
. ; .s  . . r  . . V

and a related concept, “mode of.s.pcial science productibn,'1 should perhaps be 

explained. Obviously, these concepts parallel Marx'S general concepts, mode 

of production and -social relations of production. However, the concepts are not 

the same and should -not be confused. A major task has to do with the identify

ing the specificity of. their interaction,. %  conception of .a "mode" and “social 

relations" of social science production; follows fagleton;'conception of what 

he cells a literary mode of production (IMP),’The basic aspects of Eagleton's 

conception are the following:



A literary mode of production (LHP} is a unity of 
certain forces and social relations of literary 
production in a particular social formation. In 
any literate society there will normally exist 
a number of distinct modes of literary produc
tion, one of which will normally be dominant.
These distinct LMPs will be mutually articu
lated in varying relations of homology, conflict 
and contradiction: they will constitute an 
"asymmetrical" totality, since the dominance of 
a particular LMP will force other modes into 
positions of subordination and partial exclusion. 
Structurally conflictual LMPs may thus coexist 
within a particular social formation: if it is 
possible in VIestern societies to produce fiction 
for the capitalist market, it is also possible 
to distribute one's handwritten poetry on the 
streets. Coexistent LMPs, however, need not be 
historically synchronous with one another. An 
LMP produced by an historically previous social 
formation may survive within and inter-penetrate 
later modes.

The disjunction between historically coexistent 
LMPs, may be synchronic - determined by the 
structural distribution of possible modes of 
literary production enabled by the social forma
tion - or diachronic (determined by historical^ 
survivals). There is also the case of diachronic 
disjunction which arises not from survival but 
from "prefigurement": LMPs which enter into con
tradiction with the dominant LMP by "anticipating" 
the productive forms and social relations of a 
future social formation (the revolutionary artists' 
commune, "epic theatre" and so on). A particular 
LMP, then, may combine elements or structures of 
other past, contemporary or "future" modes. An 
LMP may constitute a complex unity in itself, 
as well as forming a complex contradictory unity 
with other LMPs; its internal complexity will be 
a function of its modes of articulation with those 
other LMPs.

Every LMP is constituted by structures of produc
tion, distribution, exchange and consumption. 
Production presupposes a producer or set of pro
ducers, materials, instruments and techniques 
of production, and the product itself. In deve
loped social formations, an initial private stage 
of production may be transmuted by a subsequent 
social mode of production (printing and publishing) 
to convert the original product ("manuscript") into



a new one ("book"). The forces of literary production 
consist in the application of labour-power organized 
in certain “relations of production" (scribes, col
laborative producers, printing and publishing organi
zations) to certain materials of production by means 
of certain determinate productive instruments. These 
forces of literary production determine and are over
determined by the modes of literary distribution, 
exchange and consumption.

Unified with these productive forces, then, are spe
cific social relations of literary production (Eagle- 
ton, 1976, pp. 45-47; italics added).

For reasons of space, and because only a few aspects of the conception 

delineated in the above apply directly to the present paper, I have deliber

ately stated Eagleton's argument in a highly abstract theoretical manner.

The reader interested in the particularities of the approach should consult 

Eagleton's Criticism and Ideology: A Study in Marxist Literary Theory. The 

present paper incorporates certain aspects of Eagleton's discussion. Later 

work will incorporate his work in a more substantial fashion.

Steps 11 and 12 are specifically grounded in Marx's writings (though 

not in a considerable amount of "Marxist" writings). This aspect of our 

method fundamentally derives from Marx's method of "critique" or "critical 

analysis"1 (which he employed in analyzing Hegel's work, that of the physio

crats and the classical political economists—e.g., David Ricardo and Adam

1. Many of Marx's works contain the terms "critique" or "critical 
analysis" in their titles or subtitles. Volume one of Capital, 
for example, is sub-titled A Critical Analysis of Capitalist 
Production. ------—--------------—----------
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Smith—and that of the "Utopian socialists"—e.g., Proudhon, Owen, Cabet and 

Weitling).* ' - /

In her book on the Grundrisse, Bologh describes Marx's; method of criti

cally analyzing other social theorists as follows:

The other point of interest is the way in which Marx 
engages in the critique. His criticism rests neither 
on charging and trying to prove that these theorists 
of the natural individual were unrealistic romantics, 
nor that they were just simple-minded or mistaken.
Rather, he treats these eighteenth-century notions 
not as mistakes, but as products of a form of life, 
a form of life which reproduces the individual as an 
isolated individual and on which they report. The 

1 • eighteenth-century theorists do not recognize their
notions as being so grounded.

Marx does not simply try to prove that these theo
rists were wrong, but-tries to account for how they 
could produce their ideas by showing in what sense 
they could be right. He does not point to possible 
individual motives or individual intellectual fail
ure, but discusses how their conception, as an in
telligible production, is possible, how their ideas 
are grounded in a form of life.: Their theorizing is 
possible by taking for granted their own form of

------- ;--- 1—

1. These critiques span the whole of Marx's intellectual writings. The 
critique of Hegel is developed in the Manuscripts of 1844, The Ger- 
man Ideology, The Holy Family, The Grundrisse, Capital and else
where. The critique of classical political economy is found in The 
Grundrisse, Capital, Theories of Surplus Value (in particular) and 
elsewhere. The most pointed critique of Utopian socialism is found 
in The Poverty of Philosophy.
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life as natural, rather than as a form of life—a 
socially produced form.l They fail to analyze 
their own ideas, to inquire into their pre
suppositions. Hence it is not an analysis at all, 
but a projection of the concrete appearance of 
the individual in the bourgeois society of the 
eighteenth century on to the oriains of history.

Thus Marx's polemic nay be seen as illustrating 
the first rule: "Treat concepts such as the nat
ural individual as grounded in an historically 
specific form of life." Rather than arguing the 
truth or falsity of a concept abstractly, he 
grounds it in the form of life that it presup
poses. The concept is only valid for that form 
of life (Bolonh, 1979, p. 50).

I have presented this statement in its entirety because it bears 

directly on the methodology that is being employed in this project (though it 

is of little particular significance in terms of the present paper).

Step 13 is also specifically grounded in Marx's approach, and to a

lesser extent, Hegel's approach.^ It can be essentially summarized as follows:

The development of consciousness through determinate 
negation consists precisely in the experience of sur
mounting old forms of consciousness and in incorpora
ting these moments into a new reflective attitude.

1. Hence, Marx is opposed to those economists who see "the operation 
of the economy as a mechanical and a historical interaction of such 
components as production, distribution, exchange, consumption, wages 
ground rent, property, industry, agriculture and so forth." These 
and the total economy, change in historical/social,context. "Thus 
agriculture cannot be seen as something like a platonic essence or 
idea: there is no fixed category such as land-ownership which re
mains the same" under different modes of production. "Rather the 
parts are relational, and evolve along with the evolution of the 
whole itself" (Jameson, 1971, p. 336).

2. See e.g., Hegel's introduction to his Lectures on the History of 
Philosophy. Incidentally, Hegel's lectures on art, religion and 
philosophy represent undoubtedly the most clear and concise state
ment of his mature thinking. One interested in beginning a study 
of Hegel through Heqel's own writings might do well to begin with 
these works.
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Hegel sought to show how the identity of phenomena 
cannot be separated from history and, in the last 
analysis, from the genesis of the subject. The 
world as we understand and interpret it changes 
with the development of the subject. But any 
determinate "thing", or concept of a "thing",

- or any finite perspective,1 is not thereby dis
missed out of hand.

For Hegel, then, the critique of knowledge seeks 
tO; reveal the essential boundedness, limitedness, 
isblatedness, etc. of concepts and complexes of' 
concepts through thei r "progress!ve incorpora- 
tion into the total picture of the whole." The 
result is not the "simple negation"; of each such 
view. The; recognition of the conditional nature 
of knowledge, its. partiality, does not lead to 
skepticism or relativism. Instead it leads, at 
least on Horkheimer's reading of Hegel, to the 
preservation of each notion, view or; perspec
tive as a "moment of truth" (Held, 1980, pp.
176-177).

Step 14 represents good sense. Moreover* it follows from several of 

the above-mentioned propositions. . ....

If we group the steps together, we note certain more qeneral features. 

The emphasis in steps 1 and 2  especially, buttalsossteps 3, ,4, 6, 8 and 9 

are on opposition to reductionist Marxisms ancj reductionist sociologies of 

knowledge. The emphasis is on preserving the inteqrity of the texts: they 

are not simply "reduced" to exemplars of "petty-bourgeoise thinking^ or tOs,

1. Of course, most intellectuals (non-Marxist and Marxist), with 
the exception of those Grarnsci calls proletariat "organic intel
lectuals" (Gramsci, 1971)>are petty-bourgeois. After having so 
identified them—which is a less than brilliant though, one must 
not. forget, important moment in one's analysis—one still has to 
explain the particularities of their ideas.' And if one is focusing 
on a particular author, one has to explain the particular configu
ration of ideas found in the v/ork of that particular, individual 

i p e r s o n .  Of all the major twentieth century thinkers who are re
ferred to as "Marxist" in the literature, Sartre has probably 
gone the farthest in attempting to grapple with this problem. See 
his Search for a Method and his work on Flaubert (Sartre, 1971 
and T 9 7 ? } ~   ̂ ,
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41 reflections11 of the economy or to some other such impoverished conception.

The emphasis is also on preserving the of the author- The .point, is

not that an understanding of the author yields a complete understanding of the
i . : ‘ i * * . , *

text—it, in fact* never does--but that it helps.

The en^hasis Ip Steps' ‘3, .5* 1\ 8, 9, lb, U  > 12, 13 and 14 are in 

opposition to approaches—e.g.empiricist reading, “concrete reading" (Bologh, 

197.9) or "grid reading" (Althusser and Bali bar., 1S7Q)—that simply take the 

given as the object of their investigation. The emphasis is in opposition to 

approaches that are not historicalcritical and systematically dialectical. 

Nonetheless, the reader should recall., our approach remains empirical.

FOUR BASIC ASPECTS -OF W R  APPROACH ;

Before concluding'our theoretical discussion* it is important to estab

lish four basic aspects of the overall approach. (1) The approach is largely 

based on the assumption that conceptions of social .real ity (e»g. of the social 

world, of texts and so forth) are socially constructed. (2) The approach is 

based on a conception of the generation of academic products (erg., books, 

articles and so forth) as a process of social production . (3) The approach is - 

profoundly dialectical. (4) The approach is fundamentally an immanent critique. 

Points (1) and (2) are two basic epistemological assumptions. Points (3) and (4) 

are two basic methodological -directives, Ue will consider each of these-in turn.

Throughout his writings, Roland Barthes has reminded us that there is 

no "innocent0 reading, and, likewise, no "innocent" writing,?’ This point has

1. One finds this theme irt Barthes1 writings from be Peg re Zero de 
L‘Fcrlture (1953) until the present. Perhaps Barthes most* 
interesting reflections.on this topic are in Mythologies,,hi$ 
famous collection of essays on the French mass medTa.
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also been made, in one way or another, by a number of other scholars, most 

notably by certain linguists, anthropologists, philosophers and sociologists. 

One writer, in a discussion of Barthes work, makes the point in the following 

manner:

The notion that we "encode" our experience of the 
world in order that we may experience it; that 
thereexists, in general, no pristine ranoe of 
experiences open to us, comes directly, as we 
have seen, from the work of Sapir, Whorf and Levi- 
Strauss.

We thus invent the world we inhabit: we modify and 
reconstruct what is given. It follows that, impli
cated as we all are in this qiciantic, covert, col
laborative enterprise, none of us can claim access 
to uncoded, "pure" or objective experience of a 
"real", permanently existing world. None of us, 
in short, is innocent. It is necessary to raise 
these rather general matters again, however 
briefly, before discussing the work of Roland 
Barthes precisely because the totality of his work 
may most fruitfully be seen as an attack on the 
presumption of innocence: something which Barthes 
sees as a characteristic corruption of modern 
bourgeois society (Hawkes, 1976, pp. 106-107).

The notion of the social construction of knowledge about reality^-— 

i.e., the notion that we cannot, in Barthes' terms, "presume innocence"—has 

obvious implications for our work. Broadly stated, these implications are two:

(1) Drake's analysis is socially constructed; and (2) my reading of Drake's 

analysis is socially constructed. The criteria for assessing the usefulness 

of either Drake's work or my reading of it must be based on intersubjective 

evaluative methods. Hopefully, the arguments in this paper are formulated 

with sufficient rigor to facilitate such evaluation.

1. I have adopted this rather awkward term ("the social construction 
of knowledge about reality") to avoid the use of the term "the 
social construction of reality" which might be interpreted by the 
reader as a flitting into the realm of idealism.
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Thus, one of our basic assumptions to do with the social construc

tion of knowledge about reality. Discussion of a second basic assumption 

fol1ows.

Regarding the •

process of social production, the assumption is made that research and pub

lishing in the academe may be fruitfully viewed as a production process of 

sorts. We have noted that it involves a kind of social relations of produc- 

'tioji --e.g.i an audience, more or less socially organized research efforts, 

and organized structures for review and publication. In the context of these 

relations, and with the input of "raw materials" (e.g., data and tools such 

as pens,•pencils, typewriters, paper and computers) and of mental and physical 

labor (e.g., formulating and reformulating ideas, collecting and analyzing 

data, and constructing'the research report), products such as manuscripts 

and papers are' formed. Moreover, the scholar's problemmatic—i.e., the social 

ontology, epistemology, methodology, "significant silences",* and theoretical 

concepts and propositions that appear in the various stages of her/his work- 

are themselves produced. Obviously, they are the result of such factors as 

the following:' ‘ • *• ’ v

1. biographical factors (e.n., family, social origins and 
particular life experiences);

2. intellectual context (e.g., graduate school experiences, 
field work experiences and dialogue with colleagues and 
students); and

3. larger societal factors (e.a., major economic and/or 
political transformations at the societal level).

1. This term is taken from Pierre Bourdieu, Outline of a Theory of 
Practice. ‘ ‘ : ‘ : ;
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The approach assumes that academic work can be fruitfully conceptu

alized as a social practice. The internal composition of a social practice 

may be fruitfully viewed as consisting of the following:

A. The elements
1. Raw material or matter worked upon.
2. Human beings in conscious activity.
3. Means or instruments of the action.
4. The social and oeographical context of the action.
5. The immediate, material product of the action.
B. The class and technical relations between these 

elements (Sumner, 1979, p. 209).

(I would prefer to say, "social and technical relations between these elements" 

rather than "class and technical relations." Though the social relations fre

quently turn out to be class relations, they need not be so—although non

class relations are generally overdetermined1 by relations of class.)

The approach is self-consciously, profoundly dialectical. This is re

vealed both in the choice of the object of the investigation and in the mode

of the investigation. First, the emphasis is hot on Drake's work as a "closed 

system" and/or one "frozen in time", but as a more or less intearated problem- 

matic. We use the term "production process of sorts" to begin to decipher its 

motion. The emphasis, to use Hegelian and Marxian terminology, is on both 

bein£ and becoming, actuality and potentiality. Second, the approach is anti

reductionist. It seeks neither to reduce the text to the author nor the author 

to the text. It also does not seek to reduce the text to "its" historical or

intellectual context. Nor does it reduce the text to the "social relations or

academic production." It accepts the integrity of each of these elements, but

N, •' •. ■ ? ■

1. The term "overdetermined," a psychoanalytic term in its origins, 
entered Marxist social science ciscrurs . Ly v— ( : Lyjis v- r* r 
and his followers. My usage of the term follows that of"Goran 
Th rborn (1980) and Erik Wright (1978).
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- f ■ • • V I>"' ■ : i . ' ' •
also understands their interdependence--indeed, their dialectical interpene

tration.* Third, this approach maintains that "silences" and "gaps" are inter- 

nal to the discourse; that they are not "absent" but "present" in the text.

It is, in this and other aspects, consciously anti-empiricist. Fourth, it is 

not concerned with the question of whether the text is "right" or "wrong".

In fact, the approach accepts the notion that a text can be both "right" and 

"wrong" simultaneously—e.g., the literature is full of examples in which a 

correct empirical observation is made despite an approach that is seriously 

flawed in terms of its epistemology, ontology, theory and so forth. This is 

one of the reasons we will focus on Drake's work at many "levels". Moreover, 

these "levels" interpenetrate. Fifth, the approach looks for tensions and 

"contradictoriness" in the text. In fact, it considers the discovery of 

these to be quite natural. Finally, our reading is in fact made possible by 

Drake's approach--which not only provides the "raw material" for our

1. In the Marxian sense (as represented, e.g., in the first part of 
Volume 1 of Capital) and the Hegelian sense (as represented:, e.g., 
in the Phenomenology and the Logic). Of course, this is not to 
say that "ultimate'ly", or "in the long run", each of these ele- 
ments carries equal weight; such a position is patently absurd. 
However, the terms "ultimately" and "in the long run" imply 
extended time frames (cf. Braudel's "lonoue duree"). But the 
present analysis concerns a relatively short period of time 
(about forty years). The relations between the above-mentioned

• elements must be, in each case, empirically established, i.e.,> > 
one can make fewer justifiable assumptions of their actually 
interrelationships than- in analyses involving the "longue duree."

2. This argument is one repeatedly made in French post-structuralist 
writings—in writings in literary criticism, in Foucault's work,

. ip Althusser's work, in the writings of the Tel Quel school, and 
so on.
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investigation but also influences our methodology and theory itself. This 

last point is significant: our approach rejects the ultimately idealist notion 

(a recurring one, incidentally, in the writings of the "Althusserian School") 

that methodology development and theory construction can be purely logical 

(as in "independent of the real world") exercises. That is, we take seriously 

Marx's critique of Hegel's dialectical method.

The matter of dialectical transcendence fundamentally concerns the 

utilization of a method of irananent critique. The term "immanent critique" 

(initially associated with Kant) is used in various ways in the contemporary 

literature. Perhaps the term, and the associated method(s), occurs most fre

quently in the writings of members of the:"Frankfort School" (especially in 

the writings of Horkheimer, Adornc and Marcuse).* For the purpose of this 

paper the method of immanent critique can be said to embody two fundamental 

notions--in more technical language, two fundamental methodological directives. 

First, the method seeks to identify the parameters of the author's itinerary 

as s/he sees them. That is, the method assumes, for the purposes of analysis, 

that the author's questions are legitimate. It takes the author's claims (in 

terms of what s/he wishes to analyze) seriously.

Secondhand this is the critical moment of the investigat1on--the 

method seeks to analyze the extent to which the author's work has or has not 

succeeded in advancing the parameters of her/his itinerary. That is, the 

method seeks to ascertain the extent to which the author's questions are

1. For a good overview of these various usages, see David Held, 
Introduction to Critical Theory (which is, in my view, the best 
available English-language source on the work of the Frankfort 
School").



Black Metropolis versus Deep South

Much of Warner1b "Methodological Note" focuseB on the relationship of

the findings of the Black Metropolis research project to those of the Deep

South research project. In doing this, he situates the Black Metropolis

project in the context of the various Warnerian, Chicago School investigations

of the period (but also omits serious discussion of the other 6ix factors

mentioned in the above). Warner notes:

The authors conclude that the structural organi
zation of the Negro-white ranking {Warner*s 
term] can be summarized somewhat as follows: 
that the Negro in Black Metropolis more often, 
than not is subordinated to menial tasks but, 
nevertheless, has 6oroe chance for job advance
ment; that the Negro has made real political 
gains both in voting and political power; that 
in his social relations with whites there is 
'a high degree of exclusion1; and that while 
intermarriage is legally sanctioned it is 
generally discouraged (Black Metropolis,* 
p. 778).

Warner points out that, as compared with Deep South, in Black Chicago M[r]eal' 

gains are found in governmental and economic areas..., important advances 

have been made in the field of education, very moderate gains have been made 

in spatial and family relations, but little has been accomplished in the area 

of 'social* equality (B.M., p. 778). Warner presents a quite useful detailed 

overview of these points in the table that is reproduced on the following 

pages. See Table 1.

Following his presentation of this accurate and illuminating table, 

Warner proceeds to seriously distort the empirical findings presented in

Black Metropolis will be referred to as B.M. in the references 
that follow.

1.
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Black Metropolis and, implicitly, the conclusions Drake and Cayton draw 
from them. He says,

This evidence strongly supports the hypothesis 
that, while there is a noticeable difference 
between Deep South and Black Metropolis, a great 
improvement in the status of the Negro, and an 
increasing assurance that he will continue to 
advance, nevertheless, the type of status re
lations controlling Negroes and whites remains 
the same and continues to keep the Negro in an 
inferior and restricted position,... In short, 
there is still a status system of the caste type 
(B.M., p. 731; italics added).

Like a number of other Black Chicago School social scientists of that era
(e.g., Oliver C. Cox, E. Franklin Frazier and Charles S. Johnson), Drake and
Cayton specifically argue against such a conclusion. Some examples from the
text— one could produce many more— include the following statements:

The difference between Negro and white is the 
basic social division in the Deep South and in 
most of the border states. The very existence of 

order is believed to depend upon * keeping 
is jslare. ’.,. So all-embracing is 

this view of life and so rigid are the controls 
that some scholars refer to the system of Negro- 
white relations in the Deep South as a 'caste 
system'. Northern institutions, on the other 
hand, as they evolved did not have ’keeping the 
Negro in his place' as one of their primary 
objectives (BJj., pp. 756-757; italics in ' 
original),
In many ways., the position of Negroes in northern 
urban communities has been similar to that of 
foreign-born immigrants (B.M. , p .  756).
In northern urban communities, [t)he color-line 
preserves social segregation and sets the limits 
of advancement in politics and other non-economic 
hierachies. But few people feel that Negroes
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should have or will have a permanently fixed 
status. Negroes are expected to complain and 
to use the ballot, their economic power, and 
the courts to alter their status if they can 
(B.M., p. 757; italics in the original),
Negro-white relations in Midwest Metropolis 
always involve two contradictory principles of 
social organization: free competition and fixed 
status. In industry, politics, and the use of 
public services the principle of free competition 
is dominant but is checked and limited by the 
principle of fixed status. In the realm of 
housing, on the other hand, the principle of 
fixed status predominates but is challenged by 
the principle of free competition. In ’social* 
affairs the principle of fixed status operates 
almost unchecked. At the present time, Negroes 
on a mass scale are concerned with establishing 
the principle of free competition throughout,..
They absolutely refuse to accept the principle 
of fixed status in these areas (B.M., p. 757; 
italics in original).
After a time the ’gains’ of the Negro in the 
North are taken for granted, and the Negro loses 
more and more of the ’caste mentality’ which 
he could not avoid developing in the South...
(B.M,, p. 759).
Most observers have been impressed by the 
rapidity of physical growth and the constant 
change that characterize the city (B.M., p. 7).

A major theme o f Black Metropolis is the notion that, in contrast to Deep

South, Chicago is a rapidly changing city, and that these changes have broad

implications for social relations.
But none of this is to deny the existence of some similarities be

tween Black Metropolis and Deep South (indeed, Drake and Cayton explicitly 
point to some of them in the statements quoted in the above). Thus, e.g.,
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*T
though Drake and Cayton do not discover/produce a "caste-line" in Chicago, 

they do observe a dual system of social classes, i.e., a white class system 

and a Black class system. Moreover, they appear to accept the view of Warner, 

Davis, the Gardners and others that racial relations in the South during the 

first several decades of the twentieth century can be characterized as being 

of the type found in a caste-system.

In sum, nearly the whole of the analysis in Black Metropolis is pre

sented as a (often implicit) comparison with the race relations situation in 

Deep South. And though there are many points of dissimilarity, there are

also points of similarity. These facts should be underscored, even if Warner—

2
one must assume, deliberately—distorts the nature of the comparison.

Ideology and Paradox

An underlying thesis in the book is one that eventually became known 

as the "Myrdal thesis." The "thesis" actually consists of two sub-theses.

Hie first is that despite the official ideology of freedom and democracy 

which declares the equality of all human beings, there is another, also

1. I say, "discover/produce" to underscore the fact that, in 
contrast to the beliefs of naive empiricism, social science 
"discoveries" are in general products not so much of ,the "raw 
data" Itself but of an interaction between this data and the 
theoretical and ideological orientation of the observer(s),

2, I suggest that this is an obviously deliberate distortion. 
Warner had access to the data, and was well aware of Cayton and 
Drake’s conclusions.
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deeply rooted and pervasive, belief that some (e.g., whites) are "more equal" 

than others (e.g., Blacks). The second is that, despite the official ideology 

of freedom and democracy, various racial, ethnic and/or cultural groups are, 
in fact, not only outside of the mainstream but subordinated as well. The 

authors of Black Metropolis point out that such a situation obtains in Black 
Chicago as it does elsewhere throughout the United States.

Black Chicago and the Larger Context

In this general area, three fundamental points (and a number of lesser
points) are made in the text. The first point is that significant in-migration
of Blacks to Chicago came relatively late (i.e., relative to Anglo-Americans
and other European immigrants), and that this late entry has had a direct,
negative effect on their well being:

Since the First World War, Negroes have re
placed immigrants as the primary sources of 
unskilled and menial labor. In the mass, 
they rest at the bottom of the social and 
ecpnomic pyramid and have inherited the 
slums. Attracted by the American Dream « 
the Negro residents, in numbers, have 
entered the city's life at a point almost 
a hundred years beyond its origin. They 
have had to compete for a place in a complex 
pattern already laid down, in a conasunitv 
where the main outlines of activity and 
tradition have long been set (B.M., p. 18).

The second finding is that the key distinctions between Black 
Metropolis and "Midwest Metropolis" (i.e., Chicago taken as a whole) have pri

marily to do not with form but with content. This applies— once one looks be

low the surface of the form— to "patterns of life and thought, attitudes and
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customs” (B.M., p. 12)* Drake and Cayton put it this way:
While Bronzeville’s institutions differ little 
in form from those in other Midwest Metropolis 
communities, they differ considerably in 
content * The dissimilarity springs primarily 
from two facts: Because the community is 
spiritually isolated from the larger world, 
the development of its families, churches, 
schools, and voluntary associations has 
proceeded quite differently from the course 
taken by analogous white institutions; and, 
second, Bronzeville’s ’culture5 is but a part 
of a larger, national Negro culture, its 
people being tied to thirteen million other 
Negroes by innumerable bonds of kinship, 
associational and church membership, and a 
common minority status. The customs in
herited by Bronzeville have been slowly 
growing up among American Negroes in the eighty 
years since slavery.

The second half of Black Metropolis consists in large measure of a discussion 
of Bronzeville’s institutions. Comparison with comparable institutions of 

other Chicago communities— at least those of the normative, white American 

culture— is implicit.
The third finding has to do with the shifting of the patterns of * 

Black-white relations as a function of economics, politics and, to a lesser 

extent, ’’values” (i.e., the "American tradition of Christian-Democratic 
idealism”). The thesis is stated in various forms (not all of which are

* i
equivalent) in a number of places in the book. The broadest statement of
this empirical generalization appears to be the following:

The pattern of Negro-white relations in Mid
west Metropolis since the days of the Flight 
to Freedom has been characterized by constant,
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sometimes rapid., social change. The general 
tone of relationships has varied from period 
to period in response to the dictates of 
economic necessity, the imperatives of politi
cal expediency, and the fluctuating divergence 
and coincidence between these factors and the 
American tradition of Christian-Democratic 
idealism (B .M., p. 285; italics added).

Often, in Black Metropolis, the cause of the historically shifting pattern of

Black-white relations (e.g., in terms of the occupational distribution) is

simply linked to ’’economic necessity” and "political expediency." This, in 

fact, is the most frequent statement of the thesis. One summary statement of

this argument is as follows:
But employers need labor; white labor needs 
allies; politicians need votes. Negroes have 
something to offer. So the color-line bends 
and breaks here and there as these demands 
weld blocs of Negroes and whites together 
temporarily for common action.... Unconsciously, 
Negroes and whites maintain a moving equili
brium of peaceful interrelationships with con
flict muted and competition controlled and 
ritualized. Sometimes, though, the pattern 
breaks: both groups become restless, tensions 
arise— and the color-line becomes a battle
line.... In the long run, the economic and 
political factors are probably decisive in 
effecting major shifts in the color-line 
(B.M., p. 286).

Sometimes, the shifting patterns are linked to economic factors alone. There
is a recurrent argument in the book that there is an inverse relation between, 

on the one hand, economic well-being and the consequent absorption of Blacks
and others into the labor force (e.g., during World Wars I and II), and,-on

the other hand, racial conflict. That is, in periods of major economic
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expansion, there tends to be, by-way of a mediated casual link, a decrease in 

racial conflict (and thus a more harmonious patterning of Black-white 
relations),1

Assimilation of White Ethnics versus Afro-Americans

Part of the first, chapter of Black Metropolis charts the settling of
Chicago by various ethnic groups.

The first great wave of immigration in the 
Forties brought the Irish, fleeing from a 
famine brought on by the failure of the potato 
crop and from the heavy hand of English 
absentee landlords. Germans, too, in great 
numbers found Chicago a welcome haven in the 
years after the suppression of the democratic 
revolutions of 1848. By 1850, over half of 
the inhabitants of Chicago were foreign-born.
The Irish ranked first, the Germans second, 
while the English, Welsh, and Scotch to
gether formed the third largest group.
By 1890, sixty years after its birth, Chicago 
had become a city of a million persons, and 
three-quarters of them were either foreign- 
born or children of the foreign-born. The 
Germans, the Irish, and the Scandinavians 
had been arriving by the thousands, encouraged 
by "runners" in New York, who met the boats 
and persuaded immigrants to seek their 
fortunes in Midwest Metropolis. The stream of 
Northern European immigrants diminished in the 
Eighties, and Eastern Europeans, particularly 
Poles and Jews, began to appear in increasing 
numbers. * This 'new immigration' reached

1. Drake and Cayton note that Depression-linked labor activity in 
Chicago led white workers to increasingly accept Blacks "as 
[economic] equals in the competitive process, and as joint 
participants in conflicts with employers." This was 
accompanied by a rather general acceptance of Blacks in 
certain semi-public situations.. However, there were few 
changes in patterns of family, clique and associational 
relationships (B.M., p. 339).
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floodtide between 1900 and 1910, with some 
30,000 Italians, 120,000 Russians, 24,000 
Hungarians, and 5,000 Greeks pouring into 
the city during this period.

The flow of immigrants stopped with the outbreak of the First World War, and

was sharply diminished thereafter. The First and Second World Wars brought

a steady, flow of southern Blacks into the expanding war industries over

50,000 between 1916 and 1920, 60,000 more between Pearl Harbor and D-Day.

By 1944, there were 337,000 Blacks in Chicago, i.e«, nearly one person in

every ten. All these groups initially settled in the worse areas in and

around the center of town, but not all fared equally:
Xt is not unusual for a language, nationality,
or racial group to begin life in the city as
a ’colony1. The distinctive thing about the
Black Belt is that while other such Tcolonies’
tend to break up with the passage of time, ;.
the Negro area becomes increasingly more
concentrated (B.M., p. 174).

Form and Content of Black Metropolis’ Institutional Life 
versus that of Chicago as a Whole

We noted earlier that some of the ’’comparisons" in Black Metropolis 

are explicated In detail, while others are assumed. Warner notes that 
"[s]ince it was practically impossible to study both the Negro and the white 
community as had been done in Deep South, the research concentrated on the. 
Negro Community itself” (B.M., p. 777). However, comparisons are implied 
throughout the book, and a number of conclusions are drawn on the basis of 
them. Thus, though the detailed analysis of institutions focuses on those
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of Black Metropolis alone, there is an implied comparison with mainstream 

Chicago institutions, Moreover, specific, conclusions result from this com

parison. (See quote on p« 44.)
• /

Brottz&villets Upper, Lower and Kiddle Classes
The discussion of "social classes" in Black Metropolis really has to 

do with two distinct types of comparative analysis, although the argument 

is essentially presented as if only one type of comparative analysis were 

being made. The first type of comparative analysis— and this one is ex

plicitly presented in the context of several chapters— is an analysis of the
j

salient features of the various "social classes" and of their similarities 

and (especially) dissimilarities. The second set of comparisons has to do 

with the larger "white” class structure of Chicago and the nation. The 

analysis of social classes in Bronzeville is presented-— whether consciously 

or not is not at issue here— against the backdrop of a conception of the 

normative; against, in particular, a conception of the white middle-class.

We will return to this latter point.

The First Set of Comparative Class Relations* At the broadest level, the 

discussion of "Social classes” in Black Metropolis is schematically sum

marized in the following figure.
* t
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Fi glare 1
The Strength of Glass Controls

The wide spaces indicate absence of 
"social" participation between individuals 
in the adjacent segments♦ Broken lines 
indicate some ’'social" contact between 
the groups. (From B_.M. , p. 711.)

The social phenomena represented by this diagram are explained as follows

The process of differentiation among Negroes 
in Bronzeville has given rise to a loose system 
of social- classes which allows for mobility <
upward and downward. This class structure 
operates as a system of social controls by 
by which the higher-status groups "protect" 
their way of life, but admit "strainers" 
and "strivers" who can make the grade.
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Individuals and organizations on the higher- 
status levels become models for imitation and 
also serve as an incentive toward social 
mobility.
In Figure [l)w. have, schematic representation 
of the class system as it operates in Bronze- 
ville today. At the top are the uppers, 
oriented predominantly around * Socie ty * and 
Race Leadership, and with a small group of 
Gene1eman Racketeers who have gained some 
status as Race Leaders hut who are not 
accepted socially. Below them is the middle 
class with four 'centers of orientation'—  
church, social club, 'racial advancement1 
(including individual advancement), and 
'policy1, At the bottom is the lower class 
with a large 'disorganized segment', but 
also with a 1 church-centered1 group and a 
small group of 'secular respectables' 
interested in 'getting ahead5. Underlying 
the whole structure is the 'underworld' of 
the Black Ghetto.
Class lines are drawn most: sharply between 
upper-class 'Society' and middle--class 
'Society1 and the disorganized segmemt of 
the lower class. Hie church, and civic 
organizations throw some lower-class people 
into contact with the middle class and make 
it possible for them to rise through a dis
play of talent, 'decorum5 and 'front1. They 
can then move 'across' and find social 
acceptance, ultimately becoming middle class. 
Middle-class people may rise throng talent, 
race leadership, and the acquisition of 
education, and then move ’across' to social 
acceptance. Within the middle class world 
itself there are no sharp breaks between 
church people and others, although in the 
lower class the line is sharp. 'Shadi.es1 
can become 'respectable1 if they acquire 
middle-class public behavior and show an 
interest in racial advancement.
The bases of status within the middle-class
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are gradually shifting, Among older people, 
church and lodge have been very important, 
but among younger people (and many older folks) 
social clubs and civic, clubs are assuming 
increasing importance as an index to status.

Actually the argument in Elack Metropolis is far more complex than 
this. It is summarized in the table on the following pages.
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It is important to note -several additional .points regarding the. Drake 

and Cay ton presentation of Br cmzevill e * s "system of social classes"!

1. BronzeviIlians (ray term) are thoroughly American in their 
belief In optimistic dogmas of progress, in the ultimate 
triumph of individual initiative— a factor which plays
a key role in stab 11 ting the system;

2. there is widespread discontent in Bronzov!lie. (due to in
justices and lack, of opportunity), but this discontent 
rarely explodes in spontaneous violence due to (a) the 
above-mentioned belief and (b) the fact that the presence 
of "middle and upper classes11 in "Bronzevllle’s system
of social classes'^ In a sense, "proves" that there 
is opportunity for mobility;

3. BronzeviIlians of all social levels are continually engaged 
in ritual condemnation of whites, "Big Negroes” and "The 
Race” as a whole (i»e,, there is ritual condemnation and 
"double-edged" joking as a means of dispersing discontent);

4. Blacks of all social classes hope for group achievenent 
through Black unity*

Thus., the system, has within it both centrifugal tendencies (divisions, 

among and within classes) and centripetal tendencies (cross-cutting ideo
logical and racial ties)*

The Second Set of Comparative Class Relations. A close reading of our 
analysis of Black Metropolis7 presentation of Bronzeville’s "social 

classes”...reveals that the larger system of "social classes", especially 

that aspect that is referred to as the "white raid die-class”, is taken 

to.be normative. Hence, e«g*s the emphasis on "stability", "decorous 

behavior" and the "New (middle-class) N e g r o ” as the model to be imitated; 

Some would, of course, attack this emphasis as blatant ideology. (Drake : 
and Gay ton would undoubtedly agree with this view.. They would, however, add 

that it is not necessarily their ideology but that of their informants. As 

social researchers, they simply observed and reported it. Perhaps.)
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ORGANIZATION OF I'HE BOOK
1For analytical purposes, it is useful to divide Black Metropolis 

into six components*

3. the authors' acknowledgement (pp. xli-xv);

2. Richard bright Ts introduction (.pp. xv.ii~xxxiv);
?3. a sociological quasi-Marxist" analysis of the historical 

development of '‘Black .Metropolis'1’ in. the context of the de
velopment of "Midwest Metropolis” (pp. 3-377, Chapters 1 
through 13);

4« an essentially static, social •anthropological analsis,of 
"Bronzeville"^ (pp, 379-754, Chapters 14 through 23);

5, an essentially prognostic and explicitly "political" 
concluding chapter (pp, 755-767); and

6. a methodological note by W. Lloyd Carrier (pp. 769-782). 1 * 3 4

1. I have nc> knowledge of the origins of the book’s title. Drake 
informs me that it originated with neither him nor 'Cay-ton. As 
Drake has noted (in personal conversations and in a November 13, 
1981 lecture at the University of Chicago), the answers to this 
and other problematic questions await a systematic Investigation 
into pertinent aspects of the H&r court:-Brace archives and the 
personal files of Warner and Cay-ton.

2.. We will have more to say (in this paper but especially -elsewhere) 
about Drake's relation to Marxisms— both to organizations described 
as "Marxist" and to some of the "MArxist" approaches found in the 
academic community . (Imp3.ic.it In this comment is the notion that 
there are, in fact, a number of Marxisms and that, the question of 
whether they constitute a unity is an open one.)

3, Though the terns "Black Metropolis" and ‘’BronxeviHe" appear to 
refer to the same object, they are really not equivalent, as we 
shall discover shortly.

4. I am grateful to Professor Drake for pointing out this fundamental 
distinction between the first thirteen chapters and the next ten.
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The fruitfulness of this division will become apparent in the pages that 
follow.

Once a decision was made to publish Black Metropolis,^ the original 

intention was to publish it as a research report with emphasis upon 

methodology in the "social sciences" (B.M., p. xiv). The publisher was to 

have been the University of Chicago Press. The introduction was to have 

been written by W. Loyd Warner, who was, at that time, Professor of (social) 

Anthropology at the University of Chicago. St. Clair Drake who, since 1937, 

had simply been one of many field workers involved in the Cayton-Warner^ 

Research Project, was, in late 1940, offered finances and released time for 

one year to write a first draft of the work. (The funding was provided by 

the Rosenwald Foundation, an organization with which Warner maintained a 
relation for many years.) Drake wrote a draft of twenty-one of the twenty- 

two chapters— i.e., of the entire book except one of the chapters on "the 

color-line." (The latter was written by Cayton.) This was the initial text.

Later a decision was made to gear the mode of presentation to a 

larger audience.^ Cayton secured an agreement with Harcourt-Brace to 1 2 3 4

1. The research was not originally intended for publication.
2. The research project was in fact directed by Cayton. Warner’s 

role had to do with the acquisition of funds— a business he 
was quite good at— and with providing (often unsolicited and 
sometimes unwanted) advice.

3. This usage implies an analytical distinction between "mode of 
investigation" and "mode of presentation." This distinction- 
is assumed throughout this paper, as noted earlier.

4. We will return to certain concerns regarding the relation of 
actual and prospective audiences to the form and content of 
Drake’s maj or works.
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publish the work. This agreement was subject to two conditions: (1) that 

the mode of presentation be altered from that appropriate for a scholar’s 

book to that for a more general readership; and that (2) Cayton convince 

Richard Wright to write the introduction to the work. The book thus came to 

assume its present form. The Black Metropolis we know is the revision.
The core of the book is divided as follows:

Part I

1. Flight to Freedom

2. Land of Promise

3. The Great Migration

4. Race Riot and Aftermath

5. Between Two Wars

Part II
6. Along the Color-Line

7. Crossing the Color-Line
8. The Black Ghetto

9. The Job Ceiling

10. The Shifting Line of Color

11. Democracy and Economic Necessity: Breaking the
Job Ceiling

12. Democracy and Economic Necessity: Black
Workers and the New Unions

13. Democracy and Political Expediency
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Part III

14. Bronzeville

15. The Power of Press and Pulpit

16. Negro Business: Myth and Fact

17. Business Under a Cloud

18. The Measure of the Man
19. Style of Living— Upper Class

20. Lower Class: Sex and Family
21. The World of the Lower Class

22. The Middle-class Way of Life

23. Advancing the Race

Part IV
24. Of Things to Come

The really pivotal division in the presentation of the research findings 
occurs between Chapters 13 and 14. This division has the effect of consti

tuting (1) Chapters 1 through 13 and (2) Chapters 14 through 21 (Chapter 24 
is a case unto itself) as two distinct entities— perhaps, sufficiently 

distinct for each to have been a separate book.^ The "first book" would 
have been a sociological, quasi-Marxist analysis of the historical develop

ment of "Black Metropolis" (i.e., those areas of Chicago predominately 

occupied, at a given point in time, by Afro-Americans) in the context of 

the historical (especially, economic) development of "Midwest Metropolis" 

(i.e., Chicago taken as a whole). It is primarily this "book" that 1

1. It is interesting to note that when the two volume, revised, 
paperback edition of Black Metropolis was published by Harper 
and Row in 1962, the volumes were divided into precisely 
these "two books."
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Richard Wright discusses in his introduction.

But Wright is aware that there is another aspect to the methodology
of the work (and, perhaps, the theory as well). Thus, he makes the
following insightful comment:

The dominant hallmark of the book is the 
combination throughout of the disciplines of 
both sociology and anthropology. The book 
examines the social structure as though it 
frozen at a moment in time, which is the 
approach of anthropology; and it exam-?nes 
the processes and dynamics which take place 
in that structure, which is the approach of 
sociology (ELM., p. xx). [Italics added.]

Obviously, the distinction between "sociology1’ and "social anthropology”
i

which Wright employs here reflects a specific historical conjuncture: 

namely, the period of the 1930’s and 1940’s when methodological functionalism 

(a la Radcliffe-Brown1') was significantly influencing social anthropology 

but prior to the period of the 1950’s when theoretical functionalism (a la 

the Parsonians) dominated the discipline of sociology in the United States. 

Nonetheless, though Wright’s definitions may be outmoded, the underlying 

point he makes is quite correct: there are two distinct kinds of analyses 

employed in Black Metropolis. However, rather than his arguing that there 

is a "combination throughout the book" of two modes of analysis (which is 

not an untrue statement), it would have been more accurate to argue that 

a "sociological perspective" dominates the first thirteen chapters, while 

an "anthropological perspective" dominates chapters fourteen through 
twenty-three. 1

1. As distinguished from Malinowskian functionalism and others.
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Later, we will consider some methodological distinctions between these 

two segments of the book. At present, the focus will be on the mode of 

presentation employed.

STYLE OF' THE PRESENTATION
We have already noted that, though the research project was directed 

by Cayton, a considerable proportion of the writing was done by Drake. Thus, 

whereas Drake was hardly responsible for all of the content of the book,much of the 

writing-style is urunistakenly his— a fact anyone who has spent years reading, 

or even listening to, Drake can readily attest to. As is the case with 

Drake's work as a whole (including his dissertation), the sentence structure 

is simple and concise, but the text is well-integrated and "lively"— one 

might even say, "entertaining."^

Perhaps, the best example of (non-fictionalized) vivacious, sprightly 

writing comes from the chapter on "The World of the Lower-Class." (The 

reader may have suspected as much.) The headings and sub-headings in that 

chapter are the following:

[The World of Bronzeville's Lower-Class]
Introduction to this World 
Sitting out the Depression 
The Primacy of "Pleasure"
The Underworld 1

1. That is, there are interesting titles and subtitles, "lively" 
and vivid adverbs and adjectives, and so forth. At points, the 
book reads a bit like a novel— a point that, as we shall see, 
has its negative as well as positive side. Perhaps, this style 
reflects Drake’s background in English literature (which he 
studied with Allison Davis at Hampton Institute) and his 
childhood association with literate preachers. The latter 
certainly generally have a way with illustrative, metaphorical 
language.
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Religion and the Church
Old Wine in New Bottles'
Prodigal Sons and Daughters 
Snatching Brands from the Burning 
The Time of the End

The Communion of the Saints

A Joyful Noise unto the Lord

Ties that Bind

Shepherds of the Sheep

Wherever Two or Three are Gathered

Defenders of the Faith

New Gods of the City

Religious Cross-Currents
Revolt against Heaven

When the Old Gods Go 
Getting Ahead

Social science terminology is utilized in Black Metropolis, but actu

ally rather sparingly. The work could be "easily comprehended by an intelli

gent junior college student."*
Some, e.g., more methodologically rigorous social scientists, would 

undoubtedly criticize Drake’s work as lacking in analytical precision and 

focus. But this is the kind of criticism Drake would readily accept. His 

response would likely be that a prospective academic author always has certain 1

1. This is a phrase Drake once used when discussing with me the 
kind of reader he hoped would be able to understand African 
and the Black Diaspora. Almost all of Drake’s work could be 
understood by such a reader.
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choices, not the least of which has to do with deciding on the make-up of 

one’s potential audience and gearing one’s work accordingly.

Drake’s choices, in any case, have apparently always been quite de
liberate. He has almost always opted to either direct his writings to a 

popular audience (e.g., to take the most obvious case, in the articles 

published in nonacademic journals, which are included in our list at the 

end of this paper of Drake’s published and unpublished writings) or to an 

audience that includes both academics and lay—persons. He has rarely,

directed his publications strictly at an audience of his academic 
2colleagues. (An obviously interesting exception to this tendency would 

have been the publication of the initial draft of Black Metropolis. But, 
as it turns out, it was never published.)

So Black Metropolis is written in ordinary language— from cover to 

cover. However, within these general parameters, there is a detectable 

difference between the mode of presentation of the first thirteen chapters 

and that of the next ten. Although the basic source materials for both 

parts of the book were interview documents and newspaper excerpts collected 1 2

1. We will consider the question of conscious and not-quite 
conscious choices in a later section of this paper. It is a 
terribly important issue.

2. In this vein, Drake wrote the following in a July, 1981 letter
to the author: "I’ve never had an article published in an anthro
pological, or sociological, journal except the one in Human 
Organization [1955] and the one in the British Sociological Review 
[I960].” He added, "The book reviews don*t count."
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by researchers involved with the Cayton-Warner Research Project, the 

second part of the book is far more ’’ethnographic" than the first. The

analysis is presented in a timeless (and thus clearly distorted) "ethnographic
2present." In the second part, there is a significantly greater attempt on 

Drake and Cayton's part to "see the world" as the various subjects of the
3investigation "see" it, and even to talk about it in "their own language."

This shift is immanent in a comment made in Chapter 14. The comment is as 

follows:

Ghetto is a harsh term, carrying overtones of 
poverty and suffering, of exclusion and sub
ordination. In Midwest Metropolis It is 
used by civic leaders when they want to shock 
complacency into action. Most of the ordi
nary people in the Black Belt refer to their 
community as ’the South Side,’ but everybody 
is also familiar with another name for the 
area— Bronzeville. This name seems to have 
been used originally by an editor of the 
Chicago Bee, who, in 1930, sponsored a 
contest to elect a 'Mayor of Bronzeville’.
A year or two later, when this newspaperman 
joined the Defender staff, he took his brain
child with him. The annual election of the 
'Mayor of Bronzeville' grew into a community 
event with a significance far beyond that 
of a circulation stunt... The 'Mayor', 
usually a businessman, is inaugurated with a 
colorful ceremony and a ball. 1 2 3

1. However, the two parts of the book apparently do not make equiva
lent use of secondary sources (e.g., social science studies).

2. This practice is critiqued in our discussion of methodology in 
Black Metropolis. It has a long history in anthropology.

3. We will return to some of the methodological problems in this 
type of study. (The terminology employed here is the author's.)
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Throughout his tenure he is expected to 
serve as a symbol of the community’s 
aspirations. He visits churches, files pro
tests with the Mayor of the city, and acts 
as official greeter of visitors to Bronze- 
ville. Tens of thousands of people 
participate in the annual election of the 
'Mayor*.
Throughout the remainder of this book we 
shall use the term ’Btonzeville’ for Black 
Metropolis because it seems to express the 
feeling that the people have about their 
own community. They live in the Black 
Belt and to them it is more than the 
’ghetto’ revealed by statistical analysis.

Chapter 20, the chapter on the ’’Lower Class: Sex and Family”, actually be

gins with a somewhat fictionalized account of an all too real incident:^

It was Christmas Eve, 1938. Dr. Maguire 
had just finished a hard day. Now for a 
highball, and then to bed. He shrugged his 
shoulders and relaxed. He was just drifting 
off to sleep when the ’phone rang.
Sylvia bounded from the bed like a tennis 
ball coming up after a smash from the net.
She was that way, always ready to protect 
him and conserve his strength. What would 
he do without her?
Are you one of the doctor’s regular patients?...
Well, why don’t you call your regular doctor?...
I know, but Dr. Maguire is... He snatched 
the ’phone from her hand in time to catch 
the stream of denunciation: ’That’s the way 
you dicty niggers are. You so high ’n ’ 
mighty nobody kin reach yar. We kin lay 
here ’n ? die. White doctor’d come right 
away. Yore own people treat ya like dogs’.
Dr. Maguire winced. He always shuddered 
when this happened. And it happened often...
When he arrived at the building, the squad 1

1. In a footnote, Drake explains which aspects of the presentation 
are fictionalized and which are not.
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car was at the door. He and the police went 
in together. Dr. Maguire pushed his way 
through the ragged group of children and their 
excited elders who jammed the hall of the 
dilapidated building. Right this way, Doc, 
someone called. What is it? he asked jauntily.
Shooting or cutting? She stabbed him, 
volunteered a little girl. Boy, she shore 
put that blade in him too! A teen-age boy 
spoke with obvious admiration, while a murmur 
or corroboration rippled through the crowd 
fascinated by tragedy.
For a moment, Dr. Maguire felt sick at his 
stomach. Are these my people? he thought.
What in the hell do I have in common with 
them? This is ’The Race’ we’re always 
spouting about being proud of. Yeah", I’m 
just a nigger, too, he mumbled bitterly.
Then he forgot everything— squalor, race 
prejudice, his own little tricks of psycho
logical adjustment. He was a doctor treat
ing a patient, swiftly, competently, and 
with composure.
How’dja like to have to give that needle, 
honey? A teen-age girl shivered and squeezed 
her boy friend's hand, as she asked the 
question. Me? I ain’t no doc. But, girl, 
he flipped that ol* needle in his shoulder 
sweet. Just like Baby Chile did when she put 
that blade in Mr. Ben. You gotta have
education to be a doc. Lots of it, too (B.M,, pp. 564-566).

It is important to note that the above excerpts are from a passage that is 

^uite atypical so atypical, in fact, that it is a case unto itself. However, 

the passage helps to establish the basic point: this quotation, though out 

of character with the rest of the presentation in Chapters 14 through 23, 

is nonetheless merely the extreme case of a tendency— one might call it a 

tendency toward "loose ethnographic description”— that is present throughout
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this section of the work.

This passage also help3 to establish a second point. The reader un

doubtedly noticed the use of transcribed "dialect" (i.e., non-standard lower- 

class/southern Black English) in the statements attributed to the caller and to
persons at the scene of the episode. Obviously, such a transcription may 

we^l indicate an attempt at ethnographic accuracy. However, it also re

flects a class bias of sorts. It is difficult— one might say, impossible— to 

believe that all of the non-lower-class persons who "speak" in Black 

Metropolis utilized pure mainstream standard English in their statements.

The book is written as if this were the case. The above—quoted passage also 

hssE’s on the issue of class—bias in methodology. This is a matter we will 
take up later.

In Chapters 1 through 13, the tendency toward "loose ethnographic

description is considerably diminished. There are significantly fewer

attempts to "see the world through the eyes of the observed." The observer

is a bit more distant. There is greater reliance on secondary sources 
2

(e«8«» historical and statistical data). The analysis takes place In the 

context of society-in-history. Thus, one gets a sense of historical 1 2 3

1. Of course, the notion of "neutral observer" belongs to the 
misguided imagination of naive empiricism. But it should go 
without saying that this is not an argument against the 
proposition that certain biases can be, and should be, controlled.

2. As noted, the former section is written in the "ethnographic 
present."

3. I use this rather awkward-sounding term here to underscore the 
fact that, for the social scientist— in any case, the social 
scientist who chooses not to engage in myth-making— there can 
be no "history" abstracted from "society" and no "society" 
abstracted from history." It is almost always dangerous to en
gage In such abstraction, even "for methodological reasons."
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transformation. The reader is invited to see for herself/himself a temporal

and social process that involves competing'interests and real, historical

transformations (resulting from the Great Migration, the First and Second
World Wars, the Depression and so forth). Drake and Cayton write in the 
introduction:

A more fruitful approach to Midwest Metropolis 
than generalizing about the ’spirit of 
Chicago' in the abstract is to view the city 
as split into competing economic groups, 
social classes, ethnic groups, and religious 
and secular associations, each with its own 
set of traditions. The violent shifts in public 
sentiment and action which characterize Chicago 
history reflect the combination and recombina
tion of these groups when they feel that their 
interests are menaced. Out of this welter 
°f fears and loyalties and interests have 
exploded some of America’s most bizarre and 
dramatic incidents— riots, strikes, colorful 
elections, reform movements, and reactions 
against reform (B.M., p. 29).

In sum, one basic writing style-a highly readable style character
istic of Drake’s work-dominates the entire book. As noted earlier, Drake 

but one chapter ol the initial (now apparently lost) Black

— r0p°Ii8 “ mU8Cript- Drake “ d Cayton collaborated in the p r ^ I i o n  of 
the final text. Drake produced drafts of the chapters. Cayton functioned 

primarily as critic and editor. Thus, in spite of the fact that the work
is a collaborative effort, it is Drake’s writing style that dominates 
the text.

But the text, even in terms of that aspect we are here calling 
"style", is not without its divisions. The mode of presentation of 

the part of Black Metropolis that is concerned with "society-in-history" 
differs substantially from the part concerned with the description of 
"Bronzeville" in the "ethnographic present."
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SOCIAL RELATIONS OF RESEARCH AND PUBLICATION
Regarding the social organization of research and publication, there 

are five basic points to be established here:
(1) the Black Metropolis project was a project of 

funded and sponsored research;
(2) it began as a program of "problem-oriented” 

research that was not intended for publication;
(3) it was a project of team research;
(4) it involved a strong University of Chicago 

connection; and
(5) the final product was published by a mainstream 

press and promoted by the liberal "enlightened" 
community.

One way to summarize these points is as follows: This project was tied to

(the resources of) the State and to powerful (usually relatively friendly) 

interest groups in the larger society.

Funds and Sponsors
"The original data were gathered on a series of projects financed by 

the Work Projects Administration, and referred to in this book as the Cayton- 

Warner Research" (B.M., p, xiii). This funding— provided by the State during 

a period of economic crisis— lasted from approximately 1936 to 1940. It is 
important to note that this funding came near on the end of the Depression and 

was intended, in large measure, to provide jobs. Some of the persons em

ployed were graduate students who used the funds they received to help pay 

for their schooling.

In addition to funding from the Work Projects administration, the
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Julius Rosenwald Fund provided assistance for the completion of the various 

monographs that were prepared by members of the research team (B *M., p. xiii). 
(Duplication, was provided for by the Work Projects Administration.) The Rosen

wald Fund also provided funds for Drake to remain with the project for an 

additional year (i.e., after the Work Projects Administration funding had 

run out) to produce a draft of the book.
It is important to establish here two general points regarding the 

Rosenwald Fund. First, as was noted earlier, W. Lloyd Warner maintained an 

ongoing relation with the Fund for a number of years. Second, the Rosenwald 

Fund paid for more projects of social research conducted by Afro-Americans 

during this era in history than any other funding agency; it also provided more 

fellowships for graduate study.1 (The reader interested in exploring this mat

ter, should consult Edwind Embree and Julia Waxman, Investment in People.

Erabree was formerly head of the Fund.)
"The various projects were sponsored by the Institute of Juvenile Re

search, the Illinois State Employment Service and the Cook County Bureau of 

Public Welfare. Individual sponsors were Dr. Earl Johnson and Dr. Louis 

Wirth, of the .University of Chicago" (B,M., p. xiv).

Original Thrust
Black Metropolis eventually emerged as a general study of the internal 

structure of "Bronzeville" and of the relation of Black Metropolis to the 

larger metropolis. Though the work is obviously intended to influence public 

opinion, it has no obvious direct practical or "applied" emphasis. The 

opposite was the case in the early phase of the project, or, one should 

say, the projects^: "The studies began as investigations of the general

1. A list of those funded reads almost like a "who's who" of Black 
social scientists of that era.
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social conditions surrounding the problem of juvenile delinquency on Chicago's 

’South Side, Eventually, the research grew to assume ’’the character of

a study of the culture of the entire community, in order to determine the 

context within which the problem of delinquency could best be analyzed” (B,M., 
p. xiii; italics added).

The Work Projects Administration funding was not for the purpose of 
producing a book, and no book was initially envisioned by the principal 

persons involved in the project. The intent was to develop a data-base that 
could be used by persons doing (more or less formal) social research on 

Chicago’s Black community. It was also assumed that some of the field workers 
would make use of the data they gathered.

Team Research

The Black Metropolis project was a project of organized team research. 

As noted earlier, the project was headed by a Black, University of Chicago- 

trained sociologist, Horace R. Cayton. The chief advisor to the project, 

and the primary link to funding sources, was W. Lloyd Warner, Professor of 
Sociology and Anthropology, at the University of Chicago. Drake, initially 

a relatively minor figure in the operation, supervised the research on 

churches and associations, and was a participant-observer, especially among 

the "lower crass." (That is, he was a sub-director of the project.) 1

1. In this connection it is interesting to note that, during this same 
period, a number of other studies of Black youth were conducted 
under the auspices of the American Youth Commission: Allison Davis 
and John Dollard, Children of Bondage: The Personality Development 
of Negro Youth in the Urban South: E. Franklin wo r n
at-the Crossways: Their Personality Development in the Middle States- 
Charles S. Johnson, Growing~Up in the Black Belt: Negro Youth in th£* 
.fi.u.ra-*- South; W. Lloyd Warner, Bufurd H. Junker and Walter A. Adams 
Color and Human Nature: Negro Personality Development in a Northern 
Cit£. These studies focused on "problems" in the development of---
Black youth. Color and Human Nature utilized data from the Black 
Metropolis data bank.
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From 1936 to 1940, "approximately twenty research students with back

grounds in specialized fields participated in the collection and organization 
material (Bdi., p.  x n i ) . This team was supplemented by "ordinary people" 

who were trained, via the project, in participant-observation and interviewing 
techniques. The team included both Blacks and whites.

As noted previously, the team research resulted in a number of mono
graphs that were utilized in the writing of the book. A complete list of 
these monographs is included in an appendix to this paper.

University of Chicago Connection

As is well known, the University of Chicago literally dominated sociology, 
and urban social sciences in general, during the first four decades of 

the twentieth century. The Black Metropolis project developed in this climate- 

a fact which may well have insured its success, but which also left its perma

nent imprint on its final product, as we have, to some extent, demonstrated.

We noted earlier that one of the most important contexts in which Black 
Metropolis should be viewed is that of the research and publications of the 

Chicago School-in particular, the work on urban areas (utilizing the frame

work of human ecology) and that on race relations (utilizing the "caste-class 

model"). The basic point here is that Black Metropolis is part of a large- 

scale tradition of research; it complements the work of many volumes of social 
science writings. This is an example, one might say, of "team research" in 
a much larger sense than that discussed in the above.

In his "Methodological Note," Warner comments on the respective social 
science training of Cayton and Drake. Cayton "was trained by Professor 

Robert E. Park at the University of Chicago and was well equipped with the 
techniques of the ecologists and with the sociological methods used by
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Park and Burgess in the study of community life. These techniques were added 
to those used in the study of Yankee City and Deep South (B.M., p. 777).

(Cayton would later develop considerable interest in personality theory and 

psychoanalysis.) Warner notes that Drake "had been trained research 

techniques by Professor Allison Davis^ at Dillard University"— i.e., Drake 

had been trained in participant-observation and interviewing skills for his 

two-year role in the Deep South study, primarily involving work on the 

lower class” "and was continuing his studies in anthropology at the University 
of Chicago" (B.M., p. 777).

This brings us to questions of relative power. It is crucial to note 
that, when the Black Metropolis project began, Cayton and Drake were graduate 
students the former an advanced graduate student, the latter had yet to 

take his preliminary examinationsj Warner was a professor of some eminence.

It is also important to note that, as is widely known, the overwhelming bulk 

majority of the research and writing for the first five Yankee City studies 

was not done by Warner (though these studies list him as senior author), but 

by his graduate students. As noted earlier, though Warner wanted Black Metro

polis to be published by the University of Chicago Press and wanted it to be 

a heavily methodological piece, Cayton independently secured an agreement 

with Harcourt-Brace to publish the book. During the course of the project, the 

question of who would be senior author arose. It was Warner's contention that I.

I. After graduating from Williams College in 1924, Allison Davis 
studied at Harvard University and received masters' degrees in 
both English and anthropology. On a fellowship from the Rosen- 
wald Fund, he attended the London School of Economics where he 
studied under Bronislaw Malinowski and Lancelot Hogben. Again 
on a Rosenwald fellowship, he completed his Ph.D. in anthropology 
at the University of Chicago. During 1935-1940, he was Professor 
of Anthropology and Head of the Division of Social Studies at 
Dillard University in New Orleans.
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he should be listed as senior author, Cayton as second author, and Drake as 
third author. Cayton vetoed that idea. (As noted earlier, Drake wrote almost 

all of the book; Warner wrote none of it.) Warner then said he would provide 

the introduction. This eventually became the '‘Methodological Note" at the end 

of the book. The basic point here is the following: that the social relations 

involved in the Black Metropolis project (as undoubtedly in all other similar 

endeavors) included relations of power; that there was a status hierachy that 

included Warner at the top, Cayton in the middle, and Drake at the bottom; 

and that this status hierachy would have been wholly transformed, with exactly 

the same relative rankings, into a hierachy of relations of power had not 

Cayton consistently intervened against Warner.*

Incidently, it is quite possible that some of the methodology and 

theory in Black Metropolis owes more to Drake and Cayton*s deference to their 

professor than to their own thinking— a point which may explain, in part, why 
there are, as we shall see shortly, so many "tensions" in the book.

Publication and Promotion

Most of the social science writing on the Black experience has been 

published by small presses and the presses of Black colleges. In this sense 

(but not in all others), Black Metropolis belongs to the "mainstream." It 

was published by a leading press (Harcourt-Brace) and promoted, as we have 

seen, by powerful (i.e., leading liberal) organs with large public appeal. The 

authors presumably consciously entered into this relationship. 1

1. Cayton consciously protected Drake in this situation, realizing 
Drake’s vulnerability as a graduate student in the early phases 
of his work. There was also a second variable involved here: 
Cayton was not studying for his degree under Warner. He was 
working under Wirth and Park.
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METHODOLOGY

In considering (explicit and implicit) methodology in Black Metropolis, 

it is important to keep in mind a point that was established earlier on: the 

draft of Black Metropolis that was published was stripped of most of the 

detailed discussion of methodology. The original work was apparently an 

exemplar discussion of social science methodology in an urban milieu. The 

work that appeared is a model of semi-popular social science writing. The 

most extended discussion of methodology in this work is found in two less- 

than-prominent places: in the notes to Chapter 18— i.e,, not even in a foot

note on the bottom of a page in the main text, but in three notes at the back 

of the book— and in Warner’s ’’Methodological Note.” The following discussion 

makes use of (1) these two sources, (2) some methodology-related comments in 

the authors' acknowledgement and in various other places scattered throughout 

the book, and (3) some of St. Clair Drake’s more recent reflections. The 

discussion in this section is divided as follows:

1. fundamental question;

2. fundamental assumptions;
3. data sources;

4. anthropology in the city;
5. human ecology;

6. a historical method;
7. an ethnographic method;

8. a comparative method; and

9. objectivity, "verstehen" and subjectivity.

These divisions are obviously made for analytical purposes. Most of them are
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not made by the authors, nor by Warner or Wright. They will, however, prove 
fruitful here, and in a later discussion as well,

Fundamental Question

In his "Methodological Note", Warner states the following concerning
the origins of the Black Metropolis Project and the fundamental research
question that was its key focus:

Out of numerous discussions between Mr. Cayton 
and myself the outlines of a large-scale re
search project on the Negro in Chicago emerged.
The leading problem of the research shaped it
self into the following question: Tto what de
gree is the Negro subordinated and excluded 
in relation to white people in the society, 
what are the mechanisms by which the system 
is maintained, and how do the lives of Negroes 
reflect this subordination and exclusion?*
(B.M., p. 776; italics in original.)2

It turns out that, in one form or another, this question is the leading re- • 

search problem for a good deal more' than Black Metropolis. We will consider 

the implications of this statement in a later section. Here, it is important 

to establish another point: Warner, following Cayton and Drake, is correct in 

his identification of the key research question underlying the Black Metropolis 

research project. The statement can, however, be made more precise by stating 
it with certain clarifications. 1 2

1. The passage below only touches on, in summary fashinon, Warner's 
statement about the origins of the project. The question of 
"origins", however, is of little concern to us here.

2. The question in quotation marks is, Warner says in a footnote, 
from a research memorandum prepared by Black Metropolis' authors.
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Consider the following reformulation:

The leading problem of the Black Metropolis 
project shaped itself into the following 
question(s): to what extent are Afro-Ameri
cans subordinated and excluded in relation to 
white people in the society, what are the 
mechanisms by which this system is (re) 
produced, and how do the lives of Afro-Ameri
cans reflect this subordination and exclusion? 
In particular, how do these phenomena obtain 
in the context of the seven fundamental 
comparisons and relations (delineated at the 
beginning of the discussion of Black 
Metropolis in this paper) that are at the 
heart of this research?

Fundamental Assumptions

The investigation of the above-mentioned fundamental question involved 

certain fundamental assumptions. These assumptions have to do with (1) data 

sources, (2) the use of anthropological techniques, and human ecology, in 

the study of urban life; (3) the use of historical data; (4) the use of an 

- ethnographic method \ and (5) the use of a comparative method. As noted 

previously, these distinctions are perhaps overly strict, especially be

tween (3), (4) and (5), but they will nonetheless prove fruitful in the 
present investigation.

In his "Methodological Note", Warner points to some of the most basic 
assumptions guiding his own work on United States communities, and, by im

plication, Warner-inspired work on these communities. These include the 
following. .

1* Adequate Knowledge of society and culture in United States 
communities necessitates detailed field studies of 
"American group life" which embody in their methodology 
the following two approaches:

a- "examining communities as wholes where the 
several interconnected social institutions 
are seen functioning in the total social 
economy, and

- 82-



b. "subjecting the results of the field studies 
to the hypotheses developed from the study of 
other social systems in order to determine 
what our social world is like when viewed 
from the detached and broader generalizations 
of the comparative sociologist" (B ,M., pp. 771-772).

2. "The use of the comparative method in social science for the 
study of contemporary communities is similar to that used in 
the biological sciences where man is viewed as but one of 
many contemporary living species. Man is compared with and 
contrasted to other species in order better to understand the 
nature of living things. Once this conception of the human 
species was advanced some of the most significant knowledge 
about ourselves was discovered" (B.M., p. 771).

3’ 18 fryitful>to study communities as a "set of interconnected
hurnf ^ ein8S 1:LvinS in a vast web of vital relations" (B.M.,
n  . 7 7 v \ v---—  *

4. It is necessary to learn of the relations which bind people 
together and "maintain their interactions in a cohesive union"- 
a process which requires investigation of "all aspects of the 
life of a people" (BjM., pp. 772, 770).

5. The only way to come to adequate knowledge of "3" is by "living
with the people being studied, interviewing them, and observing what they do" (B.M., p. 772). S

6. Dark-skinned races with Mongoloid or Negroid ancestry", "and 
t e Negro in particular, have built social systems [i.e. 
subsystems] of their own which order their community life 
and relate them to the dominant white group" (B.M., p p . 769-770> 
and it is fruitful to take these units as the object of 
investigation in social research.

If one makes a rigorous distinction between these various classes of 
statements, it is possible to argue that Statements 1 and S have to do with

S°urces; that statements la, 2, 3, 4 and 6 have to do with human 
ecology; that a number of these statements, but especially Statements 1 and 5. 

have to do with "the ethnographic method": and that Statements la, 2 and 6 

have to do with "the comparative method." Concerns having to do with the use 

°f ggthroP°logical techniques in the study of urban life are embedded in 
several of these statements. General arguments for the use of an historical
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method, as well as related assumptions, are apparently not stated in the book. 

However, the notion that a major aspect of the investigation of a "race 

relations situation” is necessarily historical is implied throughout the 

book, especially in the first half and in the concluding chapter.

Moreover, Black Metropolis is ’’dedicated to the late Professor Rpbert E. 
Park of Tuskegee, the University of Chicago, and Fisk; American Scholar and 

Friend of the Negro People.” This dedication (which, incidently, was Cayton's 

idea) is followed by a quotation from Park:
7. ’’Anthropology, the science of man, has mainly 

been concerned up to the present with the 
study of primitive peoples. But civilized man 
is quite as interesting an object of investiga
tion, and at the same time his life is more 
open to observation and study. Urban life and 
culture are more varied, subtle and complicated, 
but the fundamental motives are in both 
instances the same."

These assumptions regarding the use of anthropology in the city are critical 

assumptions underlying the Black Metropolis project. There is also an 
assumption .that:

8. The most fruitful approach to the study of 
urban life requires a cross-disciplinary 
approach, especially one that combines the 
"methods of sociology" [i.e., historical 
analysis and with extended temporal dimension,
"detached observer,” concern with "objective 
analysis"] with the "methods of anthropology"
[i.e., analysis of the "ethnographic present", 
participant-observation, concern with "ver- 
stehen"]. [This point is made by Wright,
Drake and Cayton, and Warner— i.e., by all 
those who penned sections of Black Metropolis.]

There is the assumption that:

9. It useful to conceptualize the historical 
"sifting” and "sorting" of the various people 
of Chicago in terms of zones of city growth 
(B.M., pp. 13-17).
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This assumption links Black Metropolis’ urban anthropology to human ecology 

and the book’s historical method.

Finally, Warner states a methodological assumption— based, incidently, 

on certain theoretical assumptions and a social ontology that are arguably 

quite untenable— that has to do with the indirect investigation of white 
attitudes toward Blacks:

10. "White attitudes toward the Negro may be in
ferred from the Negro's position in the society.
By describing minutely the position of the 
Negro in the spatial, economic, political,
’social’, and other structures of Chicago (and 
knowing the Negro's reaction to his position) 
we are able to infer the attitude of various 
segments of the white population without making 
an extensive study of white people’s 
verbalizations (B,H., pp, 777-778),

Though it is clear that Warner wants to make use of this extrapolation, it 

is less clear how much Drake and Cayton make use of it. Thus, this latter 

assumption may have one of the fundamental assumptions underlying the methodo

logy, or methodologies, employed in the Black Metropolis project.

Data Sources

Like most products of social science research, Black Metropolis utilized 
both primary and secondary documents. The basic (or primary) source materials 

for the book were the interview documents and newspaper excerpts collected, 

over a period of about four years, by the "approximately twenty research stu

dents in specialized fields [who] participated in the collection and organi

zation of material on various phases of Negro life" (B.M.. pp. xiv, xiii).

This collection and organization of materials led to sixteen individual 

monographs. The monographs were prepared by the following persons (most of 
whom were doctoral students):
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1. Margaret Cross (St. Clair Drake's sister-in-law; now, a lawyer)
2. St. Clair Drake
3. Mary Gardner
4. John Given
5. Viola Haygood
6. Elmer Henderson
7. Winifred Ingram
8. Elizabeth Johns (i.e., Elizabeth Johns Drake, University of Chicago-

trained sociologist and wife of St. Clair Drake)
9. George McCray

10. Mary Elaine Ogden
11. Lawrence Reddick (historian, and curator of the Schomburg

Collection in Harlem)
12. Joy Schultz
13. Estelle Hill Scott
14. Joseph Semper
15. Samuel Strong
16. Elizabeth Wimp

The monographs prepared by three of the above researchers were published in 

mimeographed form by the Works Project Administration (i.e., the W.P.A.):

St. Clair Drake, Churches and Voluntary Associations in the Chicago Negro 

Community; Mary Elaine Ogden, The Chicago Negro Community: A Statistical 

Description; and Estelle Hill Scott, Occupational Changes Among Negroes in 

Chicago, 1890-1930. Apparently, copies of all sixteen of these manuscripts 

still exist, A partial listing of them is provided in an appendix at the 
end of this paper.

"The most valuable secondary sources [were] those publications of the 

University of Chicago Press referred to throughout the book" (B.M., p. xiv). 

These largely consisted of publications based on empirical research (e.g., 

of various aspects of Chicago life) by Chicago School social scientists.

In this connection, Richard Wright makes an important statement in his
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introduction:

Especially has no other community in America 
been so intensely studied, has had brought 
to bear upon it so blinding a scrutiny as 
Chicago's South Side, It was in the Univer
sity of Chicago’s Department of Sociology 
that such men as E. Franklin Frazier who 
produced The Negro Family in Chicago and 
The Negro Family in the United States,
Bertrand Doyle who produced The Etiquette 
of_ Race Relations in the South and Harold F,
Gosnell who produced Negro Politicians, 
were trained and guided. In no other city 
has the differentiation between groups and 
races been so clearly shown; nowhere has 
it been revealed so vividly, for example, 
how birth rates, death rates, etc., vary as 
people move out of the center of the city to 
its outer edges. This, in short constitutes 
some of the vast amount of research that 
preceded Drake’s and Cayton’s Black 
Metropolis (B.M., p. xix). .

Anthropology in the City

It is arguable that, in terms of the value of Black Metropolis as 

social science, its greatest contribution lies in its pioneering use of

methodology and "cross (i.e., cross-disciplinary) fertilization." Warner 
puts it this way:

This significant study by Mr. Drake and 
Mr. Cayton of Black Metropolis presents us 
with a clear analysis of the social system 
existing among northern Negroes. It is the 
first study of a northern Negro community which 
combines the research approaches of sociology 
and social anthropology. As snrh -it- -fft « 
real contribution to science and further proof 
that the disciplines are essentially one 
QL2*., P» 770; italics added).

The specifics of this methodology is the subject of many of the preceding pages
and of many of the pages that follow.
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Human Ecology

In a recent paper, Slaughter and McWorter note that the Chicago School 
has five essential aspects,, It is (1) empirical, (2) ecological, (3) multi

disciplinary, (4) historical and (5) policy-oriented. Regarding the human 

ecology orientation of the school, Slaughter and McWorter state the following:

The Chicago School was fundamentally based on 
the theoretical position that there were social 
forces making up the community, operating in
dependent of policy decisions, that constituted 
an objective environment impacting social de
velopment. They focused on this structure of 
social forces and developed the urban social 
sciences with an emphasis on ’human ecology*.
In so doing, Park’s notion was that in each 
city there were ’natural areas’ in which 
people and institutions were concentrated, 
and in which there was a common cultural 
linkage and related economic activity. Burgess 
developed notions of a ’zonal hypothesis’ which 
consisted of a taxonomy of natural areas.
Although this schema was more classificatory 
than explanatory, graduate research vigorously 
described a wide variety of ecological patterns 
(Slaughter and McWorter, 1981, p, 16; italics 
added).

In a paper written in the 1930's, Wirth assessed the progress of the newly 

developed human ecology orientation in the Chicago School of the social 
sciences:

In the past decade or so what amounts to a new 
discipline within the social sciences, human 
ecology, has emerged and has become widely 
disseminated. Through the studies of Park,
Burgess, McKenzie, and others the physical 
structure and the ecological processes of 
concentration, dispersion, segregation, and 
succession of men, institutions, and cultural 
characteristics as between the various 
natural areas and communities that make up 
the physical framework of the urban world have 
been revealed through indices which are quite 
precise, quantitative, and adaptable to 
comparison as between cities,,.*In recent 
years, as these issues have taken acute form
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in the Chicago area, we have shifter our emphasis from 
the minute analysis of the local communities within the 
c ty to the larger sectors and zones in the metropoli
tan region (Wirth, 1940, pp. 56-57; italics added).

Assuming one accepts the rather broad definition of "human ecology" offered

by Slaughter and McWorter, then one could arguably assert that the human ecol

°gy PersPectlve dominates a considerable amount of the methodological 
(and theoretical) orientation of Black Metropolis, especially, but by. no 

means exclusively, the first few chapters of the book and the chapter on 

the physical and social "world of the lower class” (Chapter 21). Hence, 

the rather large concern in the first part of the book with the settle

ment patterns of the various ethnic groups in relation to "Zones of City 

Crowds", and the concern in Chapter 21 with the interface of (1) the 

"Physical World", (2) the social world, and (3) patterns of individual 

and group behaviors. The presence of the human ecology perspective— one 

is tempted to say, its hegemony— helps to explain why certain "social

structures and processes" were thoroughly investigated and others barely 
considered.

Historical Method

The historical aspect of Black Metropolis' methodology appears to 

derive from three sources; Parkian sociology, Marxism, and the sociology of 

"race relations."1 Each of these perspectives, in part, directs.the social 

researcher to the investigation of historical data, and suggests that this 

data will reveal competiton and conflict, transformation and rupture, in 

the social fabric. A methodology born of this marriage, especially that of 

Parkian sociology and Marxism,2 dominates the first half of the book. This ■

1.

2 .

The former and latter perspectives largely had 
in the Chicago school; the origins of Marxism their origins 

lie elsewhere.
This;V“  marriage" is considered in a bit more detail in the sec- 
tion on theory. A more conplete analysis will be undertaken in 
a ater draft of the present work.
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perspective appears to have had few, if any, implications for the research 

methods used by the field-workers who did the empirical research for the 

project. (Which, incidently, perhaps suggests that it belongs more to Drake,

i.e., Black Metropolis’ principal author and the author of all of the chapters 

in the historical discussion of the first half of the book, than to Cayton and 

Warner, i.e., respectively the director of, and advisor to, the research 
project.) However, in the use of secondary sources, it directs the attention 

of the investigators to the consideration of relatively long time-spans (e.g., 

fifty years) and of "macro" sociological processes (e.g., urbanization and 

industrialization). We will soon discover that this is a perspective that 

is, for a number of reasons ultimately having to do with social ontology and 

epistemology, fundamentally at odds with the authors’ "ethnographic method."

Ethnographic Method

For the present purposes, we will consider five aspects of the Black 

Metropolis project’s "ethnographic method": (1) detailed field study; (2) the 

holistic approach; (3) participant-observation and the recording of data;

(4) investigation and analysis of the "ethnographic present"; (5) "ideal types" 

and "patterning"; and (6) objectivity, "verstehen" and subjectivity.

Detailed field study. It is critical to note that the Black Metropolis 

project was a project involving about twenty social researchers concerned, for 

about four years, with the detailed study of nearly "all aspects" (Warner’s 

term) of Black life in Chicago. The study included detailed data collection 
on the life-styles (including, e.g., consumption patterns, family life and 

social networks) of the various strata of Bronzeville and of its institutional 
structure. By the time the book was written, the authors had a great deal of
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information about the public and private lives of Bronzeville residents 

(which, as we shall see, bears on certain ethical considerations). The 

observations undoubtedly included the equivalent of a few decades of ’’man

hour” observations. The project remains a model of detailed field study.

Holistic Approach. The Black Metropolis project involved social researchers, 

and "ordinary persons" trained for the purposes of the project in partici

pant-observation and interview techniques, in a study of a number of "levels" 

and aspects of "levels", of the Bronzeville social order, e.g., economic 

institutions and processes, legal institutions and processes, religious 
life, and so forth. In this sense (though perhaps only in the sense), the 

study has no focus. There is obviously an implicit argument that adequate 

knowledge must be a holistic knowledge.^

Participant Observation and Data-Recording. Participant-observers 

collected data via observation of behaviors and formal and informal inter

views (apparently, mostly of the unstructured variety). It is important 

to note that field work for Black Metropolis preceded the development of 1

1. Obviously, there is no such thing as "holistic knowledge" in the 
absolute sense. There is never a one-to-one relation between ideas 
about social phenomena and the actual phenomena "in the raw."
That is, all ideas involve processes of abstraction in which 
certain aspects of phenomena are given greater emphasis than other 
aspects. The "holistic approach"— actually there are many 
different holistic approaches (compare, e.g,, Hegelian holism 
with functionalism)— "simply" directs the investigator to avoid 
singular emphasis and to view the various "levels" of social life 
(e.g., economic, political, ideological, etc.) in terms of their 
interrelationship(s).
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tape recorders. Moreover, field workers did not engage in extensive note
taking as their subjects talked with them; in fact, often the interviewees

1had no knowledge they were being interviewed.

The method for recording interview data— a method that came to the 

project by way of Warner— was intricate, even if somewhat suspect. The 
method included the following aspects: (1) the participant-observer would 
listen intently to the statements of the informant while engaging him/her 

in conversation; (2) the participant-observer would go home, or to some 
other private place, immediately after the interview (and/or would go to the 

bathroom or some other inconspicuous place during the course of the inter

view in order to take some notes, often on items other than writing tablets); 

(4) in the privacy of her/his home (or some other private place), the 

participant-observer would '‘free associate*' in relation to the recently 

completed "interview", that is, the interviewer would write every aspect 

of the conversation down that came to mind, in whatever order it came; (5) 
the participant-observer would then cut-and-paste the collection of state
ments in her/his notes in order to reconstruct the interview. Thus it

might take two, three or four hours to reconstruct a thirty minute inter-
2view and then only in semi-verbatim manner. 1

1. For example, Professor Drake often relates the fact that one of 
the participant-observers was a young man who was paid to "keep 
his eyes and ears open" six hours per day for several months in 
a local pool hall. It is doubtful that any of his companions at 
the pool tables suspected that they were subjects of a social 
science investigation.

2. The discussion here is based on an interview with St. Clair Drake.
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We noted, in our discussion of the detailed field study aspect of 

the Cayton-Warner Research Project, that the participant-observers often 

had intimate knowledge of the lives of their subjects. We should note 
here that this knowledge not only derived from the length of the investi

gation but from the fact that the observers were often (in some cases, 

naturally; in other cases, by design) members of the social circles and, 

in some instances, household units, of the subjects of their investigation.^

Investigation and Analysis of the "Ethnographic Present." The methodology 

underlying the mode of investigation and mode of presentation of the topics 

in the first half of the book is, as we have noted, a historical methodology 

based on perspectives from Parkian sociology, Marxism and the sociology of 

race relations. In terms of its methodological underpinnings, the second 

half of the book is based on methodological functionalism. If the authors do 

not explicitly use the language of functionalism, the fact is that the second 

half of the book is largely an a-temporal analysis of structures, relations 

and "functions", and Bronzeville" is viewed as a more or less "closed 

system." Some aspects of this methodology is indicated in a statement in 1

1. St. Clair Drake, e.g., lived in a household with "Slick" (one of 
the main characters in the discussion of the lower-class). 
Incidently, it so happens that, perhaps during one of his many 
periods of confinement in prison, "Slick" read Black Metropolis 
and, to his surpirse, found himself therein. He later had 
occasion to discuss this matter with Professor Drake.
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Chapter 14 (i.e., the transition chapter in the book);

In order to understand this city within a city, 
we shall first examine four major institutions 
with special reference to the manner in which 
they reflect the system of Negro-white relations; 
the Negro newspaper, the Negro church, Negro- 
owned business enterprises, and the ’policy 
racket*. Chapter 15 deals briefly with 
the over-all influence of the newspaper and 
the church, detailed discussion of the church 
being reserved for later chapters. Consider
able attention is given to ’Negro business’ 
in Chapter 16, since the whole temper of 
Negro life is keyed to the myth of ’salvation 
through Negro business*. When Negro rioters 
in Harlem, Detroit, or Philadelphia demolish 
the stores that white men operate in the Black 
Belt, they dramatize this pivotal aspect of 
Negro-white relations. In Chapter 17, the 
policy racket is presented as a ’protected' 
business rather than as a criminal activity, 
since both Bronzeville and the political 
machine in Midwest Metropolis deal with it 
as 'big business'.
Having described these major institutions, we 
shall then note the way in which the ideal of 
'getting ahead* operates to divide the com- 
muntiy into a number of 'social classes' 
which, in turn, set the pattern for the way 
in which an individual may 'have a good time' 
or 'praise the Lord*. Chapters 18-23, in
clusive, are primarily concerned with
internal relations within Bronzeville, though 
even these, we shall see, are dominated by 
the system of Negro-white relations.
The picture of life in Bronzeville that 
emerges from these chapters is a candid- 
camera shot of the community in the final 
stages of the Depression and in the midst 
of the Second World War (B.M., pp. 396-397).

"Ideal 'Types" and "Patterning"

A critical aspect of the methodology employed in the Black Metropolis 

project— again, a methodological feature of a number of other Warner School 

studies— has to do with the analysis of "social classes" and related prestige
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and behavior. The methodology involves four key steps (delineated in the 
three notes to Chapter 18):

1* Assume that "the guiding thread in the study of fclass’) should
be an emphasis on social relations in families * cliques, voluntary 
associations, churches and so forth. Drake and Cayton put it this 
way:

Yet, in contradistinction to some of the pre
vious studies, the authors have concentrated 
not upon defining and describing classes as 
'natural* groups on the other hand nor ’a series of 
continua’ on the other; rather, they have 
tried to define those patterns of behavior 
and attributes that various segments of the 
community look upon as having high or low 
social status. Such a conception presents 
a number of research problems, for it not 
only involves taking cues from interview ma
terial and the notes of participant-observers, 
but also necessitates trying to mediate the 
ethos of various groups within the community, 
with all of the consequent dangers of falling 
into subjectivism (cf. Kurt H. Wolff, "A 
Methodological Note on the Empirical Establish
ment of Culture Patterns,” American Sociological 
Review, 10:2, April, 1945.)

2. Ascertain patterns of "class” behavior (i.e., "the measures of 
the man,” as they are sometimes referred to in Black Metropolis) 
and stratify them on the bases of their relative prestige as
'indicated by way of interviews and observation. Drake and Cayton 
note that ”[t]his step is amenable to statistical controls 
through the use of social distance scales and questionnaires 
administered on a sampling basis to various sectors of the 
population, once the student has ascertained (’what questions 
to ask' from his intimate knowledge of the community” (B.M., 
p. 789). However, they apparently did not utilize this 
control mechanism.)

3. Study these patterns of "class” behavior in-depth to determine 
(a) their dominant motifs, (b) the contrasts between them, and 
(c) additional aspects of their evaluation by the subjects.
Because of the peculiar characteristics of each "class" (in terms 
of both its "internal” features and relation to other "classes”), 
the specifics of the mode of investigation varies a bit in each 
case:

a* Upper-class patterns,. "The task is least difficult at 
the highest status-levels, for the population aggregate 
is small and the patterns are highly standardized and
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are closely reiated to the controls Imposed by the 
the a ™  a in pyofessions or by business careers or
definite^ °f S°Ciety*' At this level, the class is definitely a natural group' (B.M., p, 789).'"

b- i e w e r ^ c l ^ ^ a t t ^ .  "The lower-class patterns
r!r!u!tUd Sd a?> and are Presented as, 'polar opposites'
a d v I w a e e s T  T  °f Uving- T h ^ are definiteadvantages in using a modification of Voegelin's
contrast conception' or 'counter conception' in

studying social stratification. In taking a point of
departure from the upper-class conception of the
lower class however, one ends up with a 'stereotype.'
f* 5" P°saible to take this 'stereotype' as a research 
xead and by studying those people who actually approxi- 
mate the stereotype to reshape it closer to reaUty
data!^one c l ^

institutionflinSt WhlCh ** indlvidual> a family* o/an 
italics ^ded) Cremet>t C3n be StUdled" <SJl.. P. 789,

' -Slrr?sr;
’typical' lower-class people are nor J°r/ nstance. 
mobility aspirations, b ^ t ^ L r i o w e  - S s ^ p M ^
fantasy at some time about 'gettimr ahe!a >P j1 in their overt J,.ka„1rr !? ,tlng ahead> and some,

the meaning of •middle-classnes:.Pt0r^w:r-:UsrsripV:opaL.

n l L T b y V d r i v e  "h° ***-
class traits, to placfsocial d W a  ^  °ff l0wer' 
selves and others 'below' them between them'
who have made this mobility s ^ p
lamilies that had made it in the’oast ° ”ere born in 
such people, we arrive at thP , PfStJ By-studying 
bonds of social solidarity conclusion that actual fled in solidarity exist between them— ob1ecti-tied in clique, associational and church lifp . a 
that in numerous instances these social hn a * d 
ride wide differences in occupation and J ^  °Ver~ education. Thus tho d-riy rP ? nc* lncome— and even
'right connections ^and^front^ s ' i L T ^ 1^  ’ *nd
dominant motif of what we call ’fho ^Ia i ^  aS the

rarner than the economic or occupational
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status of the members. The latter are stated as 
dependent variables in terms of ranges and modal 
averages.

Estimate the proportion of the subject population in each 
of the three "classes." The Cayton-Warner project arrived 
at "some rough estimate of the proportion" on the basis of 
three traditional class-indices used by persons in the 

'* social stratification school(s): education, income and 
occupation. -

In striking a rough average percent of 
the three indices for each class level... 
the middle-class figure was weighted at 
the expense of the lower-class figure since 
some people with very low educational level 
and occupational status are middle class if 
judged by standard of living, public behavior, 
and associations! ties. The concept of class 
used in this study makes the latter pattern 
decisive in establishing the social stratifi
cation of an individual or family in Bronze- 
ville (B.M., p. 791).

5• Determine the class-range for each of the above mentioned 
indexes. "The approximate class range for each index was 
arrived at from a study of interview data and an analysis 
of the social characteristics of the members of social 
clubs, churches and families that had been previously 
stratified on the basis of their behavior patterns" (B.M., 
p. 791).

6. "Stratify" institutional units. "The first tentative studies
by the Cayton-Warner Research involved an attempt at 1 stratifying1 
institutional units. It was a relatively simple matter to iden—' 
tify individual church and social clubs which had very high or 
very low social status" (B.M., p. 791).

7* Isolate very low prestige and very high prestige individuals and 
families within the above-mentioned institutional units for de
tailed study. Following the "stratifying" of institutional units, 
the next step presented itself:

It was then possible for participant-observers 
to isolate the individuals and families within 
these groups who had the highest or lowest pres
tige, subjecting them to detailed study. In the 
meantime, the clerical staff, using data supplied 
by the participant-observers, analyzed membership 
lists to determine the occupational and educational 
ranges, and the extent of membership in other clubs,
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churches and cliques. Members were interviewed 
to find their attitudes toward other indi
viduals and institutional units and toward 
the criteria of stratification. Eventually, 
the research staff was able to'arrange 
numerous clubs and churches in a rough 
hierarchy and to define status level's 
within larger groups that were not them
selves class-typed. From a study of the 
prople who belonged to these organizations 
it was possible to find other individuals 
of similar occupational and educational 
status with whom they had ’social' re
lations but who did not belong to any 
organizations or who belonged to others 
(B.M., p. 791).

The combined procedures of "6" and "7" yield another way of 
determining and describing class features. That is, one 
method proceeds from the study of behavior patterns, the 
other from the "stratifying" of institutional units. The 
procedure again yields an upper-class, a middle-class and a 
lower-class.

a* Upper-class. Given the relatively "natural" 
character of the upper-class, and its re
latively small size, it was fairly easy to 
determine high status churches and associations 
and to determine the patterns of "social" re
lations of individuals and families within 
these.

b» Lower-class. "In studying the lower class the 
research staff began with a study of several 
groups that ranked 'lowest' in a number of prestige 
hierarchies— those with the least education, 
the least money, the poorest housing in the 
worst neighborhoods, and the members of store
front churches. Here again it was possible to 
state ranges and modal averages of traits with- 

groups, e.g», most store—front church members 
were poor and uneducated; most, but not all, of 
the poor.and uneducated who belonged to churches 
belonged to those with low-status rituals; there 
were very few social clubs in the areas of 
poorest housing. It was also evident that low- 
status church people were, censorious of other 
families of similar socio-economic status who 
had no assoclational ties and who were 
characterized by extreme social disorganization—  
the 'lower shadies.* There were few stable family 
groups which were not 'church-centered' at this 
level (jBJtf., pp. 791-792).
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Middle-class.c . "Both the lower class and the
upper class recognize people with another 
extensive ’center of interest’ in the com
munity— those who stress ’getting ahead.’ By 
studying individuals who were 'getting 
ahead,’ ’improving themselves,’ 'advancing,’ 
it was possible to identify the churches, 
clubs, and neighborhoods which were looked 
upon as ’respectable’ or ’.good connections.’ 
Further study of these institutions and 
neighborhoods in terms of uniformities and 
ranges of education, occupation, overlapping 
memberships, etc., resulted in a gradual 
building up of the pattern of the middle-class 
way of life" (B.M. p. 792).

8. Use marginal and borderline cases to gain further knowledge about 
the bases of prestige in the community under study.

Once the criteria for social stratification 
had been ascertained some 8,000 individuals 
were ’stratified’ on the basis of education, 
occupation, church and associational member
ships, number of years in Chicago, skin-color, 
area of residence in the city, positions held 
in the political hierachy and in community 
organizations. Marginal and borderline cases 
were studied in order to arrive at the crucial 
criteria; e.g., a Red Cap found associating 
socially with professional people or a pro
fessional man who attended a very low status 
church. These 'exceptions’ threw additional 
light upon the bases of prestige in the 
community (B.M., p. 792).

Comparative Method

As we noted earlier, Black Metropolis, though it focuses on a 

community within a single city, is nonetheless fruitfully viewed as 

part of a (somewhat planned) program of research to generate social science 

knowledge by way of a comparative approach. Specifically, Black Metropolis 

should be viewed in relation to Deep South, and, to some extent, to the 

Yankee City studies as well. (Each of these, as the reader is undoubtedly 

auare, has a Uaraer connection). Moreover, it was apparently the view of 

not only Warner but also the authors that the study of "man” in the 

industrial societies complements the study of "man" in "primitive societies"
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by contributing to empirical,generalizations about the human species. 

Fieldwork, Ethics and Class Bias1

During the last two decades, a number of concerns have emerged as 

central in the social sciences that were more peripheral in a previous 

era. Among these concerns are issues having to do with ethics and field 

work. We noted earlier that much of the observation of subjects in the 

Black Metropolis project was done without the subjects being aware that 

they were being studied. The investigators, apparently like most inves

tigators of the era, took it for granted that, if no one was being hurt 

by the process, and that if the identities of the "informants” were con

cealed, then there was no ethical problem. This is a logic that many 

would today find inadequate.

It is important to note that nearly all the work of that period had 

a class-bias♦ (One suspects that the present period is quite similar in

this regard.) That is, petty-bourgeoise social science investigators have 

continuously failed to examine the family and personal (e.g., sexual) lives 

of the more affluent with the same amount of energy they have used in the 

examination of these aspects of "lower-class" life. Moreover, it is clear 

that even when observers have intimate knowledge of the family and personal 

lives of the well-to-do, this information overwhelmingly tends to be 

suppressed in research-related publications. In sum, the argument is not 

that researchers contrive to do this (though this may happen on occasion), 

but that there is an unconscious mechanism of class-bias that widely operates

1. On November 7, 1981, Professor St. Clair Drake delivered a
lecture entitled "How We Wrote Black Metropolis" at the University 
of Chciago. The event was sponsored by the Chicago Center of 
Afro-American Studies and Research. This discussion is based 
on this lecture and on a subsequent interview with St. Clair Drake.
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in social science investigations of the "lower-class," singularly or in 

relation to other "classes."

This bias is quite apparent in Black Metropolis. There are no chapters 

on the upper-class and middle-class that are equivalent to the chapter 

entitled "Lower-Class: Sex and Family." One suspects that there could have 
been.

But none of this is to imply that there was no concern with ethics in 

Black Metropolis. Some material that was viewed as potentially harmful to 

individuals was omitted by way of "judicious omission" (Drake's term).

Great care was taken to preserve identities. Only names of public figures 

were used, and then apparently only when the events discussed were a matter 

of public record. Biographical sketches tend to be composites, i.e., "types."

Objectivity, "Verstehen" and Subjectivity

Further insight into the methodology of Black Metropolis is provided 

if one views the matter in terms of objectivity, "verstehen" and subjec

tivity. This consideration will help us synthesize some of the discussion 

in the preceding pages.

Obviously, the notion that there can be an "objective" social science 

in the pure sense of the term is an idea that most philosophers of science 

have come to explicitly reject. However, this does not preclude either the 

notion that the social sciences should nonetheless strive to increasingly 

move in the direction of objectivity— i.e., to increasingly approximate 

reality (e.g., by way of more rigorous methods)— or the notion that there 

are no criteria by which the relative worth of different strategies can be 

assessed. Black Metropolis is an attempt at objective social science— in 

the sense that it presents statements describing aspects of empirical
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reality and takes these statements to be observable or verifiable, especially 

by the use of (social) scientific methods. Moreover, "objectivity" in the 

social sciences— especially as understood in certain older schools of the 

philosophy of science— presupposes investigation by an "uninvolved," "de

tached" observer. The first half of Black Metropolis and some parts of the 

book’s second half have this quality (e.g., the maps, historical statements, 

presentation of tables of social indices, and so forth).

Black Metropolis also implicitly accepts Weber’s notion of "verstehen"—  

both sides of it. The two aspects of the idea are the following: (1) beacuse 

a great deal of social action, especially nonrational action, cannot be 

measured or analyzed by objective criteria, the comprehension of some social 

actions must rest on an "understanding" (i.e., an empathetic, intuitive 

interpretation) of the subjective experience of the social actor or actors; 

and (2) despite the usefulness of the method of "verstehen" as a tool, 

hypotheses derived from this method must be supplemented by verification 

and casual explanations.

The concern with "verstehen" is, as we noted in another section of 

this paper, introduced at some length in Chapter 14. In part, the text reads: 

"Throughout the remainder of this book we shall use the term ’Bronzeville’ 

for Black Metropolis because it seems to express the feeling that the people 

have about their own community. They live in the Black Belt and to them 

it is more than the ’ghetto’ revealed by statistical analysis" (B.M., p. 385). 

Another example of this concern is the "map" at the beginning of the 

chapter on "The World of the Lower Class." It is not a map in the usual 

sense of the term, but a view of the "world" as Bronzeville*s lower class 

might see it. (See Figure 2.)
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Figure 2

The World of the Lower Class

(From B.M., p. 601)
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There is some obvious overlap here with the concerns of cognitive anthropolgy.

The chief danger in the use of "verstehen" as a method is that one 

may lapse into subjectivism. That is, one may emphasize the feelings of 

the subject (or the perceived feelings of the subject) at the expense of a 

description (i.e., an "objective approximation") of the actual attributes 

of the phenomenon thought of. We will later argue that Black Metropolis 

frequently steps "over the line" into subjectivism.



THEORY

The Chicago School is known more for its methodological rigor than 

for its systematic theorizing.^- On this criteria, Black Metropolis falls 

squarely in the tradition of the Chicago School. But this is not to argue 

that Black Metropolis, or any other product of social science practice, is 

"without theory."
The theory in Black Metropolis is even further from the surface of the 

the text than its methodology. A detailed accounting of this theory must 

be based on close, successive readings of the text (e.g., of the sort in
volved in our investigation of methodology). A later draft of this paper 

will reflect such a reading. In the meantime, the reader’s attention is 
directed to a consideration of a few of the major theoretical concerns of 

the book; (1) the general conception of social ontology; (2) the general 
conceptualization of the dynamics of social change; (3) the general conception 

of ethnic relations; and (4) the conceptualization of social classes.

Social Ontology
If we consider social ontology to mean one’s conception of the basic 

entities of social life (persons or institutions), the fundamental forms of 

social interaction, and the nature of social change— then there are arguably 

conflicting social ontologies in Black Metropolis. One could argue that 1

1. Another— and, perhaps, the most central area of- theoretical 
concern In the book has to do with Black/white race relations 
and the phenomenon of racism. This is a topic that merits 
thorough discussion. This is a topic that I intend to consider 
it in some detail in a paper I am developing which is tentatively 
entitled "Race and Class in the Social Anthropology of St. Clair 
Drake." The fact that this question is not thoroughly considered 
here should not, in any way, be taken to suggest that it is 
relatively unimportant.
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there is a social ontology which views society as made up of interdependent 

individuals and groups that are fundamentally in competition and conflict for 

economic and territorial hegemony and for favorable economic niches. This 

perspective clearly dominates the first half of the book, and the end of the 

second half as well. It belongs to that broad aggregation of perspectives that 

are often referred to as constituting "conflict theory." On the other hand, 

it is clear that a great deal of the book seems to adhere to the view that 
societies or segments of societies are cemented together by symbolically 

affirmed solidarity, value consensus and common purpose, and that conflict

has fundamentally to do with maladjusted group values.^
One could argue that the above represents a case of an inexcusable 

lapse in logic. There is another possible explanation. The problem may 

well reflect an unsynthesized use of ParkTs social ontology. Coser, in a 

discussion of Park, comments on Park's social ontology in the following 

manner:

Human societies, to him, have a double aspect: 
they are made up of interdependent indi
viduals and groups competing with one another 
for economic and territorial dominance and 
for favorable ecological niches; but they are 
also held together by symbolically affirmed 
solidarity, consensus, and common purpose.
The social and moral order softens the impact 
of the competitive struggle for existence 
through social control, normative guidance, 
and involvement in transindividual tasks 
(Cosser in Bottomore and Nesbitt, 1978, 
p. 317). 1

1. "Prejudice," e.g., is seen as out of step with more general 
"American values."
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reflected in the others (Churches and 
Voluntary Associations, p.'TJT)

The relationships can be diagrammed as follows:

Figure 3

i I
i Economic |
I System l
i I---------------*--------

Machinery
Tools

Weapons

J

i i;-------

/
Animate and Inanimate

Objects

(Ibid., P. 14.)

Social Logics

Social Organization

i

Technology

Nature

Richard Wright points to some of the central concepts in this "theory" of 

social change: industrialization, secularization, urbanization, social 
differentiation (B.M., p. xx).
Ethnic filiations

Implicit in the discussion of ethnic relations (i.e., of relations
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HISTORICAL CONTEXT AND INTENDED AUDIENCE^

This paper is neither a study in the sociology of knowledge, nor a 

study in the history of ideas as this is generally understood (Foucault, 

1972), nor a study in intellectual biography. It is, as we noted in some 

detail in the introduction, an immanent critique. However, the historical 

context and both the intended and actual audience are, in a certain real 

sense, internal to the text. Thus, we consider the following.

The Black Metropolis project began in the mid-thirties and ended in 

the mid-forties. It spanned the distinct periods of the depression 

(accompanied by the "New Deal") and the Second World War. It thus spanned 

a period of rapid economic "down-turn" (the "lean years") and rapid 

economic "up-turn" (the "fat years”). Moreover, the study began immediately 

after a period in which massive immigration of Blacks from the South 

to the urban areas of the North had permanently altered the sociological 

make-up of United States society, and ended during a period in which Black 

immigration from the South to the North was again on the increase. Indeed, 

it was a period in which there were awesome shifts in the demographic make-up 

of the Afro-American population in the United States. During this period 

the modal experience of the Afro-American population shifted from rural 

(as exemplified in sharecropping and tenancy) to urban (as exemplified in 

industrial labor).* 2 Blacks Were new arrivals in the northern urban areas, 

an<̂  _^ack Metropolis was the first study in that era to extensively explore

1. Much of the discussion in this section is based on conversations 
with St. Clair Drake.

2* people's College, Introduction to Afro-American Studiesvolumes one and two. ---------— — *---- *
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this new phenomenon. Black Metropolis states it this way:

The story of the growth of Black Metropolis be
tween the Civil War and the Depression is, with 
minor variations, the story of the Negro in 
New York, Detroit, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, 
and a number of other cities in America’s 
northeastern and east-central industrial areas.
During the Second World War it became the 
story, too, of San Francisco and Los Angeles 
as Negroes streamed to the West Coast to help 
man the arsenal of democracy. Negroes in 
America are becoming a city people, and it is 
in the cities that the problem of the Negro 
in American life appears in its sharpest and 
most dramatic forms. It may be, too, that 
the cities will be the arena in which the 
’Negro problem’ will be finally settled. A 
study of Negro life in Chicago is important 
not only because it is typical of northern 
urban communities, but also because it in
volves one of the cities in which change is 
taking place most rapidly and where in the 
next decade friction, and even conflict, be
tween capital and labor, Negroes and whites, 
will probably reach its most intense form, and 
where a new pattern of race relations is 
most likely to evolve (B,M., pp. 755-756).

This statement is made possible by a real, materia] transformation in the

nature of the "Black experience" in the United States. It is to the credit

of the authors of Black Metropolis that they grasped the essence of the

dynamics of this phenomenon as it was happening. (It is, certainly, much

easier to view societal transformations by way of hindsight.)

Its also important to note that this massive influx of Blacks into the 

cities led to qualitative transformations in the patterns of race relations. 

This was exemplified, e.g., in the riots at the end of World War I and in 

phenomena accompanying the intense competition for jobs during the Depression 

years. There was a general fear that once World War II ended, there would 

be massive riots. (This fear was based on two points: (1) it was assumed 1

1

1. For this point, I am indebted to ray colleague, Gerald McWorter.
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that soldiers who had fought for "their country" and experienced a bit of 

freedom overseas would not tolerate "Jim-Crowism" once they returned; and 

(2) it was assumed that, given the return of white soldiers needing jobs, 

a post-war economy which would inevitably contract, and a decline in the 

racial tolerance that derived from a sense of "us against the enemy," there 

would be a qualitative increase in anti-Black sentiment and actions,)

Finally, it is important to consider the fact that Myrdal’s American 

Pilemma had just recently been published (i.e*, in 1944, the year previous 
to the publication of Black Metropolis), and discussion of the "race problem" 

was "in the air." Myrdal’s work had received considerable publicity;
Black Metropolis followed on its heels.

Because of this combination of factors, Black Metropolis was widely 

viewed as a work that might contribute to "better understanding," to more 

harmonious relations between Blacks and whites. It was, like almost all of 

the scholarly writing on the Black experience of that era, directed toward a 

white liberal "enlightened" audience that would hopefully be an ally in the 

struggle to transform racist America into a society more consistent with 
the "American ideal."

In general, the audience response to Black Metropolis was as follows. 

The liberal academic community praised it (except for a handful who questioned 

its methodology), and, by and large, continues to praise it."̂  The liberal

1* Black Metropolis is still cited with some frequency in the 
sociological literature— almost thirty years after its 
publication. It is Drake’s view that, in spite of at least one 
glaring methodological deficiency, the work was never subjected 
to systematic, critical peer review due to the above-mentioned 
social climate.
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’’enlightened” non-academic community also praised it. The book received a 

front page review in the New York Times and in the New York Herald Tribune’s 

book review section. The book was attacked by some Black nationalists on 

the grounds that it "let white folks know too much of our business." It was 

attacked by orthodox communists as "reformist," e.g., in a 1946 book review 

in New Masses. Richard Wright, who had by then broken with the communists, 

called the book "Stalinist," i.e., argued that the portrayal of orthodox 

communists in the book was overly sympathetic.
Incidently, the prospective race riots never materialized, at least not 

in Chicago.
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POLITICAL ORIENTATION1
We observed earlier that Black Metropolis was geared to a readership 

of members of the white "middle-class” liberal community. Perhaps, the reader 

assumed on the basis of that discussion that there is a single (liberal) 

political orientation that manifests itself in the book. As is the case 

with certain other aspects of the text (namely, its methodology and its 

theory), a close reading of the book reveals that there are conflicting 

political orientations at work in the book. Consider the following.

Warner ends his "Methodological Note" with this statement:

Despite the many encouraging signs of Deter
ment already indicated in this excellent study, 
the most important is yet to be mentioned.
At the present time there are indications 
throughout the United States and throughout 
the world that important changes are on their 
way and that the present system may reform into 
something quite different which will give 
Negroes many— if not all— the opportunities 
now denied them. It must be emphasized that 
such miracles do not come by themselves, they 
must be worked for. A system as deeply im
planted in the lives of all of us as this one 
needs more than the trumpets of equality to 
be sounded for its walls to tumble down. It 
is my belief that the next generation’s 
principal task will be the hard and painful 
one of destroying color-caste in the 
United States (B.M., p. 782).

Although this statement may be viewed as "progressive," it is clearly re

formist. The main text of the book ends on a quite different note (with a 

statement that, one suspects, could only have been written by Drake):

1. Biographical information in this section is largely based on 
interviews of St. Clair Drake.
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So it is really only ’One World,’ The problems 
that arise on Bronzeville’s Forty-seventh Street 
encircle the globe. But the people of Black 
Metropolis and of Midwest Metropolis do not 
feel that this relieves them from maintaining 
their own constant struggle for a complete 
democracy as the only way to attain the world 
we say we want to build. The people of Black 
Metropolis and of Midwest Metropolis and of 
all their counterparts are intertwined and in
terdependent. What happens to one affects all.
A blow struck for freedom in Bronzeville finds 
its echo in Chungking and Moscow, in Paris and 
Senegal. A victory for Fascism i 
Metropolis will sound the knell o 
the Common Man everywhere (B,M.,

This statement clearly embodies, in its most fundamental aspects, an inter

nationalist Communist ideology and a (at least, latent) "Pan-Colored" 

ideology.^ The divergences in these statements reflect the respective 

political orientations of Warner, Cayton and Drake. Some notes on their 

respective orientations follow.

Warner

Warner had no party politics per se, but had a general orientation to

ward Keynesian economics and the Democratic "New Deal.” (Here, he had ties 

with the Black sociologist and "gate-keeper,” Charles S. Johnson.) Warner 

was a reformer. He was for a democratic world in which, e.g., workers would 

be treated "right”— a view he continued to hold even during the time when he 

and Gardiner established a consulting-enterprise to advise businesses on 

what members of the various social classes in the United States might be most 

likely to buy. He believed that scholarship could be fruitfully used toward 

ends that would advance the poor, and is reputed to have once diligently 1

1, The "Pan-Colored” aspect is clearer in a few other passages in 
the text.

Midwest 
doom for 

p. 767).
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sought to be appointed Research Director of the National Association for the 

Advancement of Colored People (N,A,A.C.P,), Following this unsuccessful 

venture, he began working with the Rosenwald Fund through Chicago. Fol

lowing his departure, after World War II, from the Univeisity of Chicago to 

accept a $35,000 per year position at the University of Michigan (teaching 

one quarter per year), Warner became more conservative and uninvolved in 

politics. His general orientation appears to have been toward "getting 

ahead" and getting his family "ahead." His writings shifted to topics 

concerning businessmen and the military. He was always anti-Marxist.
Cayton and Drake

Horace Cayton was a liberal-Democrat— i.e., a liberal Democrat during 
an era (the 1930’s) in which being a liberal Democrat meant sustaining 

friendly woriking relations with the Communist Party and the non-Troskeyist 

left since these organizations were involved in the politics of the "New 

Deal." He was the brother of Revels Cayton, who (named for their grand

father, Hiram Revels, the famous Black politician of the Reconstruction era) 

was an assistant to Harry Bridges in the organizing of longshoremen on the 

west coast, and was prominent in the Communist Party. Revels Cayton eventually 

became head of the National Negro Congress (which is generally reputed to 

have been a Communist Party "front" organization). Horace Cayton maintained 

working relations with his borther. He was supportive of the New Deal, 
though a little to the left of it.

At the time of the writing of Black Metropolis, the political orienta

tions of Drake and Cayton appear to have been approximately the same, though 

the former was more involved in "left-wing" pressure groups and had a life 

history that would orient him more toward Pan-Africanism.
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2. A comparative analysis of the assimilation of white, 
non-Anglo ethnics into the mainstream of Chicago’s 
economic and social life versus that of Afro- 
Americans ;

3. A comparison of the form and content of the 
institutional life of Black Metropolis versus 
that of Chicago as a whole;

4. A comparative analysis of patterns of behavior and 
attributes among and within the various "classes" 
of Black Chicago;

5. An implicit comparison of these "classes" with the
"white middle class''; , - ; ,

6,. A comparison of the ideology of freedom and demo
cracy with the actual facts of Black life in Chi
cago (and elsewhere in the United States);

7. A comparison of Black-white race relations in the 
Deep South with patterns of Black-white race re
lations in Chicago* a northern, industrial metro
polis.

Organization

Black Metropolis has six major components. The division between chapters 

14 and 15 essentially corresponds to a division between two books: one a his

torical, quasi-Marxist analysis of the historical development of "Black Metro

polis" in relation to the overall development of Chicago; the other a static, 

a-temporal, "ethnographic" analysis of "Bronzeville".

Style of Presentation

The style of writing is consistent with Drake's other writings: simple, 

concise, somewhat "entertaining". The writing, at least in one instance, bor

ders on "fiction". Questions of ethnographic accuracy and class bias surface 

here.

Social Relations of Research and Publication

The Black Metropolis project (1) was a project of funded and sponsored
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research; (2) began as a program of "problem-oriented" research intended for 

use as a data bank rather than as a published book; (3) was a project of team 

research; (4) involved a strong University of Chicago connection; and (5) was 

published by a mainstream press and promoted by the liberal "enlightened" 

establishment.

Methodology

This section includes the following components: (1) fundamental question; 

(2) fundamental assumptions; (3) data sources; (4) anthropology in the city;

(5) human ecology; (6) a historical method; (7) an ethnographic method; (8) a 

comparative method; and (9) objectivity, "verstehen" and subjectivity. The 

attempt is to rigorously delineate the fundamental methodological assumptions, 

hypotheses, concepts and techniques utilized in the Black Metropolis study.

The fundamental question is this: "to what degree is the Negro subrodi- 

nated and excluded in relation to white people in the society and what are the 

mechanisms by which the system is maintained, and how do the lives of Negroes 

reflect this subordination and exclusion?"—i.e., this is the question if 

viewed in the context of the seven relations and comparisons discussed in the 

section on findings.

The section on "ethnographic" method gets to the core of the Black 

Metropolis project's actual fieldwork methods. It includes a discussion of 

the project's use of detailed field study, a "holistic" approach, participant 

observation and data recording, an "ideal type" formulation, and so forth.

The basis of the later critique of certain aspects of the project's methodo

logy is provided in this section.

The Black Metropolis study was methodologically interdisciplinary
• ’ ' ’ 1

(though arguably not transdisciplinary). It draws on both sociology and social
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anthropology.

The book utilizes both what is often referred to as an ’’objective 

method” and what is generally considered a ’’subjective method”. These methods 

are in tension.
• .:::■/•■ . . !  . ■ 5 ' • v "  •' *

Theory

The theory in Black Metropolis is even further from the surface of the 

text than is its methodology. A detailed account of this theory must await 

further, close, successive readings. In the meantime, the paper discusses cer

tain key aspects of the text’s conceptions regarding social ontology, social 

change, ethnic relations, and class relations. The key arguments in these 

areas include the following points. (1) There may be conflicting social onto

logies underlying the text: one social ontology being a view of society as 

made up of interdependent individuals and groups that are fundamentally In 

competition and conflict for economic and territorial hegemony and for favor

able economic niches; the other being the view that societies or segments of 

societies are cemented together by symbolically affirmed solidarity, value 

consensus and common purpose, and that conflict has fundamentally to do with 

maladjusted group values.1 1

1. On page 106 I argued that this dual conception may reflect an 
unsynthesized use of Park’s social ontology. There Is another 
possible explanation that I did not mention but that is pro
bably equally plausible. It is conceived that:' Brake and Cay ton 
viewed, at least in practice, the "conflict model" as appro
priate to the analysis of intra-group interaction (e.g., between 
various ethnic groups, between social classes in the larger 
society, and so forth) and the "value consensus” model as appro
priate to inter-group interaction (e.g., among Blacks in "Bronze- 
ville"). (This assumes, of course, that one can identify in some 
intersubjective way the relevant "groups". It also assumes "inter" 
and "intra" are not simply analytically separate, but separate in 
fact.) St. Clair Drake suggests the above as a possible working 
hypothesis.
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(2) The text’s conception of social change is essentially Parkian and Marxist, 

possibly with an overlay Of some ideas from Warner. (3) Implicit in a good 

deal of the argument in the text is the Parkian notion that social life may 

be fruitfully viewed as governed by four primary processes: competition, con

flict, accomodation and assimilation. (4) The prevailing conception of social 

class is an "ideal type" formulation, the usefulness of which is most fruit

fully critiqued in relation to Drake and Cayton's (stated and unstated) pur

poses. (5) Although one concept of class apparently prevails, the book 

actually contains at least four different concepts of class.

Historical Context and Intended Audience

The period of Black Metropolis was (1) a period of major, rapid shifts 

in the demographic make-up of the Afro-American populace (shifts from south to 

north, rural to urban); (2) a period of qualitative transformations in the 

patterns of race relations; (3) the period of the Myrdal study (An American 

Dilemma), i;e., an era in which discussion of the "race problem" was in the 

air. The intended audience consisted of liberal, "enlightened" whites. The 

audience response was varied, but generally quite positive.

Political Orientation

At least two political perspectives occur in the book—a radical 

perspective and a liberal perspective. These reflect the orientations of Cay- 

ton, Drake and Warner. The book's radical politics are at odds with much of 

its methodology, theory, social ontology and, possible, epistemology. This 

has the effect of making certain political statements appear to be appendages. 

Problems, Tensions and "Silences"

The study has at least two major methodological problems: an "ideal 

type" method - that is not statistically controlled; and a (related) method
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that lapses into subjectivism. The latter problem is tied to a larger epis

temological concern that is not easily resolved. The paper summarizes six' 

"tensions" in the work: e.g., conflicting methodologies, tension between 

politics and theory, and conflicting concepts of class.

The book has certain conspicuous "silences". There is no systematic 

discussion of power-relations obtaining between Black Chicago and the larger 

Chicago community. There is no systematic statement delineating a conception 

of articulation between certain "micro" and "macro" levels. Virtually nothing 

is said about experiences of Blacks in the world of work.

BLACK METROPOLIS IN THE CONTEXT OF DRAKE'S OTHER MAJOR WORKS 

For the purpose of further establishing the context of the present 

study, I provide the following summary comments regarding. Black Metropolis in 

relation to Drake's later work.

Funding and Social Organization of Research

The Black Metropolis project was a multi-year, funded and sponsored 

team research project. This pattern was never replicated in any of Drake's 

subsequent work. He has only received a very modest amount of funding.

As a social researcher, Drake is essentially a loner. His work rarely 

involves team research. His writings are not generated in a context (e.g., 

graduate or faculty seminars) where there is systematic peer review. His work 

tends to involve only minimal institutional ties—even, e.g., at the level of 

the typing of his manuscripts.

Temporal and Spatial Breadth of Analysis

Black Metropolis is the only one of Drake's major works that focuses 

primarily on the United States. His major recent works are historical and
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comparative, and are not the direct products of empirical research.

Intended Audience and Political Orientation of Work

Drake no longer writes for a white liberal audience. He assumes a 

large proportion of his audience will be Black Studies practitioners and 

students. He refers to himself as a "neo-Marxist Pan-Africanist". 

Self-Conception of Role

Drake largely views himself as a person who uses tools from social 

anthropology (and elsewhere) to grapple with issues that are fundamental to 

an understanding of the "Black experience."

Resolution of Problems. Tensions and "Silences"

A systematic answer to the question of whether the problems, "tensions 

and "silences" of Drake’s earlier work is resolved in his later work must 

await a detailed study of the whole of his work.

CONCLUSIONS

By way of conclusion, I Would like to make some comments regarding two 

general areas of concern: the question of what general positions this paper 

overlaps with and/or is explicitly written in opposition to; and the question 

of the extent to which the "application" of the method of successive readings 

has been complete or partial. The first point has received some attention, 

though incomplete, in a previous section of this paper. The latter point has 

yet to be considered in any of its dimensions. We will consider it first.

COMPLETED AND UNCOMPLETED ASPECTS OF OUR PROJECT
It is important at this point in our discussion to establish, in 

fairly precise terms, which aspects of our program (as delineated in the 

first thirty three pages of this paper) have been accomplished and which
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have not. In order to facilitate precise discussion of this matter, I will 

restate (in somewhat abbreviated language) the fourteen steps articulated as 

part of our method ofisuccessive readings.

Step One. Determine the basic stated (and nearly stated) questions 

for investigation in a particular text. In the discussion of the fundamental 
findings of Black Metropolis I argued;that seven questions (involving rela

tions and comparisons) are central to the text. Some of these are stated 
while others are unstated (see Step Four).

Step Two. Determine the theory, methodology and basic stated (and 

nearly stated) assumptions in the text. In the discussion of methodology in 

B.M., we went a long way toward a comprehensive analysis of the methodology, 

especially the methodological, assumptions, utilized in the Black Metropolis 

project. This discussion nonetheless is not complete. It could, e.g., bene

fit from a systematic comparison of the way Drake and Cayton methodologically 

identified "social classes" as compared to the method typically used by social 

researchers of the "Warner School". It could also, e.g., benefit from a more 

rigorous discussion of the modes of observation (tools, techniques and con

cepts), propositions and models utilized by the project— i.e., both in terms 

of what these consisted in and of how they interacted. The discussion could 

also benefit from a more rigorous specification of what I mean by "objectivity'1 

and by a definition of, and subsequent use of, the concept "science".

The discussion regarding theory has only been an introductory one.

This, in part, reflects the fact that such discussion is not "given" in the 

text but must be almost wholly (re)constructed based on careful readings of 

the text. What I have done in this paper is simply to discuss, in a rather 

summary fashion, some of the basic theoretical assumptions and concepts
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utilized in the construction of the text. The discussion was deliberately 

only schematic.
* i

In addition to not "bringing to the surface" all of the important theo

retical ideas and practices in the text and related research project, I also 

did not provide an adequate framework within which to conduct such an investi

gation. To take the most obvious example: I provided no definition of "theory* , 

nor any specification of its components and their interrelationships, nor any 

conception of the linking of theory to observations, methodology, epistemology, 

social ontology and so forth. I also did not take up the issue of social theory 

in relation to ideology or, to be more precise, ideological practices (Sumner, 

1980). Such a theoretical discussion and "application*1, in spite of its ob

vious importance, simply could not be attempted here.

Step Three. Determine "absences", ’'silences1* and "gaps** in the text.

I provided a summary of several key "absences", "silences" and "gaps" found 

in our analysis of the Black Metropolis text. There is no reason to assume 

that we will not discover additional ones in future phases of our investigation.

Step Three obviously has largely to do with the use of techniques con

cepts and propositions from "post-structuralism" and semiotics. I intend to 

make substantially greater use of developments in semiotics and post

structuralism than might be apparent from a reading of the present paper.

Step Four. Bring to "the surface" important unstated questions, assump

tions, concepts and propositions that are only latent in the text. In the dis

cussion of Step One above, I alluded to some of the unstated questions we 

discovered. In our discussion of theory and of methodology, I pointed out 

certain latent assumptions, concepts and propositions. More will undoubtedly 

emerge.
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Step Five. Determine the political orientation(s) of the text and its 

intended audience(s). I provided some summary comments regarding each of 

these methodological directives. The comments regarding intended audience 

were perhaps especially schematic. We noted that the book has conflicting 

politics and that some of its politics are in conflict with certain other 
aspects of the text.

Step Six. Repeat Steps One through Five for multiple texts that are 

ones focus. This part of the investigation has yet to be attempted, although 

I made certain summary comments in this regard in the preceding section of 

the paper. These comments were not intended as rigorous exposition but were 

simply provided to give the reader a sense of the context and direction of 
the present work. ;

Step Seven. For this same group of texts, delineate the continuities, 

discontinuities and dialectical transcendences as these are made manifest in 

the texts* theory, methodologys basic assumptions, and "gaps" and “silences", 

with an eye toward discovering the emergence of a problematic or a set of 

more or less conflicting problematics. This task remains to be undertaken, 

though I provided a hint or two in the discussion of "Black Metropolis in the 

Context of Drake's Other Major Works". Given the overall focus of this investi

gation, this task is, as the reader may have suspected, the central task of 
our project.

Step Eight. Study the biographical contexts as these relate to the 

texts. I have deliberately omitted this step in the present investigation.

The first and most important reason is that an analysis of Drake's biography 

(i.e., his "life") is not especially helpful in analyzing Black Metropolis 

taken in isolation. (As the reader will recall, this book is not the product
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of research Drake initiated.) However, an analysis of "Drake's life" is quite 

helpful in attempting to come to grips with his work taken as a totality. Thus, 

I will discuss aspects of his biography at a later stage in my project, i.e., 

when I am discussing multiple texts and/or when I am discussing later texts 

(e.g., Africa and the Black Diaspora and his other two major works) where the 

"impact" of biographical factors is more apparent. The second reason I have 

omitted Step 8 is because, quite frankly, I want to insure that the primary 

focus is on his contributions to intellectual work— not on his life per se.

As I noted, Drake intends to write an autobiography. He will tell what he 

chooses.
Step Nine. Study the intellectual context as these relate to the con

struction of the texts. I made some comments regarding Drake's work, espe

cially Black Metropolis (which is also, of course, Cayton's work), as it 

was intertwined with certain social-relations of academic production. However, 

this whole area of intellectual context remains virtually unexplored— not only 

with regard to Black Metropolis but obviously with regard to the rest of 

Drake's work. (I have, e.g., only made a few summary, and necessarily inade

quate, comments regarding the "Chicago School".) This whole area is obviously 

key given our methodological and metatheoretical orientation.

Step Ten. Study the larger economic practices, political practices 

and cultural practices as these relate to the texts' production. This area 

has received very little attention. Some small amount of attention was given 

to placing the text in the context of certain socioeconomic transformations 

that occured within the larger society, but this was all. Again, I must 

underscore the fact that, though work in the whole area of inquiry specified 

by Step Ten is critical for the understanding of intellectual history (and

- 1 3 4 -



certain related areas of concern), it is not a primary focus of the present 

investigation. It is, however, necessarily an important area for secondary 
focus.

Step Eleven. "Ground'1 concepts and propositions. Though we have taken 

some steps in this direction, this task— a critical one for the present 

project— overwhelmingly remains to be completed.

Step Twelve. Look for tension between the texts' object(s) as known 

and object(s) in its/their actuality and development, and assess this tension. 

This task remains to be undertaken. It is perhaps the most difficult of our 

steps. This task will remain only partially completed, even at the end of 

the project.

The completion of Step Thirteen— Dialectically transcend* the theory, 

methodology and basic assumptions in these texts via a process of "determinate 

negation" and thus produce a "new" approach)— and Step Fourteen— Realize that 

undoubtedly this "new" approach will itself be transcended— are some years 

away. Obviously, their completion assumes the essential completion of the 

whole of the project. We have only begun.

MORE ON AREAS OF DIVERGENCE AND CONVERGENCE WITH OTHER APPROACHES

In the methodological and metatheoretical discussion, I noted some of 

the particular areas in which our approach differs from and overlaps with 

certain tendencies and "schools of thought" in the social sciences: namely,

1. This concept, aufhebung in German, is sometimes rendered as 
"sublate" in English.
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empiricism and positivism,*- structuralism and semiotics, "reductionist" 

Marxisms and sociologies of knowledge, and traditional history of ideas ap

proaches (including "individualistic approaches"). In the present discussion,

I would like to note how, in its overall thrust, our approach differs from 

and overlaps with certain tendencies and "schools of thought" in the social 

sciences. This matter concerns three areas of inquiry or, as I would prefer 

to phrase it, three more or less integrated ensembles of discursive and non- 

discursive practices: Marxism^, social anthropology and Afro-American Studies. 

We will consider each of these in turn.

Certain Tendencies Within Marxism
We have already noted that the approach detailed in this paper opposes 

those tendencies within Marxist social science (which tendencies, the reader 

should note, are not necessarily universal in Marxist discourse) to reduce 

texts and authors to "social context", and thus to hypostatize the social 

dimension^ and simultaneously to reify texts, authors and "society". This

1. It should be noted that our discussion of positivism and empir
icism had primarily to do with the conscious and unconscious 
use of positivist and empiricist ideas in the social sciences.
In the philosophy of science literature, the arguments generally 
tend to be more complex. Moreover, one is hard-pressed to find 
any who claim to be "pure" positivists or empiricists. In prac
tice at least, it is much easier to identify such persons among 
social scientists.

2. That is, those aspects of "Marxism" that have primarily to do 
with social analysis.

3. I use this term advisedly. One of the main theoretical points 
of this paper is that the division between "the social" and 
"the text", as this is understood in a good bit of social 
science writings, is a specious division.
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paper, in.fact, also opposes two other positions within Marxism. One position 

is generally referred to as the diamat school— a position clearly discredited 

by the overwhelming majority of the literature produced by Marxist scholars 

and Marxologists (with the exception, in general, of scholars in the Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics and, to a lesser extent, of scholars elsewhere in 

the Eastern bloc). This position, however, is tenaciously maintained by 

persons in "communist organizations" in many countries of the world (e.g., 

the Soviet Union and the United States, but to a much less extent in countries 

like France, Germany, Italy or even England). This is no place to delineate 

the arguments of this "school" (which are rather simplistic* and dogmatic) nor 

to critique its work (that has been aptly done by most of the major Marxist 

philosophers of the twentieth century,2 along with many social scientists).

I simply want to underscore the following fact: Although the present approach 

shares certain of the concerns of this school (as it does with most of the 

other "schools" and "tendencies" mentioned in this paper)„ it overwhelmingly 

rejects many of its core ideas. The dialectical method articulated in this 

paper is not "diamat"— a point anyone familiar with Marxist scholarship un

doubtedly noted much earlier on.
The second position within certain (but by, no means, all) Marxisms is 

the tendency to conceive social science>as "superstructure". Leaving aside >

1. A fact I became more aware of while teaching an introductory 
course on Marxism to a group of Stanford undergraduates several 
years ago. The students, many of them leftist and genuinely 
interested in increasing their knowledge of Marxism, found the 
arguments of Comforth and even of Mao (in his Four Essays on 
Philosophy) rather facile, however intriguing.

2. E.g., Lukacs, Korsch, Gramsci, Althusser, Sartre, Godelier, Hork- 
heimer, Marcuse, Timpanaro, Colletti, Della Volpe, Kosik and a 
host of others.

- i  3 7 -



here the question of whether the "base/superstructure" dichotomy is a fruitful 

conception for most social science research, I want to underscore the following 

point: Our conception of academic work as a set of practices which constitute 

a social, material production process views academic work (e.g., the production 

of texts) as both "superstructure" and "base" (i.e., that it not only consists 

of '’ideas'1 and so forth, but of "raw materials," tools and a social organiza

tion of labor).

A Major Debute Within Social Anthropology

A major debate in social anthropology— which has involved many of the

leading figures in the discipline and produced a voluminous literature (too

voluminous to even attempt to cite here) but has remained unresolved— has to

do with whether social anthropology is and/or should be "a science" (as opposed

to a branch of the humanities).* My purpose is not to contribute to this debate

here, but simply to assert the following: This paper assumes that it is, in

many instances, not only possible but desirable for social anthropology to
outilize rigorous methodology, and that it would be quite rewarding for social 

anthropology to much more systematically apply rigorous techniques (coupled 

with sound theory, e.g., concerned with the sociology of intellectual life) to 

the analysis of intellectual work within the discipline itself. This paper may 

be viewed as a small contribution within the latter area of concern.

1. Two fairly recent books that attempt to confront this issue 
are Pelto and Pelto (1978) and Johnson (1978).

2. I purposely avoid the use of the term "science" here because 
that concept has not been defined in this paper. In any case, 
what is often meant by "science" in the context of the afore
mentioned debate is the use of rigorous intersubjective 
procedures of verification and falsiflability and so forth.
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Appendix One^

Monographs Prepared for Black Metropolis Project

1. St. Clair Drake, Churches and Voluntary Associations

2. Mary Gardner, Negro-White Relations in Chicago

3. John Given, The Negro Family in Chicago

4. Elmer Henderson, Educational and Legal Status of Negroes in Chicago

5. Winifred Ingram, Social Agencies in the Negro Community

6. Elizabeth Johns, A Study of Migration and Mobility of Negroes

7. George Francis McCray, Occupational Mobility of Negro Workers in Chicago

8. Mary Elaine Ogden, The Chicago Negro Community— A Statistical Description

9. Estelle Scott, Occupational Changes Among Negroes in Chicago

10. Samuel Strong, Negro Types of Personality

11. Lawrence D. Reddick, A Social History of the Negro in Chicago

12. Viola Vanderhorck, Some Aspects of Negro Life in Chicago

V

N

1This is a partial listing. There were four additional studies.
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Appendix Two
Autobiographical Sketch of the 

Life of St. Clair Drake
(July, 1981)1

I view my life as one vast participant-observation project and all the 
fragments I have written as sort of ethnographic reporting on the black ex
perience in various places around the globe. My projected autobiography will 
treat my travels in the fashion. I hope to do it after the two books I am 
working on are done. These are the significant periods of my life:

1911-1923........ growing up an only child in a bicultural middle-class
family context. Father, John Gibbs St. Clair Drake (Sr.) 
was a West Indian (Barbadian), educated Baptist minister^ 
(who became International Coordinator for Marcus Garvey’s 
Universal Negro Improvement Association and was part of 
the small group appointed to administer the UNIA when 
Garvey was sent to jail). Mother, Bessie Lee Bowles, was 
a native of Virginia. Fourteen room house with third floor 
library. Elementary schooling in an integrated school in 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. Spent 12th year in Barbados, 
British West Indies. Spent much time as a child listen
ing to conversations/debates among father and other educ
ated preachers about questions of religion and race; very 
close to father.

1924-1927........ at Booker T. Washington High School, Staunton, Virginia
and learning adolescent sub-culture of small-town Afro- 
Americana in upper south. Had moved from Pennsylvania 
with mother and grandmother following parents’ divorce—  
moved from middle class to lower.

1927-1931........ at Hampton Institute taking a B.Sc. with biology major,
also considerable course work in English literature with 
Allison Davis.

\ 1. From July, 1981 personal communication with the author. List is supple
mented by other autobiographical information received from St. Clair 
Drake.\'

2. Father later held a number of positions in the African Methodist Church
(and earned a law degree). A biographical sketch (and picture) of Drake’s 
father is contained in the 1948 edition of the Encyclopedia of African 
Methodism. This reference, however, implies that the father had been Meth 
odist even prior to coming to the U.S. (when, in fact, he was a Baptist 
preacher for many years in Pennsylvania); makes no mention of his first 
wife (Drake’s mother); does not mention the Garvey connection; and un
doubtedly misrepresents the father’s educational background.
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193] ......... . . took two graduate-level anthropology courses with Warner
at Columbia University during summer term. First formal 
training in anthropology. ;

1931-1933. . . . . spent one year attending Pendle Hill Quaker Graduate Cen
ter in Wallingford, Pennsylvania, and worked with the Amer
ican Friends Service Committee and the Joint Committee on 

‘ Race Relations of the Society of Friends. Taught from Au
tumn, 1931 until Spring, 1933 at Christianburg Normal and 
Industrial Institute during academic year and worked at 
Quaker Work camps in summers. First social action —  in 
framework of Christian socialist sector of peace movement. 
Around 1934, joined A.J. Muste’s American Workers* Party 
(only political party ever joined).

1933-1937. . . . . instructor at Dillard University in New Orleans and doing
fieldwork in Mississippi on Deep South (see preface to hard
back edition of that book). Worked from Summer, 1933 to 
Autumn, 1937 as a research assistant to Professor Allison 
Davis of Dillard University, New Orleans, Louisiana who 
was doing research in Mississippi on the system of race re
lations that controlled interaction between black and white 
people. Out of this came the book, Deep South: A Social
Anthropological Study of Caste and Class, my role in which 
is discussed in the preface (also see Warner's methodolo
gical note to Black Metropolis, and my article on Allison 
Davis in Harvard Educational Review as well as my piece in 
the publication of the Committee on Anthropology, and Educa
tion); first contact v’ith deep south; became consciously 
Marxist in orientation but never joined either CP or social
ist party. (See writings listed in Crisis and Opportunity.) 
Worked w’ith NAACP and National Negro Congress. Joined Lea
gue Against War and Fascism in early 1933.

1937 . . . .  . . . entered University of Chicago on a grant from the Julius
Rosenwald Fund to study Anthropology with Redfield, Fay 
Cooper Cole, et al. Met Cayton and began work on Black 
Metropolis (see my 1940 mimeographed publication under 
WAP). Met Elizabeth Johns vho was Davis Worth's assis
tant and was working on Ph.D. in Sociology.

.1938-1941 ......... working on building up data bank for Black Metropolis; in
and out of classes at University of Chicago. Graduate train- 

v ing in Anthropology was focused on the theory and method of
studying urban communities and upon the ethnography of Africa.

1 9 4 1  .............. returned to Dillard for a year and began first draft of Black
Metropolis.

1942 ..............  returned to Chicago and married in June. Began training as -
an engine lathe operator.
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1943-19451943-1945. . .

V

. . in United States Maritime Service and finished Black Metro- 
polis in spare time. Cayton picked name and found publisher, 
but contrary to story in fabre’s biography of Richard Wright, 
did not write most of the book. That’s why my name is in 
senior position. Fabre’s story is fabricated.

1946 ........
V

. . back at University of Chicago preparing for Anthropology exams 
Joined faculty at Roosevelt.

1947-1948. . . . . total of seven months spent in British Isles gathering data 
for doctoral dissertation. Met George Padmore, introced to 
classical Marxist literature.

1948-1953. . . . . writing doctoral dissertation while teacher at Roosevelt
(note publication list). Taught "Social Structure" for one 
quarter at Boston University.

1954 ........ . . awarded Ph.D. in Anthropology from University of Chicago with 
a dissertation on Values, Social Structure, and Race Relations 
in the British Isles. Became full professor at Roosevelt Uni- 
versity where would serve on faculty for next fifteen years 
(during which time very active in trying to interpret rapid 
changes in African societies to Americans and American culture 
to Africans; one of founders of program in African Studies 
at Roosevelt University, African Studies Association of the 
United States, and American Society for African Culture; al
so faculty advisor to Student Nonviolent Coordinating Commi
ttee during its early years).

1954-1965. . . . . in and out of Ghana on Ford grant, as teacher at university 
and trainer of Peace Corps teachers; head of Sociology De
partment at University of Ghana, 1958-1961; worked closely 
with Nkrumah; decided to stay out of Ghana after Nkrumah 
overthrown in 1966.

1966 ........ . . published small book on Race Relations in a Time of Rapid
change (part of contribution from mid-1960’s to early 1970’s 
to an understanding of change taking place in United States—  
other work in form of articles and book chapters). In April, 
1966 attended First Festival of Negro Arts in Dakar, Senegal. 
Idea of writing Black Diaspora occured while there.

\ 1967 ......... . . six months in Jamaica and began drafting Black Diaspora.

1969-1976. . . . . on faculty at Stanford University —  teaching courses on
Africa and Caribbean in Anthropology and (for first few years) 
Sociology Departments, administering program in African and 
Afro-American Studies and heading Committee for the Compara
tive Study of Africa and the Americas. Received DuBois- 
Johnson-Frazier Award from the American Sociological Associ
ation in 1973.

-150-



Since 1976 . . . .  retired. Became member-at-latre of Executive Board of the
Council on Anthropology and Education of the American Anthro
pology Association in 1976. Last few years primarily intel
lectual work has been on Black Folks Here and There, some art- 

\ icles. Plan to write autobiography.



Appendix Three

Comprehensive Listing of Research Grants 
Received by St. Clair Drake, 1935 to Present

The Reader will recall that the Black Metropolis project was a 
multi-year, funded and sponsored team research project. This pattern has never 
been replicated in any of Drake’s subsequent work. His dissertation was, of 
course, funded, and he has received modest amounts of funding for a few indivi
dual research efforts since then. As a social researcher (and in many other 
respects as well), Drake is essentially a loner. The following is a list of 
the funding he has received, directly and indirectly, for research and writing 
(not including graduate student fellowships from the University of Chicago):

1935- 36
1936- 37

1937-38

1941-42

1945-46

1950

1954-55

Grants from Rosenwald Fund for Drake to 
participate in Deep South project. Allison 
Davis’ research project; Drake was a parti
cipant.

Grant from Rosenwald Fund for Drake to leave 
fieldwork in Mississippi to come to the Uni
versity of Chicago to study social anthropology,

Grant from Rosenwald Fund to write first draft 
of Black Metropolis. Part of Cayton-Wamer pro
ject.

Grant from Rosenwald Fund (not used until 1947) 
to go to Cardiff, Wales for dissertation re
search. First time Drake received funding for 
his own research.

Small grant from Field Fund to complete final 
analysis for, and typing of, article on "Color 
Problem in Britain" that appeared in British 
Sociological Review.

Ford Foundation grant to study mass communica
tions in West Africa.

1965 Summer grant from Social Science Research Coun
cil for studies of urbanization in Ghana.

1. This pattern of association with the Rosenwald Fund as a fellow was rather 
typical of Black social scientists of that era.
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\\ 1977 Independent Research grant from National Endow-

\
ment for the Humanities (NEH) for comparative 
"Studies in Coping and Co-optation.” Drake’s 
article in Anthropology and Education (Summer, 
1978) and Black Scholar (September/October, 1980) 
article on Blacks and Anthropology worked up 
during that year, as were parts of Black Folks 
Here and There.

1981 NEH Chairman’s Grant for study of History of 
Black Educational Institutions, along with 
Lawrence Reddick and, initially, Benjamin 
Quarles

(Though he did not have a grant per se, the generous support offered Professor 
Drake during the two years and several months he spent as head of the Sociology 
Department at the University of Ghana allowed him to pursue projects that he 
would otherwise have had to seek outside funding for. A number of publications, 
including the well-known "Hamitic Myth” article, resulted, largely or in total, 
from that association.)

i

i



Appendix Four

Bibliography of St. Clair Drake's 
Published and Unpublished Writings

I. BOOKS:

(1) Churches and Voluntary Associations Among Negroes in 
Chicago, Works Projects Administration, Chicago, 1940.

(2) (with Horace R. Cayton), Black Metropolis, Harcourt,
Brace, New York, 1945; Jonathan Cape, London, 1946.

(3) (with Horace R. Cayton), Black Metropolis, revised 
and enlarged edition published in Harper Torchbooks 
series, New York, 1962 (two volume paperback edition).

(4) (with Dr. Peter Omari), Social Work In West Africa, 
Department of Social Welfare and Community Development, 
Government of Ghana, 1963.

(5) Race Relations in a Time of Rapid Social Change,
National Federation of Settlements, New York, 1966.

(6) (with Horace R. Cayton), Black Metropolis, revised 
and enlarged edition published by Harcourt, Brace,
New York, 1970 (two volume paperback edition).

II. BOOKS BEING PREPARED FOR PUBLICATION:

(1) Black Folks Here and There: Essays in Historical Sociology
and Comparative Anthropology (two volumes). First volume 
to be published by Center for Afro-American Studies, UCLA, 
probably in Spring, 1982.

(2) Africa and the Black Diaspora.(Current manuscript equivalent 
of three volumes. No clearly defined publication date.)

(3) Consideration is being given to publishing dissertation, 
Value Systems, Social Structure and Race Relations in the 
British Isles (1954), with an updated introductory essay.

III. PAMPHLETS

(1) The Emancipation Centennial Lectures given at Roosevelt
University in January-February, 1963, and published by 
the University under the title, The American Dream and 
the Negro: A Hundred Years of Freedom?

(2) Our Urban Poor: Promises to Keep and Miles to Go,
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\

with an introduction by Bayard Rustin, published by 
the A. Philip Randolph Educational Fund, 1967.

(3) Black Religion and the Redemption of Africa, Third World 
Press, 1971.

A

IV. CHAPTERS IN BOOKS

(1) "Social Problems and Social Change in Contemporary Africa" 
in Walter Goldschmidt (ed.), The United States and Africa, 
Praeger, New York, 1963.

(2) "Hide My Face: Pan Africanism and Negritude," in Herbert
Hill (ed.), Soon One Morning, Knopf, New York, 1963; 
reprinted in August Meier and Elliott Rudwick (eds),
The Making of Black America, Atheneum, 1969.

(3) "Representative Government and the Traditional Cultures 
and Institutions of West African Societies," in H. Pass in 
and K. A. B. Jones-Quartey (ed.), Africa; The Dynamics of 
Change, published for the Congress of Cultural Freedom by 
Ibadan University Press, 1963.

(4) "Negro Americans and 'The Africa Interest,'" in John P. Davis 
(ed.), The American Negro Reference Book, published by 
Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, N. J. for the Phelps-Stokes 
Fund, 1966.

(5) "The Sekondi-Takoradi Strike," (with Leslie A. Lacey),
in Gwendolen Carter (ed.), Politics in Africa: Seven
Cases, Harcourt, Brace,/1967.

(6) "The Social and Economic Status of the Negro in the United 
States," published originally in Daedalus, Journal of the 
American Academy of Arts and Sciences, vol. 94, no. 4, of 
the Proceedings of the Academy, Fall, 1965; reprinted as a 
chapter in Talcott Parsons and Kenneth Clark, Negro Americans, 
1966.

\

(7) "Violence and Social Movements in the United States,"
in Robert H. Connery (ed.), Urban Riots: Violence
and Social Change, Proceedings of the Academy of Political 
Science, Columbia University, xxix, no. 1, 1968.

(8) "Research on Intergroup Relations at the Neighborhood 
Level," Race and Research, National Social Work Association, 
New York, 1968.

(9) "The Patterns of Interracial Conflict in 1968," in Patricia 
W. Romero, In Black America, United Publishing Corporation 
for the Association for the Study of Negro Life and History, 
1969.
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"Prospects for the Future," in Nathan Huggins, Martin Kilson', and 
Daniel M. Fox, Key Issues in the Afro-American Experience, Harcourt, 
1971.

"The Black Experience in Black Historical Perspective," in Carlene 
Young (ed.), Black Experience, Leswing Press, 1972.

"Prospects for Total Decolonization in West Africa, " in Aguibou 
Y. Yansane (ed.), Decolonization and Dependency, Greenwood Press, 
Westport, CT, 1980.

V. INTRODUCTIONS TO BOOKS:

(1) to R. Mugo Gatheru, Child of Two Worlds: A Kikuyu's Story, Rout-
ledge, Kegan, Paul, London, 1964; Praeger, NY, 1964; published 
subsequently as a Coubleday Anchor paperback.

(2) to Charles S. Johnson, Growing Up in the Black Belt, Schocken Books, 
NY, 1966. (reprint)

(3) to E. Franklin Frazier, Negro Youth at the Crossways, Schocken 
Books, NY, 1967. (reprint)

(4) to Negro History and Literature: A Selected Annotated Bibliography,
published jointly by the American Jewish Committee, the Anti-Defama- 
tion League of B'Nai Brith, and the National Federation of Settle
ments , NY, 1968. .

(5) to Claude McKay, A Long Way From Home, Harcourt, Brace, NY, 1970. 
(reprint)

(6) to Robert A. Warner, New Haven Negroes: A Social History, Arno
Press, NY, 1970. (reprint)

(7) to W.E.B. Dubois, The Negro in the North: A Social Study, Arno
Press, NY, 1970. (reprint)

(8) to Hollis R. Lynch, Black American Radicals and the Liberation of
Africa: The Council on African Affairs, 1937-1955, African Studies
and Research Center, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY, 1978, No. 5.

(9) to Randall K. Burkett, Garveyism as a Religious Movement, Scarecrow 
Press, 1978.

VI. ARTICLES IN ACADEMIC JOURNALS:

(1) "Chicago: A Profile," Journal of Educational Sociology, Vol. 18,
No. 5, January, 1945.

(2) "The International Implications of Race and Race Relations," Jour
nal of Negro Education, Summer, 1951.

(10)

(11)

( 12)
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X

(3) "The 'Colour Problem' in Britain: A Study in Social Definitions,"
Sociological Review, n.s., _3> December, 1955.

(4) "Prospects for Democracy in the Gold Coast," Annals of the American 
Academy of Political and Social Science, Vol. 306, July, 1956.

(5) "Some Observations on Inter-ethnic Conflict as One Type of Inter
group Conflict," Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol. 1, No. 2, 
June, 1957.

(6) "Recent Trends in Research on the Negro in the United States," In
ternational Social Science Journal, UNESCO, Vol. IX, No. 4, 1957.

(7) "An Approach to the Evaluation of African Societies," in Africa 
From the Point of View of American Negro Scholars, special number, 
Presence Africaine, 1958^ (Reprinted in abridged form in Jacob 
Drachler, African Heritage, Crowell-Collier Press, 1963.)

(8) "Detruire le myth chamitigue, devoir des hommes cultives," in L 1 
unite des cultures Negro-Africaines, special number of Presence 
Africaine, 1959 (translattd from author's English manuscript, "Des
troy the Hamitic Myth").

(9) "Traditional Authority and Social Action in Former British West 
Africa," Human Organization, Vol. 19, No. 3, 1960 (Bobbs-Merril1 
reprint No. 6 in Political Science Series; reprinted in William 
J. Hanna (ed.), Independent Black Africa, Rand, McNally and Co.,
1964 and in August Meier and Elliott Rudwick, The Making of Black 
America, Atheneum, 1969.)

(10) "Democracy on Trial in Africa,"* Annals of the American Academy of 
Political and Social Science, Vol. 354, July, 1964.

(11) "The Black University in the American Social Order," Daedalus, Jour
nal of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences, Summer, 1971.

(12) "In the Mirror of Black Scholarship," Harvard Educational Review, 
special issue, Summer, 1973.

(13) "The Black Diaspora in Pan-African Perspective," The Black Scholar, 
Vol. 6, No. 11, September, 1975.

(14) "Marxists, Blacks, and Radicals in Sociology: A Reaction to the
Panel Discussion," The Black Sociologist, Vol. 7, No. 1, Fall, 1977.

(15) "Reflections on Anthropology and the Black Experience," Anthropology 
and Education Quarterly," Vol. 9, No. 2, Summer, 1978.

(16) "What Happened to Black Studies," New York University Education 
Quarterly, Vol. 9, No. 3, Spring, 1979.

(17) "Anthropology and the Black Experience," The Black Scholar, Vol. 2, 
No. 7, September/October, 1980.
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VII. BOOKS REVIEWS:

\

\

!

(1) Wilson Record, The Negro and the Communist Party, in Phylon, Vol. 
XII, No. 3, 1951.

(2) Wilson Record, The Negro and the Communist Party, in American Jour
nal of Sociology, Vol. LVII, No. 4, 1952.

(3) Wolf Leslau, Falasha Anthology, in Phylon, Vol. XXII, No. 1, 1952.

(4) L.S.B. Leakey, Mau Mau and the Kikuyu in American Anthropologist, 
Vol. 59, No. 3, June, 1954.

(5) Andrew Lind (ed.), Race Relations in World Perspective, in American 
Anthropologist, Vol. 59, No. 2, April, 1957.

(6) A. Southall and P. Gutkind, Townsmen in the Making in American An
thropologist, Vol. 59, No. 5, October, 1957.

(7) C.W. Greenidge, Slavery, M.M. Tumin, Desegregation, and C. Wagley 
and M. Harris, Minorities in the New World, in Sociological Review, 
Vol. 7, No. 2, December, 1959.

(8) George W. Shepherd, The Politics of African Nationalism, K.M. 
Pannikar, Revolution in Africa, and Colin Legum, Pan-Africanism 
in Africa Report, January, 1963.

(9) Vernon McKay, Africa in World Politics in American Journal of Socio- 
logy, Vol. 69, No. 5, January, 1964.

(10) Momadou Dia, The African Nations and World Solidarity in The Journal 
of Modern African Studies, Vol. 1, No. 1, March, 1963.

(11) Boris Gussman, Out in the Mid-Day Sun, in American Sociological Re
view, Vol. 30, No. 2, April, 1965.

(12) August Meier, Negro Thought in America: 1880-1915 in American Soci
ological Review, Vol. 30, No. 2, April, 1965.

(13) Polly Hill, The Migrant Cocoa-Farmers of Southern Ghana, in Ameri- 
can Journal of Sociology, Vol. LXXII, No. 1, July, 1965.

(14) Immanuel Wallerstein, Africa: The Politics of Unity, in American
Journal of Sociology, Vol. LXXIII, No. 4, January, 1968.

(15) Melville Herskovits, New World Negroes: Selected Papers in Aframer-
ican Studies in Africa Report, Vol. 11, No. 9, December, 1966.

(16) Hollis R. Lynch, Edward Wilmot Blyden: Pan Negro Patriot in New
World Review, Vol. 4, No. 4, 1968.

(17) The Autobiography of W.E.B. DuBois in Political Science Quarterly, 
Vol. , No. , 1970.
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(18) Abdul Alkalimat and Ronald Bailey, Introduction to Afro-American
Studies: A Course Outline-Guide for Study- Groups in The Black
Scholar, Vol. 6, No. 10, July-August, 1975.•

(19) Robert A. Hill (ed.), The Black Man, A Monthly Magazine of Negro 
Thought and Opinion, by Marcus Garvey, in The Black Scholar, Vol.
9, No. 5, January/February, 1978.

(20) Albert J. Raboteau, Slave Religion, the "Invisible Institution in
in the Antebellum South in California Monthly, Vol. 89, No. 4, March/ 
April, 1979.

VIII. SELECTIONS OF ITEMS FROM NON-ACADEMIC PUBLICATIONS

(1) "Dodging Through Dixie," Friends Intelligencer, Fall, 1931.

(2) "Economics for James, Jr.-Revised," Opportunity, December, 1935.

(3) "Communism and Peace," Crisis, February, 1936.

(4) "Along the Battlefront," Crisis, November, 1936.

(5) "Who Are Jehovah's Witnesses?" Christian Century, April 15, 1936.

(6) "Report on the Brown Britishers," Crisis, June, 1949.

(7) "Asia, Now Africa," Crescent, Spring, 1949.

(8) "How I told My Child About Race," Negro Digest, April, 1951.

(9) "Britain Faces the Race Problem" Ebony, November, 1951.

(10) "The Terror That Walks by Day," Nation, November 29, 1951.

(11) "Independence and Crisis," Africa Today, March/April, 1957.

(12) "New Light on the Dark Continent," Say (Roosevelt University Alumni 
Journal), Vol. VIII, No. 2, Winter, 1957.

(13) "The Pan-African Movement," Africa Special Report, April, 1958.

(14) "Pan-Africanism: What Is It?" Africa Today, January/February, 1959.

(15) "Social Surveys and the National Welfare," and "Social Surveys in 
Ghana," in Advance, the monthly bulletin of the Department of Social 
Welfare and Community Development, Accra, Ghana, No. 23, July, 1959.

(16) "This is Africa," Tone, May, 1961.

(17) "Pan-Africanism, Negritude, and the African Personality," in Boston 
University Graduate Journal, Vol. X, 1961 (reprinted in William John 
Hanna (ed.), Independent Black Africa, Rand McNally, 1964).

(18) (with Elizabeth Johns Drake) "The African Revolution and Its Image 
in America," in New Politics, Vol. 1, No. 2, 1962.

(19) "The Negro's Stake in Africa," Negro Digest, June, 1964.

(20) "The American Negro's Relation to Africa," Africa Today, Vol. XIV,
No. 6, December, 1967.

(21) "Emergent New Values in the Youth Subculture," in forthcoming 1969 
issue of the Journal of the Chicago Teachers' Association.
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(22) "Just What Are 'Black Studies'?",, in Reader's Digest Almanac and
Yearbook: 1970.

(23) "Negro, American," in Encyclopedia Britannica, 1972.

(24) "The Tragedy of Nkrumah," Nation, June 5, 1972.

(25) "Daniel Patrick Moynihan: Our Man in the U.N.," Nation, July 5, 1975.

IX. RESEARCH, MEMORANDA AND OTHER UNPUBLISHED MANUSCRIPTS:

(1) "Negro Chruches and Associations," 1941, a memorandum prepared for 
use by Gunnar Myrdal in the writing of An American Dilemma; extent 
of use mentioned in his preface (manuscript on file at the Schomburg 
Collection, NY Public Library).

(2) Value Systems, Social Structure and Race Relations in the British 
Isles, unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, 1954, available on microfilm, 
Harper Library, University of Chicago.

(3) "Press, Film and Radio in Tropical Africa," a detailed memorandum 
written in 1956 from research done on a Ford Foundation grant, and 
used as a basic workinq paper by G.H.T. Kimble in Tropical Africa, 
1960.

(4) Research memoranda prepared while serving as Head of the Department 
of Sociology, University of Ghana, October, 1958-February, 1961 
(listed in David Brokensha, Applied Anthropology in English-Speak
ing Africa, Monograph No. 8, 1966, Society for Applied Anthropology):

(a) (with Elizabeth Johns Drake) "The Growth of Tema,"
' "History and Development of Tema," "The People of
Tema."

(b) "Magic, Religion and a 'Water Crisis' in Accra;
a Preliminary Analysis of Data Concerning Beliefs 
and Rites Related to Weather Control."

(c) "The Mass Media in Tropical Africa: A Frame of
Reference for Research."

(d) "Nudity as a Social Problem in Ghana."

(5) Memoranda prepared for use in teaching Peace Corps Volunteers for 
Ghana:

(a) "Clique Structure in Secondary Schools of Ghana."

(b) "The Ga Sacred Lands."

(6) Monograph being prepared for publication on "Social Structure and 
Social Problems in Tema, a Planned City" (data gathered with some 
assistance from Social Science Research Council).

(7) Manuscripts being prepared for publication. See IT.7 and IT.8 above.
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(8) Other unpublished papers:

(a) The Black Middle-Class: 1945-1969 (Wayne, Michigan Con
vocation, 1969).

(b) Reflections on Pan-Africanism (S.U.N.Y., Buffalo, 1969).

(c) Sociology of Poverty or Poverty of Sociology? (American 
Sociological Association meeting, 1959).

(d) Black Studies: Toward an Intellectual Frame of Reference
(Martin Luther King Lecture, Brooklyn College, NY, 1968).
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Appendix Five

Tables of Contents from Major Published 
and Unpublished Works by St. Clair Drake*

, The following includes the tables of contents from Drake's major publish- 
e "°rk ~ v CkJMetropol:ts) and unpublished works (Value Systems. Social S c m ei-m-e 
! £ f r , ^ f l0nS ^  the Erltlsh Isles: Africa and the Black Diaspora: a^d

k F°lks Here 811,3 There: Essays In Comparative History and Anthr o n n W v l .
The works are listed in the order in which the original manuscripts of them ap-

Black Metropolis 
by

St. Clair Drake and Horace R. Cayton

Authors* Acknowledgment xiii
Introduction by Richard Wright xv ii
Introduction: Midwest Metropolis 3

PART I
1 . Flight to Freedom 31
2 . Land of Promise 46
3. The Great Migration 58
4. Race Riot and Aftermath 65
5. Between Two Wars 77

PART II
6 . Along the Color-Line 99
7. Crossing the Color-Line 129
8 . The Black Ghetto 174
9. The Job Ceiling 214

1 0 . The Shifting Line of Color 263
1 1 . Democracy and Economic Necessity: Breaking the JobCeiling 287
1 2 . Democracy and Economic Necessity: Black Workers andthe New Unions 312
13. Democracy and Political Expediency 342
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PART III
Bronzeville ^79

The Power of Press and Pulpit 3 9 3

Negro Business: Myth and Fact 4 30

Business Under a Cloud 4 7 0

The Measure of the Man 495
Style of Living-Upper Class 526
Lower Class: Sex and Family 5 5 4

The World of the Lower Class 600
The Middle-Class Way of Life 6 5 8

Advancing the Race 7 1 6

PART IV
Of Things to Come 7^
A Methodological Note by W. Lloyd Warner 769
Notes and Documentation 7 3 3

A Liot of Selected Books Dealing with the American 
Negro

Index
793
797



Value Systems, Social Structure and 
Race*Relations in the British Isles

by

St. Clair Drake

(The following is copied from the original.)

Page
LIST OF TABLES . . . . . . .  ...................
LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS . .
Chapter

I. CONCEPTS, METHODS, AND TECHNIQUES ........... 1
Introduction ....................................  X
World Ideologies and Race Relations . . . .  , ] g
The Social Anthropological Approach . . . . . . .  20

Systems of Race Relations ......................  23
Velue-Systems, Race Relatione and Associations . 40
The Concept of "Action-Structures’" . . . . . . .  52

The Research Problem end Its Significance . . .  1 53
. Propositions Applying to the British Race
Relations Situation ............................ 53
Research Techniques ..........................  ] gO

II. .THE DEVELOPMENT OF A RACE RELATIONS ACTION-STRUCTURE ..........................................  69

Race Relations in the British Isles: 1700 to theFirst World W a r ............................ ... gg
The Race Riots of 1919 and the Aftermath . . . . .  75

Union Pressure against Colored Seamen ........  77
Middle-class Reaction to MThe Port Problem" . ! 78
The Reaction of Religious-Humanitarians . . . .  82The Communist C h a l l e n g e ....................... ’ 34
The League of Coloured Peoples— Human!tarianismPan-African S t y l e ...............# * gg

The Cardiff Crisis of 1935 and Aftermath ! * [ [ ’ 104
Pan-Africanlsm-Marxian Style .................  * ^07
The Impact of the Second World War . . . . . . .  112

Britainf e Post-War Race P r o b l e m .......... X19
Race Relations as "Government Responsibility" . ! 126

III. PATTERNS OF RACE RELATIONS IN THE CONTEMPORARY
BRITISH RACE RELATIONS SITUATION........ .. . . . .  130

All Race Contact Situations Involve the Assignment 
of a Racial Status to Colored Pe o p l e ............. 131
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C h a p t e r

PATTERNS OF RACE RELATIONS IN THE CONTEMPORARY 
BRITISH RACE RELATIONS SITUATION (Continued

Page
T T T  
—  -i- .

IV.

V.

Behavioral Patterns of Race Relations Are Present 
in Some Local Race Relations Situations

Ecological Patterns.................* ] * *
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