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ABSTRACT

The intention of this proposed dissertation is to employ measures
of social integration to examine the bases of Negro participation in
social protest. The data represent a survey of 362 Negro parents of ele-
mentary school children in Chicago, designed as a study of how parents
participate in school boycotts. . The argument being tested is a two-sided
view of Negro social protest, and assumes that the form and style of pro-
test activity can be either legitimate or radical. When it is legitimate,
the pattern of participation is similar to that for political participation
--the more socially integrated one is, the more likely one is to participate
in the protest. But when the protest is radical, an opposite pattern
emerges and some propositions about social movément extremism hold. These
are propositions stating that participation in a social movement is a func-
tion of (a) social-economic insecurity, (b) isolation from group attachments
and social participation, and (c) the belief that only through mass social

protest can change be accomplished.
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The Problem

The changing social condition of the -American Negro can be charac-
terized by two divergent trends--an increase in social integration and an
increase in social protest. Social integration refers to the participation,
attachments, and commitments that bind individuals and groups to a society.

And social protest is activity pursued to change some éoﬁial ill as so

defined by the protesting group.2 The simultaneous increase of these two
patterns of Negro life has been explained frequently by theories suggesting

a "revolution of rising expectations." The prima facie utility of such
interpretations is not sufficient, because most of them have not been based

on the discipline of empirical research.3 The general sociological probleﬁ,
then, is (1) to systematically investigate the ways in which these.two patterns
are related, and (2) to develop é set of propositions that interpret these find-
ings in relation to the more general body of social science knowledge. Further-
more, when one takes a closer look at the existing data, it becomes apparent
that there is considerable controversy about the pattern of both social
integration and protest. Some research has contended that the course of
integration is increasing, while other analyses take an opposite view.4 The
reaction to such seemingly contradictory assertions.by social researchers

must be the clarification of how each of the many relevant indicators do or

do not fit into a general trend. There is a similar problematic controversy
about social protest, both in terms of quantity and kind.5 Thus', while inte-
gration and protest in themselves merit more.serious research efforts, the
existence of contradictory evidence about their relatedness indicates a need

for more sociological research.
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" This proposal will therefore employ a research strategy designed
to examine the relationship between social iptegration and protest. Using
one case of community protest activity, the strategy is to use the pattern
of response to the mobilization for protest as the dependent variable. We.
will be concerned here with answers to three questions: 1) Did the respondent's
child(ren) go to school or boycott? 2) Did the respondent support the boycott?
and 3) How did the respondent make his decision? The social integration of
Negroes in this community, as measured by a set of relevant indicators,
will then be employed as the independent explanatory variable.

Negro social protest has been a salient factor in American society
since World War II, being especially characterized by a sharp increase in
scope and intensity during the last decade. More than in any other area of
American society, inequality in educational opportunity has constituted the
major target of organized protest, in the courts, at bargaining tables, and
in the streets marching.

During 1963, the school boycott was used as a form of protest by
militant northern civil rights groups demanding '"quality integrated educa-
tion." 1In October, 1963, 225,000 Chicago scﬁool children stayed away from
classes for one day. By early 1964 some of the more militant civil rights
organizations felt that another boycott was necessary to more effectively
dramatize their demands. While the first boycott had been supported by
most Negro organizations in Chicago, the second--scheduled for February,

1964 --met with considerable opposition. Organized opposition was encountered
from established civil rights organizations, as well as from several Negro
aldermen representing the political establishment. The division within the
Negro community ran deep. Despite this division, 172,350 students stayed

away from school on "Freedom Day II."
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For at least two reasons the Chicagg school boycott controvérsy is
suitable as a paradigm for our problem. First, school problems have long
been salient to the Negro community and the target of protest activity by
civil rights groups. The school boycott controversy probably involved most
members of the Negro community--especially pafents who were involved in con-
crete decision-making situations about their children.. One can reasonably
suppose that the patterns of choice which emerged are not biased by the lack
of information, but reflect something basic about the people confronted with
making the decision.

Second, the two boycotts provided decidedly different conditions.
The October boycott had the general approval of the Negro institutional and
civil rights leadership, and evoked only minor censure from government
officials and (white) civil leaders. The Negro community was united and
on the move in October. However, by the second boycott in February, support
had'dwindled to a hard core of militant civil rights leaders. There can
be little doubt that while the choices facing parents of public school
children were nearly the same for both boycotts, their reactions to the second
boycott were probably different, in response to the ambiguity and crisis
of a split leadership. Two such divergent, though quite related, instances
of social protest activity can therefore be fruitéul to an understanding
of the principles involved in social protest in general.

The gist of the rationale for using both boycotts is empirically
demonstrable (as will be presented in the analysis) and represents the
initial step in relating the propositional ideas (as presented later in this
prsposal) to the empirical analysis. 1In sum, Lhe appropriateness of the
dependent variable is contingent on three factors: (1) the saliehcy and

importance of sChool problems for Negro parents; (2) the conditions diffe-
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rentiating the boycotts; and (3) the pattern of decision-méking in response
to both boycotts. The argument of this analysis rests on considering these
factors as definitive for our dependent variable.

The source of explanation for this analysis, i.e., the independenp
variable(s), can summarily be termed social integration. Social integration
consists of at least the following components: (a) social position (i.e.,
social class and status), (b) social participation, and (c) commitments.

The general problem as stated above, is made more specific in terms of

these kinds of categories. 1In addition, it is useful to make a distinction
between substantive areas, e.g., politics, civil rights, and education,
because differences in social integration might be expected to varying by area.

OQur problem can now be restated in terms of the above. We are
investigating the social bases of Negro participation in social protest,
i.e., the pattern and extent to which social position, social participa-
tion, and social beliefs and commitments explain patterns of participation

in social protest.

The Ideas

Since Negro social protest has not generated a substantial liter-
ature of empirical research, some useful insights can be gathered from
a comparison of literature dealing with (a) participation in social move-
ments, and (b) political participation.7 The assumption is that a social
movement attempts to do something outside of the normal channels, a pat-
tern opposite that of legitimate political participation.8 A brief com-
parison of theoretical propositions from these two bodies of literature
will provide insight into the meaning of Negro social protest, and for our
analysis we will focus this discussion around the components of social

integration.
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Erbe and Milbrath have presented useful summaries of the reéearch
on political participation.9 The research indicates that political par-
ticipation is a function of (a) higher social and economic position,

(b) higher rates of participation in voluntary organizaéion; and other
activities, and (c) feeling secure, stable, and effective. One can con-
clude from this that social integration is directly related to political
participation.

The mass movement literature provides a distinctly opposite pic-
ture. One model10 rests on the notion that one's economic position is the
key determinant, with those not in authority roles being most likely to
develop a "class consciousness' and join (or form) a social movement. Or
stated somewhat differently, the participants in a social movement are
more likely to come from the lower social and economic positions, those
who mobilize their feelings of economic insecurity into collective social
action. Another model focuses on status as a social mechanism that main-
tains deference.ll As presented by Lipset and others, this general prop-
osition says that status oriented movements are generated when members of
a status group feel their social standing and recognition is at stake.
Both of these models combine membership in a éroup with the development
of certain beliefs related to the nature of the group as keys to under-
standing participation in social protest.

A third model12 employs group attachments and involvements as the
basic notion, and maintains that the isolated person or group is more
likely to participate in a mass movement. A summary of thig position is
contained in the '"mass society'" theory presented by Kornhauser. He states

that people without social ties are more prone to participate in mass

movements. While he concedes that a social stratification model has some
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validity, he contends that "within all strata, those with the fewesé
social ties are the most receptive to mass appeals."13

In general, this brief summary of alfernative models or theoretical
proposition indicates that social integration is positively related to pol-
itical participation and negatively related to participation in social move-
ments. One explanation of this is that political participation, being legi-
timate institutional behavior, is normal and draws from the mainstream, whereas
social movements are usually not normal and draw from disaffected, insecure,
or unhappy people. There is at least one additional inference to be made:

Any social action that is legitimate and routinized will solicit participation
on much the same basis as political participation.

The above generalization serves as the basis for our central prop-
osition: When social protest is legitimate, participation is a direct and
positive function of social integration, but when the protest does not have
the legitimacy of accepted behavior it will necessarily be supported by those
least integrated. This position argues that the second boycott was qualita-
tively different from the first in much the same way as social protest activity
is different from politiéal participation. Therefore, the social bases of
the first boycott will be oéposite in trend frém that of the second.

Another important issue might usefully be }aised at this point,
the concept of legitimacy as related to Negro social protest behavior. As a
direct result of slavery and segregation, the Negro community has traditionally
maintained a sub-community culture of its own. The growth of a stratified
Negro population enabled social groups or classes to assume different pat-
ter;s of accomodation and adjustment to their démeaning social position.

Frazicr held that "many middle class Negroes have acquired vested

. .
interests in segregation," based on the need to maintain prominent social
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recognition not likely in an integrated society, and certain financial
benefits, especially from the services industries.14 Frazier, clarifying
his position further, also thought that '"middle class Negroes have been
most inclined to wipe out segregation in those institutions which are
based in the white community.”15 And by that he meant institutions like
politics and public education.

Consistent with this analysis, many discussions of the civil rights
movement have pointed to the historic middle class bases of the NAACP and
the Urban League. 1In recent history, however, the central role of these
organizations has changed with the rise of mass-based direct action protests.16
These mass protests utilized a different group of people than the traditional
activities of the older groups; the new activist was usually an upwardly
mobile Negro college student.17 These people did not begin with innovations
in goals, but in the method and style of protest. For example, Searles and
Williams, in a study of Negro college student sit-ins, conclude that "sit-in
protests are less indicative of social alienation than of their identifi-
cation with or positive reference to the white middle class."18

The proliferation of direct action éuring the 1950's and 1960's,
while initially concentrated in the South, represents the gradual legitima-
tion of protest. This process of legitimation can best be understood in
terms of at least three factors: (l) scope of thé social setting (national,
regional, and local); (2) issues (e.g., integrated education, non-discrimi-
natory public accomodations, and open occupancy); and (3) forms or styles
of protest (sit-ins, freedom rides, school boycotts, etc.). These factors
can be conceived of as interlocking social spheres that can be ranked on
a scale of legitimacy. Both the comments on Frazier's analysis of the
Negro middle class and the goals and methods of the sit-ins can easily be

understood in terms of these categories.
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An additional ingredient in these descriptive categories is the
element of crisis. Several discussions have noted that unity in the Negro
community (wﬁich is another way of saying legitimacy by consensus), is
often a direct function of a crisis which involves the entire Negro
community.19 In other words strength in unity is sought proportionate to
the intensity of a perceived or real threat. 1In sum, the legitimacy of
social protest activity must be understood in terms of a set of categories
delineating spheres of social action.

There is one additional comment to be made about the concept of
legitimacy. This analysis is based on.the assumption that the Negro com-

n20 So the legitimacy we

munity, "represents a little social world....
are here concerned with is that which is sustained from within the Negro
community. This kind of clarification is important, particularly in light

of survey data like that presented in the study by Brink and Harris.21

"A clear majority of 72 per cent of the Negroes queried made it clear that
they personally felt they had been pushed around long enough and were
prepared to 'go for broke.'" "When asked in detail about the methods of

the Negro revolution, whites went on record as 2 to 1 in opposition to

the lunch-counter sit-ins, 4 to 3 against Negro willingness to go to jail
voluntarily for their cause, 5 to 3 against picketing of stores and over

10 to 1 against the 'lie-downs' in front of trucks on construction sites.
However, by slim margins, whites do accept the general idea of demonstrating

and think that the Negroes are justified in having conducted the march on

Washington."22
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Data

The surQey data to be used in this analysis come from a study con-
ducted at the National Opinion Research Center in February, 1964, just prior
to the second school boycott. We collected 362 interviews with parents or
guardians of elementary school children from seven all-Negro schools (See
Table 1.) Utilizing 1960 census tract data within ward boundaries, four
strata were developed by dichotomizing the socio-economic level of predomi-
nantly Negro wards and observing the position taken on the boycott by the
alderman. Sampling was designed to include two middle-class and two lower-
class groups, both divided according to the alderman's position. Another
feature of this sampling procedure is that within the area chosen, most of
the respondents' children attended the same school, thus holding that source

of variance to a minimum.

TABLE 1

CASE BASES, BY SCHOOL AND SAMPLING CATEGORY, AND MEDIAN YEARS OF
SCHOOLING IN TRACT (IN PARENTHESES), BY ALDERMAN'S POSITION
ON OCTOBER BOYCOTT AND EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF
SCHOOL DISTRICT

Alderman's Position on Educational Status of School District
Second Boycott
High Low

(12.1), N = 37 (9.0), N = 46
Pro-boycott (or alderman had (11.2), N = 49 (9.0), N = 53
taken no public position) Total N = 86 Total N = 99
Anti-boycott published claims (10.9), N = 87 (8.8), N = 40
(alderman had precinct (9.1), N = 50

workers gathering anti- _ N
Noreorehle oo Total N = 87 Total N = 90

Total N 362
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All interviewers were Negro, and the interviewing was completed
in six days.

In addition to the survey data collected in the above manner, the
following additional sources of documentary materials are available;

1. An extensive personal file of materials relating to both
boycotts, from leaflets to newspaper clippings.

2. A complete scrapbook of clippings from the Chicago newspapers
on both boycotts.

3. Personal access to files of organizations involved in the

boycotts and many of the key protagonists of the boycott.
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A tentative chapter outline of the dissertation is presented below:

Chapter I

Chapter II

Chapter III

¢

Chapter IV

Chapter V

Chapter VI

Introduction. The introduction will contain:

(a) specification of the problem;
(b) the thesis and argument;

(c) description of the data.

Negro Social Protest in Chicago. Use of documentary materials:

(a) to describe the development and organization of the civil
rights movement with special reference to education;

(b) to describe the controversy as presented to the parents
(our respondents);

(c) to develop the concept of legitimacy as related to the

two boycotts.

Negroes in Social Protest. Use of survey data:

(a) to describe the pattern of how people formulated and
made decisions;

(b) to describe the actual decisions;

(c) to develop possibly an '"index of participation'" from

the decision-making items.

Social Bases of Protest: 1. Social Position.

This chapter will test the hypothesized relationship be-

tween social position and participation in both boycotts.

Social Bases of Protest: 2. Social Participation.

Social Bases of Protest: 3. Social Beliefs and Commitments.

[ 4



Chapter VII

Chapter VIIL

T8k

Social Bases of Protest: An Empirical Summary.

This chapter will present a summary of the analysis in
chapters II-VI; the thesis will be discussed in terms of

the empirical findings.

Some Concluding Notes.

This chapter will include a reformulation of the original
argument taking into account the results presented in the
summary chapter, an overview statement of how this analysis
fits into the literature, and what directions future re-

search might profitably take.
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