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11:' . - Sociologists who have studied the American South\have, by and

*  large, been inclined to dttribute cultural differences between white -
* Southerners- and other Americans “to regional differences in occupational
-~ structure and economic circumstance.l With the.economic development. - -
" S i gt Al AF ‘th sroecped < : sates o ’
and "national incorporation of. the; South progeedlng:apace, advocates
of this view seem to be taking it for granted that.regional cultural
A .differences are also diminishing--as, of course, . mrny of the most - .
b - : dramatic and visible differences have been,2 But there -is an accumulating

s : - body of literature which demonstrates that many, more subtle, regional ; s

3 : cultural differences not on1y>remaint{but?shqw'no signs of going aw;y.3 e

C " This suggests-that the érthodox materialist view is (at least) "inadequate,

e "~ . dnd that we must look elsewhere for ‘the explanation of some white: ' . g
g ~ Southern peculiarities. = T o <

7 White Southerners are not the only group in America which has
8 . surprised our discipline by maiﬁtaining’itﬁ identity and distinctiveness. )
{ During the las;idecade,‘éspecially, we,hav?,had it called "to-our atten- /- T - .
tion tﬁat'many,immigfant'ethﬂig groups. are 'still around, and still - - - /
serve their- members both. as social contéxts and as. psychological entities -~ - ;_, " A
,. around which sentiments-are organized.4- Add to these observations the L
. ~fact that many black ‘Americans are beginning to fée%ttﬁat,thg group . Cot e
- 1identity and cohesiveness forced upon them in the past may actually o B
serve, with modifications, as a valuable resource inthe future, and it - . ,
isjgpf:surifising that American.sociology has begun to take seriously L 7} - e

agaiﬂ”tbe‘conceptrbf,?e;hnié;ﬁy."s L . N .- A o

- -

] With these developments in our discipling,,itfwaé,perhﬁpSf;r'
inevitable that some of .us would begin to listen to ‘the argument' of some
historians and journalists: that.white-Southerners could be.regarded -.
fruitfully as an ethnic group, a group serving the same functions. for
"its members épd related to the American majority group .in much théf§ame . ;
way as groups more conventionally called “ethnic": Irigh-, Polish-, or’ L ot

- Lithuanian-Americans, for instance. _Lewis Killian has picked up the - .o
argument in his “‘volume; White Southerners, (published. in a series called 4 - =

~YEthnic Group% in Comparative Perspective") and I have done the same in .

a monograph publiéhed_recentiy,5;‘Agalogigs are‘a dime a;dozen; of
course, but there is already considerable evidence that this 1s a valuable
: - one, Killidn has ‘'used it most persuasively to discuss the situation of
- - - white. Southern migrants to large Northern cities, and. it ‘helps to make . 7
: sense of the large and persistent-cultural differences between white S -
Southerners and other ,Americans--not so much- by explaining them as by R SN
- ) placing them in a more .- general- category of puzzling phenome .7’,As - . .. ;
R seems to -be the case for many of these immigrant groups, whige Southerners :
- - . are still, in many respects, different from the "American mainstream' . A ““
" (whatever that may be), they are as different now as they have been. at : P :
any time in the recent past, -and these cultufal differences canmot be .
explained by regional differences in occupational structure and economic —
circumstance, To parqphrase,Irving,Banitt's classic observation about )
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. ‘the Spanish, "There is something Southern about §
i . them to behave in a Southerp manner." The educated, urban, .factory-
- ‘working Southerner remains.|. . a Southerner, and that datum often
rf~te11$‘§s<as much about him, |his tastes, va{yeé, and habits, as any of
the others, - - - . :

-

P -
se findings are

[1

outhérners which causes

M §
L5

' .s0me theoretical "importance. They suggest

e . order (as the éditors of a 6rthé6mipg symposium have called'tpep).can

T, be more disjoint than manyfhave supposed .8 - The citizen of the New South
‘may spend forty hours a wegk at'a job indistinguishable from those held
by -other Americans, but, .if appears, he will spend nearly twice as many

, waking houirs in a family and community organized a2round sentiments, and_
“Ppresuppositions .somewhat different from those heid elsewhere.9 Students
- of—the South who are concerned about their subject matter's evaporating

e can turn wi
/- presuppoS$it

th profit to th
ions, ’ .,

e’'study of these persisting séntiments and

. o - Lo~ . ST
The disjunction between work and "1life" (to.put_the matter’

-3 -\ -baldly, and perhaps badly) "is not absolute, of course--merely greater .
) . % than some demographetéiand‘cdbnomists:haOG implied. * Certainly indus=- -

% trialization will affect Southern culturée (it already has, in many
/i . . ‘jobvious ways). No iess im

& .~ - lon thé course.and ou

]

L'i . / relation:

- Y- -

To one %hO'feels that we really do not know what "Southern .
| culture" is, much less what it is-likely to be (and those who share my
{prejudice in favor of replicable, -compa¥ative, and preferably quantitative
documentation must feel this way), it seems premature to discuss. the’

relation between that culture and industrialization. None the less, of
the aspects. of Southern culture which can be demonsttated to -exist and
] to be persisting, two -in particular strike me as pertinent to this-. -
the peculiar nature and: extent of religious belief and practice
* in the South, and the rela

tcome of industrialization.10 . .

portant are the effects of Southern culture

. -

tively great attacliment Southérners~show to

" their -Tocal cormunities. I have examined each extensively in my own

T [ work, but since these analyses have been réported elsewhere,i I pxopose.
: ‘mérely to summarize some of the findings and then to consider what the
/ persistence of these traits implies for the future of the South.ll o

. T A ,"Relig{onfinrsbﬁthefﬁ éulture c ' X '// -

Nearly,njnet§
identify them
\ - - B

¢ - i

J

In this century, one.of the most remarkable differences between
~the, South and the rest of the United States, has been ¢the endemic -and ~
' pervasive religiosity of the former. Nearly every student of the South
" . has.,commented- on this feature of Southern life, andgmany have argued its
central. importance to an understanding ‘of that 1143 i

bemg oflthé_fiﬁdings frémvthe public opinion poll data a;é:~

percent of all qhife_Squtherners
selves as Protestant, and nearly four A

that the secondary'or "techpélogical” order and the primary or "humanistic" .

-

4

2
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out of every five of these are Baptist, Methodist
or“Presbyterian. - ) T
) ‘ Regardless of denominaticn, apparently, Southern : ;
‘ Protestants are more orthodox in their beliefs than - Lo
. © are. non-Southern Protestantsu ‘Despite this, there .
_ are a number of indications that they take denonina~— . - -
“. - . tiomal'distinctions more seriously. T L

L

: & A
7 ! N -

_ Southern Protestants are-nearly twice as 11kely as . A
¢ ) non-Southern Protestants to.assert .that church~-going . ‘
‘-5, .- = - 1is an‘essential part ‘of the Christian life, and they-

are in fact more likely to. be found i1 church on any
— _given Sunday. . ’ :

- : .o

fSouthern Protestants are less likely than Protestants ‘ £
elsewhere. to feel -that religion is irreleyant to the
- modern world, and they are'more Aikely -to feel that,

) @( ] . . no changes are needeg in their churches., 3 L 7
. .. L . 4;.}; . . . - ) . .-
~ ° The p1cture'of the South wuich em 5 from these data 1s of a

society which takes religion seriously., A, high .degree of consensus on . - - .
< fundamentals permits heatéd disagreement ‘on relatively minor points of - . ‘
faith and’ ‘practice., Southerners-are basically satisfied with “their . '
churches,- and support them accordingly' religious‘institutions play ) : -
an important role ‘in. 'the social and spiritual life -of the- South. ’ - -

-~ -

Some recent work has shown that rezional differences on thpgp . ’ ’
basic questions 0f belief and of ‘support for the institutional church T
‘have not become smaller in the recent past, and-they ‘are -qnot. likely to o

s

do so in the near- future.  In particular, when trend data are available
- they often show change in these. respects, in the South and elsewhere,

"but the differences betweeri -South ,and non-South are no smaller now .
‘than a generation ago," despite the. massive changes in Southerners' :

~ material circumstances in that period.. When statistical controls
for education, occupation,.and. urban-rural residence are introduced
(td ensure..that -the observed regioral differences are not due. to . -
“differences in these factors), nearly all of these differences xemain, v
-and a few become even more pronounced, Som: regional differences in ) .-
_what may’be called "para-religious" beliefs afid practices--anti- )
Semitism, ‘anti-Catholicism, support for national prohibition, and the

Fike--mdy be decreasing (although much remains), but the data strongly. ° N 4 il

sugges27that“the religion of the New South will be as vigorous and as ) B .

distinctive as, that of the- old. - : ‘ S T~ - .
= .2 Detailed analysis of patterns of religiosity within the South R -

and non-South helps show why this should be so., The Gallup "Poll has o

" frequently asked its respondents vhether they. had been to tchurch in )
the previous week. By pooling the-responses to several of these surveys -
we can look at the ‘churchgoing- behavior of relatively small subpopula- no
tions within the Southern and non-Southern populations, Considered in -
the aggregate, Southern Protestants .are more likely to report- that they - o
have been to church lately than are their non-Southern coreligionists.




o ‘ 4 . p .A Cow
s F T . Thble 1 shows, however, - that this dlfference is smallest--slightly .
’ ; réversed,- An fact-~for a group which is shrinking rapidly in the South,
the uneducatedufarm.populatzon. "Many of these people are .moving into
~ blue-collar occupations in Southern cities, a move.which does not seem )
to carry with it a diminution of churchgoing. Outside the South, L. -

277 e urban blue-collar workers are -among the people least likely to be
S . " reaéhed by the.churches; in the South, they zre as likely to be : -

churchgoers as are their- country, cousins. Among the rural groups and
possibly among the urban as well, increasing education not only-in-
L creases churchgo1ng ‘(both in the South and elsewhere), but also the |
) regional aifference in churchgoing. .

[V

N Another 1nteresting‘difference between South and non~South is
evident at the top of the urban occupational-ladder. In non-Southern
cities, as Table 2 shows, bu#¥nhess and profess1onal people are less .
- likely to be churchgoers than are- their white-collar employees, In -
4 #Southern cities, however, that pattern is reversed: the "leadership ’ .
o "~ . classes" in Southern c1ties are.one of the most churchgoing groups in - - ) v
S - “the region., Indeed (for Protestants outside of Calv1n s Geneva)
-7 the1r churchgoing is extraoxdinary by any standard. . ,; L : .

e
e

A : The prophet Amos foretold a-day when many should "wander from
SR - sea to.sea, and from the north even to. the east," seeking the word of = ]
R \_—;/;///,/the Lord in vain,  In these latter days, the way-faring stranger would ) : 4>‘/ e
o ~ be wellradvised to ‘forsake the’ secular North, abjure the mysterious Lo~ :
East, and check out the South.-He will find gas station sighs like - - :
the one in my-town, advertising on one’ side "REGULAR 299" and on the . .

, ..o~ - . other "WHEN YOU HAVE SINNED/READ PSALM.51." In the South, one can v T
e : still both save and be saved,. PR S S IS R -
- - i .o ’ v oo %; T <L T . e
?"777: o ) . . “ - ; ,' . - - 7t7 e o
e : ‘ - - °"Particu1arism" ih Southern Culture u"" - ' -
ST '77'_’ ., k Drawing on her exten51ve field experience, Marion Pearsall B S
o LT . "has assetted that "in Southern "‘Appalachia and the rest of the South

it is the -concreteness of life that is valued, - the particular locationsA E :
- " - and the particular possessions."13 -And, it might be added, the partic- )

I " ular- -persons, for there appears to be a general cultural tendency here, ) -
o ) toward what sociolg gists call particularism, a disinclination to 'see ‘ : ;-
ok T persons, places, 2: things as interchangeable.l4 particularistic )
S ‘ - _orientation cause persons to be seen as complex beings, existing in
£ . - - their own right, _not merely as’ performers of specialized roles in . B
Tk e - - interaction with’ the. observer. ‘Material objects are imbued with’ . ] o -
I - 7 associations which are not transferable to functionally equivalent -

objects. And, importantly, places aye also- regarded holistically and
affectively: “when applied to places,. particggarism is evident as
what Robert: Merton has ca11ed localism.15 S coe T
} — oy .
. ) ‘Many observers have remarked that Southerners'show & peculiar
: ’ attachment to their homeplaces, and the survey data .support these )
: ) observations.16 ‘A" few scattered indicators' . C .
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. Table 1 .- : .
' Churchgolng -of Southern and t\on-Southern Urbé.n Blue-Collar and Rural : oo
‘Farm Populations (Protestants Only) - . : : B ) B
. ) " -y i N
o / who weént to church the previous Sunday 2 .
' - ST . Difference = . )
South I\on-South (uouth) (Non-South)
S k Rural farm, . high school graduates - 60% 492 S 211 o ’ )
e i ) ' 7 :- (N) ) . 7,7 -7 ‘ T (1‘8) (386) - : :- , . 7‘ a ' N I
- A ’ Rural farm, not ‘high school gtaduates 432 :—4;6.’{‘ R A-3: .. ‘ :
T () R - ‘, T (507) (6Ql) e .
- . , RN ' - . - R ' = o
o Urban unskilled labor, not high W LT o - N
’ school graduates - . oo A1z 202 .~ - ) S S T, .
- (N) e : (160) - (419) - ) AU :
- Co- Urban skilled labor, .not high - = . : i . ] .
E *~ school graduates - - ‘37—2 - 29% . - 8 - . .
: S ANy (15p}- (328) - ) o R S e
Urban labor (skilled & unskilled), - I L . ST e
- - ] ‘ *high school - graduates . 4% %1% - A £ . o
N N (N) o (18§)’— ’(@56): S e e -
{f—: IR hSource; Pooled data from- eight Gallup polls conduéted between February 1955 -7
- i . < " and December 1963. - , K . L - 4 - .
T s D Tables e LT v :
A o, . Churchgoing of Southern and Non-Southern Urban Vhite Collar and Urban _ z
o : Business-Professional POpvlations (Protestant ‘High School Graduates Only) H
’ e 6 . Z who went to church the previous Sunday o B - -
: b , L ’, 7 e Difference o ii‘;v
- - . . . South Non-South (South)~ (Non-South) " Lo o
- - ) . 34 B z . B 72
L R vBusiness ‘and professional . .. 651, '38% / 27 p ’ . o S
T T W L. (@25) - (890) | f E I
) - . e LW - ) ‘§ - s i B
o Wnite collar T T 48X - 46% 2 i .
- (N) o ’ - (80) (465)' S .
" Source: Pooled' data from eight Gallup pol'ls conducted between J’ebruary 1955 .
¢ - and December 1963 R iy,
~ ‘% B - g. 7
‘s S ’ b
* N :?
. L . \
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: . When dsked what person éﬁex post admire, Southe;hers :
O . are, twice as likely as other Americans to name a -
’ - relative or someone living in théir local community. -

. . . . When asked where they would most iike to see a son go
' o . to college, Southérners are more -1ikely-than any other

< Americans (except New Englanders) to name a school. .

. - within their own region. ‘Two-thirds do so, despite the
.~ . objectively low quality of Southern institutions.

A

., ) . (Only 3% of non-Southerners chose. Southern schools.)

' When Southerners are ‘asked where they would most
like to ‘live, they have consistently (since the .
- - " ‘question was first asked in 1939) been more likely -
) . _ than otHer Americans ‘to choose their present state
: of résideneé. (Nearly three-quarters did so in 1963.)

These differences (and; we may assume, the underiying difference

\ in localism @hich‘they'inqicace) have not changed appreciably. in the recent

past, -and .there is every teason to suppose that they will be with us for

some time to- come, Stréightforﬁard;projectiog of the trend data’ A
indicates as much, as do.statistical controls for education, occupation,
_and urban-rural residence, which reduce the regional differences only °
slighedy. S LT T TR A

T s
-

.. .. Not only is the absolute level of localism in the Soyth
- different from that elsewhere, its correlates are different as well.
~ Localism might be expected to be particularly characteristic of rural
and small-town folk, Table 3 shows the responses to a Gallup Poll
".question (pooied- fiom three:occasioné’oh.which,itfwaé asked) which taps
" one aspect of ‘what we. mean by localism": ‘a tendency to find one's
- models for behavior and belief close to home. If we may judge by 'this’
- table, only in the South is ite;rheitha;A"cosmbpolitanismq‘is primarily
a-big-city phenomenon. Outside the South, .most people ate fairly
""cosmopolitan" regardless of theit:socialifdcétion;'fﬁf%his,gasé,,the
largeSt:régibnaI'differences,arefto'be found among the rural and small-
‘town' populations, but note that regional differences do persist: among
. at least some,urban groups:: =~ . "/ ' . : :

‘. _"There are-kinds and kinds of provincialism,” Thomas Wolfe E
wrote in his notes. '"New England is provincial and doesn't know it, )
-the Middle West is’provincial;’andﬂkpqws‘it, and is ashamed of -it, buﬁﬁ
God help us; tlie South is provincials, knows it, and doesn't care." ' If .
"provincialism" means local loyalty and a defefrence to local opinicn, it -

appears that Southerners are relatively provincial, and will likely
. rematn so. A dash of provincialism is nét necessarily shameful,‘hoﬁiveg.
It may even figure in the South's redemption. = /T R

-

" - The New South:  The 01d Culture

The So?th's cballengewin this centﬁf& hég been tf cpnyeft
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Cee o ) : . Table 3~ ’ )
R ) - ., T - . - ‘ . . 3 : . :‘ i
S '_ - - % ocalism of Various Southern and Non-Southern Population Groups
i % naming family member or local figure as "man . . .'_mbst admired"
L : B ' A -0 % . Difference - '
\ T ) : South Non-South (South)-(Non-South) I
’ o ) i X - . ~ i ol :
- . L - X Ll - . :
% Rural farm, not high 'sch%ol‘ graduates- - 29% .20% ) 9- .7
oo SO I (300) (33 - . :
Rural farm,’ high school graduates . 40%. 13% SR Y 3
I ¢ ) B . % (90)-.7(211) . ¢ .
Totxvh; blué,tollar high school™” ! '

. graduates S, 38y dmmo . 21

‘ ) T “5)~ -(99) - ,
' K,Townr,r white, collar ,hiéh school Y. ) o " T ; - .
- . gradvates . - -7 7 13y - 10% - -3 - T
T € B A I I
Town, B_uisinerss; éﬁd:ﬁrofeésiox@al* - f Lo T R
~ _ high school graduates - . . . - 26X 122 S 14 -
T () R . @3). . (200). - ' -
Urban, blue collar'high school .. . - R N
~ graduates - . 027% -7 18% - =9 - I
™ .- T (ao4) . 58 - . o L

Urban, white collar ',high 7 s‘c'hoo,]; o
. -gradvates. ° . - - .

62. - 14% - . .8

S e sy @en o L
7\;:Urrban, business and fr@fés.s’iéx_ialﬁ' . R 7; T LT ;
"y high school ‘gradvates - - .. 20% . -15% = .- 5§ E I £
T R BN B
Source:. Pooled data,rrom Gallup polls conducted. in 1958, 1963, and 1965. . iv :

" The question asked: "What man that you have heard or read about, living ) v

today' in_any part of, the wérld, “do you admire the most?": Codes differed
soﬁinewh;itf}n‘d'iff erent surveys. Sze Reed, The Enduring South," p. 36.

/its great endowment-of natural resources into material well-béing for its

people. "The paradox of the South,” a government commission observed in _ L
. 1938, "is that while it is .blessed by Nature with immense wealth, its i ‘o
people as a whqle are the -poorest in the c{ountry.,"17 ‘Much of the
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political, entrepreneurial, and intellectual energy of the region has

have largely succeeded. o . . .

* beepn devoteéd to resolving'thi§ parddox, and as we have seen,  these effof;s

/. . .

- pots" to the social and cultural implicétigns'of’gcgnomic development,
aﬁd~t§g'p;oblems waiting there are no less daunting than the economic
probleﬁ?‘hqubeing overcome. These new problems have beén:préviewed.
for us by thé\liggra;ure and social .commentary of the more developed

-and induﬁtrialized\sgctions of the United States: anomie, depersonaliza-

1

tion, loss of .community, alienation, the "problem™ of leisure . . . .
Southerners_have not been“insensitive to ‘the possibility that, in

"= ‘gaining the world, they miy lose much of value: certainly one of ‘the

- . tion, in public health reports,

*

" ~comtsidering it--and as-a p

most §cathing critiques. of industrial society ever mounted was the work
~ of Southerners, the Vanderbilt "Agrarians," whose analysis moved some _
« Oof them to reject industrialization -altégether.19 o

& -
- i

- Most of the_Agrafians"cbn:emtoraries,AhoweJét,‘confrontéd with
obvious and insistent prob ems of poverty, bigotry; dignorance, and
~disease, seem to. have felt |that the evil of the day was sufficient !
thereto, and that the prob ens ‘'of ‘industrial society could be addressed
when the South had achieved an industrigl society-to generate them. X
Since 1930, Southerners have overvhelmingly voted with their dollars

" to rejéct the Agrarianzﬁosjtioﬁ-probably'without.ever ser&bugly S

rogram it-is now (1f it ever was not) e
»academic; in the sense of the word.which means "irrelevant,"20
~-Yet the questions which the Agrarfans raised ‘were. valid onesy. -
The benefits of industrialization are already evident: in the pay
envelopes of Southern workers, in the statistics of magazine circula-
_in state ‘budgets for higher education,
-in nearly every census statistic. Is there reason to Suppose that we

shall escape the unpleasant consequences?

- I think there-may*be;y $outhe;ﬁ neligioﬁ; for all its,%hért- .

comings, will no doubt continue' to provide individual Southerners with

a needed sense of transcendence and personal worth--a ‘sense difficult |
otherwise to maintain in a society increasingly estranged from nature,

- in which the fndividual "objectively" counts for-less each day. The ~
rootedness and 'sense: of community evident in Southern culture will also
be a valuable assct,‘sérving to offset the possibly disintégrative

. effects’ of Southerners' new modes of -earning their livings. The
Southern tgéditipn—of personalism (and that of good manners in secondary
interaction) -may serve to -take off the edges -of the New South and .
reduce the petty and seemingly pointless day-to-day annoyances which I
Suspect are the real reason many Southerneré_dislike the Northegst.

.~ Industrialization is not disruptive only of individual psyches,
of course. If the cities of the New South are not to become. examples
of "Southern efficiency and Northern charm" t;O'bbrrow John Kennedy's"
characterization of Washington, D. C;),.theif citizens must have the
will and the wherewithal to make them otherwise.22 Here again, their
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\Ye;'thoughtfui Southerners have al&ays looked "beyond the flesh-
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- domesticate industrialism, much of’ the im

- tion for'kin: nd comnunity,

. nevertheles

., reason, So

‘mechanism for- it.

* "technological order"

* industrialism, . but' with a very bad grace,

culture may prove an aéset.' 'If the South is to assimilate and ‘to
petus will probably come from *-

Burkean to beliéve that public spirit is most ‘often’ anchored in affec-

-~ what we have:;yz@_{}.lihg';"‘localisms" ~-One need mot ‘be a thoroughgoing -+

A man who loves his town and its 4dio-
syncrdcies and- who cates what his neighbors think will probably be a °
better citizen than one whose concern with his community erds with the
convenience and services’ it provides fof him, If "Southérn localism . ,
.can find expression in boosterism of the crassest and most undiscrimina-

ting -sort- (as when a/Chamber of Comerc,é"officiahbo;st;s that Charxloti:e's‘;l

"topless" clubs attract "an estimited 5000 people from other towns
across the Garolinas.-and Virginia . . . evety day"), it may also have
something -to do with the pioneering histéric pre‘serv'aftion' work of
Lharleston and-Savanhah, withthe recent-detefmination of many com-

i

- .munities to make school desegregation work, and with the unsung efforts

<

of -hundreds of"-thousands- o, Southerniers to make their towns and cities

. - .

better places to 1live,23 ' T - -

J— - L . " A 7 - . ) ) . ',
- It is a’'sociological truism, of course, that good intentions- --.
are.insufficiént without £ cilitating iﬁs,citutignal";a«rrangbments';-lbut I

believe the ‘South is fortunate in this'respéct as well: it has' its

~ remarkable'churches.  The sins of the,Sbuthern churches have ‘béen and

are many, sins both % commission and’ (notably).of omission, bufmany,
Southerners tho" feel that th churc;hes: colild-use a good reforma
:profoundly grateful that there is sdmet ing there to be - -.
reformed: - ds a.resource for Southern- communities and -for ‘thé-region as
a whole, the chirches may well prove to.be invaluable. For ‘whatever . -
' uthern churches have been fore concerned with tlie-Fall of Man
than with the rise of vindustri lism and “(as my’ colledgue Dick Simpson
put it) 'morffé_;,with the next world: than with the Third|World. If chiides

mist be made, one observer, at least, would ‘not quirrel with- these; but °.'

‘there are encouraging signs - that, many- Southern chufchmén are beginning

-to_ feél that churches as mighty as theirs can and should- be concerned .
with more. - The energies and ass'éitls at the dispdsal of Southern churches - .

are immense, and--as Southerners betome wealthier~-are -increasing. .

- Although mucH has been dissipated \\in'ghe past (in ostentatiouys building’

programs, for instance; in- i]t_l-;con's\ider'ed anti-liquor campaigii$; or,.
lately, in bigoted misadventures in parochial educ'at,ion)‘, "the good - -~

works of ‘Southefn churches have been many,.-and’ can ﬁg’“e:gpeéted to. .
increase in both scope and depth. : The region-is blessed indzed to'have

-a .traditiou of voluptary-and relatively.selfless contribution to what

is seen’as community well-being, and ‘to.have a Working institutional .’

PR
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.As the South was endowed by Nafure with the résources to meet -

‘tfle{ fundamentally economic: problems of bhis century, its history may.

have given it the basis for working sol tions -to some of the problems
‘of 'the next. It is apparent that, despite heroic ‘changes in the -~
'qf the South, there is considerable continuity’
in the:"humanistic’crder," and it appears| that some aspects-of the
lattézl' will serve to meliorate and to modify the effects of the former.
If the South has not accepted’ Johp Crowe Ransom's advice to “aécept

e, and ... . haintain a good

jon“are - -
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N
o deal of’ her ttaditxonal phiiosophy,“ it. has at least not modeled itself
Y o entlrely on the urban Northeasf, and much of what has been preserved’

T - ) may serve Southerners well in- the future.24 -, . <
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7White Southerners, 9/1-1

( 8'I‘he symposium, on commun:tty and 1tity in t:he modern South, ' Foo
v will be edited” by Harold Kadfman and J. K. Mmtried in - &=, .
“The EndLrlng :South, to_address the problem which t nding of cultural N w .o
. hc,qntinui;y in the fdac¢e of economic. 'change pogses/for social~thes ory, and. ) ‘
seyeral”of ;he chapters in George Dalton, ed., /Economic Developmefit—. _ Con /
and_Social Change%(Garden City, N.-¥,: Natural ‘History Press, 1971), o Y

T AL, Are.also relevapt. Aithough this article deals more with the .consequences ., g \ ,
/k,, of . subc\"l‘tural petsistence in the South'than with its causes, one might . . =
surmise that the effects on an existing. culture of importing a "mature" ..
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30b than of and in which, other values compete with/short—run efficiency

. "in the managerial calculus-~are different from those‘of .an indigenous oL :

- : industrial revolution. Another. difference between Southern and . L o

‘ . i /non-Southern 1ndustrialization--perhaps due to the -same factor--is’ T
- s*~*cturab° Southern,1ndustr1alization has .not, generated. as large a
ry lass.- g;aucio Ary Dillon Soares, "Economic Development and

Clies. ot Sture,” in Relnna Bendix and Seymgur Martin! Lipset, -Cldss,’

- Status, and Power, 2nd . [New York The Free Press,_1966], P 198 Q
"7 “ - ) s \ = ) a .
) 9Even t? :h rs on the job may be different of,kourse“ The * .
. primary work groa % s been rediscovered SO _many _times that its impor- - . , ..

‘tance sh0u1d be~

aken as- axiomatic by néw, See, For. example, Peter M,
" Blau dnd W. R1

arﬁ Scott, Forfal-Organizations: A - -Comparative- Approach.-
Cﬁandler Puinshing C?mpany, 1962),.pp. 87-115. E :

10William H. Nlcholls, Southern Tradition ‘and Regional Progress =
(Chapel Hiﬁl‘ University. of Nofth Carolina Press, 1960), argues the. «
1ncompatib111ty between some aspy cts of Southern culture and’ American . ) :
%industrialism. e s kﬁggsw LT SN N ’

.",

o f . resedrihi. which,yve hope,” 111 help.meet the immediite need, mentidhed . g
L & abov;;ﬂbfmdocume tatiqg.- The data reported ana discussed below however,
';;\' 'are“Eaken~entirely from The Enduring South *chapters,four.and siﬁ‘ ’
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: ,‘N-'y-n - , .
e o 'tﬁk . 128een§£orgexample,~the essays Hn- Samqei S Hill Jr., ed., - .
”w «nRé%lgiOH*Hnd the S6iid South (Nashville: Abingdon PreSs,’1972) The
R taxpayers of my, ad0pted sthte would be,gratifi d to learn ‘that.one of -
" the’'first. thingg I notfted-vhen I° came .to.their state. university from a R o
Norfherﬁﬁgraduate school was how:many undergraduates, graduate students, I -
4 .

B © T egrid eve aculty members were practicing churchmen. . A recent Gallup™ )
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L Poll confirms;my impression.

p&rt of [their] 1life at the present time' ‘ard that

. iareligion cdn answer all or most of t day's oroblems. ";3__ Southev:i- coilege
‘f:;” students vere the only regional

tementa

group in whigh-a major{ty* agreed with,
("Religion in Rme‘ica, 1971 " The Gallup Qpinionm
70 [April 19711, pp. :52-53.) :

'~ - * !
i -

‘a

Southern college students«are ‘much’more . |
th%n theitﬁnon-Southern peers. to agree that "organized religion

/5i3b00mmunicating %ith the. Educationally Deprived," Mountain
Life’ and Work, XLII, 1 (1966), P. 10 ’

/ . . ’ ) N B ' ) K .

/ hlgz}%/'&////*4Talcott Parsons, The Social System (New Xork° The Free Press ’ S
" of Glencoe, 1951), ¢pp. 61-63 et passim. Cf. Florence F. Kluckhohn ‘and . ) o

- Fred L. Strodtbeck, Variations in ValueAOrientations (Evanston, I1linois:" o I

/- _+  Row, Peterson, 1961), pp,~1-48
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) Y 15Robert K. Merton, Social Theory aad Social Structure, Rev. gd.

(New York:. The Free Press of: Glencoe, l957);,pp. 392 ff. -
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migrdfion statistlics,
< ,;%fbf the sixties showed,
in-migration to the South.

/fﬁTﬁzs‘SWJtherﬁlocélishéié begiﬂﬁing to be refl
t

large proportion’ of tﬁe‘in-ﬁigration was return m
born who hid left the region, presumably to .follo

t * elsewhere.
]

| well:reducated, well-
homesickness
'imusic;(

s

-
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The-Eomtng Culture Crisis in
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off urban or su

- T 197ye1ve Sautﬁéfhers,
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N ected -in . \' -l
It is.probably well~known by now that the‘decade

for the first time in this century, a net white

It may not be so.well-known that a very

VA

igration of the Southern. -

W economic, opportunity

-The demographic characteristics of these migrants (relatively
hurban folk) make it clear. that -

1s rot exclusively a' property of the audiences -for country

“ J.A‘

‘17National Emergency Council, Report on Economic Condi:ioné in

the -South.(Washington, D. C.: 1938), p. 8..-

.

] : See,féoi;fhstancé, Rupert: B, Vance, "Beyond- the Fléshpoﬁé:
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V4

1'i1 Take

and:

A , s the South;," Virpinia Quarterly Review,
w,- «XUL (Spring 1965), pp! 217-230. e . -

Thé'éoﬂtHJhnd'tﬁe‘ .

Y 1962-—first published 1930); Donald Davidson,

rper Torchbogk,
-The AtfacK'on Leviathan:

- Regionalism and Nitionalism in the' United States (Chapel Hill: U, of

North iCarolina Press, 1938).. - .
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"ZQThe continuing relevance of

fﬁé Agrarian cri
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Sy e

: . (as opposed N ) 7
;oo to their -program)- was’ recently empﬁasized.by(EdwingifYqﬁeri:Jr.j in- -~ — T
A ) "The Greening, of the South," Book World;: 4 -July 197%; pi 7. - :

-

~ .= - - L Y Lo T
7;’"T ’ ) 21Thag much of the old Southern culture has been psychologically )
ot - functional--as well as simply . pleasarit--for. many who shared ia it is, of
) ". course, implicit in the writings of the Agrarians, For a.good state- o
ment of:'the case, see the article 'by.their-colleggue Richard M. Weaver, L : W
. "TQg Regime of the South," National Review, 14 -March Igﬂgé_gb. 587-589. o -

;L > . ?2Joé1\Lf Fleishman argues that there is still time, adthough . : -

only & generation at the most, to bring the South's urban-industrial ¥
S _ deyelopment under control ‘and pfévéh;‘"a growth which will "shape our.

cities in the same patterns with the same problems, plunging/us into . o .

) L, T . -

o the same moral and

/
/

physical discomfiture as cities t
~ ./ have recently been superior.” - ("The Southern City:

o which we are, or
" Northern Mistakes

/ in’Southern Settings,” in H.

‘Brandt Ayers and -Thomas

S an H: Ndylor,
McGraw-Hill, ]1972 .) . :

,/ You can't Eat Maghdliés‘[N?w York:

T S, N e . - Lo .

| - 237he Charlotte official is quoted by Harvey Harris, in - -
/' . "Censorship in Respectable Disguise," Greensboro Daily News, -

) . L9 Deceiiber 1971, p. C-1., * . o, : : ‘ e
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e zéRansdp, "Reconstructed but Unregenerate,” in I'1l Take My
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