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.THE ITALIAN AMERICAN FAMILY ' ' &

/

“The Southern Italian Famlly s Process of Adjustment to an o

Urban America* :

by Lydio F. Tomasi**

I. The Transplanted Family in Contemporary Research
on American Society

\
®

Since World War II, in all éa}tsof tge world most social
ayqtemavare moying fast or slowl; towardwsome form of the con-
jugal family sys;em and qlso toward igé;strialization: Many
social scientists argue that thé conju&al fa@ily system, with

its standards of ascrfption, particularism, and diffuseness,

‘{s ideally not permitted to interfere with’the demands of in-

dustrfalizagion, whose standards are achievement based and
universalistic. The concomitant emergence of the conjugal
family and industrialization could suggest that all change and

all. causal relations flow from one single, global factor, such
as industrialism, and that such madern phenomena as migration,

-

urbanization, and acculturation must necesbarily weaken or

destroy the system of closely knit kinship bonds outside the

.

nuclear family, which characterizes most of the 'folk' societies.
-

-

"Modified extended family" theories, however, show that there is .
both a need and a capacity for extended faq‘lies to exist in

nodei, societ;,-and that geographical mobility does not nec-

* Paper presqgted at the In-Service Course D 210, "Italian . . /
Americans Contemporary American Society” sponsored by .
the American Italian Histortcal Associntion at the Italian =
Cultural Institute, December 15, 1971. ' .
* bydio F, Tomasi, Associate Editor of the International Mig-"
ration Review.
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essarily result in a lessening of ideolbgical or emotional
) )
commitment to kin.

In looking for how and why massive socic-eéconomic changes

help or hinder to outweigh the resistance of(faqily systems, the
.2 ‘
southern. Ttalian migratory experience seems almost.an-ideal

case. In fact, most of the many millions of immigrants who

came ;o.thé Un&ted States from Italy were southern Italian pea- .
K}

sants , but they did not generally enter farming occupations 1in

. 4 .

America . ‘They clustered primarily in the industrial centers of ’
the North:* New York, Boston, Philaqelphia,'Chicagb, éaltimore,A
Detroit. fAlso; the Italian family ;ndergoing the écculturati;n
- . :
-ﬁfoceas in the United Stdtes is an ideal area in which to ex- o~

amine thé interrelationships among culturaln spcial, and pPsy-
chological events. frevgéﬂs researchers have focus onl% two
- of thege dimensions at a time, studying individuals against a
family background in which the dynamic principles are never
N
" clearly speci{ied. Qne has to observe the full range oﬂ CQL~
.;urél. socialx‘psychologlcal, and biological variables - the
i{ndividual within the family_as the small primary groﬁp withuﬁ_
the larger.sociairsystem with its system of values i? a partic-
‘2uﬂar geographica4rsett1ng - which are involvéd in the events of
family 1ife and the adaptation of the indi®idual family ‘member.
'The ma{2 purpose of this paper is to delimit the ‘contem-
porar{ controversy on the nature of. the southerh Italian family
system, whtch has a special significance fo¥ the renewed inter-

\ est .in the persistence'of ethnic identity in the face 'of strong

forces for éhange. In a special] way, teachers, social workers

-

-
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or guidance ;fficers must underst?ﬁd the conflict which ensues
ftom the fact that the American school encourages the southern
European student to pursue personal goals rather than those his ,
family has laid down for him?’ (

The family field must move from traditional socio}ogical
theory towdrd theoretical medels which reflect more ‘closely’ the
enormous coqa}e*ity of the subject matter. James Walters and

i, " Nick Stinnetty reyiewing a decade’of resea}ch, conclude: "It

interesting that>theory upon which our research is based

¢oncerning’parent-childArelgtionships frequently ignores changes

» e

in roles mong  8ocial classes and among ethnic groups ovér period
of time. That parents have a different’ql impact among variousf
ethnic groups, Qnd that .this impact is different at various
stages of*the family life cycle is not always carefully delin-
eated."5 Farlfred B. Broderick re-echoes ‘that conglusion:
"One of the distinguishiﬁg features of faﬁiiy.theofetical de-
velopmen} in this ‘decade is the extent to which... new con-~
v ceptdal frameworks are beginning to grow out of the work done .
among different racial and ethnic groups within U.S. society."6
Actually., observed John Spiegel, there is no‘such thing ;s a
N single family ;ype which caﬁ be said to be representative of
all America.7 < '
The social context of immigration 1is more diffuse and
cannot be clpar}y expli;ated as the historical and political con:

texts, but it is monetheless real and imporfant. Immigration

was not indiscriminate coming of unsocialized people without

a past history. Immigrants were not just numbers. The United

6

.
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States got a good deal more out of immigration than just people.

It';Equired an immigrant culture, which is a distinctive quality

‘now recognized as ethnic pluralism. One of the major goals of
American recent immigration policy as enunciated in Congress is .
‘family reunion. The family reunion goal was a major purpose of

the 1965 ammendments to the Iﬁmigraiion and Nationality Act.
The exclusion of certain members of the immediate family from
any .ceilings and the assignment of 74% of available visas to

N

preference caéegories reserved for family members underlines the
f;mily réunification goal. In 1970, 24,397 Itélian immigrants
came to the Unjted States. And southern Italian immigration is j}
faﬁily based whereas, for instance, the Irish pattern of tmmi ST
gration shows that single young men and women usually make up

th; bulk of emigran'ts. A sthdy of County Clare, Ifeland, demon-
strgtes that after the practice of dividing family holdings among
childfén céased about leZ, it became necessary for children to
leave the f;mily homestead and seek their livelihood elseuhere.8
Southern Italians, however, did not leave their’homeland because
the traditional family system was realigning itself. They ex-

perienged one type of family relationship.

In their book, A‘Famlly Business, the Tannis argue that

' ;

it is the bonds of kinship ~ not crime or some network of con-

spiracy‘- which tie Italian American crime families together,
9 R

and to one another. "Because of the intensity of the Italian

family structure,'" writes Robert Critchon, the ,author of The

Secret of Santa Vittoria, l.‘the acute loneliness of the removal

that often leads to unhappiness, restlessness, selfdoubt - but

‘r
]
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" also creativity - is not too common as yet in Italian American-

‘culture." To the quegtion asked by Mario Puzo: Why have writers

of Italian descent made hardly any impact on the American pub-
’ 10
1ic? - Social historians answer that a basic difficulty has

’

been attitudes of the immigrant parenis toward education, In

his study, The Social Background of the Italo-American Scheol —

Child, Leonard Covello observed that '"during the three decades
or more that the Italian immigrant.has been established in our
large urban centerk, in immigrant communities_in which he tried

to create a replica of the social milieu of ~his homeland . there

) 19 gone on a p?ocess of . cultural transition,,the nature and che

11
ektent of which have only been’ superficially appraised.” His

main conclusion is that "the family pattern, that is its social
. . :

basis. 15 for all practical purposes, one of the maihlsoprces of
© 12 .

v

maladjustment in the American milieu."
American interpretation o? 1mm1gfant adjustment have
commonly failed to respect the unique cultural qttfdbutes of

the many and varied ethnic groups which settled in the United

States. Although the Italians endured almost all of the hard-

ships experienced by today s urban poor they did not - despite

.

the additional difficulty of having to adjust for the first time

to an urban-industrial socjety - develop signigicanc family dis-
13 - : ' ’ §
organization.

If the southern Italfan family was not 'disgupted' by

”~

the immigration and settlement in an urban society, in what way
did it change and in what.way did it influence the first, secopd :

and third generation Italian Americans?

y .8
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World of Southern ttalian,s.

* I1. ' The' Family as the Social

The starting poiﬁt of the ‘evolution of' the southern Ital-

ian fami.l)" is necessarily found in.the condition of this social

unit in South Italy prior and during the mass emigration fr'om
' T A

1
1880 to 1910,
With the southern part of the penirisula, (Figure 1),
é

L)
\ '

Figure 1
1
- THE SOUTHERN PROVINCES OF ITALY 2
Ancona W\, AS OF 1915 |
N
' ' - '
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o a world apart, strickingly

wrote Marion I. Newbigin, we come t
’ ’ . 14 ; .
It is one of the world's

: differ_et;.t from the reminder of Italy.
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oo . X ' .
underdeveldped and over populated regions; it suffers from

high pteqeures of population on land resources and ltow stand-
©15 ¢
ard of living. But "life in the south exalts the family."

‘}he family is the.meeting place-of the experience of the pea-

"sant's social, economic, and affective life. Its members,

wrote GiovannivVerga,\are "united like the fingers of . the
16

¢ . . '
-

_The concept of the family subsumes two institutfons.,
T{e larger and the less important of ehe two refers to the fam-.
ily as a social group - the-'"famiglia" - and includes all blood
and in-law relatives up to the fourth degree as well as those'.
to whom one is related th;ough godparenthood. The mere im-
portant of the two units - the nuclear family - has reference
to the family of procreation (father, mother unmarried child—'
ren),‘as well ag the,few godparents contracted during ane's 1ljfe
circle. An expanded household would include the members of the
family.of procreation and sone single relatives, while an ex-
tended household would refer to two related family of procreation.

The essential feature of the social system is the nuclear
family. The nuclear family is tightly knit and headed by the

oldest surviving male, who is generally the father. The nuclear
. L d

family is 'father-dominated'but mother-oriented.’ The father:is

the head of the family. No one, not even the eldest son, to whom

many brivileges are given, pndeftakes an enterprise without first
obtdfning his father's blessing as an indication of permission;‘

Deapite the strong family fée§ing, a husband'ohly occasionally

10
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shows his affection openly for his wife.' When ordinary dis-
agreement arises between them, neither brooks any interféfencq
by others. Popglar consent gives‘the father the right to dis-
cipliné hié children and even his wife. "ifke a good ;eapon,
she should be cared for properly; 1like a hat she should be
-1kept skfaight; like a mule shéhfd be given plenty of work and
~occasional beatings. Above all, she should be kept in her_place‘
as a subofdinafe, for;fhere is no peace in tﬁe house where a
woman leads her Bﬁgband."l7
The mother ruféé the homé merely as  an interpreter of

her husband's Qiéhes; evgh when he does not deserve.it, she

loves and obeys him. She has two other outstanding functions:

% -

to select wives for he; sdnS’and t@ ﬂol@ the fémily purse. She
te&es‘charge both of He; brusband's ea;nings and those‘of her un-
mﬁrri;d children.- Each child gives acdording to his ability
'and‘is furnished with fuan at the proper time according to his
needs. The daughter's dqwry Eecomes the joint responsibility

of the father and the brothers. The mother hu}s all the pro-

visions for thq}ﬁome and all the clothing. Regardless of ad-
vance age, the mother does not §1e1d her position to her eldest

son's wife, but the latter does the bylk of the work. The obed-

ience and submission of the daughter-ih-law is the price of fam-

\

ily accord.

All the sons in a family afe regarded as more important

social assets than girls. The prfimary basis': for it seems to be

(4 Y .
the dowry system, which makes every daughter represent a debt

that sooner or later must be paid: he precedence given boys
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C over't%eir sisters in family relatiomships is glsoqéxplainéd, K .

ap.fitxing them ‘for their future positions as husbands and

fathers in this strongly pat:i&fﬁhal group. Boys and girls

) }in schools and public places are carefully kept separate, but

5 ’ l;$€e1r preparation for Parrigge is quite‘differeht; - The aﬁréar~ o v
ance of heterosek&al interesf'iﬁ males 1s fr;nkly recognized.
Instead premarital lives of girls.are marked by carefub sur-
veillance and always undér their ‘mother's watchful eye, other- ‘, ) :
wise both would be criticizedlind lose stécUs. Typipally

\ B ) 'hororﬁ means-'chasticy' for éirls aﬁd f;delitf for the married

wpmén - The set of ‘taboos that enforce chastity upon women and

.especially unmarried girls set them upon a lofty pedestal above“

the passions'that admittedly sweep the masculine world, ® Ihg t e

bniy physical trait generally thought 1ndispen§§b1e>1n a‘mar— . *

riageable girl is slenderness, since "fét women are sterile.”

Prqyided ;he is chaste,va gfrl can generally find gome kind of . s

5hnsband.‘ Girls ;ho are not virgirs at the time: of marripgé céﬁ

be repudL;ted by their husbands. The matter‘of.Jtrginity-is

(checked upon by thé mother-{p-labland sometimes also by thelgirl's

own mother on the morniﬁg following the éonsummation of the mar-

riaie qumination of the sheet on the bridal bed is the test.

A bride is looked upon as a field ready for plantin; and the con-

dition of the field is the chief concern. With such ideas—of e,

-s;ciusion, chaperonage, virginity, fecundity, and feminine phy-

v

sique fully sanctioned by society, a girl has her. career pretty

well mapped up for her. ‘o
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The nuclear family i1s a social group wich cent?ifuhal

‘“t;ndencieo; at nartiage child en €rtabliah new, householdq apatt

-

. from either set of/parento. A local proverb advises. M"If-you
. -', ' \ i .
wish a happy life, stay away from your relatives." Se;ual con="

’ § s 4 { " P
siderations and ro-*ntic love play little part in the selection

of one's parfher in \zfe: The prospective bridegroom is allowed

-

)
to 'leo' hls 'flance,' without kissing or touching, only three

ti-en bctveen the engagement announcement and the -arriaae, and
never alone., 'The bonds of affection that keep man and wife to-
gether are thus formed after marriage in the making and main-

taining of a home and family. .0 .o

- . -

Closely n.nociéted with cqch”nuclcar family are first

cousins and godparents of each of the members. Godparental ties

.

are for;ed at the time of baptism|, confirlathu, and marriage.

\

" The ;odpgtcnt.ij. ideally, treated with deference, His or her

:_ ipoclficﬁoblljatiou'to a gddchild is to set a moral example.

The godparent is the only one outside the family circle in whom

-

tﬁc child may confide. Although the girl is very seldom coerced
“into -a}iying a man she dt.like;. iqnétlle- she Vuccced.’in‘plckf

. ] * ‘
ing the candidate, confiding her choice to her godmother who
} = s -

N goes to his io;be;. If thc.pan'i mother thinks well of the

"‘lltéh, the girl's pdrents are then btéught into the matter, and

the size of the dowry qtccu;ncd. With all parties cohcornqd sat-~

L] - "
isfied, the matter is finally settled. The ambition of every
- * &) - »
mother is to see-her-daughters married as the concu--ntton of
ﬂ‘ her mission, before her death. Men assert that a wife might al--

ways be found no-cvhhre. ‘When a couple ’lan the J.tnils of their

vy
v
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marriage, they choose their witnegses with the greatest care,

for these two nutonat{caliy become godparents to their first
born. Althdugh the 5&dbarenthood refers to ties that are spir-
1tuni rather thnn-jf blood, often it refers to a combined relat-

ionship, since godputengs are frequently the brother and Ehe_

) sister of the baby's parents. In any case, godparental ties

are of great significance. The most exceptional power attri-

.buted to the godparenthodd is

that children inherit personalfty

factors from these spiritual par,‘ia, despite the extent to which
' -

such patterns conflict with the children's own conceptions o}

themselves. . *

B ‘Th; close relationskip of family ;e;bers in the eyes of
thc\co--unity makes ‘the actions of each'of thé greatest goncéiq',

. to'all, especially because of.- their bearing upon the marriage-
' ;bllity of each. The southern Itaiian, in fact; nhpva concern
ov:t issues vhi;ﬁ ;ffgct him v{;ally} ‘or the gellbeinp of his | A
immediate falir}, byg he shows almost pathological disirunt.to- oL f
ward pcrnoh‘ outsidé of the small circle of the fanily.o} prb-
creation, although pe'eistruatalaast those w ovlivc‘vithin'the
sound of the local qhutch bell, "You can tru t‘le-bgr; of your

S . : t .
.own family first, relatives second, Sicilians)third, Ttalians .
i ‘ 18 - » - (R
This ‘c‘lptuil-z" *
3 o

fourth; and forget abbit the'rest of ehi-.f

-

ismo' finds particular gxpressidbn.in the stromg societal taboo

‘on marrying outside the immediate cémmunity: The contracting

.
.

parties should a:xleatt bé kmown to each other’s relatives. Assoc-

fated with this ‘type of family organization is 1nt;r£an11y antag-
onism manifested particularly 1o the jealodsly of Ptoperti rights

v
. -

y S € - ~'

.




./ "‘ ‘fndikated by elaborate marks ;f ownership. Those who are pot
) . in the family circle ;re regarded with fear and ho;filtty, be-
cause the ;reage?.aécess an indivfddal has to one's house the
'nore of a threat‘ﬁe re?resent;. '
Although individuals act as 1Y their social world were
circumscribed by the nucldar family, they are re;uired to rely
- " on many others besfdes parents'and.siblings. The clustering of
anxiety and disaffection around extrafamilial relations can be
 undor;food as a préduct of th 1ncong;h1Fy between the inetru;
mental social techniques they learn in order to manage others
of their_fanily and ;hé'social eﬁviron-ent éiih which they really
have to.cope. The structure of the family is ipextricably asdoc- .
” tiated with the structure ;f the society of which it is a part:
Bnt in qouthern Italy ‘'to a large degree the whole aocial system
and the fa-il‘\syatea coincide. The fnnily sentiment, 13 pract-
ically the only sentiment with a social qontent. The nqclgar
’ !. family isu; 3loeely knit organizat{on within gPich the‘ilrget
family uolianrity ;a qutered.and handed down from ;enefation ’ A"
;o generation. The family is a small ud;va;ao, an inclusive &‘ )

social world. Only 4in this environment predictability and mute

ual trust reign .upre-c. Upon the death ofq( father, for ex-

-
B

ample, relatives assume lor‘ or 1ell cheerfully the job of help- . .
< ing thc widow and orphans. The only people obliged to .ick shelter

An the poor house, arc‘thoai paéhctic pogcona vho have no family.

The unity of soéiety is the. f.-ily, obt .the individual, and fa-lly

! ‘tclationahipl givc the individual his status and guarantee a mea-

2 ‘ sure of pecurity. One, does.not so much 'achieve' anything as

' 5 : W
A\ Y
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'obg:inc'isondthing in south Italy;. An individyal's destiny
* is predetermined by being born into a family that owns land

- or into,one that does not. His or her fortune is predetermined

. »

by the‘inability to earn a livelihood sufficient to_achieve the

cultural symbols pertinent to upward mobility. Abséncé.of the
» o . = - o .

means gpvacquire those symbols of status places an effective -’

.

. ‘ ceiling on the upward mobility. That ceiling blocks aspirations

s/ for enhanced prestige throughout the rural areas of-aouthern

Italy. 'Iudkyiduala, therefore, cannot be viewed apart  from*

their nuclear family. The.bonds of their soéfal tnnbon.ibiliti&i

.

. are circumscribed. by the advantage of thkir nucieet family, as

if they were following this rule: "Maximize the material short-
*

>

run |dvanta3g.of the nuclear family; _assume that ali others will

; do likejfae." Goodnéaa and badness exist for them mainly in
} connection with two statuses, that of ‘parent’' and that of 'out-
- sider-who-may-affect-the-family.' £

A The'gouthign Italian culture_has clearly a unifying focus

" properly characterized as 'familism,' which seems to be the ethoq\
of peasantry. But Edward c.‘Bnnfield is not jﬁotified in qualify-
ing this familism as "amoral," because 1n';he psycho-cultural

“and ocono-ié context in which aouéhern Italians are now consid-
;rcd, that is the only p;actblc -orality.?o hhither is there
evidence to extend fani\is-.to prove the ooclo-gzlitiéul absen-

(r teeism of southern Italians. ! Boiever, Banfield's central argﬂ;

ment that the ethos or Weltanschauvung of tﬁ; southern Italian

community is centered around the family is accepted by most social

\ "'1(3.




Figure 2

.

THE SOUTHERN ITALIAN YCHO-”BRAL FAMILISTIC SYSTEM*
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A = Area of Obedience & Dedication . 1, Father :

B=" " " golidarity" 2. Mother A

C = " " Fidelity & Generosity 3. Brothers, Sisters, Grandparents,
D= * ® Respect

others members of the family

o ' . 4. Friends . o

' ' 5. The "others" - "forestieri" or
strangers - not hostile to the. °
family(equal or holding religious,
scholastic, political authority).

.

'Adapted from P. G. Grasso, Personalita' Giovanile in Transizione (Zdrichf‘
Pa.-Vbrlag, 1964), p.55.
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scientists. The individual is socially and 1nter16r1y organ-

\

\
ized around the family, which determinis status, roles and values
for him. His personality develops out 6f, and is sustained by,

his essentially familistic orientation (Figure 2). Familism

1
-

as éefe{ring to a kind of central pervasive psychic-interest
s and cul;hral value emanating from the family system is summarized

in figure 2., . .
- The young man (10)-f1nis himself inserted in a closed
fanilistic'systegwfhat includds the four areas of obediegce and
dedication, soff&aritb, fidelfty and gener;sity, §nd resﬁect,
which ;re centered qiouhh the.parental'figurea demanding a spec-
ific moral behavior. The whole system is seen_b}.thé subiect ro-
tatcjatouqd the father's figpte~t3 whom is granted the right ‘of '}
utilizing all the com;onents of the éystem - fncluding the figﬁrés
in authority - for the inter;:t and, eventual}y, the defense of
the family, Part of the psycho-moral familistic szstem are also
the fiance' (lei) a:é the. invisible world of the supernatural '
realitfe;; that consecrate and sanction on the level of the abso-

'
lute, the moral familigtic relationships.

. N8
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III. The Intergenerational Process from Familism
toward Individualtsm
» The geographical mobility of the population is a per~ ¢
- -manent fact. Today, ever§ young man is {n a state of migration
. : :
- even 1if he does not go away remains in an environment of cul-
- tural ond therefore; personality change, Aqd yet nigration

had many’ onusual consequences for the southern Itaﬂlan pea-
sant. He loat a great deal of his background, in which old * e e
country con'diil:'_ions favored development of !‘fixed, closed
and regulotoo'fa-tlistic system of cultural forms, He left
this closed community for an open and 1opetaonal'oie.
Sincé 1nte§ration is a matter of generations, the main-
tenance of falily aolidarity in the first generation shoyld
assiat the integration proceaa in the second. The acceptaoge
ob cultural pluraliau duting the firot generation’ ohould offer

greater prospects of acconpiishing theultimate merging during

the second and third generation. But the study of immigrants

i
e

assimilation would remain on its most UﬁR;rficial level 1f:1t
stops at plnrllisticiiptegratton as the -odo of coaptation pf
;1grant grdups in industrial societies. I-oigranto are not ":_ .
just things or cltogorico of vorious sexes and ages ong'cul-
tures -Jd economic systems, but they are indiviouol hu-a“beingo.
~ ”graopling v;th the anxieties and pleasures of life }n.o.ncv
vorld."z2 Jw the process of adjustment, which 1s a very slow

process of grﬁtth vithoot sudden jumps, the central co?oein is

';hc personality equilibrium of the individual, ‘As shown 1in.the

second section of this papgr,‘}n the oouthern‘ltoliop familistic

. [ O ‘
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system }hg individual is alienated. The dimension of kinship
seems to absorb the dimension of man. This '13 in céntrast with
the 'a-familistic' 1ndividualism of the urban industrial Amer-
ican society. The culgtkal values of peasant soughern Ital-
ians, for example, aré in contrast with those of the America;

middle-class family toward which the Ftalian Americans are

moving in the acculturation process (Table 1).

TABLE 1

CONTRASTING VALUE ORIENTATIONS: ITALIAN-AMERICANS AND ANGLQ-AHE&JCANS*

L

Subculture Man-Nature ‘"Time Activity Relational

Italian-American | Subjugation to Present Being Collateral
- > - Nature

Anglo-American Mastery over Future’ Doing Individualistic
. Nature

- =
]

*Adapted from J. Spiegel, Ttansactions: "The Interplay between
Individual, Fapily, and Society (New York: Science House, 1972),
pp. 140-309. .

¥

This brief sketch of the two value orientations profiles reveals
¢
the extent of the cultural gap that confronts Italian families,
' \

when they arrive in the United States. It takes a long time be-~
- .

fore the process of acculturation makes much of a change in the

Italian's value system. 'As the shift takes place, however, the

spouses in these families often find themselves in cgyflict with

v ®

. L
each other because of the shift to the American value orientation

has been unequal. Although some American values have been partly

. . . ) 20 " e
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adopted, the old n;tive patterns have not been wholly relinqui-
shed. In a strange sifuétion, as in a foreign land, lack of
prior experience make{ culturally apprqpr;ate roles difficult
tf achieve and the obéé:ver does not krndw how to define the
situation. This produces #n intefnal‘ambiguity or malinte-
gration of values within the individual. We can. thén assyme
that familism can be taken as a cultural scheme integrating

the personality of southern Iﬁalian immigrants. Consequegtly;
the alignntiqn and other psychological crises experienced by
southern Italian immigrants arose primarily out of their fam-
ilistic pennonality orientation. Thus, oﬁly‘by reintegrating
wand restructuring tiﬁ}r personalities in the direction of en-
hancing their valuafion of the human person and oilpersonal
values could these 1mmigrants overcome their crises. But was
the necessary ttanaltioﬂ of the family system toward a new in-
tegration\reflecting the chang&g ﬁoing oh'fn society a conscious

effort of moving from 'familism' toward a disiinctive individ-~

u;linn characterized by solidarity which arises out of collab-

oration for the good of the community or was it. tovard a "splen-

%

did 1solation?" bt

o .

A transition did take place in the transplanted southern

Italian family. As where 'la miseria' - ihe degraded and im-

. .

provished conditfion of the peasant and his humiliation in the

.
fact of it - was intensified, the old traditions in the.structure\

of family life were strengthened, so where industrialization and “ ‘

-a chance of upward mobility have developed, a more modern and

L. LA
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progressivi family culture has gvolvgd. The southern Jtalian
peasants who migrated to- the United States in ‘the earl; 1§00'q
were proletarian vilfagers unaccu%tomed to urban industrial-
1:0:109 Their adjustment in this totally new physical gocial
and cultutal environéent vas guided by traditional customs and
laws that were %pited to the former ®fme and place. ,.First-

and second-generation southern Italian Americans in urban ghettos
vere 19 effect\‘villagers' in that their.fgmilism was - derived
from their ethnic background. The degrees offléyalty to one's *

fanii&_followed a kind qf.genetic progression. The slow and
complicated movement of the, first- and second-generation Ital-

ifan families away from the southern Italian pattern and toward

_the céntemporaky American family "type" can be better visual-

ized in the .simple form of Table 2.

.

1. First-Generation Southern iftalian Family in’ America
' . T v

23
The first-generation southern Italiah family embodges

the-initial contact and conflict stages in the procesgs of
culturgtioni Th;o ia a fqmily in' ttansition, marke by con-

siderable confusion and conflict. The very fact of physical

separation fton'the_paren}al family.and 01llage.cu1tdre, the

necessity to work also for the housewife outside.of the home
‘ X -‘ " .
for wageu and'to'operate with a somewhat strange and foreign

3 environnent and toola, ‘urban eculogical conditions, and above

all,'the children going Anerican produce the incipient uneas-
iness among southern Italian- immigrants. But the main source

. ¥ . . ,
of conflict is their familistic culture coﬁ}tnsting<vith the

.4 .
* .
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Table 2

DIFFERENCB BETNEEN THE SOUTHERN IIAL[AN'PEASANT FAMILY IN ITALY AND THE FIRST AND SBCOND
« GENERATION ITALIAN PAMILY IN AMBRICA* ’ v

Southern\iiziijn‘Peasant 1st Generation Southern [talian ¥nd Generation Southern Italian

?hmily Ivaly " Family in America Family in Americla
A. General Characteristics: ' ‘ S . =
« 1., Patriarchal Fictitiously patriarchal Tends to be dembcratic
2,' Stationary Mobile High degree of mobility
.3/ Active community life Active in Italian neighborhood Active 4dn American community .
~ &4 Cpildren live for pa- Children live for themselves Parents live for children =
rents . ,
$. :Many family celebra- Few family celebrations Chrtstmas and Thenksgiving only
tions
/6. Strong in-group so- Weakened in-group solidarity - Little in-group solidarity
oo . lidarity v . =
.- 7. Many children Fair number of children Few children
B. ‘Roles and Statuses: . ’ . & -
1. Father has high sta- _ Father loses high status T Father shares his status with family .
- tus 5 ‘ . LI . . ' ¢ |
- 2. Mother center of home Mother may work for wages and Mother reserves time for much
.only; dves pot work belongs to some cluhs socigl 1ife and work for wvages o
for wages . e W
3. Women are educated for Women receive some fornal . Emphasis-is on general education
" .marriage only “education . . . . ' - .. i
C. Interpersonal Relations: - : : :
1,. Husband & wife must They tolerate it in narried Ruaband & wife may be denon- .
not show affection children strative
2. Boys are superior to They are regarded as, superior . Still regarded as superior, but
girls. X girls have high status® also - ’
3. Selectibn of mate . Selection of mate by indivl- Selection of mate by individual
o5 by.parent. T dual with parental consent regardless of parental consent
o ‘4, ‘Must marry.someone LAt least sane’region and . Increasing marriages outside
‘ in.the same village ~ .religion . . nationality and religion - S
S. Dowry rights No dovry - - . - No dowry
.~ 6. No birth contrel . + Some birth Control ' - Birth control is the rule
‘7. Sex matters are not Not discussed in fanily " Increasingly discussed ‘in family
© . discugsed in family .. .
‘8. No divorce allowed . No; allowed ‘but some da divorce Religion forbids it, but id practiced
239. Desertion 1s rare . Desertion ic rare. Desertion is rare .
10. Family providee a - hnily ie ,in conflict % . Family reflects confused American 2&
" specific vay of life . PR situat&on, but narginql}ty io veakene

QAdapted from Paul *J. Campisi’, "Ethnic Fauily Patterns:  'The Italian Family in the United

' Stetes,” A-erican Journal of Sociology, 53:6444-446. WMay, 1948. .



emefging~of people's new.awareness of theyselves as they begin

th think of themselves as 1ndiv1duals . ry

. Fsmilism colors the value- orientation of the first-gen-

.

eratﬂon-sduthern Italian immigrants. Values more.conneqted

=

‘with the familieticiorienéation Temain mostly sub§tantiall§

unchanged, while othet‘values'evplve more rapidly. When fadr
1Iisttc values are cemtral in the motivation of 'actots;w their
rQles, tend to assume the consefyaeion fnd expansion of t?e fam-‘
ily or of the 1nd1v1dua1 within the family in-group The trad-
1tiona1 heritage serves as ideological function for the 1ndiv-
: iduals of that' sociecy. ‘The expec:ed' behavio¥ of the young
.does.nqt vary proportiopally to the evoiution and growth of
'the individuel, but 1T remains substantialby the expectation
of é"minort' (that is, anyone who does uﬁt have: the statis of
‘the headsof-tne—family), whose behavior must be determined by
sbcio-fanilistic responsibilities.‘ The individual is a function

of 'the family.. He totally depends from the parental autﬂority

The ératificaiion of his sexual impulses must be suspended ac-

/
/

cd&ding to the fundamental criterion of the family 1nteres§s.
éia echolastic aohievement, his job, “or his fiancée ‘are valued

in view of a better. position or 'honor' of the family and -

1nterpersona1 relationships ou:side of. the family's nucleus
u“ .

are nlnost'elim;hated. . T4

It becomeq~increasingly d{fficult to play these r&le;:
in a milieu\different from the xreditionnl one,ef a closed and-
4sta;10nary soe;ety. In such a society théxenvironment,“which"

is cultural continuity with the family, ceals the 1nd1vidua1', 
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from- suggestions extraneous to his ideological patrimony an%

st:gngthens the normative system of the. family through general

L

conformiam and public 'dishonor affetting the~dq~iant from

the' expected' role. .Bot in the open, dynamic, pluralistic A‘n\

and urban American society the individual soon £inds himaelf

S
I3 -

1a qﬂpaycho~mora1 conflict, with re d to his eesential roles,'

because the authentically individualistic environment pushes‘i
; toward-an independent and egocentt?%y’ealization of the rolea

of the youngwﬁxewgkding with social prestige the evantual ;rans—

'~a_ greasion of the* parental form of role. Unfamiliar with the

b.autonomous and rational decision making process and without d

the framework of a set of superior values, immigrants keenly

eiperience a 'moral impotence' under ; strong‘instinctual-prea-

gygﬁnatrengthened by a stimulating environment. Its consequences
i art<enxiety, ingecurity and crisis. . :

, sl 4003
The practice of courtship by individuals and the selec-
tion of mates ‘on the basis of romantic love regarded as an in-” -

i

alignable right .in the new society create some of the most ser-
o "A : . »’ ‘ "
‘ 1ous disagreements within the family, which 'expects" that any’
dating has 1its conclusion in marriage, and finda it difficult ¢ =

) to understand the American girl who puts. herself only on. a purely
frieany level. The ptoblema imposed in Italian girls by the
greater freedom of association with the other‘aexbare met with =
little mpre to guide them than their*mothe:'a traditional ad-
monitiona.‘ The stigma ‘on exogamy ‘has not been. forgotten, but

it atarta breahdng down,,because a man and a girl become acquainted

26

.




, :
. : \ .

vhile working in the same place of business. JIn sharp con-

trast to the American conception of marriage as "companionate"

and as a service to'thc spouses, in the southern Italian cul-

ture marriage is considered a familistic institution, It is

structured yith the goal ot.contiibutloz.to'thc réalization of

.
L3 .

the essen 1 tnncftoﬁi of the ta-ily. as aﬂ ln-groupz_ its
physical and cultural 1dent1ty.‘!to perpetuation in the child-

>r¢n. its social and material rioc. fho ‘conjugal. link 1-.

tb%toforo, infrangibly welded to ‘the 1ntrn§!a-tly col{pnrlty;

separation nnd divorce become unthinkable.' That oolidar!iy

vill p.yeholo;tcally continue even a!tct death, bccaulo every-

.
o — | S ———— — ———

thin; myst be done og mutually sacrificed to keep the "two to-
;othqr. Besides, the conjug;l ﬁy,d tq*'unbalnnco@' tqvard the
male pole:. the wife has always, -at the end, to give in to the
pqnbcnd;c ogfnion. although tg;tt are ?og;cot in acceptance t‘;

old mores. When a woman questions the cuthqifty of gcr father

or hyob;nd. her vayvardness is blamed on lack of discipline dur-~
1ng.her ‘childhood. But the dtociplinngf childrea {n this coun-~

rry 1is c;nirollcd by laws. Fathers of the first generation and

e PR

their children both know tyiu and are influenced by it. The

‘.outhcrn’thllcn has not yet adjusted to this uitulflou ade-
qnltoly. oithor by dcvclopf;t new lo;hodo for inculcation the
dtnctpl!no society expects, or by Ionrniu; those currontly con~-
ceived in America as thg correct devitces for chlld trainiu(.
The children thus grow up vith less lonlg of the significance
of socisl lavs than did their parents. Irrational method of

indoctrination through repetition of the uot- and tzn fixation.

: thrnl“’. revard-punishment system of the 'eonnocrltcd' southern

4 ' : * . 27
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It.lian immigrant father "is of little use to his children
- 24
in their effort to .djnst to a new world."

»
In this transition from the stagnant, gregarious, and

rural sociocultural system of South Italy tg';he dynamic, in-

d}gldnuliofic and.urbnh American system, inter-cultural and
& . . &= ¥
inter-generetional éonflict ahd changes intermingle, but it
Q
is poa.ible to detect a psychological dynamics ot the cocinl

integration of the southern Italian 1lligrant fllily. "The first

phase is marked by~1solation. .gﬁ_nnonie.- I--lgrantl lack ex-

S S & -

Jloss of self-respect deriving from ldving in_a nev society with.

- .

perience of ooclal interaction outgside of the fu-tly. Iﬁeyo
LA £
are bevildered at the 'decccrntion‘ of the f.-ily valuec. and

are forced, in a defensive move, Lo e-evaluate their own trad-
itional values, but without avoiding the weakening of their noflv,

-

ative character. "They uncritically accept new norms not as
values internally boundimng bhut as pfogedurc:,at 1nltru;cntal
indicatidns; °‘deeply they remain :kerored in.the set of inter-
nalized tn-ilt;tlc values. ' This behavioristic incoherence has
functional reaoonc not always clcnr. and is llvlys accompanied
with anxiety, len.c of ;uilt. lnd tendency of 'returning.’

Change or cultural adjustment takco place in the effort of n&n- i

thesizing the old and new values. Frustrations, privations, and

the Ehlturll instrument of-the old caountry, generate an aware~ ) o
ness 'of limitations of one's own ;l}ucu and a thrust to adopt N
nev ones. Such adjustment ;‘kll place in a selective way, that
is, .céord!n' to the dispositions of the changing personalities
of the interacting cultures. While astimflation is smooth and ’

. < - . 4 . )
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’ . .
fast on ého level of economic progress, education), equality

. and order, it is -uéh’-o;c difficult for the southern Ital- _
ian 1--1gr.nt‘;b accept the 1ndiv1dua!t.t1c uptr%% of the Amer-

_ican culture with t;c '1ndcpendgncc'of wotlen and children,’'

-~

a spirit vhtc§ opposes on all levels the southern Italian
spirit of gregafiou Pendence from the !iitly..'ror him to
focus the ‘ccono-fé?/::N::c vnluc.-lcvc} is a‘'cultural heresy.
But {is it-chcib}c in an indugtriai society to keep non-inte-

grated the level of economic tnctrulcntn;toh and the 10;01 of

goals? .

Culture 1is, 4in !Jct.‘a function of tiu social system
_that it serves. For southern Italian immigrants from a fam-.
_tlistic ibctoty coming into an ;;dividualiltie n-ta,ilistic
culture, lehrult to change their familistic culture becomes a
fune::;nul ngcq..tiy. In reality, the procc..'ol change starts -
from the ‘periphery toward the nucleus of family relations. .
Young male southern Italian 1;;1;rhntnzs admit that it is pos-
oghlo to change the 'Italian’' ideal of the family. The qual-
1£10l they like to see in their fnt;rc wife are more personal
than related to the family, and most of them would Iike to equally
l?lt. authority*in the family. Some agree that the vife can vork
outside of the family, Afthou;h‘go f!c;g almost all women are
engaged in factory or indqltrlal work, the “'spirit' is still
familistic. There 15%kagain. a dychotomy between cultural norm
and behavior., The vork of women outside of the family does not
mean the qgcoptonco of women's rights to 'expand' in th; social

and professional 1ife, but it means to take advantage of a mir-

29 )
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aculous occaiion to help the 'progress' of the family. ﬁoat
immigrants overcame the old south!}u Italian model of’restric-
tiont or even segregation, of girls to the house. However, the
evolution does not notch the essence of the fa‘ililtié cultural

model, because, almost all not only still admit &he discriminating"

distinction betwesnWan @nd woman in the rights to social life,

+ .but uphold-the neceisity of a social éontrol, denying to women

the exercise of an autonomous responsibility. So, in spite of

-

some practical compromises and certain incoherent forms of be-

havior, the substance and its 'tnfor-ing lairit' of a familistic
culture still remains. Its persistence is related to the whole
uoctif”lyote-: “It™1s not th fhnin.directli’lnvolv;;,‘b;€ the
entire socio-economic system which conditions the family's fun-
ctions. Such a system qriginitcd thc"flllli;l,' boca;oe it
foyccd the family to completely assume the obligation of pro-
tecting and serving the individual, in conditions of such stru-
ctural isolation and socio-economic precariousness that it called
for a concentration of the family on primary needs and its author-
itarian and dcper-onnliztng,'pollrlzltion' of all its members

for survival.,

¢ *

’

2. Secbnd-cener tion Southern Italfan Pamily in America.

Many students of the second- and third-gé&neration Italian
American family see in it patterns of organization and orienta-
tion similar to those\of strong patriarchy in the medieval Ital-

ian family, arfd of o%cd!oucc to tradition in the southerm Italian

\ - -
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families. They describe the patterns of family structure

a-éng Itnl}nn An‘ricanl ;l initially patriarchal; 1in subsequent
" gcne}ationn. as I!ali;n Alc;icans become assimilated, they would
begin to internalize American family norms and generate the kind ‘
of matricentric fllil{ ot{u;;ure-charnctetiltic.oi American
. family life. S \ T
The range qf‘fllll and regional difﬁetbncc. among A-er- *

1énn‘funily pntternn’see-t'to.pteclude~cignitictat statements

% of cen;ral Ecndcncy presupposed by that overallplif;cd‘viev,
—which does Hot take Into cons Ideratfon the par cnr“pnnns'r—'———-—u-—-—
of Ancrican.lociety. "On one hand, we do not yet have measures

ST of the éénirlllty and durability of ethnicity in the porson;l-* ——

ities of Al‘ric.nl. On the other hand, we do not fully know

the extent of influence ethnicity has had on American family
. p.ttornc.“27 From undergoing researches it seems to emerge

that among Italian-American families there exists simultane-

ously a patriarchal and matriarchal fliily authority structure. .

The patriarchy is publlé and conscious, the matriarchy is 'hid- .

den' nfd unconscious. The authority Pt the !athgr appears to

be one of verbalizing final decisions, but thg~ho-c is the domain

of the wife. She lttqlb;l in every way to roducc'sny disagree-~

ments to questions about the household where ;hc has juris-

diction, and she points out to the husband that as the father )

of the family it is his obli;atipn to command what is right, '

but she points out what the right thing is. Thus, she avoids

face~-to-face confrontation and power conflict which enables her

to maintain publicly and consciously her convictions and belief

31 .



in. a patriarchal ;ysten while gt :h; same time actually re-
taining power. The father~1s‘ihe }egitinate authorfty who has

a certain amount of  power, but the influences of industriali-
zation and urbanization have served to decrelase the degree of
power of the patriarch. The father rules according to ideals
a;d law. However, the.ideals are established by the family,

and the law is what is taken b%/{he‘-enbirc of the fezily as
being the right thing to do. On the other hand, the traditional

affiliation ‘of Italians with Roman Catholicisp serves to streng- .

then the authority of thé father in thée family:~—The-fact-that——
children in this adult-centered family are not planned affects
the way in which parents-relate to-them, cnd_tho:’otﬁoda.by
vbicﬁ'thpy bring them up without gﬂing concerﬁed with 'devel-
oping' them. SQcond-gencrntion parents have accepted the need
for cducation. but they - like thetr ovn pnrent; -~ have contin-
ued to maintain the ttaditionll demand that within the houlchold
the child must obey parental rules., The adolescenct however,
does not accept the traditional pattern, and t.arfhe- for 'action’
vhich generates a Ptn;c of qufn{;hypnotic cxcite;cnt enabling

th; individual to feel that he is in control both of his own
drives and of the cqvironlang. It. allows him to forget that he
is living in a routine-seeking world, wvhere 'they,' that is, the
touti;c-lnoking adults, make and enforce most of the rules. The
occond;;.ncration Italian is apt to‘choouc his wife for te.co:;
other than thrift, industry and knoilodge of houlekcepiu;. ‘Sen-
timent plays a part to a degree unknovn before, but to the girl's

4
parents the American innocent freedom of dating seéms a ‘vild!

. . ¢
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behavior threatening their family honor. Coeducation ha; par-
ticularly devastated the old taboos on social intercourse be-

tween boys and girls, and the traditional southern Italian be-

lief that séfual intercourse is unavoidable. vhen a man and ah

-0 L -

woman are by themselves. The barriers between male and f?lligi‘ﬁ
afe translated into.a ";arigal relationship that c;n'be bgq%?u‘
described as 'segregated,' ao'distlngui?héd from the 'joint{ 2
relationship ;ﬁat characterizes the iiddle-claas family. Tgero .
' w 18 less communication ;nd éodyet-ation between husband n;h Eifc‘w
.._‘~.~;~n‘ndmauohnlcoaﬁasa:ikt&az&on»ofmolotlonul*nood.—o£~ono~cpouoc-u4»a~«_m*“.
by ;he other. These functions are handled by other -elhe;n of
the eiteqdéd fagily. But families axe smaller among second-gen-
eration southern Itaig’ns than nn#ng their parents. Women of
the flr-t-gener;tion became pregnant every year or so, because
~of the passive and oubordinaié condition of the wife and of the
.t;ength of religious taboos against any interference vith sex
illese. Children do not appear so frequently in the second- .

generation Italian families. The percentage of children for

Italian women in the 1910 census-is 6, while in the 1940 census, '
: 28!’ y

the percentage is about 5,5. ’ However, &he high fecundity of

Italian women before 1920 is not only due to familism, but also

to the bi&logiccl selection of immigrant wémen and to their high
and early marriageability. - After 1920 there is a rapid and con-
tinuous diminution due to the transition from c.po.lnnf environ-

ment to an industrial and urban one, but the astonishing rapid-’

ity with which the transition acted upon Italian vomen has fytthot
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R reasons. The First World War - except duriﬁg fhevludtru- 1920~
25 - stopped, mass immigration. The eco?ouic crisi{s of t@a
1930 ild. it difficuit for the working class to have children .

f and favored thglﬁtopagation of apti-conceptional methods. To

ths working class belangs the second-generation immigrants, who

34

o “as ‘foreigners' were the first to be laid off from their jobs.

During the period between tﬂe two World (Wars there is, then,

el Sl

a strong-tendency in the Italian immigrant group to conform

very rapidly to the fecundity level prevailing in the American ..

.._.*._b’opul‘tion‘*mlnﬁﬁhil.lIn!ﬁa~1n.5hg_!gan of twenty years, the

dclo;r.phic assimilation of the Italians seemg to be complete,
NI accotdin; to censul~.§at§s§1cl. But that th&: implies an equally
. complete and definitive acceptance of the new customs and of new
i cbnqcptiono of the meaning.and function of the family, is only
. .an hypothetical induction.” After the 1936, American otatt.tic;
eoaucd to present data of births dtutingut-hing by groups of
1nnigrantl.vnnd there are no data at all about births ;} the

second-generation of illigtlnt;, which data wvould be essential r

to assess the demographic assimilation of the Italian group.

(3

The individual of the second-generation is, in fact,
socialized under a dual influcngo of American and Italian cul-'
ture. Consequently, he 1s in a state of psychological conflict. , *
"T;o second-generation Itglian cannot escape from being a member
of American society and from being constantly shown that he will
bﬂ pnnilhed,ior will not be rewarded, by his fellow Americans

for behaving like an Italian. The Jtalian part of tho'cd{n%71t1
1

. likewise demands that individuals ponforl to certain norms if

.

- 34
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they are to be accepted as members of the group, and riwardé &
: 29 = 1
individuals for living as members of the group" The second-

. -
..

. generation southern Italians re;ct to this conflict in differ-.
ent ways., They tend»fc adjust either by co-ple;ely aba&doning
any tie with the éouthern Italian heritage and passing for an
Alericaq; but this is rare;' or by gradually shaping the ;ttu-
- N :ctur. and functiohn of the family in Accor&ance with the c;n;
tenporary.urbnn American typg of fnnily,.ﬂué‘intilqge con-unl;

cation with parental househdld and with immigrant relatives is

maintained, and this ig the -ost'representative type; or by

orienting inward toward an Italian way of life, but this is

-
very rare.

- ey cgres \ gt
. - v

i a) The 'rebel reaction' to nationllii} problems involves

a predominance ip the indiﬁidﬁal of the tendency to achieve.com~

, plete acceptance by ‘the American group by ‘ridding himself of
o X N =
: ¢ " . « f8 ¢
habits and associations that mark him as Italian. The '&fbel

. ad

2y %
reaction' is found im an expressed prefcrencp‘for non-Italian
' . v .

. " girls, by i.rryihg'd!tﬁér a girl who is not of Italian descent
(95 . . 2

"or'one‘bf Iiilian'aetcent but who is, like himself, g rebal ®

4 against thc}lt‘lian'group.‘ They desire to sever Italian affil-
iations with their parents and a#bl!ﬂg. and their ;xggctations.

?hcy,tcnd not to turn over their }uy to their parents ;n ex- -
‘pected by southern Italian family structure; but.-o-tly the in-
dividual is willing to accept the frustrations impgsed by ad-
herence to this trait rather than suffer the frustrations that

[ . . .o N
: would result from hrouoing‘h}- parents hatred. In accordance


https://achieve.com
https://relatlv.es

te her-

.

despite group barrieré, the individual continues his/effort to
become thoroughly American.
e

b) The 'in-group reaction' strives to reso ve the con-

- - — —~—

flict brought about by the donditions of accultur‘tion by ‘accept-

ing and confirming the affiliation with the Italians as a ‘dis<

tinctive group within Ametican society. The -groupers show |

a greater tendency to go out with lta}ian gifls, but they do

not restrict themselves éentirely to them, /Girls from other

nationalities are generally au'posed to ovide more gratifi-

catiogpin a casual relatiaonship than Ttalian girls. But the

”

'in-groupers prefer an Italian wifg, because they think it wiﬁl
‘be better for them and for the famtly, to which they feel strong
loyalty. They usually follow th; Italian custom tgo turnf‘g over
their entite pay to their pnrentl, although they resent patri-
archal rule. The ;raditlon of large families is not sustained,
"Barricrp are imposed by the American group against the attain-
lon; of full membership ig it by a ;econd:qeneratlon Itdlian.
These bnrrie}a do not lose their chlr;cter;p- barriers when the

in-group réaction is adopted. The individdil,is not actively

striving for pegsonal cf!;liation :}th the American group, but he
- .

_ | 36
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‘person is striving for acceptance by Americans, his affiliation

with the Italian group is a barrier.

S hos w
-1is tfrtving for the dominance in American society of the Ital-

¢

ian group vlth whici™he has affiliated himself. Batéiers‘set

|p a;ainst 1nd$vidua1 attainment in American society constitute

.

also barriers against the rise in &tatus of the Italians.as a

group. '?hua they remain a threat to the individual's feeling

';t of status and security, for that is gaining in part through

30

his identification with the group." To the extent that a

The 'rehel' responds to

that barri&i by hostildity toward the Italian group. It is

-l

- - - P - i
_ the hostility of the in-grouper .toward other nationalities

" the.Italian group as

ho-enotibnalizing the symbols and facts rglating to nationality

}ctal ‘and cultural conditions to which the individual is re-

quite possible, Irving L. Child stated id his gtudy of male

aebond-keneration Itiiiaqa in New Haven, Connecticut, that

represents a diéplacement of the aggression that is felt against

-
N

2 barrier.’

P vy ) .
¥ i o
.c) The’ "apathetic reaction' involves the attempt of

the individual to remove himaelf‘ftou the conflict situation, by

Sy an attcgpt?to deny the personal significance of the soc-

nponding. In the course of this retreat the emotional signi-

ficance of the fuctl and symbols of nationality grouping is

blurred and diminished., There is ,an effort at a compromise
: . .

solution of the couflict. The apathetic 1nd1v1dunl‘ do not show

lny -arkod tendency. to restrict their social life with women to

ve

cithcr It.li.n or non-Jtalian girl lricn¢l. Nationality‘nnkcl

no difference in considering a possible wife, although they

L . 37 :
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. . .
e
. . . .
.

. prefer an Italian vife‘to escape from bgrriers a non-It;lian

;ay impose upon him., Most of the ipnthgtic indivtduals turn e
over their entire pay t; their parents, accepting an Italian ;
cultural trait which is a very good symbol of the more general
trait of famfly solidarity and parental control. This accomo~
dation stage begins when ;hildren reach adulthood and marry ’

and Qltlbli.h~houaehold of their own. The iucce’g.of the
.- first-generation flnil} instillf in the offspring respect and

affection for the parents. And the gradual understanding by

the children that Quceelaful interaction with the American

world is possible by accepting marginal roles assures them that
L] .
complete denial of the 0l1d World family is unnecessary. Con-

siderable intermarriage makes the transition comparatively = — T e
31 - .
easy. '

-~
= .

‘. / s

~ 3. Third-Generation SoutHKern Italian Family in America.

tend not to exhibit these ftraditional patternnx The decimation

! of thc’fllily circle by ifferential wobility is one step in a '

w lur;o?’locinl process that brings nuclear fnlily members into
s more intimate dependance on each other., The 1;}10enco of

. 1ndu.tr1.11:nt{on ?d urbanization on fertility, residential mo-

bility, oc;uplt nal choice, class status, child rciéinp. and~;

on other family behavior 1is ovi&ent. chording to a recent

Ccnluo.lur;lﬁ study, for Olllplﬁ (Table 3), wqmen of It,lian, ’. —

Polish a ‘ Russian-Jewish origin have had fewer children than

32
vhite women generally. Katherine F. Sandalls found that
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Table 3

»

. .

Children Ever Born Per 1,000 Women Ever Married 35 to 44 Years Oid by
Race and Ethnic Origin, for the Norinstitutional Population: November 1969

2

™

T

Vait

¢

w2

d

—%

2,000

“000

" CHILDREN EVER BORY PER 1,000 VOLZEN

.U. S. Bureau of the Census, Cutrent Poguia’ti’on. E% rts , Series
P-20, No.226,."Pertility Variations by nic Origin: November

. o

Y

1969, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1971,
. .‘ - . % . « \ ™y g -



- dle”clasa} suburban and upwaxd mobile third generation Ital- o

‘iian Americanp are familistic only to the degree that others .
S in their claaa, regardless oﬁ ethnicity, may also be familistic, . g

Catholic third-generation women of Irish éiunii origin have ., = ;A_~“,

higher mean cumulative fertility,‘higher fermility ideals,:

and. higher fertility expggggtions than Catholic third genera-

tion'vomen of: Italian ethnic origin regardlesa of the controls'
) impo§Ed on the data for nat Vity,‘religiousness, CathoIic ed-

~

»
ucation ‘or socio~economic status. But the view thst the mid- *

~

o & -

( .
and that they are losingfthei; ethnic,identity and are assim-f ®

2

‘,ilating American cuIture is baaed*upnn*vbservationmp£~0n4y~the-u»~_n**_u

- On one hand Italian Americana have 1earned to extend their \ ’ e

‘ e 233 pm . .
'most superficial levels of behavior. f On another*level, a’ P

n"
.

y

retention and reinforcement~ofzethnieebondsueeens toowevidentiawicng;_;'_

1

ey
sense of. loyalty beyond the family and the village and their @

.succesaes in the U S. have tnught them to trnst “the. government ) o

and to‘enter into a kind of: clienteIe relationship with it. On

-

the other hand the teyection and prejudice experienced by the T

first- and secor& generation Italian Americans in the larger

: community led many to reject their family allegiance and their o

;heritage in ‘'order to be Americanized. These become a tradition; '
iess and socially ;isorganized ‘group- bf individuals. Qtners - _ ‘ '.L
responded to the aatempts at amalgamation by-reinforcing’their -
trsditional values and their fItalianneas.' ‘Onc of the conflict

" of this second group with the American community, a modification‘

of the lives of both parties was engendered so that today, as.

Nathan Glazer and Daniel Patrick Moynihan concluded the ethnic .j
\ " : -

. -
N v .
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group ie no longer a remnant of the past but a new social form.
Onde Itallan-Americans migrate into suburbia, their oc;loglc.l

and sociocultural characteristics of cohesive family life can

b
: be explained in terms of ‘suburban and middle-class culture
other than their history, but it remains open to research
. N .
. vhether their familism can be traced more clearly to ttndlg- |
) .:
‘ ional roots than to middle-class culture. ' i o
. ) * ‘
\ L
] ) . ’ .
. ll' \‘ . .
L]
’
-
. L]
- . L]
]
L] . -
. * ®
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IV. The Interplay bpetween Individual, Family
and Society.

4

Further study i{s needed on the consistence and dir-

ection of the ongoing process of gocio-cultural change of

the southern Italian u-uy.° commection with the general

process of trans!orintlon of the Nation and of other ethnic
.

groups. An unansvered gmestion {s still how much and in
vhat sense familistic culture and religion are tolnto;} how
much the changes in attitude by southern ltalians in this
;eountty tov;;d the authority of the Church and the ob;crvnuco
of religious duties have roooltpd in cbtroupoadtng changes
in the conceptions of parental control and of the rt!hto of
vomen.

Our analysis shows that in the lontbc;n Italian cul~-
ture the key 1ntltuglon - fthc only Italian institution" -
is the family. As a functional consequence, the individusl
!! sbsordbed by the family in-group, and, thorctero.'cito,utod.s‘
Under the {mpact of an tndoc‘rlgl civlllcntioa,'tho vhole sou-

!
thern ltalian familistic system is in a-state of physical, cul-

t;r.i and social change. A psychic, moral and ‘spiritual’ dfis-
lut‘onco affects the imsmigrants personality, which teands to
Jtot‘}o.ratn. Ismigrants reveal anxiety, deep discontent, and
‘morsl’ ‘o;lnaco. They lack o; fadividuslistic ort;azatlou.

indispensadle {n a -odorz socio-cultural system with a univer-

salfetic tdeal of man and wvith attitudes defining soclal re-

lations 'in general terms,' without any consideration of the
« -*

| 42
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qualities of the interacting individuals or the circumstances

of t{. lnt;ractlon. In practice, thq individual .as such be-
comes the center of motivation of social relations, The immi-
.rna;:‘poycho social crises, then, seem to be overcome only

by the transition’/from familism to 1;d£vtdu01.1-. This does

not imply that in an industrial society the family ceased to

be functton.l.’s The general cticln P‘ the immigrant fagily
indicates only that the family in {ts present form and orien-
tation {s got functionally adequate to serve the individusl .
.in & new social context. The ;ttttcal process of cultural assi-
milation and intergenerational udnptatl;u of the southern Ital-
ifen immigrant family is not one ot.d£||olntto., but ;no of
ttnalitién tovard a nev integration of {its values and }t, roles.
Substantial equality of man and vo-;a, disinution of the t‘%hor'.
authority concomitant to his diminished 'necessity’' on the econ-
omic-professional level, differentiation and professionalikation
of roles, and other family behavior are proving te the south-
ern 1talians that the family is not the only or tho‘priaglpol
{nstitution to serve the individual, but that it is Qno of the
subsocial systeas, related to, but differentiated from, the
vhole system. It is the coherence of cultural, social, group,
and {ndividual processes - their relative integration within a
eJL(llet-controi field of behavior ~ that cam be identiffied as
the specific condition which must obtain {f the poroon'nud his
fanily are to function at an optimum level of behavior. The .
overcoming of ’(ntlllo-' {s, then, required in order to give

back to the family, purified of its historically conmditioned

® -
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“suthorftarianism” and freed of its alienating anxiety for

‘primary’' needs, the possibility to serve the individual also

in his 'superior’ needs, thus favoring his growth and total

expansion.
' L}
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