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ABSTRACT : .

Beginning in the 1870's mill owners in Texton, a New
England industrial town of approximately 100,000 people, recruited.
Portugese lator. From then until 1920 many Portugese emigrated to
Texton. -Prcm 1920-1960 the immigration of Portugese into America
slowed as the result of the declining laktor market, “the war, and
restrictive laws. Following the Immigration Act of 1965, Portugese
ismigration tcok a dramatic jump upwards. This flood of unskilled,
primarily rural Portugese to an area where unemployment was high, .
Texton, and where there was a tradition of hostility to Portugese
speakers, exacerbated existing relagtions between the latter apd other
groups. ,By the early 1970's certain members of the community decided
that scme public steps would have to be taken to mend increasingly
dysfunctional schisms. The mayor proclaimed Portugese Day, which
featured a‘numker cf activities emphasizing the positive role which
the target group had played. However, there were really two groups of
Portugese-Americans. Those early arrivals who considered themselves
and vere considered by recent immigrants as Americans were distinct
from recent immigrants who considered themselves and were categorized
by earlier immigrants as Portugese. The disjuncture between old and
nev Portugese existed pricr to Portugese Day. What had created the
schism? At least three factors were at work: a competition for scarce
resources; a higher level of expectations in the newly arrived group;
and, a monetary base fcr corporateness among the latter which was not
available tc earlier arrivals. This case study demonstrates the great
potential for disscnance which lies in those situations where the
actors believe they have a code in common but do not; when they
believe they have a nexus of ccmmon understanding which, in fact,
doeg not etrist. (Author/JM)
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Tpe' case of the disappearing ethnics.

' M. Estellie

to observe an ave-m: or series of events in the'commmity under

‘ ¢

haviors and factors.bue also demands that he rethink some cherished -
'truths.' Such truths may be fundament’al to his ‘thnogr‘a.pt’tiﬁc, .
ordering of the data or to bfoader .nnalytical conc;pta. The
following study is, first, the account of such an event and,’ ‘second,

a statement of my analysis and the resulting reformulation of r
ey )

~

hitherto accepted axioms.

Prologue.
Texton! 1s a New Enéland industrial town of approximately. 100,000'.

people. Formerly a prosperous 19th century textile center, it ima /

declined in both population and income during the last half-century.

.

Today it is estimated that between 30-70% of the population are °
p /

dgscended from or are newly arrived Portuguese‘1nunigtm3tt;.2 Bégin- ’
ning about the 1870s mill oewners recruited Portuguese labor since - P

edrly contacts with them as fisherfolk, whalers, and agticultut;al‘.

. v P
workers gave rise to the stereotype of a hardworking and unciemanding "

(
people; that is, they were known for being willing to work long

hours, under appalling conditions, forglow pay, and with little '

ar

complaining. . ' _ . & ’ . o

. S

Most of the Portuguese were from ti‘:e mid-Atlantic falands--
- - ‘ .

the Azores, Madeira, and ‘Cape Verde 'group—ptobably among the most 't

impoverished, isolated, plantation and .small-scale peasants in

v

< * .
Prepared for presentation in the symposium on inter-ethnic ey
communication, Southern Anthropological Society annual meeting,
Miami, 1977. ; ¢
T 2. : ' o



Bui‘ope.' Giv_en the chmce to escape theee ‘overtpopulated islands

" they began an immigration £lo;r "v'thich cbntinued up to ti}e economic

) . cataetrophe of .the 1930s, though entry to the Y+.S. had begun to A

: 'nunber who euigrated back to Portugal.

!

|
\
|
|
|
\

Becauee many of the 60,000 en{ering after 1920

fomxh'tiqns in various segments of the American

slow fdlloving the Imigtat:ion Literecy I.aw of 1917;‘ 'l'heugh
min:l.nal :l,n its-definitio'n of literacy (the ‘meréd abilic‘y to write
one 's name mde one. competenc 1n chat skill) ig p?eseuted a
barrier for the Ieland Portuguese who, 1n the first decade of
:he 20th century had the highest 1111teracy ratp of any Ame-rican"
imnigrant segment--68.2% (Bannick 1917:39-40).3
Furthe: reettictive levs, the declining labor market in New

England, éepreesioue, 'end the global war of tite 1940s caused the

) O\
40~year pegiod between 1920—1960 to .show a totdl entty of Portugueu

) only slightly over 60, 000-—w1th almost »20,000 of that figure

entering. in the year 192]. alone. One may comparg this with t.he
period 188141920 when over 200, 000 entered (Adl‘ ‘]'.972:17 .

nt to California,
the  influx of Portugueee into New England slowed [to a mere few

hundred a year--and this influx was balanced by dn almost equal

) Following World War II the rising expe;:t.ati s of minorities
and’ the'resulting 'tad.ical' agitation led to socipcultural re--

pulace which,

:in tufn, led to various changes in the Immigration laws. Following

the first of these, the Imigration Act of 1965 (*\S Stat. 911),

Portuguese 1migration :ook a dramatic Jump upwarth In the period

.1961-‘70 entries exceeded by almost 257 the accmlpted total for .

"* the preceding 40 years (1921-1960=60,334; 1961-197?-76.06&), with

approximately 507 of that total per year going to ghe Como‘m«'ealth



of Massachusets and, perhaps, another 10% going q

ntate of Rhode Island.s Forty-one thousand and

" chusettes-—-and a majority of these going to the
Texton area. This, despite the fact Ehet, in that

1ndudtry alone, the number of joba in the male

(Keerock Rook Associates ¥972:21).

U.S. between the years 1967-69, with over 18,000 joing to Massa-
. ; . |

-1950—1970, declined from 9,084 to 4,108, a decrease of 54 8%

This flood of unskﬁlled. primarily-rural Portuguese to an
area where unemployment was high and where there was a tradition
.of hostility to Portuguese-speakers, exacerbated existing relationa i

between the latter and other ethnically-defined but basically

economically-oriented 1nterest groups in the area.

wasn't Christ born in Portugal?"

find three. wise men:" or

_term) were 'dutb, '

tubercular or carriers of venereal diseases),

~e"

. The episode.

'Dumb Portygee' jokes saturated the city (e.g., Question:
""Because they codldn't
"Becausc they couldn't-find a virgin!').
The city1gﬁapols were, during 1968, channeling 1000 newly attived
Portuguese-speaking children through the school system per month!
Ethnic.sneefs became more overt among the threé major categories
.ef non-Porcdéuese in ehe town--the descendants of French-Canadian,
'Ieish and generalized nerth Europeans; depending on various
factors one could be told thgc'che Portygees (itself a derogatory

'disease-ridden' (most commonly, either

o the neighbering

elve'entered the

city's textile

A plethora of

'over-sexed, '

handed nfggers'G-to mentipnt only a few allegations.

By the early 1970s the situation became so tense that certain

members of the community, for reasons I will explore later, decided



i

| C !
, that sohe public steps would have to be ftaken to mend the

. . A ]
. inctenskngly dyatunctional gchism between Portuguese and other town
folk. As one public officidl said to me, 'This town will just keep

‘going dévo-hill if we don t |start pulling togetﬁer and cut out this

1n-fighhng. The Mayor fo

1med a committee to study the question
relations.

and suggest ways to improve At the advice of this group,
..composed of ﬁon-Pottug;ése and immigrant.Po;tuguese, he proclaimed

' Psttqgue;e Day, which woulé feature a number of activitiés'
empﬁasizing éhe positive role which the target group had, played

in tﬁe history of'the city: Schools were.to give sbecial-assemblies;‘

the maes media would have commentary and news highlights;

businesemen would run ads, addressed .to or: simply congtatulating

their Portuguese clientel; and the local community college campus

would serve as the focal point for an all-day program ok exhiﬁits

and speakers 'familiarizing the community with the contributions of

the Portuguese to [Texton].' [
!
The latter event was, of coyrse, the main event.
NV
speakers representing various walks of life, made short

throughout the program which was interspersed with musid
and dramatic ptesentsti&ﬁs by immigrant school children1

the speeches addressed themselves to the history, esthet

* series of

speeches
, dancing, ‘
All

ic contri- |

butions, and desireable stereotypic traits of the Portu

(such ag 'their natural love of beauty'). Several of t

recent immigrants were included on the program and those
introduced them stressed that such individuals were proo

'in this land of opportunity' those who worked diligentl

'fulfill the American dream.' The last speaker stated:
. °/

{

|

5

ese
mo?t
who
f that,

y would
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The Portuguese are good neighbors. We have seen
that they are loyal, hard-working, diligent, and have an .
eye to the future. They are industrious, God-fearing,
and law-abiding.' They courageously came here to start
a new life and they have succeeded. Americans can learn
an important lesson from them. : it

@ -~

A spirit of bonhommie seemed to pervade the city and one local TV

]

station, in summarizing evepia on, the late evening news, assured

.its viewers that, ',..underutanding and good-fellowship has marked

.this .day, a day that won't be' forgotten soorl, a day that marks

i

the ‘beginning of a new era in our city.'

Aftermath. |

’

By -the nex( day;y local radio felk shows received calls from

.

. individuals idefitifying themselves as 'Americans' (and even 'real'

-or” 'loyal' Americans) who wished to commenc\on~Portuguese Day.

The majority of remarks were hostile, even bitter and, more
importantly, some of the most acrimonious speéches came. from those

who began or ended their commeuts with phrases. such as, "I'm of

!
Portuguese descent....' Since many of these calls yete made to 4

local Portuguese language statioh the sneers and ridicule directed

. towards the laudatory aura of the celebration quicﬂiy generated

angry counter-callers and insults uete being fluns back and forth.

thnn ‘48 hours later the editorial page of the local newspaper also
became the arena for the feud.
with being 'rottén Americans,' 'lazy:' 'jealous, ' 'mouey-huhgry,'

'cut-throat towards their own,' 'scabs,' and 'scroungers.' Non-

Portyguese publically stayed aloof but, in private jwould, typically,

shrug and say, 'What else would you expect?’ or 'THey're always

knifing each other.' It soon became clear that the lines of

6

And feud it obviously was. Portuguese were charging Po;tuguese

Less/
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cleavage were between those Portuguese who were native born or had

~

come to this coﬁntfy before‘Woild War II, and.those who had arrived

in the post-1960 era. Buc,.while the deﬁa;caCion wasg obvious,. and

the claims for why such a split existed were ;11 too explicit, what
, was not clear was why 'the Poréuguese' had atomized rather than

. .

Qemonetrated internal cohesion (eépecially given the usual. bonding
R ' mechanism of:eitetnal hostility). And why had Portuguese Day Lad
‘such catéclysmic:forcg] * This attempt at intér-ethnic communication
faiied 1n,its announced goal of increasing Qnderstdhdgng and good

will among the Texton citizens. Worse, it had led to behavior on -

the part of the Portuguese which reinforcéd negative stereotypic

’
. -~

components which non~Portuguege held-and thch the latter

"could now claim the Po:tuguege themselves confirmed.

Ethnographic analysis.
. & J . )
Portugugse, informantg.»1n‘discussing this, drew sharp lines

between Americans (and, in potﬁ!ﬁ those of Portuguese descent) and

recent immigrants who considered themselves Portuguese. The

'Portuguese-Americans' to whom Portuguese Day had been addressed °

had vanished and were nowhere to be. foung.

nity received different

Different segments of the entire c
messages. The-public.méssage that Portugdese Day intended to
communicate was, in summary:

We value the contribution which, since the early
days of Texton, all those of you who came from Portugal
have made. In the last few years many more have arrived
and old injustices have been exaggerated rather than
lessened. We recognize our responsibility in this and
wish to put our hand forward in friendship so we can all
work together,

I would suggest that the motivation for sending the message

stemmed from the pragmatic recognition that the 'Portuguese,' the

o

}.u

»

wp® '



ethnic group which most .Texton residents believe to be the city's

statistically dominant group, had to be pubMcally recognized as

geneta“ive of economic and, political forees aignificant 1n a projected

Y

rejuvenation of one of the few cities in Ame:ica ever to go bankrupt.
That message could have focussed on a .numbet of different aspects
of the etructural positW Y t.he Portuguesé and it could have
stylistically emphasized any one: of a number of themes--e.g., an appeal
to everyone in the community to work together as loyal Tgxtoniana, or

a day dedicated to 'rexton ] indusctial workers—-but the current macro-

systemic eméhasia on ethnicity, coupled wi.:h the recent mmigracibn
; : . 9
influx, programmed the-strategy choice of the Texton elite.

They~were led, first, to set up a commission to study a group whose
presence had been little nb;egl up to this point, except as factory

fodder or as & negdative force in various aspects of town affairs. )This
N

seems to have been the foqus because, as one business man put it to&me:y

the town needed a pep talk and the Portygees ‘-/

seemed the best target. I frankly wouldn't care 1if-
they all gqt the hell out. But we need to get the
town moving and, ‘with the TV and everything talking

,__‘about bilingualism and biculturalism and cuMural
pluralisp and all that, this seemed the'best approach.
It seemed like a good idea at the time. How did we
know what hornet's nest we'd stir up?

/

Unfortuaniely, as has long been recognized, language ca:t‘x/('é;;i
usu.ally doesf) communicate a multiplicity of geéaages; the 'mea‘nings"
receive;'l by the hearer are always different, to a greater or lesser
degree, from those 'sent by the speaker(s) because the méssagg is never ,
. L
receiveq in tﬁe same cognitive context as that in.which ‘it 1s sent. 1In
this case different segments of the sﬁ—céiled homogenequa' community ’

received the message diffetent'l'y. .

The message received by what I.call the 0ld Portugese~-who in

8




ves Ametieaue--was:

this ‘context considered: ther

« - You Amer:lcana of Por uguese descent have never
amounted to much and we've\always let you know -it.

If you had behaved as these\nev immigrants have when * °
you and your ancestors arrived in this country, we
would have respected you ‘and ognized your place

in the comnity by, honoring zgg with' a Portuguese

D&yo '

> ) = .

'I;he message that' the New Portuguese received ‘was:

~ Right on, friemds! Yoy're out there being
successful at the only thing that brings anyone to
 this country-—making money. We may not like you but,

« at least, you're not like those dumb forerunners of- |,
your group who tried to be the mythical 'Good
Americans’/in that phoney melting pot that the school
bodks tried to fool .everybody with. .

. ‘l'he Otd Portugueae rejected the mplication that they were part

\

‘of that commity of Portugueee about whom auch admiring remarks were

o

'.mde becauee. for many yeara, they had been told that being Portuguese

was bad They had had it dnmed into then--in schoola, 1n church,

on\ﬁ job, by the media, by their non-!’ortuguese neighbore--that the

'only good immigrant was a good American. And, by God!, that's what

‘they had tried to be—that's what they were. They were:.not Portuguese!

Thus, they were distressed and embittered by the message of Portuguese

‘Day beceuse they pefceived that the same ethnicity which had worked °

against them and, especially in their first years in this country,‘ had .,
made their lives so difficult, was now A Good(Thing. It was being used
by the new grrivals to gain economic privilegee ranging from cheap
school lunches and on-the-job training stipends, to college scholar-
e’hi.ps and funded-research positions with a bicultural genesis, that
'everyone knew.were cream—puff jobs.' » N

. The New Portuguese, on the other hand, knev withoqt doubt that

they were Portuguese; they ’ d been born in Portugal; , Portuguese was. /.

théir native language. And they were certainly not Americans simply

9.



beceuee' they were here; they hed imigreted here but next year they . .

niglu: :l.m:lsrete to Canada. or Brazil, or anywhere—-even beck home.
Obviously, einply worldng 1n a country doeen t make’ you par: of that
citizenry. N | R 5 _ .

cleerly. Portuguese Day did not create t;he diejuncture between _
01d and Nev antuguese, that existed prior to the event and was merely
mcer}mted by 1t. What, othe; than historical eoc‘ioeconomic factors, '
inhibit;d the bonding mechanism?’ o 1

I,vould suggest that two factors were at work: (1) competition
fof a‘cetce resources in a deprecsed econouy; .and (2) a higl‘ter leve{ of
expectations in the newly-arrived immigrant group.

"l'h; New Portuguese, beceuee .of their unakilled labor atatue.\the
language barrier, and the usual occupational chennellins processes.
initially sought‘ employment in the same seeta.re where Amei'ic:sne of
Pertuguéae descent were elz;‘eady Q_znrking-;-albeé ‘intermittently, at
low pay, and in a labo;-élutted _m:rk.et.' All New fortugueee who. got
Jobs in the traditional employment eec;érs were geen as excluding an
01d Pottixgueee from' employgment. 'Axi imigraet who got a job was someone
who dieplaced an 'Ameri:can. ‘For the 01d Pottixguese. it.was better to

'erect employment barrier{: to ptoteet'thmel\}es-even thoué,h it was
underetood that an immigrant -who could noc get employnent: might 'disgrace

t

the godd name of the Portugnese ~~-as vell as poaeibly ‘add to the tex

" burden. They reeented it when auch barriere were aumounted; many of
them remembered the struggles they had gone through and i:elievéd the
t'lev lm'ig.t'mts did not appreciate how-much easier life was. '"They
brag ebeut how much faster they get richer than us and' say it's because

they're smarter, better workers. They don't see how they're getting
. L] . '

* .
"benefits we never got. It's not like it was in the old days."

10
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The New Portuguese,‘ better eciucated and more knowledgea_ble about

: the world due to Portugal's ined#table modernization, were capable of

deviaing alternate economic etrategiee when they saw how minimal were
the opportunities in the traditional employment arm They began to
create new income aources and this vae. in large maaure. aided by an )
easier credit potential. By borrowing, poolins resourcea, working at. ’
jobs that often came from uncier-the-countéi‘ deals with\ boases, floor

supervisors, and union representatives, a eignificanp number of them

. were able to ‘accumulate sufficient seed money to open small_businesses,

b '

buy rental property, and finance other entrepreneurial activities.

In short, the Old Portuguese were s\;cceeeful not e‘o;much in
keeping out cheap;\ competitive iaﬁor as in forcing the new‘ arrivals
to explore other avegue The success of theaellatecomera encoure'ged

.

even more immigrants to leave Pqortugal, thus rlepreea.ing' (in absolute

" terms) the local economy still further. Simultaneously, however, the

continuing influx of immigrants actually genez:at:edr an increased demand '

for those entrepreneurs “who had”initiated services such as ethnic food

etores, driving achoole, ethnic restaurants and irmigrant aid services--all .

" directed to the wants of immigrants. Further, continuing immigration

created a housing shortage and this led to a rent riae in those same
tenaments which the early New Portuguese had bought cheaply..’. Thus, .
while adding to the economic problems of the macro aector the immigrants,
created a boom prosperity in one of its component eectora.8 ,
The second factor, that of higher expectationa. 'is equelly important.
'l'hoae ‘same forces which had produced a revolution in Portugal were also
at work in America.' Dee.pite. éenerally, the aanie rural background, the ‘

New Portugueae' do not comé to this country as uneducated and naive as’
i

those who arr.ived ‘prior to World War I. This, coupled with their arrival

11,
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. at a time when attitudes in this country &mceming immigrants, ‘ethnies, o

E .’ t ) ' ) . . . v :
i : aqd'n:l.noritiea are undergoing at least superficial. change | ‘has created

. ? a \mote favorable nilieu for those who wish to beccme 'rich end auccesaful.

For one thing, it allm them to do so far mre tapidly and apectaculhrly '

than wag (and atill is) poasib}e for the Old Portugueee.~ The\latter,
Y far more consistently, have had such successes denied thenm.
1

‘The 01d Portuguese can, on the whole, rationalize this ' euccesa

in only one way: Mecting the explanation that, the New Portugueae

5 '_ ‘. offer--that they have 'failed' because they are lazy, aarvile, and N
o v. lecking incentive-—they argue “that the new at’rivala-che Greenhorns or
e Greenibs—-are 'ignorant' (used by the OMortuguese to ‘mean umnanncrly.
",_ ' ) ‘ rude,. nncouth, brash, and aggreesive), 'money-hungry ' 'slumlo:do.
/ ' 'grasping, ' 'scheming,' 'cheats and 1liars,' 'exploitere of their own-

kind,' and vorac of all, viuing to J,ive like peasants 1n the Old
v ’ Country-—like animals--just to aet rich quick.
| The attitudetof t:he New Portuguese to such’ charges can Be ammed
up by. the following comments froxg a former landlord of mine:

For years America was like a chamber pot. Like
it says on the Statue of Liberty, "Send us your poor, .
_ dumb, and miserable." So we did. We used this country :
, to .crap in.
= c Now timee are different and we're different. We're
smart and educated. We work hard to get places. . Thj
people who come now aren t like those Americans who Ccame
over before.. Now we're respected. Americans may not
like us--that's always the way when you don't do good
enough or when you do too good. But they got to admit
we can make it like those other pe’ople never could,
except once in a while a smart oned

S y -
Broader imglicationa.

We have seen that-the meaning content of words ouch as 'Portugueae,
'Portuguese-American, ' 'American,' “'we,' and "them' was ‘not the same to -
all the perticiéants within’ the message“field. It is important to note,

/howeVer, that because it was so if m; sp‘eciiic' instarce does vnot‘ .mean

‘ 2 .*. ' | l‘é'
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' that the :entcgortu are alvays oiai;arly defined.. The lines of seg- .

. =12~

o ,
mentation drawn here can, in othor'contc.xg‘,..lpe or. be,t;ou -6);0
dentritic. "The same individual can be Am¢rican, Portuguese-American, ‘
Portuguese, Island Poftugucu, Az;:run. Michalense, or Ponta Delggd»i,.”ap_.
(a viduprud 1£ _not” even universal process and the discussions ofﬁagaté - W
1974 and Rasfic i976, e.g., offer similar arguments). Bach of these
dgomic; hu unique ttor'ootipic chardcteristics which mark the individual
80 1dentified—-by choice or {mposition—as Yike his fellows and unlike
others. Once the distinctlon'iua been e those outside that set stand

in 4 dialectic r‘htiot'uhip; behavior pr;dlcated on the basis of that

i;lcutititng process is channeled, not .m‘&qumtly along the lines of a

self-fulfilling prophecy:

Y .
<

In ohort. -study after otudy. dmnstntu that ethmic boundaries
tyﬁouc -r\uu shift,. and because of that -hifﬁuu a cqnccrn with
the 'rulity' or nature of such boundaries and markers per se h a'.’
scientifically trivial emphasis. ' What should be the focus of. our analytical .

concern are the sacioeconomic processes, at work in the situation. v

"'Ethnicity' is only a tool which enables humans to identify themselves

and otliers, and then formulate behavior. nom;. eity or diversity is
imposed for purposes of categorization} such categorizations ‘then allow
prodicuon'md the weighing of the potcntm outcome of variqus choicu
in the decision-making sange. After the decision 1. -tde. action (cnn ’
when it takes the form of 'non'-action) follows.

Thus, it 1s the drams itself which must be the focus of our. = .

a‘tton'tion. not the masks of the Dvamatic Personae. 'ttén ‘#hife lﬁtmu

.and roles but,'the play's the thing wherein we ut.fh the tonscience;’

the structure and dynamic processes of the drama aré what catch out

.attntm. As in a football game, it is not the uniforms, the cheer-

' “ 13 ,
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thnt should draw our lttcnti,on. T

-

leader's rhygu. the soqga; mascots, t_aan'nen and other symbolic

e r_cprci-onutio.u. of thé cop;cat which grip us--they are merely cues for

ouf rciponus'.- The, phyer vhou benavior we hissed last year is traded
to our tm nnd now, thio yur. bcconu Q )\oto for us,

vo are left, then, vith the rul.:lutionwthat ethnic 1dcnt1ty,
junt as nny other identities, has fluid and flexiblt dlnen-iono. ' '
prinruy -useful only 1n tcm of a oitutionnl analy-io. Identity is
the overt manifestation of. -y-bol-. ‘symbols which are only .upra- ) ‘f'
segmental markers for and in a huun dinlogue. It 1- the dynamics.of
tﬂo dhlozu.—-thc rupomu seneuted nchor than the words thmelves-

. Along these line; Shibutani gnd Ktnn (1965 208) have sugguted
that, 'the degree té which conncimncu of kind dmlopc among people
varies with ionu.tency of difforcntu.l ‘treatment.’ I would propou
thnt the .orc hoterog'enoo‘.u a aocicfy tnd.;th. grc'aur tho potential or : |
.actual contact nong members of that -ociety, the grutcﬁ‘tho variety of |

cmutnf treatments.' . Thus, the more heterogeneous a society, the

,hrset the numper®of identities which one y have imposed or at his

disposal, and the more consistent the possibility of differential treat- )

“ment in dif{orcuthl spatiotemporal sett . It 1s knowledge of that
Y .

differential trutne’ut wvhich creates oti:atoaic 'optfond, each.of which
_may be evaluated as to 1:- ~'ndopt1vo' ntuity in this ot; that situation. 9

So, the llcv Portuguuc vere categorized by Textonians as 'the same
u pmiouo Pottusmus higunto. American society, beyond Texton's
boundaries, ?md. however, decreed that such people were now to be tre(toa
differently from t.hctr prodp'cu.ot.. As post~1960 ethnics the New
.Portugnou vere given access to resources oot anil'h‘blo in earlier years—
special educational vrogrn‘c. housing and business loans, etc.. Such

u :

L]
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factors encouraged what Bennett (1975) has called 'a coalition for

*o)
ad;_nntase' and the new immigrants were able to become an ethnic group——

i.e., a corporate qollecti'vity—uthet than remain an atomistic ethnic

_population (cf., Despres 1975:195-204). The base for that cotlporatenus

\of the New Portuguese was minority aid money, those fedeui. state, and-',

féundation monies which encouraged certain individuals ‘to form .orgjniza-
tions through which access to those funds could be gained. Such indi-
vidudls lndz organizations then were able to serve as a real and symbolic
'loéu: tot1 a coalition. (or coalitions) which (as Despres itemizes them)

'possess a unitary set of extgrl;al relations, a relatively exclusive

' body of co:-un affairs, and procedures which are more of less adequate

to the administration of these affairs’ (1975:196). Thus, in cybernetic
fashion, forces at work in the macrosystem led to an alteration in the
perception of certain components of“tlut systemly, An ‘output’ bt economic

and political factors led to the creatdon of corporate entities to meet

the némsyntcnic expectations and exploit these new resources available.

»

The resultant corpo;'atc groups became symbolic entities with vhich even
New Portugucu who were not dir.ctly 1nvolvcd could vicariousl)(identity. .
The oochty beyond Texton provided a new mode of 'consistent diffeunthl
treatment' and thereby provided the base for the. crystallization of a
f.orponta group, where oqu‘nn ethnic Eﬂgiation lnd. formerly existed.
In the process, bovcyot. it helped to generate internal u?'nuttou.
creating a more 'nnrrovlf defifed population than th. non-l’ottnéucu of
Tcxtcn“hn.m . .

I have previously stated that talk of boundaries is scientifically
trivial unless it fs clear that such boundaries are situationally defined.
‘nuy are not stable and are ottm more suprastructure than primary form.

'l‘hu needs nitenting for, dnpito the hct ‘that mth'- e dernier cri

15 - Co !
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emphasizes this.(lé;9:13) there has been more ‘streu; put: on thé str\xc'tural
implications of the boundaries thah.on tl}g processes. which both create L4
and nr.c ‘aff:cted by. that structure. This is strange for Barth*like Uleber
many years before hin, stresses that, first and foremost, ethnic groups
.' il are hunn couectivitiea based onvan_assumption of common origtn, and it
is the quntion of the genesia of that asaumption which must concern us.u
We might begin by stressing the inverse proposition and seek to find the ‘
. ' operational‘principlca of non-»comonality-—i.e.. how u'xd for what rensonn
are outsiders ?nd non—m-v;wrs fdentified and excluded? B ' ¥
1 have buggesteﬂ that, though perhaps primitive, it seems fruitful

- ‘ to hypothesize that the ctitidal components in the categorul:ng-prbceu
are aituattonal and pragnatic (Nagq:a 1975 has an excellent statement -
on this). Identity cpuponentn are part of the comtmication of trans-
actions,' and, combinatorially, are To cphaneral\-Ot durable as tho .
transaction. 80, for exanple. even the most pristine of: cthnic- (are

. then any auch?) \dIl find his identity extcnded or deli-ited by other

canponent. cuch as religion (VASP) » languagp (spegker of Standard

herican !nglish?, region (Southerner), or phenotype (again, WASP). o .
' ‘l‘hi., pu:lpcctiv;c argues that one limns dut 1d¢_ntitfnrkern in prder

to deﬁ:nc t.h'e ;xpected p\aranetou in'a tnnuction. Ye all, as humans,

must cmmiés'tﬁitb other humans; 1d¢nt%§:0l "uerve as the basis for .

that communication, for interaction and dinlogue. b ¢ hmr. we were

ibrced - ions uch ‘time we inzerlcted vith someone, :

¢ |

‘s the margin of error would be ;'1ncre+ud and individual stress uould grow "
L ¢ 4 , .-

- |
to intolerable limits because of the high.complexity of aituntioul

"

. ’
variables. r .

l : A
the essentially normalizing nature

It is time to recognize that

of clilture 4s a stereotyping process-one which condition.'u to ignore
16 «*
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nnd/or emphasize the situational components of events, jafter which v:

perforn the 'appropriate' behavior. Such stereotyping has ‘the short-term . ~
ponitive function of reducing stress and, ideally, of ﬁaciliuting
.’t:omunication. It also has the potential for gross siniplification, for
becoming 'im:reaeingly dysfunctional to the extent that our assessment
'1s disconsonant with that of others i_;x the set--when ité'is tncorrect, .
inappropriate, inadequately refined, 'oit\vntionglly monalithic, or when 3

ieptoisive goals underlie the basis of the stereotype which structures . . - -

i
-

d_le interactton. .

The degree to which we are c.ucceeaful in any communicative
situvation ‘depeuds on the extent to which our aaoe‘t.nent of the identitica'
and projected re'spoxisea'of participants 'fita..' those projected by .ti\e

¥ 5 . other a'ctor,’—for emselves and for:us. The|greatest lessgn the

- anecdote’ ffom Texton offers is that the .poten ial for dissonance--using

«*

%, . this tern as both conflict and‘covmnication heorists ;pply 1:-2=-whic’h lies .

| in thou/ .i‘tuationa wvhere the actors balim ey have a code in common

’ but do not; when they believe they have a nu\f of connon undentandina
vhich. in fact. dou not exist. Horeover, we must nccept that understand-

ing Jm never be absolute because no two people or ‘gréupc ever experience

the same culture history and to the extent that 'th.e'y have not, to that
) ;xtmt will communication contain non-e'qu.inlent messages. Thus, the
more culturally hetereogeneous a poyu.htiqn s, the greater tho‘ pbnibility
. that the message will gain in ambiguity snd dissonance potentia]l. This s
§ ' should serve as notice that a critical need in message sending }l
redundancy--sending the oéiulled 'same’ message many times (cf.,
Murray Le;t'c comments on this 19’76=6-5) > T mxtenalsn of s is,

of course, that we must not only 'ottive to be consistent in the -einggu

we send, we must also listen to the responses, for they tell us what was

17
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actuolly 'heard'~--what the’ receiver(a) gcrstoo us to say.
Intcr-cthnic communication is concnrnad with tbe ‘group dynamics

of message unding—. situation which. in the final. annly-h. is 'only'

quantiutivcly different tron' interpersonal cmmication. * This has

the ffishtcning implication that the capacity for a breakdown in ]

. ) . communication mcrea;q exponentially with the size 3! thc~pu-.ticipat1ns :

. population. But, contrariwise, it ‘also implies that the capacity for !
a signifiunl dialogue may also 1nctm. axponentia,lly. L& us hope
that the groving concern with and tccognitton ol the muuntal

:2"‘ ‘ ditficultiu involv‘d in intor-othnic communication will help achieve a
genuine dialogue before the dtssonasice overvhelas us.

.



Footnotes.

.

,1'rexton is a pseudonym. See Smith, '197Slfor a broader duc}msion of

this city L o '

i

zAx} accurate figure is difficult to ?reoe'ut since (a) names {have been
Anglicized, (b) intermarriage of ethnics }:ffefa an identity ch@fice fot_ '
'bffspting. (¢) many {ndfviduale reject thi;ir'Pottugueae ancestory
bfcauge of the low status of Portuguese in this area.

IThere were 41 ethnic caéegotiea listed, ::nging from 'Afﬂ:can' to 'West
Indian' and including 'Other .peoples' and "not s’;;edfied.' In second’ .

and third ranking positions; respéctively, were the ‘l‘ur}u (59.5%) ind
Mexicans (57.27) (Bannick 1917:39-40).. '
4The first quota law of 1921 test:icted national unigution to the o
equivalent of 3% of their countrym who had been in the U.S. 1n 1910; -~ . f"_
the second quota law of 1926 sh:l.ft:od ;ho base figure to that of the 3
American population in 1890; and the third revision of the National ‘
Origins Law (1929) decreed that the mmbs} of each nationality adnitted
per year was 'to bear the cn:e ratio t.otthtonl quota o‘f 150,000 as

..t'he number of that nation‘al. origin in the US in 1920 bore to the total v
population then' (Novotny 1971:130). '
%-nehunett. has begun to keep figur;u éi such ;‘nigrantl but Rhode
Island has not. ; '
6This refers to the fact th.;:‘ the 2ortugue0.ilpelk1ng Cape Verdeans '
are African Blacks, givin; rise to the belief that all Portuguese are to

u. grut:r or lesser degree black.. An one Iriah-Anerican informant put

it, 'A nigger's a nigger, no matter hov vhite they look. And 1 don'

want any of thq—-!'ortygeo or vha_tmr—-in my house, in my neighborhood,

or in my kid's schools. And they goddamn well better keep to their own \
churthes too!" e B

1 9 : . : .



TG

7one typif:al example is pro\'rided by Mr. X who, within a yeiar of his
a'rrival,‘bought_: ‘a 3-story, 6-apartment tenament (L term wh'ich. in this
;:egion refers only\to the style of buidding), paying $600 down on its .
_$§500 cost. . Rents have remained relatively stabl%, avei:aging $70.00,
;:oer month per apartment bver the past 10 years.’g fle has continued Foyad.d' -

to.his list of rental h_omeé and now controls 4 stch buildings which

bring him an averaga income of $1600 per month. |Although everyone is’

O avare that all new immigrants do not buy their oyn homes, let alone

’ becoﬁ.e-'land]l.ordlc, ‘the spectacular successes of ﬂlTon aho ‘have become
successful in this area colors the stereotype of |the New Poitug;ea;—
poSitive:]:y from chei;' own perépeétivé. negatively from the perspeci:ive
of others. ., Oug‘of. ,a sample of 31 1migtant*. who| have :.'ental propegty', ,

19 of them owned 4 tenamehts, 3 owned 3, 5 wnédP 2, ‘and one each owned

7, 8, 11, and 16. Additionally, 46 otper imdividuals owned a multi-
. " 1 3 - L

fanily house or tenament in which they thmelvja 1ived. The 01d

+ Portuguese point to.the people who own several properties and' corplain,

as did one such typical mformnt, "l'hio. while I'm stlil 1’!7#’18 off ' .

the mrtgage on the house I live in, vith my pm rents b&ing' born in this

count.ryl' « "y T

8! g., the New Portuguese could have become nili tant ot'otaye‘d acquiescent -

(in the manner of eatlhr immigrants) but they chose instead to'.adopt a

mlgan of the tuo-<silitane enpugh to argue for aid fu:;qu on grO\;xxds -
*of diéctimination, ctc."‘n well as encouragi et:lui;lc support ’of ethnic

businesses, "professional and oducatimml pernonnel-;but accepting «.onpush

< l ;
of the dumb stereotype that non-Portuguese weré lulled as to the extent »

)

of the threat th‘ey represented, The Dumb Portygee jokes also served as

‘an outlet for the hostility that, inevitably, was 'wrfgcing more and more. .

g 20 ., : |




91: is :lnportnnt to note thar. strategies are only relatively adaptive
and the choice of a strategy is (a) never really 'free' but 13
ltructured by the range of choicn which are both in fact and chnitively
— avnilable; (b) may, post hoc, be naladaptive despite the action being i
' aelccted for its, potent:ltpl as the mimlif" adaptive responaive. Thus.
for the Old’ Portuguese, ethnicity was minimized as a strategy, being
signalled publically to the community only when 1t 'enphuiud the
-t,tnditional arts, crafts, .folklom, religious focus; and recgeatioml
jains of the group (e.g., épért: clubs, thg Holy Ghost '?:aat, marching

* -
banof clubs); the New Portuguese emphasi
€

ethnicity as'it identified
them as a deprived and .Q;ploited minor¥y group; and the nén-Portuguese
used the 1§lent1_ty not only to excl\'di hi, f;)ttugueu from power jroups
“4n the occupational, ed:u:ational, edonomical and polioicnl sectors
" (so as to keep control vi‘t.hin th‘e'ir' 'old-bby.' t/xetvotk) but also. to
a ‘ 4 p— persomnel into least desireable but !nnc;tionnlly necessary

- . positions. The extent to which any of these 1;i;ntifjmg strategies
o ’ vas, in fact, the maximal '.ndaptiuve“ a‘t;atcgy 1s open to debate .but.

ey mﬁor;ﬁyn’tely’, we cannot test fbr 1\;:1.

' §# lom'!‘or.tusueu themselves see many ethnic markers as adaptive, 'masking

nt'rateg:lu' used -to -decei 'othe;-o. So, for example, a multitude of

‘o

. o Dumb Portygee: jok'gs mush d at just the time that the New Portuguese

: " C beg}:n to ut;l.lizc"hltc te income tracks, especially the federal, state,
E and founda;ion es discussed. ‘

ul!arth'l work 1g”also flawed by variously vague and/or sweeping general-

t to identify boundaries or membership by using his criterion that,

*The organizational feature which...must be general for all inter-ethnic

21 «
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relations is a systematic set of rules governing inter-ethnic social ~

encounters' (Barth 1969:16) [italics mine], How many of us, without -

'forcing the data or our .analysis, could truly demonstrate tl;at such a

. 'cyotu;ntic set of rules' governs the inter-ethnic relationd with which

. . (
o ’
we are concerned?
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	emphasizes this (1469:13) there has been ttore stress put* on the structural  . ' implications of the boundaries than on the processes, which both create  • . * , ' . and are affected by that structure. This is strange for Barth*llke Ueber  •any years before him, stresses that, first and foremost, ethnic groups .'  ..-'•'. " • .' <' / are human collectivities baaed on»an assumption of conaon 'origin, and it  *•'*» % * . . I ' ' nla tfie question of the genesis of that assumption vbi?h must concern ue.*A  * 
	and/or emphasize the situational components of events, after which  perform the 'appropriate' behavior. Such stereotyping  has 'the short-term  positive function of reducing' stress a*nd, ideally, of facilitating » « . '. ' • communication. It also has the potential for cross simplification, for  becoming'increasingly dysfunctional'to the extent that  our assessment  is diaconsonant with that of others in the set—when it  'is incorrect,  inappropriate, inadequately refined, situatlonally wradlithic, or when
	actually 'heard1  —what the'*eceiver(s)\un4er8tood ua to say.\ • . Inter-ethnic cooBunication is concerned with the grfeup dynamics •  • ' . **•of message sending—*a situation which, in the final-analysis, Is 'only  1  »  quantitatively different from, interpersonal cbmnmication. • This has  «  (he frightening iaplication that the capacity, for a breakdown in  • • communication increases exponentially with the size of the-participatingpopulation. But, contrariwise,, it also iaplias that the capacity for  * 
	Footnotes.  ,  is a pseudonym. See Smith, "1975  for a broader disc  ssion of  this city  zAn accurate figure is difficult' to present since (a) names  have been  Anglicized, (b)' intermarriage of ethnics offera an identity .choice for ' • offspring, (c) many individuals reject their Portuguese anceatory'  because of the low status of Portuguese in this area.  • . . j • . . •'There were 41 ethnic categories listed, ranging from 'African* to 'West  Indian* and including 'Other * peoples' and 'not specified.'
	70ne typical example is provided by Mr. X who, wit  tin a year of his*;' arrival, bought a 3-story, 6-apartment tenament  term which, in this  ' v '•  * \  region refers only to the style pf building)  , pa;  ag $600 down on its ••'\ »  $5500 cost. . Rents-have remained relatively stab: ), averaging $70.00. .;' ••• per month per apartment .6ver the. past 10 years.' Qe has 'continued to 'add --to  -his list of rental homes and now controls 4 si |ch buildings which bring hla an average, income of $1600 per mo
	o'It la important to note that strategiea are only relatively adaptive  • «  and the choice of a strategy is (a) never really 'free' but is atructured by the range of Choice which are both in fact and cognitivelx available; (b) nay, post hoc, be maladaptlye despite the action being * selected for its, potential..as the maximally* adaptive responsive. Thus,• * • • «  for the Old" Portuguese, ethnicity waa minimized aa a strategy, being• * ... • fsignalled publically to the conmunity only when it •emphasized 
	relations is a systematic set of rules governing inter-ethnic social *  1 * w  encounters' (Barth 1969:16) [Italics mine], Sow many of us, without • forcing the1 data or our •analysis, could truly 'denonstrate that such a  'systematic set of rules1 governs the* inter-ethnic relations" with which  .<••.' ' , '• ( we are concerned? » , •  •-. •* * •  
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