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1. Introduction. The biggest “melting pot” or a huge “bowl of salad”?

The population of the United States is over 260 million people, including more than 22 million Hispanics (Spanish-spoken people). All of them are of different origin and of all races and nationalities. The USA is a federal republic, a union of 50 states. Everyone who has ever lived in the United States has been an immigrant or the descendant of one. Since 1492, when Columbus discovered America, people from every country of the world have come to make their homes in America.

The USA has often called ‘a nation of immigrants’ because the country was settled, built, and developed by generation of immigrants and their children. Even today America continues to take in more immigrants than any other country in the world. 

And in spite of all the different cultural traditions, national origins, racial groups, and religions this vast land is one country, whose people speak the same language, is the part of the same culture and follows the same national laws and regulations. The American nation is often compared with a “melting pot”. But some explorers also compare it with a huge “bowl of salad”, because a lot of national group have kept their national peculiarities as well as the ingredients of salad in a bowl. Is it really so? We shall try to answer this question.

The approach is first to look at the background of the country and at the people – where they come from, how they went to America and what they have done since they went there. Much attention is paid to immigration and to movement within the United States. From this we move to an attempt to understand how the immigrants became a nation with special attention to the difficulties that arise from relations between the different races. The United States formed a single nation though it also created resentments that still alive. 

The things that really matter in American history are not wars major even of this kind; what matters is the process by which first hundreds, then thousands, then millions of people built their own society, developed the natural resources of their country, and produced a political system which has been not only stable and resilient but also tolerant and able to stimulate and respond to very substantial, constructive and geniune self-critisism (Vietnam war or “Watergate sensation”).

All the events of rather a short period of the American history, including the War of Independence, by which they cut the surviving political links with their far-off British homeland; links which were already no more than a trivial encumbrance, interfering slightly in the process of their own development; Civil War, which they fought among themselves after nearly a hundred years of independence, united, melted and created a new nation. This war was an important stage in the history of the technology of war. It taught a lesson to the world in general - that for success in the war, skilful leadership and courageous fighting qualities are not enough unless supported by industrial power. 

In America history the so-called ‘ordinary people’ were made (ordinary not by their human qualities and abilities but by their origin). European history is much more the history of rulers and great men and women. But in American history, the ordinary people have been the most significant actors from the very beginning. American past belongs to all the people, and the present and the past can talk to one another on equal terms. America has always valued achievement and deliberately rejected hereditary privilege. The tempering of the past years turned out to be so strong and united the nation so much, that influenced the new-comers immensely and managed to melt all the immigrants, considering themselves to be a solid monolith. 

The mythology of America is concerned with individual effort enterprise, adventure, a practical belief in equal respect for all people, equality of opportunity and through the free exchange of goods, fair rewards for each person’s work. The magnetic force of this myth is so big and his influence on the people is so irresistible, that everybody who happened to be within its attraction could not help being influenced.


The twentieth century has brought two big new elements into the foundation 
of American life. On the one hand in a world made smaller by modern communications, the United States has become a great power, unable to avoid involvement and responsibility in international affairs. On the other hand at home the old system of individualistic free enterprise has had to be settlement by state intervention. But the Americans’ views of themselves and their ideals have not been greatly affected by these changes.  Their past, and the myths connected with it, have an immediate and continuing part to play in their present life. There is a continuous thread running back from modern industrialization and automation, through the advance of civilization along the frontier, to the earliest beginnings of settlement from Europe. 

It is an interesting question how the Anglo-Saxons succeeded in forcing out the Spaniards from the North. It is interesting to compare the complete annihilation of the American Indians in the North of America with the fact that the native people of present Latin America has survived, having interchanged with the white people from Spain and Portugal who assimilated native inhabitants. Nowadays 90% of the population in these countries are metises, the descendants of the native Indian tribes.

The diversity of the people themselves in the United States is immense. It is not only that some came originally from Britain, others from Italy, Germany, Ireland or Poland; first-generation immigrants are still close to their diverse origins, while most long-established Americans are wholly assimilated; first-generation Italians differ not only from the long-established Dutch, but also from fourth-generation Italians – and even they differ according to the degree of intermarriage. Yet there is at the same time a lack of cultural difference among the regions, because all these varied peoples are scattered everywhere, with only minor local ethnic concentrations. 

2. The history of the forming the American nation

2.1. The people and their origins

2.1.1. The beginnings


The first settlement of North America from Europe was slow, hesitant and without plan, quite unlike that of the area to the south. In 1497/98 John Cabot made two pioneering journeys across the North Atlantic. On the first, in the ship ‘Matthew’ with a crew of eighteen, he reached islands off the St. Lawrence estuary in Canada. The second expedition, with several ships, sailed down the mainland coast to a point well south of what is now New York. Cabot was a Venetian who had settled in England and changed his name from Caboto. He was financed by merchants in Bristol, and supported by the English King Henry VII. His expedition met native Americans and bartered European goods for furs. Cabot died soon after the second voyage, and his claim that the lands he had visited belonged to England was made quite unreal by the lack of any further expedition for many decades. By this time the Spanish and Portuguese had completed the conquest of Mexico and parts of the southern continent. During the sixteenth century Spanish explorers went all along the western and southern coasts of North America and up the rivers, and by 1600 had established scattered settlements. In 1609 they were far enough advanced to build a palace for the government of New Mexico on the plaza of their new town of Santa Fe, far north of the border of Mexico itself. Effectively the two-thirds of the present United States territory west of the Mississippi became part of the Spanish Empire, except for parts temporarily colonized by the French in the first part of the eighteenth century. By the time these territories came into possession of the United States, at various dates in the first half of the nineteenth century, there were towns with Spanish names (and a few French, in particular, New Orleans), but penetration into the country from Mexico had lost its original momentum.

2.1.2. The settlers from different countries


The first northern settlements were unsuccessful. Some French Huguenots established themselves on the Atlantic coast of Florida but were wiped out by a Spanish naval expedition, which built a fort and founded the city of St Augustine in 1565. Though it was Spanish for more than two hundred years it is considered to be the oldest city in the United States. Two attempts at colonizing North America from England failed in the 1580s. The first group of settlers stayed only for a year, the second vanished, and no trace of them has ever been found. But in 1607 a London merchants’ company gathered a group of men, some of them criminals released from prison, who bound themselves to a period of ‘indentured’ service, under supervisor s appointed by the company They landed at a place which they called Jamestown, a little way up one of the rivers which flow into Chesaeake Bay, in what is now Virginia – though that name, in honour of the English Virgin Queen Elizabeth I, had already been adopted to describe the whole of North America.


The Jamestown settlers were followed by others in the next few years, and by 1620 there were about a thousand, including families. The misery and discontent of the first groups were replaced by a new confidence, as settler were allowed to have there own land and learned to grow tobacco. Slightly later than this Virginia settlement, a French colony was set up at Quebec, far up the St. Lawrence river which Jacques Cartier had explored a long time before.

2.1.3. The Pilgrim Fathers are the founders of the American nation

When they remember the beginnings of their nation, Americans think not so much of the rather miserable Jamestown settlement, but of the English Puritans, now known as Pilgrim Fathers, who landed at Cape Cod, near Boston in 1620. They had first left England, after conflict with the authorities over their refusal to comply with current religious laws, and spent a dozen years in exile at Leyden, Holland. There they planned to go to America. And in 1620 the small ship ‘Mayflower’ took them, and others who joined then on England across the Atlantic. In November the “Mayflower’ reached Cape Cod, on the coast of what is now Massachusetts, and they decided to stay there, at a place near modern Boston which they called Plymouth, after the English port from which they had sailed.


The Pilgrim Fathers suffered terrible hardship s at first and half of them died during their first winter months; but those who survived for the first year managed to live on fish and reap a harvest from the land in the summer, with the help of friendly native Americans. A year after they arrived, another ship came from England, and they celebrated this arrival, and the harvest they had gathered, with a feast of thanksgiving. The anniversary of their thanksgiving feast is still celebrated every November as a public holiday; Thanksgiving and Independence Day are the two great occasions by which Americans remember each year the two main stages in their national history, foundation and independence.


Between 1620 and 1640 the Pilgrims Fathers were followed by many more shiploads of settlers in New England. During the same period New Amsterdam as founded from Holland on the small island of Manhattan, further south. In 1664 (by which time there were 7000 people in New Netherlands) the English took over the colony and changed its name to New York. But Dutch names still survive, such as Harlem, originally a village in the North of Manhattan Island.


Meanwhile, further south, Virginia developed and the settlers were helped by the beginnings of the cruel slave trade, through which merchants, mainly English, brought slaves from Africa. And some small groups from other parts of Europe established themselves on parts of the middle coast.


The last of the main foundations came in 1682. At this time the Quakers had become the most energetic representatives in England of the Puritan tradition, and William Penn, a prominent English Quaker, led a group of religious sympathizers to settle in Pennsylvania, which attractive arrangements for the allocation of land and with a ready-made plan for a central town at Philadelphia. This settlement may be added to that of the Pilgrim Fathers at the centre of the American mythology; the Protestant individualism of these early pioneers has been idealized to provide the United States with a symbol of its original purpose.  

2.1.4. The sources of success and achievements of the first settlers. The beginning of the consolidation. 

The first settlers – who were they? What were they like?

So, from the very beginning the first settlers were of different origin, we can pay attention even to geographical names brought from different European countries. They had to unite, to support each other to survive.

The idealistic motives, which inspired the first migrants to New England in 1620/40 still remain important for the Americans’ picture of themselves. These early adventures were for the most part intensely religious people, and though religion was not the only source of inspiration for their enterprise it was an important element in a set of motives in which one can see signs of consistency. Many wanted to escape from the oppressive religious and social atmosphere of the England, which they left behind. Most of them were Protestants not ready to accept the structure of doctrine and religious practice of the first of England, which had been evolved from the Reformation. In England their beliefs caused them inconvenience and sometimes danger. But their individualism was not only religious but also economic and social. The European middle class, based on individual enterprise and effort, was already developing rather painfully, and more effectively in England and the Netherlands than in the rest of Europe.  The idea of migration to America was attractive to some of the energetic individualists of the time, who were able to think for themselves and understand argument on political, religious and philosophical questions; they easily became critical of the pattern of English society. When they crossed to America they brought with them a determination to build a new society which was free of the bad elements of the old, whole preserving those which seemed to them good.

It does not take much imagination to think of the courage and other admirable qualities needed by the early settlers. They left behind them all security and everything that was familiar, they knew the risk of shipwreck, they faced tremendous uncertainty and hardship in their new home. Each was far more of a pioneer than any of today’s computer-aided astronauts.

The early American communities were religious, hardworking and serious. They were searching for a new freedom, but their enthusiasm for freedom did not prevent them from building their own demands for conformity, and they could themselves be intolerant towards unconventional people. Their enterprise and their ideals have provided modern America with an inspiration made the more lively by the fact that it is easy to concentrate on the favourable aspects of their story and greatly influence all the new-comers. But there are many unfavourable aspects too. 


In the eighteenth century the settlements along the east coast were organized as thirteen colonies, each with a governor, under British rule. Relations with the home government were not always good. Meanwhile, the colonies grew and developed, their populations constantly reinforced from Europe and particularly from Britain, Holland and Germany. In fact many of the settlers did not come willingly. Some bound themselves to serve for long periods to pay for their transport; some were convicts, transported in servitude instead of being hanged; some were thieves or murders; others people who had offended the British authorities in ways for which we would now have sympathy. And there was also the flood of slaves brought over from Africa and sold to work in the plantations of the south. 

Even the New England Puritans did some things, which, by the standards of their own ideals, were thoroughly discreditable. For a time Massachusetts had a government in which religious enthusiasm was carried to tyrannical lengths, and in some of the provinces, power was concentrated in the hands of a few privileged people.

When the colonists declared their independence in 1776 they were still predominantly British in origin and in outlook, and for some time afterwards the British were still the most numerous among the new settlers. Late migrants of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries were for the most part not brought to America by ideals of the same kind as those, which inspired the Pilgrim Fathers and the settlers who went with William Penn. The people from Ireland, Italy and Poland in particular, went to America in order to escape from intolerable poverty in their own home countries, and they were regarded as inferiors by the Americans of earlier generations. That caused their determined attempts of changing themselves. In spite of different position of the new arrivals compared with the old ones there is still an important element in common among them all. All were in rebellion against something which they did not like in their own environments and all were prepared to take risks and face great hardships in trying to build a new life for themselves. All white-American-born citizens to day are descended from the people who at some time made the great decision to move from Europe. This very fact gives them a common cultural back, and they are very conscious of sharing it. 

The southern settlements differed greatly from the northern ones. They had the special type of development with a rural economy and organization different from that of the northern states. The first settlements in Virginia were commercial ventures employing subordinate workers; English investors made money from the tobacco they planted. Later further south cotton plantations demanded labour on a large scale, and could most suitably be organized in large units. The need for labour was fulfilled by the trade in slaves brought over from Africa. So the population of European origin was supplemented by vast numbers of African slaves who soon came to seem necessary to the economy of the South. Thus there is a certain irony about the inclusion of the south in the American story. The ideals of the Pilgrim Fathers and those who settled in the northern states were above all individualistic and egalitarian, based on the idea that all people were equal in the sight of God and that they should have equal consideration and opportunity in their earthly life. Yet in the South the plantation produced a social structure far more rigidly divided than that of the old England which the Pilgrims Fathers had rejected. From the beginning many Americans in the North found slavery offensive to their philosophy, while people in the South not only accepted slavery but seceded from the Union to preserve it. It took four years of war to bring them back and to free the slaves, but inequality survived. Nevertheless the northern states managed to win the South due to their economic superiority and traits of character mentioned earlier. They even managed partially to change and to melt the southerners. Although the problem of race segregation is not completely destroyed in some people’s mind, but public opinion towards the coloured population has greatly changed by recently. 


Another unfavourable part of the story, concerning both the South and North, is the relationship of the settlers with the native Americans. Before any settlement from Europe, America was populated by scattered tribes of people, who are thought to have come originally from central Asia and Siberia. They probably migrated between twelve and thirteenth thousand years ago, crossing by raft or ice to Alaska and making their way southwards to more hospitable climates By 1492, when Christopher Columbus crossed the Atlantic from Europe, all the Americans were inhabited by the descendents of those original migrants from central Asia. The European explorers called them ‘Red Indians’.

It is worth mentioning that the Indians on the Spanish and Portuguese territories were so speedily influenced by the conquerors that within a dozen generations the majority of the population were no longer deniable as Indians and Europeans. Their descendants now comprise the most of population in the countries of Central and South America. So the Spanish and the Portuguese did not manage either destroy the natives or to live in this areas separately from them. And despite the Spanish-Portuguese conquest undoubtedly killed large numbers of the old inhabitants of these countries, the natives were speedily and much more easily influenced by them than their northern neighbours. With the native Americans of North America the story is very different. The Indians on these areas were almost completely destroyed by the Anglo-Saxes’ descendants, because they did not want to be mixed and melted in a single nation with the Europeans. Very few of them now live in reservations, those of the Indians who want to keep themselves as a nation. To be honest we should tell that Spanish estimates made nearly a hundred years later from their invasion suggest that there may be about twenty million “Indians” in the area to the south of the present United States. Among them some, in certain areas, had quite highly organized and creative societies, though some of their civilizations had collapsed long before. But modern estimates suggest that in 1600 there were only about a million people in the whole of what is now the United States. Few of them were near the east coast and for the most of them the first contacts with settlers from Europe were spread over two centuries or more. These ‘Amerindians’ (as they are sometimes called) lived scattered in many dozens of small tribes, each with little knowledge of any world beyond the areas where it lived and wandered. They had simple tools, no writing, no substantial social organizations; some were nomadic. To the European settlers they seemed primitive. In the long run in the conflict between the natives and the Europeans, the Indians were the losers. 

2.1.5. The century of massive settlement (1820-1920)

After the War of Independent probably only about 150000 people settled in the United States between 1789 and 1820, or 5000 each year. So we can see that the coming of independence did not lead immediately to a great new wave of people. The people already settled and completely identified with the country formed a big majority, so that the new arrivals felt themselves as a small number arriving in a settled community. There was thus every reason for them to assimilate quickly. In any case by the fact of going to America they had shown their desire to incorporate themselves in this new community, and for the most part they came from Great Britain. Sharing a language and in general sharing ideals and objectives with those who were there before them. In 1790 over four-fifths of the white population were said to be of British origin. Every American society was very British, in the sense that British ideas and ways of living had been taken to a new environment and adapted to it. Even as the new society developed its own characteristics there were many features in it which continued to show the British influence. 


About 1820 the flow of new settlers from Europe began to increase dramatically. Between 1820 and 1840 over a million people migrated to the United States, nearly ten times as many as in the previous twenty years, and many were from Ireland and continental Europe. 


1820 may have seemed a turning point in the flow of migration, but 1840 could be regarded as another one. The development of steamships made the conditions of travel easier, though by any modern standards they were still terrible. The forty years, 1840-1860, brought almost ten million migrants to America or a quarter of a million a year: fifty times as many as in the early years of the century. Many of the migrants during this period came from Germany and for the rest if the nineteenth century German migration was no less important than that from Great Britain. There was also great numbers from Ireland, escaping from the poverty and famine of their own country, whose population fell rapidly during this period. The Germans, mainly Protestants, were assimilated easily enough into the English–American society of the time, but the Irish kept themselves rather more separate. They did not need to learn an entirely new language (though some were Irish-speaking), but they were nearly all Catholics, full of resentment at the domination of their own home country by the English, and particularly by the English Protestant landlords. In the famine of the 1840s over a million died, but another million escaped to England or America. And the new Irish-Americans saved money to help their relations to come and join them. Irish immigrants met some hostile prejudice after a time. They were supposed to be unreliable, and they certainly threatened the Protestant domination. There were notices outside factories ‘No Irish need apply’.


 For many of the migrants of this time the move involved not only a change of homeland, but a change from farm to factory, from country to town. American industry was developing rapidly from the east coast to Chicago and beyond, and many of the new migrants were absorbed in the factories that were growing up everywhere. Evidently, they were not in a position to negotiate regarding their conditions of employment, and nineteenth-century industrial development in the American cities produced social problems little less evil than those to be found in England and Germany at the same time. But there was still a little more possibility of escape from bad conditions, and the fertility of the land, the abundant supply of minerals and the absence of barriers to trade made it possible for the real wealth of the community to grow so that it soon outstripped that of the old European countries. 

So, favourable conditions for the settlers and familiar language and religious surroundings helped the new-comers to assimilate with the American citizens.

By the middle of the century the United States had a larger population  than any single European country, and by 1880 it reached fifty million. When we consider that ten million people had arrived as immigrants during the preceding 40 years we can see at once that the proportion of newly arrived people to the whole population was much bigger by 1880 than it had been in the early stages. The new arrivals up to the middle of the nineteenth century had found themselves in a tiny minority in the community, which was settled, in the sense that most of its members were descended from several generations of Americans. By 1880 there were large communities in which most of the adults had been born in Europe. Many of the new arrivals were following friends and relatives. Who had come already, many had heard new of possibilities of employment. There were some compact national groups, particularly of Germans, so that some whole communities were composed mainly of people recently arrived from Germany. It might have been possible for large areas to become homes for compact ethnic groups maintaining the German language and German customs, and so building up new little Germanies on the American continent, but in practice this never happened. Groups of Germans did keep their own national identity and they did live together, but they were always assimilated into the general pattern of American culture.


Perhaps the Civil War (1861-1865) had some influence in the development of national consciousness. The war settled the question of whether the United States should remain one political unit or split into two. The people newly arrived from Europe had nearly all settled in the North and could easily identify themselves with the northern position. To them the South was like a foreign country, and their share in the victory made it possible for them to have a greater consciousness of being American.


More than three-quarters of a million people crossed as settlers in 1882 and the flow continued, with some big fluctuations. New sources suddenly developed, as new trickles of people from northern, then eastern and southern Europe began to grow. One-tenth of the whole population of Sweden and Norway left for America in only ten years, 1881-1890. The Swedes were escaping from poverty in a northern European country still dominated by the aristocracy and still economically backward. Yet the very time of the great Swedish migration was also the time of the beginning of Swedish industrial development at home, which was soon together momentum so as to bring Sweden to a standard of living unequalled in the United States. Like the Germans, The Swedes tended on the whole to move to the Midwest. Their numbers were soon far surpassed by those from Italy, Russia, Hungary and the Slave-speaking from Eastern Europe, including many Jews escaping from sporadic persecution.


Migration was stimulated and encouraged by the activities of German and other shipping companies and by the offers of cheap transport, which they spread around areas of European poverty. Twelve million immigrants came in 1900-1914, and during the final years before the First World War, three-quarters of the new arrivals came from Eastern Europe and Italy. They were on the whole regarded as inferiors, and they were conscious of having started late in the race for wealth and prestige in the society they had come to join. It was a great advantage at this time to be a white Anglo-Saxon Protestant (WASP), and a disadvantage to be a Catholic or a Jew, or from Italy or Eastern Europe. These new groups had to practise a good deal of self-help and community development on their own for the sake of their own protection. Being different in so many obvious ways from the established Americans, they found it hard to get themselves accepted. 

2.1.6. Immigration since 1920


After the First World War, migration from Europe was on much smaller scale. In 1921 new rules restricted the number of immigrants allowed from each country – and favoured northern Europeans. They allowed less than 6000 people a year from Italy, but ten times as many from Great Britain – though the quotas were amended after 1929. But soon the great depression, then Second World War, played their part in restricting the flow further still, and since then the small numbers coming from Europe have been very different from the earlier generations. Professors, engineers, scientists and doctors have come, partially from Britain, to better conditions of work and much higher pay than they would find in Europe. Intellectuals and specialists of every kind have brought their special skills to reinforce American industry, commerce, education, research, arts and entertainment. Many of these people have received their education and training at the expense of their taxpayers of their own home countries.


Even among these well-qualified people, some have been refugees from persecution. It would be hard to find a single group who has brought such benefits to America as the Jews who escaped from Nazi Germany and Austria, many of them after experiencing great difficulties, both at home and on the way. After 1945 there were other refugees from central Europe, many of them intellectuals or former members of what the new rulers called the bourgeoisie. In the turmoil caused by the political changes of that time it was not practicable to operate a national quota system along with an open door for refugees; but the total numbers admitted to the United States were small when compared with those of fifty years before. 

Immigration from Europe has declined even more since the 1950s, though the flow of doctors, nurses and scientists from Britain caused anxiety in that country about what is called ‘the brain drain’. Fewer European settlers came in the fifteen years from 1970 to 1985 than in the one year of 1907. One reason for the change is the increasing prosperity of Western Europe, another difficulty of leaving Eastern Europe. But there are plenty of people from Europe living temporarily in the United States, with remits to work but not to stay indefinitely. There is not only a ‘brain drain’ to America, but also a continuous flow both ways across the Atlantic as professors and managers make their carriers partly on one side, partly on the other, bringing America and Europe closer to each other. Meanwhile the main sources of immigration have been increasingly outside Europe, mainly Central America and the Caribbean but also Asia and to a less extent, Africa.


Chinese and Japanese communities had been established, mainly in the western cities, before 1900, and later fed by a small trickle across the Pacific, both before and after the quota system had been set up. By the 1960s quite large numbers had come from the American Caribbean island of Puerto Rico, and then, after 1959, many thousand of opponents of the new regime in Cuba were accepted as refugees. At that time it was widely felt that the old immigration policy had been ‘racist’. In response to this, quotas for countries in Africa and Asia were increased, or allowed for the first time.


One and a half million people came from Asia in the 1970s, ten times as many as in the 1950s, and the flow from Asia grew in the 1980s. In 1985 a quota of a million immigrants came from Asia, four times as many as from the whole of Europe. Although the Asians arriving since 1975 have included refugees from Vietnam, there have been far more from the other countries bordering the Pacific ocean, including a few accepted as refugees fleeing political persecution. But the biggest source of immigrants since 1960s has been Latin America, particularly Mexico – and among the people from Mexico the biggest element has probably been illegal, outside any quota or effective check or count. The two thousand kilometre border between the United States and Mexico is not very difficult to cross. There are no mines or other frightening obstacles. There are guards, but they do not shoot. Every year they catch tens of thousands trying to cross and send them back – but ten of thousands of others make their way without being caught. They are not all Mexicans, some come through Mexico from Guatemala or further south. 


According to the official figures, the United States has lately been receiving about half a million immigrants a year; twice as many as in the 1950s, but only half the peak of the early 1900s. But these figures do not include the uncounted people who cross from Mexico illegally. Officially the total of around 200000 coming from Latin America as a whole includes some 60000 from Mexico, but it is generally believed that the true figure is several times as great. On the other hand, even if the true total of people trying to escape from homeland poverty is as great as a hundred years ago, it is still much less in relation to the already settled population. Also just as it is much easier to cross the border from Mexico unseen than it is to escape notice when arriving by an intercontinental air service or ocean-going ship, so it is easy to go back again after a few months or years of working for wages much higher than can be earned at home. Many of the illegal immigrants do in fact stay in the United States, but the people who return to their own home countries are not really immigrants at all.


In 1987 a new form of indirect control of immigrants was brought into effect, against the wishes of some business interests as well as humanitarian liberals. It became a punishable offense to employ people without proper documentation. In the next few months the number of people caught trying to enter the U.S. illegally from Mexico declined. Meanwhile, people who can show that they have worked in the U.S. for five years can apply for, and normally obtain documents entitling them to stay and eventually to apply for naturalization as U.S. citizens. 

2.2. The American identity

2.2.1. The Europeans


About three-quarters of all United States citizens are descended wholly and directly from people born in Europe, and a small number (under five percent, mostly elderly) were themselves born in Europe. Because of the low level of immigration from Europe in the past seventy years the white Americans, considered as a group, are collectively more remote from their European origins than at any time since mass migration from Europe began in the nineteenth century. But this does not mean that they have all lost all contact with their European past. Surveys indicate that about half have no consciousness of being connected by descent with any country in particular. Some of these know that they are of mixed descent, others have no contact with any countries across the Atlantic, or no knowledge of their origins. Of those who consider themselves to have an identifiable origin in some particular country the biggest single national group, even now, feel ‘British’ – just over a tenth of the whole population. Almost as many are ‘German’ When we add to these relatively small numbers of ‘Swedes’ and other Scandinavians, as well as ‘Dutch’, we have about a quarter of the whole population identified with the mainly Protestant countries of northwestern Europe. Although some of the Germans and others in this group are Catholics or Jews, the main element among them is Protestant, as it was among the founders of the Republic in the late eighteenth century. People who are still strongly identified with a national origin other than northwestern European are commonly called ‘ethnics’ – though the term cannot be rigidly defined. There has been so much marriage outside the ethnic groups that not every person with a Greek surname can properly be regarded as an ethnic Greek. In general, ethnic groups have little wish to influence the relations of the United States with their old countries. But there are some exceptions. There are about six million Jewish-American citizens, and the foreign policy of the United States has tended to reflect the affinity with Israel which many Jewish –Americans express by their support for their national homeland. Also, there are now at least three times as many Catholic Irish-Americans as there are people in the whole of Ireland, and many of them feel involved, in different ways, with the troubles of their old country. Although there are still several million first and second generations Russian and East European ethnics, most of them are implacably hostile to communism and to the present regimes of their old home lands. The United States has few people with direct ancestral links with Spain or France. The main flow of migrants from Spain was to the countries of the old Spanish Empire. But the conquerors estimated that there were seven million Spanish-speaking native (‘Indian’) people in that Empire in 1974. Three centuries of Spanish migration, followed by more migration from other parts of Europe, together with constant interbreeding, have ensured that the recent waves of Hispanics moving to the United States have few direct links with Spain itself except the language and an adapted Spanish culture. 


France established and maintained its French-speaking base in Canada, and Quebec’s links with France are still strong. Compared with other European nations, France has produced relatively few transatlantic migrants, and those few have gone mainly to Quebec or other parts of Canada, now officially a bilingual nation. The constant flow of people both ways across the border between the United States and Canada (including some French-Canadians) looks more like movement between the states than a process of migration.


There are still few communities, mostly quite small, which maintain a distinct life within the America culture – and because the ordinary Americans are always looking for some variety in their home land, some of those surviving distinctive groups get much commercial advantage from being able to offer something different. The best example of this is the city of New Orleans, which keeps alive its French and Creole foundations. With the eighteenth century iron lacework balconies of its Vieux Carre, its Mardi Gras carnival, its good food, its rather special bars and its importance in the history of jazz, it is American in a special way, rather than French or Spanish. Ethnics may keep some qualities, which distinguish them from ‘Wasps’, and be none the less American for this distinctiveness. 


American culture has developed from being a special branch of British culture to become not only independent but also perhaps the most influential culture of the West. However America still reflects its British origins in ways which go far beyond the language. The older parts of the American cities, particularly near the east coast, look very like English towns, and even quite recently the influence of the admirable English design of the period around 1800 influenced much new building, in America as in England. However for the past sixty years the influence has been has been rather the other way round. The legal system is derived from the English system, and even now transatlantic precedents are citied in English and American courts of a law. Another British habit, which has survived, rather surprisingly, is in the system of measurements (except for money). The Americans got rid of the British pounds, shillings and pence in 1787, when they took the word ‘dollar’ from the old German ‘tharler’, and introduced a decimal currency. For measurements in general the metric system was made lawful by Congress in 1866, but in ordinary life distance is still measured in miles, yards, feet and inches, and weight in pounds and ounces.


All this does not mean that each modern British fashion crosses the Atlantic now to be taken up by Americans as a leader worth following, and American influence in modern Britain is now stronger than that of Britain in America. An energetic cross-fertilization across the Atlantic continues, and it covers industrial techniques as well as cultural attitudes. European students (particularly British) pour across the Atlantic to take higher degrees, and there is a massive interchange of university teachers. American jazz was taken up enthusiastically allover Europe many years ago. This new culture of the younger generation straddles the Atlantic, its origin multinational. But in all this, the Anglo-American link is kept especially vigorous by the absence of any linguistic barrier. 

2.2.2. American Indians


In general the American Indians have resisted assimilation, and have preferred to keep themselves separate, with their own distinct way of life modified by access to electricity, television and automobile.


To day there are about 1,5 million Amerindians, or around half of one percent of the U.S. population, and about half of them live in areas, some large, designated as ’reservations’. Others, including some who live in reservations, take part in the dominant economy, at various levels. There has been some intermarriage, but not much. Many live by farming, or by making jewellery and ornaments, which they sell to tourists. Federal and state governments spend generously in providing them with services and in encouraging their various enterprises. In general the Indians in the reservations remain outside the mainstream of economic development, yet enjoy the level of comfort that they can derive from the general wealth of society as a whole.

2.2.3. Afro-Americans

About twenty-seven million people, or a little more than one-tenth of all United States citizens, are descended from people brought across the Atlantic from Africa between 150 and 300 years ago as slaves. The consequences of this ancient trade have brought trouble and embarrassment to the American republic from the time of its foundation.


From the beginning the colonists in Pennsylvania, New York and New England stayed out of the slave trade, but they could not stop the plantation owners of the South from buying slaves from Africa - a trade shared by the West Indies and the southern continent. Towards 1800 the southern states stopped the trade and from then onwards no more slave ships came in, except for a few which came illegally. But by then there were nearly a million slaves in the plantation of the South, and the U.S. Constitution had not changed their status. Southern slavery was ended only with the victory of the northern states in the Civil War of 1861-1865. The U.S. Constitution was amended so as to outlaw slavery, and to grant automatic citizenship and the equal protection of the laws to any person born in the United States.


But long after 1865 the dominant whites in most of the South were still finding ways of excluding black citizens from real equality. Several of these devices, particularly those affecting voting rights, were found at various dates to be unconstitutional after argument before the Supreme Court of the United States. But even in the 1950s there were cases of southern black people being intimidated when they came to register as voters; and in the South there were still separate schools, separate seats in local buses, even separate hospital car parks – white-only facilities of many kinds. Black opposition to discrimination was led by the National Association for the Advancement of Coloured People, with strong support from illegally minded whites. The 1950s brought the beginnings of major change.


Back in 1896 the Supreme Court had ruled that if an education authority provided separate schools for black and white children, there was no denial of the ‘equal protection of the laws’, as guaranteed by the Constitution – provided that the separate schools were of equal quality. In 1954 the Court ruled that experience showed that separate schools could not be of equal quality, so the ‘equal protection’ clause of the fourteenth amendment could not allow states to provide separate education.


At this time a black clergyman, Martin Luther King, became the informal leader of active movements of non-violent protest against racial segregation of all kinds, and he gained admiring support from white Americans in the South as well as in the North. King came to the centre of the stage at the time when television was becoming widely available. When defenders of the white supremacist traditions of the South reacted violently against a peaceful campaign for equal treatment, television showed the unpleasant scenes, which they provoked. When the University of Mississippi admitted its first black student in 1962, he met with such threats of violence that he had to be protected by large groups of armed soldiers wherever he went. The people responsible for this intimidation soon learnt that their actions were seen on television, with hostile commentary, throughout the world. They could see that they brought shame, not just upon themselves, but upon their country.


After the assassination of John F. Kennedy in 1963, his successor as President, Lyndon Johnson, expanded his ideals and led Congress to pass laws to eliminate racial discrimination. Southern racism was soon in full retreat, and its downfall owed much to the charisma of Luther King, the symbol of the crusade against it. In 1969, Luther King, became a martyr too, and like Kennedy and his brother, he was assassinated. Later the U.S. Congress set aside one day each year as a national holiday in his memory – ah honour given to only one the other man, George Washington, the nation’s first President. 


By the 1970s blacks were registered as voters in the South in almost the same proportion as whites. Soon many were elected to important offices in southern states, and the South’s most important city, Atlanta, had a black mayor. Blacks have been elected as mayors of several of the nation’s biggest cities (including Chicago, Philadelphia, Detroit, Cleveland and Washington, D.C.) and hundreds of smaller ones: others have been elected or appointed to many of the highest national and state offices in the South as well as in the North, including the Cabinet and the Supreme Court. There are now some thousands of black millionaires, not only athletes and entertainers but also in business and the professions as well.


Except for a few pockets of resistance (such as the obscure county in Georgia which still excluded black residents even in 1987), segregation and race discrimination in the South has ceased to be a special problem by around 1970. But this did not mean that the conditions of blacks everywhere had become altogether happy, particularly in the northern cities. For several decades blacks moved in large numbers from the southern states to find work in the industries of the northern cities. Although this northward movement has lately been reduced as a result of improved civil rights and material prosperity in the South, there are by now more blacks in the North than in the South. Their condition in the North is by no means free of social problems. The average earnings of blacks are relatively low, and they are in general the first to become unemployed. In the 1960s and for some time afterwards, the gap between white and black earnings and unemployment was progressively narrowed, but more recently the still-surviving gap has remained, and unemployment is still high among those young black people who leave school without educational qualifications.


De facto residential segregation still survives. A hundred years ago, when the first waves of blacks moved into the northern cities, white residents would move away from their homes when black people rented or bought houses nearby. Within a few years a street once occupied by whites would be inhabited by only black people. As the process continued, whole areas of cities would become all-black while others stayed white. Segregation of this kind does not affect blacks only: there are concentrations of Poles, Italians, ‘ethnics’ of every kind. But it is more visible more concentrated across the dividing line of colour and there are significant effects on politics, on education, and on the whole character of many cities.


In Cleveland, Chicago and Philadelphia, a third to a half of the city inhabitants are now black, many of them concentrated in the least salubrious areas. In Detroit, Washington, D.C. and Baltimore the figure is more than half. The schools are not segregated by law, but if a black child goes to the nearest school he or she may well find de facto segregation there: only black children because no others live nearby. In several towns the courts have ordered the education authorities to ensure a racial mix within their schools by forcing parents to send their children by bus to schools far away. This process of ‘busing, has not surprisingly produced angry resistance, and has been the occasion of such serious trouble that the courts have lost confidence in this solution. But where there is no busing, many black schools find it hard to educate their pupils.


Discrimination against blacks, both in admission to all public places and in employment, is now illegal. Indeed, some employers have a deliberate policy of ‘affirmative actions’ discriminating in their favour. In some police forces and many northern and southern states and national government departments, blacks have been systematically and openly favoured for promotion, and where there have been promotion examinations to be passed, the minimum grade has been set at a lower level for blacks and for whites. Universities have done the same in admitting students – but this practice has caused difficulties.  A white man failed to gain admission to a University of California medical school because his were not good enough, while a black man with lower grades was accepted. The white man’s complaint, that he was being denied equal treatment, gave the U.S. Supreme Court great difficulty. In principle it allowed positive discrimination in favour of one person (and thus against another) if there is a need to correct the relative disadvantage previously suffered by the first person because of his or her member ship of a disadvantaged group.


By now a generation has passed since the great reforms of the 1960s, and the general enthusiasm that supported them has tended to dry up. The ideals that the blacks should become equal participants with the whites in all aspects of life, has not been helped by some black rejection of that purpose. Some leaders of black opinion have used backward-looking and divisive slogans, with argument pointing toward a separate culture. Somme blacks have even reviled Martin Luther King as a traitor to the cause of separate development, rather than assimilation. Meanwhile conservatives, while distancing themselves from the few surviving white racist groups, show little positive enthusiasm for the cause of universal equality.

2.2.4. Hispanics

The Census Bureau recorded that in 1985 there were in the United States almost seventeen million people of Spanish origin (elsewhere, and more usually, described as ‘Hispanic’). These are people who reported that their normal language was Spanish; they are also described as being of any race. So, in 1985 about seven per cent of the population was Hispanic. But the recorded numbers had increased by 2,5 million in five years, and the increase is continuing both through immigration, legal and illegal, and because of the age structure of the Hispanic population and a relatively high birthrate. In 1980 the median age of Hispanic residents was 23 (that is, half were older, half younger than 23) compared with 30 for the U.S. population as a whole. Also, it is believed that the figure may be understated, because significant numbers of recent illegal entrants may not have been counted. It seems likely that during the 1990s the Hispanic element will rise to a tenth of the whole population. 


Almost all the Hispanics are people who have come from Latin America, or their children or later generations descended from them. About one-sixth, or 2,5 million, originate from the American Caribbean island; of Puerto-Rico – nearly as many people as are now living on the island; but as Puerto-Rico is a territory of the United States (though not itself a state) people from there are not counted as immigrants or foreign-born when they move to the continental U.S.


The 1980 census recorded only four million residents in the U.S. as foreign-born immigrants from the whole of Latin America other than Puerto Rico. Almost two-thirds of these were from Mexico, and the remainders nearly all from Puerto-Rico. As the total of Hispanic residents was 14.5 million, or 12 million other than Puerto Ricans, the figures indicate that about eight million must have been born in the United States. Some of these could be assumed to be surviving immigrants from the first half of the twentieth century, or their children or grand children still sufficiently unassimilated to report them selves as Hispanic, other children of more recent immigrants. But the recent immigrants and their children are by far the largest element.


There are several reasons why Hispanics are classed as a distinct group, unlike any of the large national or linguistic groups, which came from Europe in the period of mass immigration before 1920. First the Hispanics have come, since about 1950 (but more still since 1970), in very large numbers. Second, they have tended to remain in certain parts of the U.S. so that in these areas there has been an obvious change in the balance of population. Third, because so many have been concentrated in particular areas, they have tended to be slow to learn English, and to keep together in their groups. Fourth, they or a majority of them, appear to be ethnically different from white or black Americans. Each of these matters demands examination.


First, the large numbers seem particularly important because the motive for their coming, to seek better material conditions than at home, seems likely to continue to encourage a long-term condition of the flow. They may not to be poorer at home, or when they arrive, than most of the Italians who came in 1900-1920, but in relative terms their poverty is greater, and they are for the most part escaping from ‘third world’ conditions. 


The regional concentration is complex. Much the largest is in the southwestern states, from California to Texas, and there the Hispanics come mainly from Mexico and the countries to the south of it. In the scrawling metropolitan area of Los Angeles there were already two million Hispanics in 1980, and the number has increased since then, so that it is nearly a quarter of the whole population. The numerous local school boards are faced with vast numbers of pupils who first come to school not knowing any English, and there is controversy about the best approach to their education. Some Hispanics are pressing for the maintenance of a culture within American society more distinct than any of the local ethnic cultures which survive from the earlier I4rrish or Italian immigrations. In particular there is a demand for the Spanish language to continue to be used as an alternative to English, and this demand has produced controversy. It is supported by some civil rights activists but not by all Hispanics. In 1987 the people of California voted in a state-wide referendum, by a large majority, to approve a proposal that English is the official language of the state.


In Texas the major city of San Antonio, which was the capital under Spanish and Mexican rule and was still the state’s largest city in the 1920s, now has a majority of Hispanics, mainly of Mexican origin, though the proportions are much lower in the now bigger cities of Houston and Dallas, further from the border. Another area with large numbers of Hispanics is the southern Florida, where they are a majority of the population of the main city, Miami. But here they are mainly immigrants from Cuba, opponents of the communist regime established after Fidel Castro’s revolution in 1959. Florida’s Cubans have little in common with the majority of the people who have come from Central America to the southwestern United States. Many of the Cubans came from that countries business and professional elements, with skills and qualifications, which were useful in their new American environment.


Outside the Southwest and Florida, the only places with substantial Hispanic population are New York and Chicago, with two million in the consolidated Metropolitan Area of New York, or twelve percent of the total in 1980. Most of New York’s Hispanics are originally from Puerto Rico, and the great majority is in the sectors of New York City and the satellite cities of New Jersey, particularly in those inner-city areas which also have large black population and drastically declining total populations. The position with Chicago is similar, though in that city Hispanics are outnumbered more than twice over by blacks.


Government statistics show that by several important indications people of Puerto Rican origin are less favourably placed than the general population or than other Hispanics. Well over a third of all Puerto Rican households are single-parent families (three times as many proportionality as among other Hispanics, who in their turn have more single –parent families than Americans, in general). Among all Puerto Ricans unemployment is higher than among other Hispanics, far more are below the poverty line and fewer are prosperous.

2.2.5. Asians


In 1950 there were fewer than 200 000 Americans with origins across the Pacific, nearly all in China, Japan and the Philippines. Now there are more than four million (2 per cent of the population) mostly from these countries but also including people from the Indian subcontinent and Indonesia, and in particular, Vietnam. Some tens of thousands of Vietnamese were brought to the U.S. in a special relief programme around 1975, when the communists’ takeover of their country seemed inevitable. Others are refugees, including ‘boat-people’.


Having first reached America’s west coast, the East Asians tend to stay in that area, though people from the Indian subcontinent have mainly come through Europe to the East coast. One recent survey indicates that the educational attainments and average income of young Asians once established in the United States is above the average for the general population. There is as yet not much intermarriage, but this group seems to be integrating itself quite smoothly with established American society.

2.2.6. A people on the move

After one migration the next comes more easily. New arrivals in America usually want to settle down to work and home as quickly as they can, but they may well move again sooner or later. American life has always had its elements of change, of movement, some say of restlessness, and this is still so now. In some states only one house in five has people living in it who have been there for more than five years. In this story of constant movement we think at first of the early pioneers journeying westwards, taking a step further the adventure which had brought them or their parents across the Atlantic. Now there is movement, short and long, in every direction. Some leave their homes because changing economic conditions have put them out of work; others go to better jobs, or move because they have been promoted. Even now some go without security and full of anxiety; but others more fortunate, can move in comfort, with a good job and a new home ready waiting for them. Most college graduates, the new meritocracy have studied away from home, and see movement as a condition and as one of the symbols of that success in life to which they almost automatically aspire.


Any person who moves to a new home (or who makes any other big change in his or her way of life) feels a mixture of elation and apprehension, and hopes to find something familiar to give some security. For the transatlantic migrants from Europe this need has often been filled by family connections. After the pioneers from Eastern Europe and Italy, many transatlantic migrants came to join relations or village friends. But today the modern movements within America are more often detached from consideration of the extended family. A family unit consisting of parents of parents and children will move together, but their movements are unlikely to be related to those of wider family group. But the open friendliness of the suburbs, with their frequent departures and arrivals, gives a new comer scope for feeling at home quickly. And many people belong to associations through which they can soon enter the social life of a new community, to say nothing of the churches.


The idea of moving is so thoroughly accepted that people tend to remain relatively unattached to the place where they happen to be at a particular time. At once we see a contradiction here. The United States is a system of separate states, and whichever state people live in is responsible for the whole of the ordinary business of government, which affects them. It would thus seem that membership of the state where people reside is a very important part of their political allegiance. Yet while French people may think it most unlikely that they will leave France to go and live in another part of Europe, Americans living in Indiana most probably accept the idea that it is quite likely that they will move to some other state during their lifetimes. So although each state is a political unit having many of the characteristics of a nation state, a large part of his inhabitants at any time are people who have not always lived there. In some important ways America, for all its diversity, is also very homogeneous.


Movement within the United States has always been mainly towards the West. In the early days there were empty areas to the west of the fully settled parts of the country, and pioneers could go to these areas in order to make new homes in places which had never before been developed. Until about 1900, the idea of the frontier was enormously important in the Americans’ conception of their own position in the world. If people were not satisfied with life where they were, they could go off as pioneers to tame a new piece of land and make it theirs own.


By about 1900 people had occupied most of the land worth cultivating. There are still, even now, vast untouched spaces of desert and mountain, but when people develop them, they work from well-established centres and depend on modern technology. There is no frontier any more in the old sense.


The greatest migration of recent times has been to California. In 1950-1965 almost as many people moved from east, north and south to California as had crossed the Atlantic in the most active fifteen years of migration to America from Europe. While this movement grew, Hollywood’s film studious were running down, some of them abandoned; but new and sophisticated industries growing in and around Los Angeles attracted a stream of new residents, highly-skilled and well-qualified, who moved into their new homes and gardens scattered over a vast area of suburbs. More recently the movement from the East to California has declined, as the earlier growth has brought notorious disadvantages, like smog and endless busy roads through built-up areas; but the new influx of immigrants from Mexico has kept the population growing fast.


It is not only to California that Americans have been moving from the North, but to other parts of the South and West as well, particularly those parts which have costs or mountains. In some cases, mineral resources encourage growth, in others low taxes, weak trade unions or cheap and docile Hispanic immigrant workers. Texas has all these advantages (but no scenery) the desert states of the Southwest have them all.


One thing that leads people to move in affluent modern times is the desire for better climate, more attractive scenery, more agreeable living. Americans working in Detroit or Indianapolis dream of retirement to Florida or California, where they will escape the cold winter of the North, and in northern cities the selling of plots of land for building new houses on reclaimed Florida swamps is quite a substantial industry. Some areas such as that round Tampa Bay in southwestern Florida have specially adapted themselves as centres for retirement with all kinds of Facilities for helping the elderly to move in comfortably and with out anxiety and for keeping them happy in their new homes. This new world of the retired has added itself to the orange-growing, agriculture and forestry which have been intensively developed, but which have already brought in enough people for their needs.


But it is not only the old who like the thought of warmer climates. Many new industries which do not need to be close to their markets have been built up in the South and West, partly with the idea that well-qualified northern workers, already satisfied by their high living standard, will think that better surroundings and warmer winter will make their living standard still higher. So warm sunshine attracts both its flow of retired, residence in their new homes, and its growth of industries, which supply goods for other areas. Such new industries tend to need a high proportion of skilled workers, scientists, technologists; these create further demands for local industries and services, and for people to supply them. It is commonly believed that hot climates reduce people’s energy and that the people of the South walk and talk more slowly than the busy northerners. But now the air –conditioning is accepted as a normal provision in factories, offices and other places where people work, and that the mosquitoes and other dangers to health have been eliminated, the South is to fit to receive modern industries and can help, them prosper.

2.3. Religion 


Religion is a subject which is peculiar in its American setting: in Europe scientific progress and economic advance have in general been accompanied by a decline in the influence of religion, but in America there is sign of any such development. Religion is only one aspect of private life, and other aspects are dealt with too. 




Although the history of America religion has flourished, the people have sustained their churches and their ministers, their priest and rabbis, with money so abundant that religion is big business. There are plenty of agnostics in intellectual circles and some (but not all) of the inhabitants of inner city slums are as much alienated from religion as from other conventional activity: but these are numerically quite small deviations from the norm of the suburbs, rural areas and small towns, where most of the people live. The age of television has brought a change of emphasis. The main churches have lost some of their members, and some are less full than they were thirty years ago, though they are still more vigorous than their counterparts in most of Europe. Religion has survived the rise of technology and of material prosperity more strongly in America than in the European homelands.


Several explanations have been offered. Religion in America has never been identified with an oppressive or dominant social class or set off political institutions. The Pilgrim Fathers, and many of those who followed them, left Europe to be free to worship in their own way, not as the established authorities told them to. The Americans mythology assigns its first place to religious freedom and spontaneity. The original basis of freedom creates a social pressure in favour of religion. Most people want to identify themselves with dominant values, and going freely to the church of one’s choice is a way of doing so, and of gaining acceptance in the face of subtle demand for conformity, and the church is a place where people can meet others with whom they would lie to make friends. Religion for most people in America is important mainly as a means of getting together with others in a context which is so little defined that its values, expressing merely general good will, can be easily shared. Most clergymen run their churches in a way, which fits in with the ideas of their congregations. People go to church and it helps them to feel that they have a place in a community. 


America is remarkable now, as in the past, for its attachment to the principle of freedom of belief or disbelief. As the early Americans had escaped from religious persecution in their old countries, so they were determined that they would be no religious oppression in the new home they were building. When the Bill of Rights in the United States Constitution was drawn up, it began in its very first article by insisting that there should be no state religion, and complete freedom of belief and religious practice or non-belief has been jealously protected by the Supreme Court in its interpretations of the Bill of Rights. 


Two sets of experiences inspired the First Amendment in 1791. The most respected builders of the original colonies had been refugees from the established religions of the European countries from which they came, and also there was the history of seventeenth – century Massachusetts, where Baptists, Quakers and other dissidents had been prosecuted by authorities closely identified with Puritan Ministers who would not tolerate forms of  Puritanism different from their own. One of the earliest tests of the First Amendment came then sate legislatures responded to demands from religious groups to keep Sunday holy by passing laws restricting work or sport on Sunday. The Supreme Court ruled that such laws were unconstitutional. Apart from Christmas, an ancient and customary mid-winter feast, there are no religious public holidays, and controversial rulings of the Court have forbidden prayers in public schools. The first amendment ensured freedom from persecution for the new waves of Catholic immigrants in the nineteenth century, and later for the Orthodox from Greece, Eastern Europe and Armenia. Even so, non-Protestants had, and still have, a feeling of cohesion arising from their minority status.

2.3.1. Protestants


Nearly all Americans adhere to the various branches of religion, brought from Europe by the immigrants. The people of the original thirteen states in 1787 were nearly all Protestants, as are nearly three-quarters of the people now. Most, including many of those who are not conscious of any links with any particular European country, belong to denomination with roots in Great Britain, or to their purely American offshoots. He only significant exception are the Lutherans, though more than half of the people who consider themselves ethnically German now belong to non-Lutheran denomination.


The Church of England has its counterpart in the closely associated American Episcopal Church (sometimes called Anglican), which shares its theology and form of organization – though it already ordained women priest while the Church of England did not. Its membership is small and slowly falling, but exceptionally respectable. Far more numerous than the Anglicans are the denominations based on post-reformation Puritanism, such as Baptists, Presbyterians and Congregationalists (though this name is not now used), as well as Methodists, who follow a later breakaway from the Church of England.


The old doctrinal arguments, which long ago produced so many sects are now forgotten, and the differences between denominations are scarcely noticeable. No matter what its basis, each church with its minister is a self-standing community, supported by its members, depending on the effectiveness of its leadership and above all on its minister. “Go into the churches (I mean the Protestant ones), you will hear morality preached, of doctrine not a word.” So wrote Alexis de Tocqueville in his notes for his masterpiece Democracy in America in 1835. It is the same today. A recent survey found that many regular churchgoers could not name the four gospels, though they responded well to their churches’ appeals for funds, whether to maintain their minister and the buildings or to help worthy causes at home or in the Third World.


The biggest single Protestant denomination, that of the Baptists, which has complex Anglo-Dutch origins, is strongest in the Southern “Bible Belt”, which stretches from the Carolinas to Texas. Black and white Baptist congregations are still mainly separate. Many black churches have been centres of the struggle for black people’s rights and interests, while most white congregations of the Southern Baptist Convention are conservative in their politics, and fundamentalist in basing their religion on the Bible.

We shall consider the question of gradual grinding, melting and dissolving the settlers of different origin.

1. In the USA there is no obvious pressing on the new-comers. You know that resistance unites those who are being pressed and separates them from the others. There is a certain freedom for everybody. So, all the new-comers, keeping their national peculiarities for a certain period, gradually become the representative of a single nation, the Americans.

2. In the USA there is a high standard of living. Material values and the power of money have always played an important part in the history of mankind. And the material factor raises very different people on a rather high level, the same level, gradually obliterating the national distinctions. 

3. Protestantism prevails over the other religions because of the Protestant Church's wealth, employing advanced informatiom technologies. This religion is rather pragmatic and responds to the pragmatism of the society.

Both to inside and outside world American Protestantism is best known through its star performers, who have adapted developing communications technology to religion purposes. Even Pope John Paul II’s rallies may well reflect Graham’s organizing methods. Each one of Graham’s performances, to an audience, to an audience of many thousands in a football stadium or exhibition hall is based on many months of preparation by its staff and local churches. 

It sometimes seems to get far from both God and spirit but it works. Hundred thousands of people turn out to be involved in the sphere of that influence. 

Each of the dozens of successful television preachers has a purpose-built church, or hall, or theatre, for serviсes and an office-complex to receive the money that flows in from a few million faithful followers far away – and to spend the money too. Perhaps the most sober of these stars is Jerry Falwell, the man of the “Moral Majority” - a concept central to national politics in the 1970s and 1980s. Its theme is distinctly right wing and anti-liberal, and its influence spreads beyond Fallwell’s adherents. In presenting himself as a candidate for the presidency, Ronald Reagan espoused the cause of the moral majority, which among other aims maintains the hope that one day the Supreme Court will rule that that prayers in public schools and state laws against abortion are after all not against the US Constitution. The Moral Majority upholds old traditional values of private and public life and business but in 1986 even many candidates from democratic party took care to endorse these values too. In their opposition to permissiveness the evangelists are the natural allies of those Catholics who support the Vatican’s position – though this agreement does not extend to the other right wing policies of the moral majority, over economic issues, defence and foreign policy. Although some fundamentalists among the evangelicals maintain their traditional antipathy to the Catholic Church. Many are ready to work with it and with other Christians.

2.3.2. Mormons

The nineteenth century produced one enduring religion indigenous to America, Mormonism, which is almost the state religion in one state, Utah. Mormons or “latter day saint” are not just another Protestant sect. They have a complete theology of their own, which is in some respects outside the bounds of normally defined Christianity. In 1827 Joseph Smith, receiving some revelations, one of which he produced as “the Book of Mormon”, and his followers set off to found a “new Zion” in various parts of the Midwest. After Smith’s death murdered by an angry mob for his advocacy and practice of polygamy (based on a revelation) a pioneering group led by his successor Brigham Young, set off westward through the wilderness. They crossed the main range of the Rocky Mountains, and when they reached the empty valley of Great Salt Lake they settled there. In 1896 after polygamy was abandoned the new state of Utah was admitted to the Union. Mormon political leadership was then and still is informal, but it is reflected in laws restricting alcohol and upholding puritan ideals. Mormonism’s continuing attempts to convert the world have made little progress, but since 1970 it has gained strength in the U.S. outside Utah. Mormonism has not swept the world, and to an outsider it can easily look just like another respectable Protestant denomination.

2.3.3. Quakers

The Friends United Meeting with only 58,000 members in 1983 (compared with 80,000 fifty years ago) is a religious body too small for inclusion in a general survey of religion. But this group, often described as “Quakers”, has an immense importance in the history of America. In its early days in the 17th century its members suffered persecution in England foe their obstinate insistence on their own harmless practices – so, too, in the early American colonies except Rode Island. Quakers insist on the equality of people before God and worship in meetings with no minister or order of service, often sitting in silence for long periods. They abjure all violence. With their austerity many have been successful in business.

In 1677 and 1680, the English king gave powers to groups of Quakers which enable them to devise the first constitution for the colonies of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, which had previously been irregularly governed. The aristocratic and rich English Quaker, William Penn, gave his name to Pennsylvania and was its first governor, having a strong personal responsibility for the exceptionally tolerant, democratic and liberal forms of the constitutions of these two colonies. He and his group of Quakers founded the city of Philadelphia, which was named for the Friends’ principle of brotherly love, and which was the first capital of the United States. The ideals of the Quakers, including religious tolerance, were influential in the preparation of the Constitution of the United States, and the Society of Friends is still greatly respected.

2.3.4. Catholics

A quarter of all Americans are Catholics, almost all descended from immigrants from Catholic countries, first from Europe now also from the former lands of the Spanish Empire. They are far more numerous than any single Protestant group. The Basilica in Washington is the nation’s biggest church building, nearly as big as St Peter’s, Rome, and it is surrounded by a Catholic university and other institutions. But it is not easy for Americans to live under an authority in another continent. They may admire Pope John Paul’s personal charisma, but not his rulings on matters such as contraception and divorce. A recent survey showed that three quarters of Catholic couples practice birth control, and almost half of all Catholic marriages collapse – the same proportion as among non-Catholics. Many American Catholics, among the clergy and the laity, want priests to be free to marry, and want women to be ordained as priests. A recent survey found that less than half of all Catholics go regularly to Mass – compared with three-quarters thirty years ago. In the same period the number studying for the priesthood has fallen by three-quarters. As yet there are enough priests for the churches’ needs (and there are plenty of nuns and monks as well), but if current trends persist there will be a serious shortage in the next few decades.

2.3.5. The members of Orthodox Church

There are 5.6 million representatives of Greek Orthodox Church in the USA nowadays. The figures for Orthodox are for all members of the ethnic groups, as known by church leaders to be identified with those groups (e.g. Ukrainian), irrespective of age and actual church membership. But there are a lot of Orthodox churches in the USA and there are released movies showing the life of ethnic group from Russia, Ukraine and so on. A bright example is the Hollywood Oscar awarded film ‘A Deer Hunter’

2.3.6. Moslems

The statistics on religious bodies do not show how many Moslems there are in the United States. Their numbers are small but growing; since 1960 about half a million immigrants have come in from Moslems countries, particularly Iran.

2.3.7. Jews

Nearly all the six million Jews (the figures for Jews are also for all members of the ethnic group) came to America before 1960s, and about a quarter of them live in and around New York City. There are signs that the more liberal synagogues have been losing members, while the more ‘orthodox’ have been gaining. It is interesting to compare this development with the relative strength of fundamentalism among Protestant Christians; it seems that the significant minority of the people is being attracted to the more rigid and demanding forms of religion.

2.4. American character

We have already mentioned the peculiarities of the first settlers’ character. All of them were extraordinary people. The American national character formed, having tempered during the War of Independence and the Civil War between the North and the South. We shall give a remarkable speech, “The Gettysburg Address”, made by Lincoln in July 1863 after the greatest battle during the Civil War, where thousands of Americans were killed from both sides. 

“Fourscore and seven years ago our fathers brought forth on this continent a new nation conceived in liberty and dedicated to the proposition that all men are created equal. Now we are engaged in a great civil war, testing whether that nation or any nation so conceived and dedicated, can long endure.

We are met on a great battlefield of that war; we have come to dedicate a portion of that field as a final resting-place for those who here gave their lives that the nation might live…

The world will little note nor long remember what we say here, but it can never forget what they did here…

It is rather for us to be dedicated to the great task remaining before us – that from these honoured dead we take increased devotion to that cause for which they gave the last full measure of devotion; that we here highly resolve that these dead shall not have died in vain, that this nation, under God, shall have a new birth of freedom, and that government of the people, by the people, for the people, shall not perish from earth.”


Some more words about the characters of those times, who took the risk to set up to distant seas and oceans and explore new lands.  

Captains John Hawkins and Francis Drake were the first to start slave trade business in America. They were extraordinary people, determined, talented seamen, adventurous, cruel and immoral at the same time. Lots of people of such kind were among those, who explored and conquered America. Sir Humphry Gilbert was the first to get Queen Elisabeth’s permission to plant an English colony in the New World. He planned to colonize Newfoundland. He fitted out his fleet at his own expense. After a number of failures he died at sea on his way back to England in a terrible storm. His brother Walter Raleigh organized two groups of settlers and they set off to the land, they would call Virginia in hohour of Queen Elisabeth I.

The party of colonists led by Leonard and George Calvert, set off to Maryland. This colony developed very quickly, as it was the first colony to allow all the Christians to worship as they pleased. Though the colony was founded to shelter Catholics, Protestants were also invited to settle there and have the churches of their own. It was very important at that time, as Protestants and Catholics were great enemies in England then. It was in America in 1649 that the governor of the colony issued a law called Tolerant Act. According to the law nobody could be mistreated because of religion in Maryland. The law made Catholics, Puritans, Quakers, Lutherans and all other Christians settle there together.

John Winthrop, the founder of Massachusetts Bay Puritan colony was educated at Cambridge University, where he studied law. Roger Williams, mercilessly driven from the colony, for his dislike wasting time on listening to endless religious sermons founded a new settlement in Rhode Island. It was a place where all were free to worship as they pleased. Williams established complete freedom of religion, even for Catholics. He demanded no compulsory attendance at worship, and very soon many dissenters and exiles clustered about Roger Williams.

There is also a stereotype of a typical American.

The Englishman appreciates privacy, the American prefers sociability. The American houses have no hedges or fences separating them from the pavement or from each other. There are none of those little shut-off gardens generally just a strip of grass with trees in it. 

In American cities the population is as cosmopolitan as in the other countries but they are not so mixed. Nationalities often stay in their own areas; like there’s the Ukrainian section, the Russian section. If you live in German area there is a row of German shops, for example, all German-speaking. 
For Americans their work is the most important thing in their life, not their private lives, not their holidays, not their gardens not their animals, but only their work. Their job comes first, but there are all sorts of services to make life easier around our job.

We give some more facts, which enable to get a picture of an American. For example, people in the United States often eat international food. Chinese, Italian, Mexican, and Japanese restaurants are especially popular. In New York City you can find the food of most nations in the world.

In the United States, about 5% of all jobs are in agriculture, fishing, and mining. About 25% are in manufacturing and construction. The rest of the jobs are in service professions, such as teaching, selling, and medicine.

A house of one’s own is a part of the so-called American dream. 

School children across the nation make the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag, the promise to be loyal to the country every weekday morning.

3. Conclusion. “We, the People of the United States…” (A single nation, a single culture)

So, we can come to the conclusion that although the country is so big and its people have so many different ethnic backgrounds, it is in some ways less varied than Europe. The national origins of the people are by now fairly well mixed all over the country, though there are exceptions on small and large scales. The English language is virtually universal in its American form. The American way of speaking has developed independently of England and is on the whole closer to what can be heard in Ireland that to the speech of any other part of the British Isle; but the lack of real regional or class variety in speech or usage is one of the characteristics that tend to make the whole country very obviously one.

Another instance of uniformity is in habits and ways of living. From east to west there are five time zones; Atlantic, Eastern, Central, Mountain and Pacific (with an hour’s advance, nearly but not quite everywhere, to Daylight Time in summer); but everywhere people get up and go to bed at about the same clock time, eat the same kind of food which is bought in the same kind of shops, work and rest at the same times of the day and have the same pattern of holidays. In general they share the same ideas, ideals and objectives. In most of the things that matter there is less difference between rich people and ordinary people, or between town and country, than in any single European nation. It is fairy easy to imagine a typical American; most individuals deviate from this ‘type’ in some ways, but are fairly near to it in others. It is not that this personal uniformity is boring. It is after all superimposed on original diversity, and where the single pattern involves much friendly informality in personal relations there is little cause to feel oppressed.


The fact is that the United States has always been a single economic unit, with no tariffs to restrict trade, has contributed to uniformity. Modern industry favours large organizations, and it is no accident that the most of the world’s biggest commercial firms are American. Mass-markets are efficient; the constituent pieces are interchangeable. The people are interchangeable too. They can choose between the products of competing manufactures, but the products are all much alike. The different parts and communities of the United States are like one another in the same way as big airports all over the world are like one another – and after all mass air travel developed in America before it did anywhere else. Besides, up to a point, in the South, there is not much really distinctive regional architecture or cookery, music or literature. So we can speak rather of the biggest “melting-pot” than of a huge “bowl of salad”.

The United States is divided into regions, which have different kinds of land and climate, different ways of living and working, and their own characteristics and problems. And each has its own groups of people whose origin and traditions make them different from any of the others. However, out of these differences the American people were able to create a political and social system in which all of these regions and groups were represented and which formed one nation out of many parts.
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