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ABSTRACT
ENVIRONMENTALISM OF AFRICAN-AMERICANS: AN ASSESSMENT OF
THE SUB-CULTURE, STRUCTURAL BARRIERS AND HIERARCHY
OF NEEDS THEORIES
By

Julia Dawn Parker

African-Americans are under-represented in many areas of natural resource and
environmental decision-making. Very little is known about the levels of
environmentalism of this group. The small amount of empirical information and the
existing theoretical essays on African-Americans and the environment lead to three
competing theories: the sub-culture, structural barriers and hierarchy of needs theories.
To test the theories, a survey was designed to tap the constructs of environmental
attitudes, environmental behavior and barriers to environmental behavior. This survey
was conducted with African-Americans and Euro-Americans from a stratified random
sample drawn from the Detroit, Michigan area; 269 people completed telephone
interviews. The results showed that respondents had broad concern for environmental
issues. The data partially supported each theory, although no theory was completely
supported by the results. The most support was demonstrated for the structural barriers
theory. Differences were found between African-Americans and Euro-Americans in their
environmental attitudes, as well as between income and educational groups. However,
many similarities were also found among these groups. Future research in the areas of
sub-cultural differences affecting environmental attitudes and behavior, the measurement

of environmental behavior, barriers to environmental behavior and alternative theories is



recommended, as well as an expansion of the study to other regions in the U.S.
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INTRODUCTION

According to Evernden (1992 p.7) "the environmental crisis is as much a social
phenomenon as a physical one." In the past 30 years, environmental attitudes have been
examined at length. Evaluations of the foundations of environmental concern or
environmentally conscious behavior prevail in sociological natural resource journals,
books and the media. Natural resource problems are often people problems. Efforts to
understand how people relate to natural resources and the environment are growing.

Although written 20 years ago, Rosenbaum (1973 p.28) gives an excellent
analysis of the prevalence of environmental concern in the United States:

Most Americans know now that we have an 'environmental

problem' although they might be vague about its details. The

media in mounting volume have dramatized and disseminated

information about environmental abuse, ecology is now commonly

discussed from kindergarten through college, and public officials

have preached protecting the environment almost to the point

where not only the environment but the environmental issue

surrounds us.

Although environmental concern may seem prevalent to people such as Evernden
(1992) and Rosenbaum (1973), debate still exists regarding the environmentalism of
Americans. Specifically, the existence of environmentalism as a movement among
ethnic minorities in the U.S. is still in question.

Why does interest in environmentalism exist? The study of environmental

attitudes and behavior has many implications. Environmentalism is sometimes seen as
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part of a set of values and attitudes shared by a society. These shared values and attitudes
are called paradigms. Paradigms can change over time, eliminating old ideals and
incorporating new ideals like environmentalism. The changes in environmental attitudes
and behavior are an indication of a changing society. Changes in society are monitored
by researchers to better understand the functions of a society, the future of a society and
the implications for current society structures.

Changing levels of environmentalism in society affect those who manage natural
resources and the environment. Public and private agencies dealing with natural
resources and/or environmental protection are affected by changing environmental
attitudes and behavior. Changes in environmental attitudes and environmental behavior
as well as changes in the racial/ethnic composition of society are two important
components in managing natural resources and the environment. Studying the issue of
environmental attitudes and environmental behavior necessitates reviewing other
research and past conceptual approaches.

The literature useful in understanding this problem includes works that help to
define the concepts of the environment, attitudes and environmentalism; the results found
in studies of environmental attitudes and behavior; methodologies used to study both
environmental attitudes and behavior; and studies on ethnic minorities. Empirical studies
have found that environmentalism is a prevailing value among Americans (Dunlap,
Gallup & Gallup 1992, Christianson & Arcury 1992, Olsen, Lodwick & Dunlap, Kellert
1984, Mohai 1990, Milbrath 1984). However, most of the empirical studies conducted in

the past have one or more limitations, such as 1) limited measures of environmentalism,
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2) lack of assessment of ethnic minorities, and 3) age of the study.

Ethnic minorities are not studied because of non-response problems, the failure to
use large enough samples to represent ethnic minorities, a lack of sensitivity of
researchers to cultural differences and the limited number of ethnic minorities conducting
research (Liu 1982, Tucker & Bowman 1982, Hirsch 1973). The lack of research
involving ethnic minorities prevails in the study of environmentalism. Small and
scattered research exists on Latinos and Chicanos, Native-Americans and Asian-
Americans (Pulido 1993, Pena & Gallegos 1993, Cronon 1983, Jostad & McAvoy 1994,
Mountjoy 1994, Lohmann 1993). However, most of this research is anecdotal. The
largest amount of research regarding ethnic minorities and the environment focuses on
African-Americans but with several limitations: 1) small samples, 2) lack of
representation of the population, 3) limited measures (such as measures only concerning
wildlife) and 4) age of the study.

Although it has limitations, this literature creates a foundations for further
research. The existing theoretical foundation regarding African-Americans and the
environment includes three basic theories: the sub-culture theory, structural barriers
theory and hierarchy of needs theory. The sub-culture theory proposes that as a unique
culture within the United States, African-Americans have had different experiences that
lead to more negative environmental attitudes and less participation in environmental
behavior than Euro-Americans. The structural barriers theory suggests that African-
Americans and Euro-Americans have similar environmental attitudes; but due to the

differences in participation styles, barriers to traditional environmental behavior (such as
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4
joining environmental groups) and feelings of disenfranchisement and powerlessness,
African-Americans are less likely to act on their environmental concern. The hierarchy
of needs theory suggests that the differences in the environmental attitudes and behaviors
between African-Americans and Euro-Americans can be explained by income and

education levels.

STUDY PURPOSE

This study was designed to gain an understanding of the environmental attitudes
and behavior of African-Americans within the United States. African-Americans and
Euro-Americans were compared to test the three theories outlined above. A survey of
residents of the Detroit Michigan metropolitan area, concentrating on African-
Americans, was conducted to assess a combination of environmental attitudes and

behaviors (environmentalism) in this group.

OVERVIEW OF THE DISSERTATION

This dissertation examines the problem of understanding the levels of
environmentalism of African-Americans through a review of literature, collection of
primary data and statistical data analysis. Chapter I includes a definition of the terms
involved, a review of the results and methodology in the empirical environmental attitude
and behavior literature, and a review of methods used to study ethnic minorities. Chapter
II contains an outline of past conceptual approaches and the foundations for the new

conceptual approach used. Foundations for this conceptual approach include social
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ecology, African-American cultural and historical studies, and environmental racism
literature. Chapter II ends with an outline of the study hypotheses and variable models.
Chapter III includes the research methodology used for this study including
instrumentation, sampling and procedures. This chapter also includes results and
implications of pretesting of the instrument and procedures. Chapter IV is a review of
the demographics of respondents to the study. Chapter V consists of a discussion of the
reliability and validity measurements. Chapter VI includes an assessment of the
differences and similarities found for environmental attitude and environmental behavior
measures between African-Americans and Euro-Americans. An assessment of barriers to
environmental behaviors is given in Chapter VII. Chapter VIII includes a review of the
effects of income and education on environmental attitudes, environmental behavior and
barriers to environmental behavior. Chapter IX provides an overall summary of the

results and includes recommendations for further study.



CHAPTER 1
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
INTRODUCTION
Different types of literature that aid in understanding the topic of
environmentalism and ethnicity can be analyzed and categorized into four groups: 1)
definitions of the concepts of environment, attitudes and environmentalism, 2) empirical
findings of environmental attitude and environmental behavior studies, 3) studies of

ethnic minorities, and 4) theories regarding the environment and African-Americans.

DEFINITIONS
Environment

Two general approaches to defining the term environment include a human-
centered definition, and one that defines the environment as an entity inclusive of humans
and with similar rights. From these two bases, the human-centered view and the holistic
view, emerge a great number of variations.

The term environment has many different connotations. The word has become
synonymous in popular culture as our natural or semi-natural surroundings, including air,
water, land and wildlife. It is that which surrounds, but is separate from, humankind.
Schnaiberg (1980) considers environment in ecological terms, suggesting it represents
the "integration of living (biotic) and nonliving elements, and their integration...the
elements of this organization are the populations of a single plant or animal species."

With the concentration on a single species, this definition reflects the environment as the
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surroundings of humans. According to Schnaiberg (1980), there are two parts of the
human-centered view of the environment. First, the environment is seen as a home for
humankind. Second, the environment is viewed as the sustenance base for society
providing materials from which humans draw support.

Quammen (1991, p. 26) suggests that the term environment is too
anthropocentric, because "The term 'environment' implies a set of surroundings for some
central preeminent subject." The term environment to Quammen means cleanliness
without biotic diversity or regard for other beings in nature.

An integration of these two concepts of the surroundings of humans and the
unilateral equality of all in nature is the basis of the systems approach to defining the
relationship between nature and humans. Odum (1971) suggests that the environment
consists of the relationships among systems of living organisms including animals,
plants, microorganisms and human societies and the invisible pathways over which pass

chemical material and over which flow potential energies.

Attitudes

For six decades, the concept of an attitude has been a central argument in social
psychology (Allport 1935; Petty and Cacioppio 1981; O'Keefe 1990) Although, a fairly
broad definition, attitudes are "one's general evaluation of an object (where object is
understood in a broad sense, as encompassing persons, events, products, policies,
institutions, and so on)" (O'Keefe 1990, p. 18). Petty and Cacioppio (1981) would add to

this definition that an attitude is either a positive or negative evaluation of an object.
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Also, according to O'Keefe (1990 p. 18) attitudes have three significant characteristics: 1)
attitudes are learned, 2) attitudes are relatively enduring and difficult to alter, and 3)
attitudes exert influence on behavior. According to the theory of reasoned action, beliefs
and evaluation create an attitude that affects behavioral intention ultimately affecting
behavior (Ajzen and Fishbein 1980). Evaluation is the positive or negative affectation
one gives to the knowledge or belief that s/he perceives as true. Because individuals
within a culture have a shared set of beliefs, values and meanings, culture affects
individuals' attitudes (Gollnick & Chinn 1990).

For the purposes of this research, an environmental attitude is defined as a
person's general positive or negative feeling toward the natural surroundings of
humankind, including air, water, land, wildlife and the systems existing between the
natural environment and human society. Furthermore, it is assumed that individual
environmental attitudes can be aggregated to formulate the environmental attitudes of a
society or a societal segment. This does not mean, however, that each and every
individual in a particular culture shares the same attitude, but that the functions of the
society as a whole reflect an aggregated view of the natural environment. It takes a large
number of individuals in a society to impact the environment through their behavior,
whether for good or bad. Therefore, the aggregation of environmental attitudes and
behavior shows the general directional tendency of the society or a segment of society as
a whole. In addition, environmental attitudes and environmental behavior together form
the construct of environmentalism. Thus, if a person has positive environmental attitudes

and engages in environmental behaviors s/he can be defined as an environmentalist.
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INGS: NVIRONMENTAL ATTI ES OF AMERICAN

Researchers have found that most Americans indicate positive environmental
attitudes and display environmental behavior (Dunlap, Gallup & Gallup 1992,
Christianson & Arcury 1992, Olsen, Lodwick & Dunlap 1991, Kellert 1984, Mohai 1990,
Milbrath 1984, Dunlap & Van Liere 1978). Not only have individuals reported their
support for the 'environmental movement,' (Milbrath 1984, Jones & Dunlap 1990, Olsen,
Lodwick & Dunlap 1991), they also show concern for issues within the realm of the
environment such as air pollution, wildlife, nature and population (Milbrath 1984,
Kellert 1984, Dunlap & Van Liere 1978). In numerous national, regional and special
group (such as business leaders or environmentalists) studies, Americans show broad
environmental concern. This concemn is indicated through positive attitudes toward the
environmental movement (Milbrath 1984), concern for specific environmental issues
(Kellert 1984) and/or positive attitudes toward abstract environmental concepts (Van
Liere & Dunlap 1978, Milbrath 1984, Olsen, Lodwick & Dunlap 1991).

Researchers have described the environmental attitudes of people in the United
States, and tried to understand the relationships between socio-demographic attributes of
respondents with environmental attitudes. Descriptive case studies have defined the
relationships between environmental attitudes and sex of the respondent (Schahn &
Holzer 1990, Arcury 1990, Van Liere & Dunlap 1980, Jones & Dunlap 1992), education
of the respondent (Arcury 1990, Van Liere & Dunlap 1980, Jones & Dunlap 1992),
household income (Arcury 1990, Milbrath 1984, Van Liere & Dunlap 1980, Dunlap &

Jones 1992), knowledge of environmental issues (Arcury 1990, Schahn & Holzer 1990),
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social class (Buttel & Flinn 1978, Neiman & Loveridge 1981, Milbrath 1984), place of
residence (rural v. urban) (Kellert 1984, Van Liere & Dunlap 1980, Jones & Dunlap
1992), and ethnicity (Davis 1991, Mohai 1990, Taylor 1989, Kellert 1984, Mitchell 1980,
Kellert & Westerfelt 1983, Hershey & Hill 1977-78, Giles 1957, LaHart 1978, Hovart
1974, Hohm 1976).

These studies vary in their success of establishing correlations between
demographic characteristics of respondents and environmental attitudes and behavior.
For example, Davis (1993) found greater differences between educational groups than
between Euro-Americans and African-Americans. However, Kellert (1984) found
significant differences between African-American and Euro-American respondents on
the issue of wildlife.

As with differences in results throughout this literature, methodology also differs.
Previous studies of ethnicity and environmentalism are restricted in depth through the
selection of limited populations, or limited measurement of environmental attitudes
and/or behavior. For example, Kellert (1984) used respondents from an urban population
to assess attitudes toward wildlife only. Davis (1993) based his analysis on secondary
data from 1982 with only one question regarding the environment.

In an assessment of 22 previous studies from various researchers, Van Liere and
Dunlap (1980) found that researchers have studied five different predictors of
environmental concern, such as 1) age, 2) social class, 3) residence, 4) political
persuasion, and 5) sex. In their review of literature, Van Liere and Dunlap (1980) showed

age is negatively correlated with environmental concern. Social class (indicated by
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education, income and occupational prestige) has an ambiguous relationship with
environmentalism. Education is positively correlated with environmental concern.
Correlation of income to environmentalism is ambiguous with some positive and some
negative correlations. Occupational prestige has a very slight positive correlation with
environmental concern. Urban residency generally has a positive correlation with
positive environmental attitudes. Political orientations have modest correlation between
party affiliation and environmental concern, democrats are usually more concerned than
Republicans. However, self-reported liberalism has a strong correlation with
environmental concern. Gender information is sparse, and the data is inconclusive
according to Van Liere and Dunlap (1980).

In 1992, Jones and Dunlap assessed the correlations of these same variables with
the addition of race on a single environmental concern indicator. Their study used data
from a national sample collected over 17 years (1973-1990). Jones and Dunlap (1992)
discovered that age is the best predictor of environmental concern, with a strong
correlation between "younger" respondents and environmentalism. The next best
predictors are political ideology, education and residence. The "relatively poor
predictors” include race, gender, family income and occupational prestige (Jones and

Dunlap 1992).

MEASUREMENT OF ENVIRONMENTALISM

Various systematic methods for measuring environmental attitudes and behavior

have been developed (Van Liere & Dunlap 1981). Gill, Crosby and Taylor (1986, p.



12

538) suggest that studies in the area of environmental attitudes or "ecological concern”
fall into three categories: 1) antecedents of ecological concern, 2) development or
improvement of ecological concern measures, and 3) assessment of the impact of
ecological concern on behavior. Among the first to develop and establish a measure
were Dunlap and Van Liere (1978). Their New Environmental Paradigm (NEP) scale
dealt with balance of nature, domination of humans over nature, limits to growth,
population control, abuse of the environment and steady state economy. This scale and
these topics have been included in a large number of studies since its development.
Through factor analysis, researchers have found three dimensions to the NEP scale: 1)
valuation of nature, 2) limits to growth and 3) human domination over nature (Tu &
Harris 1994).

Weigel and Weigel (1978) believed that the existing scales, including the NEP
Scale, had not been proven valid or reliable in testing environmental paradigms. They
developed a scale to test environmental attitudes and behavior in an attempt to increase
validity and internal consistency. Weigel and Weigel (1978) suggested that developing a
measure with both attitude and behavioral intention items would increase the validity of
the scale. Their Environmental Concern Scale tested both attitudes and behavioral
intentions to establish a more reliable link between attitudinal research and
environmentally concerned behavior. Their scale exhibited "satisfactory internal
consistency" with two of four small samples. However, substantial variation occurred
across socio-economic status of respondents, and the study is not representative of ethnic

minorities (Weigel & Weigel 1978 p. 12).
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Another challenge to the NEP Scale stems from the idea that the scale measures a
paradigm (Olsen, Lodwick & Dunlap 1992, Milbrath 1984, Weigel & Weigel 1978). A
paradigm or world view is a set of values and norms that affect the way a person thinks
and behaves, or collectively the way a society behaves. It is a holistic way of looking at
something; a framework into which observations of the world fit. Many researchers have
modified the NEP Scale, usually by adding variables to the scale, to form more of a more
complete paradigm analysis (Christianson & Arcury 1992, Milbrath 1984, Neiman &
Loveridge 1981, Olsen, Lodwick & Dunlap 1992).

According to Olsen, Lodwick and Dunlap (1992 p.174) "social paradigms
explicitly draw attention to broadly shared cultural constructs and their influence on
collective actions, social movements and public policy." Paradigms can change over
time. Studying environmental issues through analysis of paradigms shows the dynamics
of change in the environmental attitudes of a population. Paradigms incorporate
anomalies over time that eventually break down the old paradigm and create a foundation
for a new one (Eitzen & Zinn 1989). Some authors suggest that the United States is
currently experiencing a considerable paradigm shift (Eitzen & Zinn 1989). Part of this
shift is the incorporation of environmentalism into the paradigm (Milbrath 1984, Olsen,
Lodwick & Dunlap 1992).

Broader tests have been developed using a multi-dimensional approach
incorporating environmental, sociological and political attitudes and environmental
behavior to attempt to measure environmentalism as part of a paradigm. The addition of

sociological and political attitudes to the measure creates a more "substantive dimension
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of environmental concern" (Van Liere & Dunlap 1981 p. 660). This approach has been
used by Olsen, Lodwick and Dunlap (1992), Cotgrove (1982) and Milbrath (1984).

Cotgrove's (1982) Alternative Environmental Paradigm scale is composed of
attitude questions that relate to non-material (self-actualization) values, valuation of
nature, harmony with nature, limited resources, balance of nature and limits to the
efficacy of science (Cotgrove 1982). Cotgrove (1982) also integrates the issues of
equity, participatory government and flexibility of social norms.

One of the most comprehensive studies of environmental and socio-political
attitudes was conducted in 1980 and 1982 by Lester Milbrath (1984). The survey
instrument designed by Milbrath emphasized assessing the shift in belief systems over
time. Two paradigms were considered in Milbrath's analysis, the Dominant Social
Paradigm (DSP) and the New Environmental Paradigm (NEP). In comparison with Van
Liere and Dunlap (1978), Milbrath (1984) includes a greater number of dimensions in the
NEP. The DSP is characterized by belief in the capitalistic society, maintenance of the
status quo, and the belief that environmental damage is minimal and repairable with
technology. The NEP is characterized by more humanistic and environmentally
conscious beliefs, including social welfare, the existence of great environmental damage,
and the desire for societal change (Milbrath 1984).

The use of paradigms as a method to analyze environmentalism has been
employed in a large number of studies. However, these methods have been mainly used
to study the environmental attitudes of Euro-American populations. To comprehend how

measures of environmental attitudes and behavior may be used to assess the
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environmentalism of African-Americans or other ethnic groups not usually included in

past analyses, the methodology of studying ethnic minority groups must be understood.

STUDYING ETHNIC MINORITY GROUPS

Research involving ethnic minority populations is lacking in many fields. This
deficit in research stems from the lack of ethnic minorities involved in the research
process, and researcher disregard for cultural differences (Liu 1982). In the area of
survey research using ethnic minority group respondents, significant problems often
revolve around non-response, response errors and conceptual equivalence or wording
problems (Liu 1982). According to Jackson, Tucker and Bowman (1982) factors that
contribute to the lack of research on ethnic minority populations include 1) the failure to
use large enough samples to provide information that is representative of the groups, 2)
utilization of models which lack sensitivity for cross-cultural differences, and 3)
inattention to reliability and validity. In addition, Hirsch (1973 p. 12) proposes that
research regarding ethnic minorities contains "the usual problems one finds outlined in
fieldwork manuals, but these pale into insignificance alongside the inadequate theory and
insensitive stereotypic perceptions most researchers carry with them into the field."

This lack of research involving ethnic minority populations prevails in the study
of environmentalism. Recently, there has been a great deal of speculative inquiry and
theoretical writings regarding environmental issues involving Latino and African-
American groups (Beasley 1991, Bryant & Mohai 1992, Bullard 1993, Lewis 1992).

Some studies suggest African-Americans are disproportionately exposed to
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environmental hazards such as toxic waste sites, high pollution industries and lead
exposure (Schwartz & Levin 1992, Bullard 1993, Wemett & Nieves 1992). Most
empirical research regarding Latinos and Chicanos and the environment is based on
studies of the effects of pesticide use on farm workers (Beasley 1991) or communalism

(Pulido 1993, Pena & Gallegos 1993).

Lati { Chi \meri
Pulido (1993) suggested that Mexican-Americans communal culture and cultural
pride are associated with environmentally sustainable development. She discussed the
cooperative orientation and non-market attitudes of Mexican-Americans toward the
environment. Pulido (1993) also discussed the barriers between environmental groups
and Mexican-Americans in northern New Mexico. This group of Mexican-Americans
has termed the environmental interest in northern New Mexico the "Green Wall."
According to Pulido (1993) the "Green Wall" wants to preserve wilderness and wildlife
at the expense of sustainable development of this Hispanic community. Pulido (1993)
contrasts the views of environmental groups and Hispanics in the region as preservation
versus sustainable development or wilderness versus conservation. Further, Pena and
Gallegos (1993) discuss the communal attitudes and conservation values of Chicanos.

These authors suggest that Chicanos have traditional values of sustainable land use.
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Native-Ameri

Literature on Native-Americans and environmental issues is prevalent. A great
deal of historical analysis and writing on Native-Americans' relationship to natural
resources exists, but empirical research is lacking (Nash 1967, Cronon 1983). Empirical
research regarding Native- Americans and environmentalism is sparse. Environmental
writers continue to make assumptions about the current and pre-settlement beliefs and
practices of Native-Americans. However, one recent study uses a qualitative approach to
understanding the beliefs, values and attitudes of Native-Americans. In this study of the
Menominee, Salish and Kootenai nations, Jostad and McAvoy (1994) found that core
values of these groups coincide with environmental ethics or land ethics. Examples of
core values include "a sense of interrelatedness, a place for all things, all parts of the
whole are distinct but integrated components of a natural and spiritual system, and
ceremonies and respectful action help keep humans in balance with the system" (Jostad

& McAvoy 1994 p. 156).

\sian-Ameri
Literature on Asian-Americans and the environment is extremely limited. One
recent study shows that ethnic background has a strong influence on soil conservation
erosion control practices (Mountjoy 1994). This study showed that types of erosion
control practices were highly associated with the ethnicity of the farmer. Mexican-
Americans, Japanese-Americans and Euro-Americans tended to use specific sets of

erosion control practices. These practices can be seen as a manifestation of cultural
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identity because no significant correlation was found with income, type of soil, years
farming, or ownership of the land. In an editorial article regarding Asians and
environmentalism, Lohmann (1993) stated, "some Western greens treat (say) Taoism or
Hinduism merely as flavourful ingredients in their own recipe for 'sustainability' or
‘biocentrism™ (p. 202). He suggested that environmentalists (and researchers of
environmentalism) tend to transform the beliefs of Eastern cultures to match their own

Western environmental views.

African-Ameri

The greatest amount of recent research on the relationships between ethnic
minorities and the environment concentrates on African-Americans. African-Americans
are the largest ethnic minority group in the United States, and changes in the minority-
dominant group relationships have revolved largely around the rights of African-
Americans.

African-Americans constitute a significant (11.7%) and growing portion of the
U.S. population (U.S. Bureau of the Census 1991). Conflicting theories and results come
from the research that has been conducted on African-Americans and the environment in
the past 30 years (Taylor 1989). Some evidence from preliminary studies suggests that
African-Americans hold similar attitudes towards environmental issues as Euro-
Americans (Mohai 1990, Taylor 1989, Bullard and Wright 1992). However, this interest
is not translated into participation in large mainstream environmental organizations such

as the Audubon Society, Sierra Club or National Wildlife Federation (Adams 1992).
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Participation in such organizations has often been used as an indicator of concern about
environmental issues (Taylor 1989). However, the equation of membership in
environmental organizations and environmental concern may be a faulty practice,
because of the diversity among environmental and natural resource issues and the
preferred participation methods of African-Americans and Euro-Americans. African-
Americans tend to have different participation methods because of disenfranchisement
(whether systematic or through threats of violence), and successful direct action methods
used during the civil rights struggle (LeMay 1985). Therefore, the preferred participation
methods of African-Americans are different from those Euro-Americans who participate
in the environmental movement through joining and donating money to environmental
groups. The result of the difference in participation methods is a low number of African-
Americans practicing environmental behavior through membership in environmental
groups.

Large gaps in the literature regarding the environmental attitudes and behavior of
African-Americans exist. The literature that provides clues about the environmental
attitudes of African-Americans can be separated into three groups: 1) theoretical or
historical analysis, 2) empirical studies with small African-American samples or which
use a limited number of indicators for environmentalism, and 3) national surveys which

include some African-American respondents.
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ALYSES OF ENVIRONMENTALISM OF AFRICAN-

AMERICANS

Most of the literature regarding African-Americans' environmental attitudes is
theoretical and speculative. It is the preliminary theoretical development needed to
support empirical studies. This literature generally extrapolates African-American
attitudes from theory and historical literature (Taylor 1989, Bullard & Wright 1992,
Steinhart 1991, Mohai & Bryant 1992, Taylor 1992, Adams 1992). In this type of study
of African-Americans and the environment, particular attention has focused on the
grassroots environmental movement and environmental justice (Bullard & Wright 1992,
Steinhart 1991, Mohai & Bryant 1992, Bryant & Mohai 1992, Taylor 1992, Adams 1992,
Reilly 1992). The grassroots environmental movement consists of local environmental
activism by small groups or communities. Emphasis is often on public health or other
local concerns (Freudenberg & Steinsipar 1992). Environmental justice integrates
environmental activism and social justice. This movement is founded on the belief that
environmental problems are disproportionately distributed with the greatest burden
bearing on ethnic minorities and the poor. According to Bullard and Wright (1992), the
important characteristics of an environmental organization to African-Americans include:
"1) safeguards against environmental blackmail [jobs versus environment), 2) inequality
and civil rights, 3) direct action, and 4) political empowerment of ‘underdog' groups."
According to Freudenberg and Steinsipar (1992) African-Americans are involved in
grassroots environmental movements because, “Unlike the national environmental

organizations which are predominantly white and middle class, local environmental
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groups draw their members from a broad cross-section of class and occupational
categories.”

According to Taylor (1992 p. 24) "People of color feel comfortable participating
in the environmental justice movement because it is a movement founded on the
principles of faimess and justice." This involvement in the environmental justice
movement and grassroots organizations is attributed to the degree of environmental
racism existing in the U.S., particularly the disproportionate number of environmental
hazards placed in communities with a large percentage of ethnic minorities (U.S. General
Accounting Office 1983). According to the literature, other contributing factors to
African-American involvement in grassroots organizations are the barriers to
participation in mainstream environmental groups, and the institutionalized participatory
behaviors of African-Americans (Freudenberg & Steinsapir 1992, Commission for
Racial Justice 1987, Taylor 1989, Mohai 1990, LeMay 198S5).

According to this literature, African-Americans are involved in environmental
issues, but at different levels than Euro-Americans. Generally, this theoretical literature
attempts to attribute the lack of participation of African-Americans in mainstream
environmental groups to such reasons as the hierarchy of needs, the psychological
barriers to land-people relationships for African-Americans, the salience of mainstream
environmental group issues, barriers to participation in large environmental groups, and

differences in preferred participation methods.
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E IES OF THE ENVIRONMENTALISM QF AN-
AMERICANS

Studies that collect primary data or analyze secondary data on the environmental
attitudes and behavior of African-Americans are rare. However, some research does
exist. The existing studies have produced very diverse results. In comparative analyses
between African-American and Euro-American respondents, some studies report that
African-Americans are less interested in environmental issues than Euro-Americans
(Hershey and Hill 1977, Kellert 1984, Kellert and Westerfelt 1983, Hohm 1976). Other
studies report that African-Americans are equally or more interested in environmental
issues than Euro-Americans (Mohai 1990, Roper Organization 1982, Mitchell 1979).
Three categories of problems exist in these studies: 1) limited samples, 2) few measures
of environmentalism, and 3) age of the study.

Hohm (1976) found ethnicity to be the best predictor of environmental concern.
In this study of the Los Angeles area, 82.2% of whites felt air pollution was 'high' while
55.9% of blacks felt air pollution was 'high.’ Past descriptive analyses of the levels of
African-American environmental concern have also shown divergent results. In a small
study of 28 African-American college students, 89% felt that African-Americans did not
have as much concern for environmental issues as Euro-American (Kreger 1973). This
was not a measure of individual concern but of the perception of African-American
students of environmentalism of African-Americans and Euro-Americans. In a study of
African-American youth and adults in Denver and at Colorado State University,

Washington (1976) found that more than 60% of the respondents had an interest in
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wildlife and natural environments, and 87% felt that African-Americans should concern
themselves more with conservation and wildlife issues. However, most of the
respondents reported they would not join an environmental organization. Four studies of
children found that ethnicity proved to be a factor in environmental concern (Hershey &
Hill 1977-78, Giles 1957, LaHart 1978, and Hovart 1974). Each of these studies found
less environmental concern or knowledge from African-American respondents than from
Euro-American respondents. Other studies have found no significant differences in
environmental attitudes between African-Americans and Euro-Americans (Neiman &
Loveridge 1981, Jones & Dunlap 1992). In their review of data from the National
Opinion Research Center Poll from 1973 to 1990, Jones and Dunlap (1992 p.38) found
race to be in the category of "relatively poor predictors" of environmental concern. In the
few years that a difference existed, non-whites had higher levels of environmental
concern.

One study in this literature stands out as the most comprehensive. Through
secondary data analysis from a 1980 national survey, using a stratified sample with over
500 African-American respondents, Mohai (1990) found almost identical environmental
values for African-Americans and Euro-Americans. He suggested the difference in
participation in environmental organizations was because of structural barriers of
mainstream groups, the large number of social problems affecting African-Americans,
and the salience of environmental issues in relation to the other social problems.

Mohai (1990) contends that the lack of consistent data regarding African-

Americans' environmental attitudes stems from poor research. The existing research
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generally has a low number of poorly distributed respondents, and does not control for
intervening variables such as socio-economic status or education. Although some of
these studies provide interesting information, Mohai (1990) is correct in his assessment
that the size of the samples is often very low or uses a group from a particular region or
class. Furthermore, the data collected is relatively old. For example, Mohai's study
published in 1990, uses data from 1980. The factors of limited sample size, limited

measures and age of the studies greatly reduce the utility of these studies.

NATIONAL STUDIES

Another source that could potentially provide information regarding African-
Americans and the environment is national survey data. In the past three decades, a few
broad-based environmental attitude studies have attempted to draw large enough samples
to claim generalizability to the U.S. population (Dunlap 1992). While these studies do
claim generalizability to the U.S. ;;opulation, they have low numbers of minority
respondents. Given the differences in culture of the various ethnic groups and the low
percentages of ethnic minority respondents, these studies should be considered studies of
Euro-Americans, and should not be used to generalize about the attitudes of all
Americans or of minority group members (Dunlap, Gallup & Gallup 1992, Milbrath
1984, Olsen, Lodwick & Dunlap 1990).

While Milbrath's (1984) study is useful for assessing the environmental attitudes
and behavior of Euro-Americans, the survey had only 2% African-American respondents.

Furthermore, Milbrath does not include any analysis of data based on race or ethnicity
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(nor do Olsen, Lodwick and Dunlap (1992)). The researchers justify the lack of
representation in the studies by suggesting that African-Americans are not involved in the
environmental movement, and are not interested in the subject (Milbrath 1984). This is
an unsubstantiated conclusion. However, based on the lack of appropriate research and
the conflicting results, the suggestion of a lack of environmental concern from African-

Americans cannot be discounted without equivocation.

F LEM

The three methodological approaches (theoretical analyses, small empirical
analyses and national studies) provide divergent results regarding African-Americans and
fail to explain satisfactorily the environmentalism of African-Americans. Although some
of the empirical and theoretical studies provide clues about the environmental attitudes
and behavior of African-Americans, a study that provides defensible data is needed. A
broad-based study of environmentalism which concentrates on African-Americans is
needed to provide a more comprehensive and representative analysis. The study reported
in this dissertation provides a fundamental building block for future research. This study
is designed to: 1) report environmental attitudes and behavior of African-Americans, 2)
assess how these environmental attitudes and environmental behavior differ from Euro-
Americans and 3) test how these differences might be explained.

To accurately describe the environmentalism of African-Americans, a complete
study must draw a large enough sample of African-Americans to analyze differences

within this group based on income and education. The shortcomings of other studies,
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including limited samples, limited measures and age of the data, should be considered in
the design of this study. A comprehensive study must complete a multi-dimensional
measurement of environmentalism by using both environmental attitude and

environmental behavior measures on a large and diverse sample of African-Americans.

SUMMARY

Most empirical literature on environmentalism concentrates on the environmental
attitudes and behavior of Euro-Americans. Methodologies within these studies have
varied greatly. Studies of ethnic minorities are rare in research: environmental studies
are not an exception to this norm. A few studies of African-Americans and the
environment exist. These studies report conflicting results. However, some theories do
exist regarding environmentalism of African-Americans and other ethnic minorities.
Review and understanding of empirical literature on environmental attitudes and
behavior, methodology of the study of environmental attitudes and behavior,
methodology behind the study of ethnic minorities in the U.S., and literature regarding
African-American environmentalism is essential to developing a study of
environmentalism of African-Americans. The development of a theoretical approach to
the study of environmentalism of African-Americans is also essential. The next chapter

reviews contributing components to the theoretical foundations for the study.



CHAPTERI

NCEPTUAL APPROACHE

Several theoretical foundations such as the historical analysis of environmental
attitudes and behavior can be used to assess environmentalism and ethnicity.
Components of these areas of study support three theories regarding environmentalism of
African-Americans. These theories include the sub-culture, structural barriers and

hierarchy of needs theories.

EPTUAL APPROACHE

Conventionally, dual influences are thought to be responsible for American
environmental attitudes and behavior (Lyons 1989, Nash 1967, Nye 1966). These dual
influences are egoism and abundance. According to Nye (1966 p. 260) the first
generation of American settlers were extremely influential in establishing the foundations
for American environmental attitudes:

First, they regarded nature as a commodity, a source of
food, fiber, wealth, power and physical and social well-
being, to be utilized for man's comfort and profit. Second,
they considered nature to be a source of knowledge, a
visible lesson designed by a wise and beneficent Creator
for man's instruction.
Many different perspectives have been developed about which influence is strongest, and

which variables contribute to these influences. The foundation of egoism is especially

debated. Egoism is the ideal of humans as the center of creation, and the human right to

27
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dominion over nature. Although this has been associated with Judeo-Christian
philosophies (White 1968, Nash 1960), it has also been traced farther back to Greek
philosophy and Mediterranean beliefs (Lyon 1989). Some theories suggest that egoism is
a result of relinquishing of Christian ethics (Foley 1977). Egoism is seen as partly
responsible for expansionist philosophies in the European colonies and the United States.

The second influence, abundance of land, has a dual outcome. First, when
European colonists arﬁved in America there was an aura of awe about the land and its
resources for humankind. This awe has inspired a land ethic embodied in both
preservationist and conservationist thought. These attitudes are apparent in the writings
from the European explorers of the American continent as early as Christopher
Columbus:

October 15, 1492, 'Thee islands are very green and fertile and the breezes are very

soft, and it is possible that there are in them many things, of which I do not know,

because I did not wish delay in finding gold...Six days later the commander wrote
wistfully, ‘'The singing of little birds is such that it seems that a man could never

wish to leave this place.' (Lyon 1989 p.25).

However, the vast abundance of nature also led to the rapid consumption of
resources in the United States. The expansionist ideals were based both on the seemingly
unending supply of nature and the anthropocentric view of human dominion over nature.
According to Nye (1966), nature was the chief source of wealth for early Americans. As
abundance decreased, and population and development increased in the United States,
greater concern and attention to environmental issues occurred (Nash 1967, Nye 1966).

Belief in the creation of an ideal of human dominion over nature leading to the
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destruction of the earth is shared by religious theorists, Gaea (Gaia) theorists and
conservation theorists, such as Aldo Leopold.

One of the most prominent theoretical perspectives based on egoism is the effect
of particular religions and theologies on environmental attitudes and behavior (White
1968, Foley 1977, Nash 1967, Stewart 1972). The development of the Judeo-Christian
religions that now dominate American society have been seen as the root of current
environmental problems (White 1968, Nash 1967). White (1968) traces religious
practices from ancient Greco-Roman and Asian philosophies to the current Judeo-
Christian dogma in Western society. He claims that deanimization of nature, and the
ideal of human dominion over nature is the root cause of the depletion of natural
resources for human gain. Furthermore, White (1968) asserts that "we shall continue to
have a worsening ecologic crisis until we reject the Christian axiom that nature has no
reason for existence save to serve man."

The belief in the impact of the deanimization of nature and the influence of
Judeo-Christian religion on the creation of the ideal of human dominion over nature is
shared by advocates of the Gaea hypothesis (Sale 1991). The Gaea hypothesis suggests
that the world is a living organism. Gaea is the ancient Greek earth mother, goddess of
the heavens, creator of life. However, in environmental theory, Gaea has been broadened
to include the deification of nature by humans.

Aldo Leopold held similar beliefs in the destruction of nature through the
exaltation of humans. Leopold (1949) made famous the land ethic, a view in which

nature is seen as holding intrinsic value. "The land ethic simply enlarges the boundaries
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of the community to include soils, waters, plants and animals or collectively: the
land."(Leopold, 1949 p. 204). However, understood in the context of White (1968 p. 87)
Leopold is merely asking humankind to return to the theologies of the distant past in
which:

Every tree, every spring, every stream, every hill had its own genius loci, its

guardian spirit. The spirits in natural objects, which formerly had protected

nature from man, evaporated. Man's effective monopoly on spirit in this world
was confined and the old inhibitions to the exploitation of nature crumbled.

Of course all views on the effects of Christianity on environmental attitudes and
behavior do not follow White (1968). Foley (1977) asserts that it is not the Christian
theology, but the rejection of Christian dogma that creates current environmental
attitudes. The influential factors include urbanization, the breakdown of integrated
systems of animal husbandry and crop farming and the deification of humankind. Foley
(1977) is adamant in his belief that the breakdown of Christian theology is the root of
environmental problems and not the "simple genesis of the Christian culture" (Foley
1977 p.62). He suggests that by the seventeenth century, religious sects had formed a
new ideation that was very different from Christianity, but well integrated with
consumptionism, conquest and the "increasingly irreligious exaltation of Man." By
breaking the ancient traditions of Christianity, Foley (1977) suggests, Western society
created the foundation for the current values of environmental conquest, and human
dominion over nature.

An assimilation of many views of the origins and effects of Christianity on

environmental attitudes of Americans is Roderick Nash's (1967) seminal work,
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Wilderness and the American Mind. "The American concept of wilderness has almost

always been a compound of attraction and repulsion, the relative strengths of these
attitudes, both in single minds and in national opinion has not remained constant” (Nash
1967 p.231). Roderick Nash outlines the historical evolution of environmental attitudes
based on dual influences: egoism and abundance. Nye (1966 p. 260) also reflects this in
stating that historical treatment of nature consists of combinations of "exploitation and
contemplations...tool and symbol." From America's European ancestors to Aldo
Leopold, Nash illustrates the circumstances which, and the key people who, greatly

affected the American citizenry's beliefs about wilderness, conservation and preservation.

Through his delineation of historical philosophies about nature, Nash shows how
the past concepts of abundance, national growth and religion helped to create some of the
underlying bases utilized by current and former arguments against preservation. More
specifically, he portrays the Puritanical beliefs, such as the need to tame the land, as
stemming from their religious philosophies of evil in the unknown. Although Puritans
were only one group of American colonists, other religious groups that settled in the
American colonies held similar beliefs about nature. These groups shared the belief that
evil is embodied by the vast wilderness experienced by the European settlers of America.
The Puritanical beliefs in work and the evil of idleness was imposed on the land. It was
necessary to these settlers that the land be converted into useful land (materially
beneficial to humankind). There was no belief in the land as intrinsically valuable. The

influence of religion on the evolution of environmental attitudes expands beyond
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Puritanical beliefs to the beliefs of other religious groups early in American history. Nye
(1966) suggests that other religious groups saw reflections of the will of God in nature.
Nature they felt, was God's order from chaos. However, religious beliefs also led to the
belief that God had given nature to humans for human gain. In 1855, Ewbank wrote that
God has "called in man to take possession (of nature) and go to work."

Nash (1967) also portrays the exploitation of the land as a function of the desire
for national growth. As a new country, America had one great economic strength, its
natural resources. These were used to bolster the United States’ influence in the world.
Furthermore, Nash uses the idea of vast abundance and unlimited supplies of natural
resources as a factor in Americans' conceptualization of the environment today. The vast
forests, land and useful mineral reserves were viewed as unending to early Americans,
because the land was so sparsely occupied in comparison to Europe. According to Nye
(1966), Stewart Udall called this the Myth of Superabundance. The Myth of

Superabundance led to the exploitation outlined by Nye (1966 p. 278):

A man's time and effort and profit seemed much more
important than the resources at hand, so he used the
resources as he pleased. Since wood ash was commercially
more valuable than trees, Ohio settlers burned whole
sections of forest for the ashes alone. Passenger pigeons,
killed by the thousands, became hog food. California
loggers...burned out smaller sequoias to get at big
ones...Loggers simply burned over twenty-five million
acres of forest each year and succeeded in cutting four-
fifths of it all in less than a century...
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The three factors of religion, abundance and desire for growth and power, Nash
(1967) believes, are the major influences on the development of Americans’ current
environmental attitudes and behavior. Desire for development of the land is and was part
of the American ideal of 'manifest destiny’. Manifest destiny embodies the belief that
Americans have a moral obligation to tame the wilderness and produce human-used
commodities from the land.

In a later work, Nash expands this cultural foundation by showing the evolution
of environmental concern. Nash (1989) explains that environmental concern has grown
from the expansion of rights in the United States. This expansion has evolved from the
rights of wealthy landholding white men in early America to the poor, women and ethnic
minorities. Now, according to Nash (1989) inherent rights of existence are being
expanded to include nature, creating the current conflicts over environmental issues.
Thus, based on a history of abundance, egoism and depletion Nash defines the next step
in the evolution of environmental attitudes.

However, most literature on the historical development of environmental attitudes
has been written from the perspective of Euro-Americans and focuses on Euro-
Americans. Often, contrast is drawn between the Euro-Americans and the Native
Americans, but Africans, Hispanics or Asians are not mentioned. This creates an
inadequacy in the historical analysis of environmental attitudes. Also, it provides an
incomplete foundation on which researchers study current environmental attitudes. The
missing analysis of groups outside of Euro-Americans creates a need for the development

of a new conceptual approach.
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NEW CONCEPTUAL APPROACH

Study of environmental attitudes in the United States necessitates drawing from
theories of several areas. These areas include social ecology, culture, historical theories
and previous environmental attitude studies.

Social Ecology

Social ecology is based on an inseparable relationship between humans and the
environment. Each affects the other. Hawley (1960 p. 14) asserts that the most
important aspect of studying the human-environment relationship is "the perspective of
collective life as an adaptive process consisting of an interaction of environment,
population and organization."

The field of social ecology consists of two general parts. First, social ecology is
the application of ecological theories (evolution, succession, homeostasis) to sociological
phenomenon. The second area of social ecology is the study of cultural views and
behavior toward natural surroundings. Thus, social ecology provides an excellent
foundation to study attitudes toward the environment. Attitudes are culturally founded.
American historical studies have shown that societies develop rituals, beliefs, taboos and
attitudes toward non-human surroundings over time. The development of these attitudes
toward the environment may change, but some strands of early beliefs about the natural
world remain in the complex web of beliefs that affect a culture's modern treatment of

and attitudes toward the natural environment.
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Culture

"Social paradigms are composed of interrelated sets of beliefs and values" (Olsen,
Lodwick and Dunlap 1992 p.179). Beliefs and values are a critical part of culture. A
culture is a group of people who think and act in common ways. Their behaviors, values,
beliefs and attitudes distinguish the group from other parts of society. According to
Goodnough (1987) culture is "a way of perceiving, believing, evaluating, and behaving."
Belonging to a culture means that similar histories are shared. This influences the
creation of values within the culture. For example, Americans generally believe that
individual freedom of speech is a valuable right. The extent of this right is, of course,
open to interpretation. Nonetheless, it is a common value held by Americans, and is
based in the common history shared in the United States.

Culture as a factor in the creation of environmental attitudes is studied in many
groups. In the field of social ecology, current and historical studies are conducted to
assess how individual cultures affect the environment or how a culture has been shaped
by the surrounding natural environment. A long list of studies from the relationship of
the social and environmental structures in Bangladesh (Homer-Dixon, Boutwell &
Rathyius 1993) to the Potlatch systems of the North American Native cultures (Piddocke
1969) to the relationship of Chicanos to the land (Knowlton 1972) can be cited as
evidence of the culture/environment link. Most socio-environmental studies are based
upon small indigenous populations or historical analyses. Very few studies of the
culture/environment link can be found in the United States. According to Cole and Cole

(1954):
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Human behavior and human relations can be understood
only in the setting of the way of life in which they take
place. This is no less true in a modern American
community than it is in the primitive societies where most
of the careful studies of cultural living have been made.

Historical influences associated with awe, abundance and egoism are common to
Americans, and continue to influence their individual beliefs. The effect of historical
attitude structure on environmental attitudes has been seen as fundamentally true for all
Americans (Nash 1967 , Cronon 1983). Environmental attitudes in the United States are
treated as somewhat uniform. Studies in the U.S. have tended to define the environmental
attitudes of Americans as a homogeneous group.

There is a danger in studying and generalizing about any topic pertaining to any
group of people. However, in an extremely ethnically diverse population, such as the
United States, the flaw in this generalization seems to be especially significant. If indeed
culture affects beliefs, attitudes, and behaviors, individual cultures within the aggregate
should be considered. The existence of numerous sub-cultures within the U.S. must be
considered in environmental attitude research. Assigning the values of the dominant
Euro-American culture to all Americans is an inappropriate strategy. Parts of U.S.
culture are shared by virtually all Americans. However, separate "microcultures” exist
within the United States (Gollnick & Chinn 1990). These microcultures include religious,
ethnic, income and gender groups, and have distinct cultural patterns that share some
cultural patterns of the macroculture.

Historically, cultural theory in the United States concentrated on the 'melting-pot’

idea. This theory suggests that as individuals from various cultural groups become
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Americans, through immigration, enslavement, emancipation or colonization, they
assimilate into the dominant Euro-American culture, leaving their historical culture
behind. However, the melting pot theory has been refuted in the past decades. This
assimilation theory is being replaced t;y the theory that groups retain their ethnic culture
in the United States, while adopting some of the U.S. macroculture (Marger 1991,

Gollnick & Chinn 1990).

in i t

The importance of studying ethnic groups in the United States becomes clear
when demographic trends are examined. The United States has an exceedingly ethnically
diverse population. Currently, ethnic minority groups including African-American,
Asians, Hispanics and Native-Americans , comprise 25% of the U.S. population. The
Population Reference Bureau projects that by the year 2080, more than half of the
population of the United States will be Latino, African-American and Asian-American
(Cortes 1991).

Evidence of the existence of these micro-cultures within the U.S. culture exists in
analysis of African-American, Latino/Chicano groups, Native-Americans and Asian-
Americans (Gooley 1992, Tripp 1991, Davis 1991). In the past 20 years, the United
States has seen a cultural or ethnic revival, especially in the larger, more prominent
ethnic minority groups such as Aﬁicap-Ameﬁcans, Latinos and Native-Americans
(LeMay 1985). According to Marger (1991) ethnic groups can be defined by certain

characteristics including: 1) unique cultural traits, 2) a sense of community, 3) an
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ascribed membership, and 4) territoriality. Not all of these characteristics are inherent in
all ethnic groups. For example, ethnic minority groups in the United States are
decreasingly territorial. (Marger 1991)

The term 'racial group' is often used to identify different groups in the United
States. However, describing groups by ethnic heritage is much more accurate. There are
three basic races in the world: Caucasoid, Negroid and Mongoloid. However, the
concept of race is unclear because of variability within these groups, and the genetic
mixing of races. The racial categories are not exclusive, because humans have a
genetically open system. Therefore, on a biological level, race is not a very meaningful
concept. The use of race is largely a sociological perception of distinction based on the
physical manifestations of person's origin. Differential treatment on the basis of physical
characteristics assumes link between behavior and physical appearance. However,
behavior is more closely related to values associated with cultural or ethnic background
(Marger 1991).

Understanding the minority group/dominant group structure in the United States
is essential to the study of the environmental values of ethnic minority group members.
Glasrud and Smith (1973 p. 3) suggest that there are three themes in the history of ethnic
minorities in the United States, including:: complete domination by the white majority,
segregation, and resistance of ethnic minorities to cultural assimilation. This
majority/minority societal structure is defined by an unequal distribution of society's
resources, which is a function of that society's government, economic, educational and

religious institutions. The inequality is stable, and results in differential social classes
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based to some degree on ethnicity. This social structure results from ideological
justifications that have been accepted by the society. Particular features of minority
groups within this structure include: 1) a social definition, 2) differential power, 3)
categorical treatment (not based on individual, but on ethnic group membership), and 4)
sociological or numerical meaning. Conversely, the dominant group has maximum
access to society's resources, holding a disproportionate share of political power and
economic resources. Although these are features of the societal structure in the United
States, change in social mobility and power is occurring. However, this change is
exceedingly slow. (Marger 1991)

These two factors, cultural differences in ethnic groups, and societal structure,
create a basis for differences in attitudes toward the environment and natural resources in
the United States. This difference will occur if ethnic groups in the United States are
strong enough to maintain a separate culture. Glasrud and Smith (1973 p. 1-5) report that
"Nonwhites in the United States comprise a substantial minority whose experience and
life style differ significantly from that of the white majority," and that "nonwhites have
established separate communities within the prevailing white society." This suggests that

communities within the U.S. have maintained their cultural traits, practices and beliefs.

Hi ¢ African-Ameri
African-Americans compose the largest segment of ethnic minorities in the
United States. Collective history, ideological connections, similar attitudes and

institutionalization of the culture establish African-American culture as a viable entity
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within U.S. culture. On the basis of the collective history and established culture of
African-Americans, various theories analyze the cohesiveness of this culture. Questions
remain regarding how other variables such as income, education, place of birth affect
various aspects of African-Americans' values, beliefs and attitudes. The question of the
degree of influence of ethnic culture on attitudes toward issues in the U.S. extends to the
study of environmental attitudes.

To understand the theories behind the assessment of environmental attitudes of
African-Americans, it is necessary to first know the basic history of African-Americans.
African-Americans are a culturally unique group because of their distinctive history in
the United States. The following review of African-American history is based on the
comprehensive work Before the Mayflower: A History of Black America by Lerone
Bennett, Jr. (1993).

The culture of African-Americans begins before the early slave trade more than
400 years ago (Bennett 1993). African people were forcibly brought mainly from
western African countries. Western African culture was diverse. People were taken as
slaves from many different nations, and many different backgrounds. Western Africa had
both developed metropolitan areas and agricultural areas. Most societies, however, were
agriculturally based. Western Africans had developed governmental, legal, educational
and religious systems.

The Portuguese began the slave trade to European and western areas, including
South America, the Caribbean and the American colonies. The slave trade soon became

very lucrative, and was taken over by other European nations. When the slave trade
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began in America, before colonization, Africans were brought in relatively small
numbers, and were often treated as indentured servants (as were many poor European
immigrants). As the need for human labor increased in the colonies, more demand for
African labor occurred. Slavery was much more economically viable than indentured
servitude. The slave population increased as agriculture increased in the colonies. As
the number of African slaves in the United States exploded, a method to maintain the
existence of slavery was created. This method was the production of racist thought in the
United States. In order to maintain such an inhumane system, it was necessary to
dehumanize African people through racist theories.

Another way of controlling the slave population was to cut off their African
cultural roots (Bennett 1993). There was a procedural elimination of African culture
from the lives of African slaves. Slaves were not permitted to worship African gods or
practice African religions and customs. This practice has created a significant problem in
current attempts to trace the culture of African-Americans. Not only were African-
Americans from different societies in Affrica, but attempts were made to sever their
cultural roots. However, some cultural practices remained for African slaves and still
continue today in African-American society. Bennett (1993) suggests that African
culture is still evident in the music and religious practices of African-Americans.

In addition to looking back to western Africa, it is important to understand the
lives of people of African descent who were brought to the United States. Five basic
stages of African-American history in the U.S. include: 1) slavery, 2) reconstruction, 3)

the Jim Crow era, 4) the Civil Rights era, and 5) the post Civil Rights era.
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Various forms of slavery existed in the United States from colonial times until the
Emancipation Proclamation in 1863 that freed slaves in the Confederate states except for
loyal Union border areas. During the latter part of this reign, slavery became
increasingly brutal and justified through racist doctrine.

Immediately following the end of the Civil War, the reconstruction era brought
unprecedented freedom for African-Americans in the United States. African-Americans
made large strides from slavery to enjoy limited positions of political power and social
freedom. This era saw the passage of civil rights laws and protection of African-
Americans in the former Confederate states by U.S. troops. The foundations of African-
American churches, African-American colleges and African-American social
organizations solidified at this time. African-Americans held a great deal of political
power in the South, and produced a large number of politicians and scholars. Although
African-Americans made great strides during this time, economically the vast majority
were still far behind the rest of America.

At the end of this relatively short period (about 10 to 12 years) a backlash against
the power of African-Americans began. In the 1877 presidential election, Rutherford B.
Hayes sealed the fate of the African-American community in the South. In this election,
candidate Hayes promised to allow home rule of former Confederate states, and to
suspend the constitutional protection of African-Americans in return for Southern
electoral votes. Hayes provided a quick start to the next stage of African-American
history, the Jim Crow era. Jim Crow was a creation of a white actor who represented

blacks in comedies. The song associated with this actor's stage show became America's
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first international hit and the term Jim Crow became synonymous with any African-
American.

By the 1890s, segregation pervasively plagued America. The Jim Crow era was
characterized by the elimination of the rights of African-Americans. Systematic
segregation and disenfranchisement of African-Americans began in the southern United
States, but were not limited to the South. Jim Crow laws were based on the prevention of
integrated eating and the prevention of interracial marriage. Upon this foundation,
segregation pervaded the greatest recesses of American life. Transportation, housing,
drinking and eating establishments, educational facilities and many other facets of daily
life were segregated into black and white. The segregation of African-Americans from
white institutions had an ominous and intentional affect. Segregation in education and
voting rights laws, such as poll taxes and grandfather clauses, were created to keep
African-Americans uneducated, disorganized and without political power. This era
lasted a long time, from the late 1800s to the beginning of the Civil Rights era in the
1950s. However, African-American organizations survived this era and laid the
groundwork for political participation in the Civil Rights movement. Slowly, African-
American leaders began to attack Jim Crow legislation. A great immigration from
southern rural areas to southern towns and from southern towns to northern cities began
in the early 1900s, and continued through the 1930s and 1940s. The racial question
which often concerned only the South became a national struggle.

The Civil Rights struggle existed in the United States from the time African

slaves first petitioned the colonial government for their freedom in 1644. However, the
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Civil Rights era gained much momentum and force in the 1950s and 1960s. African-
Americans stepped up their call for Civil Rights and the enforcement of the Constitution,
using direct action, legal channels, and prominent leaders. African-Americans and their
allies began to reform the Jim Crow legislation and obtain legal protection for the Civil
Rights of African-Americans. Slowly, integration occurred in such areas as the armed
forces, factories and offices. In 1948, Democratic president Harry Truman urged a strong
Civil Rights plank in the Democratic platform. In 1954, the Supreme court ruled that
separate public schools for children were inherently unequal. In 1955, Martin Luther
King Jr. emerged as a leader in the Civil Rights struggle fusing the elements of political
action and African-American churches.

King mobilized African-Americans from local uncoordinated action to purposive
national and regional action. American military troops were once again sent to the
southern states to protect the Civil Rights of African-Americans. Colleges in the south
were forcibly integrated creating riots and violence.

John F. Kennedy, a Civil Rights advocate, was elected as president by a thin
margin in 1960. Kennedy would eventually call for a strong Civil Rights bill to be
passed by congress. Kennedy was assassinated before the passage of the act. Evoking
the sentiment of the bill as a tribute to Kennedy, the Civil Rights Act of 1964 was passed
by Congress. This was followed by the Voting Rights Act that helped to eliminate the
systematic disenfranchisement of African-Americans from the political process.

Despite the gains of this era, the polarization of African-Americans and Euro-

Americans increased during this time. A Euro-American backlash began during the Civil
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Rights era, and a call for separatism and black power created tension in interracial
relations. The Civil Rights era was marked by violence with assassinations of African-
American leaders and Euro-American liberals. By the end of this era, Medgar Evers,
Martin Luther King, Malcolm X, John Kennedy and Robert Kennedy, along with many
less powerful Civil Rights actors, had been assassinated.

Political and personal achievements stand out in this era as do tension and
struggle. In the end, African-Americans had advanced politically, legally and personally.
Strides were made in income, health, education, employment and voter participation for
the African-American population.

The late 1960s and early 1970s brought about a new conservatism in the United
States marked by the election of Richard Nixon in 1968. Except for the election of James
Carter in 1978, the post Civil Rights era has been marked by conservative political and
moral agendas. Presidents Reagan and Bush campaigned against new Civil Rights
legislation such as affirmative action and appointed very few African-Americans to
positions of power. The escalating problems of racial tension and the increasing gap
between rich and poor in the United States peaked in the riots in Los Angeles in 1992.
These riots like many before them were triggered by an incident in that Euro-American
police beat an African-American suspect which was followed by the acquittal of the
police officers. The officers were later found guilty of violating the victim's Civil Rights.

In 1992, Americans elected a Democratic president, Bill Clinton, who ranon a
platform which appealed for the empowerment of African-Americans and women. He

was elected with a great deal of support from African-Americans. Clinton has nominated
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a large number of African-Americans for appointed positions and has named four
African-Americans (an unprecedented number) to his cabinet.

The history of African-Americans in the United States produces a complicated
framework for African-American culture. It is not solely African, but is a mix of the
political, religious and economic institutions of African, European and American
cultures. It is a unique culture in the United States, as well as in the world. While
difficult to trace the most influential elements of this culture, it remains distinctive within
American culture. In order to understand the African-American culture, including
beliefs, norms and ideals, researchers must begin with the current generations of African-
Americans. It is impossible to know the most influential factors which created African-
American culture, but it is not impossible to understand the manifestations of this groups'

unique history.

r ican- ri

Historically, African-Americans have had a separate culture within the U.S. With
the advent of anti-discrimination legislation and policy, and the integration of African-
Americans into U.S. society, institutions and power structures, how strong is the African-
American culture today? Have African Americans indeed assimilated into the Euro-
American culture to such a degree as to be non-distinguishable from Euro-American
culture? Recent research shows that African Americans do have a culture within the U.S.
culture. Examples of this are established in the literature (Gooley 1992; Tripp 1991;

Davis 1991).
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Gooley (1992) has found that in addition to structural (geographic) ties in the
African-American community, African-Americans also have ideological connections.
These include normative mainstream values, culturally-specific values and
cognitive/intellectual factors. Normative values pertain to American macroculture values
such as achievement, work, efficiency, freedom. In addition to these values, African-
Americans hold a set of unique "culturally specific values." According to Gooley (1992)
these include reverence for family, a strong role for religion, and race consciousness.
The cognitive/intellectual factors of African- Americans are a separate paradigm from
Euro-American culture. According to Lewis (1975), Euro-Americans conceptualize
dichotomies, such as death versus life, moral versus immoral and rational versus
irrational. However, African Americans see these units holistically: life and death,
moral and immoral, rational and irrational.

Furthermore, as a result of their distinct culture, Gooley (1992 p. 121) contends
that African-Americans are "at once connected to and disconnected from mainstream
society." Also, Gooley (1992 p. 151) suggests that "although Blacks have roles and
relationships within the larger society, their overall participation is limited."

In the 1980s, Tripp (1991) assessed the degree of race consciousness of African-
American college students. He found that throughout this decade the degree of "Black
consciousness” increased and a "general shift toward collectivism as opposed to
individualism" occurred (Tripp 1991 p. 167). This supported the theory that African-
Americans, and other ethnic groups, do not entirely assimilate into the dominant Euro-

American culture, but remain separate cultures or micro-cultures within the U.S. culture.
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Davis (1991) studied the homogeneity of African-Americans. He based his study
on several political and social attitude measures, and measures of anomia. Davis (1991)
found that although internal group differences occurred on the basis of education and
income, differences between African-Americans and Euro-Americans were stronger.
Davis (1991 p. 171) discussed these findings based on three constructs:

1) racism and racial discrimination have manifested economic inequities that have

become salient concerns for the vast majority of African Americans;

2) the vast majority of African Americans, regardless of their socio-economic

status, share common social experiences; and

3) most African Americans are concerned with the preservation of their cultural

traditions.

More evidence of the separate culture of African-Americans is shown by the
evolution of African-American studies into an academic discipline (Woodyard 1991).
African-American studies have progressed from the study of individual achievements, to
the cultural and intellectual 'renaissance' of the 1920s (a self-awareness of the culture
with the African-American population), to the methodological study of African-
Americans, to political activism, and finally to institutionalization with courses and
academic works devoted to African-Americans.

Thus, many differences between African-Americans and Euro-Americans exist,
including the divergent histories, current events, and empirical evidence of cultural
differences. Reasons for differences between environmentalism of Euro-Americans and

African-Americans beyond culture should also be explored. This difference can be

explained by barriers to action and differences in socio-economic status.
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Sociopolitical Activity of African-Ameri

The idea that African-Americans and Euro-Americans differ in participation in
the environmental movement is based in part on environmental racism literature, and in
part on both theoretical and empirical literature on political participation of African-
Americans. Participation of African-Americans in the sociopolitical arena has been
studied more extensively than in the environmental arena.

A standard socioeconomic model suggests that African-Americans participate at
equal rates with Euro-Americans if income and education levels are held constant (Bobo
& Gilliam 1990). However, some empirical studies have found that African-Americans
have higher rates of participation than Euro-Americans when income and education are
held constant (Ellison & London 1992). Two additional theories have been advanced to
explain this. First, the compensatory theory suggests that African-Americans are more
active than Euro-Americans to "overcome the exclusion and feelings of inferiority forced
on them by a hostile white society" (Bobo & Gilliam 1990 p.378). Second, the ethnic
community theory suggests that members of minority groups develop strong feelings of
attachment producing a desire to actively improve the community’s status (Bobo &
Gilliam 1990, Ellison & Gay 1989). Furthering the understanding of sociopolitical
participation, Bobo & Gilliam (1990) assessed the effect of empowerment on
participation. These authors used habitation in a city with an African-American mayor as
an indicator of empowerment for African-Americans. Bobo & Gilliam (1990) found that
African-Americans participate in politics at lower levels than Euro-Americans when

living in cities with Euro-American mayors. And, African-Americans participate at
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higher levels than Euro-Americans when living in cities with an African-American
mayor.
In the study described in this dissertation, both the socio-economic model, and
empowerment effects will be tested. Income and education may have an impact on
environmental attitudes as well as environmental behavior. Levels of empowerment may

also have an effect on environmental attitudes and behavior.

TESTING THEORIES OF AFRICAN-AMERICAN ENVIRONMENTALISM

Differences between ethnic groups in the U.S. exist in the areas of attitudes about
political participation, social welfare and education (LeMay 1983). In the U.S., more
studies should be conducted to determine if ethnic differences are great enough to cause
environmental attitudes and behavioral patterns to vary significantly.

Various theories have been developed to explain the environmentalism of
African-Americans including the sub-culture, structural barrier and hierarchy of needs
theories (Mohai 1990, Taylor 1989). These three theories can be tested by assessing the
environmental attitudes and behavior of two ethnic <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>