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mesnings that get 333& through communica-
tion, rather chan as sorriething fixed, concrete, and

objective. v-
... T should also be pointed out tharas socially

83!263&. these a-Rin«. sre relagional, exist in
relation to n-l. othét. 02.8 there be a white 8_:...

out a black category? Wht docs-it mean that we
tend 10 see race in the c::& States in polar cate-
gories, white and black? If petiple do not fit or do
not want to it into these categories, how can they

snno:-.o their &m.zc;

. Bounded Versus OoB?-.-QZog-:«a
ldentities

The relationship cn.tnn:_ white racial and ethnic
identity can be clarified by &z.omci...:u between
bounded and no?.:-:. Eg::a (Frankenburg,
1993: Trinh, 1986/87). uoc:a& cultures are those
groups we belong to that sre uvon_mn and not dom-
insnt or normative (such as m ups defined by reli-
gion, gender, ethnicity). woq 33. white vnov_n.
connections to these groups sre clesr and easy ©
wlk sbout. Being lrish’American means we cele-
brate St. Patrick's Day. heing Amish mésns we fol-
low the “Ordnung” (the community rules). Growing
up German American may mican working hard for
the sake of working and not gzu very verbally ex-
pressive. 1t’s easy o0 znomazn and identily these
cultural behaviors. .
However, what it méans © belong to the domi-
marit or normative white culiure is a much more
*slippery” consiruct, more dilficult 1o dehne, but
just as real. Ut is not offen easy 10 see what cultural
practices or norms link white people together. For
- example, we usually don't think of Thanksgiving as
2 white American holiday. Pirt of the "slipperiness®
of this identity is related 10 the dominant or nor-
B!ra aspect of vzza izs

u.—unnn« and vq_ln..

Sometimes the more powerful aspects of identity
. ate the most unrecognized, snd power is more
sirongly linked 10 sspects of identity that are as-

éribed, or involuntary. For 3»:6.9 when ques-

Y ®

H
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© tloned lVb& .&nazaw.ni.!nu will often not merition
gender. u.rmw,?up Hog'k think sbout it, whereas -
!0302 mﬂw.qﬂo..n s.&_v. o be ‘aware of how génder

is a2 part of (&Y identity.
. The u-..mo .Z:u may be true about being white,

One resgsty, white people don't :.._:r about being
white i$ thal they may-not.need to, Communication
-scholats Totn Naksysma and xovua w..nwr (1995)
suggest that this lack ol consclotisness.on the part
of whites: ?ﬁoa&_o only because of the power as-
soclated with being ‘whilte, The experieiices and

: 333..58-:3 patterns o.. whites are taken as the

:ow! ?63 which others are marked or measured.
The c:zuz_ norm then becomes. invisible. For ex-
amplé, thé niews media refer 1o “black.leaders® but

| never 8)«._...5 leaders.” There is "black on black

So.oaao. but European conflicts are not referred
10 a3 “whife 6n white violence."

‘What does it mean that the o-SmoJ. “white"
is séldbm réferred 1o:atid that whites so rarely

"tk -doc. the mearing of being white? As Krizek

..n:nna

I've uau« ~r§=nr 1ife never consclously thinking about

" labels.,! suppose we defi ned ourselves as one of those

vaia we didn’t label, -dlthough nobody every sald
that.’ %« were .?: white, not black or brown, and |
don't really-know what (hat means. No dne ever ques-

:oa& = azn..nwnan & Krizek, 1995, p. 292).

O: ?a o:.nq msan Z»r-ﬁap Coouv has writ.
ten. -VoE growing up in the South 32 fourth-
m«:ﬁ»so: h»vssnx Ametican, with his dentlty as
an Ameri¢an no:»:?a._v. challenged as people (re-
ban.:_x »nrnm him whiré he was an_c. \8 snd il
he.spoke mzw_:? .

Nakayama and Krizck sttesnpt to show how the
J...e.u?EQ. of whitehess Is rélated 10 power by an-
-:Enw the *rhétofi¢ of whiteness® or how white

people (alk. sbout being white when explichly
3_6& They (dund thai people often resisted dis-
cussing rof they fe( sbout being white, which
they 58&3 28 R:nn:an an invisible power in
“which whiie:is not a nu.nmoQ of identity, but black
Africhiy Americsn, of Chicaha ls.

A seéond rhetorical strategy was to say that be-
SN.GIS was-based.on :nm.:oa. :5. !ES is ° "not

Yy

o

2

'

8327—3'0-.0 »3.2 !-nr. f.d_.!?. A.Z:!v da-.ubu..
This seems like a neutral way io talk sbout being

white, but they point out that'la thid s ritegy- white
I$ again the universal againdt whicl diher colors are

marked. Another strategy tonfuscs whiteness with
. hationality. Whiteness means white Ametican. As

one of their _.ouvoaun_:a noted, “A 1ot of times
when people think of American, | bet you they
probably think of white. They probably think W's
reduridant” (p. 301). What ‘does it mean for all

those Americans who are ot whie?

We can see how difficult it Is-for people o pin
down the meaning of whiteness; but pethaps we'll
understand Interculiural commuriication better if
‘we apply the same scrutiny o white idetitity that
‘we apply to other culiural groups: This lack of
awareness.on the part of whites may be. changing,
as we'll discuss later. As issues of race ate vacmw.
up more and more (requently in the: Unitéd States
(in the O. J. Simpson trisl, lor csav_& white
people are perhaps thinking. more about being
white than ever before, and perhaps.it will hecome
esasier o identify those norms snd:core ‘symhols of
whiteness.

In Chapter 3 Edith. Folb argues.that there is a

relative continuum of power in the United States

sssociated with various ES::Q, _.u:n_:m from the

more powerful groups (whites, malés, Protcstants,
heterosexusls, middle/upper classes, the educated)

1o less powerful groups (racial minoritles, femiales,
religions other than Protestant, £3y3, the working
class, the less educated). And we each-may have as-
pects of our identity that are more or less powerlul,
depending on which is r.mr:m?& irt.any ‘pariicu-
lar coniext. Thase that-are. more involUptary or-
physically marked are more dilficult’ -:m the most
problematic.to negotlate,

What happens when our ES::Q are chal.
lenged? Growing up as.an ?s_.:\!nnsos:n young
woman, | felt'marginalized In many.social contexts
because | was physically marked by a distinciive
dress and physical appesrance. 1t way dif ficult to
negotiate anything other than s Bounded (Amish)
identity. What are the 333::.3:3 Conscquences
when Identitles are challenged —when, lor exam-
ple, Asian Americans are asked “Where are you re.

°

tga«g.ﬁ. ‘oﬁ.iﬂ‘ggf daas
W affect. the communicsiion berwesn paoghe wihen .

?n \dentities of some e olen chatlengad snd oth--
et ctf:n& are tarely nr!f-‘&g

Dimensions 0. ; g

_An interesting guestion, then, s whether there s o

set of cultural norms and symbols shared by most
white people. Many scholars feel that there are |

uniquely white cultural patierns, but thet ....4 o
often difficult 1o discern. Sociologist Ruth Franken-
burg suggests that one way 0 understand white-
=n8:8<ri=528u.33..8!83?¢n
category but ather as s set of three linked diimen- -
..o:i:t!u:g_opsgg These sre
modified w0 .13-:.« the communicative sspect
‘of identity: & location of structursl sdvantage, s
standpoint {rom which.lo view oGrselves snd oth-

ers, and a set of culturs! praciices (core symbols,
labels, and norms).

Whiteness Is a Location
of Structural Privilege

Some scholars argue that white identity is a:r& e
the structural sdvantage of race privilege within ..K

United States hut that the two sre nor synony
-mous, All whites do hot havé power and do nidt -

have equal access (o powef. For example, one can
point to tiries in U.S. hisiory when some whiie cul-
tural groups were not privileged, but rather were
viewed as separate or different, ss were the Irish in
the early part of the twenticth ceniury and the Ger
man Americans during World War ).

However, scholars have pointed out that the
memory of marginality in these instances has out-
lasied the marginality. In the latter pan of the
iwentieth century, mc_.ona!. immigrant groups are
now assimilated and are “just American.” Bound-
aries between Americanness and whitencss have

heen much_more fluid for “white_ethnic® groups
than for pedple of color.

How s this dimension of whhie identity played
oul in the. cveryday lives of white peaple and their
communication with others? Peggy Mcintosh (1995)

Judith N. Martin/Understanding Whiteness ia the United States 37




b yried 0 tdervedy she ways W which whive privi-
depe sfleces her delly icractions. See i you can
dist oehers

{ con, W { wish, srrange © be tn the company of
peopic of my race most ol the time.

f can be feicly sure ol having my voice hesrd in s
3'1&:.!:83.«3&&&338.

] con talk with my mouth qc._!&:o...-.avnovt
pwt this down 9 my color.
~!§‘-l-nﬂ§§§.§¢=§*
g called a credh w0 my race.

{ am never asked 10 spesk for sll people of my
racial group.
.g!ﬂd!ﬂngtzro!tggl

 seli-enerest or sell-secking

My culture gives me litle fest sbout ignoring the
éigzgiﬂgg

?i&sgrrﬁa&uggﬁ
white identity Influence my communicstion with
wthers? Perhaps it means that | spproach most in-
setactions with a confidence thst ¥ I'm nice, most

people will be-nice back 10 me. People won't pre-
judge me as untrustworthy, or “dillerent,” or “ans-

gry.” Oe i they see me siting with other people

who sre white, they won't think this means 1 don't
want %0 communicaie with people who aren't
white. They will judge me and communicale with
me a8 on individual.

Severs! studies have, in act, lound that whites
and Alrican Americans spproach interethnic con-
wersations in different ways. Whites rarely 1alk

sbomt issues of power when discussing interethnic
- commaunication, wheress 1t is a more central issue
n Alrican American {rameworks (Martin, Hecht,
i Larkey, 1994). S0 maybe this s one aspect of be-
ing white, the fact that ! don't consider power is-
sucs in conversations. Perhaps you can think of
other ways that privilege moy be refllected in whites®
communication. .
. While being white in the United Siates may -
mesn privilege sometimes, there seems 10 be'an in-

cressing perception that heing white does not
enean “iwisible privilege.” Charles A. Gallagher,

by ; college students in-a Iarge Inners
clty campus. found that white students thought a
. lot abowut being white and sew their whiteness not

. as a privilege but as & labllity. They often felt that

minority students were getting more bresks and.
more privileges. They also felt that they were pre-

judged by students ol color as being racist because .

they were white.
Some whites feel that being white is not wery

positive, thit whitengss Fépresents blandness (like
Wonder Bread), snd that it is not very interesting
in contrast 10 the cultural “richness” of ather cul-
turs] groups. This sometifmeés leads whites 1o re-

triewe their ethnic heritage and identity (ltalian
American, Irish American, snd 30 on). Ethnicity for
white Americans can be almost like a garment that

#s put on or ofl m will
Perhaps tiis change in Wdentity, this growing .

swareness of 8 white identity, Is occurring because

the as:e:a démographics in the United States
means that whites-are beginning to perceive them-

selves in the awaon.s Gallagher (1994) slso asked
students 10 estitnate the ratio of whites to blacks

. ggvgzgwa&a-g&&!g

thought the ratio was 30 percent white students,
70 percent black students. The actusl ratio was 70
percent white and 30 percent black.

The point here is hot the insccuracy of the per-
ouv:c?o..(rn;ﬁ.(zﬁo..i:oa& sre more
privileged, buit how these perceptions alfect Inter-
cultural ooaacan-:o? How do we communicate
with others if we:feel thst we are being prejudged
as racist? or as vm?:nwaz How sre these identitles

negotisied and confirmed or challenged in our in
5.2:5-. 53328:&

35.—5353 1% & ..m-auvo-a-..

A second &93&2.. of white identity, sccording to
Frankenburg, Is's- sikhdpoint, 8 place from which
white vnovx _,&r ai {hemselves, st others, snd at
socicty. What are-soime -perceplions shared by -

while people? And how do these perceptions dilfer

“from those of other cultural groups?

A dramstic example srose during the trisl of the

Alrican American celebrity O. J. Simpson, sccused
of killing his ex-wife, Nicole Brown Simpson, and
her friend Ron Goldman, An ABC News poll cons

58 Chapter 1 Approaches: Understending intercultural Communication

ducied just before 7»‘2—‘3;1&950&&!
showed a2 profound spiit between white and black

perteption: 77 percent of whites thougn Simpson ,
was gullty, 72 percent of blacks belicved We was n..

. nocent (Aritona Republic, October 1, 1995, p. A2).

Both whites and blacks 3aw the same televised |
trial, the same evidence, heard the same fegal argu-

ments; but saw these [rom two dilferent. “stand-
points™ and srrived at two dilferént conclusions,
Mow tould this be? Expenis analyzed the iwe::
standpoints snd tried 10 undeistand this dtamatlc
difference in perception in the days _33.&.:6
following the trial.

Most experts saw the roots of the different per
ceptions In the different life experiences of Alrican

snd white Americans. As one columnist.explained

Most whites thought Fuhrman [the policemen acrused .
of evidence tampering and racism] was 4 sich act and

on exception. Most blacks, epecially thest in L. A. v Core Q:!woz.yot%oi!%&.

frrllgi;.sivgafa
ke him, (Whlson, 1995, p 2) .

There sre numerous other, perhaps, ruu drs-
matic exsmples of how perceptions of whites vom
trast with those of other U.S..groups. To give. just
one example, according 10 8 CBS News poll re- -
poried in the Arizone Republic, 38 percent of whites
versus 27 percent of blacks think race relations In
the Unlted States sre generally-good (October 4,
1993). So something about being white Influences .
how we view the world and ultimately how we
communicaie with others. As dne ind idual re-

ported in Nakayama and Krizek's .:L«. .

®l dont exactly hnow whet it meahs to ! white, but
we all know doa't we? | mean ;3: talk uge. ie,
but | know thet we understand dach otRer b1 some
level. Like when @ black guy gets on an &?83:. or

"when you have @ choice to sit of stand pext (o @ white
. perion or @ black person. You pick the White person

end you look at cach other, the whites and you Just
hnow that you've got It bettes. You don't sy ee‘.zan
but you know. It's in the locks." (p 298) -

Of course, not all whites perceive all situations
in the same way. Remember that Identliy is dy-
namic, :ano:o:u and context- depepdent. ?.....-_a-

"t 2“'{%";
. situstiotns Whae the Wragpeon wial o fha Badasy

King besting arvd ihe subsacpeare ek sl wniea po-
Wice officers. And even than, &t o It Sllawile 9 wa

derstand how parceptiohe ave ta'ered v vonn.

Again the gquention comes baeh w how thase
varying pérceptions, expressiond of Wenaloy, o W
ence our communicstion. At there woys ' e pab
tie these varying perceptions?

Discussions following the O. J. Simpson wisl
may have presented opportunities lor eercwhtwrel

. diilogue and Anding some common grownd. Black

saw whites unanimously condemning Mark Pub
man, and whites heard the seme thing (rom Dlothy
concerning Simpson's patiern of spowsal sbuse
(Arizgona Republi¢c, October §, 1999, p All)

Whiteness Is a Set of Core Symbels,
‘Norms, and Labels

cultural group that are refllected in ihe norms of
behavior and labels used 10 describe ibe growp
(Hech, Collier, & Ribesu, 1993} Ofien the serms
are unmarked; they sre not made explicik, snd k |

~hard 10 identify what norms see uniquely shared |

whites. As noted, this dificulty comes penly from
the normative and dominant sspect of being wivine
The dilemma s that white is everything snd & s
nothing It Is Just there, snd yet it is dilicult 1 1ad)
sbout, maybe even embarrassing
Sometimes, these cultural praciices sve most

clearly visible 10 those who are not whine, 10 those
groups who sre ¢xcluded. Janey Helms ( 1990) and
others (such as M. Asante, 1973) have stiempied 9

outline values that sre shared primarily by whing

people. For example, they suggest that » strong bes
Hef in _:._.sac.:ua and ari emphasis on Mnear

thinking sre two patterns that are moss strongly

linked to being white and are not universsily shared
by other cultural groups in the Unived Ststes.

The labels we sttach to ourseives snd sthery thag
characterize ethnicity snd/oe race may be seen as 8
category of core symbols and sre snother wey in

. which identity is expressed. Labels have meaning

and »3 not neutral

I h&_sz Martin/Understending Wivteness In 1he Unked Stotes. 39
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The questions of labels and ‘.&m.a:c‘. has beén of specifically ,\mmﬁmmu ».Wwowsrvrv. (Anglo) or his- the miessage from the soclal environment. (faimily -Active Acceptance. Those whites \n the ac\tve ac-

\mlaﬂg to Eeabswa ‘.qdcvb for a §. time. tory .Rs - v.v.ﬁcO\WNh :..ﬂwv:n.ha the zﬂ—du Oﬁ Vﬁ-:“ .n’ﬂ and society) ..I.gcn racial groups. - ceplance Cn....“.ﬁ. are ﬁd% consclous of thelr white-

One Issue revolves sroUnd who has thé right to norfistive giSisp, the oné-that names.and.catego- . ness and may express (helr {eelings of superiorivy
name others. Who has -?Q..“.ﬂ._h.?.a t6 Ose.a label? . 1“0...0«2&..«..&..?- is hot legeil gumanaw . .. : Stage 2: )ﬂhﬂw‘l’.ﬁﬂ . o o noznnw?ﬁ% Cas with a White Student Union.) There
Agsin powers comes .:.wo play, lor dominant groups ° Igma.w.....w—._w may be ¢hanging as o.p._m...ir:n . The second stage, acceplaiice, represents the In- * may be open resentment toward minoritles Who are

<€an exercise power In'naining éthers..And ft Is often  identity/is:beifg (re)négotiried and defined in con- ternalizatiori of the 'meséagés about raclal group-."  -perceived 1o be inore advantaged: “Why do all the
difficult. for the less péwer (il groups 5 control* tempdrary:1).5. society,-Perhaps these Issues of ls- : membership snd.the acquisiilén of a:bétielin the black_ studerits 41t together in the Student Union?®

: thelr own: labels. 1t Is well known that Native Amierl- - bels will bg discussed moré by !E.G..??uva.ta "normslcy” (superiority) of béing whité. This may - Somie whites fiever move heyond this phase. \f
cang have objected to the vse of tribal terms a8 . . con ox..._a._..m.:._n meanings @ various labels - be either a passive acceptance or an sctive hccep-- they do, it is usually s result of a number of tumu.
names ﬁb—. ﬁ:u hacv..u m”.aur:_-uv. cars CGnﬂ Al rican guw_n.a. g_-n..mc_dmxba E.&lﬁnﬂ. 0_. tance of the mo:.._:ubzn uOn*»:N»n_O?)b -—u_-.ﬁ.o.n—uan lative TVents. rna—avu.a desct -VGO n’ﬂ transition of

Cherokee), and other commherelal products. Somé we can'leafn lo negotinte and call people what they
Alricsn Americans object td Aufit Jemima pancake ‘warit (o Be called, as Mary Jane Colller suggests, to
mix snd Uncle Ben's ri¢é [ is ro..f_nm_w known alfirm theideéntity that each thinks is important.

. that'Quaakers mmwn.&.:macocw_x.ﬁ the :.N of the , § : :
label “Quaker” in Quaker Oats, Would'we like a e td d R AT B g s 4
teain called *the Fighting Honkeys"? One response White _”.Qm:cqgimouana L
of marginalized groups I to ake the pejoritive libel How do we develdp a sense of whiteness? This

point here is that individuals at this stage-are nat onie of her students from the active acceptance
aware that they have been programmed 1y aceepta  Stage 1o-the next stage: .

particular wotld view about race. 1y is'simiply the [She took] a class In high school on African American

way things are and is not questioned.. ~ . authors, . . . She felt that the authors’ experiences hac

happened long ago and that whatever unfairness ex-
Isted then had been rectified. Later, after entering (ol-

Passive Acceptance. In the passive acceprance

. .. . sensé (Just like our sense. of gender) develops over - stage, there is no consclous identification with ber 1000 40y develoni .
B eorem e e e orotP!  \méan iktough commuenton wi ohers, | g white. Whites t tis stage g hold hg ollow- 1o e o loséelatonships with
%.%w-ﬂﬂ%ﬁ%#%ﬁh..ﬂws nermuli  Thete seémiio b several itages of idenilty develop- 8 sublly riciit views but do ot séx themselves 88 g 1y bave avher experiences thot.contradicted her
le Identities are reflected in vérious labels (Spane ment, no with definite beginnings and ends, but . being racist. Rather, racism is scen as.the holding. assumptions aboyt fuirness. An incident in her resi-
.vz.. Mexican American, Lstina, Chicana). ._....nv stages nonetheless thal represenit differetit posi- oh.g__..nam Ko, 48 those espouséd by - dence bl involving the indiscriminate rounding up
Spanish label Is one she Wis given by her family tlons-of ynderstinding who we are. | (o U e N, oL of all Black male students by police, and an ensuing
and designaies an sncestril origin (Spsin. The In In :...a..p..u.m‘..‘.mm..m..-.zr?.aozi group members L. Mincrity groups are culiurally deprivéd and - protest over that incident, had a particular effect upnn
bel Mexican American reflects jwo important cul- %ﬁ“on m-_a.n:mw.o..m racial.and zrm.,n _Moaw.w much need help to assimilate, v her. She described herself ds "wdking up (o the reality®
tures that make up her identity. Latina reflects earlicr than majority.group members do. As psy- » e mtlrmio: dfter this-incident. (p. 127)
cultural and Z.zow_nn_ n%_w?.m.d:on with others orc..ﬁ:...wz.-....ii_au.a (1994) describes i w-cﬂmvﬁﬂumooﬂ.nn.%”_.mnﬁmﬁM”MWWﬂﬁwwm““ﬁwu . ! . i .
m, mﬂ.ﬁ. ,“aﬁ.. :.w_z_wu.n n.zs.w_m_a and :._a,w ?%z._.ﬁwa the cate that White dtudents . that whités have never had. T Stage 3: Resistance . |
oulh Americans) and the:Chicana label promotes enmollegd 1K my class oa Facldl and cultural Isues in 3. White culture, music art, and literature'Is The resistance stage repit , dins
. nlied (K my class on racl 1l [ssue : ure, music, bkt e ' stage represents a major attiiudinal
ﬂozsn._ snd cultural asscrilvericss In representing Go___._.#:m.n_m%ﬁ (o be taught all about the cultures of | sical™; works of art by vnov_m o_w.. no_hm.mnm«wa_wa_p__.w” _ shilt, from a position that blames victims for théir
u.qrE.:._.w. m_..._o stresacs that ..rm. s all these, that people &...&_.,..v.,.o.:@ they dfe dimost alwiys.surprised to ort; or *crafis® = C e e conditions 1o-one that Admes and hlames s white's
gach peveals & different _....."2 o...rnq Identlty: e r&ﬁym%ﬁﬂ&ﬁxm_@a.g the ,S.z.u..n.&cm.u cxpe- . 4. Péople of col . : o own dominant group as the source of racial prob-
bolic, historical, culiural,'and political, rience: Sohic:Students renirk that they aie ot White: L oopie ) tolor are "culturally different” whereas

lemis. This resistance may take the form of passive

. Similarly, the labels and mesnings for African they ‘aré Jemdles oF workinig< . . whites are Itidividuals with no grotp.idenitity. cul- . :

A " . re Jemule; or working<tlass, or Catholic or Jew- . . . group ldentity culs . “tesistarice, with little behavioral chan e, ;
Americans have evalved tner the years. Hechl, Cob-  yoh, bt wol, White. Whén‘challenged, they reluctantly . 7 lures, or shared experlence of tacial pHvilege. , resistance = a1 ownership.of raclsm _m.ém,_..w“%
lier, snd Ribeau (1993 ¢liim that the shif( from admif that IK?y tie White but report that ihis is the UL - I :

may be embarrassed as they! récognize that much -

People at this stage usually 1ake ofie of.1wo m@.. of their behavior has been ricist. Some may try to

black to Alrican American as o' self-preflerred label Jirst:tike Widy hiave hiad to think about what 1t means

sive positions with respect to facial Issues and in-

is founded in issues of sell-determination, sirength, ¥ Reni th 1353 3 .
progress, and control. . “a . . e . ? -+ o Maaa:.a with people of color. They-cither uvisid or %Unm.ﬁ”%”ﬂ“ W._,ﬂomw o whlles of graale
What do white peoplé wani 1o he called? When  eqoe TN Soclal Co X OPl 2 pdtronizing stance, That is, théy may : ™"
. . 3 s u_—“hm ) ) ) . ° QQU*zO?— -
we asked white.college studenys what labels they et i R T ° aunnoo racial Issues; avoid being around people ol color, or In the active resistance Stage, whites belicve that
preferred 10 use and preferred othérs 1o use they In zn&_awmm _uo.%_. the first stage o.- a.m::s. de-. . be very polité when they are. O they may.iake n. changing the .Ez.n community is the responsibility
“consistently chose the most “normative,” the leasy cn_ovauﬂn .ww&» mnﬁ«%ﬂ.f.::ﬂ:ﬁ@ minority patronizing stance, be very solicitous snd ..3. 10. nh_ir_-nn they shift from being a goad “liberal”
specific (Martin, Krizek, Nakayams, & Bradlord,: ﬁ%cmﬂ m._fm._,..,m.»:mo ¢ M fen 33__‘ be »Mumn of help the less fortunate: *1 real ty feck terrible shout . ﬂn.. lo cm-:m 2n sclive agent of change. However,
" 1996). They wanted 10 be ¢alled white, or mayhe physical Giiferences and some cultural dilferences . the few mincrity students in my classes. | know it's ooy o2 ke the transition lo the next stage, they
white American, but not whit€ Anglo-Saxon Proics. but _“"_o ...&..Wﬂvq?-.q?_ or hosiile and do not feel | | 50 hard for them 1o it in. | really wish.T could fig: Mn..o:u_“ra while they may m.‘vvaau:.. communitics .
tant. What does it mean if whites resist being racklly Sopsrion. However, eventually they absorb * ure out some way o make things easicr for them.” -:Mn”rnwﬁw_‘-- .Ma“..wa Mnﬁwmﬂno%hﬂok o ures
. E L] . . . . cness.
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In .ﬂu stage,
snmna:_:u ‘whileness in nonrac

came io see that they do not: _..3.« to -nnnv. ._..n
m.om.:z...oa of i_._.n that'ls p sldced on them by socl

etfi ‘They can move vnv..mmm the connectlon to
racism to see positive aspects of being European:
Ameritan and [eel more .no..s..o:-c_n being white;
However, the difficult n:._mnamn here is to identify
what white culture is. Sometiines .au cah be doné
only by coming into cohtact with and interacting
with waov_o of color, before foving on to redefine”
ofie's own white identity. A $econd task is to iden-
tify the ways in which eacismi s harmful to whites
and 1 move beyond thinkifig that racism allects

only. people of color,” = .

vv‘.

m:n.a » -upn_d-:u-:o:

in this stage, whites are mz»:« able 1o integrate

their whiteness into all other facéts of their identity,

and this affects other asptets.of socisl and per-
sonal identity - sex role, religious role, and so on,

At this point, there is less ‘consclousness about
identity; sll aspects are .:_u_.snzu& and manifested’

in uvos.-soocu behaviof; .

Summary . by

This essay attempts 10 _::_»8 a dialogue sbout
_wha it mesns to be while:In the United States as
we spproach the twenty-first century. At this time,
it seems that there are compéting notions about .
whit |s involved in white ES:Q It is seén as both
~invisible and real. It is Seén as both privilege anid li-
" ability. It is seen as both positive and negative, And
all of these dimensions are played out in-our com-
munication with others. Our identities are simulta-
neously shaping and heing shaped by our .
communication.

It seems appropriate to conclude with some
questions for reflectior »:a &Xc«....o:. .

1. When was the first time v.oc wete aware of your

racial identity? How was it :_E...._ about with
ur
[riends and family as you were growing up? 7 :

AR = .

——

R ..... .

2. :o.i.m.% i uer Pa.z_v. .-_r dbout 27205&

3. If wms are &:.s ini ‘whit tontexts do you think

. abou beélng’ t.-w:nw Qo xoc feél white when you are
with’ un_v. a&.._.ﬂ peop |
4. ﬁ.m -3 -rn uo?.mcln-:sn consequences of
::_..Eam Eo..d.m...,wwnu iH Eategaties ltke black and

white? What 48 You feel w@:m: you can't easily cate:
molua uoauomw. N Z»nr or white?
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