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This paper clarifies theoretically the nature of ethnic 
differences in participation of blacks and whites in outdoor 
recreation~ The study used substantiating sociolcgical and 
anthropological theory. Analysis of a national sample indi­
cates little evidence that Blacks' generally lower rates of 
participation (compared to whites) stem from either inhibi­
tory factors or statistical ar~~facts of population co~posi­
tion. Rather, Black leisure patterns result from a distinct 
cultural value and normative system contrasted to White "mass , 

I 
society." 
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RESEARCH SUMMARY 
Analysis of a national sample on outdoor rec reation par­

t i cipation indicates little evidence that Blacks' generally 
lower rates of participation (in comparison to Whites') in 
wildland-related activities stem from either inhibitory fac­
tors or statistical artifacts of population composition. 
Blacks' perceived constraints on outdoor recreation parti­
cipation differed from Whites' only in greater transportation 
difficulty; desired activities for outdoor recreation tended 
to accentuate Black-White differences rather than reduce them. 
Instead, the perspective is presented that Black leisure pat­
terns result from a distinct cultural value and normative 
system contrasted to White "mass society," su99esting that 
leisure may in fact function as a mechanism to help maintain 
contrasting ethnic minority subcultural systems in coexistence 
with a dominant culture. 

CONTENTS 
Page 

INTRODUCTION • • • • • • . . . 1 

TIIE HCRS NATIONAL SURVEY • • 2 

RESULTS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS . . . . . . 10 

PUBLICATIONS CITED . . . . . . . . 13 

I 

' 
J 



I 
I 
I 

f 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

L l~ l KU L' UL- l LU l'f 
l< c-~ rc:it 1on rcsc.1nh I 1tc r a t ure has Jcmo11s tr:1tcd th:1t 11111 .. r11 1'n?111J.1 t IPll', l""P<'· 

~· •. i i i~ Rl.•c ks , p:i rt ic1p.1tc l ess f r cqucntl r t h.111 t h l' \\ '1 1h· r.:.1 .11.1 r 1t • :••:i:''.J 1111•11 i n 111.1:11 

out dn11 r n .'l' r c:i t 1on activi t ies i n hoth ur ban and i. 1ldl.inJ <.ett 1 11~s (Ol, hl,l. 1'11, : ; :'\1 «\ :' ' 
.1 r.,! Rurd1.:c- l ~l'.'1 ). Ohscr \'J t1 ons o.f outdoor rccn':lt ion m:111;q:cr' 111 nH"t 1. 1 l.ll:11hl "l' t 1 1111: .... 
surpo rt ~uch f i nd ings . E:-<p lanations for these ct hn~c \';:Jr1 :1t1011s Ill 1~ t1 l1: 1 11~ 1111 t d1Hl l' 
Tl'C rc-ati on oppo rtunities, however, arc les s clc-a r ; 111tc r prct:1 t 111 11 .; ol ' "\· h llfl:-.l' l'\'a t ir111 .... 
~ ·'•:-~n,lll l ~ · m:1kc use of one- of three competing cx p l~ na t i ons . 

The "demographic explanation" suggests that particip;aion Ji ffrrcn c: cs hl' h ' l ' Cll pop­
ul:i t ions a re simpl y the result of statistical differences in popu l ation compos i tion for 
ch~racteristics related to participation in certain recreational activities . For i n­
stJn~e. if age affects propensity to engage in an act i vity, populations "ith varrin~ 
:O\;e structures i.-ould manifest different overall partic i pation rates for that activit~· . 
thC1uJ:h :tll other factors might be identical. 

Tl~ e ;,mJrginality explanation" interprets the und ~: ruti l i:at i <'n of both dty :inJ 
1o. il J LrnJ rc..:r~:tti on re5ources by Blacks as less a rcfl c(ti 1•11 c: 1· ( h~) i c e tlwn :i s :1 con­
s ~' :i u c n"· c of the cun.ulative effects of social, economic, a11d c<lu.:n ion Jiscrimin:at ion 
;111J ~ (·g re~ation practices. Underlying this perspecti ve is the assumpt ion t h:it :a ll 
r~~ r~:it i onal resources are equally attractive for both ethnic populations. Cons~­
qucntl y , i f both population groups had the same opportunity, their participation ra tc- s 
k0ul J b~ nearl y identical. From the marginality perspective , Blacks arc Jescribed 
t ~7ically as having less leisure time, less exposure to the amenities of the out of 
·Jaors, less adequate means of transportation, and less money available to purchase 
recreation equipment. 

~:: .:ontrast, the "ethnicity perspective" assumes the existence of minority sub­
cultures ~ith unique value and normative systems that are distinct from those of the 
Ar.i~rican mass-culture . If leisure patterns are vie~ed as int~gral elements of subcul­
tural systems, then the observed minority leisure pattern of unJerutili~ation becomes, 
fror.1 this perspective, an expression of conformity to these subcultural norms ·and 
,·alucs. 

\\'hile the ethnicity perspective has not been established empirically, some efforts 
h:ffe ~een made to substantiate the validity of the marginality perspective. By and 
lJrge, the results of these efforts are inconclusive due essentially to methodological 
problens (~kleller and Gurin 1962; Nieves and Burdge 1971; Cheek, Field, and Burdge 
1~7o). Another problem is the inability to ceneralize fro11 llOSt recreation studies 
reporting participation rates. For example, aany of these studies have been conducted 
at specific recreation sites or at the state and regional levels. Few national studies 
reporting outdoor recreation participation rates have been done ag~in$t ~hich the 
r~~ult~ of these more geocraphically circumscribed studies can be compared. 

I n 197:', the U.S. Department of the lntcrinr, l!(•rit:1~e C:ons(•rv;1tion :ind RC'\:rc-ation 
Sl'T\' i~ l.' (llCRS), sponsored a national outdoor recreat i on survey that incluJed "ethni c 
!-. 1 _- k~r\~w1J" as 3 demographic variable. The dat:i from this sun•cy present 3 rare oppor­
t :.:. ity to examine ethnic differences in participation rates on a national scale; more-
,H ~' r, local, state, and regional patterns can now be compared with the nat ionnl patterns 
..!l· r i \' 1..•d from those recent data. 

TI1c purpose of this paper is to clarify theoretically the nature of ethnic differ­
e n c e~ in participation rates using the HCRS national sample . To assess the applicabil­
i : y o f th<' r.i:irginality, demographic, and ethnicity perspectives, the former two are 
:~s t cJ t~gcther empirically and the latter explored through substantiating sociological 
J :1J ar.thropological theor)'. 
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" llH' l ' p.1rt1.::1p.1t1on J1ffcrcnccs coo.Jl d resu lt fro::: J 1sad\an:Jgcs Jue to in:::.>::-. ~· = :· 
cd·.1,·.1: l l) ll.d d1ffc r cn..:e~ hc ti- een Blacks :inJ 1 .. r. itC'S (the ''r.iaq;1nal1t :• exrlan:i:i on" ~ . or 
frL''l1 Ji fi'ercnu· ~ 111 popuiation 's tructure or location affecting r.:i r tic1pa t 1on ( t he 
"JL'illl'J..:r:iph1c cxpl.111:1t1 011"), these causal explanations Jrc cxamrned hy hol d1 :1 f: t hese 
indt·11e11dcnt variables cons tant; if part i ci pation rates of the ti.·o groups become nonsig­
n1f 1 c :intl~- different i.·hen these are controlled, the marginality and demogr:iphic p0sit1.:-:i~ 

rnuld be ~ustained. If significant participation differences remain, then other factors 
arc prcsumcJ at work . The ethnicity perspective is presented as a promising c:indidate. 

THE HCRS NATIONAL SURVEY 
The UCRS conducted its survey of the cor.tinental United States population to 

assess recreation demands :ind needs as part of its t\at ionwide Outdoor Recreation Plan . 
The ~ample desiJ:?n and data collection i.:ere performed b)' Opinio:i Research Cor1wration. 
,\ str:itified probat-ility sample of ..l,029 households .,.-as dr:t\\n; age and sex quctas 1•ere 
then used to select respondents h'ithin households for telephone inten·ie\\·s condu,:teJ i n 
.June :rnJ July of 1~1;; . Since the ethnic 1Jadground of respondents 1o.·as not re,·c:.Jc-,~ .:n­
til the en<l of the interview, no measure was taken to re<luce cross-cultural i " tt' T\'ll''-L'r 
hias. A profile on the Black and ~hite respondents is presented in table 1. 

Table l.·-Profi l e of respondents--1977 National Outdoor Recreation surve~ 

\\'hite sample Black sample 

Total respondentsl 3,583 315 
(N=3 I 898) 

~talcs (percent) 49 42 
Females (percent) 51 SS 

Fa mi 1 y income (grouped mean) $17,300 $12,300 

~lean as:e (year~) 39 34 

Mean education (years) 12.6 11. 2 

l~esidence (percentage of group) 
Urban 31 50 
Suburban 40 25 
Rural 29 25 

100 100 

\ortlwast .:: () :o 
South 23 ..l9 
Central .,-_..) 18 
\\'est 28 13 

100 lUU 

!one- hunJrcd thirty-one- respondents of ::issorted other ethnic ~roups 
'-l'Te omitteJ from thc an:ilysis, including Mc-x1can·Arnericans, Puerto Ricans, 
~: 1t i\' C' .\tnl' Ti•ans, :inJ C:in:icli::ins. 
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l'.1rt1.:1p.1t1on rJ tcs f ci r hoth BIJck ;ind l\'h1 t L' c: rnuj" 1:1 '- l' l<'t" ~ <'d 0:1 t J00r :- \ , ·, , • . , 

.i.: t 1,· 1t 1cc; :1n' p r c:- ,·ntL·J in t ahlc, The li l .1 , i .: 1u11 p .;,,, .. 11 •t d 1f t'cr ' i 1·11 i1 1 111 1 1 

ii " '' thc \\ h1tc group 1n t ho.;c acti vities t yp ic :.il l~ done in 11rh:1 11 r l'l-rl':1 t 1nn ~L' tt 1:1 : - . 
111cl11J 1ng tcunis , p 1 cn1 c L i 11 i;~ sunbath i n ~ . :111d :- i.i;n!lling 1n 0 11 ~ d1 1 11 r p11L1l :- . l'.1rt1 rq•.1t 1 11 · : 

rate s fo r the Bl ack group , however, arc sign i fi cant ly lower t h:111 t hos 1.· of t hv hh 1t,• 
~roup in :ictivities t ypicall y associatcJ \o'ith i.· i !Jl :rnd sctti ni.:s -- camprng (hot i1 tl cn: l ­
oped and primitive) , water and snow skiing, boating, hi king or hacLp;icLing, hunt i11g, 
and sightseeing (at historical sites or natural wonders). ~~re import antl y , table 2 
also shows that when both groups were a~ked to identify outdoor recreation activities 
in i.·hich they do not now participate but would desire to, the Black s:roup was no more 
likely than the White to want to participate in wildland recreation activities . In 
fact, both groups tend to desire outdoor recreation activities that are similar to ones 
they are relatively active in already. 

There are some notable exceptions to this pattern for the Black group. Fishing, 
nature walks, horseback ridina, and driving vehicles and motorcycles in off-road areas 
are all activities in ~hich participation rates of both groups are almost equal. 

To determine whether inhibitory "marginality" factors (such as lack of income or 
educational deficits) or demographic differences in population composition (such as age , 
sex, or residence) account for these different rates, a subsample of 170 Black and .. 
l\'hi te respondents ~as dra"'n and perfectly matched Blacks and \\'hi tes on sex, age , income , 
education, and place of residence (region and urban, suburban or rural communi t y) . 
Participation rates for selected outdoor recreation activities were then compared. The 
results indicate that most differences in participation ratc5 remain or decrc:ise onl y 
slightl)' (table 3). In some cases. variations in rates could reflect chance sampi ing 
errors, as perhaps for "drivina for pleasure." 

3 

- _ .. _. 
. .. - •. . ... ·!- . , . ... ·.!., • ":. • 



.. . , 
' .. 

.. 
' 

T1t-ic :. -- Fa :- uc1pJ':.:. o .• an..1 Jes1 r ed pdrt1c1pat1on by B~ ack s a nd whites .:.n si=-.".?::t-c 
door r ecreation ac: .:. v it 1es 

Acti vity 

Camping in a developed area 

Camping in a primitive area ------Water skiing ·· ------

Fishing 

Boating (other than canoeing 
or river running) 

Outdoor pool swinuning 
or sunbathing 

Walking to observe nature, bird 
watching, wildlife or bird photography 

Hiking or backpacking 

Horseback riding 

Dr i vin~ vchicl~~ or motorcycles 
off road 

Jlunt ing 

Picnicking 

Tennis 

Downhill skiing 

Other outdoor sports or games 

S ig ht sccin~ at historical sites or 
n:i turu 1 1•ondcrs 

Driving for pleasure 

:\ttc1idi ng outdoor sporting events 

Percentage of group 
participating 

White 

37 

26 

20 

56 

39 

66 

53 

35 

16 

26 

21 

75 

35 

11 

56 

08 

71 

64 

N=3,S83 

Black 

9 

3 

49 

49 

16 

25 

1 9 

73 

35 

l 1 

62 

l ,ig 

66 

65 

Percentage of gr oup 
desiring to part i(i~a:c 

\\'hi te Black 

3 

3 

5 6 

2 

2 .. 

1 

1 

2 

4 

3 

1 

0 ·o 

5 10 

7 4 

1 l 

1 

0 . 1 

0 0 

1 1 1 iffcren~cs in proport i ons of each group participating significant at 0 .01 level 
u s in~ Chi-square with 1 degree of freedom . 
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Activity 

White [31Jd \\"hit e Bl.1l-~ 

(N-3,583) (1\=315) (N =l70) (\ =1 7Cl' 

Developed camping 37 2 14 35 ~15 

Primitive camping 26 2 9 26 2 11 

Fishing 56 49 S7 SS 

Other boating 39 2 19 37 2 21 

Hiking, backpacking 3S 220 31 :! l 

Off-road vehicles 26 .,-_;:, 27 28 

Picnicking 75 73 78 7i 

Sightseeing 68 24g 71 252 

Driving for pleasure 71 66 75 77 

Is1 acks and \\'hites i.-ere matched by region and rural-urban residence, grouped in­
~om~. grouped age, grouped education, and sex. 

2significant at 0.01 level by Chi-square, 1 degree of freedom • 

Analysis of the factors that both groups perceive as inhibiting their participa­
tion in wildland outdoor recreation in general further clariFes the ·issue (tJble 4). 
Interestingly, factors the Black group perceives as frustrations and on "·hich they dif­
fer significantly from the White group are those reflecting problems usually ~ssoci JtcJ 
"ith the management of local or neighborhood parks in depressed urban areas, as, for 
example, poor maintenance and personal safety. The Black group, however, is no more 
hampered by cost factors than the \Vhite group . "Lack of transportation" is t"he only 
reported barrier for the Black group that is consistent with the marginalit)' perspec­
tive. It does seem clear that transportation to i.ildland recreation settings is a con­
str~int for Blacks, though the data did not allow a direct measurement of the extent 
that this . barrier accounts for lower participation br Blacks in specific acti viti~s -

s 



r::ic t ors l'rc\' cnu ng use 
of outJoor recreJtion J r cas 

ArcJ s poo rl y mainta1ncJ 1 

Ar c:i s too crowded 

Areas had problems of pollution 

Areas haJ personJl safety problems! 

L.'.lck of moner 

Lack of t ime 1 

Lack of interest 

Lack of transportation! 

L.'.l ck of information on 
outdoor recreation areas 

Personnl health reasons 

Int eresting areas not convenient 

Uo most of my outdoor 
recreation at residence 

rC' r c e nt ase of each 

1\hi te (t\=3,583 ) 

18.4 

44 . l 

23.3 

16.8 

35.2 

54. 5 

20.7 

16.7 

31.0 

19.4 

27.7 

28.S 

-- --

F our mcntionini:; 

Blad (:\=315 ) 

28 . 9 

4.,i. 8 

29.S 

26.3 

37. 5 

.l4. s 

2-l.~ 

29 . 2 

36.2 

18.7 

30.2 

30.5 

1Proportions of each group mentioning this factor significantly different at 0.01 
level using Chi-square, 1 dcgr.ec of freedom. 

To explore tl1e influenc" of transportation on lower participation rates for Blacks 
i n wi lJland settings, the responses of Blacks and Whites to the question of the i mpor­
tnnce of distance to recreation sites were analy:ed. Table 5 presents distances travel ed 
to recreation sites and the importance attached to various distance :ones in pursuing 
outduor activities. In general, Blacks made significantly fewer trips to each of ~he 
three distance :ones than the Whites and tended to concentrate on the zone wi thin a 15-
minutc \\'alk from home. By contrast, sites within a 1-hour drive from home '-'Crc most 
ro11ul ar f or ~hites. Both groups made fewer trips to the most remote zone from home. 
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ll i •. t 4.1 nc c : ones 

\\'ithin 15-minute walk 

hithin 1-hour drive 

~lore than 1-hour drive away 

~IC' : 1 n (g r uu;•1..'J I 
:tnnua l tr 1p.., 1 

l\'h i tcs 

7.5 

7.8 

5.9 

I\ r \. \.·:. ~ 1 ... ( in.! .. · 1 : 1 tj 

J1 .., ~ . 11 1,· " : n1 1•. :1-. 

'\ ·· r ·· I n.1·· I I ·1· .. 

i <" r n ' ,· r , . it 1,•i 

llh i t c~ 

49 

54 

39 

l ~leans based on midpoints for the categories: "Never" (0), "1 to 2 trips" (1 . 5) , 
"3 to 10 trips" (6.5), "more than 10 trips" (assumed as 11). 

2Responses for each group sum to more t han 100 percent because ind ividua l s respond­
ed independentl y to each distance category. 

3Black-White differences significant at 0.01 level using Chi-square ~ith I degree 
of freedom. 

l\nen the mean number of annual trips made to each zone is compared to the i mpor­
tance each group attaches to distance, a discrepancr emerges within the Black ~roup . 
Blacks report the local zone as most important for outdoor recreation purposes, but 
t his emphasis is not borne out when the actual number of trips maJe to each distancc 
:onc is considered (table 5) . Althouih Blacks overwhelmingly value the local zone, 
they nevertheless travel outside it with some regularity •. This discrepancy bet'IOcen 
~ta t cJ local emphasis and actual travel to more distant places may be a r efl cc tion of 
the difference ben:een "hat respondents do and what ther repon they "ant. 

\\'h:it about travel for specific activities? Do Blacks tend to travel outside the 
local zone more often for certain activities? How do these patterns compare to Whites 
en~a~ing in these activities? Table 6 examines Black participation rates for selected 
activities br comparing them to l\'hites' participation as a percentage. This rc13tion­
ship to h'hites shows that Black participation is lower in almost all instances for all 
three distance zones, and tends to decline with greater distance in comparison to h'hitc 
participation in these distance zones. There is, however, some variability between 
:tcti\'ities; fishing, for instance, retains a ver)' similar ratio at all zones. Jn sum, 
it appears that, though Blacks do tend to travel some,.-hat less, the~· are still 1,·illing 
0r able to do so, especially for certain activities. Unfortunately, the Jata do not 
permit a deeper anal)'Sis. The key question that remains unsatisfactorily an s"cr cJ con­
cerns the relative importance of location of participation opportunities versus the 
.i .:-:i1·i :;; itself in determining Black leisure st yle. 
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f ;i ' ; ,_. 6 . - - Co mparison of Bla ck and k'h i te pdrtlci.pd ti on i n selected ac t i\•1::; es .J c 
en: d 1sta nce zones 

Activity 

Over­
all 1 

Camping in a developed area 38 

Fishing 88 

Hiking or backpacking 57 

Driving ORV's 96 

Picn i cking 97 

Sightseeing 71 

Driving for pleasure 93 

Blacks' rates of partici pation 
expressed as a percentage of White s ' 

rates of participation of various 
distances from home 

15-minute Less than Greatc-r than 
walk 1-hour drive 1-hour cr i\"(' 

40 28 -.. .> -

75 75 --I I 

45 53 47 

108 94 6S 

97 86 :-s 

87 70 59 

105 85 - ... 

10verc:1ll rates ma~· vary from rates at various distanees since individuals rc s ~or. J e~ 
i nd ependently for each distance :one and overal 1; the former, therefore, arc nC't 
nc~cs saril y additive . 

Additional evidence of the preference of the Black group for urban, develop"d fa­
c ilities can be seen in the nnalysis of responses on priorities for Federal spending on 
rcc r~at ion. Both groups prefer smal 1, nearbr parks. But, when compared to the 1'."hi te 
group, the Black group tends more toward urban parks {as opposed to rural ones) , to~ard 

more f ac ilities instead of more land, toward indoor instead of outdoor facilities, and 
toh·ar<l inland rather than waterfront sites (table i). 
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Priorit y choice for Fcder3l 
spcnJ1 ng on outdoor 

recreation 

1. For small, nearby parks 

For a limited number of large 
parks across the country 

Both 

12. In urban areas 

In rural areas 

Both 

3. For better maintenance of 
existing parks 

Developing new parks 

Both 

1 ~. For more facilities 

For more lands 

Both 

15 , For waterfront property 

For inland property 

Both 

lb. For indoor recreational facilities 

For outdoor recreational facilities 

Both 

f'r r u'11 t.1t: l' o f l" '"h r, n111i' 
i nJ1c:1 t 1 11 ~ t lwi r priorit' 

t'11r S!'l'lhling 

ll lli t r 

73 77 

23 19 

4 4 

45 56 

44 

11 12 

so 49 

9 9 

51 63 

43 30 

6 7 

42 

46 64 

12 8 

14 ::' 1 

75 6} 

11 18 

1Groups differ significantly on this priority question at the 0.01 level hy Chi­
square, 2 degrees of freedom. 
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DlSCUSSlON AND CONCLUSIONS 
Tliv rt'sul ts of the analysis of the nati on al d:it;.1 lend little support for the mar­

~1nal 1t y or demographic explanations, hhich posit that (1) Blacks desire to participate 
i11 hi !Jland outdoor recreation activities but do not because of their marginal socio­
cco11om1c status, or that (2) population composition differences cause variations in 
participation. External constraints (transportation, income or educational deficits) 
seem to be only part of the cause of the described pattern exhibited br the Black 
group. 

Similar conclusions have been reported elsewhere by Washburne (1978). That ;inaly­
sis of Bl;ick and Khite residents in eight urban areas in California indicates only li~­
i tl'J effect of sodocconomic factors on leisure difft-rences bet1.-een the groups. Th<.> 
!Hack group tendcJ to participate less frequently than the l\nite in most i.-ilJlanJ 
acti\'itics. They 1.-ere as or more active than the \\'hite in sport activities, :;m:tll 
group :.ictivity in local parks, and as spectators at outdoor events . In this same 
anal~·sis, when the Black and White groups were matched on age, sex, income, educati on, 
and place of res idence, the degree of difference in participation rates for most 1dl ,l ­
lanc! recreation activities remained . The analysis of the California data, ho1.ever, 
indicates some reservations; the age of the data (collected in 1969) and the limitation 
of the sample to depressed urban areas in California made temporal and geographical 
generality an is sue . 

Factors other than socioeconomic ones seem clearly at work, but were not expressed 
in the rather traditional data bases in the California and national survey analysis. 
Such data, which often focus on participation in specified activities, general location 
of activities, and constraints on participation, leave little room for assessing effects 
o f culture or social structure on participation or for tracing how individual participa­
tion decisions are made. A new approach, expressed in the ethnicity perspective, ~ould 
concentrate on the social milieu in which Black leisure activities occur, on ho~ leisure 
time as a whole is spent, and on ho"' all potential influences (constraints of money, 
time, or mobility, as well as norms, social pressures, and cultural values) affect 
leisure choices. Models and field techniques drawn from ethnography and cultural an­
thropology suggest themselves as potentially productive approaches. 

A concept termed "boundary maintenance" may be one such avenue. Anthropologists 
have given considerable attention to how cultural differences are aaintained by e4hnic 
groups coexisting in pluralistic societies, in spite of pressures toward assimilation. 
This i..·ork may prove a useful means for looking at contrasting minority leisure patterns. 
For example, Barth (1969) rejects the idea that ethnic differences can only be main­
taine<l in the absence of social interactions across ethnic boundaries. He argues to 
the contrary: i t is in the context of the cross-cultural interactions themselves that 
~0ciall y c(fcctivc mechani sms arc used that }>~rmit ethnic boundaries to be maintained. 
For ct l:11 ic 1!roups in cont :.il.'.t 1d th each other, boundary maintenance implies "not onl y 
criteria and signals for identification but also a structuring of interaction which 
:tl l o1,·s the persistence of cultural differences" (Barth 1969). 
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, .... n. 1 ""'"~··· ....... ,., __ .., , .,.,.~ •v 1,. 11 \11, 111.1~ 1 11 \1 "' l«rr1to t·y ho t :1rl· l.1r r cl1 
·u ~i.il, th . .lt 1 ~. t he~· .ire de r ived from rccoi;:n1:l·J r.;:o r- <. t h:1 t c:.cn·c t c1 stri1\~ : .r t· t r ........... 
~ i .. ti. r~1 J ..:on t:i..:ts. Su..:h structur i ng cffc.:ts r l · :~l:1t•11.;: '-\'0.:1.il l>ch:l\ 1or w1th1n the 
r: .. ..:;... <:,i}• .:ultll r \' have hecn \\ C'l l Joc um cut cd 1n l'.11'1 ll':· · llhilC:-. l'l' r ('~. 1 1111il<' , ! r . 1 ~ 1t r 

J ·(,") .- ite' t he hi:->to r ic:i l imp:ic t of cnfo r ccJ " ' !.!r,·,: ·1ta111 n·-.1il t i 11 g i n :1 Hl. i. I ,\1 .,;111111 -

it1· ~oc1:· I :>t r ucturc t Jlat serves to in su l :i te it s mcmiw r s frnm t h\• cf ft' t' tS Cl f Ji-.lr1111111-
1: .1r11. ~lo re rcct'nt studies by ~lc Co rd :lll J ot he r :- (l'.'o'.IJ :111J 01~.,·11 ( l'.1 70) dcs\· r1ht· fpn:·s 

:· ..: ommur. it~ org:miz:ition ~ithin the Blac io. subt:u lturc t hat se n t· the general funt:t1011 
0 ~· dis~· ,1u ra~ i ng contact ~ith l\11ite societ y . 111 l igh t of thc~c finclinr.o., , it ~eems 
r l'.1so:: ..1 alc t o think that structuring of leisure activities rr.ar indeed serve J si mil:ir 
purpose . 

Some empirical evidence supports this notion. Lee (1973) reports a kind of terri­
torial definition by Blacks (and other groups) of portions of public beaches in Califor­
nia . He observed that Blacks preferred specific reservoirs for fishing activity and 
"staked out" unambiguous Black enclaves on the beaches. Suttles (1969) contrasts min­
ority cross-cultural contacts in school, employment, or economic settings with those in 
more informal social settings. From the minority's perspective, social interaction in 
the formal settings tends to conform to norm and value syste11s of the dominant culture . 
By contrast, interaction in informal social settings is more reflective of the subcul­
ture's norms and values . The informal settings are "·here most nonwork time is spent 
and are typically located in the ethnic community. If the idea of ethnic boundary 
maintenance, both social and territorial, is extended to the nonwork world, leisure may 
play an especially important role in maintaining ethnic identity by perpetuating cultur­
al differences in leisure choices. 

In this light, leisure choices may be governed by at least two cultural factors. 
First, outdoor recreation choices may be made to confora to activities traditionally 
v~ lued by the group, as fishing seems to be for Blacks, and to . avoi~ activities that 
m:iy be interpreted by members as inconsistent with ethnic norms, values, or tradition. 
S.:i::ic 1\'ildland recreation activities, for example, mar retain ''t\'hitc" identities and 
h~n~c :iprt'ar "across the boundary" to Blacks, discouraging participation. 1 Second, 
both the activit)' and the site where it takes place may serve to set off and contrast 
the .ethnic group from other groups. h'hcn ethnic group members congregate at recreation 
locations for characteristically popular activities (such as Blacks' lake fishing) , 
J.:ti\'ities thus provide opportunities petmitting the ethnic colllJllUnity to be extended 
beyond residential boundaries, if any exist. In cases where no spntially defined 
et hnic residential community exists, leisure sites and activities may play an even more 
significant role in maintainina and enhancing identity by providing a locus for periodic 
congresuion. 

The heart of the issue of ethnic identity is the nature of American minoritv "cul­
tures" and their future as entities distinct from "mass culture." The "culture ~f pov­
erty" perspective of minority social systems (viewed simply as h:irdship-aJaptive strnt­
ci: i es rather than true cultures) advanced by Lewis (1966) is no"'· generally discred i ted 
i!i the social science community; the resurgence of interest in ethnic cultur:tl roots 
a~ong Blacks, Chicano~. and other groups supports the t'Xistcnce 0f true suhcultur~~. 
Si::iu l t:incously, the "melting pot" perspective of ass imil ative :\rnerican rn:iss - socict1· ha s 
l~rgt' ly given ~3Y to a pluralistic vie~. The ultimate a ssimil:it i on of Black s and · 
o thers into the value and normative systems of a mass-culture is no longer taken for 
~ :-an ted. 

-..\ r cdc"· of historical and psychological per specti\'es on Bl:ids ' rclat i 0nshi p t o 
1.!lJ lanJ ~ is presented br l\ashburne {1978) . 
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F0 r Jc1 !;u rc, the plu ral i st i c per spective of soci et y ha s f ar - reachi ng polic~· con ­
~c · iucnccs . first, cqual i :: ing i ntergroup rec reation pa rt i cipati on (beyond r educing ot- -

- · ious inhibi t iv e factors) is no longer a neces sar i ly appropriate policy goal. If F:i: 
:cryonc ' s \·alues are no longer presumed t o fi t 1<.·ithi n t he same nonnative distribu t ion , 

and l eisu re choices assumed as a product of such values, t hen rates of partic i pat i on in 
act ivit ies cannot be expected to equalize once opportunities to participate are even iy 
a\·a i l ablc. Hence, all members of society are no longer potentially likel y users of Ch· 
public recreation resources (especially nonurban wildlands), and public support of such 
resources may const i tute subsidy of particular groups at the exclusion of others. If 
policy goals are to enhance leisure that contributes lllOSt to interpersonal and community Fr. 
solidarity, then they may include accepting diverging leisure styles for minorities in 
respect to Whites, if leisure indeed plays a role in cultural identity as has been Le , 

iggested. For Blacks this may mean support for activities in ~hich they differ most 
trom Whites, rather than concentrating on bringing Black rates up to White levels, 
especiall y in wildland recreation. Similarly, campaigns to redress imbalances in \\'hite Lei 
and Black use of national and state park and forest resources would be dubiously appro-
priate or effective under pluralistic assumptions, especially if inhibitory causal ~le 

factors were found no longer operative. Di fferent ethnic and cultural groups would be 
the best judges of their own recreational preferences . ~~ 

If leisur~ policies are to facilitate the well-being of all individuals, they must 
be based on knowledge of how leisure functions in different elements of society. Oeci- :\l 
sionmakers are now turning away from broad prescriptions for outdoor recreation deemed 
"good for everyone." and focusing more on specific needs of different groups. If these 
group needs are to be served, rolicies must account for both uRique problems and socio- o 
cultural attributes of groups as they constrain and guide leisure choices . Further 
study of the different ways by which ethnic identity is maintained aay facilitate thest c 
processes. 
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