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I am quite sure to come back to your country as soon as possible 

and especially to the South, because I am absolutely convinced 

that the “color-line” problem will be the paramount problem of 

the time to come, here and everywhere in the world.

—max weber to W. E. B. Du Bois (1904)

And above all consider one thing: the day of the colored races 

dawns. It is insanity to delay this development; it is wisdom to 

promote what it promises us in light and hope for the future.

—w. e. b. du bois, “Die Negerfrage in den Vereinigten Staaten” (1906)
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NOTE ON CITATIONS

FOR WORKS BY W. E. B. DU BOIS

1

�e essay “Die Negerfrage in den Vereinigten Staaten” (“�e Negro Ques-
tion in the United States”) by W. E. B. Du Bois, our primary concern in 
this study, is usually cited herein by abbreviated title as reference to the 
English translation by Joseph Fracchia from the 1906 German-language 
publication of the text. �at translation of the text is included as an ap-
pendix in this study, as noted on the contents page. �at translation is 
also included in �e Problem of the Color Line at the Turn of the Twentieth 
Century: �e Essential Early Essays, published in 2015 (Du Bois 2015f ), 
for the appendix is a republication of the version in that volume. �at 
collection is now widely available online as part of the American Council 
of Learned Societies (acls) Humanities Ebook Collection, at https://
hdl.handle.net/2027/heb.33779. �e paragraph enumeration given in the 
translation included in the collection of essays just cited is determined ac-
cording to and follows (as precisely as possible) the original publication in 
German (Du Bois 1906a). Hence, readers with the 2015 English-language 
collection or the 1906 German text at hand should easily �nd any section- 
or paragraph-level citation to that essay, “Die Negerfrage,” that is given in 
this study. �e texts included in the 2015 collection are complete versions 
of the essays as originally published or as extant in Du Bois’s unpublished 
papers, edited and annotated, according to contemporary scholarship.

2

While I have taken scholastic reference to the original publication or to 
the unpublished manuscript of texts by W. E. B. Du Bois in every case of 
his writings engaged in this study, with citations noted within the text 
where possible or appropriate, I have also, without exception, also consulted 

2

While I have taken scholastic reference to the original publication or to 
the unpublished manuscript of texts by W. E. B. Du Bois in 
his writings engaged in this study, with citations noted within the text 
where possible or appropriate, I have also, without exception, also consulted 
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the versions of all published texts included in the thirty- seven volumes 
of the Complete Published Works of W. E. B. Du Bois, published from 
1973 to 1986 by the Kraus-�omson Organization and edited and intro-
duced by Herbert Aptheker, as well as the six volumes of Du Bois’s texts 
published from 1973 to 1985 by the University of Massachusetts Press, 
also edited and introduced by Aptheker, which include three volumes of 
selected correspondence and three of selections of other texts, including 
previously unpublished texts and documents. �e bibliographical details 
of those texts edited by Aptheker, if cited here, are listed in the references 
section at the end of this volume.

3

�e Souls of Black Folk: Essays and Sketches is cited here from the �rst 
edition of its original publication (Du Bois 1903f ). A full-text version 
of the second edition, with no major changes from the �rst edition, is 
available online through open access from the University of North Car-
olina’s Documenting the American South project (Du Bois 1903g; see 
https://docsouth.unc.edu/church/duboissouls/dubois.html). I consider 
that presentation of the book, in its second edition from June 1903, an 
accurate and reliable work of scholarship. �e pagination is the same in 
the �rst and second editions. In-text citations are given later in parenthe-
ses with the relevant page number(s), the chapter number, and the para-
graph number(s) within the chapter. For example, the in-text cite Du 
Bois 1903f, 213, chap. 11, para. 13 indicates page 213, chapter 11, paragraph 
13, based on the �rst and second editions of the book, each issued in 1903.

4

When quoting from or referencing The Philadelphia Negro: A Social 
Study (1899), published under the authorship of Du Bois with an addi-
tional text by Isabel Eaton (the report of a study on African American 
women domestic workers), I cite the �rst published edition (Du Bois and 
Eaton 1899). It is the �rst edition that is the decisive basis of my references, 
because subsequent editions of �e Philadelphia Negro may be abridged 
and thus not yield a reliable match with that �rst published edition. Sev-
eral of those later editions notably also leave aside Du Bois’s own original 
and important preface.
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5

When referencing Dusk of Dawn: An Essay Toward an Autobiography of 
a Race Concept, originally published in 1940, I cite the version published 
as part of the Complete Published Works of W. E. B. Du Bois series (Du 
Bois 1975b). While the 1975 edition is not a facsimile of the 1940 edition, 
the pagination follows exactly that of the �rst edition. �us, the reader 
should easily be able to determine the in-text context of my citation ac-
cording to the �rst edition of Du Bois’s original published text as a whole.

6

I occasionally refer to material found only among the W. E. B. Du Bois 
Papers (ms 312 as part of series 3, subseries C) at the Special Collections 
and University Archives, University of Massachusetts, Amherst, Librar-
ies, housed in the W. E. B. Du Bois Library or in the micro�lmed version 
of those papers (Du Bois 1980f ). �ese papers have been digitized and are 
open access material in the libraries’ online repository Credo (https://
credo.library.umass.edu/view/collection/mums312). Additional biblio-
graphic detail for speci�c notable citations from among these papers is 
found in the endnotes or in the reference section at the end of this vol-
ume. �e original papers were compiled and edited by Herbert Aptheker, 
whereas the micro�lm edition was supervised by Robert C. McDonnell.

FOR WORKS BY MAX WEBER

For the principal work by Max Weber engaged in this study, “Die Protestan-
tische Ethik und der ‘Geist’ des Kapitalismus,” I refer to the two-part essay in 
which Weber �rst presented his idea (Weber 1905a, 1905b). I have consulted 
the English-language translation of those essays issued in 2002 in �e Protes-
tant Ethic and the “Spirit” of Capitalism and Other Writings, edited and trans-
lated by Peter Baehr and Gordon C. Wells (Weber 2002d). Likewise, I have 
taken reference to the relatively recent publication of those original essays as 
part of Die Protestantische Ethik und der Geist des Kapitalismus/Die Protes-
tantischen Sekten und der Geist des Kapitalismus: Schri
en 1904–1920, edited 
by Wolfgang Schluchter, with assistance from Ursula Bube, as part of the 
Max Weber–Gesamtausgabe (Complete works of Max Weber), volume 1/18, 
�rst released in 2016; notably, it is cited here as issued in a Studienausgabe

part of Die Protestantische Ethik und der Geist des Kapitalismus/Die Protes
tantischen Sekten und der Geist des Kapitalismus: Schri
en 1904–1920
by Wolfgang Schluchter, with assistance from Ursula Bube, as part of the 
Max Weber–Gesamtausgabe (Complete works of Max Weber), volume 1/18, 
�rst released in 2016; notably, it is cited 
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(study edition) in 2021 as volume 1/18, supplemented with texts from vol-
ume 1/9 of the Max Weber–Gesamtausgabe (Weber 2021). As can be noted 
throughout the text and the reference list, I have consulted and cited as rel-
evant other texts from the collected works by Max Weber as they have been 
issued as part of the Max Weber–Gesamtausgabe, edited by multiple scholars 
over the decades, and published since 1984 by J. C. B. Mohr (Paul Siebeck) 
in Tübingen, Germany (Weber 1984a).

xii · Note on Citations
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eventual development of this study (see Hagen 1980, 2002, 2012, 2018).

Finally, Professor Lunn’s �rst major scholarly work was on the intellec-
tual history of the early Weimar period in Germany. It should be remarked 
that, although the �gure on whom he focused, Gustav Landauer, took an 
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AN OPENING OCCASION

In late October or early November 1904, just a�er concluding a whirlwind 
train tour of the eastern half of the United States—a circuit that included, 
on the outgoing leg from New York City, stops in Buffalo, Chicago, 
St. Louis, and New Orleans, as well as excursions to Niagara Falls, to a 
community of the Cherokee in Oklahoma, and to the Tuskegee Institute 
in Alabama, and a visit to relatives in the Blue Ridge Mountains of west-
ern North Carolina and, on the return leg, a hurried passage through the 
East Coast cities of Washington, DC, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Bos-
ton, before landing back in New York City—Max Weber, traveling with 
his wife, Marianne, wrote in his own hand on stationery from the Holland 
House in Manhattan (located at Fi�h Avenue and 30th Street) to W. E. B. 
Du Bois, in Atlanta. At that time, Du Bois lived in Georgia (his home 
already for more than seven years) and worked as a professor at Atlanta 
University, residing on its campus situated among the slight red hills over-
looking the center of the city of Atlanta from the southwest.

�e letter contained an apology and a request.
An account of the provenance of that letter and the correspondence 

that followed it may, in turn, make it possible to begin to render legible 
the terms of address that organized an interlocution between W. E. B. 
Du Bois and Max Weber in late 1904 and early 1905. Likewise, such an 
account may well provide initial lexical and discursive references such 
that we can begin to elaborate some of the epistemological and theoreti-
cal terms of such an interlocution—the terms of a historical condition 
that was at once social and theoretical, epistemological, and actual (if you 
will) and virtual—of a certain form of commonness, as problems of un-
derstanding with regard to matters of di�erence among human groups. 
�e force and implications of this preceded the epistolary conversation of 
these two �gures and may persist in its virtual sense, not only beyond their 
time. It is a problematization of social life across the centuries of the mod-
ern era and throughout the world—in general and, as such, throughout 
the planet as a whole—that may not only persist as the questions at stake 

derstanding with regard to matters of di�erence among 
�e force and implications of this preceded the epistolary conversation of 
these two �gures and may persist in its virtual sense, not only beyond their 
time. It is a problematization of social life across the centuries of the mod
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for them then but also remain so for us now, in our present. So, too, per-
haps, this fundamental problematization—a matter of our epistemologi-
cal conditions and our theoretical commitments for our understanding 
of matters of supposed categorical di�erence among human groups—this 
question, such as it was at stake then and is decisive for us now, may well 
remain intractable for critical social thought well beyond our own time.

In a�rmative response to an invitation from Weber, Du Bois prepared 
an essay in English on matters of the so-called Negro question in America. 
�e essay was �rst published in a German translation under the title “Die 
Negerfrage in den Vereinigten Staaten,” translated as “�e Negro Ques-
tion in the United States” (Du Bois 1906a, 2006).

It was published in the January 1906 issue of the Archiv für Sozialwissen-
scha
 und Sozialpolitik ( Journal of social science and social policy), edited 
in Heidelberg by Max Weber, Edgar Ja�é, and Werner Sombart. �e Archiv, 
which Weber and Ja�é, his former student, took over when Ja�é purchased 
it in 1903, existed under that name from 1904 to 1933. It became one of 
the most in�uential scholarly journals published in Europe during the �rst 
half of the twentieth century (Factor 1988).

It was that essay by Du Bois—the text as published in German in 1906, 
a certain kind of archival document—that set in motion my consider-
ations in this study.

�e text of an English-language essay was sent by Du Bois from Atlanta 
to Weber (and his associates) in Heidelberg in the early spring of 1905. �e 
essay was drawn, in part, from previously written and published texts by 
Du Bois. Emendations and revisions of those earlier writings were com-
bined with newly dra�ed text and assembled into a freestanding essay of 
some ��y pages. Du Bois’s English version of the essay as a whole appar-
ently is no longer extant. (I brie�y annotate this question later.) And al-
though it was translated and published in German through the initiative 
of the editors of the Archiv, who carried out the translation remains un-
certain. As I also annotate later, the main work of translation into German 
was likely done by Else von Richthofen, based on at least one epistolary 
reference in the 1905 correspondence between Atlanta and Heidelberg, 
with some editorial participation by Weber (as the key editor of the Archiv
for the issue in question) and, perhaps, with some participation by Ja�é 
(who was also an editor—and the owner—of the Archiv, as well as von 
Richthofen’s husband).

The essay as published in German in 1906 was first published in 
English translation as a whole, freestanding essay in 2006 in the journal 
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cr: �e New Centennial Review under the title “Die Negerfrage in den 
Vereinigten Staaten (�e Negro Question in the United States).” It was 
translated from the published German text of 1906 by Joseph Fracchia, a 
long- standing scholar of modern European intellectual history. Fracchia’s 
translation was republished in 2015 without any modi�cation or deletion 
of the translation of text written by Du Bois (for the 1906 German pub-
lication) as the closing essay of a newly compiled and edited collection of 
Du Bois’s early essays, including several texts previously unpublished or 
not easily available in complete or unabridged form. �at edited collec-
tion was issued under the title �e Problem of the Color Line at the Turn 
of the Twentieth Century: �e Essential Early Essays (Du Bois 2015f ). �at 
2015 fully annotated version of the English translation of the 1906 pub-
lication of the essay in German is included in this book as an appendix. 
I consider it both an integral reference for this book as a whole and the 
core reference for my thetic discourse in this study. �e 2015 republica-
tion of the essay’s English translation does, however, include additions 
to the work—namely, my scholastic annotations presented as endnotes, 
most notably annotations pertaining to other writings by Du Bois from 
which he drew in the spring of 1905 to produce the freestanding essay pub-
lished in German in 1906 under the title “Die Negerfrage in den Vereinig-
ten Staaten.” As in 2015, in the appendix my editorial annotations to the 
English translation of Du Bois’s essay are presented as endnotes. So it must 
be highlighted that Du Bois gave only one note for the text published by 
the Archiv in 1906: He appended to the closing paragraph of his 1906 text 
a set of citations—mainly to his own texts, authored or edited, but also to 
some works by others—pertaining to matters African American. �e bib-
liographic notations given by Du Bois followed from a speci�c solicitation 
to him from Weber in their correspondence, an interest that Weber also 
noted in his headnote to the Archiv’s publication of Du Bois’s essay (see 
the appendix). �e full bibliographic information for Du Bois’s citations 
is provided in the volume’s reference section.

�is book thus has two main parts, a closing coda as a third part, and 
the appendix. �e commentary given as part I of this study addresses, re-
spectively, the correspondence and the essay itself. In the latter case, I also 
o�er a brief outline of the concerns of the essay, along with the question of 
its place in the thought of Du Bois. All known extant letters from the cor-
respondence between Weber and Du Bois, are given in their entirety, as 
transcribed from the Du Bois papers. �ey provide the essential archival 
reference for my approach in this study, a reconsideration of the relation 
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of the thought and practice of Du Bois and Weber. �is correspondence 
made legible a direct interlocution of these two thinkers. To account for 
this interlocution in the sense of its general theoretical and epistemological 
possibility became the study’s guiding problematic. My e�ort here, thus, is 
simply an extended annotation of one aspect of the terms of emergence of 
Du Bois’s essay as a certain kind of discourse, a work of scholarship and 
learning on the terms of its solicitation from, and interest for, a major con-
temporary scholar of his own time.

For a brief account of “Die Negerfrage in den Vereinigten Staaten” it-
self, one can proceed directly to the second section of this opening part 
of the study.

In the work at hand, the thetic commitments and interpretive accom-
plishments of Du Bois’s “Die Negerfrage,” as well as the basis of those 
contributions in scholarship and as an understanding of matters of his-
toriography, are not subject to a sustained critical engagement as a dis-
tinct line of inquiry. �e essay, in fact, gathers references from across the 
whole of Du Bois’s early itinerary (intellectual and political and, certainly, 
academic) from late 1894 to early 1905. In a proper sense, such an engage-
ment is the work of an additional study. It would most certainly require 
a careful critical understanding, at once archival and theoretical, of the 
actual writing and the whole horizon of references to his own work that 
Du Bois makes in the essay. Such a horizon is indicated in the annotations 
included in the 2015 publication of the essay (see Du Bois 2015d) and in 
the presentation of that same annotated version of the English translation 
included as the appendix. Such engagement would also certainly entail a 
consideration of “Die Negerfrage” (Du Bois 1906a), most speci�cally and 
especially in relation to the work that is gathered in �e Souls of Black Folk: 
Essays and Sketches (Du Bois 1903f, 1903g), some indications of which are 
also given in the annotations for the appendix. Likewise, reference to Du 
Bois’s own scholastic practice that was committed to the cultivation of a 
certain understanding of matters African American, which he thought of 
as a new science of human practice that, by the mid-1890s, he had already 
begun to call “sociology,” is only adumbrated in this study; my brief indi-
cation is given in the later sections of part I, leaving a more complete an-
notation for a separate study devoted to a full reconsideration Du Bois’s 
projection in the human sciences as a whole—that is, social thought in 
general. In part I, my privileged concern is to provide essential references 
for understanding the itinerary of Du Bois in relation to his correspon-
dence with Weber in late 1904 and early 1905.
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Part II proposes certain terms of thought for our understanding of the 
possible interlocution of Du Bois and Weber. It opens by questioning a 
deeply problematic supposition about Du Bois’s thought and scholarly 
practice in relation to the work and itinerary of Weber. It then formulates 
and outlines the terms of another approach that we might take in under-
standing the relation of the itineraries in thought and practice of these 
thinkers.

Certain archival references found among Du Bois’s papers, in particu-
lar, provide historical and textual footing for the scholastic questioning of 
a perspective that emerged proximate to the time of World War II; that 
subsequently became conventional; and that then remained presump-
tive in discourse about Du Bois, even though, by all appearances, it also 
o�en remained obscure to general scholastic discourse. It was an easy, yet 
profoundly erroneous, understanding that has judged Du Bois’s thought 
on the basis of reductive terms supposedly derived from the itinerary of 
Weber. �is approach not only persisted through the second half of the 
twentieth century, as Weber’s intellectual standing rose, but has remained 
afoot in the third decade of the twenty- �rst century.

In addition to published texts by both Weber and Du Bois, there are 
unpublished texts, documents in general, among Du Bois’s papers that 
allow us to propose a premise for understanding the relation of these two 
thinkers that both is grounded in scholarship and indexes a horizon of 
epistemological and political problematization on a world-historical scale 
of reference that inscribed them in common. �is was so even if the pre-
cise inhabitation of this problematization remained respective to each 
thinker. �at commonality was how to think about the future of relations 
among di� erent groups that had come into new forms of relation—group 
to group—but were strongly marked by supposed hierarchical di�erences 
within a worldwide horizon. �is entails, of course, direct di�erences of 
power and authority. Yet, with regard to an understanding of such forms 
of di�erence as expressions of supposed more fundamental di�erence of 
kind within or among groups of humans, it also pertains within a new 
global scenario or worldwide level of reference.

�is perspective is to suggest that the respective itineraries and thought 
of Du Bois and Weber must yet—also—be thought together and in 
relation.

�at is to say, still working on the basis of archival and scholastic refer-
ences such as those in part I, part II, in both its aspects (critical or ques-
tioning and a�rmative or propositional), is elaborated on the basis of 
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further reference to archival resource. On the basis of those scholastic ref-
erences, in the latter sections of part II, I propose an exemplary theoretical 
elaboration of a di�erent, somewhat new approach to understanding the 
relation of the thought and practice of Du Bois and Weber.

�e signal proposition of this book is a theoretical elaboration of the 
bearing of Du Bois’s thought on “the problem of the color line” for our un-
derstanding of the possible interlocution of Du Bois and Weber in 1904 
and 1905 and for contemporary considerations of the thought of Weber. 
(I initially proposed this line of thought in a two-part journal essay [see 
Chandler 2006, 2007]; this book emplaces the two parts as a coherent 
whole and thus allows greater access to the through line that marks out the 
distinctive contribution of this study.) In likewise manner, this elaboration 
o�ers a deep- seated understanding of Du Bois’s thought by reinscribing 
and proposing the value of a contemporary critical theoretical elaboration 
of his formulation of “the problem of the color line.” �is phrase may be 
considered a term of art for Du Bois. �is new approach is o�ered instead 
of the previous and widely dispersed (even if, at times, rather obscure) 
conventional accounts that considered this relation as essentially that of 
a theoretical benefactor (Weber) to a bene�ciary (Du Bois), occasionally 
understood and presented under the guise of a broadly patronizing refer-
ence or consideration. �e perspective o�ered here is a reconsideration 
that not only challenges contemporary scholarship directly about Weber’s 
itinerary and thought but that should also challenge such scholarship to 
come to a more profound understanding of Du Bois’s thought. It like-
wise thereby also implicates much social thought in general that is con-
temporary to our time.

For most of the past two decades, the scholarship on the matter of the 
relation of the thought and itinerary of Du Bois and that of Weber has 
remained remarkably limited in its partiality. At best, the discourse of 
scholars principally concerned with Du Bois has remained uncertain and 
imprecise, both in general as to Du Bois’s thought and when conceptual-
izing the relation of his practice (in thought and in social and political 
itinerary) to the practice of Weber (in a parallel sense of itinerary). At the 
same time, in a similar yet di� erent manner, the scholarship concerned 
with Weber has retained profoundly presumptuous and long-outdated 
premises about his relation to matters of Du Bois and thus has remained 
misleading in this domain or, worse, has persisted without explicit re�ec-
tion or consideration of matters that were put directly at stake in their 
correspondence—their interlocution—of 1904 and 1905. At play in dis-
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courses on Weber are presumptions that I addressed directly in the second 
part of my previous two-part essay (see Chandler 2007), a questioning 
that I propose again in part II of this book. I had hoped that the annota-
tions on “Die Negerfrage in den Vereinigten Staaten” I had proposed in 
the two-part essay would enable a more collaborative and complete en-
gagement with a common horizon of problematization that was at stake 
for these two profound thinkers. In my judgment, contemporary critical 
engagement with this common problematization that is commensurate 
with the questions at stake for our time is yet to come in scholarship and 
theoretical discourse.

In the coda, I provide brief remarks on the scholarship of the past 
decade and a half and more.

I present this study and annotated translation in book form here as an 
expression of my hope that future scholarship and theoretical discourse 
in social thought will �nd it a sober and informative reference for future 
e�orts in the pursuit of radical and fundamental understanding in self- 
re�exive, or critical, social thought. Perhaps we can recognize anew our 
own inscription within the centuries- long problematization at stake in the 
question that inscribed the practices of Du Bois and Weber.

What they shared in common, as a historical and epistemological prob-
lematization of social life on a world-historical scale of reference, inscribed 
their thinking and their theoretical projection di�erently. Indeed, this 
form of a common problematic, this very commonness, was such that it 
would articulate and devolve for each of them as, respectively, their situa-
tion and practice—as if the social and historical production of di�erences 
between them could be an expression of a supposed categorical truth or 
essence for their thought—as well as for their supposed social and histori-
cal forms of being.

What matters for thought today is that, across the century and more 
since their time, this general historical problematization remains at stake 
in our time. �at is, it remains also our problematization, for it is also of 
our time—this twenty- �rst century. It is my proposition that we, even if 
di�erentially and respectively among ourselves, hold this fundamental his-
torical problematization in common with them. So it may also remain in 
future historical-epistemological horizons for some generations to come—
that is, within our own time yet also, perhaps, beyond our time (e.g., in this 
century) to which we may be understood to belong in our present.
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