LCR

STANFORD CENTERFORCHICANORESEARCH
STANFORDUNIVERSITY



BLACKS AND H SPAN CS IN URBAN AMER CA
SOME_QOWPARATI VE H STCR CAL PERSPECTI VES

by
Al bert Camarillo

Wrking Paper Series No. 3

My 1984

The purpose of the SOCR Wrking Paper Series is to publish works that
significantly increase our know edge about Chi canos and ot her Lati nos.

VW invite your comrent and critique. HF ease address your renarks
directly to the author.

Stanford Center for Chicano Research P.Q Box 9341 Sanford, CA



Recent publications in Afro-Anerican history have made valuable
contributions to the existing literature on blacks in the cities.
Simlarly, an emerging body of |literature focusing on Chicanos is
beginning to provide insights into the urban experience of the nation's
second largest and fastest growing mnority. The two major national
mnority groups, however, have been studied in isolation. Gven the
parallels that exist between the wurban experiences of blacks and
Chicanos, it is inportant that scholars study these tw groups in
conparative perspective. Any analysis of the history of race relations
as well as class relations cannot be fully explained wthout equal
attention paid to both groups. Moreover, historians examning the
changing nature and interface of class and race in American society nay
gain valuable insight into these phenomena through conparative analysis
of the two principal mnorities in the United Sates. |

This paper is a prelimnary attenpt to analyze conparatively the
urban history of blacks and Chicanos. Though there are several
conparative historical dinensions that nust be examned-such as
occupational status, residential patterns, racism and racial violence,
internal socioeconomc stratification wthin each group, and other
topics—+t is only the first tw that this paper treats. By focusing on
the general patterns of occupation and residence for blacks and Chicanos
fromthe late nineteenth century to Vrld Vér 1I, this paper seeks to
illumnate some group conparisons and contrasts. Thus, necessarily this
paper s suggestive rather than conprehensive, and general rather than
specific. It is, however, part of a nuch larger study that wll exam ne
Chicano urban history in relation to the black experi‘ence in Amrerican
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cities.



Chettoi zati on and Barri oi zati on

Dstinct black and Chicano neighborhoods in American cities are
products of the processes of ghettoization and barrioization.
Residential segregation is the nost obvious feature of these processes
during the period 1880 to 1940. But ghettoization and barrioization were
nore conplex and dynamc than can be explained by residential segregation
al one. Both were part of the larger trends of urbanization and
industrialization. Both were affected by de facto and legal restrictions
and by the prevailing attitudes of the domnant white society. Both were
shaped by the internal forces operating in their respective popul ati ons—
the desire to locate near their ow people and to establish their
fol kways and institutions in an urban mlieu. And, both were shaped by
the external societal forces which confined blacks and Chicanos to their
own sections of a city.

The internal and external forces that created the nation's ghettos
and barrios are not static. They have changed over time and have been
affected by local and regional variations of the econony, as well as by
the social and political structures of individual cities. Though change
has characterized the ghettos and barrios in the united Sates, the
significance of these racially segregated comunities is their
per si st ence. In contenporary urban Anerica, where white inmgrant
ghettos have all but disappeared (wth sone notable exceptions however),
bl ack and Chi cano comunities are anonalies.

The patterns of residential segregation of urban blacks and Chicanos
were institutionalized by Wrld War 1I. The geographically well-defined
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barrios and ghettos were shaped during the same period from different
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origins but with simlar effects. Qearly, the origins of Chicano and
black wurban comunities were vastly different. The Chicano urban
experience dates from the Mexican War of 1848 when Mexicans living in the
conquered |ands becane part of the annexation of the new territories.
Wthin a generation Mxican pueblos in the new Amrerican Southwest becare
Chicano barrios as Anglos immgrated to these grow ng towns. Bri ngi ng
their econony, their institutions, and their negative racial attitudes
tonard Mexicans, Anglos exerted powerful forces that initiated a
soci oeconomic and political transformation of the region. As the
burgeoning American cities took root, Chicanos in Los Angeles, Santa
Barbara, San Dego, San Antonio, H Paso, Santa Fe, Tucson and el sewhere
were forced to insulate thenselves in their pueblo-barrios. There they
adapted thenselves to a new urban reality by creating social and cultural
institutions that made their lives nore tolerable. The barrio as an
i mproverished, segregated, and racially naligned district in nost
Sout hwestern cities synbolized the status of Chicano city dwellers by the
turn of the century.l

Mich like the energing barrios of the late nineteenth century,
evolving black ghettos were characterized by increasing geographical
segregation, by inmpoverishment, and by intense racial attitudes. Gietto
origins, however, differ markedly from barrios. Though bl acks, both
slaves and freednen, inhabited cities in the South and North during the
ant ebel | um period, distinct ghetto formation cane toward the end of the
century. Prior residential dispersion of blacks began to give way to
greater population concentration as soughern rural to northern urban

m gration increased. By the turn of the century this mgration pattern
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was entrenched. This nmovenment northward conprised southern blacks who
suffered acute agricultural unenploynent and who grew nore disillusioned
during the post-Reconstruction era of increased racial oppression,
synbol i zed by the institutionalization of JimQow [aws. Though northern
cities were perhaps no better than southern cities in their treatnent of
bl acks, bl acks nonet hel ess perceived themas places of relative freedom 2

From plantation to ghetto and from pueblo to barrio, urban blacks
and Chicanos had evolved fromquite different origins. By 1915 however,
the differences between their origins as urban dwellers were becomng
less obvious as the ghettos and barrios shared a simlar status relative
to the domnant white society. By Wrld VWar | southwestern barrios and
northern and southern ghettos had expanded trenendously, marking the
beginning of their institutionalization on the urban scene. Now they
were on parallel paths of devel opnent. For both Chicanos and bl acks
simlar patterns of mgration, residential segregation, and economc
i npoverishment reinforced the initial processes of barrioization and
ghet t oi zati on.

Specific variation existed, however, within these processes during
the early twentieth century. For exanple, the ghetto expansion in the
North, and to a lesser extent in the South, was the result of an
unprecendented volume of rural-to-urban magration of southern blacks.
The geographi cal 'boundaries of established ghettos in Chicago, New York,
Phi | adel phia, Boston, Baltimore and others expl oded as the post-war G eat
Mgrations reached tidal wave proportions. Newer ghettos, such as those
in Qeveland and Detroit, also received tens of thousands of newconers.

These mgrants had fled the rural South for nany reasons: from the
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decline of cotton agriculture, to the destruction caused by floods, to
the attraction of northern industri al jobs.3

At precisely the sane time as the nodern black ghettos were being
consol i dated, Chicano barrios experienced simlar circunstances though in
different contexts. The energence of nodern-day barrios was also attrib-
utable largely to a "great Northern" magration—orth from Mexico. This
mgration, too, included rural-to-urban novenent wthin the Southwest,
but nmore inportantly, it was due to nassive immgration from Mxico.
Forced from their homeland due to the economic and political upheavals
caused by the Mexican Revolution, and attracted to the United Sates
| abor market, between 750,000 and 1,500,000 Mexi canos entered the Uhited
Sates during the period 1900 to 1930. Wth increasing frequency these
people mgrated to southwestern cities where the burgeoning industrial
and service-oriented economes provided enployment opportunities. They
dramatically expanded the old pueblo-barrios in cities such as Los
Angeles, San Antonio and H Paso, while at the same time creating new
barrios in Chicago, Gary, Detroit, Mnneapolis, Qmaha, Kansas Gty, and
other cities in the Mdwest and G eat Lakes regions.

By World War 11 Chicanos and blacks were highly urbanized popul a-
tions confined primarily to geographically distinct zones in the najor
cities of the United States. Between 1910 and 1940, for exanple, the
proportion of black urban dwellers increased from 17% to nearly 50% of
the total Negro population. In the northern states, 88% of all blacks
resided in cities, the vast najority in well-defined ghettos.q Most

Chicanos, likew se, resided in cities by the eve of the Geat Depression.
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The great nmajority of these Chicanos also resided in segregated areas,
oftentimes described as Mexican cities within American cities.®
Anal yzing the factors that have shaped the ghettos and barrios from

approximately 1880 to 1940 one can point to several differences in the

barrioization and ghettoization processes. More  overt raci al
legislation, for exanple, was directed toward blacks. Regi onal ,
cultural, institutional, and famlial differences further characterize
each group's distinctive experiences in cities. Yet, within this

distinctiveness lies unmstakable evidence of simlar experiences forged
from simlar circunstances.

Wien one synthesizes, for exanple, Kenneth Kusner's, A Ghetto Takes

Shape; Back develand, 1880-1930, Gl bert ofsky's, Harlem The

Making of a Chetto, Allan Spear's, Bl ack Chicago, Karl and Alnma Tauber's

Negroes in Cdties, and Theodore Hershberg's study on blacks in

Phil adel phia, the structural relationships of blacks and Chicanos in

urban society are clear. Wen read in conparative perspective the
studies witten by Rcardo Rono and Pedro Castillo on Chicanos in early
twentieth-century Los Angel es, the books by R chard Giswold del Gastillo
(The Los Angel es Barrio, 1850-1890), Mario Garcia (The_Desert |nmgrants;

The Mexicans of H Paso, 1880-1920), and ny own book (Chicanos in a

Changing Society) illumnate the commonalities between the two najor

mnority groups. Indices of residential segregation, socioeconomc
status, ghetto and barrio subculture, segregative real estate covenants,
and other simlarities clearly emerge from conparative analyses. In the
| arger perspective, the persistence of bII_ack ghettos and Chicano barrios

over tine are testanents to the pervasiveness of racial and class factors
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that have affected these two groups in ways fundamentally different from

other urban subgroups.

Ccupational Satus and Mbility

In addition to the persistency of barrios and ghettos, nothing is
more plainly conparable Dbetween blacks and Chicanos than their
occupational history in American cities. Anal yses of occupational
structure and inmmobility over time provide evidence that further
di stingui shes these two minorities fromEuropean inmm grant groups.

G course, differential urban economes and differential rates of
industrialization during different periods of economc growh in the
Northeast, South and Southwest help explain the variations in their
occupational structure. But after taking these factors into account, the
general occupational status of both groups becones discernible. Fromthe
few studies that have systematically examned black or Chicano working
class patterns between 1850 and 1940 simlar occupational trends are
apparent.  The research conducted by Thernstrom Hershberg, and Kusner
indicate that the black occupational structure in northern cities was
constricting in the lowest levels of blue collar work while skilled and
semskilled blacks were displaced by European inmgrants. By the turn of
the century blacks were concentrated principally at the bottom of the
occupational hi era'rchy with males in unskilled, nenial labor and fenales
in the domestic services. During subsequent decades the gap between
black and white workers wdened as black occupational mobility was

negligible and entrance into nost |abor unions was barred. Incorporation

<
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into unskilled and semskilled industrial jobs did not occur until the
1920s for most bl acks. ’

Chicano occupational status, though significantly different in
origins, nonetheless resenbles the black experience in nany ways.
Chicanos entered the capitalist labor nmarket only after the Mexican
pastoral econony had been displaced. By the late nineteenth century
they, too, were relegated to unskilled nenial labor in the expanding,
pre-industrial cities of the Southwest. Studies by Garcia, Rono,
Camarillo, Barrera, GCastillo and others show that by 1917 Chi canos were
being incorporated into the developing industrial and service-sector
economes of southwestern and mdwestern cities. Like blacks they were
primarily unskilled construction |aborers, factory and servi ce workers.
Chi cano occupational nobility, noreover, was practically non-existent
bef ore 1940.°

Surely, blacks and Chicanos suffered simlar disadvantages in the
urban labor narket as had prior magrants—+ural handicaps, lack of
education, lack of job skills, etc. But other groups had overcone these
hurdles, why not the last of the so-called immgrants?  Evidently,
addi tional circunstances were operating that nade the occupational status
of several generations of blacks and Chicanos significantly different
fromthat of European immgrants and their offspring. The circunstances
that had created and naintained their residential segregation undoubtedly
accounted for their occupational segregation and imobility. Analysis of
the forces behind their differential occupational history may provide
better understanding of how the dynamcs of race and class have

intertwi ned and changed over tine.
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The "Enduring" and the "Perpetuated' Ghetto/Barrio

G lbert Gsofsky in an essay entitled "The Enduring CGhetto" broadly
interpreted the black urban experience during the twentieth century. 9 The
value of such a concept as the enduring ghetto is that it focuses on the
continuity of ghetto life in Arerican cities. The termcould be equally
applied to the Chicano urban barrio experience. Though ghettos and
barrios have persisted, the concept of the ghetto as enduring sonmehow
inplies that they are static. Giettos and barrios have been per petuated
but they have changed as urban society has changed. The Harlem of 1915
is greatly different from the Harlem of 1981 The East Los Angel es
barrios of 1910 are radically different fromthose today. GCertainly the
basic parameters of ghettos and barrios continue, but external forces
shaped by a changi ng econony, a changi ng ecol ogy, a changi ng denogr aphy,
and a changing political structure have affected the internal dynamcs of
these distinct racial mnority areas. By viewing the historical
devel opnent of these areas through the processes of ghettoization and
barrioization perhaps historians and other scholars nmay understand better

how and why they have been per pet uat ed.
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