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ABSTRACT
PATTERNS OF RESIDENTIAL SEGREGATION:
THE MEXICAN AMERICAN POPULATION
IN THE URBAN SOUTHWEST, 1970
By

Manuel Mariano Lé6pez

The degree of residential segregation of Mexican Americans from
Anglos and from Blacks, and the latter two from each other, is examined
through the comparison of indexes of dissimilarity for 56 Southwestern
(Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, and Texas) cities. Three
alternative explanations for the emergence and/or maintenance of ethnic
and racial residential segregation are analyzgd with particular empha-
sis on their applicability to Mexican Amer}caﬁs: (1) a market -model;
(2) a cultural, or propinquity, model; and (3) an exclusionary practic-
es model based on majority group discrimination.

The overall pattern of residential segregation is one in which
the index of dissimilarity for the Anglo from Black populations exhib-
its the highest values (X=70.7), that of Mexican Americans from Blacks
a middle ground (X=55.0), and that of Mexican Americans from Anglos the
Towest values (X=42.9). When measured by mean indexes of dissimilarity,
residential segregation in the Southwest diminished between 1960 and
1970. The greatest decline in index values (for both the mean, -21.2
percent and individual cities, 28) occurred in the Mexican American from

Anglo population index while the smallest decline in the mean was that



Manuel Mariano L6pez

for the Mexican American from Black (-4.0 percent).

The series of hypotheses formulated to test the three compet-
ing models on the macro level yielded equivocal results. The compar-
ison of each of the two principal minority groups with the majority,
and with each other, indicated that while "traditional" economic or
demographic variables could account for enough of the variance in res-
idential segregation to be of continued usefulness, other factors were
of greater import. A general pattern emerged, from the tests of hy-
potheses comparihg segregation by ethnicity or race with segregation
by income, occupational status, rent level and value of owner occupied
housing. Segregation indexes containing an ethnicity factor were sig-
nificantly greater than those based solely on the above-mentioned so-
cio-economic characteristics. A simple model, which the Taeubers had
illustrated as paralleling an indirect standardization, was also em-
ployed. Segregation indexes based on observed ethnic residential pat-
terns were found to be higher than expected on the basis of differen-
tials in income, occupational status, value of housing or rent. The
macro level statistical analysis offered less direct contradiction of
the cultural and exclusionary models than of the purely economic model.
A subsequéﬁt review of the literature on survey and participant obser-
vation studies of single, or small numbers of, cities also supported
an exclusionary practices interpretation of continued minority resi-
dential segregation.

The statistical analyses and literature review indicated that
in the shaping of future housing policy social analysts must realize

that reduced segregation index values portend neither improved housing
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nor ameliorated social conditions for minority group members. The
existing residential patterns within cities are too firmly fixed, the
population shifts necessary for "equalization" would be excessively
disruptive, and majority group opposition to any such program would
exacerbate rather than mitigate prevailing antagohisms. The assimila-
tionist conception that integration indicates equalization appears to
be at the root of many minority group members' housing problems, in-
cluding those of poor whites.

An alternative approach to solving the housing problems of Mex-
ican Americans is suggested. Past housing policy is viewed as having
been successful in meeting the housing needs of only limited numbers
of upwardly mobile, middle-class minority group members and ignoring
the vast numbers of minority peoples who continue to be ill-housed. A
national housing policy focussing on the improvement of existing barrio
and ghetto housing, and the construction of adequate new low-cost
housing in the barrios/ghettoes, is suggested. Despite urban renew-
al's failures and excesses, its basic philosophy is viewed as sound
and representing an alternative avenue toward solving minority group

housing problems.
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CHAPTER 1
THE RESEARCH PROBLEM

Introduction

Where racial and ethnic minorities should live has been a con-
tinued issue in urban America (McEntire, 1960: 2). Housing, as Myrdal
(1944: 375) has noted, is much more than mere shelter, it provides a
setting for one's entire social existence. In the case of minority
groups, housing involves issues which transcend the availability and
quality of housing units, despite the importance of these factors.

The foremost issue of minority group housing is segregation. In the
struggle to achieve full citizenship and the equal participation and
rights inherent in it, freedom to locate one's home without constraint
has become a major focus. As Glazer (1970: 63) put it, "residential
segregation is a far more serious threat to American democracy and the
health of American society than poor housing." And Moynihan (1970: 9)
echoes this sentiment in his interpretation that "the poverty and so-
cial isolation of minority groups in central cities is the single most
serious problem of the American city today."

In the course of his "classic" study depicting interracial
relations in the United States, Myrdal (1944: 620) casually remarked
that "Only Orientals and possibly Mexicans among all separate ethnic
groups have as much segregation as Negroes." Despite the issue-raising
remark contained in this oft-scrutinized work and the significance of

1



residential segregation for the life chances of diverse minority groups
the, perhaps unconsciously extended, challenge to Oriental and Mexican
American researchers has not been taken up and the majority of litera-
ture on American racial and ethnic relations concerns itself with
Blacks and European immicrants. Considerably less space is devoted to
Mexican Americans, Puerto Ricans and Amerindians. While there exist
excellent works on the Black and European ethnic populations, there is
an alarming paucity of works referent to the problems encountered by
Mexican Americans in an urban environment. Nothing comparable to the
Taeubers' (1969) seminal contribution to an empirical understanding of
the extent and variation in residential segregation by race across

U. S. cities has appeared with reference to the residential segregation
of Hispanic groups. Only one study, by Joan Moore and Frank Mittelbach
(1966) has been reported. Although appearing in modified form in vari-
ous "readers," it was primarily an advance report later incorporated
into a much larger general study and, unfortunately, appears not to
have stimulated widespread research interest. Yet, Mexican Americans
have been described as this nation's second largest minority (Grebler,
et. al., 1970).

It has been implied that a person's position in the stratifi-
cation system is dependent upon either his competitive advantages or
disadvantages. If, as some point out (Hollingshead, 1947: 202; Shi-
butani and Kwan, 1965: 148), ethnicity is generally likely to be
either advantageous or disadvantageous, then ethnic segregation con-
tinues to merit study. Whereas the European case, generally speaking,

was typified by a pattern of temporary residential segregation followed



by upward mobility and residential desegregation, can the same be ex-
pected of the Mexican American experience? Is the residential segrega-
tion of Mexican Americans solely a function of economic differences or
is its principal determinant a persistent, but underlying, system of
general ethnic discrimination in modern America? Have Mexican Ameri-
cans always suffered such residential segregation unnoticed, or has
there been a recent increase, decrease or stabilization? What explica-
tory socioeconomic and housing characteristics are statistically [i.e.
"objectively"] useful in studying and understanding the present pat-
tern(s) of such segregation? If the Mexican American population is to
be incorporated into the mainstream of.American social, economic and,
perhaps, political life there are among the many questions that demand
responses.

More than ten years after the passage of major civil rights
legislation, few, if any, answers have been tendered to the above ques-
tions. Therefore, the purpose of this study is to provide an up-to-
date description and assessment of the patterns of Mexican American
residential segregation in the urban Southwest. This assessment and
description of the patterns in Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mex-
ico and Texas will be undertaken by means of (1) the calculation of
indexes of residential dissimilarity (D) for Mexican Americans from
non-Mexican whites and from Blacks, (2) the analysis of the relation-
ship of housing conditions and socioeconomic characteristics to such
indexes, and (3) the use of such "correlates" to "test" three theoret-
ical explanatory frameworks pertaining to residential segregation in

general.



My study is not aimed at the proposal of solutions to the com-
plex problem of minority group residential segregation, but rather
to a description and assessment of inter- and intra-city patterns of
this phenomenon. My aim is not so much a detailed knowledge of any
single city or subset of cities as it is a comparative assessment of
differential residential segregation through the identification and
evaluation of those patterns and processes which are common to all
communities and those which vary significantly. Overall, the intent
is to provide a better understanding of the characteristics which cor-
relate highly with residential segregation by undertaking a comprehen-
sive and comparative analysis of the three prominent ethnic-racial
groups of the Southwest and their socioeconomic positions. What char-
acteristics most readily account for variation among cities and between
groups? Which account for similarities? Do the two minority groups
have significantly different characteristics or experiences which ac-
count for any observed variations in their relationships to the domi-
nant group?

It is anticipated that the study could indirectly prove useful
for regional and national policy- and decision-makers in their efforts
to shape future housing programs necessitated by a rapidly expanding
Hispanic population. Secondly, that it might help overcome some of the
ignorance and indifference imposed by the past burden of poor, ethno-
centric research by contributing to the understanding of the Mexican
American's past and, more importantly, present place within the frame-
work of our national, urban social structure. And finally, that it

might serve as a macro-level benchmark for delineating further macro-



and micro-level research possibilities on residence and Mexican Ameri-
can ethnicity as other studies have done for the Blacks or European
ethnics.

My discussion commences with a brief review of the importance
of residential segregation research as it regards Mexican Americans.
From there I establish that housing segregation reflects the larger
stratification system. Moving to a brief review of the shortcomings of
general research on Mexican Americans I suggest that the integration of
diverse materials and approaches provides for a more comprehensive un-
derstanding of the problems encountered by the group. Building on
this suggestion I turn to a brief historical overview of the evolution
of Anglo-Mexican relations in the Southwest. The literature review
combonent of the study concludes with a presentation of three theoret-
ical frameworks employed in the explanation of residential segregation.
After generating a series of hypotheses from these frameworks in Chap-
ter IV and presenting my strategy for their analysis in Chapter V, I
turn to a presentation of the indexes of dissimilarity for 1970 and
the tests of the hypotheses derived from the theoretical frameworks.

I conclude the analysis component with a brief discussion of the trends
in Southwestern urban segregation from 1960 to 1970. The study is con-
cluded with a summation of the findings, their significance with regard
to the theories of residential segregation, and some suggestions for
further research into the issue of Mexican American urban residential

segregation.



The Necessity of Research on Hispanic Residential Segregation

The gravity of the issue of Hispanic residential needs was re-

cently underscored by an article in The New York Times (Holsendolph,

1976: 13). The article noted that this nation's Hispanic population
has increased sharply over the last two decades and continues to in-
crease at, perhaps, an accelerated rate. The population which will be
engaged in household formation processes in 1990 is already among us.
It is rapidly becoming clear that this population will require more
dwellings, transportation facilities, offices and factories. Yet our
policy makers and planners have not begun assessing the broad and com-
plex implications raised by rapid Hispanic population growth.

Although the figures citing the presence of "illegal" aliens
are astronomical and most likely border on exaggeration, the previously
unobserved or immaterial national migrations of Hispanics now consti-
tutes "an evolving internal problem with both national and internation-
al consequences that gets little attention from ... enlightens[sic]
leadership sectors of our society" (quoted in Holsendolph, 1976: 13).
As Moynihan (1970: 21) had warned years earlier, "most of the issues
that appear most critical just now do so in large measure because they
are so little understood."

An earlier report, by the U. S. Commission on Civil Rights
(1974), supports the more recent contentions regarding the necessity
of researching important issues, for example residential segregation,
as they pertain to the Mexican American population. Although the Com-
mission's chief concern was with a problem area of only tangential in-

terest to us, the general need for research as a policy-formation aid



was repeatedly stressed (see also Parsons, 1972: 7-8), as may be ob-
served in these passages from the text:

Data on Mexican Americans, Puerto Ricans, and other

persons of Spanish speaking background currently

are in demand by a large number of governmental and

private agencies and institutions (1974: 15).
and

State and local governments charged with distribut-

ing Federal assistance ... need social and demo-

graphic data to identify the needs of their disad-

vantaged communities and to evaluate the effective-

ness of existing Federal programs (1974: 26).
Yet two years later, the absence of relevant data for policy-making
determinations involving this same group is decried by an official of
an agency functioning under the auspices of the Justice Department.
While it appears paradoxical when one views the prevalence of the view
that public policy often abets imbalances in urban life (Moynihan,
1970: 11), it is apparently consistent and common that the planners
and decision-makers who "endeavor to design our cities ... proceed
without an adequate understanding of the manner in which man relates

. to his environment" (Willhelm, 1962: 1). The lack of public dis-

cussion regarding the influence of the federal government's role in
maintaining patterns of segregated housing has served as a barrier to
understanding the problems of the city (Weissbourd, 1964: 2). Obvious-
ly, the recent inaction of governmental agencies has dangerously in-
creased the possibility of a similar obfuscation regarding the problems,
including segregated residential areas, of the nation's Hispanic popu-
lations.

The issue of where, and under what conditions, this expanding

minority population will live must be quickly confronted by planners



if they are to avoid haphazard dawnings of new or extensions of exist-
ing Hispanic slums in, or on the fringe of, a great number of U. S.
cities. Under normal circumstances, Michelson (1970: 22) has noted
that "cities are now created less by piecémeal accretion than they

once were." Even if the expanding Hispanic populations create more
atypical circumstances, it seems likely that one would agree that
Michelson's larger point, that public officials in concern with, or
independent of, private entrepreneurs have the capacity to shape the
urban environment is still valid and has not been negated. Crucial
social decisions are inherent in the planning, or as it appears at this
time, non-planning process. The eventual achievement of the proposed
ideal of national housing policy ["a decent home and a suitable envi-
ronment for every American family"] presupposes a special commitment to
the needs of minority groups. Blacks and Hispanics now represent ap-
proximately one-sixth of our national population and have the added po-
tential for outstripping the growth rate of the dominant majority for
some time into the future. But, as Moynihan (1970: 12) notes, most fed-
eral urban programs are "typically ... based on 'common sense' rather
than research in an area where common sense can be notoriously mislead-
ing." The realization that the programs of nearly all federal depart-
ments and agencies directly or indirectly have important consequences
for life in the cities of our nation and those who must live {n them,
and that these policies can have impacts on segregating or desegregat-
ing neighborhoods (Moynihan, 1970: 8-9) underscores the severity of the
data shortcomings for our Hispanic populations. Again Moynihan's

(1970: 21) comments speak to the issue: "The federal government must



provide more and better information concerning urban affairs, and
should sponsor extensive and sustained research i..to urban problems."
In the absence of such information, adequate planning for the housing
and related needs of an expanding population is at best severely ham-
pered, and at worst impossible. The sole existing study regarding the
segregated nature of Mexican American residential patterns is now ser-

jously outdated (see Moore and Mittelbach, 1966).

Stratification and Housing: Explorations on their Interrelationship

The allocation and distribution of resfdential subgroups is a
central component of urban stratification systems. As the Commission
on Race and Housing (1958: 3), echoing Myrdal's earlier assertion, apt-
1y noted "where a person lives bespeaks his social status ..." This
view is of great import in understanding the relationship of minority
group membership and housing. In our society, minority group member-
ship is equated with low status (Commission on Race and Housing, 1958:
18), a fact which has not escaped Robert E. Park, a pioneer human ecol-
ogist, who viewed the "race problem" as a struggle for status (Lind,
1955: 53). More recently, Leo Grebler has viewed urban residential seg-
regation as a good indicator of a minority's general status in our so-
ciety (Moore and Mittelbach, 1966: vii). In most American cities, then,
residential segregation reflects the "realities of social distinctions"
(Moore and Mittelbach, 1972: 80). Employing Weber's (1946: 180-195)
“classic" multidimensional notion of stratification, it is reasonable
to state that stratification systems employ an areal dimension as one
way of segregating different groups while simultaneously "symbolizing

distance and prestige" (Etzioni, 1959: 258). Thus, I view the
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differentiation of residential areas as being "to a very large extent a
spatial manifestation of social stratification." This is, of course,
by no means a novel stance, as it has frequently appeared in the liter-
ature to support the contention that social distances have a tendancy
to manifest themselves as physical distances (Wirth, 1928: 28, 38, 284;
Hawley, 1971: 187). When, for instance, we separate the wheat of Rob-
ert E. Park's sound judgement from the chaff of his overstatement, we
note an early expression of this conception:
. social relations are ... frequently ... corre-

lated with spatial relations; because physical

distances so frequently are, or seem to be, the

indexes of social distances, ... (quotes in Duncan

and Duncan, 1955a: 493).

Shibutani and Kwan (1965: 33) content that in the contemporary
United States "one's social status depends upon his position in two
coexisting systems of social stratification: class and ethnic. ...
one's ethnic identity, ... places a ceiling upon the extent to which
he can rise." The majority of stratification theories, and research,
concern themselves chiefly with the economic dimension, focusing on
such issues as the inequality of rewards and privileges among occupa-
tional groups or between labor and capital. The idea that ethnic group-
ings are even a possible basis for stratification is rejected by some.
But, as has been pointed out (Shibutani and Kwan, 1965: 29), while peo-
ple are classified or distinguished from each other on several criteria
simultaneously, those which determine status within the community are
of the utmost importance. Status, in turn, bestows or denied certain
privileges, prestige and, perhaps, immunities. Following Sorokin's

usage, stratification is defined as "the differentiation of a
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population into a hierarchy of layers, and if this means an unequal
distribution of rights and privileges, power and influence, then it is
clear that ethnic differentiation may be the basis of a stratification
system" (Lieberson, 1970: 172).

Social distance in intergroup relations, expressed either phy-
sically or otherwise, is generally accompanied by social deprivation
(Moore and Mittelbach, 1972: 80). Residential segregation is central
to the maintenance of the existing, discriminatory system because it
influences the extent and quality of social interaction and differen-
tially structures access to jobs, income, education, and public goods
(Hollingshead, 1947: 197, 202). Housing has been viewed as the area
of greatest resistance to the concept of equality of opportunity (Hag-
er, 1960: 80) and hence the processes operating in the context of the
housing market are among the most resistant to change (Freeman and
Sunshine, 1970: vii). The significance of housing for creating and
maintaining urban stratification systems stems from its central role as

. the core mediator of access to a wide variety of

social values available in urban areas. Because so-

cial values are unevenly distributed across urban

space, the location of a housing unit determines as

much about the opportunities available to residents

as does the sheer physical quality of the unit itself.

Depending upon where it is located, a house or an

apartment may “carry" with it more or fewer public

services, better or worse schools, more or less ac-

cess to commercial activities (and employment oppor-

tunities), more or less interaction with people who

are prized, or people who are shunned (Anton and

Williams, 1971: 1).

The social and economic costs of residential segregation to the
community as a whole, as well as the specific "pariah" population, is

enormous. dJohn C. Houlihan, former Mayor of Oakland, California, has
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stated that "the social stratification that the central city has
brought about represents a fatal hardening of the arteries if it is not
rectified" (Weissbourd, 1964: 1). Whether residential segregation be
de facto or, as in the past, de jure it has been of crucial importance
in providing the basic structure for the creation and maintenance of
nearly all other forms of institutional segregation (Johnson, 1943: 8;
Commission on Race and Housing, 1966: 282; Gans, 1968: 347-349). Among
the most frequently enumerated institutional areas severely affected by
residential patterns is education, where it appears that funding in-
equities due to the preeminence of property taxes as the bulk of local
revenues and educational segregation itself are insurmountable without
a substantial reduction in residential segregation (Carter, 1970: 70;
U. S. Commission on Civil Rights, 1972: 8). Earlier references to the
negative impact of residential segregation on the target population in-
cluded those of diminution or abject neglect of public services, such
as the provision of water, sanitation, street and pavement maintenance,
police protection, and housing code enforcement (Myrdal, 1944: 643;
McEntire, 1960: 89).

The presence of minorities of lower status in any given resi-
dential area is reflected in a diminished desirability of that area for
other elements of the population (Lieberson, 1963: 4). The restraints
imposed by an emerging or existing pattern of residential segregation
exacerbate the housing problems of minority groups as they circumscribe
choice and lead to scarcity in times of rapid population growth, which
in turn leads to overcrowding, the subdivision of housing units and,

sometimes, doubling up of families (Commission on Race and Housing,
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1958: 42; Grodzins, 1958: 9). On an individual level, it can lead to
the disruption of family life by creating unnecessary strains brought
about by the inability to acquire suitable housing consistent with the
family's life-cycle stage (Forman, 1971: 42). In either of the above
situations, the result is the same, members of an outcast minority
group are forced to make-do with that which has been made available.
The resultant concentration of members of such racial or ethnic groups
increases their conspicuousness, causing their distinctive character-
istics to stand out all the more (Wirth, 1928: 38, 65; McEntire, 1960:
94; Breton, 1964: 204). Such spatially isolated groups, when visible,
more readily become the objects of discrimination, for as Park wrote
"... race prejudice is a function of visibility. The races of high
visibility, ... are ... inevitable objects of race prejudice" (quoted

in Wirth, 1928: 283). When "invisible" these groups are allowed to

have their needs go unfulfilled and are readily neglected. Thus, seg-
regation on a residential basis facilitates the exploitation of minor-
ity groups in many ways often seemingly unrelated to housing (Commission
on Race and Housing, 1958: 36; Grier and Grier, 1971: 444).

Segregation by residence has a tendency to outlive barriers in
the school and workplace and persists as a stimulant to prejudice.
Physical distance tends to be among the last barriers to topple (Com-
mission on Race and Housing, 1966: 285; Berry, et. al., 1976; 249-250).
As Deutsch and Collins (1951: 5) noted, residential segregation "has a
dynamic which tends to be self-perpetuating and reinforcing of preju-
dice." The resultant social distance reinforces mutual categorization

as "we" and "they." Thus, existent misunderstandings are perpetuated
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through the inability to evaluate each other's intentions and actions
in proper context (Helper, 1969: 11; Kramer, 1970: 69). Of all the
factors leading to intergroup social isolation, the Commission on Race
and Housing (1966: 282) found residential segregation to be the most
important. The very existence of residential segregation reinforces
other forms of discriminatory behavior through the prevention of normal
contacts. The belief that such contacts would gradually lead to the
diminution of prejudice (e.g. Homans, 1950: 111-113) is illustrated by
the following passage:
Under conditions which provide new knowledge

about the other race, cultural prejudice will ob-

viously no longer serve the knowledge function.

When more accurate information becomes available,

the prejudice will be seen as inadequate by the

open minded person and thus should change (McClen-

don, 1974: 60).
Following Shibutani and Kwan's (1965: 38) reasoning, the importance of
continued misunderstanding caused by spatial distance lies in the fact
that "human beings interact not so much in terms of what they actually
are but in terms of conceptions that they form of themselves and of one
another." Since social learning derives from many sources other than
schools, the intergroup isolation brought about and supported by resi-
dential segregation is seen as preventive of a free and easy contact
and experience on a relatively intimate and equal status basis with
other groups. Thus, any reduction of suspicion and hostilities which
such contact might conceivably lead to is effectively circumscribed
(Shibutani and Kwan, 1965: 106; Wilner, et. al., 1969: 147). If, as

Lieberson (1963: 18) notes, the process of assimilation is associated

with that of residential segregation, it has great consequences for



15

recent ethnic immigrants belonging to current outcast minority popu]q-
tions. Ecological groups are more likely to avoid contacts of an in-
timate nature—and even informal communication—with other groups than
are those which are spatially dispersed. Isolation of this nature fa-
cilitates the withholding of allegiance to the larger social entity
(Etzioni, 1959: 259). Hawley contended that should such an ecological-
ly based minority group be redistributed to reflect the territorial
pattern of the majority group, there would occur a mitigation of sub-
ordinate status and a consequent facilitation of the assimilation of
the group into the existing social structure (Lieberson, 1963: 6).

A system of ethnic stratification also reflects other forms of
social stratification (Lieberson, 1970: 172). As Eunice and George
Grier have stated, "freedom of opportunity is not divisible, there can
be no equal access to employment where there is unequal access to hous-
ing" (Mercer, 1962: 47). Thus, we see that ecological patterns may be
viewed as being both a consequence and determinant of social structural
arrangements, as a fundamental ingredient of urban life as well as a
reflection of it.

The Duncans (1955a: 493, 503) view ecological analysis as a
promising approach to the study of urban social stratification. They
conclude that a primary focus of urban stratification studies should
be a systematic consideration of the spatial aspects of stratification
phenomena and suggest that ethnic categories other than race are in all
likelihood relevant, but that the paucity of data made for difficulty
in studying them.

In the interval since their thought-provoking article adequate
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empirical data on the Mexican American population has been made avail-
able through the decennial censuses. In conjunction with available

socio-historical accounts this data allows for a systematic considera-
tion of the spatial aspects of the stratification of Mexican Americans

in the contemporary American Southwest.



CHAPTER 11

THE SPATIOTEMPORAL MILIEU OF MEXICAN
AMERICAN RESIDENTIAL SEGREGATION

Introduction

Some Shortcomings of Research on the Mexican American People

The Taeubers (1969: 15) note that the body of literature con-
cerning itself with the plight of the Black in the United States is
extensive, but that its quality is not high, largely because it is
"polenic and for the most part proceeds from unanalyzed assumptions."”
The situation of research on the Mexican American is better only in
that there is less dross, solely due to the fact that there has been
so much less written. Many of the images of the Mexican Americans
among both the general and academic populations have no ascertainable
basis fn reality (Rios, 1971: 59-73; Romano-V., 1971: 26-39). There
has been, for instance, a problem in accurately reflecting the nature
of the population. Mexican Americans have been a primarily urban popu-
lation group for a rather long period of time [see Table 1]. By 1940,
the Mexican American population's urban component already constituted
51 percent of the group's Southwestern population. It rose steadily
from 1940 through 1970, when the Mexican American's percentage urban
reached 85 percent. Despite the "urbanness" of the Mexican American
population, much of the literature still concerns itself with their
“"traditional"—"peasant" has been an oft-substituted term—culture and

17
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rural poverty (e.g. Heller, 1966; Rubel, 1966; Madsen, 1973) or with
general socioeconomic issues not specifically applicable to the urban
setting (e.g. Schmidt, 1970). Thus, the greatest gaps in information
continue to concern the Mexican American in the urban environment. De-
spite the newfound interest in this group during recent years, rela-
tively little work of high calibre has been produced. Too many hours

Table 1. The Urbanization of the Southwest's Mexican American
Population, 1940-1970 (Percentage Urban)

1940 1950 1960 1970
Arizona 42% 61% 75% 82%
California 68 76 85 91
Colorado 35 50 69 79
New Mexico 25 41 58 63
Texas 55 68 79 83
SOUTHWEST 51 66 79 85

SOURCE: U. S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare (1974: 24,
Chart B-a, 25, Table B-2).

of debate and pages of typescript have been wasted on the issue of the

"correct" name for the group. As Penalosa (1973: 55) has so persua-

sively argued, it is time to move beyond terminology and definitional

polemics and on to an examination of the dimensions which would most

fruitfully illuminate the present state of the Mexican American com-

munity.
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Necessary Additional Components

Merton (1949) illustrated, long ago, the inadequacy of using
individual prejudice as a means of predicting discriminatory behavior
and in accounting for changes in practices. The typology Merton pre-
sents drives home the importance of factors other than individually
held attitudes for intergroup relations. The most important of these
factors is the operation of the basic social instifutions. By defining
the problematic nature of, and an approved solution to, the "housing
problem" in a decided fashion, the institutional structure channels
human experiences in limited directions while either ignoring or pro-
hibiting other possibilities (Williams, 1970: 38). As Suttles (1972:
7) has so insightfully and succinctly summarized, "residential groups
and locality groups are inevitably partial structures whose very exis-
tence and character depend on their relationship to a wider society."
The housing market in any community is a complex system of social con-
trol wherein financial institutions, real estate agents, property own-
ers, and zoning commissioners are crucial actors in the game of norma-
tive conformity (Tilly, 1961: 330). The allocation of ethnic and ra-
cial residential areas occurs within the context of this system. Simp-
ly put, the metropolitan housing market is a basic institutional mech-
anism by which dominant class and status groups preserve their rewards
and privileges vis-a-vis subordinate class and status groups.

The essence of this introduction is simply summarized by ex-
mayor Houlihan, "All the problems are related and demand an under-
standing of the whole" (Weissbourd, 1964: 1). Residential segregation,

like all other phenomena in society, is part of a larger social
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structure. In order to better understand residential segregation it is
necessary to be aware of the operation of that structure; the changes
it has undergone over the course of time; and how these changes have
operated to maintain, aggravate, or ameliorate the residential segre-
gation of all, or just certain, minority groups. As suggested by Park
(1952: 201-202), a better understanding of the "correlates" of Mexican
American residential segregation has been sought through the integra-
tion into the analysis of previously ignored or inadequately utilized
socio-historical materials.

While the Taeubers could adequately presuppose reader familiar-
ity with many aspects of the history of racial separation, and could
therefore dispense with a historical presentation recapitulating Black-
white intergroup relations, the same is not true for either the Mexican
American-Anglo or Mexican American-Black cases. The historical rela-
tionships of the two minorities to the region and its Anglo population
differ substantially. Moreover, the prevalence of misinformation and
stereotypical images fail to provide an adequate frame of reference for
understanding Mexican American participation in urban American society.
This understanding necessitates the realization that (1) Mexican Amer-
icans have a long, complex history and (2) that the evolution of Anglo-
Mexican interaction has played a crucial role in the emergence of pres-
ent residential patterns. In an effort to provide a fuller comprehen-
sion of contemporary Mexican American residential patterns in the urban
Southwest, we turn now to a brief historical overview of Anglo-Mexican

re]ations.]
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Historical Overview

Introduction

Articles VIII and IX of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo read,
in part,

VIII. Mexicans now established in territories previous-

1y belonging to Mexico, and which remain for the future

within the limits of the United States, as defined by

the present treaty, shall be free to continue where they

now reside, ..., retaining the property which they pos-

sess ...

Those who shall prefer to remain in said territor-

jes, may either retain the title and rights of Mexican

citizens, or acquire those of citizens of the United

States. ...

IX. Mexicans who, ... shall not preserve the character

of citizens of the Mexican Republic, ... shall ... be

admitted, at the proper time ... to the enjoyment of all

the rights of citizens of the United States according to

the principles of the Constitution; and in the mean time

shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment

of their liberty and property, and secured in the free

exercise of their religion without restriction.

With the signing of this historic document, in 1848, the Mexican Ameri-
can people were created as a people. They were, as Alvarez (1973: 924)
has noted, "Mexican by birth, language and culture; United States citi-
zens by the might of arms."

Heller (1966: 4), and others, have stated that both in their
rate and degree of acculturation and assimilation, that Mexican Ameri-
cans are among the least "Americanized" of all the ethnic groups in the
United States. Extant arguments of pathological deficiencies to the
contrary, the retention of their "Mexicanness" is primarily a result of
the combination of their historical experience and the contiguous,

practically barrierless, international border. Both psychologically
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and culturally the Mexican immigrant's "country of origin" and "country
of destination" are one. Mexicans have always recided in the Southwest,
and only its ownership and name have changed (McWilliams, 1948: 58;
Estrada, Hernandez and Alvirez, 1972: 7). Nonetheless, in the South-
west the immigrant and native both faced formidable handicaps in the
form of strong prejudices against "Mexicans" which had evolved gradual-
1y over time. And while, as one Mexican American noted, Anglo Ameri-
cans may have abandoned geographic imperialism they replaced it with an
extensive "mental imperialism" which has resulted in a questioning of
one's sense of worth among all classes of Mexican Americans. Their so-
ciety never lets them forget that "Mexican" blood flows in their veins

(Madsen, 1973: 23, 30; Simmons, 1973: 46).

The Pre-Texas Revolution'Era

The arrival of the Spaniards in Mexico initiated the develop-
ment of a mestizo people which today comprises the largest aggregate
within Mexican society. The mestizo embodies an oft-overlooked, yet
extremely important, characteristic of the "Hispanic Southwest"—its
biological, cultural and social heterogeneity.

Generally speaking, as the early European settlements progres-
sively expanded outward, the Native American populations either acqui-
esced and cooperatively got out of the way, or were exterminated (Al-
varez, 1973: 920-921). The Spanish method of colonization and its at-
tendant policies were designed, however, to effect the incorporation
of the Indian element into the white social structure. Admittedly,
Indian social status was the lowest and the treatment of Amerindians

was always coercive and, frequently, brutal. Nonetheless, this
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colonization policy contrasted sharply with that of the English. Al-
though initially directed toward fhe Christianization of the Indians,
the English policy reflected the conviction that the Indians were—and
"~ would continue to be—savages to be expelled or annihilated. While
the Spanish were equally as ethnocentric with regard to their racial
superiority, their contacts with the Indians resulting from their col-
onization practices led to intermarriage, or enduring liaisons, and to
mestizo progeny. Consequently, the Spanish-speaking population that
was to meet Anglo-America's frontier settlers at the borders of Texas
and Florida was even more heterogeneous racially than that of the oft-
conquered mother country, Spain. This population was likely to be
viewed by the Anglo Americans as nonwhite and inferior to even the
hated Spaniards.

The Treaty of Paris (1783) freed the colonies from their Eng-
1ish bondage, and the Louisiana Purchase (1803) gave the young republic
an enormously vast new territorial empire. Thus, Anglo Americans and
Spanish Americans became uneasy neighbors. Boundary problems on the
fringes of Florida and Texas had resulted in tense diplomatic situa-
tions which occasionally erupted into open conflict. Early relations
between the Spanish American and Anglo American peoples were influenced
by a mutual antipathy based on the Anglo American sentiment that Span-
ish culture was inferior to American culture. The Spanish and English
had been bitter rivals for centuries and had doubtless formed negative
views of each other. These stereotypes and ethnocentric views had sub-
sequently been transferred to the English colonies and into the minds

of Americans. On the other side, the Spanish held little admiration
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for the young American republic. The U. S. was seen as a "territorial
purse snatcher" more dangerous in terms of its greed and aggressive
knavery than as a potential conquerer. A number of early "filibuster-
ing" expeditions into Texas and the commencement of Mexico's revolution
against Spanish control aggravated these hostilities. Thus, despite
the remarkably similar origins and forms of government, the mutual an-
tagonisms between the Anglo American people of the United States and
the Spanish-Indian populace of Mexico had escalated to such a degree,
by 1821, on the eve of the initial massive influx of Anglo American
immigrants into Texas, that they precluded the emergence of a framework
of common values (McLemore, 1973: 659-664).

It should also be made clear that the Anglo American frontiers
were frequently "second frontiers." In our case, the Spanish-Mexicans
had invested more than two and one-half centuries of experimentation
in order to accumulate the necessary knowledge of the land to allow
them to adapt their methods of "civilization," irrigation and animal
husbandry; to initiate industries; to expand their knowledge of the na-
tive Indian populations and their ways of life; and to promote coloni-
zation. These adaptations had just begun to reap rewards for the Mex-
ican ranchers at about the time of the first large wave of Anglo Amer-
ican settlers into Texas. Within a very short time, however, the Anglo
American immigrant component and its slaves equalled, and then sur-
passed, that portion of the native Texan population which could be des-
ignated as either "Mexican" or "settled" (McLemore, 1973: 659, 665).
Simultaneous with the massive Anglo American influx, a serious politi-

cal struggle was emerging within Mexico over the nature of the nation's
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governmental structure. A centralist faction favored strong adminis-
trative control of all Mexican territory by a governing elite located
in Mexico City. A competing federalist faction was in favor of imple-
menting the principles of the rights of man as delineated by the U. S.
Constitution and by the French political theorists of the Enlighten-
ment. The Province of Texas became a federalist stronghold, loyal to
the federalist constitution of 1824 (Alvarez, 1973: 923). It is within
this context that the Texan "revolution for freedom" actually took
place. And, even after Santa Ana's defeat, the lines of opposition
within Texas were not as clearly and distinctively drawn between Mexi-

cans and Anglo Americans as many would suspect (McLemore, 1973: 667).

The Post-Texas Revolutionary Era

Although ostensibly at peace after 1836, a "gquerilla war" was
carried on between Mexico and the Republic of Texas which repeatedly
swept back and forth across the Nueces-to-Rio Grande no-man's land
(Taylor, 1934: 21). Such “"unofficial warfare" did not cease until the
outbreak of the Mexican American War (1946-1848). This conflict con-
solidated a system within which "Mexicans" were subordinated to Anglos
in Texas (McLemore, 1973: 667) and, subsequently, other segments of the
Southwest.

Antagonisms between the Anglo American and Mexican people prior
to the outbreak of the war deepened into a passionate hostility that
provides us with a crucial insight into the century that has followed.
The idea of "mission" was very strong during the war, as was an urge
to spread democratic institutions to a less fortunate people. The im-

minent conquest of Mexico was to be a great blessing for the conquered:
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"American expansion into Mexico meant 1ifting the poor Mexicans from
the abyss of despair and increasing their happiness" (Rappaport, 1967:
44-45). This "mission" was subsequently translated, in modern times,
into strenuous efforts to eradicate ethnic differences and remold the
Mexican American into "100 percent Americans" (Madsen, 1973: 1).

The signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo enabled Mexicans
who resided in the United States to opt for American citizenship. But,
whatever their choice regarding citizenship, language and culture could
not be changed overnight merely because the lands occupied by Mexicans
were now part of the United States; they retained their "Mexicanness."
The ascribed social status as an inferior minority conferred on these
persons of Spanish-Mexican ancestry at this stage in time was to have
prolonged and long-lasting repercussions. Thus, for instance, while
prohibited from taking occupied Mexican-owned lands by the provisions
of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, Texans took lands that had re-
mained in undisputed possession of Mexican families for as long as a
century. Murder and bluff were not uncommon in the process. The Mex-
icans were simply not looked upon as occupants (Rios, 1971: 64). As
Frederick Law Olmstead observed, they were considered heathens not to
be acknowledged as "white folks" and therefore were inevitably subject-
ed to insolent and unjust treatment (Taylor, 1934: 39). Others had
been less kind and had viewed them as "reptiles" who must "either crawl
or be crushed."

From the close of the Mexican American War through our own Civ-
il War interethnic relations on the border did not improve appreciably

beyond those detailed above. The Mexican populace was involved, if not
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through actual extension of aid, by the very fact that it was their
border which offered freedom to runaway slaves. Whatever the case, the
situation generated suspicion of and hostilities against the entire
Mexican ancestry population of the U. S. side of the border. As a re-
sult of their "sympathetic" status the "Mexican" population was con-
stantly harrassed. For example, in Colorado County, Texas, where after
the discovery of a reputed Black insurrectionary plot in 1856, "with-
out exception every Mexican in the county was implicated. They were
arrested and ordered to leave the county. ..." And, as Olmstead noted,
despite the guarantees of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, the whole
"native," i.e. Mexican American, population of county after Texas coun-
ty was driven from their homes and forbidden under pain of death from
returning to the vicinity of the plantations through the formal proceed-
ings undertaken by the larger planters (Taylor, 1934: 37-39).
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