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ABSTRACT

INTRA-URBAN RESIDENTIAL MOBILITY AND ETHNICITY:
CUBAN-AMERICANS IN LANSING, MICHIGAN

By

Jose Luis Mesa

The study examines the spatial patterns of 1ntra-urban residential 

mobility among Cuban-Americans 1n Lansing, Michigan, during the period 

1963-1976, and seeks to establish whether ethnic-related factors have 

played a significant role in the study's population selection of res i­

dential location in the c ity . Urban ecological as well as behavioral 

principles concerned with the spatial attributes of the residential 

mobility and location of ethnic migrants are scrutinized. Five main 

propositions are made: 1) a "receptor" residential area which has

functioned as a focus of residential a c tiv ity  for Cuban-Americans can 

be Identified in Lansing; 2) ethnic households have gradually abandoned 

the receptor area, with those established in the c ity  for the longest 

period more lik e ly  to have moved away from the core urban area and into 

suburban locations; 3) current "relocation" patterns in suburban areas 

re fle c t a clustered spatial structure, an Indication that ethnic bonds 

continue to act as important factors 1n residential location selection; 

4) "ethnic" channels of information have s ign ificantly  Influenced the 

selection of residential location by study households; and 5) a desire 

to liv e  near relatives and "ethnic friends" has been an important 

element in the study sample's selection of residential locations.
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The data were collected via seventy-one in-depth home interviews 

and analyzed through the description and comparison of sample and 

sample sub-groups' mobility and socio-economic characteristics. In 

addition, a factoria l ecology of Lansing was performed to define the 

social areas of the c ity  and thus develop an adequate socio-spatlal 

context for the analysis of mobility patterns. Socio-economic v a ri­

ables from the United States 1970 Census of Population and Housing for 

Lansing census tracts were employed 1n the factoria l ecology.

Three of the five  proposed hypotheses were supported. The find­

ings revealed that a main receptor residential area can be Identified  

1n the c ity  and that many ethnic households who orig inally  established 

th e ir residences in the core areas have since moved to suburban loca­

tions. The conmonly held notion that time is an all-im portant factor 

determining the a b ility  of ethnic migrant households to leave reception 

areas and settle  1n suburbs, however, was not clearly supported. More 

meaningful relationships with current residential location were found 

through selected socio-economic characteristics of the households such 

as Income, occupation and home tenure. Spatial clusterings of Cuban- 

Amerlcan households 1n the suburbs were detected, an indication that 

Intra-urban residential relocation has not occurred 1n a random spatial 

fashion. A high degree of influence of the ethnic community in the 

residential search experience of the households studied was recorded. 

Forty-three percent of a ll the intra-urban residential destinations 

were located as a result of Information obtained through "Cuban friends 

and re latives". However, when the reasons for having selected a given 

residential location were examined, the "desire to be located near 

relatives and ethnic friends" was recorded as a primary reason for only
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17 percent of the total residential selections made by the sample.

The experience of Cuban-Americans 1n Lansing gives general support 

to the residential adjustment processes described for traditional ethnic 

groups 1n urban areas. The question as to how the residential experi­

ence of the group studied may compare to that of other Cuban-American 

communities and other contemporary racial and ethnic minorities in 

United States cities 1s discussed In the concluding chapter.



A la memorla de 

ml padre y a mi madre
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION

This study centers on the spatial patterns of the Intra-urban re s i­

dential m obility of Cuban-Amerlcan households in Lansing, Michigan. Its  

primary objective 1s to establish whether ethnic-related factors play a 

sign ificant ro le 1n the study population's selection of residential loca­

tion in the c ity . To meet this objective, answers are sought to the 

questions "Where within the c ity  have study households moved to and 

from?" and "Why have they moved to and from there?" In considering the 

above relationships, a secondary concern of th is research is to determine 

whether the factors which generate residential m obility in th is group of 

people are s ig n ifican tly  d iffe ren t from those generating m obility in the 

population a t large.

Intra-Urban Residential M obility

Changes of residence occur hundreds of times 
every day 1n every major c ity . The move from 
one dwelling to another 1s a basic means by 
which change occurs both 1n the daily  pattern 
of individual a c tiv itie s  and 1n the charac­
te r is tic s  of neighborhoods throughout the c ity  
(Moore, 1972, p. 1).

The dynamics of urban l i f e  and the resulting arrangements of people 

and structures in c itie s  are affected greatly by how households with 

d iffe ren t socio-economic and cultural characteristics and d iffe ren t H fe  

styles become positioned in urban space. A family out-growing a home, 

a household "fleeing" a ra c ia lly  or ethnically changing neighborhood,
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and a person desiring to live near the place of work, near a certain 

school or near friends and relatives, are examples of the many reasons 

which may prompt a household to change its residence. The Intra-urban 

mobility process reflects a complex amalgam of Influences emanating 

from a combination of characteristics of the moving households, 1.e . , 

Income, stage in the l i f e  cycle, l i fe  style preferences, and of the 

characteristics of the available urban housing, such as price and type 

of dwelling, neighborhood qualities and locational aspects (Simmons, 

1968, 399).

As with most research problems 1n the social sciences, the study 

of urban residential moves 1s an Interdisciplinary endeavor. Sociolo­

gists and economists, and more recently geographers and planners are 

increasingly devoting their sk ills  to Its  study. However, the research 

completed to date, while substantial, 1t 1s s t i l l  found wanting in 

several respects, as for example 1n the study of the spatial and social 

processes and patterns of racial and ethnic groups.

Geography and Intra-Urban Residential Mobility

A steadily growing body of literature has accumulated 1n geography 

1n recent years on the study of Intra-urban residential mobility. One 

Important aspect of this research Is focused on the behavior of Indi­

vidual households. Behavioral concepts and models have been developed 

which attempt to describe the residential mobility process centering on

the household as the basic decision-making unit and as the main actor 1n

the process. This approach draws heavily on previous concepts developed 

in the fie ld  of human migration and incorporates notions of migration 

theory as well as spatially oriented concepts developed specifically by 

geographers (Wolpert, 1965; Brown and Moore, 1970; Barrett, 1973).



A second trend of geographic research has been derived from the 

assumptions of traditional spatial models of urban structure and social 

area analysis and 1t stresses the "human-ecological" view of the city 's  

growth and change. Greater emphasis 1s placed on the relationships be­

tween urban residential structure and the socio-economic and cultural 

characteristics of different groups, and processes of group competition 

are generally postulated 1n attempting to explain the residential 

structuring of the c ity 's  population (Rose, 1970, 1976; Deskins, 1972; 

Kenyon, 1976). I t  is within the bounds of this second research approach 

that ethnic and racial factors have been mostly considered in geographic 

works. Both of these research approaches as well as studies pertinent 

to this Investigation are the subject of further discussion in Chapters 

I I  and I I I .

Nature of the Study

This study seeks to Identify and analyze the spatial patterns of 

the Intra-urban residential mobility of a particular group of people in 

a specific c ity . In attempting to explain the resulting spatial mobil­

ity  patterns of Cuban-Amerlcan households, emphasis 1s placed on 

assessing the re lative Importance of ethnic-related factors 1n deter­

mining the selection of residential location 1n the urban area. In the 

geographic lite ra tu re , ethnicity has been suggested by a number of 

authors as a factor that can act in lim iting the number of possible 

residential alternatives available to ethnic households. Thus, 1t 1s 

seen as an element which expands on the answer to the question "Where 

do people move?" (Moore, 1972, 35).

A considerable body of research literature has been produced con­

cerning the experiences of different immigrant groups 1n North American



4

c itie s . I t  has been argued, however, that the spatial assimilation 

process undergone by ethnic minorities of the past is less relevant 

to present day ethnic groups which have different problems and which 

live  1n a c ity  with d ifferent kinds of soda! Interaction and oppor­

tunity (Simmons, 1968, 401). Since most recent intra-urban reloca­

tion studies have u tilized  native white groups as study populations 

and have based theories on their behavior, a significant research gap 

appears to exist 1n the study of the mobility of ethnic and racial 

minorities. This applies especially to those which are of non- 

European origin and ethnic extraction. An exception is Black 

Americans, whose Interaction and residential processes are being 

studied Increasingly (Rose, 1971, 1976; Darden, 1973; Roseman and 

Knight, 1975).

The data base 1s an Important part of any study of residential 

moves. The type of data used in many studies has been 1n aggregate 

form from national census sources. I f  greater Insight Into the be­

havior patterns of individual households concerning residential moves 

1s to be gained, i t  has been suggested that more studies based on In- 

depth household survey data be conducted (Brown and Moore, 1970, 12).

This study uses such a data base.

Cuban-Americans in Lansing as a Study Population

L it t le  research has been conducted on the residential mobility 

patterns of Cuban-Americans 1n c ities  of the United States. A planning

report emphasizing patterns of urban mobility of a sample of Cuban-

Amerlcan households in Dade County, Florida, is the only study that 

treats specifically their residential moves (Metropolitan Dade County 

Planning Department, 1970).



The paucity of Information on Cuban residential mobility and res i­

dential patterns may be p a rtia lly  explained by the re la tive  recency of 

the Cuban migration to this country. Most has occurred since 1959 a fte r  

a Marxist take-over of p o litic a l power 1n Cuba set o ff a massive 

emigration.

According to the 1970 United States Census of Population, approxi­

mately 650,000 people of Cuban birth  or parentage comprised the Cuban 

population of the United States and its  te rr ito r ie s . A figure of 

750,000 was estimated for the mid-seventies by a recent source (Casa! 

and Hernandez, 1975, 25). An important characteristic of the Cubans in 

the United States, which d irec tly  relates to this research, is their 

“urban" nature. They have settled in the urban areas of the country to 

such an extent that a recent report indicates that 94.6 percent of 

those individuals reporting Cuban birth  or parentage 1n the twenty 

states of the union with the largest Cuban population 1n 1970 resided 

in Standard Metropolitan S ta tis tica l Areas. The largest concentrations 

were found in large c itie s  such as Miami, New York, Los Angeles and 

Chicago (Prohfas and Casal, 1973, 45).

Lansing's Cubans are an example of a re la tiv e ly  recent, non- 

English speaking, non-European ethnic group. They have become a part 

of the urban community a fte r having lived and worked 1n the c ity  for 

some time. For a variety of reasons (some were sent by national 

organizations working on refugee-resettling programs and others came 

following friends and relatives who had arrived ea rlie r in the c ity ) ,  

Lansing is today the home of a diverse group of Cuban-Amerlcan house­

holds. The group constitutes a socially active ethnic community in 

the c ity . A fraternal organization has been in existence for almost
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ten years. I t  publishes a monthly bulletin  for members and sponsors 

sport ac tiv itie s  of members 1n the c ity 's  recreation programs. Annual 

religious and recreational a c tiv itie s , and a fo lk lo ric  dance group 

which performs 1n community-wide a c tiv it ie s , are a ll elements which 

re fle c t the existence of a Cuban-Amerlcan community 1n the Lansing 

area.

A to ta l of ninety-seven Cuban-American households were Identified  

fo r consideration in the survey. This Includes a ll the married persons, 

male or female, 1n the Lansing area who were born in Cuba and who are 

heads of household. Other households (eleven) where the wives are 

Cuban but are not heads of household were excluded from consideration. 

Seven single households made up mostly of college students and working 

young adults were not Included. After discounting the refusals and 

those households 1n which the interviewer was unable to locate the head, 

the fina l number of cases for the study was seventy-one. The Interviews 

were conducted 1n Spanish by the author at the home of each respondent.

Lansing as a Study Site

Lansing, Michigan is the s ite  for the present study. With a popu­

lation of approximately 375,000 1n 1970, the Lansing SMSA is comparable 

1n size to other urban areas where residential mobility studies have 

been conducted (e .g ., Cedar Rapids, Iowa, and Brisbane, Australia; see 

Moore, 1966, and Brown and Longbrake, 1970).

Lansing 1s a mid-sized northern industrial c ity . I t  has a sub­

stantial number of old as well as new residential areas 1n which pre­

viously developed notions about the residential processes of immigrant 

populations in urban areas can be tested.



Given that the present study emphasizes Individual household urban 

mobility history, the question of the re lative size of the studied Cuban 

community in relation to the Lansing urban setting was not considered to 

be of paramount importance. Obviously, the significance of ethnic- 

related factors in the spatial mobility of ethnic households in a 

community where a particular ethnic minority constitutes a large pro­

portion of the total population w ill tend to be greater in absolute 

terms. In relative terms, however, given that ethnicity 1s an Inde­

pendent factor, its basic effect on the process of spatial mobility of 

a small ethnic community should re flect dimensions and characteristics 

which are similar 1n nature to those of the macro-setting. This study 

w ill help assess whether 1n fact the above may be the case.



CHAPTER I I

CONCEPTUAL BASIS OF THE 
RESEARCH PROBLEM

The soda! psychologist sees the household as 
acting under various kinds of stress; the econ­
omist views the move as maximizing satisfaction 
of a set of u t il it ie s ;  and the human ecologist 
treats i t  as an element in a large pattern of 
movement, a part of processes of growth and 
succession (Simmons, 1968, 399).

As with most other attempts to systematically analyze human behav­

io r, the task faced by the social researcher when studying the process 

of intra-urban residential mobility is a complex one. The diversity 

found In types of people, events and influences which come together to 

produce urban residential mobility can in it ia l ly  overwhelm efforts to 

organize a study of the subject. Because of this inherent complexity, 

any analysis of the residential mobility process must identify a par­

ticu lar organizing perspective and the specific elements of the process 

to be scrutinized.

A Spatial Perspective

In this study, the organizing perspective for conducting an analy­

sis of the relationship between the Intra-urban residential moves of 

households and the question of ethnicity is spatial 1n nature. This 

means that the primary concern of this research is directed toward 

answering location-related questions such as "Where the move?" and "Why 

there?". Other questions concerning mobility such as "Why the move?"

8



and "How was the decision to move arrived at?" become secondary to the 

central focus.

Locational considerations in the process of urban mobility and 

residential choice are recognized as being important. In his landmark 

study Why Families Move, Rossi pointed out that a fter the housing unit 

characteristics of space and cost, "the next.. .c r ite r ia  looked for in 

the families new dwellings were particular locations" (Rossi, 1955, 

154). Lansing and Barth reported 1n a study of residential location 

and urban mobility that the main concerns of the households studied 

were "the character of the neighborhood and the type of housing in 

which they live" (Lansing and Barth, 1964, 19). Other geographers and 

sociologists have suggested similar notions and arrived at sim ilar con­

clusions 1n more recent research (Boyce, 1969; Greenberg and Boswell, 

1972; Michelson, 1977).

To the geographer, the application of the spatial perspective to 

the study of residential mobility patterns and flows comes as a natural 

focus for investigation. A d istinctively  geographic question is "Why 

are spatial distributions structured the way they are?", and answering 

this auestion involves reference to the mechanisms which produce the 

spatial distributions, namely "spatial processes" (Abler, Adams and 

Gould, 1973, 54 and f f . ) .  Thus, spatial analysis in geography 1s con­

cerned with both pattern, or the static  characteristics of places and 

areas, and process, which incorporates the dynamic elements causing 

those characteristics.
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Antecedents of the Spatial Perspective in the Study of Residential 
Mobility

Two clearly distinguishable research directions have been devel­

oped within the spatial perspective in the study of residential mobil­

i ty ,  one well established and the other more recent.

Residential Mobility in the Context of Urban Ecology. Research 

considering locational Questions 1n the study of urban residential 

patterns and processes originated in the fie ld  of sociology. The o ri­

gins of this research approach can be traced to the "urban ecological" 

school of the University of Chicago of the 1920's and 1930's. Many of 

the original theoretical formulations of that trend of research came 

from Robert S. Park's essay on "Human Ecology" (1936). Concerning the 

processes that structure the d ifferen t population groups 1n the c ity , 

he postulated the existence of an ever-present "competition" fo r res i­

dential space. This competition, wrote Park, brought about "invasions" 

of some residential areas by incoming groups in need of housing ava il­

able only in those areas. In time, the process led to "succession" and 

"dominance" of the residential space by a new group. This new group 

occupied housing that "filtered-down" from the socially upward-mobile 

outgoing group whose members moved to another location in the c ity .

These formulations gave basis to the early hypotheses on urban 

structure that subsequently developed and included important notions 

about c ity  residential structure: the "concentric zones" idea by 

sociologist Burgess, the "sector" model by economist Hoyt, and the 

"multipi e-nuclei" concept by geographers Harris and Ullman. The sub­

stance of these various hypotheses has been discussed at length in the 

lite ra tu re , and several recent sources review i t  1n comparative detail 

(Berry and Horton, 1970; Bourne, 1971). A substantial amount of



research was generated 1n the past few decades to test the above­

described theories and models, and 1n the case of 1ntra-urban res i­

dential mobility some work made direct reference to the processes of 

urban mobility and spatial assimilation of Immigrant ethnic groups 

(Jonassen, 1949; Kosa, 1956; Johnston, 1969).

The residential aspect of the ecological theories and models of 

urban patterns and processes was further developed by the proponents 

of a research approach known as "social area analysis." Originally  

developed by sociologists Shevky and B e ll, th is approach specified 

more precisely than before the way 1n which certain populations sorted 

themselves out in urban space on the basis of th e ir socio-demographic 

and economic characteristics. I t  was based on three major conceptual 

constructs: "Economic Status," "Family Status" and "Ethnic Status."

Through the u tiliza tio n  of selected variables such as occupation, 

family size and national o rig in , Indices were developed which measured 

the studied characteristics of populations within urban census tracts . 

"Social areas" 1n the c ity  were thus delineated and a "typology" of 

such areas developed based on how they ranked on the defined dimensions 

(Shevky and B e ll, 1955, 18). The approach was In i t ia l ly  tested with 

1940 census data for the Los Angeles and San Francisco Bay regions. In 

both c it ie s , the researchers were able to delim it socially d ifferen t 

sub-regions (Shevky and Williams, 1949; B e ll, 1953). Although the 

"valid ity" of the method was la te r confirmed by other researchers (Van 

Arsdal, Cam1ller1 and Schmid, 1958), some criticism  of social area 

analysis was raised regarding how the measures u tilized  presupposed 

the constructs to be correct. I t  was further argued that the researchers 

had fa iled  to provide a test for the va lid ity  of those measures (Hawley
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and Duncan, 1957). To meet these types of criticism , Bell made use of 

factor analysis to show that in both Los Angeles and San Francisco the 

measures used, in fact, formed a structure consistent with the basic 

formulations of the method (B ell, 1955).

With the advent of the machine technology necessary to process 

large amounts of information, the social area analysis approach was 

further refined with greater application of factor analysis to popu­

lation-related characteristics of urban residential areas. The 

research of Berry and Rees (1969), Murdie (1968) and Abu-Lughod (1969) 

are examples of this type of work, which is often referred to as 

"factorial ecology." Geographers have worked extensively in the 

development of this approach and its  spatial components.

In factorial ecology a wider set of socio-economic variables, 

which include the Shevky-Bell group, are used as Input for detailing  

the characteristics of census tract populations and housing units. 

Factor analysis 1s used to isolate the fundamental patterns of vari­

ations in the data. The conceptual constructs to classify areas are 

hence derived from the data and not assumed a priori (Berry and Horton, 

1970, 316).

Social areas thus typified re flect a greater number of shared 

characteristics and hence are classified on a more comprehensive and 

accurate basis. Most factor-ecological studies have revealed that 

urban sub-populations distribute themselves spatially along charac­

teris tics which are similar to those originally identified by Shevky 

and Bell (Kaufman, 1961; Murdie, 1968).

The basic conceptual formulations of social area analysis are 

contained in Rees' work (1970). In this framework, the household is
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assigned a position 1n "social space," a given portion of urban space 

defined through a conceptual matrix of social meaning based on eco­

nomic, social status and I1fe-cycle variables, such as Income, occu­

pation and family size. This 1s matched by the position of a dwelling

1n "housing space," defined by price and design characteristics 6f the

unit. In this manner, the household becomes a part of a given "com­

munity space" or community of like-households in urban residential 

space. With reference to residential location, 1t is then postulated 

that the household w ill select "physical space," or actual location in 

the c ity , from a range of determined "communities." The final selec­

tion of a specific location is dependent upon operating constraints 

related to neighborhood or accessibility characteristics. According 

to Rees:

An orderly social geography results as like  indi­
viduals make like choices 1n response to regulari­
ties in the operation of the land and housing
markets and the collaboration of similar individ­
uals who act to exclude dissimilar people from 
the ir neighborhood or to res tric t minority groups 
to particular areas. The autonomous suburb is 
the prime example of the process of exclusion and 
the ghetto the most glaring illustration  of the
process of exclusion (Rees, 1970, 313).

To surnnarize, the basic conceptual constructs of ecological and 

social area analysis can be viewed as formulated from a perspective 

which stresses the constraints a household must face 1n moving about 

in urban space, whether these constraints are of an economic, socio­

cultural or institutional nature. In Figure 1, the concept of social 

space, basic to social area analysis is portrayed and i t  1s shown, 1n

a generalized fashion, how social characteristics are spatially arranged

regarding the population of a c ity . The patterns depicted bring to mind
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After Robert A . M urd ie ,"Factoria l Ecology of Metropolitan Toronto: 1951-1961," Chicago1 Univer 
e ity  of Chicago, Department of Geography, Research Paper 116, 19 69 , p. 9.

Figure  1
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the formulation of the "classical" models of urban structure mentioned 

e a rlie r .

The Behavioral Approach. Within the spatial perspective, a major 

alternative approach in the study of 1ntra-urban residential mobility 

has recently developed. I t  focuses on the residential decision-making 

process of Individual households. This approach, which can be viewed 

as a "preference-oriented" model, stresses the significance of space 1n 

relation to mental images of the urban environment that are acquired by 

members of Individual households. The expression "behavioral approach" 

Is used to characterize this research and geographers have made signi­

ficant contributions to the study of intra-urban residential mobility 

using this perspective, among them Brown and Moore (1970), Brown and 

Longbrake (1970), and Brown and Holmes (1971). The concepts contained 

within this research perspective have been derived from previous 

research 1n the fie ld  of psychology and notions basic to existing 

theories on human migration (B arrett, 1973, 4 ).

A spatial-behavioral model of the residential location decision 

has been proposed by Brown and Moore in which mobility is viewed in 

the context of migration theory, and "push" and "pull" factors in 

individual residential environments are assessed. The model consists 

of two phases: 1) the decision to seek a new residence, and 2) the

relocation decision (Brown and Moore, 1970). Moore la te r developed 

"flow charts" of these two phases of the household mobility process. 

These are presented in Figure 2.

As Brown and Moore explain, entering the f i r s t  decision phase 

does not commit a household to go fu ll  cycle in the process. After 

evaluating th e ir present residential situation , individuals may or
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may not decide to seek a new dwelling. Furthermore, some may choose 

not to move even after examining alternative locations. This element 

is referred to as the "mover-stayer" framework (Brown and Moore, 1970, 

12). A group of sociologists who recently proposed a similar model 

have added an additional preliminary phase which they labeled "the 

decision to consider moving," but l i t t l e  basic difference exists 

between their model of Individual mobility and that of Brown and Moore 

(Speare, Goldstein and Frey, 1975). Neither model directly addresses 

the issue of "where" the individual w ill move in the c ity .

A concept basic to Individual mobility models 1s that of "place 

u t il i ty ,"  previously defined by Wolpert as "the net composite of 

u til i t ie s  which are derived from the individual's integration at some 

position in space" (Wolpert, 1965, 162). Other major concepts pro­

posed by Brown and Moore are "search behavior" and "awareness space." 

"Search behavior" 1s the action taken by a potential mover to become 

fam iliar with possible alternative locations. This search is con­

ditioned by the "awareness space" of the prospective migrant, encom­

passing those locations within the total urban space about which he 

has knowledge (Brown and Moore, 1970, 8 ). This concept of "awareness 

space," of particular importance from a spatial point of view, was 

discussed at length by Adams In 1969 with specific reference to intra­

urban residential mobility. An illustra tion  of some specifics of 

Adams' discussion is presented in Figure 3. The graph 1s a good 

representation of a notion basic to behavioral models of mobility.

An important spatial notion 1s advanced by Adams when he indicates 

that the intra-urban movements of c ity  residents depend on "limited" 

mental maps or mental images. He suggests, for instance, that people's
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4 5 ,  p. 3 0 5 .

Figure 3
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Image of desired residential areas is restricted to those locations with 

which they are fam iliar. In most cases such locations Include “a wedge- 

shaped Image of the c ity  which is sharply in focus for places close to 

home and other parts of the home sector and blurry or blank for distant 

places such as the other side of town" (Adams, 1969, 323).

According to the postulates of Individual models, the mobility 

process begins when the u t il i t ie s  of a given place of residence are no 

longer acceptable to the household. Alternate locations are then sought 

and the physical location of the new residence, I f  the family chooses to 

move, w ill be determined by the nature of the search process. This 

process is 1n turn a function of the re lative fam ilia rity  of the house­

hold with points and paths 1n urban space (Barrett, 1973, 5).

Summary

In discussion of the ecological and behavioral approaches, i t  

becomes evident that, even though both were developed within a spatial 

perspective, they contain somewhat dissimilar conceptual foundations.

For the behavioralists "perceived" space is the focus, while for the 

ecologists "social" space is the key. Berry commented 1n 1970 that 

these two approaches to the study of residential processes "are yet to 

be merged into a holistic framework that w ill make clear the linkages 

between the social, structural and locational spaces of the c ity ."  He 

suggests that a framework for such a synthetic e ffo rt can be provided 

by a geographic interpretation of social area (factor) analysis (Berry 

and Horton, 1970, 314).

A recent pioneering work in the fie ld  of social geography may 

well contain some of the essentials needed to merge the two perspec­

tives. Indicating that "spatial behavior cannot be understood apart



from its  social context," these authors have brought together social 

and behavioral-oriented concepts which they proposed are needed to 

understand "how social and geographic systems of Identity  operate 

together" (Jakle, Brunn and Roseman, 1976, 2 and f f . ) .  The task of 

studying residential mobility from an integrated spatial point of 

view thus fa lls  squarely within the fie ld  of social geography which 

1s concerned "with a community's social and geographic structure 

and the decision-making processes that govern its  growth" (Jakle, 

Brunn and Roseman, 1976, 2 ). A preliminary model presented 1n this  

treatise  describes the process of spatial assimilation of ethnic 

households 1n the c ity , a notion which relates d irectly  to the 

subject of this study. Thus, 1t appears that the development of 

a comprehensive conceptual soda! and spatial framework remains a 

challenge to geographers and other social scientists seeking to 

provide a comprehensive explanation of the 1ntra-urban residential 

process and the larger questions of urban growth and change.



CHAPTER I I I  

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

In this chapter a review is made of research 1n geography which 

has dealt with ethn ic ity  as a principal question in the study of res i­

dential m obility and location. Selected related works 1n other fie lds  

are also reviewed.

Ethnic Factors in Residential M obility and Location

In geography, the consideration of ethnic factors in studies on 

or related to residential m obility and location has been emphasized by 

several authors studying the concentrations and movements of Immigrant 

populations and minority groups 1n urban areas.

In reporting on the h istorical evolution of residential location 

patterns of immigrants in American c itie s  during the nineteenth and 

early twentieth centuries, Ward (1968, 1971) describes a process of 

spatial assimilation which closely conforms to Park's early formula­

tions regarding the structuring and change of urban residential areas. 

He also illu s tra te s  how the processes of Invasion and succession began 

to develop in several large American urban areas, resulting from the 

residential needs of the d iffe ren t Incoming groups. A study of the 

historical residential patterns of the Dutch 1n Kalamazoo, Michigan, 

by Wheeler and Jakle (1969) explores in detail the d iffe ren t stages of 

residential clustering and dispersion undergone by members of that 

nationality  in th e ir experience of acculturation and adjustment in the

21
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d ty .  Their conclusions support conventional studies on the assimila­

tion of European ethnic minorities in American c itie s , which describe 

the traditional communities having a core or reception area usually 

near the center of the city  where much of the assimilation took place. 

With the passing of time, the successful immigrant moved out, socially 

and spatially, either individually or with his countrymen (Jonassen,

1949; Kosa, 1956; Lieberson, 1963).

A recent study by Gad, Peddie and Punter (1973) discusses the 

residential location and mobility of a selected sample of Ita lian  and 

Jewish households in Toronto, Canada. Behavioral concepts such as 

“residential search" and "awareness space" are examined to determine 

1f differences in "spatial preferences" exist between the two groups. 

Their results suggest a tendency for both groups to perpetuate the 

existence of respective "ethnic" sectors because of the nature of each 

group's residential search space which in turn appears related to the 

space characteristics of the communities' social ac tiv ities . The writers 

also observe that Jews and Italians migrated away from reception areas 

In close residential proximity to one another during the past several 

decades but that today "they seem to separate 1n the outer suburbs"

(Gad, Peddle and Punter, 1973, 179). The social and economic charac­

teristics of the households within the sample studied are only ligh tly  

discussed and no effort 1s made to relate them to the spatial and be­

havioral patterns analyzed in the a rtic le .

Other geographic studies have been conducted on the residential 

patterns of European minorities, many of them as theses prepared by 

graduate students. Jakle (1973) has compiled a bibliography which pro­

vides a comprehensive lis ting  of the geographic and other spatially-
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oriented lite ra tu re  on forty-s ix  d ifferent ethnic and racial minorities 

in North America. I t  Includes many items on the urban residential 

question. Of particular significance in this compilation are the many 

studies dealing with the residential patterns of Blacks in American 

c itie s . Over two hundred such studies are cited. Many of these dis­

cuss the origins and development of Black ghettoes, such as Taeuber 

and Taeuber, 1965; Spear, 1967; Rose, 1964, 1966, 1970; others deal 

more d irectly  with questions related to residential mobility and segre­

gation, i . e . , Deskins, 1972; Darden, 1973; Rose, 1976. H istorically , 

the residential patterns of Blacks have shown a sustained tendency for 

spatial clustering which implies that l i t t l e  residential assimilation 

has occurred. Despite recent trends toward Black suburbanization, the 

patterns of segregation appear to persist. Rose (1976) has argued 

that the current Black movement to suburbia represents a present-day 

extension of the "ghettoizatlon" processes of the past.

On the basis of a ll the above-mentioned geographic studies, Moore 

has observed that the mechanisms of Invasion and succession have been 

well identified . More c r it ic a l analysis, he Indicates, 1s needed of 

the factors which regulate the spatial and temporal magnitude of these 

processes (Moore, 1972, 36).

An "individual-oriented" model of the spatial assimilation of 

ethnic households, which addresses in part Moore's concern, has been 

recently proposed (Jakle, Brunn and Roseman, 1976). A hypothetical 

situation centering on individual rather than aggregate spatial be­

havior shows ethnic households at d ifferent levels of assimilation.

The focus is on the interaction of the household at places of resi­

dence and work and on other ac tiv ities  such as shopping and recreation:



The individual 1s only gradually assimilated by 
the number and variety of contacts with various 
spaces within a c ity . Should the person find 
work outside an ethnic area where he or she re­
sides, over time the location of other ac tiv ities
and interactions may also occur there. The fina l
stage w ill represent almost complete separation 
from the ethnic area of original residence (Jakle,
Brunn and Roseman, 1976, 161).

An important point stressed in the proposed hypothetical model is 

that residential moves, and the resulting spatial expression of these 

moves, are lik e ly  to be associated with the social assimilation process. 

That 1s, variables such as rising incomes and changing cultural values 

are important. However, "no given individual is expected to follow the

steps exactly" (Jakle, Brunn and Roseman, 1976, 162), In Figure 4, the

model is graphically presented.

Such a model would clearly need much testing and possibly further 

specific ity . The proposed "stages" follow an apparently logical se­

quence, but l i t t l e  evidence has accumulated at the household level to 

permit much further substantiation of the phases described. For 

instance, Simmons points out that in the case of recent European 

immigrants, "many have avoided the "ghetto" stage entirely" (Simmons, 

1968, 401). Also, as suggested for Blacks, the residential patterns 

of some present-day racial and ethnic minorities show a tendency toward 

permanency which suggests that the spatial assimilation process may not 

always have a "final" stage. Some of these shortcomings are discussed 

by proponents of the cited model. In any case, the notions offered by 

Jakle, Brunn and Roseman provide a new and Insightful perspective on a 

long-standing and s t i l l  largely unclear research question.
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Residential Location and Urban M obility of Cuban-Americans

Works in geography and other fie lds  which have particu lar re fe r­

ence to the residential patterns of Cuban-Americans in the United States 

are few. Some studies on Cubans provide a good general background on 

the reason and nature of th e ir  immigration to the United States (Fagan 

and Brody, 1968; Clark, 1971). Others deal more with adjustments which 

Cuban immigrants have had to make liv ing  in the United States and other 

general social characteristics of the immigrants (Portes, 1969; Fox, 

1971; Prohfas and Casal, 1973).

A review is presented here of those works which touch on the 

question of the residential patterns of Cuban-Americans in the United 

States. Included also are comments on the residential mobility and 

characteristics of other Spanish-speaking m inorities and of Blacks, 

derived from comparative works which mention the structure and behavior 

of these groups along with those of Cubans.

As previously noted, Cuban-Americans in the United States are 

mostly c ity  dwellers. Although th e ir  communities exist in many of the 

nation's urban areas, Information on these coirenunlties 1s available  

fo r only a few c it ie s . A recent and fa ir ly  comprehensive study 1s that 

of Rogg (1974). In i t ia l ly  prepared as a doctoral dissertation in 

sociology and la te r  published in book form, the study uses data from 

a survey of 250 Cuban households 1n West New York, New Jersey. In the 

lig h t of Gordon's theories on assim ilation (Gordon, 1964), Rogg seeks 

to establish the significance of the development of a strong ethnic 

community as a means to adjustment and acculturation in the host 

society. The work documents the existence of a strong ethnic com­

munity and b rie fly  alludes to the residential concentration of Cuban-



American households in that municipality. This concentration came about 

as a result of the resettlement program established by the United States 

government in the early sixties to help relocate Cuban immigrants from 

the Miami, Florida, area (Rogg, 1974, 1). The study, however, does not 

specifically address issues concerning the residential mobility patterns 

of the households studied.

A geographic work which studies the residential pattern of Cubans 

1n Chicago, along with that of Mexican-Americans and Puerto Ricans, 

utilizes information from the United States census (Ropka, 1973).

Cubans 1n Chicago were found to be living in fa ir ly  close residential 

proximity, but yet re latively separated from other Latin groups. In 

fact, each Latin group exhibited a marked degree of residential concen­

tration at the census tract level, although they a ll shared a generally

contiguous residential area. As the author points out, "they seek out 

similar low-cost housing" (Ropka, 1973, 173 and 183). In comparing the 

recently arrived Cubans with the other groups, Ropka writes:

While the Cuban's credentials appear superior, he
s t i l l  has a certain mobility problem when he f irs t
arrives 1n the c ity . He must rely upon social and 
economic help from friends and city  agencies to 
help him get established. Without money and having 
to accept low paying employment, at least at the 
beginning, only inexpensive housing near public 
transportation is acceptable. Also, and perhaps 
even more so due to the traumatic events surrounding 
their leaving Cuba, they demonstrate a desire to be 
close to friends and others of similar background 
and language (Ropka, 1973, 57-58).

In another section providing a contrasting insight and reflecting  

on a different stage of the social and spatial assimilation process, 

Ropka comments:
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One factor which may influence the settlement 
pattern of Cubans in the c ity  is their propensity 
to move Into the surrounding suburbs once they 
are able to make the necessary social and eco­
nomic adjustments. . . . I f  the trend toward dis­
persal and assimilation continues, the next 
census may show a weakening of th e ir pattern, 
rather than a strengthening (Ropka, 1973, 158 
and 159).

From the above statements, 1t would appear that ethnic bonds are 

Influencing significantly the residential patterning of Cuban house­

holds in Chicago. A weakness 1n Ropka's findings is that no mention 

is made of the differences existing within Cuban households on the 

basis of key social and demographic indicators, such as life -cyc le  

stage and occupation. This weakness is an inherent problem 1n using 

aggregate data from secondary sources. S t i l l ,  the study provides a 

valid comparison of the groups and their patterns of residential loca­

tion in the c ity . Regarding Cuban-Americans, the study suggests, but 

offers no survey evidence, that some households may be going through 

the traditional spatial (and hence social) assimilation cycle of pre­

vious ethnic minorities. I t  should be mentioned, however, that Ropka 

does not address the question of whether those Cuban-Americans moving 

to the suburbs may be doing so in a clustered spatial pattern, a factor 

which would suggest a continued Influence of ethnicity on the residen­

t ia l  mobility of the group. Also, he fa ils  to deal with the question 

of whether a majority is moving out or merely a few. No mention is 

made in the study of Puerto Rican or Mexican-American movement to 

suburban areas, possibly an oversight.

Another study in geography, an unpublished semester report by 

Elchelberger (1973), uses data from a sample survey of s ix ty-five  

Cuban households in Cincinnati, Ohio. In that c ity , Cuban residential
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location was a "suburban" phenomenon. The sample Included mostly 

college-educated heads of household. After comparing the occupational 

pro file  of his group with that of Fagen and Bordy's study (1968), the 

w riter concluded that "Cincinnati's Cuban population can be considered 

the very e lite  of the Cuban exiles in the United States" (Eichelberger, 

1973, 11). In another section of the paper, 1t  1s pointed out that 

"the occupation, family size and the respondents' age would indicate 

the need and the a b ility  to liv e  outside of the central city" (p. 7 ).

All of the heads of household interviewed had le f t  Cuba before 1963.

As i t  provides information on the residential patterns of a Cuban- 

American community otherwise unknown, Eichelberger's paper is of some 

value. However, no Information on the Intra-urban mobility history of 

the respondents is offered, so l i t t l e  insight is gained from the study 

on the nature of the residential movement of Cuban-Americans in the 

Cincinnati area. And, as the author himself suggests, his study group 

is hardly representative of Cuban populations In other urban communities 

of the United States.

By fa r the greatest concentration of Cuban-Americans in the United 

States 1s found in the Dade County-Miami area of Florida. Two geo­

graphic studies have dealt with questions related to Cuban settlement 

1n that areja. A study by Salter and Mings (1972) projects the Impact 

of Cuban voters on future elections 1n the area. A map showing areas 

of Cuban residential concentration is presented in the a r t ic le . How­

ever, the method employed to define the c ity 's  "Cuban d is tric ts" is of 

l i t t l e  value. As opposed to using United States census figures, the 

authors define areas of Cuban concentration on the basis of the number 

of Cuban Catholic families in Catholic Church parishes and the
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percentage of native Spanish-speaking students in the county's school 

d is tric ts  (Salter and Mings, 1972, 124). No discussion 1s included 

specifically  on residential location and mobility questions. Longbrake 

and Nichols (1976) also provide information about Cuban settlement in 

the Miami area, but of a very general nature. A comment concerning the 

residential processes affecting Cuban-Americans in the Miami area ind i­

cates that "an overwhelming 97 percent of the Cubans surveyed said they 

had been accepted by Miamians into a l i f e  free of resentment and dis­

crimination" (Longbrake and Nichols, 1976, 50). However, the source 

and nature of the "survey" and the corresponding sample population are 

never discussed.

A pertinent study also carried out in the Miami area, and one 

which deals more d irec tly  with the residential mobility of Cuban- 

Amerfcan households, was prepared 1n 1970 by the Dade County Planning 

Department. Its  basic objective was to delineate the residential 

mobility patterns of the various ethnic groups in the county, "to 

include Blacks, non-Latin Whites and Latins (mostly Cubans)" (Dade 

County Planning Department, 1970, 1).

Through the use of telephone directories for various years and 

other supplemental information, a sample of residential movers for 

each group was Identified  and the actual moves (origins and desti­

nations) plotted on maps. The residential areas of the c ity  were 

divided into socio-economic d is tr ic ts , much as in previous studies 

involving social area analysis. The Latins were found to be the 

group with the highest proportion of residential moves per response.

The study also points out that the center of the c ity  remained the 

"receptor" area for incoming Cuban residents. Moves originating
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here involved a re lative ly  short geographic distance (Dade County 

Planning Department, 1970, 24 and 38).

Again, the different stages of the spatial and social assimi­

lation process of Cuban-American households are only alluded to:

Latins have moved outward from their inner- 
city "L ittle  Havana" in a stepwise manner.
Generally, the f ir s t  move is to the fringe 
areas, with moves out of these fringe areas 
going s t i l l  further. The Latin was not 
generally attracted to far-out suburban 
areas, particularly South Dade. Also,
Latins are more like ly  to move back toward 
town than are Blacks or non-Latin Whites 
(Dade County Planning Department, 1970, 100).

An interesting differentiation is made concerning the "origin"

of Cuban households:

The newly arriving Cuban refugee tends to 
locate in the poorer, more centrally located 
"L ittle  Havana" area while the Latin in­
migrant from the States is more like ly  to 
locate in Latin suburbia (Dade County 
Planning Department, 1970, 101).

In the last quotation, there is an implied reference that many 

Cuban-American households have moved out from the central "reception" 

area and re-established a clustered residential pattern in suburban 

sections of the c ity . Also, in assessing the overall spatial mobility 

of Latins in the c ity , the report Indicates that Latin in te r-d is tric t  

moves are much more scattered than for Blacks, suggesting that the 

urban spatial mobility of Black Americans is constrained to a larger 

degree than that of the Cubans (Dade County Planning Department,

1970, 40).

In summary, the scant evidence that exists on the patterns of 

residential location and urban mobility of Cubans in the United States 

points to the existence of residentially clustered communities. Also,
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there appears to be some movement to suburban areas, which suggests 

that dispersion 1s likewise occurring. This dispersion does not 

necessarily connote "spatial assimilation", however. In the case 

of Dade County, the movement of Cuban-American households to some 

suburbs has shown a pattern characteristically permeated by ethnicity 

whereby suburban communities such as Hialeah and Westchester had by 

1970 a Cuban-American majority in terms of residence (Mesa, unpub­

lished research, 1974). S t i l l ,  the question remains as to whether 

the movement of Cuban-American households to a given location in any 

urban area 1s strongly influenced by ethnicity or whether this move­

ment reflects other preferences or constraints more closely related 

to the general processes of social and spatial assimilation of 

minority households.

Conceptual Orientation

As stated earlie r, the guiding questions of this research are: 

"Where do people move in the city?" and "Why do they move there?" 

Intra-urban residential mobility is thus examined in an urban spatial 

context, with emphasis on residential location selection.

The role played by ethnicity in the residential mobility and 

location of study households becomes a fundamental question of analysis, 

and notions concerning spatial aspects of the "assimilation process" of 

ethnic households in urban areas are specifically discussed. The 

concept of "social space" is stressed as a guiding conceptual tool and 

the residential patterns of the study sample are also analyzed in the 

light of social and economic variables, a ll within the context of 

social area analysis. In addition, the behavioral concept of "search
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behavior" is the subject of some scrutiny, as the influence of ethnicity  

on the observed urban mobility and residential location patterns of 

study households 1s assessed.

Hypotheses

The basic proposition underlying this study reflects a major tenet 

of previous social area analysis research: that the spatial patterns of

the residential mobility process of urban ethnic minorities re flec t the 

effects of the general social and cultural assimilation influences which 

affect a ll such groups arriving in the c ity . However, as discussed in 

the review of pertinent research, the specifics of how and for how long 

this residential process is manifested have not been clearly established. 

Indeed, many scholars s t i l l  argue that in some cases, the "assimilation" 

does not rea lly  take place, spatial or otherwise.

To carry out the analysis, five  principal research hypotheses are 

advanced. They have been derived from the ecological and behavioral 

concepts and research findings discussed in Chapter I I  and also in this 

chapter.

"Ecological11 Hypotheses. In relation to the models developed by 

the proponents of the ecological models of urban residential processes 

(Park, 1936; Shevky and B ell, 1955; Rees, 1970), and with particular 

reference to the patterns and processes of ethnic migrants to urban 

areas (see Kosa, 1956; Berry and Horton, 1970; Jakle, Brunn and 

Roseman, 1976), the following propositions are made:

1. A "receptor" area for Cuban-Americans can be Identified in 

Lansing. As a focus of residential ac tiv ity  for the group, 

the area has served both as a main receiving center and as 

a principal generator of intra-urban residential moves,
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particu larly  during the early period of "settlement."

2. Households established in the c ity  for the longest period 

w ill have moved to "suburban" locations, reflecting an 

aspect of the spatial assimilation process of ethnic house­

holds, i . e . , abandonment of the "receptor" area with the 

passing of time.

3. The residential pattern of those relocated in suburban areas 

w ill re fle c t a "clustered" (non-random) spatial structure, 

an indication that ethnic bonds continue to act as important 

factors in residential location selection.

"Behavioral" Hypotheses. With reference to behavioral concepts 

of urban residential processes (Brown and Moore, 1970; Barrett, 1973, 

1976), and with emphasis on the relationships between spatial mobility 

and ethnic characteristics of minority households (Gad, Peddie and 

Punter, 1973), i t  is hypothesized that:

1. In searching fo r a place to liv e , information obtained

through "ethnic" friends and relatives w ill s ignificantly

influence the selection of residential location by study 

households,

2. The selection of residential location by sample households

w ill be strongly influenced by a desire to liv e  near

relatives and "ethnic" friends.



CHAPTER IV

THE STUDY COMMUNITY, THE SAMPLE,
AND THE STUDY AREA

The composition and character of Lansing's Cuban-American commu­

n ity  re fle c t both the past history of individuals and families and the 

particular experience that these people have shared during the years 

since they migrated from the island of Cuba. Many of the early fami­

lies  are now permanent residents of the c ity , new families have been 

formed and some households have moved away from Lansing a fte r liv ing  

1n the area for varying periods of time.

The Study Community

From information obtained from local Cuban residents, i t  appears 

that the f i r s t  nucleus around which the community began to form arrived 

1n the m id-sixties. Approximately ten to fifteen  Cuban married couples 

came to Lansing to be re-united with th e ir children. The youngsters, 

about twenty in number and a ll between the ages of twelve and sixteen 

years at the time of leaving th e ir home country, had come to the United 

States without th e ir parents In 1962. After a short stay in Florida, a 

national re l ie f  organization placed them at a children's home in the 

Lansing area. Their parents joined them la te r and most of the regrouped 

households took up residence 1n the d t y .

Another group of Cuban immigrants to the Lansing area consisted of 

adults and th e ir immediate families relocated from the Miami area during

35
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the middle and la te  sixties by a United States government-financed re­

settlement program in effect at the time. Some individuals actually  

requested to be sent to Michigan, a fte r having learned of potential 

work opportunities in the state . Upon arriva l in Lansing, these fami­

lie s  were helped by local public welfare agencies. Also, local chari­

table and religious organizations, among them the Catholic Social 

Service and the St. Vincent de Paul Conference, provided then with 

material assistance and help 1n locating housing and employment 

opportunities.

A th ird  group migrating to the area was composed of individuals, 

either single or in family units, who came without any o ffic ia l spon­

sorship. Most came spec ifica lly  in search of work opportunities, 

particu larly  in the local automobile industry. They arrived in the 

Lansing are during the early seventies from c itie s  in Florida and 

other states in which they had previously resided or had been relocated. 

Many in the la t te r  group had re latives or friends in Lansing who In i ­

t ia l ly  helped them become established.

I t  seems that a ll  Individuals or fam ilies taking up residence 1n 

the c ity , regardless of when or how they came, have made use of local 

public r e l ie f  services. By now, many have developed complete s e lf-  

sufficiency although some, 1. e . , the e ld erly , the disabled and several 

one-parent households, s t i l l  make use of public help.

The d if f ic u lt ie s  encountered in the c ity  during the early period 

of settlement, as reported by heads of households during the home 

Interviews, were many. Most re la te  to employment, housing, language 

and clim atic adjustment problems. I t  appears that many household heads 

experienced severe downward occupational m obility. Professionals such
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as lawyers and formerly self-employed businessmen found themselves 

working for some time as stockroom handymen or in jan itoria l services. 

These persons have since greatly improved their occupational status, 

although some claim they s t i l l  are not as "well off" as they were in 

Cuba.

The most fortunate found early employment in the local auto in­

dustry, and numerous members of the community now work in such jobs. 

Many of the younger Cuban-Americans coming into the labor force and 

forming their own families have also found employment in the industry.

With regard to housing, the experience of the Cuban-Americans in 

Lansing varies widely. In general, i t  seems that during the early 

stages, local religious and re lie f agencies were instrumental in 

locating living quarters for many families, but most searched for 

their own after the f ir s t  residence.

The Population and the Sampling Frame

Cuban-Amerlcan households in the Lansing area constitute the 

population for this study. With slight modification (see page 39) 

the c rite ria  employed to define Cuban households were similar to those 

used by the United States Bureau of the Census in 1970: "Persons of

Cuban origin comprise Individuals born in Cuba or permanently residing 

1n that country before migrating to the United States and a ll other 

persons 1n families in which the head or wife report Cuban as their 

current or previous nationality" (U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census 

Tracts, Miami. Florida. 1970). For this study, a household was classic 

fled as occupied by persons of Cuban origin i f  the head reported Cuba 

as his or her place of birth or previous residence.
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To Identify the population, o ffic ia ls  of the Cuban American Asso­

ciation of Lansing, as well as local Cubans known to the researcher were 

contacted. The most useful and complete source of names and addresses 

of Cuban families 1n the Tri-County Area proved to be the membership 

11st of the Cuban-American organization. O ffic ia ls  of the Association 

also provided a l is t  of non-member Cuban families 1n Lansing which they 

had compiled.

In addition, names were incorporated into the population roster 

afte r the home interviews were begun and "new" households identified  

through word-of-mouth. After approximately the f i r s t  three weeks of 

survey fie ld  work, i t  became evident that the compiled 11st of Cuban 

households in Lansing was reasonably exhaustive. In questioning house­

hold heads about known Cuban families in the area, the referrals started 

to become repetitive.

Bureau of the Census figures were used to cross-check the com­

pleteness of the obtained lis tin g , which totalled 124 households. For

the year 1970, a total of 281 Cubans were reported as residing 1n the

Lansing metropolitan area. I f  the average number of persons per house­

hold for the metropolitan area (3.2) is used to estimate the current 

Cuban-Amerlcan population of the area, a figure of 397 persons is 

derived (124 households x 3 .2 ). This estimate suggests that the 

Identified population more than approximates the census figure. Yet, 

given that some years have elapsed since the census was taken, i t  is 

doubtful whether the census count is s t i l l  meaningful. In a ll l ik e l i ­

hood, some migration of Cuban-American households both into and out of
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the Lansing area has occurred since 1970, along with births and 

deaths.^

The Sample. From a 11st of 124, a total of ninety-seven house­

holds were Identified  as constituting the total sampling frame. This 

figure was arrived at a fte r eliminating names of sons and daughters 

over eighteen years of age liv ing at the same address as th e ir parents 

and some single college students. Also, some households headed by 

North American and Mexican-American males in which the wife is Cuban, 

were excluded from the sampling frame because of operational problems. 

Questions on the interview schedule requested Information about the 

head of household while s t i l l  1n Cuba and about details of his or her 

migration to the United States. Obviously these questions did not 

apply in such situations. F inally , a few households were excluded 

because the ir place of residence fe l l  outside of the study area.

E1ghty-four of the ninety-seven heads of household identified in 

the sampling frame were contacted by telephone to arrange for the home 

Interviews. Problems 1n locating people or the appropriate telephone 

numbers prevented contact with a ll ninety-seven. Among those contacted, 

seven refused to be Interviewed and for an additional s ix , adequate 

arrangements fo r interviews could not be made. Thus, the number of 

Cuban-American households interviewed for this study totalled  seventy- 

one. As Indicated e a r lie r , a ll interviews were conducted in Spanish at

Vhe possib ility  of census undercount for Cubans in Lansing in 
1970 may be due to language-related d if f ic u ltie s . This was brought up 
by an o ffic ia l of the local Cuban Association as a criticism  of the 
r e l ia b il i ty  of that figu re . A sim ilar problem with Cubans on a national 
scale was reported by Prohfas and Casal, a condition that, for a variety  
of reasons, appears common to minority populations (Prohfas and Casal, 
1973).
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the respondents' homes. The home v is its  were made by the researcher 

between the months of March and June, 1977. A copy of the original 

Interview schedule, along with an English version, is included as 

Appendix I .

Before a more in-depth analysis of the characteristics of the 

sample of Cuban-American households is begun, a few comments concerning 

sample selection are appropriate. An in it ia l  objective of th is study 

was to interview a ll  of the households identified  in the sampling 

frame. One reason for th is was that the home survey had to be started 

before a complete iden tifica tion  of the study population was made. As 

previously indicated, many names for the sampling frame were obtained 

from the respondents during the Interviews. I t  would have been 

v ir tu a lly  Impossible to draw a completed population l is t  otherwise, 

due to the lack of appropriate sources of information. Hence, the 

selection process fo r interviewing was not systematic and some bias 

is l ik e ly  1n the sample. I t  1s possible, fo r example, that some Cuban 

households may have been missed because they were unknown to the rest 

of the local Cuban-American community. Also, as explained above, a 

small portion of the identified  population could not be Interviewed. 

Despite these shortcomings, the sample obtained for the study is 

equivalent to 73 percent of the to ta l number of households identified  

in the sampling frame.

Demographic and Socio-Economic Characteristics of the Sample

As reflected in the survey information collected, the Cuban- 

Amerlcan community of Lansing is formed by a heterogeneous group of 

households. A useful way to describe some of the most basic charac­

te r is tic s  of the group is to look at the composition of its  family



units. In Table I ,  the households in the sample are grouped according 

to the family "stage" of individual units, or the family's current 

"life-cycle." A possible In it ia l observation is to note the presence 

of children in over half (55 percent) of the households in the sample 

(Table I ,  Life Cycles 4 and 5). A majority appears as "mature" fami­

lies 1n that the oldest child present is beyond the age of six years. 

Indeed, for the group as a whole, the mean family age (time since the 

family was formed) was computed to be 20.9 years, a fact that supports 

such contention. For families with offspring, the average number of 

children at home was 2.0, somewhat below the Lansing metropolitan area 

average of 2.4 1n 1970. In 45 percent of the households there were no 

children as indicated in Table I (L ife Cycles 1, 2 and 3).

A comparatively high average age for Cuban-Amerlcan heads of 

household can also be Inferred from the Information on the table.

The “mature" families and the "head 35 to 64; no children present" 

categories (Life Cycles 5 and 2) make up two-thirds of the total 

sample, giving support to such contention. Further evidence is found 

1n that another 13 percent of the families are in the "elderly" cate­

gory (Life Cycle 3). The computed mean age of 48.3 years for the 

total sample is also supportive of the stated notion. The finding 

is in agreement with previous research on Cubans 1n Dade County, 

Florida, conducted 1n 1967, where i t  was found that older persons 

(45 and above) were over-represented among Cuban refugees (Prohfas 

and Casal, 1973).

In terms of occupational structure, Lansing's Cubans are shown 

in Table I I  to be mostly blue-collar workers. Some managerial and 

professional individuals are also found in the group. Figures from
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TABLE I

LIFE-CYCLE STAGE 
CUBAN-AMERICAN HOUSEHOLDS IN 

LANSING (1977)
(N-71)

Life Cycle Stage
Percent of Total 

Households 1n Sample

Life Cycle 1: Head less than age 35; 
no children present

1

Life Cycle 2: Head 35 to 64; no 
children present

31

Life Cycle 3: Head 65 or over; no 
children present

13

Life Cycle 4: Head any age; oldest 
child less than 6

11

Life Cycle 5: Head any age; oldest 
child 6 to 18

44

TOTAL 100

Sources: Data from Study Survey. Life Cycle Categories from South­
east Michigan. A Background Paper: Regional Forecasts. 
Southeast Michigan Council of Governments (SEMCOG), Detroit, 
June 1977, (mlmeo).
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TABLE I I

OCCUPATIONS OF CUBAN-AMERICANS 
IN LANSING (1977) AND 

WEST NEW YORK, N.J. (1968) 
(In  Percent of Total N)

Occupation West New York 
(N=348)

Lansinq 
(W=71)

Managerial and 
Professional 4.8 18.0

Clerical and 
Sales 10.8 10.0

Skilled,
semi-skilled and 
unskilled 67.6 41.0

Other 5.6 1.0

Unemployed* 4.4 29.0

♦Retired and/or disabled heads of household (N =ll) are included 
in the percentage given for Lansing.

Sources: Study Survey and E. Rogg's The Assimilation of Cuban 
Exiles. Aberdeen Press, New York, 1974, p. 177.
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Rogg's 1974 study (data collected 1n 1968) are given for comparative 

purposes. The high rate of unemployment indicated for the Lansing 

sample reflects mostly the status of disabled and retired  persons and 

also of several one-parent households.

The mean number of years of schooling fo r the group was computed 

at 11.4, one under the metropolitan area average of 12.4 years. In for­

mation gathered on income characteristics gives a median household 

income fo r the sample of approximately $13,500 annually. This figure  

compares favorably with the United States Cuban average of $9,300 and 

with the Lansing metropolitan area average of $11,312, both for 1970. 

Obviously, in judging these income differences, the level of in fla tion  

accrued since 1970 must be considered.

Data on household length of residence in the Lansing area show 

an average period of 8.8 years for the group of households (to 

December, 1976). When the same figure 1s computed only for heads,

1t increases to 10.2 years, a reflection of the fact that some persons 

lived in the c ity  before forming a family. Eighty-two percent of the 

heads of household reported a Cuban-born spouse, which indicates that 

some degree of Intermarriage has taken place. Half of a ll households 

in the sample were recorded as buying the homes 1n which they were 

liv in g .

A typical Cuban-American head of household, as suggested by the 

preceding information on the group's p ro file , would lik e ly  have the 

following characteristics: age between 44 and 54 years, married

(spouse present), liv ing in a family composed of four members (two 

children), residence in Lansing for ten years or less, having com­

pleted eleven years of schooling, engaged in a blue-collar occupation,
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and yearly family median income of $13,500. C learly , such a general­

ized p ro file  does not do jus tice  to the many variations found within  

the to ta l sample. In fa c t, these variations provide a basis for 

further analysis on the subject of the present study.

The Study Area

Any description and analysis of a given set of social charac­

te r is tic s  of a population in space necessitates the delim itation of 

a formal "study area." For th is research, the study area is shown 

in Figure 5. The residential location of Cuban-Amerlcan households 

1s also portrayed, and c r ite r ia  used to delim it the study area are 

based largely on the residential location patterns. To provide an 

answer to the study question "Where within the c ity  have Cuban- 

Amerlcan households moved to and from?", the above approach was 

deemed appropriate.

Other factors related to the nature of the study area give 

support to such selection. The defined portion of urban space in ­

cluded most of Lansing's urbanized area and 1n 1970 contained 45 

percent of the to ta l SMSA population. A few suburban land tracts  

adjacent to the central c ity  are also included, shown at the western 

and southern edges In Figure 5. In th is  manner, both highly urban 

and also suburban areas became a part of the analysis to follow.

Delimiting the study area solely on the basis of specific t e r r i ­

to r ia l-p o lit ic a l jurisdictions would have been of l i t t l e  u t i l i t y .

Urban residential processes more often than not transcend the con­

straints of municipal boundaries, particu larly  1n metropolitan areas. 

Thus, and as a resu lt of the c r ite r ia  employed, te rr ito r ie s  administered
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THE STUDY AREA 

AND THE RESIDENTIAL LOCATION OF STUDY HOUSEHOLDS -  1977
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by various of the many municipal entitles of the metropolitan region 

are contained within the study area, as shown in Figure 6a. Almost 

the entire area of the c ity  of Lansing, most of the lands administered 

by Lansing Township, and portions of both Delta and Delhi townships 

are a part of 1t. The East Lansing and Meridian Township lands to the 

east of the urban area are almost to ta lly  excluded, except for a re la­

tive ly  small land tract located 1n the former. In Figure 6b, the 

setting of the study area in the context of the 1970 Lansing SMSA is 

outlined.

Figure 7 portrays the o ffic ia l land divisions recognized by the 

United States Bureau of the Census as urban census tracts . F ifty  such 

tracts are contained within the study area. For this research, the 

tracts constitute the spatial units upon which the social area analysis 

of Lansing, and the discussion of the residential patterns of Cuban- 

Amerlcan households within the c ity , are based. For semantic purposes, 

the above-defined study space w ill from this point on be referred to 

as "study area", "the city" or "Lansing." The use of these terms 

throughout the remainder of the text reflects an identical areal meaning.
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A. TERRITORY OF LOCAL ADMINISTRATIVE UNITS  
IN THE STUDY AREA
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STUDY AREA CENSUS TRACTS 
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CHAPTER V

LANSING'S SOCIAL AREAS AND THE 
LOCATION OF CUBAN-AMERICAN 

HOUSEHOLDS

In attempting to outline a c ity 's  social areas, a f ir s t  task of 

the researcher 1s to select the crite ria  on which to base his areal 

classification scheme. One or more pertinent characteristics must be 

Identified and the necessary information collected for the c ity  under 

study. After analyzing the data gathered, the needed classification  

of areal subunits can be made.

Delimiting the Social Areas of Lansing

Seventeen characteristics or "variables" were utilized 1n this 

study for classifying Lansing's census tracts into distinct social 

areas. The variables chosen are listed In Appendix I I .  Most were 

selected after examining previous social area analyses (Shevky and 

Bell, 1955; Berry and Rees, 1969), and a few were specifically chosen 

for this study (see Appendix I I ) .

A subsequent step involved the conduct of a factorial ecology 

analysis. All the information used for the analysis was obtained 

from the Census Tracts volume for the Lansing SMSA, 1970 (see b ib li­

ography). Determination of the factorial ecology of the city  Included 

the following steps:

1. A Factor Analysis on the chosen variables.

2. A Hierarchical Grouping of census tracts into "social areas"

50
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using tract factor scores, and 

3. A Discriminant Analysis of the selected tract groupings as 

a sta tis tica l check on the possibility of misclass1ficat1on 

of Individual tracts into Inappropriate groups.1 

Factor Analysis. Four principal patterns (Factors) were revealed 

by the data (for a detailed discussion of factor analysis terminology 

and applications see Rummel, 1967). The four major factors accounted 

for 81 percent of the statis tica l variation contained in the processed 

information. The patterns of relationships identified were similar to 

those described by Shevky and Bell (1955). Table I I I  presents selected 

results from the factor analysis conducted. In addition to the values 

shown 1n the table, other high variable "loadings" (over + .5) on the 

various factors were registered in the analysis. Complete information 

on high varlable-loadings 1s presented in Appendix I I I .

After an examination of the grouping of specific variables on 

each uncovered pattern, the four principal factors were labeled with 

descriptive names similar to those used 1n previous studies. For 

example, Factor I clearly represents the "Economic Status" dimension 

defined by Shevky and Bell. The high-loading variables suggest a 

relationship between a set of characteristics which are descriptive 

of key socio-economic conditions (Table I I I  and Appendix I I I ) .

Factor IV reflects the "Ethnic Status" patterns and indicates a

^11 of the automated analysis routines used in the factorial 
ecology of Lansing—Factor Analysis (FACTORS), Hierarchical Grouping 
(CONGROUP) and Discriminant Analysis (DISCR) were available at the 
time of this study through the Computer Institu te for Social Science 
Research (CISRR) at Michigan State University. Except for CONGROUP, 
they are also available at Michigan State University through the SPSS 
system (S tatistical Package for the Social Sciences).
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TABLE I I I

FACTORIAL ECOLOGY OF LANSING: 
SELECTED RESULTS OF 
THE FACTOR ANALYSIS

Variables with Highest Percent of Variance 
Positive Loadings for Accounted for by

Each Factor the Factor

Factor I
"Economic Status" Income

Housing Value 
Years of Education

(.92)
(.85
(.74)

38

Factor I I  
"Family Status- 
Working Women"

Working Women 
Professional Workers 
Years of Education

1:81
(.51)

21

Factor I I I  
"Family Status- 
Older Persons"

Older Persons 
Persons 1n Same House 
Five Years or Longer

(.68)

(.64)

13

Factor IV 
"Ethnic Status" Black Population 

Spanish-speaking 
Population (nega­
tive  loading)

(.75)

(-.63 )

9

TOTAL 81

Note: For more complete Information on the details and results of the
factor analysis see Appendices I I  and I I I .



53

s ta tis tica l relationship between the "ethnic" variables used (percent 

Black and percent Spanish-speaking population), an Inverse one 1n 

this case.

Factors I I  and I I I  contain the "Family Status" characteristics. 

But, 1n the case of this analysis, these did not group 1n a single 

dimension. In Factor I I ,  for Instance, "percent of working women"

(a family status-type variable as used by Shevky and Bell) 1s found 

positively related to "percent professional workers" and "years of 

education," two variables that re fle c t "economic status" character­

is tic s . Also, 1n Factor I I I ,  another family status variable, "percent 

of older persons," loads positively on the Factor with "percent of 

people 1n the same house fo r fiv e  years or longer," a mobility vari­

able which was selected specifically  for this study.

I f  the relationship between the two family status variables 

mentioned ("working women" and "older persons") 1s examined, 1t Is 

found that they are not Intercorrelated to any meaningful degree 

(.07 co e ffic ien t). This fact helps to explain why two d ifferent 

factors emerged instead of one. I t  may well be that the "Family 

Status" pattern 1s the most complex to Identify of those proposed 

by Shevky and B e ll, or that d ifferen t and/or more variables need to 

be used to uncover its  fu ll  dimension. Exploring such an Issue, 

however, goes beyond the scope of th is study. Thus, for the purposes 

of this research, Factors I I  and I I I  were considered separately and 

labeled "Family Status-Working Women" and "Family Status-Older 

Persons", respectively.

As 1s normally the case with this type of analysis, the re la tive  

"strength" of the patterns uncovered decreases a fte r the f i r s t  defined
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fac tor. This is c learly  shown in Table I I I ,  where the percentage of 

the s ta tis tic a l variation accounted for by each of the identified  

dimensions indicates such decrease. This 1s an Inherent quality 1n 

the mechanics of this technique and a fu ll  discussion of its  im pli­

cations 1s, again, not pertinent here.

As Indicated, the f i r s t  four factors uncovered account fo r 81 

percent of the to ta l variance. Other factors subsequently identified  

1n the analysis re fle c t much "weaker1' patterns (3 .5  percent of the 

variance and below, Factors V through X V II). Therefore, only the 

f i r s t  four were Included in the remaining steps of the fac to ria l 

ecology analysis.

Hierarchical Grouping. The "factor scores" of each of the f i f t y  

census tracts on the included factors were used as input data to group 

the tra c t Into social area categories. "Factor scores are the scores 

fo r each case on the Identified  Factors" (Rummel, 1967, 469). Thus, 

tracts "loading high" on the same factor or factors, that is , scoring 

sim ilar high positive or high negative individual values on a given 

pattern, were grouped 1n the same category. The use of an automated 

s ta tis tic a l procedure fa c ilita te d  the task a t hand. The program, 

known as CONGROUP (see footnote page 50), scales a ll  observations on 

the basis of the s ta tis tic a l "distance" between them. The researcher 

then selects "cut-off" points for including the cases into whatever 

number of groups he chooses. Next, a tes t on the s ta tis tic a l accuracy 

of the chosen groupings is possible through the use of a th ird  and 

fin a l analysis routine which completes the fac to ria l ecology.

Discriminant Analysis. The technique of discriminant analysis 

allows fo r checking on the p oss ib ility  of having allocated individual
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units (tracts) Into inappropriate groups. An automated analysis pro­

gram* i t  also uses factor scores as input data.

Of f i f ty  census tracts grouped Into four types of social areas, 

eight units were reclassified by the program. That is , they were re­

assigned to groups different from those originally assigned by the 

researcher. The remaining forty-two tracts maintained their original 

group assignment.

In a ll instances, the reclassified units were “borderline" cases. 

This means that their membership in any given group was not entirely  

"clear-cut." Because of this fac t, and after an examination of indi­

vidual factor scores and other supplemental information, three of these 

units were placed back Into their original groups. The five remaining 

tracts were reassigned as suggested in the analysis.

The Social Areas of Lansing

The four groupings of census tracts delimiting the social areas 

of the c ity  are portrayed 1n Figure 8. For identification purposes, 

these areas were labeled as follows:

1. "Inner City". An area Including a set of tracts forming an 

almost circular spatial pattern around the Central Business 

D istric t (CBD) tract (Shown on map shaded with the darkest 

pattern).

2. "Central Outer Ring". Formed by a group of tracts Immedi­

ately adjacent to and generally around the edges of the 

"Inner City".

3. "Suburbs - North and Southwest". Composed of a cluster of 

tracts in the northern and south-southwestern portions of 

the study area.
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THE SOCIAL AREAS OF LANSING -  1970

■ m M
mmmmm

The value used to cate­
gorize the groupings be­
low was actually a com­
posite index value on 
ail four Factors. The 
Economic Factor is 
highlighted because it 
was the most clearly 
defined pattern (see 
Figure 9).

ECONOMIC STATUS

High Negative ("inner City")

Medium Negative ("Central 
Outer Ring")

F 7 I Medium Positive ("Suburbs - 
North and Southwest")

High Positive ("Suburbs-  
East and Northwest")

★  State Capitol

o
0

2 Miles 

3 Kilometers

Figure 8
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4. "Suburbs -  East and Northwest". Tracts located mostly on 

the eastern portions of the c ity , with two units 1n the 

northwest and two In a southwesterly direction.

In assessing the socio-economic characteristics of the d ifferent 

soda! areas, a not unexpected finding was soon noted. The "Inner City" 

area tracts posted the highest-negative values on the composite Index of 

socio-economic status used for the analysis, especially on the "Economic 

Status" Factor. In other words, "Inner City" tracts were grouped mainly 

because their factor scores on Factor I were high-negative, I . e . . 1t was 

1n 1970 an area of low average household income, low average educational 

attainment and low average values of the owner-occupied housing stock. 

Factor score patterns on the remaining Factors were not as clearly  

defined, as Indicated 1n Figure 9.

The other three soda! areas are shown to gradually increase their 

socio-economic ranking as their spatial distance from the CBD Increases. 

A negative ranking is also registered for "Central Outer Ring", although 

not as extreme as that Indicated for the "Inner City". As expected, 

suburban areas score highest on the positive side of the socio-economic 

scale (Figures 8 and 9).

The re la tive  importance of the "Economic Status" dimension In the 

classification of social areas in Lansing 1s worth noting. In Figure 9, 

the relationship between the four social areas of the c ity  and the 

factors Identified 1n the analysis 1s summarized. On the basis of the 

Included characteristics for Lansing, "Economic Status" 1s the one 

pattern that most clearly defines the socio-economic progression of 

urban social areas 1n spatial terms. S t i l l ,  the "Family Status" and 

"Ethnic Status" patterns are obviously present in the data. I t  1s also
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R ELATIO NSHIP BETW EEN THE ID EN TIF IED  FACTORS 

AND THE SOCIAL AREAS OF LANSING

Factors

Areas

"Inner City"

Central Outer 
Ring"

Suburbs -  
North and 
Southwest1

"Suburbs -  
East and 
Northwest1

'Economic
Status'

'Family 
Status -  
Working 
Women

m

'Family 
Status -  
O lder 
Persons'

m

'Ethnic
Status'

P attern  of 
Factor Score 
Loadings

High-negative  
■ I  Medium -negative  
Hi Medium -positive  

High-positive  
E 2  Undefined

F igure 9
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worth noting that the spatial patterns of social areas uncovered for 

Lansing offer support to the traditional models of urban structure 

discussed 1n Chapter I I .  Both "concentric ring" and "sector" patterns 

can be detected 1n Lansing's social areas map. I f  anything, the 

results obtained 1n the social area analysis conducted for this study 

underscore the complexity of the relationship between urban physical 

space on the one hand and the demographic, and socio-economic charac­

teris tics of urban populations on the other.

Lansing's Social Space and the Location of Cuban-Amerlcan Households

In describing the current location of study households 1n the 

social space of Lansing, a comment 1s needed concerning the use of 

1970 census data for characterizing the area of the city  in social 

terms. I t  1s reasonable to expect that some social change occurred 

1n the urban area In the seven years since the census was taken. In 

essence then, the "match up" attempted here between current (1977) 

study households location and existing socio-spatlal rea lities  suffers 

from a "tlme-gap" problem. However, because of the type of data needed 

for conducting the social area analysis, this d iffic u lty  cannot be 

avoided.

For this study, an effort was made to employ more recent census 

tract information than that of the 1970 census. Such data were located, 

but they were 1n a format which could not be used. Operational problems 

of study area definition were too serious to overcome. The data 1n 

question were prepared by R. L. Polk and Company 1n a series entitled  

Profiles of Change. The reports are assembled by the Urban Statistical 

Division of the firm , using updated information obtained from surveys 

conducted during Intercensal periods. For the city  of Lansing (legal
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c ity ) the reports exist for a period as recent as 1973-1974. Since Polk 

and Company's research Includes a city  map for 1973-1974 depicting a 

summary ranking of area census tracts on a variety of social and eco­

nomic characteristics, that map was compared with the results obtained 

1n this study using 1970 census data. To the extent that areal compari­

son was possible, the level of agreement between the two sets of "social 

areas" was found to be generally satisfactory, with discrepancies 

occurring mostly 1n regard to "borderline" tracts. The method used by 

Polk and Company Involves a less sophisticated technique which uses a 

composite Index of absolute ordinal rankings on selected socio-economic 

variables (R. L. Polk and Company, 1974).

Current Social Space of Study Households. For determining the 

type of residential soda! space currently occupied by Cuban-Americans 

1n Lansing, a super-1mpos1t1on of graphic Information was made. House­

hold location data from Figure 5 (page 46) were transferred onto the 

social area scheme presented 1n Figure 8 (page 56). The results are 

depicted In Figure 10. The breakdown of the number of households by 

urban social area 1s given In Table IV.

The spatial distribution of study households over the c ity 's  

social areas leads to several In it ia l observations. F irst, Cuban- 

Americans live  1n a ll of the c ity 's  social areas. Keeping in mind 

the limited extent of the urban area defined for this study, 1t Is 

s t i l l  of Importance to note such distribution. Second, the number of 

study households by social areas appears fa ir ly  evenly distributed 

(Table IV ), with perhaps a slight over-representation 1n "Suburbs -  

North and Southwest" and an opposite pattern for "Suburbs - East and 

Northwest". The distribution of households by major "subareas" shows
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RESIDENTIAL LOCATION 
AND URBAN SOCIAL SPACE OF STUDY HOUSEHOLDS -1977

(N a 8 4 )

ECONOMIC STATUS 

H H  High Negative ("inner City")

Medium Negative ("Central 
Outer Ring")

0 3  Medium Positive ("Suburbs - 
North and Southwest")

I I High Positive ("Suburbs-  
East and Northwest")

•  Study Households

★  State Capitol

2 Miles 

3 Kilometers

Figure 10
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TABLE IV

SOCIAL SPACE OF STUDY HOUSEHOLDS 
(N=84)

Social Area
Number of 
Households

Percent of By Major 
Total N "Sub-Area"

"Inner City" 20 23.8 "Central

"Central Outer Ring" 21 25.0
Areas"

48.8%

"Suburbs -  North and
Southwest" 29 34.5

"Suburbs -  East and 
Northwest" 14 16.7

"Suburbs"
51.2%

TOTALS 84 100.0

Source: Study Survey and Study Analysis.



an almost exact s p lit ,  with 48.8 percent of the study households located 

1n "Central Areas" and 51.2 percent 1n "Suburbs" (Table IV ). Third, the 

general residential pattern of study households reflects elements of 

both clustering and dispersion over the space of the c ity . Clusters 

of households 1n re la tive ly  close residential proximity can be Identi­

fied  for three specific census tracts: Tract 6 in the "Inner City" 

(seventeen households), Tract 202 1n the "Suburbs -  North and Southwest" 

(th irteen households) and Tract 31.02 1n the "Suburbs - East and 

Northwest" (six households).^ S lightly more than one-th1rd of the 

study households resided in these three tracts . The remaining f i f t y -  

four were found in twenty-one of the additional forty-seven tracts 

located within the study area.

To account for the observed residential location patterns of the 

study population, a number of questions re la te  d irectly  to the objec­

tives of th is study: (1) What has been the spatial nature of the

mobility process which has brought about the current residential 

location structure? (2) What are some of the social and temporal 

constraints which may help explain such mobility and residential 

location?, and (3) What 1s the role of ethnicity 1n accounting for 

the spatial nature of the observed Intra-urban mobility process?

Answers to these and other questions are discussed 1n the following 

chapter.

V o r census tracts identification  numbers see Figure 7,
page 49.



CHAPTER VI

RESIDENTIAL MOBILITY OF CUBAN-AMERICAN 
HOUSEHOLDS AND THE ROLE OF ETHNICITY

To answer fu lly  the two research questions posed at the beginning 

of th is study, "Where do people move 1n the city?" and "Why do they 

move there?", pertinent characteristics of the residential location and 

1ntra-urban m obility of Cuban-Amerlcans are examined in this chapter. 

Also, the ro le that ethnic factors have played 1n the resulting res i­

dential patterns of study households 1s assessed.

Residential M obility of Cuban-Amerlcans in Lansing

The data collected for th is study Indicate that the average res i­

dential mobility rate fo r Cuban-Amerlcan households 1n Lansing 1s 

higher than the known average rate fo r households 1n the general popu­

lation  of the United States. Whereas most families 1n the country move 

once every fiv e  years (Moore, 1972), the overall rate computed for 

households 1n th is study indicates a residential move every 3.3 years.^ 

This re la tiv e ly  high m obility rate fo r Cuban-Amerlcans 1s supported by 

sim ilar findings 1n Dade County, Florida (Dade County Planning Depart­

ment, 1970), and does not come unexpectedly. Given the adjustment they

^Not a ll  households had lived 1n the c ity  during the entire  
study period (1963-1976), so computing the group's mobility rate In­
volved adjusting fo r Individual differences. By dividing the time a 
given household lived 1n Lansing by the number of residential moves 
made by that household, an average "length of residence 1n one place" 
fo r the households was obtained. The rate of 3.3 years was the mean 
figure obtained a fte r  adding a ll  the individual averages.

64
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have had to make in settling in a previously unknown environment, 1t 

seems reasonable to expect that their residential mobility as a group 

would be higher than "normal." Within the sample, however, Individual 

mobility rates were found to vary greatly, with average periods of 

residence 1n Lansing ranging from two months (in a newly formed family) 

to 10.8 years (an elderly couple owning their own home).

With regard to the number of residential moves, a total of 225
2

were recorded for the sample between 1963-1976. The number of moves 

per household ranged from a high of eleven to a low of one, partia lly  

reflecting individual differences 1n length of residence in the d ty .  

The overall mean frequency of moves was slightly more than three per 

household (3 .1 ).

A "Receptor" Area3

The urban ecological notion stating that the in it ia l residential 

experiences of ethnic households newly arrived 1n a city  w ill occur 1n 

a "receiving" or "core" area (Park, 1936; Kosa, 1956; Lieberson, 1963) 

was examined 1n this study. I t  was hypothesized that a "receptor" 

residential area for Cuban-Amerlcans could be Identified In Lansing 

and that such an area functioned as a residential core for the group, 

acting as "receiving" center and as a principal "generator" of intra­

urban residential moves.

The evidence gathered documents that the central portions of

?
This total Includes the original move to Lansing from other 

c ities . The recorded total of 1ntra-urban moves was 154 (225 minus 
71).

3
The remaining discussion 1n this chapter has been ordered 

with reference to the hypotheses advanced in Chapter I I I  (pages 33 
and 34).
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Lansing have been the principal areas of residence of Cuban-Americans, 

particularly during the in it ia l stage of settlement. Almost 89 per­

cent of the households interviewed reported having established their 

f i r s t  residence 1n Lansing's central areas ("Inner City" and "Central 

Outer Ring"). The Information in Table V clearly indicates this fact 

and highlights the special role of the innermost portion of the c ity  

as an In it ia l  destination. Only a few households established their 

f i r s t  home in the suburbs.

Areas within "Inner City" also have functioned as a focal point 

of 1ntra-urban moves. In Figure 11, a composite drawing of 107 between 

tracts residential moves (70 percent of a ll 1ntra-urban moves recorded 

1s presented.4 The densest "node" of origins and destinations of moves 

is shown in the figure for Tract 6 1n "Inner City".® Locations within 

this tract were principal receptors and generators of moves of Cuban- 

American households, as Table VI also Indicates.

A few other tracts 1n the central areas are shown 1n Table VI as 

having functioned as receptors and generators of moves (Tracts 7 and 

11), but not to the extent of Tract 6. A suburban tra c t, Tract 202, 

located in the southwestern portion of the study area, stands out as 

having "received" a re la tive ly  high proportion of household moves, 

second only to Tract 6. The origin and destination of the remaining 

moves not accounted for in Table V I, are scattered throughout th ir ty -  

two of the remaining census tracts in the study area. As can be

4
On the map the origins and destinations of moves were plotted 

from and to "tract centroids", i . e . ,  the vertices of the portrayed 
census tract surfaces.

e
In addition to between-tracts moves, more than half of the re­

corded w ithin-tract moves took place into or out of this particular tract.
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TABLE V

LOCATION OF "FIRST RESIDENCE" 
OF STUDY HOUSEHOLDS 

(N=71)*

By
Number of Percent of Major
Ua lie  Ta +»1 M **Social Area Households Total N "Sub-Area"

"Inner City" 42 59.1 "Central

"Central Outer Ring" 21 29.6
Areas" 

88.7%

"Suburbs -  North and 
Southwest" 6 8.5 "Suburbs"

"Suburbs - East and 
Northwest" 2

00•
CVJ

11.3%

TOTALS 71 100.0

* Includes Interviewed households only.



68

BETWEEN-TRACTS MOVES OF STUDY HOUSEHOLDS

( 1963- 1976)

itirj- W’ t-

A to ta l of 107 moves 
are plotted on the map. 
The lines shown con* 
nect origin and d esti­
nation census trac ts  
(a t trac t "centroids") 
fo r each move.

SOCIAL AREAS

□ Inner City

'Central Outer Ring" 

'Suburbs -  North and 
Southwest"

Suburbs -  East and 
Northwest"

★  State Capitol

o
o

2 Mites 

3 Kilometers

F igure 11
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TABLE VI

TRACTS RECORDING THE 
HIGHEST FREQUENCIES 

OF CUBAN-AMERICAN RESIDENTIAL 
MOVES: 1963-1976

Intra-Urban Intra-Urban
Moves "Generated" Moves "Received"
(Percent of Total) (Percent of Total) 

N=151 N*146

6 ("Inner City") 27.8 23.3

7 ("Inner City") 6.1 1.4

11 ("Central Outer 
Ring") 6.0 4.1

202 ("Suburbs -  North 
and Southwest") 6.0 14.3

TOTALS 45.9 43.1

Note: Both between-tracts and withln-tract moves are Included 1n 
the above computations. Original moves to Lansing were 
excluded.

Tract No.
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observed in Figure 11, a small portion of the movement took place in 

and out of suburban tracts.

The evidence indicates that a "receptor" area has existed for 

most of the Cuban-Americans settling in Lansing, particularly within 

the residential space contained within census tract number 6. I t  has 

functioned not only as a primary reception area but also as principal 

origin and destination area for about one-fourth of a ll +he intra­

urban moves made by study households.

Spatial Assimilation

Another urban-ecological proposition examined in this study 

states that ethnic migrants move gradually away from receptor urban 

areas to "higher status" residential environments as they improve 

socio-economically over time (Park, 1936; Jonassen, 1949; Ford, 1950). 

In spatial terms, the net effect of such movement is thought to be a 

continual decline in the concentration of ethnic households 1n the 

core area, a reflection of the general social assimilation process 

the particular group is experiencing. Moreover, whether members of 

the group w ill move out and become dispersed in the total residential 

space of the c ity  or there is merely a "relocation" of the ethnic core 

1n another part of the urban area 1s said to be dependent on whether 

assimilation occurs as a group process or on an Individual basis 

(Simmons, 1968).

For Cuban-Americans 1n Lansing, i t  was hypothesized that those 

households established in the city  for the longest period would cur­

rently occupy residential locations away from receptor areas, as 

opposed to those arriving or establishing their households later. 

Further, i t  was expected that the residential environments of those
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"moving out" would re flec t the re la tive  socio-economic Improvement 

which should have occurred through time. Operationally, the quality 

of Lansing's residential environments was defined on the basis of the 

c ity 's  social area scheme presented in Chapter V. In that analysis 

suburban areas were shown to have the higher socio-economic status 

attributes within the c ity . The socio-economic level of households 

was measured 1n terms of the current occupational status of heads, 

the levels of household Income, and home tenure status.

In examining the notion of "spatial assimilation" in the context 

of the Cuban-Amerlcan experience 1n Lansing and given the relative  

recency of Cuban-American settlement 1n the c ity , i t  was proposed that 

the spatial patterns of residential location 1n "new" settlement areas 

would tend to maintain a "cluster" effect similar to that found 1n 

receptor areas. I t  was expected that ethnic households would tend to 

remain re la tive ly  "close" 1n spatial terms given the re la tive ly  short 

period that had elapsed since the f i r s t  families began arriving in the 

city.®

Some Variables of Residential Location. Substantial residential 

movement of Cuban-Amerlcan households to suburban areas has occurred, 

a fact clearly documented in Table V II.  As expected, a majority of 

the moves recorded for the study period took place within the central 

areas of the c ity . S t i l l ,  almost 44 percent of a ll 1ntra-urban moves 

had suburban destinations. Opposite to central areas, the suburbs 

recorded a greater proportion of "destinations" than "origins" during

6Gad, Peddle and Punter (1973) reported that Ita lia n  and 
Jewish groups 1n Toronto tended to remain resldentially clustered 
several decades a fte r their arrival in that c ity , even though they 
"relocated" the ir respective residential "core" areas several times.
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TABLE V II

SOCIAL AREA 
ORIGINS AND DESTINATIONS 

OF CUBAN-AMERICAN 
INTRA-URBAN MOVES: 1963-1976* 

(IN PERCENT OF TOTAL N)

Social Area
Destinations

TfPTOT

“Inner City"

"Central Outer Ring" 

"Suburbs -  North and

43.7

29.1
72.8

32.2

23.9
56.1

Southwest 19.2 29.5

"Suburbs - East and 
Northwest"

27.2 43.9
8.0 14.4

♦Includes both between tracts and within trac t moves.
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the study period, a fact Indicating an overall tendency toward suburban 

residence reflected 1n the m obility patterns of the study sample.

The pattern uncovered in the data did not support the hypothe­

sized relationship between length of residence and residential location,

1.e . , the longer a household has lived 1n the c ity  the greater the l ik e ­

lihood 1t w ill currently reside in suburban areas (and vice-versa).

Such association was found to be v ir tu a lly  non-existent (Table V I I I ) ,  

suggesting that the two variables may be acting Independently from each 

other. However, the current social area location of study households 

shows a significant relationship with the occupation and income charac­

te r is tic s  of study households, as Indicated 1n Tables IX and X. From 

the Information 1n Table IX i t  1s seen that a majority of both "blue- 

co llar" and "white-collar" Cuban households currently lives 1n suburban 

locations. Proportionately, the w hite-collar group seems to have made 

the "suburban transition" to a greater extent than the group 1n blue- 

co lla r occupations. Most households 1n the "unemployed" category are 

shown to be liv ing  1n the central areas Indicating that with such a 

labor status 1t 1s unlikely that a household w ill "move-out" of 

reception areas.7

Sim ilar patterns are shown in the relationship between income and 

current residential location (Table X). Most of the "low income" house­

holds liv e  1n the c ity 's  central areas and those in the "high income" 

category tend to be 1n suburban locations. Those 1n the defined 

"mlddle-lncome" bracket ($12,000 to $15,000 annually) are s p lit  almost

7Three of the six unemployed heads of households residing 1n 
suburban locations liv e  1n government-subsidized rental housing.



74

TABLE V II I

CURRENT SOCIAL AREA 
LOCATION AND LENGTH OF 
RESIDENCE IN LANSING 

(N»71)

Social Length of Residence
Area 8.8 years 

or less*
Over 

8.8 years
Totals

Central Areas 16 19 35

Suburbs 18 18 36

Totals 34 37 71

Chi-square s ta tis tic  = 0.12 (Not significant)

*8.8 years was the mean average length of residence in the city  
for the total sample.
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TABLE IX

CURRENT SOCIAL AREA 
LOCATION AND 
OCCUPATION 

(N=71)

Social Occupation*
Area

Unemployed**
Blue

Collar
White
Collar

Totals

Central
Areas 15 13 7 35

Suburbs 6 17 13 36

Totals 21 30 20 71

Chi-square s ta tis tic  * 5.62: significant at .10 level.

♦Occupation categories generalized from those shown 1n Table I I *  
p. 43.

♦♦Includes retired heads of households.
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TABLE X

CURRENT SOCIAL AREA LOCATION 
AND HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

(N«71)

Soda! Household Income*
Area Low

Income
Middle
Income

High
Income

Totals

Central Areas 15 11 9 35

Suburbs 5 10 21 36

Totals 20 21 30 71

Chi-square s ta tis tic  = 9.27: significant at O.Ol level.

*Income categories were as follows: under $12,000 annually: "Low 
Income"; $12,000 to $15,000: "Middle Income"; over $15,000:
"High Income". The median 1977 household income for the group 
was about $13,500 annually.
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equally 1n th e ir current social area location.

Another socio-economic variable exhibiting a high degree of asso­

ciation with residential location 1s home tenure (Table X I) . Most of 

the home-owners 1n the study sample purchased th e ir  current residences 

within the suburban tracts of the study area. In contrast, those 

renting th e ir current dwelling 1n the suburbs are a minority when 

compared with the number of tenant households located 1n the c ity 's  

central areas.

Owners and Renters. Given the degree of association between the 

home tenure variable and current household location, and 1n an e ffo rt  

to further assess the spatial nature of the residential movement of 

sample households during the la test "stage" of th e ir  m obility, the last 

move of current owners and renters 1n the sample was plotted on maps. 

These destinations of owners and renters are portrayed 1n Figures 12 

and 13. A spatial "bias" to the suburbs 1s clearly suggested by the 

pattern of moves made by the owners. In contrast, the recent moves of 

the renters have a less scattered spatial pattern. Thus, the central 

portions of the d ty  remain Important as sources of housing for house­

holds which rent th e ir liv ing places. Of a l l  the most recent moves 

made by renters, two-th1rds took place within the central areas of the 

c ity  (Table X I). A large portion of these moves (12 of 19) occurred 

Into, out o f, or within Tract 6.

Temporal Aspects of the Move to the Suburbs. A further step in 

the analysis of residential patterns of Cuban-Americans involved the 

temporal sequence of residential moves made by study households. The 

purpose was to discover 1f the residential "transition" of those who 

moved to the suburbs from central areas occurred at a specific point
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TABLE XI

SOCIAL AREA DESTINATION 
OF LAST RESIDENTIAL MOVES: 

OWNERS VS RENTERS 
(N=63)*

Social
Area

Destination

Home Tenure

Renters Owners Totals

Central Areas 19 8 27

Suburbs 11 25 36

Totals 30 33 63

Ch1-square statis tic  * 9.8: significant at the .005 level.

*E1ght of the households 1n the sample were not Included 1n this 
computation because they did not report any intra-urban moves.
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In the household's mobility history. In the absence of previous empir­

ical findings on this question, the notion that the move to the suburbs 

would occur at random, and not at any particular point 1n the sequence, 

was proposed. Information on the re la tive  position of the move to the 

suburbs within the sequence of a ll the moves made by Individual sample 

households is presented 1n Table X II. Data are shown only for current 

suburban home-owners who previously lived 1n the central areas of the
Q

city  (30 percent of the total sample).

For almost half of the sampled households (ten of twenty-one), 

the "second" 1ntra-urban move was the f i r s t  one with a suburban desti­

nation. This Indicates that the households moved only once within the 

-central areas of the c ity  before moving to a suburban location. For a 

smaller group (seven of twenty-one) the " firs t"  1ntra-urban move was 

suburban. In it ia l  suburban moves recorded la te r than the "second" 

family move occurred for only three of the households 1n the sub-group. 

I t  1s also noted from the table that most current suburban owners 

(fourteen of twenty-one) purchased a home for th e ir In it ia l  suburban 

move, while one-th1rd made the original move to suburban areas as 

renters.

The patterns discovered on the re lative position of the "move to 

the suburbs" 1n the sequence of a ll household moves give an Indication 

that, at least for the families 1n the "owners" sub-group, the stage 

of spatial assimilation which Involves leaving the reception area and 

establishing a suburban residence did not Include many moves within

g
Households 1n the sample 1n the category of "current suburban- 

renters" numbered eleven (Table X I). Of these only four had previously 
lived 1n the "receptor" area, too few to carry out a meaningful scrutiny 
sim ilar to that presented for owners.
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TABLE X II

THE MOVE FROM THE 
RECEPTION AREA TO THE SUBURBS: 

CURRENT SUBURBAN HOMEOWNERS 
(N=21)*

Sequence of Intra-Urban Moves

Household F irst Second Third Fourth

1 0**
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 R***
7 0
8 R
9 0

10 0
11
12 R
13 0
14 R
15 R
16 R
17 R
18 0
19 0
20
21

♦Excludes suburban owners never liv ing in central areas (N=4).
♦♦0 = In it ia l  move to suburbs made to occupy a purchased home.

***R  = In it ia l  move to suburbs made to a rental unit.
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the central c ity  before the suburban "transition" occurred. The median 

time period for these current suburban homeowners to make such a move 

a fte r they f i r s t  settled 1n the c ity  was 4.1 years. However, the period 

varied individually between nine months and eleven years.

Ethnic Households and Residential Proximity. As discussed by some 

writers (Kosa, 1956; Simmons, 1968; Darden, 1976; Rose, 1977) the net 

"movement to the suburbs" by a group of ethnic and minority households 

does not necessarily Indicate the degree to which "spatial assimilation"
g

may be taking place. I f  ethnic households leaving the central areas 

"re-settle" together 1n a suburban location, the resulting situation  

may be viewed as one where residential "segregation" persists and l i t t l e  

spatial assimilation occurs. I f ,  on the other hand, the moving house­

holds become randomly dispersed 1n suburban areas, a case for a greater 

degree of spatial assimilation may be made.

The evidence on current residential location patterns of Cuban- 

Amerlcans 1n Lansing Indicates both clustering and. dispersion of house­

holds In urban space. In Chapter V (page 63) 1t was noted that two 

suburban tracts are among the three study area tracts currently con­

taining the largest number of Cuban-Amerlcan residences. To gain In­

sight Into the possible reasons behind the observed clustered patterns, 

the occupational characteristics of the households liv ing  1n Tracts 6, 

31.02 and 202 were analyzed and compared with the social area character 

of the tracts . The relationship 1s shown 1n Table X I I I .

®In theory, complete residential assimilation of a minority 
group exists when individual members are randomly located in urban 
residential space. The notion of whether a minority group 1s spatia lly  
segregated (or assimilated) has been empirically tested by numerous 
authors using aggregate census data (see fo r Instance Darden, 1973,
1976; Grebler, et a l . ,  1970).
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TABLE X III

THE THREE TRACTS SHOWING 
RESIDENTIAL CLUSTERING IN 1977: 

SOCIAL AREA LOCATION AND 
HOUSEHOLD OCCUPATIONAL STATUS 

(N=29)

Tract — Social Area 
Location

Occupational Status
Totals

Unemployed
Blue

Collar
White
Collar

6 - -  "Inner City" 7 3 3 13

202 -  "Suburbs - 
North and 
Southwest" 1 8 2 11

31.02 — "Suburbs - 
East and 
Northwest" 0 1 4 5

Totals 8 12 9 29
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Although the relationship was not checked s ta tis tica lly  because 

of the low frequencies 1n some cells 1n the table, an analysis of the 

recorded frequencies clearly Indicates a degree of "matching" between 

the occupational status of the clustered households and the social 

area character of the Included census tracts. This evidence suggests 

that the reasons for the clustering effect go beyond ethnic considera­

tions. For example, most of those living 1n Tract 202, a "medium 

economlc-status" suburban tract (see Figures 7 and 8 ), have blue-collar 

occupations. Tract 31.02, a "high economlc-status" suburban trac t, has 

mostly white-collar employment. In contrast, Tract 6 in the "Inner 

City" Includes a disproportionate number of "unemployed" households.

These findings offer some Insight into the nature of the "spatial 

assimilation" undergone by Cuban-Americans 1n Lansing. F irs t, resi­

dential clustering has occurred 1n the movement of some study households 

to suburban areas, indicating that the selection of suburban residential 

location has not occurred entirely in a random fashion. Second, such 

clustering has not Involved a singular spatial pattern of group relo­

cation to a specific "reception" suburb but, rather, appears to be 

p artia lly  a function of the occupational status of study households. 

Sub-groups with higher occupational status tend to be found residen- 

t la l ly  clustered in corresponding types of suburbs (and vice-versa).^  

Third, households at the lower end of the occupational scale have 

tended to remain 1n the central areas. Residential clustering of these 

households was also observed.

^However, tendencies found 1n matching occupational status 
and social area character for the "dispersed" group of study house­
holds, those living 1n tracts other than 6, 31.02 and 202 (Na42), 
were not as clearly defined.
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Locating a Place to Live: The Influence of Ethnicity

Theories on the processes of assimilation and acculturation of 

ethnic migrants emphasize the Importance of the role played by urban 

ethnic communities 1n "cushioning" the Impact of the adjustments that 

new migrant households must make when arriving 1n the c ity . Newcomers 

receive support from those already established in the c ity  and, 1n 

time, they in turn may offer support to other group members 1n need.

As a result of this process, group solidarity develops and tends to be 

more strongly manifested during the early stages of settlement. The 

network of ethnic relationships 1s thus viewed as having a considerable 

effect on the activ ities  and Interaction of Individual ethnic households 

(Jonassen, 1949; Gordon, 1964; Gans, 1967). In her study on the assimi­

lation of Cuban-Amerleans in West New York, Rogg (1974) indeed found 

that the social l i f e  of the households 1n the study sample was permeated 

by ethnicity, 1n that many of the social ac tiv ities  of individual fami­

lies (e .g ., v is itin g , recreation, religious events) took place mainly 

within the ethnic comnunlty.

In assessing the role of ethnicity 1n residential mobility and 

location, a hypothesis was developed for this study which reflects the 

above research formulations and findings: 1n the search for places to 

l iv e , Information obtained through friends and relatives w ill s ig n ifi­

cantly Influence the selection of residential location by study house­

holds.

The residential experience of Cuban-Americans in Lansing clearly  

reflects the effect of the network of primary relationships that has 

trad itionally  characterized the social interaction of newly formed 

urban ethnic communities. Data on the channels of information which
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study households used 1n locating residential places 1n Lansing are 

presented 1n Table XIV. Information sources for a ll  of the recorded 

moves 1n the survey are shown 1n the computations.

The high degree of Influence of "Cuban friends and relatives"

1n the residential search experience of sample households 1s readily 

observed. For 43 percent of a ll moves recorded 1n the survey, res i­

dential destinations were located as a result of information obtained 

1n such a manner. Other sources had some Importance 1n the home- 

locating process, but none did to the extent of th is category. Real 

estate offices and newspapers are shown as sources of primary housing 

"leads" fo r 17 percent of a ll the moves effected, with the self-search 

category ( e .g .. walking, driving by) accounting for another 15 percent. 

Church-related groups or Individuals and government housing agencies 

are also of some Importance. Non-Cuban friends and relatives comprise 

the least Important Information source.

Greater insight is gained 1f the same elements of the home-search 

process of Cuban-Americans are examined 1n a "temporal" frame of re fe r­

ence. Data showing Information sources used for locating the " firs t"  

and the "last" places of residence are presented in Table XV. Several 

observations can be made: 1) the "Cuban relatives and friends" factor,

even though 1t remained the most significant source of Information for 

both stages, dropped considerably 1n Importance as a primary source of 

housing Information for the most recent move; 2) use of the household's 

own resources as well as the use of conventional sources of housing 

a v a ila b ility  Information (rea ltors , newspapers) registered a re la tive ly  

high Increase; 3) the role of church-related agencies or persons has 

disappeared en tire ly , while government housing agencies have become
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TABLE XIV

SOURCES OF INFORMATION 
USED BY STUDY HOUSEHOLDS 

FOR LOCATING LIVING 
PLACES: ALL MOVES

(N=225)*

Percent
Category of Total

1. Cuban friends or re latives 43.1

2. Realtors and newspapers 17.0

3. Self Search (walking or driving) 15.6

4. Church-related agency or persons 9.2

5. Government Housing Agencies 7.8

6. Non-Cuban friends and re latives 7.3

100.0

♦Includes move to original residential place 1n Lansing.
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TABLE XV

SOURCES OF INFORMATION USED 
FOR LOCATING THE "FIRST" AND 
"LAST" (CURRENT) RESIDENCE

Source of Information

"First" 
Residence 
% of Total 

(N=63)*

"Last" 
Residence 
% of Total 

(N=63)*
Percent
Change

1. Cuban Friends or 
Relatives 50.7 31.7 -19.0

2. Realtors and 
Newspapers 11.2 20.6 + 9.5

3. Self Search
(Walking, driving) 14.3 23.8 + 9.5

4. Church-related
agency or person 15.8 0.0 -15.8

5. Government Housing 
Agency 3.2 14.4 +11.2

6. Non-Cuban Friends 
or Relatives 4.8 9.5 + 4.7

*E1ght of the households 1n the sample were not Included 1n this 
computation because they did not report any 1ntra-urban moves.
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more Important as sources of housing information; and 4) the number of 

study households tapping non-Cuban friends and relatives for infor­

mation on living places registered some increase.

From these results, I t  is clear that although the ethnic commu­

n ity 's  network of social relationships ( i . e . , Cuban relatives and 

friends) remains an Important information source for housing "leads",

Its  proportional significance has eroded considerably. Study house­

holds appear to have become more self-suffic ient 1n locating and 

selecting residential places with longer periods of residence in the 

Lansing area.

Despite an Increased use of the household's own resources in 

finding housing, reliance on conventional media sources (newspapers, 

realtors) remains lim ited. Only 20 percent of the most recent resi­

dential places were located by study households using such media, a 

reflection perhaps that many are s t i l l  unable or unwilling to tap i t .  

"Non-conventional" sources (categories 1, 3, 5 and 6 in Table X II) 

provided primary Information for locating close to 80 percent of the 

current homes.

I f  the channels of housing information used by study households 

are analyzed in the ligh t of current patterns of residential location, 

further Insight 1s obtained Into the relative significance of ethnicity 

In the mobility of Cuban-Amerleans. In searching for their current 

residential places, study households presently living in the central 

areas of Lansing made greater use of "ethnic" information channels than 

suburban households, as data in Table XVI indicate. Those currently 

residing in the suburbs relied less on their Cuban friends and relatives 

and more on real estate agencies and newspapers to find their present
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TABLE XVI

CENTRAL AREAS VS SUBURBAN HOUSEHOLDS: 
SOURCES OF INFORMATION USED FOR 

LOCATING CURRENT RESIDENCE 
(IN PERCENT OF N)

Source of Information
Central Areas 

Households (N=20)
Suburban 

Households (N=34)

1. Cuban Friends or 
Relatives 41.3 23.5

2. Realtors and 
Newspapers 10.4 35.4

3. Self Search 
(Walking, Driving) 20.7 20.6

4. Government Housing 
Agency 13.8 11.7

5. Non-Cuban Friends 
or Relatives 13.8 8.8

100.0 100.0



92

homes. The differences recorded for the two groups 1n the use of the 

remaining information sources {self-search, government agencies and 

non-Cuban friends and re latives) are re la tive ly  minor.

The Desire to Live Near Relatives and Friends. The data collected 

on "reasons for selecting a given dwelling" were examined to assess the 

extent to which selection of residential places reflected a desire 1n 

study households to locate th e ir homes in close proximity to one 

another. Along with the reasoning employed 1n the previous hypothesis 

(p. 86), i t  was proposed that the desire to liv e  near friends and re la ­

tives would significantly influence the selection of residential loca­

tion of study households.

For only 17 percent of a ll  the residential moves recorded in the 

survey was the "desire to liv e  near re latives and friends" mentioned 

as the principal reason for selecting a given residence. As often 

occurs in surveys where respondents are asked open-ended questions as 

to the "why" of a particular event, the subjects offered a wide variety  

of responses as main reasons for selecting a home or apartment.

Data presented in Table XVII indicate clearly that the primary 

concerns of Cuban-Americans in selecting a home are sim ilar to those 

of other groups (see B arrett, 1973, p. 100). When the principal 

reasons for having chosen the current place of residence are examined, 

dwelling space, price, and neighborhood quality were found to predomi­

nate. Other reasons appear in the data but they re fle c t lesser overall 

importance. Households selecting a residence because of a desire to be 

near other Cuban-Americans (re latives and friends) were found for both 

residential stages (" f irs t"  and " la s t" ). S t i l l ,  they were rather few, 

particularly since i t  is reported that "ethnic" information channels
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TABLE XVII

FIRST REASONS GIVEN 
FOR SELECTING “FIRST" 

AND "LAST" (CURRENT) PLACE 
OF RESIDENCE (N=63)

Reason

"First" 
Residence 

(Percent of 
Total N)

"Last" 
Residence 

(Percent of 
Total N)

Percent
Change

1. Needed a place 58.7 1.6 -57.1

2. To be near 
relatives and 
friends 11.1 6.3 -  4.8

3. Price 11.1 23.8 +12.7

4. Space 6.3 25.4 +19.1

5. Good area 4.7 20.6 +15.9

6. Near work 3.2 3.2 0.0

7. Furnished 3.2 * -  3.2

8. Good Condition 1.7 6.4 + 4.7

9. Privacy * 4.7 + 4.7

10. Schools * 4.8 + 4.8

11. General
Accessibility * 3.2 + 3.2

100.0 100.0

♦Reason not mentioned.
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constituted an important element in the search for places to liv e  (see 

Tables XIV and XV).

The changing nature of the residential selection process of 

Cuban-Amerleans in Lansing is also apparent from Table XVI. As ex- 

pected, the reasons given for moving to the " f irs t"  residence in the 

c ity  reflected a basic and obvious concern of study households at 

that in i t ia l  phase: they needed a place to liv e . The trend to a

more "normal" situation shown in the figures fo r more recent times 

1s lik e ly  a reflection  of both a general Improvement in the economic 

status of the group and of Increased fa m ilia r ity  with the residential 

characteristics of the urban area that comes with the passing of time.

I f  the reasons given by heads of household fo r selecting a place 

to liv e  are scrutinized on the basis of current residential location, 

further patterns are uncovered in the data. For instance, 44 percent 

of the heads of suburban Cuban-American households mentioned the space 

characteristics of the dwelling as the principal reason for selecting  

th e ir  current homes as compared with only 20 percent of those presently 

residing 1n central areas (Table X V III) .  In addition, the data show 

that fo r central c ity  households the desire to locate th e ir homes near 

re latives and Cuban friends was re la tiv e ly  more important than for 

suburban fam ilies. Other reasons such as price and quality of the 

residentia l area were mentioned as Important by both groups, although 

no major differences were recorded for these. Accessibility-related  

responses were mostly offered by central area heads of household.
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TABLE XVIII

CENTRAL AREAS VS SUBURBAN HOUSEHOLDS: 
FIRST REASONS GIVEN FOR SELECTING 

CURRENT RESIDENCE 
(IN PERCENT OF N)

Reason
Central Areas 

Households (N=29)
Suburban 

Households (N=34

1. To be near relatives 
and friends 17.2 3.0

2. Price 20.7 26.5

3. Space 20.7 44.1

4. Good Area 13.8 14.7

5. Near Work 7.0 2.9

6. Good Condition 10.3 *

7. Schools * 5.9

8. General Accessibility 10.3 2.9

100.0 100.0

♦Reason not mentioned.



CHAPTER VII 

CONCLUSIONS

The purpose of this study has been to examine the spatial patterns 

of Intra-urban residential mobility among Cuban-Americans in Lansing, 

Michigan. The group represents one of the many urban Cuban-American 

communities 1n the United States for whom this country became a new 

homeland within the past two decades.

In a theoretical sense, the study examined urban-ecological as 

well as behavioral principles concerned with the spatial attributes 

of the residential mobility and location of ethnic migrants. To test 

these principles, survey information was collected via 1n-depth home 

interviews. Analysis of the survey data involved description of various 

sample characteristics and comparison of sample sub-groups on selected 

socio-economic attributes. Non-parametric tests were applied to check 

s ta tis tic a lly  the examined relationships. To provide a soclo-spatial 

frame of reference from which the mobility characteristics of the house­

holds could be properly analyzed, a factorial ecology of Lansing was 

performed employing socio-economic data from the United States 1970 

Census of Population.

Summary of Findings

The patterns of intra-urban residential mobility and location 

described for the Cuban-American community of Lansing are supportive 

of two basic notions advanced in previous social area analysis research:

96
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1. Urban ethnic households enter a residential adjustment 

process upon th e ir arrival 1n the c ity  which 1s clearly  

affected by the socio-economic characteristics of the 

family units involved, and

2. The Influence of the ethnic community on the residential 

mobility and location of ethnic households 1s strong 

during the in tia l stages of urban residence and gradually 

decreases with the passing of time.

Other more practical findings were also derived from this research. 

For example, 1n agreement with many previous studies (Lieberson, 1963; 

Spear, 1964; Ward, 1968), the central areas of the c ity  functioned as a 

residential "reception" center for the arriving migrant households. 

Furthermore, the results show that within the study period (1963-1977), 

many of the households in the sample moved away from the central areas 

and Into "better" ( I . e . , suburban) residential environments.

In the context of this study, the evidence did not clearly support 

the commonly held notion that time 1s an all-important factor in deter­

mining the a b ility  of migrant households to leave reception areas and 

settle  in suburbs. More meaningful relationships with residential 

location were found through an examination of selected socio-economic 

characteristics of the households studied, which Included income, 

occupation and home tenure. Ethnic family units 1n the higher occu­

pational and income brackets moved out of the original reception areas 

and into the suburbs to a greater extent than those with lower socio­

economic status. This finding is in agreement with recent formulations 

concerning the relationships between mobility and the social geography 

of c itie s . The principle that the aggregate mobility of urban
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households results in an orderly spatial patterning of the c ity 's  social 

groups, as households with lik e  characteristics occupy sim ilar "social 

spaces" is largely supported (Rees, 1968; see Chapter I I  of this te x t). 

And, as is true with the general population of urban areas, home- 

ownership was a more predominant condition among Cuban-American house­

holds currently located 1n suburban areas than for those residing in 

the central c ity  (Beyer, 1960; Berry and Murdie, 1965).

The results of the study are in partia l concordance with the model 

proposed by Jakle, Brunn and Rosetnan (1976) concerning the spatial 

assimilation of ethnic households (see Chapter I I I  and Figure 4 ). 

Although the specific "steps" described 1n that model were not d irectly  

tested, support was found for the authors' thesis that the gradual 

abandonment of the reception area by ethnic households depends largely  

on the re la tive  levels of social interaction of the migrants with the 

host society. In residential terms, many study households were found 

to have made the spatial "transition" hypothesized in the model. An 

increase was clearly  registered in th e ir interaction with host society 

housing Information sources and away from "ethnic" channels, as re­

flected in the analyzed residential search patterns. For those who 

le f t  the reception areas, the transition took a short time (a median 

period of four years). Also, 1t Involved few previous residential 

moves within the central areas of the c ity .

The evidence on the re la tive  degree of "spatial assimilation" 

undergone by Cuban-Americans in Lansing 1s less conclusive. Both 

clustering and dispersion of study households have occurred within 

the social space of the c ity . The reasons for this variance are not 

en tire ly  c lear, although the clustering of a group of households in
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selected urban tracts was found related to occupational status. The 

overall spatial pattern, however, was d e fin ite ly  not random, an in d i­

cation that a t the time of th is study the group was not "spatia lly  

assimilated" in a s tr ic t  and to ta l sense.

The research reveals that ethnic factors have played an Important 

role 1n the residential m obility and location of Cuban-Amerleans 1n 

Lansing, much as they have for previous migrant groups to urban areas 

(Kosa, 1956; Gans, 1967; Gad, Peddle and Punter, 1973). The network of 

primary relationships of the Cuban-Amerlcan community functioned as the 

primary Information source fo r individual ethnic households in th e ir  

search for housing. The re la tiv e  importance of that network has de­

creased considerably in the more recent stages of the group's residence 

1n the c ity . The ethnic community played a greater role in recent resi 

dentlal decisions of those remaining in the central c ity  than in those 

of households currently in the suburbs.

Implied 1n findings on the changing nature of the housing search 

patterns of the group is some support for behavioral concepts that 

re la te  to the spatial characteristics of m obility. The increased r e l i ­

ance of study households on th e ir self-search a b ilit ie s  (driving by, 

walking) in the quest for residential places, suggests that the "aware­

ness space" of Cuban-Amerlcans in Lansing has increasingly become an 

important factor both 1n th e ir mobility and location decisions.

Summary Comments

Two major questions formed the basis fo r this research, v i z . , 

"Where the mobility?" and "Why there?". There are many other questions 

and aspects which would have to enter into a comprehensive discussion 

of intra-urban residential m obility. Of significance would be an
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assessment of the relative importance of the many characteristics of the 

housing market that affect and determine mobility patterns. Also, l i f e ­

cycle and life -s ty le  variables would have to be more extensively con­

sidered as factors that may help explain the residential mobility of 

Cuban-Americans.

The patterns of intra-urban residential mobility of Cuban- 

Americans in Lansing were found to conform generally with those of 

other ethnic groups previously migrating to the c ity . A difference 

is that a majority of these Cuban-American households seem to have 

evolved rather quickly to a level of socio-economic improvement which 

normally might take much longer, i f  1t took place at a l l .  In the 

course of home interviews and in analyzing the survey data, i t  became 

obvious that many of these newly-arrived migrants have made visible  

gains in the process of economic adaptation to a new environment.

That similar conditions may exist with other Cuban-American 

communities in the United States was suggested by the studies on 

Cuban-Americans reviewed in Chapter I I I .  While emphasizing different 

conceptual approaches and analytical methods, these findings indicate 

that the general economic adjustment of Cuban-Americans has progressed 

at a re latively rapid pace. In agreement with the results of this 

study, Cuban-American residential movement to the suburbs in other 

cities was suggested by Ropka (1973) and Eichelberger (1973) and 

recorded and analyzed in a planning report (Dade County Planning 

Department, 1970).

Even though suburban movement is taking place, 1t should be 

pointed out that many Cuban-American households in the United States 

currently reside in central c ities . This was evident for Lansing and



has been documented for other c itie s , i . e . , Chicago and Miami. As was 

found in Lansing and 1s like ly  true elsewhere, households living in 

central c ities include the most socio-economlcally deprived segments 

of the ethnic population. Specific areas of the "L ittle  Havana" sector 

in the central areas of Miami come to mind in this regard, where the 

disproportionate presence of such groups, e .g .. the unemployed and the 

elderly, was documented by a recent study on the Cuban-American minority 

of the United States (Prohfas and Casal, 1973). This concentration of 

disadvantaged groups 1n central cities 1s a condition which appears 

characteristic of the residential location patterns of practically a ll 

urban population sub-groups, Including other ethnic and racial minori­

ties such as Blacks, Mexican-Americans and Puerto Ricans. With the 

la tte r groups, however, the re lative proportions of their populations 

living 1n central c ity  areas, and the persistence over time of these 

types of central c ity  concentrations, seem to re flect a lesser tendency 

to become "spatially assimilated" than that appearing to be the norm 

for Cuban-Americans. A like ly  explanation for this phenomenon which 

has been offered is that the migration of Cubans to the United States 

has been largely political and has Included a large group of highly 

skilled middle-class migrants fleeing a Marxist revolution. Portes 

(1969) and Rogg (1974) offer evidence that the relative socio-economic 

"success" of Cuban-Americans in the United States can be explained 

largely in terms of the middle-class orientation and background of most 

migrants. On the other hand, the works of Cox (1971) and Wong (1974) 

Indicate that sizable numbers of lower-class Cubans, mostly urban but 

some rura l, have been part of the exodus to the United States.



I t  1s apparent from the findings of this and previous studies that 

much research is s t i l l  needed on the background and adaptation charac­

teris tics  of Cuban-American individuals and communities in United States 

c itie s . The residential patterns and processes of Cubans, along with 

those of other new groups of Immigrants such as Vietnamese and other 

contemporary and not-so-recent racial and ethnic minorities, i . e . , 

Blacks, Mex1can-Amer1cans and Puerto Ricans, provide a subject of 

continued Interest to social scientists and policy makers. We need 

to know more about the mechanics and the re lative  dimensions of the 

residential location and movement patterns of the d ifferent minority 

and social sub-groups 1n the c ity , and to monitor the changes which 

may be occurring In these patterns. The degree to which these urban 

residential patterns and processes are or become "social problems" is 

essentially a function of our a b ility  to fu lly  understand their nature 

and our willingness to fa c ilita te  the implementation of appropriate 

social policies on the basis of such understanding.
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APPENDIX I 
ENCUESTA 

PROYECTO MOVILIDAD RESIDENCIAL 
MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY

Numero ____ Sector ____
1. i,En que fecha llego usted a los Estados Unidos?

Mes ________Ario________
2. i,En que fecha llego usted a Lansing?

Mes _______ A no _______
3* i.Podria indicar las razones principales por las que vino a vivir a Lansing?

iCuanto tiempo lleva de formada esta familia?
Anos ______ Meses______

5* <L,Vivio usted en Lansing antes de forroar esta familia?
S i  ________  No ________

6. (En caso afirmativo) - ^Cuanto tiempo?
Anos ______ Meses______

7. i,En que fecha se mudo esta familiar a la presente resideneia?
Mes  Anos ______

8. Usted est Inquilino ____  Esta comprando la casa ______

A continuacion agradeceria si pudiera dar respuesta a varias 
preguntas en relacion a corao localizo esta residencia en que vive ahora*
9. iComo supo de esta casa? ______________________________

10* «j,Estaba buscando en cualquier parte de la ciudad o en alguna zona especifica?
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11. (Si en una zona especifica) - JDonde? _________________
12. i,Por que esa zona?
13* <̂ A1 buscar casa, ^estaba evadiendo a proposito alguna

zona especifica de la ciudad? s£   No ________
14. (En caso afirmativo) ^Cual? ___________________________
15. <,Por que evitaba esa zona? ____________________________
16. ^Podria indicar algunas de las razones que le con­vene! er on a mudarse aqu£?

17* Antes de mudarse aqui, ^estaba usted familiarizado con esta zona?
S£_________No_________

18. iCon esta calle? s£  No_________
19* (En caso afirmativo) - ^De que manera se familiarizo con esta zona?

20. i,Con esta calle? ______________________________________
En las siguientes preguntas se le pide por favor que recuerde sobre los lugares en que previamente a residido esta familia 
en Lansing.
21. Primeramente, i ,e n  cuantos lugares ha vivido esta familia 

aquf en Lansing? (incluyendo actual residencia) ______
22. i,En los Estados Unidos? _______________________________
Ahora, comenzando por el primer lugar en que vivio esta 
familia en Lansing1
23. i,En que ano se mudo para esa casa?  Mes? ______
24. iRecuerda la direccion? (Mas 0 menos) ________________
25• iComo supo de esa casa? _______________________________
26. Razones por las que se mudo a esa casa: _______________

27* Era: Xnquilino _____________  Dueno___________________
28. i,Por cuanto tiempo vivio alii? Anos ______ Meses______
29. iCuantas personas vivfan en ese hogar? ________________
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30• Razones por las que se mudo de esa casai

Segunda residencia*
31• £En que ano se mudo para esa casa? _____________
32. ^Recuerda la direccion? (Mas 0 menos) _________
33* iCo®0 supo de esa casa? ________________________
34. Razones por las que se mudo a esa casa* ________

35* Era* Inquilino ____________ Duerio _____________
36. i,Por cuanto tiempo vivio alii? Anos ______  Meses
37* iCuantas personas vivian en ese hogar? _________
38. Razones por las que se mudo de esa casa* _______

Tercera residencia*
39 • iEn que ario se mudo para esa casa? _____________
40. ^Recuerda la direccion? (Mas o menos) _________
4-1. iComo supo de esa casa? ________________________
42. Razones por las que se mudo a esa casa* ________

43. Era* Inquilino ____________  Dueno ____________
44. ^Por cuanto tiempo vivio alii? Anos ______  Meses
45. ^Cuantas personas vivian en ese hogar? _________
46. Razones por las que se mudo de esa casa* ________

Cuarta residencia*
47. i,En qU4 ano se mudo para esa casa? _____________
48. ^Recuerda la direccion? (Mas o menos) _________
49. iCorao supo de esa casa? ________________________
50. Razones por las que se mudo a esa casa* _________
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51 • Erat Inquilino ______________ Dueno __________________
52. 1Por cuanto tiempo vivio allf? Anos ______  Meses_______
53. iCuantas personas vivian en ese hogar? ________________
5*K Razones por las que se mudo de esa casa* ______________

Y ahora unas ultimas preguntas para completar la encuesta.
55* Numero de personas que viven en las casa* _____________
56. Numero de ninos menores de 18 anos* ___________________
57. Edad de los nifios _____________________________________
58. Edad del cabeza de familia ____________________________
59* Ocupacion actual del cabeza de familia ________________

I  En Cuba? _____________________________________________
60. i,Es alguno de los conyuges de este hogar de origen no- cubano? Si ________ No__________

(En caso afirmativo) - Esposo ________  Esposa__________
Origen o nacionalidad _________________________________

61. ^Tiene planes esta familia de quedarse permanentemente 
en Lansing o piensan irse a otro lugar?
Planes de irse _____ Quedarse _____ No sabe______

62. Ultimo grado escolar completado por el cabeza de familia

(Para las preguntas en la ultima pagina utilizar la hoja con 
el cuadro de ingresos* El entrevistado ha de marcarla por 
s i mismo si asi lo desea.)
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63* Ingreso anual del cabeza de famillai (Haga una.marca)
_________________ Menos de $3,000
  3.000 - 5.999
  6,000 - 8,999
_________________  9,000 - 11,999
_________________ 12,000 - 14,999
_________________ 15.000 - 24,999
_________________ Mas de 25.000

64* Ingreso anual conjunto de todo el hogar*
_________________ Menos de $3,000
_________________ 3.000 - 5.999
  6,000 - 8,999
  9.000 - 11,999
_________________ 12,000 - 14,999
_________________ 15.000 - 24,999
_________________ Mas de 25.000

MUCHISIMAS GRACIAS 
AGRADECEMOS SU COOPERACION
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M IC H IG A N  STATE U N IV ER SITY

D E PA R TM EN T OF GEOGRAPHY EAST LANSING  • M IC H IG A N  • 48824

ENCUESTA

PROYECTO "MOVILIDAD RESIDENCIAL" 

MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY

Estlmado Jefe (a) de fam ilia:

El Departamento de Geograffa de Michigan State University 
esta' llevando a cabo un estudio de la  vlvienda en la zona 
metropolltana de Lansing. Uno de los objectivos del 
proyecto es el de obtener informacion sobre las famiHas
cubanas que reslden en la culdad.

El formularlo de preguntas que a continuacidn se relacionan 
se ha preparado con este f in .  Por este medio queremos 
s o lic lta r  su colaboracitfn para llenar este cuestionario.

Las preguntas las ha de contestar el je fe  de famlHa o en 
su defecto el co'nyugue presente en el momento de la 
entrevista. La 1nformac1o'n obtenida sera dnlcamente 
utillzada con fines academicos, para establecer caracte- 
rfs ticas y condlclones de vlvienda de las personas de habla
hispana que residen en la communidad.

Muchas gracias por su cooperacidn.

Atentamente,

Dr. Stanley Brunn 
Mr. Jose' L. Mesa

Project Coordinators
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INTERVIEW SCHEDULE

I.D . No. 

TRACT __

Residential Mobility Survey 

Michigan State University

1. When did you arrive from Cuba? Month__________ Year _

2. When did you move to Lansing? Month__________ Year _

3. What were the main reasons you came to live In Lansing?

4. How long ago was this household formed? Years Months

5. Did you live  1n Lansing before forming this family? Yes   No  

6. ( I f  answer to #5 1s Yes)

For how long? Years  Months_____

7. When did you move to this (present) address? Month ____  Year____

8. Do you own?_____  Rent?_____

Concerning your most recent search for a place to liv e ...................

9. How did you learn about the ava ilab ility  of this house?

10. Were you looking 1n a specific part of town?

anywhere 1n town?

11. I f  a specific part of town: Where? _______

12. Why there? _______________________________
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13. Mere you avoiding on purpose looking 1n a specific part of town? 

Yes  No_____

14. I f  yes: Where? _____________________________________________

15. Why that part of town? _______________________________________

16. Why did you decide to move Into this house? ___________________

17. Before you moved here, were you fam iliar with this area?

Yes  No_____

18. With this street? Yes  No_____

19. I f  yes: How had you become fam iliar with this area? __________

20. With this street? ___________________________________________

In the following questions you are asked to recall the places in 
which you have previously lived here 1n Lansing:

21. F irs t, how many residences has this family occupied in Lansing 
(including this residence)?

22. In the United States? (excluding Lansing) _________

In chronological order, starting with the dwelling occupied when 
f i r s t  arrived In city:

First Residence

23. In what year did you move there? __________

24. What was the address (or the name of the streets on the nearest 
corner)?

25. How did you find out about this place?

26. Reasons for selecting that residence:

27. Rented? Owned?
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28. How long did you liv e  there? Years Months

29. How many persons lived 1n that residence?

30. Why did you move out?

Second Residence

31. In what year did you move there?

32. What was the address (or the name of the streets on the nearest
corner)?

33. How did you find out about this place?

34. Reasons for selecting that residence:

35. Rented? Owned?

36. How long did you liv e  there? Years Months

37. How many persons lived 1n that residence?

38. Why did you move out? 

Third Residence

39. In what year did you move there?

40. What was the address (or the name of the streets on the nearest 
corner)?

41. How did you find out about this place?

42. Reasons for selecting that residence:

43. Rented? Owned?

44. How long did you live  there? Years Months

45. How many persons lived in that residence?

46. Why did you move out?
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Fourth Residence

47. In what year did you move there? __________

48. What was the address (or the name of the streets on the nearest 
corner)?

49. How did you find out about this place?

50. Reasons for selecting that residence:

51. Rented?___________ Owned?_________

52. How long did you liv e  there? Years _________  Months__________

53. How many persons lived 1n that residence? _______________________

54. Why did you move out? __________________________________________

55. Number of people 1n household __________

56. Number of children under 18 __________

57. Age of children ________________________

58. Age of head of household _______________

59. Occupation of head of household:

In Lansing _________________________________________________
In Cuba

60. Are any of the spouses in this family of non-Cuban origin? _____

( I f  yes) Husband__________  W ife__________

61. Does this family have plans to stay 1n Lansing permanently or w ill
1t move to a d iffe ren t c ity  or state?

Plans to Leave_________  S tay___________  Don't Know__________

62. Last grade of schooling completed by the head of this household:

(For the remaining questions use the Income categories on the 
las t page. The respondent may f i l l  in the answers personally 
i f  he/she so wishes.)
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63. Annual Income of the head of the household (Make a mark i 
proper category)

__________  Under $3,000

__________  3,000 to 5,999

________  6,000 to 8,999
__________  9,000 to 11,999

__________  12,000 to 14,999

__________  15,000 to 24,999

__________  25,000 and Over

64. Annual to ta l household Income:

  Under $3,000

__________  3,000 to 5,999

  6,000 to 8,999

__________  9,000 to 11,999

__________  12,000 to 14,999

__________  15,000 to 24,999

__________  25,000 and Over

n the

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR 

YOUR COOPERATION.



MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY

DEPARTMENT OF GEOGRAPHY EAST LANSING • MICHIGAN • 48824

SURVEY

RESIDENTIAL MOBILITY PROJECT 

Michigan State University

Dear Head of Household:

The Department of Geography of Michigan State University is con­
ducting a study dealing with housing patterns in the Lansing 
Metropolitan Area. An objective of the project 1s to obtain 
Information about the Cuban families that live in the c ity .

The Interview schedule that w ill be used to ask you some questions 
has been prepared to this end. By means of this le tte r we request 
your collaboration to help us f i l l  this questionnaire.

The questions should be answered by the head of the household or 
the spouse present a t the time of the interview. The Information 
obtained w ill be used s tr ic tly  for academic purposes, to establish 
housing conditions and characteristics of the Spanish-Speaking 
people of this community.

Many thanks for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stanley Brunn 
Mr. Jose L. Mesa

Project Coordinators



APPENDIX I I

List of Variables Included In the Factor Analysis of Study Area Census 
Tracts.

Variable Label

1. Median number of school years completed SCHOOL
2. Median household income INCOME
3. Median value of owner occupied housing VALHOU
4. Average number of persons per household PEPHLD
5. Percent of the housing units that are owner occupied OWNER
6. Percent single-family units SNGFAM
7. Percent unemployed UNEMP
8. Females 16 years and over in labor force as a percent

of total tract labor force WKWOMN
9. Percent Black population BLACKS

*10. Percent persons of Spanish language SPANSH
*11. Percent persons in the same house five  years or

longer SAMHOU
12. Percent housing units bu ilt between 1960 and 1970 RECHOU
13. Percent professional workers PRFWKS
14. Percent service workers SVCWKS
15. Percent population 65 years old and over OLDPRS
16. Percent families with children under 18 years of age CHILDR

*17. Percent population under 18 years in families with
female head FEMHED

*
An asterisk denotes those variables specifically selected for this 

study as opposed to those included a fter reviewing previous works on 
social area analysis.

124



APPENDIX I I I

Variables Loading on the Four Principal Factors with Values Over +_ .5

Factor

“Economic Status11

I I .  "Family Status- 
Working Women"

Variable
Label*

INCOME
VALHOU
SCHOOL
RECHOU
PRFWKS
OWNER
PEPHLD

FEMHED
SVCWKS
UNEMP
OLDPRS
SPANSH

(BLACKS)

WKWOMN
PRFWKS
SCHOOL

SNGFAM
OWNER
PEPHLD
SAMHOU

Loading

.92

.85

.74

.68

.68

.55

.52

-.81
-.71
-.70
-.54
-.50

(- .4 2 )* *

.54

.54

.51

-.82
-.75
- .68
- . 6 6

I I I .  "Family Status- 
Older Persons"

IV. "Ethnic Status"

OLDPRS
SAMHOU

CHILDR
RECHOU

BLACKS
(UNEMP)

.68

.64

-.64
-.61

(!46 )**

SPANSH -.63

*For key to variable labels see Appendix I I
* *

Pertinent variables not quite reaching a +_ .5 value
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