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ABSTRACT

This research addresses where and why interethnic violence occurred during four
major urban riots of the 20® Century: The Chicago Riot of 1919, The Detroit Riot of
1943, the Miami Riot of 1980, and the Los Angeles Riot of 1992. Employing a
multi-method approach, including historical accounts, statistical modeling of census data,
and geographic information systems (GIS) analysis, I investigate whether an explanatory
model combining elements of ethnic succession and competition perspectives on riot
violence is generalizable to both recent riot events in Miami and Los Angeles and earlier
riots in Chicago and Detroit. Such explanation emphasizes the effects of internal and
international migration on the racial/ethnic composition of neighborhoods, competition
for jobs and housing, and the intensity of riot violence at the census tract level. I find
support for a combined ethnic succession and ethnic competition interpretation of riot
violence in all four events. I conclude by highlighting the similar effects of the Great
Migration on rioting in Chicago and Detroit and recent waves of immigration on rioting
in Miami and Los Angeles. I argue that to make sense of recent rioting in Miami and Los
Angeles we must be willing to engage in historical comparisons and examine the local
dynamics of inter-ethnic violence in cases past and present. We must look beyond the
black/white race relations paradigm towards a general model of collective violence that is
independent of the specific actors involved, a model that takes the changing racial/ethnic

composition of American cities into account.
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Introduction

During the twentieth century, tensions among members of different racial/ethnic
groups in urban American have periodically been manifested in episodes of collective
violence. In recent years, interethnic violenée erupted on the streets of South Central Los
Angeles (1992) and Miami (1980), in each case leaving scores of people injured, dozens
of people dead, and several hundred million dollars of property damaged. Accounts of
sheer brutality, such as the bludgeoning of a truck driver with a heavy oxygen canister at
the comner of Florence Boulevard and Normandie Avenue in Los Angeles, or the insertion
of a thorny rose into the mouth of a man lying prostrate on the bloodied pavement in
Liberty City, Miami were reported in the press as if they were novel phenomena. Such
violence was portrayed as an ugly emergent aspect of life in today’s “muitiethnic”,
“multicultural” cities where whites, blacks, and recent immigrants from Latin America
and ‘Asia all strive for space and power. Yet, looking at reports of riots which took place
earlier in this century, such as Chicago (1919) and Detroit (1943), one can readily
observe the same savagery with which members of different racial/ethnic groups
assauited and murdered one another. Chicago and Detroit, with their high proportions of
foreign-born residents and sizable African American presence, could also be
characterized as “multiethnic™ and “multicultural”. There, recently established
immigrants from Europe contended with even more recent black migrants from the
Southern U.S. for control of physical space and inclusion into the political and economic
life of the metropolis. There too, rapid demographic change and competitive pressures

among racial/ethnic groups seem to have been implicated in the genesis of violence.
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Given the dual features of rapid demographic change and competitive relations
among ethnic/racial groups displayed in all four cities, I ask whether the urban rioting of
recent years is indeed a new phenomena rooted in the unique circumstances of present
day “global” cities ( Los Angeles and Miami), or whether a more general dynamic of
interethnic violence is currently at play which harkens back to earlier decades of this
century. A corollary purpose of this study is to identify features of neighborhoods which,
within cities experiencing rioting, help predict where violence is most likely to occur. By
doing so, I hope to specify a general model of riot violence that fits both events of the
recent and distant past. To understand recent urban violence in Miami (1980) and Los
Angeles (1992), I argue, it is necessary to examine the historical and statistical parallels
between these and earlier riot events, such as those which took place in Chicago (1919)
and Detroit (1943). In short, to make sense of what is happening in the present, we must
g0 “back to the future™.

Shortly after the turn of the century, African Americans began their “great
migration” from the towns and villages of the rural South to industrial cities of the North.
With the advent of World War One, demand for unskilled labor in the factories and
slaughterhouses of the North increased dramatically. At the same time, cotton crops, a
staple of the Southern economy were devastated by the boll weevil parasite. Black
sharecroppers and fieldhands found it difficult to survive. Facing everyday humiliations
and threats of violence at the hands of whites under Jim Crow segregation, for Southern
blacks, the relatively high wages of the North seemed an almost irresistible draw.
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Chicago

Beginning around 1910, thousands of southern blacks embarked on the journey by
rail to the “promised land”. Many settled in one particular city, which they came to refer
to as “Sweet Home™ Chicago. But as the black population of Chicago grew dramatically
from 1915 to 1920, relations between whites and blacks soured. White Chicagoans, many
of whom had immigrated from Europe to America just one or two decades earlier, came
to view blacks as a potential threat to their economic security, political power, and
ethnically organized neighborhoods. As young white men were sent off to war, black
migrants filled their place in the slaughterhouses and factories, temporarily leading to
workplace integration, but also generating tensions among whites who believed that
blacks might be used to undercut their wages and job security. Reflecting the increasing
numbers of constituents within their wards, a development which had resulted from the
southern mass migration, black political leaders found themselves able to assert a
modicum of influence in city politics and pressed their demands for political inclusion.
This too threatened whites sense of control Residentially, in previous decades blacks had
been confined by the socially constructed boundaries of the “black belt™, but this area of
settlement was rapidly becoming overcrowded. Black families began to move into the
surrounding neighborhoods, such as Hyde Park, which were occupied almost exclusively
by whites. The black belt was expanding. Finally, African American soldiers, returning
from the front in Europe, demanded to be treated with the respect and dignity they had
earned in battle. Taking their cue from these soldiers, blacks citizens in Chicago and

other cities became more militant in asserting their claim for equal treatment. Whites,
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particularly those of working class and/or immigrant background, reacted to these
developments with trepidation and anger, fearing the loss of their relative privileges and
status vis a vis blacks. On one hot summer day in 1919, when a black teenager swimming
in Lake Michigan crossed over the imaginary line separating black space from white
space, violence erupted between the two groups.

Detroit

Migration of rural Southern blacks to the urban north slowed somewhat after
World War One but began again in earnest as the U.S. made preparations to enter the
Second World War. Again there was an intense demand for factory labor, particularly in
heavy industrial plants producing tanks, planes and other military material, many of
which were located in Detroit, Michigan. Conditions for blacks living in the rural south
had not improved much since the turn of the century, and to some extent had actually
worsened. With the increasing mechanization of agriculture, Southern sharecroppers
found themselves replaced by mechanical cotton harvesters. Again, there was a powerful
economic incentive for blacks to migrate northward.

Whites in Detroit reacted to the wave of new arrivals in much the same manner as
had white residents of Chicago. A substantial proportion of these white residents, like
those in Chicago, were recently established immigrants. Others were themselves migrants
from the South. As the black population of Detroit rapidly increased, whites expressed
fears that the black migrants would take their jobs, develop political power, and overrun
their residential enclaves. Again, as part of the war effort, the industrial labor force was

integrated despite white’s efforts to exclude black workers. Politically, despite wartime
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propaganda encouraging racial and ethnic tolerance, racist organizations flourished,
fielding candidates for important positions, including a bid for the mayor’s office. An
overall shortage of affordable housing helped heighten tensions among white immigrants
and recent black migrants. Skirmishes began to occur at the boundaries of the black belt,
at a proposed public housing project, and at recreational facilities. Again, on a hot
summer day in July of 1943, after a brief scuffle between black and white youths playing
cards at the beach, and a rumor that a white mob had killed a pregnant black woman, full
fledged rioting broke out.

On the surface, events that took place in Miami (1980) and Los Angeles (1992)
bear little resemblance to those of Chicago (1919) and Detroit (1943). Rioting in both
cities directly followed the acquittal of white police officers accused of severely beating
black motorists, not scuffles between white and black beach-goers. Furthermore, few
African Americans in Miami and Los Angeles were recent migrants. Most had lived there
for several decades, and the black communities of both cities, although on average poorer
than the white populace, appeared relatively stable. Yet, as was the case in Chicago and
Detroit, during the decade preceding each riot both Miami and Los Angeles experienced
dramatic demographic change associated with intensified waves of migration. Now, the
in-migrants were not blacks from the rural south, moving into established white areas.
Rather, they were immigrants from Latin America, moving into cities with established
black populations. Yet, the sheer magnitude of Latino immigration would profoundly
alter the economic, political, and residential landscape of these cities in such manner as to
engender hostility between the new Latino arrivals and black residents. Hence, there
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appears to be some general similarity of conditions which helped to generate violence in
both Miami and Los Angeles, as well as Chicago and Detroit.
Miami

In the aftermath of the 1959 Cuban Revolution, from the 1960s through 1980s
Miami attracted several waves of Cuban immigrants. The earliest arrivals were mostly
upper and middle class professionals who arrived during the 1960s. These migrants did
not compete directly with working class blacks for jobs. Instead, they quickly bypassed
black Miamians in their quest for political and economic power. Later Cuban arrivals
opened businesses catering to black neighborhoods, effectively acting as “middle men
minorities” (Bonacich, 1973). Yet, more changes were in order. Between 1970 and 1980,
Miami was simultaneously swept by two waves of immigration, one of Haitian and West
Indian blacks, another of working class Cubans. At the time when these immigrants
arrived, whites had already begun moving to the suburbs. Within ten years, Latinos came
to represent a majority of the city of Miami’s population, enabling them to wield a degree
of political- and economic power.

To Native born black Miamians it seemed as if their progress was stunted by the
continuing arrival of newcomers, eager to take jobs in hotel and restaurant industries,
establish businesses in black neighborhoods, and cut deals with the white political
establishment. As “refugees”, Cubans and Haitians were afforded official aid for housing,
employment, and business development, privileges that gave them an economic
advantage over American born blacks. Meanwhile, a majority of black Miamians
continued to live in impoverished segregated neighborhoods like Liberty City and
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Overtown, finding themselves surrounded by thriving immigrant enclaves. Although
immigrants were not moving into their neighborhoods, black Miamians felt confined and
cut off from the city’s centers of power. Such powerlessness was underscored by the case
of Arthur McDuffie, a black insurance salesman who was beaten to death by white and
Latino police officers while riding his motorcycle. Despite overwhelming evidence of
their guilt, an all white jury acquitted the police officers, a verdict which set off three
days of rioting.

Los Angeles

In Los Angeles, violence was also ignited by the acquittal of white police officers
accused of beating a black motorist. Like Miami, tensions in Los Angeles had been
building for some time. The population of Los Angeles was changing dramatically.
Mexican immigrants, both legal and undocumented played a key role in the city’s shifting
demographics. From 1980 to 1990, Los Angeles became the focus of an unprecedented
wave of Mexican and Asian immigration. As in Miami, whites had begun to move away
from the city to the suburbs. Middle class black soon followed, moving to adjacent
suburbs, leaving poor working class blacks behind to face the immigrant “invasion”. Los
Angeles was becoming an increasingly Latino and Asian city.

Asian immigrants began establishing businesses in black neighborhoods, filling
the middleman role that Jews had once occupied. Continuing a process that had begun in
the mid 1960s, factories which employed a majority of African American workers in Los
Angeles, were increasingly replaced by low wage garment shops and construction firms

employing immigrant labor. With recent immigrants willing to work for relatively low
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wages, black inner city residents came to perceive the immigrant presence as a major
source of their economic misery. Politically, as a function of their decreasing size relative
to other groups, blacks were also faced with a loss of the slight degree of political power
they had mustered in the previous ten years. Despite having a black mayor in office
political patronage and economic development programs seemed to bypass the areas
where most blacks lived. By contrast, Latinos began to reap the political rewards
generated by their increasing numbers. For the first time, in 1992, a Latino was elected to
the county board of supervisors. By 1994, a new mayor was elected despite failing to
attain a majority of black votes, thus underscoring the irrelevance of the black vote and
the increasing power of the new Anglo-Latino political coalition.

Finally, what had been a mostly black neighborhood in South Central Los
Angeles was becoming a mixed black and Latino neighborhood with Asian owned liquor
stores and mini-malls lining the major thoroughfares. Black and Latino gangs wrestled
for control over turf. Black customers and Korean storeowners wrangled over culture and
consumer etiquette. In one particularly poignant case, a Korean storeowner shot a black
teenager in a dispute regarding a bottle of orange juice. Facing stagnating or falling
incomes, loss of political power, and residential displacement many African American
residents who had remained in South Central Los Angeles were angry. When the verdict
in the Rodney King case was handed down, violence seemed an almost foregone
conclusion.

Ironically, I argue in this research, blacks in Miami and Los Angeles found

themselves in a position similar to that of working class white ethnics in Chicago and



Detroit earlier in the century. Not fully secure of their own status, African Americans,
like their white historical counterparts, came to perceive the latest arrivals as a threat to
their limited hold on jobs, housing and political power. They too felt threatened by a
process best described as “ethnic succession”. Having established a modicum of control
within their neighborhood boundaries and occupational niches, blacks, like whites before
them, feared the “invasion” of their residential space as well as the competitive political
and economic threat that immigrants seemed to represent. Thus, I suggest that a common
dynamic may in large part be responsible for both the recent violence in urban America,
as well as that of the not so distant past. First, however, I must offer a brief disclaimer. In
the effort to advance a general model for interethnic violence this study concentrates less
on the unique historical experiences and circumstance of different ethnic/racial groups in
urban America than the commonality with which various groups have reacted when faced
with threats to their perceived status.

The first two chapters of this dissertation focus on theoretical explanations for riot
activity and methodological innovations in the study of riot violence. In chapter one, I lay
the theoretical foundation for this study, rooted in the tradition of human ecology and
ethnic competition. In chapter two I explain how the present research employs new
methodological techniques for the analysis of riot violence, which include shifting the
level of analysis from cities to neighborhoods within cities through the use of census tract
data and employing geographic information systems (GIS) software to map demographic
processes over time and space. Chapters three through five, focus on the riot events
themselves. Chapter 3 presents a comparative case analysis of the 1919 Chicago Riot and



the 1943 Detroit Riot. Chapter 4 does the same for the 1980 Miami Riot and the Los
Angeles Riot of 1992. Each of these chapters provides a brief historical background on
developments leading up to the outbreak of violence, statistical tests of an ethnic
succession hypothesis, and maps illustrating the relationship between demographic
change and riot violence. Chapter 5 synthesizes the results of the comparative analyses
presented in chapters three and four. In that chapter I compare and contrast the recent
riots in Miami and Los Angeles with earlier riot events in Chicago and Detroit. There I
will assess the case for a general model of riot violence based on the process of ethnic

succession.
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Chapter 1-Theoretical Explanations for Ethnic Collective Violence

Sociological explanations for ethnic collective violence typically fall into two
camps, one which focuses on competition among groups for limited resources and the
other which emphasizes segregation and economic deprivation as key factors in
generating hostilities between members of different racial/ethnic groups. Proponents of
the former perspective argue that violence is a product of increasing inter-group contact
that generates competitive pressures leading to the outbreak of overt hostilities. Scholars
in the [atter camp argue that it is the isolation of ethnic/racial minorities from mainstream
society and their concomitant exclusion from access to political and economic rewards
that causes them to engage in violence. Although these explanations are not mutually
exclusive and indeed may be complementary in some respects, for the moment I will treat
them separately and discuss their implications for the study of race riots. I begin with
segregation and deprivation accounts for collective violence.
Segregation and its Discontents

Segregation involves the spatial separation of different racial/ethnic groups such
that the potential for interaction among members of these groups in social institutions is
limited. Segregation typically refers to an unequal distribution of group population in
geographical space but also applies to labor markets where members of particular
racial/ethnic groups are excluded from certain occupational locations. Often, geographic
segregation, labor market exclusion, and educational disparities go hand in hand,
reinforcing one another in a “web of urban racism™(Baron 1969). Despite the passage of
The Civil Rights Act of 1964 (which removed official/legal support for racial



discrimination in housing, employment and public facilities), high levels of residential
and occupation segregation have persisted in many American cities. This sad fact has led
demographers Massey and Denton (1992) to characterize the present situation as
“American Apartheid”.

Like Baron (1969), Massey and Denton (1992) argue that segregation is the key
factor that helps to perpetuate inequality between whites and African Americans by
attenuating their social network ties to the mainstream and hence limiting access to
economic and cultural opportunities. Furthermore, these scholars argue, persistent
residential and economic segregation may foster the development of racial subcultures
forged in opposition to that of the dominant racial majority. Such sub-cultural formation
may further engender a perception of difference among minority and majority groups,
helping to foster conflict where and when members of these groups do interact. Hechter
(1975), in his study of the “Celtic Fringe”, refers to interaction of economic segregation
and geographic isolation as creating a “cultural division of labor” between Scots and
Englishmen. In his book, titled Internal Colonialism, he details how persistent geographic
and economic isolation led Scots to assert a national identity in opposition to that of
England, at one time leading to overt warfare between the Scots and the English.

Applied to race relation in America during the 1960s, Blauner (1969) suggests
that blacks in America’s cities lived in a colonial relationship to a white majority that
maintained political and economic control of the inner city long after they had ceased to
live there. Analogous to Hechter’s depiction of the economic exploitation of Scots who
had been “colonized” by the English, Blauner considers white political and economic
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elites to be exploiting the labor of African Americans concentrated in inner city
neighborhoods. He argues that the “rebeilions” which occurred during the mid to late
1960s represent a political response to such “internal colonialism™. As such, Blauner and
others (Feagin and Hahn 1973, Fogelson 1971) suggest that such riots had deliberately
targeted institutions that symbolized white political and economic power, e.g. police
outposts, courthouses, and white owned businesses. Likewise, McAdam (1982)
characterizes the 1960s civil disturbances as a form of political protest.

For decades, scholars like Kenneth Clark (1965), and Karl Taeuber (1965) bad
noted the profoundly negative impact of segregation on the socioeconomic well-being of
African Americans, suggesting that segregation led to various forms of “ghetto
pathologies™ such as higher rates of violent crime. Writing in the late 1980s, William
Julious Wilson (1987) updated this school of thought, arguing that a transformation of the
economy from manufacturing to service based industry exacerbated the effects of racial
segregation. This economic transformation, he noted, helped foster the growth of an
“urban underclass”, a category comprised of persons who are persistently undereducated,
unemployed, and concentrated in America’s inner cities. Due to the absence of strong
community institutions (a product of structural decay) inner city dwellers have, according
to Wilson, become more likely to reject the values of mainstream society, and engage in
deviant or criminal behaviors. Applying this perspective to homicidal violence, Peterson
and Krivo (1993) found segregation to be a significant predictor of black victimization

rates in large American inner cities. Isolated from mainstream society, members of
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racial/ethnic minority groups who live in highly segregated areas may be prone toward
violence, and primed for rebellion, in contrast to their less segregated counterparts.
Deprivation and Collective Violence

While several theorists examine the association between segregation and
crime/violence, some place greater emphasis on how economic deprivation acts as a
causal factor in outbreaks of riot activity. Although economic indicators of deprivation
such as low income levels tend to be correlated with segregation, these scholars argue
that it is economic deprivation, or the perception thereof, which gives rise to frustrations
later expressed in violence. Such anger can be a response to impoverished conditions
(absolute deprivation) or a sense of unfairness when comparing the group’s
circumstances to that of another group, or to prior expectations of group success (relative
deprivation).

Absolute deprivation is characterized by deficits in economic or social well being
for a group residing in a particular locale, e.g., high levels of unemployment, low levels
of income, or low levels of educational attainment. As such, absolute deprivation
theorists (Lupsha 1968, Downes 1969) argue that urban rioting is a product of real
grievances against a system that deprives a particular group(s) of the necessities of life,
e.g. jobs, food, and shelter. Rioting is a response to dire conditions of poverty which
government and/or private industry have failed to ameliorate.

Relative deprivation, on the other hand, involves a disjuncture between
expectations and reality, a sease that members of one’s group are not receiving what they
properly deserve. Such an explanation for violence relies on the psychological
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mechanism of frustration-aggression. Anger generated by unfulfilled expectations or loss
of status is displaced, and acted out against diffuse targets. Applied historically to
racial/ethnic conflict in 19* century American South, Dollard (1937) argued that working
class whites, reduced to wage labor after the Civil War, took out their frustration on
blacks whom had recently been emancipated from slavery. Likewise, Tilly (1969) notes
that when peasants in France and England were displaced from the land during the 18"
century, they engaged in “reactive collective violence”. In short, according to relative
deprivation theorists, a perceived or actual loss of group status or unfairness relative to
other groups generates frustrations that may be manifested in collective violence. Using
measures of income inequality between blacks and whites as indicators of relative
deprivation, several scholars have found a significant association between relative
deprivation and homicide rates (Blau and Blau 1982, Balkwell 1990).

Given that scholars have found empirical support for effects of segregation and
income inequality on rates of homicide in American cites, one is tempted to suggest that
segregation and/or deprivation are also responsible for incidences of interethnic violence
occurring during urban riots. Yet empirical studies which compared the frequency and
severity of rioting among American cities, failed to produce conclusive evidence for an
economic deprivation account. Some early studies comparing riot and non-riot cities
found an association between rioting and absolute deprivation (measured by income and
unemployment levels (Downes 1968, Lupsha 1968). Later studies, however, which
examined riot frequency and severity among cities, found that controlling for population

variables, there was no significant relationship between minority income or
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unemployment levels and riot activity (Jiobu 1971, Spilerman, 1970, 1971; Olzak and
Shanahan 1996, Olzak, Shanahan,and McEneany 1996). Indeed, Spilerman (1970, 1971)
found that the only statistically significant predictor of riot frequency and severity was
the size of a city’s African American population. Yet in Myers (1997) re-analysis of
Spilerman’s data, he finds that in addition to black population size, measures of ethnic
competition are also predictive factors.

Despite these contradictory findings, I will nonetheless examine the effects of
segregation and deprivation on violence which occurred during the four 20® century riots
that are the focus of my study. I do so in part because of the common sense appeal of
segregation/deprivation accounts, but also for the contrast they provide with another set
of explanations for riot violence, broadly classified as ecological/competition theories.
Ecological Explanations for Ethnic Coaflict

Beginning in the early twentieth century, with an increasing urbanization of
American society and the rapid growth of multi-ethnic industrial cities, sociologists
began to identify factors which were responsible for generating conflict and tension
among members of different racial/ethnic groups. Noting the diversity of ethnic groups,
residential arrangements, and economic activities performed in these cities, American
sociologists developed a nascent perspective on urban society, one with strong
implications for the study of interethnic violence. Robert Park and his colleagues at the
University of Chicago, emphasizing the connection between the urban environment and
the spatial arrangements of human activity, labeled their new perspective “human
ecology™.
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Human ecology, as it applies to the study of inter-group conflict, begins with the
premise that people are essentially territorial creatures. According to ecological theorists,
human groups, such as racial/ethnic groups, become adapted to and occupy particular
“communal habitats” (Park, 1952) or “niches” (Barth, 1969) in the socially constructed
environment. This portrayal of human groups is analogous to that of animals and plant
species whom occupy particular locations and perform certain “functions” in the
“patural” world. Borrowing from Charles Darwin and Herbert Spencer, Park et al. posit
that like relations in the animal and plant kingdoms, human group relations are
characterized by two fundamental processes: “dominance” and “succession”. (Park
1952:151)

These processes of dominance and succession are a product of “competition”
among groups for preservation and access to the resources of habitat or niche. Human
groups attempt to establish dominance within a communal habitat and exploit the
resources of their particular niche. Other groups, in search of resources for themselves
may seek access to the niche established by another group. Over time they may
“displace” the dominant group from its established niche and thus succeed them. In the
interim, however, there is a heightened probability of conflict as groups compete for
control of niche resources.

The application of this ecological perspective to racial/ethnic relations is fairly
straightforward, giving rise to a new body of sociological theory which has come to be
known as “ethnic competition theory” (Olzak, 1992, Olzak and Nagel 1986). Simply put,

ethnic competition theory states that when one ethnic/racial group has established
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dominance over a particular geographic area, economic location, or political regime and
another ethnic/racial group seeks to enter that niche, conflict is likely to ensue. The
dominant racial/ethnic group may perceive the arrival of others as an “invasion”, and
attempt to exclude them from the niche. The newcomers, alternatively, may also develop
a heightened sense of group solidarity and purpose emerging from the competition with
the “dominant” group. Such strong feelings of group solidarity on both sides may foment
violence.

According to ecological theory, to the extent that different racial/ethnic groups
occupy different ecological niches (e.g. neighborhoods and workplaces) conflict between
groups will be minimized. By contrast, when two groups overlap in physical, economic,
or political space, the potential for conflict is greatly enhanced. Ironically, from this
perspective, segregation reduces the potential for inter-ethnic strife. It is desegregation,
not segregation, that is seen as generating the most potential for group antagonism, the
likelihood of conflict increasing to its peak level where there is “niche overlap™ and
neither group retains dominance (Olzak, 1992). Applying such a notion to the
comparative study of race riots in America, Grimshaw (1960, 1969) suggested that riot
activity was likely to occur in “contested areas”, neighborhoods where two racial/ethnic
groups shared the same space but where neither had achieved supremacy of numbers or
power. This point was reiterated by Morris Janowitz in his study of “communal rioting”™,
riots in which members of different racial/ethnic groups engaged in interpersonal
violence against one another as a means of asserting or reasserting group boundaries.

(Janowitz, 1969).
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Ethnic Competition Theory: Blalock and Beyond

While these early comparative studies of rioting were firmly grounded in
historical events, what they lacked was an empirical specification of hypotheses that
could be generalized to a variety of situations and tested with quantitative data. Hubert
Blalock (1967) took it upon himself to bridge this gap between the theoretical and
empirical realms, seeking to develop a generalizable, testable theory of ethnic group
contention. In his groundbreaking book, Towards a Theory of Minority Group Relations,
Blalock (1967) brought together ecological notions of competition with an emphasis on
group resources, topics which would later provide the foundations for a resource
mobilization approach to social movements. Doing so, he derived mathematical
formulae which specified inter-group conflict as a function of the relative size of
racial/ethnic groups whom he saw as competing for political and economic power. Based
on this work, Blalock can be considered one of the founders of modern ethnic
competition theory.

Ethnic competition theory, as implied above is essentially a fusion of human
ecology and resource mobilization theory. Human ecologists posit that racial/ethnic
groups contend for the ability to exploit the resources of a particular geographic or
economic niche. Conflict typically results from the efforts of one group to overcome its
exclusion at the hands of another group which seeks to maintain control of its established

niche. Restating this loosely in resource mobilization terms, one group seeks to promote
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social change while the other seeks to maintain the status quo that favors them.
According to mobilization theory, the group best able to marshal its resources will
ultimately prevail. One such resource is that of a mass of group members who can be
motivated to act in concerted fashion, thereby generating pressure for or against change.

To the extent that one group controls the majority of political and economic
resources, minority groups must often rely on their sheer numbers and the motivation of
group members to challenge the power of the “dominant™ group. A good example of this
would be the Civil Rights Movement, whose success was largely dependent on its ability
to effectively mobilize its African American constituency and challenge Jim Crow
segregation through a strategy of mass protest (McAdam,1982).

According to Blalock, as the “subordinate™ group mobilizes its members to
challenge the prevailing system, members of the “dominant” group must also mobilize
their resources if they are to effectively fend off the challenge to their privileged status.
The ultimate resource typically monopolized by the majority or dominant group is that of
arms, the ability to put down any rebellion against their authority through superior force.
Accordingly, as more members of the minority group are mobilized to take action to alter
the status quo, more repressive action is undertaken by the majority group to keep the
minority group “in its place™, increasing the probability that force will be employed. Just
the mere perception that the minority is increasing its mobilization potential, e.g. size and
motivation, may be enough to engender a violent response by members of the majority
group. As the size of the minority group increases, the likelihood of violence escalates at

an accelerating rate. Thus Blalock asserts that there is a positive, non-linear relationship
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between the size of the minority group and the potential for collective violence. He calls
this notion “power threat”.

As this conceptualization pertains to ethnic collective violence, if power threat is
operative, we can expect that an increase in minority population proportion will enhance
the potential for riot violence to occur. The relationship between riot violence and percent
minority will be positive and non-linear, with an accelerating slope.

In recent years, a number of scholars have empirically tested Blalock’s power
threat proposition. These studies, which looked at black population size and the rate of
lynchings in the historical American South, yielded mixed, and at times, contradictory
results (Reed 1972; Corzine, Creech and Huff-Corzine 1983, Corzine, Huff-Corzine and
Creech 1988, Creech, Corzine and Huff Corzine 1989, Tolnay, Beck and Massey 1989,
Beck and Tolmay 1990, Soule 1992, Tolnay and Beck 1995). Rather than finding an
accelerating rate of lynchings with increasing percent black, Tolnay, Beck and Massey
(1989), and Soule (1992), found an initially positive relationship between percent black
and lynchings but with a decelerating slope. The number of lynchings eventually tapered
off where percent black reached its highest levels. The pattern found by these researchers
was not consistent with Blalock’s power threat formulation. It is consistent, however,
with another of Blalocks formulations, one which he called “competition™.

Blalock makes a distinction between “power threat”, which he views as primarily
a matter of contention for political resources allocated according to group, and
“competition” which pits individual members of different groups against one another for

economic resources. Whereas power threat involves the mobilization of minority group
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members to collectively take control of macro-level resources such as political office,
economic competition is based on actors engaging individually to secure their personal
interests, e.g. jobs. As such, the character and quantity that economic competition
engenders presumably differs from that of power threat

For Blalock, individuals competing for personal rewards as opposed to members
of groups pursuing collective rewards theoretically leads to different empirical outcomes.
Such outcomes are distinguished by whether they are due to absolute increases in percent
minority or relative increases in percent minority with respect to some prior level of
minority population. Power threat, based on the ability of groups to mobilize their human
resources, depends on an increasing absolute proportion of minority group members who
can collectively challenge the dominant group for control of institutions. Competition,
which depends on the ability of individuals to mobilize their personal resources to attain
individual outcomes, is affected more by the rate of change in minority group population
over time. As the proportion of minority group members increase in the labor market, so
too will the degree of contact and competition among individual members of minority
and majority groups in pursuit of jobs. This, not surprisingly, leads to an increase in
discriminatory measures taken by the majority group to exclude members of the minority
group from the labor market. But as more members of the minority group enter the local
labor market, the increased level of discrimination is averaged across those individuals.
Increasing levels of discrimination bear lesser returns for the majority group, once a high
level of discrimination is already in place. To quote Blalock directly:

“ Put another way, a given increase in the minority percentage should produce a
smaller increment in intergroup competition in situations where there is already a high
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degree of discrimination, i.e., where the minority percentage is already high. For
example, an increase of 10 percent Negro should produce a greater increase in degree of
competition when this involves a change in percent Negro from, say, 10 to 20 percent
than would be the case with a change from 50 to 60 percent. (Blalock 1967:148)

Based on this scenario, Blalock proposes that like power threat, economic
competition will produce increasing levels of discrimination as the proportion of minority
group members in the population rises. But rather than accelerating levels of
discrimination as proportion minority increases (power threat), discrimination will taper
off with further increases in percent minority. Thus the relationship between percent
minority and economic competition will be non-linear, but decelerating rather than
accelerating. As this notion pertains to riot violence, if individual based economic
competition is the driving force, the potential for violence should increase in proportion
to the relative change in minority population. Riot violence should occur in areas where
minority population has increased rapidly, and reached moderate levels, rather than areas
with the largest concentration of minorities. The relationship between riot violence and
percent minority should be positive and non-linear with a decreasing slope.

For almost two decades, since Blalock’s groundbreaking work, ethnic competition
theory lay in a near dormant state. Indeed, it had not yet been given its formal name. With
the publication of Michael Banton’s Ethnic and Racial Competition (1983), and Olzak
and Nagel’s Competitive Ethnic Relations (1986), the essential elements of such a theory
were revived and codified. Based on the quality of exchange relations among members of
different racial/ethnic groups, Banton argues that conflict is more or less likely. Banton

(1983) suggests that competition among individuals for personal rewards will engender
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less conflict and hostility than competition among member of different groups for what
are perceived as collective goals. This is analogous to Blalock’s “power threat” and
“competition” formulations in that the former involves mobilizing collective resources to
achieve group based outcomes e.g. political power, whereas the latter involves
individuals pursuing their personal economic aims. As such group based competition is
likely to lead to escalating tensions and violence whereas individual based competition
may lead to conflict in the short run until a new equilibrium is attained.

Originally focusing on ethnic group identification, Banton (1983) and Olzak and
Nagel (1986) argued that group identities and solidarity are heightened by competition
among groups for political and economic resources. Central to Olzak and Nagel’s theory,
however is not an exchange relationship, but rather, the fundamental ecological notion of
niche overlap. Applying this concept to ethnic collective violence, Olzak (1992) noted
that when different racial/ethnic groups seek to occupy the same labor market niche there
is a heightened potential for hostilities to occur among them. This may be considered
merely a restatement of claims asserted by the early human ecologists and Hubert
Blalock. Unlike previous scholars, however, Olzak specifies concrete mechanisms by
which labor market competition is generated. In place of abstract derivations leading to
competitive outcomes, Olzak deals with real historical processes. While agreeing with
earlier theorists that competition is a function of population dynamics, Olzak provides the
connective tissue between population change and ethnic/racial conflict.

For Olzak, a key process, central to the generation of labor market competition

and conflict, is migration/immigration. She suggests that intensified waves of internal or
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international migration help generate competitive pressures between newcomers seeking
employment and natives seeking to maintain their economic status. To the extent that
immigrants and migrants come from countries/regions with lower wage levels, these
newcomers are often willing to work for less than natives, and thus pose a potential threat
to the economic status of established racial/ethnic groups. To the extent that these new
arrivals are culturally or racially distinct, they are more likely to be perceived as
competitors and more easily discrimination against. Olzak posits a connection between
the rate of immigration and the potential for ethnic collective action, citing the work of
Robert Park (1949).

“ Rapid increases in immigration, indicated by sharp jumps from the previous
year, produce shocks in labor markets, over and above the effects of constant high levels
of immigration. They do so because big waves of immigration affect perceptions of
threats to jobs and wage levels. The impact of a sudden arrival of a distinctly different
population can be expected to place burdens on existing housing, labor, and other
markets, sharpening perceptions of in and out-group relations (Park 1949).” (Olzak
1992:35)

As the population of immigrants/migrants increases, members of the established
racial/ethnic groups, including earlier immigrants, seek to exclude the newcomers from
the labor market. Historically, whites formed labor unions to serve such a purpose. In
several cases they did so with the tacit support of employers, whom by paying one group
a higher wage than the other for the same kind of work, fostered a sense of competition
among cthnic/racial groups. Such competitive pressures, enabled employers to threaten
the more privileged group with replacement by lower wage workers, and thus helped
keep down wages in general. Bonacich (1972, 1976) calls this phencmena a “split labor

market”.
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With integration of the labor force, the position of natives vis a vis newcomers
may be weakened, and ethnic collective action is likely to ensue by established groups to
preserve the status quo. The connection between ecology and resource mobilization is
clear. As the mobilization potential of the newcomers increases and the exclusionary
boundaries of the “majority” group are challenged, so too does the level of repression
employed by the majority/native group, culminating in the most severe cases with the use
of deadly force. Olzak (1992), like Blalock (1967), considered population change to be a
suitable indicator of competitive economic and political processes. Using the increase in
proportion of foreign-born residents of cities as an indicator of labor market integration,
Olzak found that such change was associated with the frequency of riot activity in those
metropolitan areas. She thus established an empirical link between immigration and riot
violence. By extension, Olzak suggests that intensified waves of black migration from the
American South to the industrial Midwest generated similar labor market effects as
intensified immigration from abroad. As such, changes in the proportion of black
residents may be associated with the outbreak of violence in those cities e.g. Chicago
(1919) and Detroit (1943).

While integration of labor markets is the a key factor in generating competition
among racial/ethnic groups, Olzak proposes that there may be an interaction effect
between immigration that leads to labor market integration, and, the performance of the
economy. During periods of economic recession, the available pool of jobs shrinks; The
labor market slackens. Such economic change can produce an increased perception of

competition for work among members of different groups, but is most potent when
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immigration/migration and labor market contraction, interact to produce high levels of
ethnic competition and heighten the potential for ethnic conflict.

“1 argue that economic contraction in combination with high immigration flows
raises level of ethnic competition, which in turn, increases rates of collective action, at
least initially.” (Olzak 1992:37)

Yet, Olzak suggests that economic prosperity can also play a role in fostering
ethnic conflict. The argument is as follows: With a general economic expansion,
members of formerly disadvantaged groups may rise in occupational status. As they do
so, they come into increasing contact with those who are/were located just above them on
the occupational ladder. Such contact may cause the latter group to mobilize so as to
protect their occupational niche. Thus those in higher status positions are likely to employ
exclusionary tactics, which may include violence. This dynamic is corresponds to that of
split labor market proponents.

In short, Olzak proposes that demographic change may combine with economic
measures to heighten the potential of intergroup conflict. By contrast, however, Olzak
argues forcefully, ethnic group contention is not simply a product of economic
deprivation. Addressing the claims of deprivation theorists, Olzak notes that in her
statistical analysis of 20® century riots, cities with the greatest frequency of rioting
display a decreasing, not increasing, gap between the income of blacks and whites.
According to deprivation/segregation theory, we should expect the opposite. Riot activity
should be association with an increasing differential between black and white economic

well-being. Furthermore, Olzak (1996) finds that rioting is associated with decreasing
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segregation, not stable or increasing levels of racial separation. This too, runs counter to
the claims of segregation/deprivation theorists who argue that segregation is at the root of
racial/ethnic inequality and is a key contributor to violence.

Despite empirical findings that lend support for a competition explanation of
racial/ethnic violence (Olzak 1996, Meyers 1997) ethnic competition theory is
nonetheless subject to criticism on several points. To begin with, competition theorists
may have erred in their conclusions regarding the effects of integration on ethnic/racial
violence by ignoring the process by which such “integration” occurs. What Olzak and
other ethnic competition theorists consider to be evidence of desegregation or integration
may instead represent a temporary moment, part of a larger cycle which eventually leads
to the re-establishment of segregation where one group has fled and another group has
taken its place. Such was the case in many American cities where African Americans
moved into white neighborhoods, which shortly thereafter became almost exclusively
black. Periods of rapid population change, such as those induced by massive waves of
migration or immigration may bring members of different racial/ethnic groups into
increased contact with one another, but such contact is not necessarily a harbinger of
long-term integration.

A similar criticism applies to Blalock’s formulation of ethnic competition, in
which he proposes that discrimination tails off as percent minority increases due to the
effectiveness of discriminatory measures that operate to reduce overall competition. On
the contrary, reduced competition may be produced by the failure of discriminatory

measures by the “dominant” group to exclude members of the “subordinate™ group from
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their economic niche. The reason discrimination decreases is perhaps not be due to the
effectiveness of exclusionary measures, but rather, can be attributed to the fact that the
niche has been overrun by members of the former minority group.. The few remaining
members of the previous “majority” group occupying the niche are in little position to
exert their claims in the face of a former minority group that has now become a majority.
This too could account for a positive non-linear relationship with a decelerating slope
between percent black and discrimination. Although the curve remains as Blalock
predicts, the underlying mechanism may differ.

In the interim, a temporary state of niche overlap may develop. During this phase
when neither group retains control, violence may be more likely to ensue. After
succession has been completed and segregation re-established, the potential for contact
and competition among members of different racial/ethnic groups should be reduced and
the likelihood of conflict and violence decrease. In focusing on niche overlap (Olzak) and
discriminatory thresholds (Blalock), competition theorists have described only one step in
a larger process which other scholars refer to as “ethnic succession”.

In addition to their failure to consider the full temporal cycle of population change
competition theorists may also be criticized for their lack of attention to the spatial
aspects of ethnic competition. Focusing exclusively on political power and labor markets,
modern ethnic competition theorists lose sight of how such competition is spatially
situated. More importantly perhaps, they neglect the fundamental idea that geographical
space itself can be an object of contention. By ignoring the spatial element of

competition, modern ethnic competition theorists have overlooked the historical origins
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and theoretical foundations of their own research, and have thus missed a key element in
the generation of tension and violence among members of different racial/ethnic groups.
The early human ecologists (Ernest W. Burgess, Amos Hawley, Roderick D. McKenzie
and Robert Park) were concerned above all with dynamic processes of social change
occurring across time and space (Abbot, 1997). It was these scholars and their intellectual
progeny (Donald Bogue, Otis and Beverly Duncan, Morris Janowitz) who first
documented the process of ethnic succession and suggested that it might be associated
with interethnic violence.
Ethnic Succession Theory

Ethnic succession, as conceptualized by human ecologists (Park 1952, Barth
1969), involves the displacement of one ethnic/racial group by another from its “niche”
or “communal habitat™. Racial/ethnic groups, like biological species, contend for
dominion over the resources of ecological niches in the urban environment. Such
resources include jobs and political power, but importantly, as the early human ecologists
recognized, contention over these resources is often connected with struggles for control
of space. Therefore, space in its own right, must be considered an object of contention.
Indeed, perhaps the most obvious source of conflict between different racial/ethnic
groups is competition for control of geographic territory or “turf”. To the extent that
members of different racial/ethnic groups compete for political clout or jobs with good
wages, it should be clear that members of these groups may also contend for control of
geographical territory. Physical space may be the ground upon which economic/political

conflict is played out as well as an object of conflict itself. When turf is controlled by



members of a particular racial/ethnic group, the entrance of another group into this niche
can generate a perception of threat and is seen as an “invasion”. Eventually, according to
Park (1952) and Barth (1969), as group boundaries are contested, either the challengers
are repulsed, an accommodation develops between the two groups, or members of the
formerly established group go elsewhere. The latter of these outcomes is referred to as
ethnic succession.

Ethnic succession in residential space, involves the geographic displacement of
one group by another, a process by which “one racial category of the population replaces
another as residents of an area” (Duncan 1957). In less neutral terms, ethnic succession
may be seen the surrender of one’s group’s turf to another. As such it carries strong
cultural and psychological implications. Ethnic/racial transition, when it occurs rapidly
may destabilize the social institutions and disrupt the culture of the local community . As
members of one group move in and the other move out, social control may break down
and social disorganization occur. (Shaw and McKay, 1942; Hirschi, 1969; Suttles 1972,
Kapsis 1976, 1978, Morenoff and Sampson 1997). In-migration by members of a
different racial/ethnic group may alter the sense of familiarity and routine that another
group had established in “their” neighborhood. Thus, rapid changes in the proportion of
newcomers to natives may be associated with an increased probability for riot violence to
occur (Kapsis 1976). As such ethnic succession may be perceived as transforming once
“safe” neighborhoods into “dangerous places™ (Rieder 1985). Attempts by the members
of the established group to repel the “invaders™ may lead to overt violence both across

and among members of each group. Combining competition and social control
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perspectives, one might argue that areas with the highest potential for violence are those
in which rapid demographic change is manifested in the loss of institutional control by a
formerly majority group to a competing subordinate group of growing size and strength.

Recent empirical research on the Los Angeles Riot of 1992 (Bergesen and
Herman, 1998) supports such a claim. We found that there was a greater probability for
riot fatalities to occur in census tracts which had experienced the greatest change in
racial/ethnic composition over a ten year period. Areas where African Americans were
moving out and Latinos moving in rapid rates, were more likely to be touched by
violence than tracts where the proportion of racial/ethnic groups was changing less
quickly. That research helped set the stage for the present study which investigates
whether such a dynamic applies more generally to rioting that occurred in other
American cities earlier in the century.
Race, Space and Riot Violence

To suggest that residential ethnic succession plays a key role in the genesis of riot
violence does not mean that such processes eccur in complete isolation from struggles for
political power or [abor market competition. What it does suggest is the importance of a
spatial perspective in contributing to a broader understanding of ethnic collective
violence. Such a perspective leads to an examination of riot violence as it occurs locally,
thus allowing us to better specify where such violence is most likely to break out. This is
the topic of the following chapter, which describes how a spatial perspective combined

with a local level of analysis can capture the residential succession dynamic of riot



violence that political and economic competition measures based at the county or city

level often overlook.
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Chapter 2-Testing Ecological versus Deprivation Explanations for Riot Violence

Previous studies of riot activity have typically involved either detailed case
histories of riot events, or empirical studies conducted at a relatively high level of
aggregation, removed from the historical context which framed the events themselves
(Abu-Lughod 1997). In the former camp, there are excellent historical accounts of urban
rioting such as William M. Tuttle’s book, Race Riot, on the Chicago Riot of 1919, or
Capeci and Wilkerson’s work, Layered Violence, on the Detroit Riot of 1943. There are
also numerous reports produced by public investigatory committees such as the Chicago
Commission on Race Relations (1922) and the National Commission on the Causes and
Prevention of Violence (1969). In the latter camp, there are several empirical studies
conducted by sociologists which compare cities that experienced riot activity to those that
did not, e.g. Lieberson (1965) and Downes (1968). There are also several studies which
employed large data sets and multiple regression or event history models to examine the
frequency and/or severity of rioting across a national sample of cities over time
Spilerman (1970, 1971), Olzak (1996), Myers (1997). Few studies, however, have
attempted to make the link between empirical hypothesis testing and historical case
analysis. In the following chapters, I will attempt to provide such linkage. Nonetheless,
because my objective is to test theoretical explanations for riot violence, in this study the
emphasis will fall more heavily on the empiricist side of the coin.
Toward a Local-Structural Approach

From an empirical standpoint, statistical studies of riot activity have yielded

widely varying results. While some scholars such as Downes (1968) found support for an
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economic deprivation account, others such as Olzak (1996) and Myers (1997) have found
consistent support for an ethnic competition explanation. By contrast, perhaps the most
influential empirical study of riot violence, Spilerman (1970,1971), found that neither
economic deprivation nor ethnic competition indicators per se were able to account for
the frequency or severity of rioting in his multi-city sample. Rather, Spilerman found that
the only significant predictor of riot frequency and severity among cities was the size of a
city’s black population.

As noted above, these studies utilized city level data to make descriptive
comparisons among riot and non-riot cities, or perform inferential statistical tests to
retroactively predict the likelihood of riot activity across cities over time. I suggest that
there is a problem inherent in such an approach, one that results from using too high a
level of aggregation to study what are essentially localized events. The main thrust of
these studies is that riot activity is a city level phenomenon, and thus the implicit
assumption is that riot activity is distributed randomly or uniformly within cities. For
these scholars, the key question is whether certain kinds of cities are more prone to
rioting.

While I agree that this is an interesting and important question, one must also
consider the local dynamics of riot activity. It is doubtful that rioting is randomly or
evenly distributed within cities. Rather, numerous historical studies suggest that riot
activity tends to cluster in particular areas/neighborhoods. Therefore, I ask, given that a
city has experienced rioting, where (within the city) is violent conflict most likely to
occur? What kinds of neighborhoods or local areas are most susceptible to riot violence?
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Studies that employ city or SMSA level data may obscure the conditions that generate
riot violence at the neighborhood level where such activity originates. Indeed, the reason
that Spilerman may have found no effects other than black population size on frequency
and severity of rioting is that he didn’t look below the city level. Had he compared
neighborhoods instead of cities, he may have found that black population size is not the
only or best predictor of riot activity. Ultimately, rioting begins at the local level, and that
is where my investigation begins.
Shifting the Unit of Analysis

To examine the local dynamics of riot violence, I have shifted the unit of analysis
from the city or SMSA to the census tract. By doing so, I have sought to bring the
investigation of riot violence closer to the level at which the violence actually occurred
and thereby capture local conditions underlying riot activity that previous studies based
upon city level data may have missed. I am not suggesting that the sources of riot
behavior are generated specifically at the census tract level. The census tract is merely the
most convenient, established, and objective unit of measurement for which population
data is compiled at a local level. It is smaller than the SMSA and larger than a block
group (which covers only a few streets). As such, the census tract is the best available
approximation for neighborhood. Using the census tract as the unit of analysis should
bring us closer to an understanding of where riots occur within cities and why.

Employing the census tract as the fundamental unit of analysis raises several

questions regarding the operationalization of ethnic competition theory. Since

competition is conceived in terms of groups vying for scarce resources, do individuals
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from different ethnic groups compete for jobs, housing and political representation at the
census tract level? Do census tract level measures effectively capture ethnic competition
that crosses census tract boundaries? Obviously, labor markets are not limited to census
tracts. Many people commute to work, crossing both census tract and neighborhood
boundaries en route to their jobs. Political representation typically occurs at the ward or
district level, which is a larger unit than the census tract. I wish to note, however that
political and economic conditions generated at the macro level (labor markets and
political regimes) may be manifested locally. As Katznelson (1981) suggests,
racial/ethnic and class conflict generated in the workplace may be displaced into the
neighborhoods where workers reside. Indeed, in the following chapters, I will show how
waves of immigration/migration into national regions and cities can help generate a sense
of competition at the local level where people live, particularly if newcomers are moving
into the neighborhood and natives are leaving. I focus on the specific location of riot-
related fatalities and the characteristics of neighborhoods in which they occurred.
The Dependent Variable

The dependent variable for this study is the number of riot related fatalities in a
census tract. While there are several possible indictors of riot activity, including fatalities,
injuries and arrests, of these, riot fatality data provide the most geographical specificity
and the least amount of selection bias. For all four cities, coroners’ reports contain the
name, age, race, location (street intersection), cause of death, and time of death for each
victim. With the exception of Los Angeles (where the preponderance of fatalities were
attributed to drive-by shootings), the racial/ethnic background of assailants are also
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generally known. Since the victims are known, as are the specific cause of their deaths,
there is little room for selection bias. By contrast, injury and arrest data are severely
subject to selection bias. Injuries that occur during civil disturbances may go unreported
due to a choice of individuals not to seek formal medical treatment. This may be have
been especially true for undocumented immigrants in Los Angeles who risked
deportation if discovered by civil authorities while seeking medical aid. Furthermore,
during these disturbances, some injured persons were turned away from particular
hospitals and redirected to others. In Detroit, for example, hospitals were segregated by
race. Thus medical facilities where injured persons were admitted do not necessarily
correspond with the locations where the injuries were sustained, thereby reducing the
geographic specificity of such data. As for arrest data, police bias is evident in studies
that document the dispercentate arrests of minority youths for drug crimes and other
minor felonies (Eisenman 1995). Pastor (1993) argues that during the Los Angeles Riot
Latinos experienced a dispercentately high arrest rate due largely to joint targeting by
police and immigration authorities.

In short, riot fatality data are less susceptible to biased policing or hospital
practices, and have the advantage of being linked to specific locations which can readily
be mapped. By looking at the number of riot fatalities in a tract I am able to specify the
“hot spots™ where riot violence was most intense. Such an approach resonates with recent
crime mapping studies conducted on the aegis of the National Institute of Justice. If we
can determine where certain types of crime occur then police and other civil authorities

can more cfficiently utilize their resources. Likewise, if we can estimate where ethnic
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conflict might be most intense, pre-emptive action can be taken to avert the development
of a full-fledged disturbance. Such efforts may involve targeting job development and/or
cultural awareness programs for neighborhoods most at risk for interethnic conflict,
including efforts by faith based community agencies that cross racial/ethnic lines. If riot
activity has already commenced, however, police can more effectively determine how to
control its spread by focusing on the potential flash points.

Having acquired a published coroner’s report of riot related fatalities for each city
in my study, containing the street addresses or intersections where the victims fell, I
located each death in geographic space. Using ArcView G.I.S. (Geographic Information
Systems) software and the geocoding (address matching) feature, I obtained geographic
(latitude, longitude) coordinates for each riot fatality. Importing TIGER (Topologically
Integrated Geographic Encoding and Referencing) census tract boundary files into
ArcView, I was able to overlay riot fatalities on a map of census tracts, thereby locating
each death within a specific census tract. This enabled me to match up the location of
deaths and the demographic characteristics of tracts in which they occurred.
Independent Variables

Using CD-ROM data (U.S Census of Population and Housing, 1990 STF3A), data
tapes (U.S Census of Population and Housing, 1980 STF3A), and print volumes (for
census years prior to 1980), I compiled demographic data for the entire population of
census tracts in each SMSA or city. Such data includes indicators of ethnic/racial
composition: percent Black, percent foreign born, and percent Latino (Miami and Los
Angeles), measures that will be used to evaluate Blalock and Olzak’s formulations of
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ethnic competition theory. From the basic demographic data, I also computed measures
of population change for each of these population categories over the ten-year period
preceding or encompassing the riot'. This involved matching tracts from one census
enumeration to the next, taking account of tracts that had merged or split. For Chicago
(499 tracts), Detroit (481 tracts), and Miami (213 tracts) [ was able to perform this task
with a spreadsheet program. Los Angeles (1639 tracts) required the use of a separate
program that utilizes TIGER files to perform such matching. These measures of change
in racial/ethnic competition theory will be utilized to test the ethnic succession
hypothesis. Finally, to test and control for the economic deprivation, I have included
median household income and percent of males unemployed in my set of independent
variables. These variables and the theoretical perspective they are associated with are
listed in Table 2.1
Geographic Information Systems Analysis

An innovative means for exploring the relationships among riot violence and
demographic characteristics of census tracts involves the use of geographic information
systems (G.1.S.) or computer mapping software. GIS has been utilized for several years
by researchers working in natural resources and environmental geography. Only recently

however have social scientists begun to use this technology for their own purposes. GIS

! In most cases I examined changes in population that preceded the riot event. Detroit is a notable
exception. For substantive reasons, I chose to use the period 1940-1950 as the time frame for my analysis
of the 1943 Detroit Riot, rather than the 1930-1940 decade. I did so with the knowledge that the depression
had temporarily reduce the migrant flow during the 1930s, but that a great increase in black population in
Detroit occurred between 1940 and 1943, during wartime mobilization, then slowed somewhat after the
war concluded. It is possible that some of the population changes captured by my models occurred between
1943 and 1950. Nonetheless, such change should also be indicative of where the bulk of migrants were
moving and therefore still be related to population change and racial violence that occurred earlier in the
decade.
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presents a powerful tool for the visualization and spatial analysis of practically any kind
of phenomena that can be linked to geographical reference points. Using such software
has enabled me to pinpoint the location of riot deaths and locate the fatalities within
census tracts. More so, this software has enabled me to produce custom maps that overlay
riot fatalities and demographic data, thus allowing for visual assessment of the ethnic
succession and economic deprivation hypotheses.

For each city I have generated a series of such maps. The first two maps display
the location of riot-related deaths and black population percent for the beginning and end
of the decade closest to the riot event. A third map shows the change in percent black
over the decade, along with the location of riot fatalities. These maps are meant to assess
the ethnic succession hypothesis. I expect rioting earlier in the century (Chicago 1919,
Detroit 1943) to have occurred where African Americans were moving in and whites
moving out. If the ethnic succession hypothesis is correct, fatalities that occurred during
the Chicago and Detroit riots should be located in areas with high levels of change in
percent black. By contrast, in Miami (1980) and Los Angeles (1992) I expect that riot
deaths will fall in areas where African Americans are moving out and Latinos moving in.
Thus, for Miami and Los Angeles, additional maps are presented to document Latino in-
migration. If the ethnic succession hypothesis is correct, riot deaths will take place in
areas with high levels of increase in Latino percent and areas with the greatest decrease in
black population percent. These two areas of Latino in-migration and black out-migration
should overlap.
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Finally, to address the economic deprivation hypothesis, I present maps for each
city which overlay the location of riot related fatalities and economic indicators (median
household income and male unemployment). According this hypothesis, the
preponderance of riot fatalities should be occur in areas of low income and high
unemployment-- tracts characterized by deficits in economic well-being.

Statistical Tests of Ethnic Succession and Economic Deprivation Hypotheses

While G.I.S. generated maps are a useful tool for visualizing relationships among
the location of riot fatalities and demographic characteristics of tract, they can not tell us
whether these relationships are statistically significant. More powerful tests are thus
needed. To test for statistically significant relationships between the dependent and
independent variables, I will employ two main techniques: a difference of means test, and
poisson regression. I turn first to the more basic technique, a difference of means or “T”
test.

Difference of Means Test

The difference of means test is designed to ascertain whether there is a
statistically significant difference among the average scores of two groups on a particular
variable. The test thus divides census tracts into two classes those in which riot fatalities
took place and those in which riot fatalities did not occur. Using this test, I compare
“death” tracts to “non-death™ tracts for each of the independent variables in my data set.
If the ethnic succession hypothesis is correct, tracts where deaths occurred, on average,
should display a greater magnitude of change in racial/ethnic composition variables than

tracts where deaths did not occur. If economic deprivation accounts are correct, then on
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average, tracts where deaths occurred will have a significantly higher percent of
unemployed males and significantly lower median household income than tracts without
riot deaths. The main limitation of this technique is that it can examine only one variable
at a time. The difference of means test is unable to control for the simultaneous effects of
several independent variables on the dependent variable. I may thus obtain significant
results for both ethnic indicators and economic indicators without being able to tell if one
relationship holds in the presence of another. In short, the difference of means test offers
no mechanism for adjudicating among competing theories. It simply lacks the ability to
examine all of these variables at once, controlling for one another simultaneously. To do
so requires multiple regression analysis of which I employ a particular type designed to
deal with event counts, such as the number of deaths in a tract.

Poisson Regression Analysis
As noted above, the advantage of multiple regression is that is can simultaneously

estimate the effects of several independent variables on the dependent variable, while
holding the effects of the other variables constant. Several assumptions must be met
however to perform a standard Ordinary Least Squares regression. An important
assumption is homoskedasticity, in other words, that the error terms all have the same
variance. But in cases where the dependent variable has a limited range of variations, this
assumption is violated. Riot related deaths were relatively rare events. The vast majority
of census tracts in each city I studied had no deaths occur within their borders.
Furthermore of those tracts where riot deaths occurred, many were of a singular nature
with five deaths being the highest total within a tract. Although the estimated beta
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coefficients will remain unbiased, the sampling variances for such a variable will be
increased and thus hypothesis testing based on these variances will be invalid. (Aldritch

and Nelson 1984:12-13).

In the case where the estimated outcome is a count, poisson regression provides a
suitable alternative to O.L.S. regression models. Rather than fitting a straight line to the
values of the dependent variable, it employs a non-linear logarithmic distribution and
estimates the likelihood of a tract experiencing multiple riot fatalities. The formula is as
follows:

Log p =& +8x
where g is the expected value for the poisson variate of Y (in this case the number of

deaths in a tract), X represents an explanatory variable such as percent black and 8x

represents the effects associated with the explanatory variables on p, the log of the mean

of the dependent variable-—-number of deaths in a tract. (see Agresti 1996:80). I thus
employ poisson regression to perform hypothesis testing for ethnic competition,
deprivation and ethnic succession claims.
Poisson Regression Tests for Ecological Hypotheses
Ethnic Competition

For purposes of statistical hypothesis testing, I will do as Blalock and Olzak have
done and use relative population sizes as proxies for political and economic competition.
Restating Blalock’s power threat hypothesis, for the census tract level, we should expect

a positive non-linear association between the percental size of the in-migrant group in a
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census tract and the estimated number of deaths that occur in that tract. This function is
marked by an accelerating slope. By contrast, according to Blalock’s “competition”
formulation, we should also expect a positive non-linear association between the size of
the newcomer group and the intensity of violence, but in this case the relationship should
be marked by a decelerating slope. To distinguish between these two formulations, I will
use a squared term for the percent of in-migrants in addition to the non-exponential
measure. If the main term for percent in-migrant is positive and significant, and, the
squared term is also positive and significant, then we consider this finding as supporting
the “power threat™ hypothesis. If the main term for percent in-migrant is positive and
significant, but the squared term is negative and significant we may consider this as
evidence for Blalock’s competition hypothesis.

To test Susan Olzak’s variations on ethnic competition theory, I will employ a
series of interaction terms. (see Table 2.1) The first, based on her notion that immigration
combines with slack labor markets to foster violence, will be comprised of the interaction
of the change in percent size of the in-migrant group (black migrants in Chicago and
Detroit, foreign born persons in Miami and Los Angeles) multiplied by percent
unemployed. The second, based on Olzak’s claim that competition for wages occurs
during periods of immigration, will be composed of the interaction of the change in
percent black or foreign born multiplied by log median household income. A third
measure will look at housing competition by multiplying percental size of the in-migrant
group by housing density (ratio of persons to dwellings). To avoid potential collinearity
between these interaction terms and their main effects, I will center the two variables
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comprising the interaction, subtracting the mean value on each variable for each case
before multiplying them to create the interaction term (Jaccard, Turrisi and Wan
1990:31).
Ethnic Succession

To test the ethnic succession hypothesis I examine the percentate change in the
size of the in-migrant group controlling for the relative size of that group at the end of the
ten year period for the city that is being investigated. Percent black at the end of the
decade will be employed to test Spilerman’s “collective behavior” claim that the size of
the black population is the key predictor of riot activity when controlling for
demographic change (Table 2.1).
Poisson Regression Tests for Economic Deprivation/Segregation Explanations

To test economic deprivation claims, I have included percent unemployed and log
median household income in my poisson regression models. I have also included several
interaction terms created by multiplying percent black with economic indicators—male
unemployment and median household income (See Table 2.1). I employ the first of these
interaction terms to ascertain whether the concentration of unemployment in black
neighborhoods is associated with riot violence. Likewise, an interaction of percent black
and log median household income is used to test whether riot violence was more likely to
occur in neighborhoods where people were both black and poor. If either of these
segregation/deprivation perspectives are correct, I expect to find significant interaction
effects on the presence of riot deaths: positive for percent black and unemployment,

negative for percent black and income.



Testing for Spatial Autocorrelation

A potentially serious statistical problem in research conducted with
geographically compiled data, e.g. census tract data, is that of spatial autocorrelation. A
key assumption of regression models is the independence of each observation, such that
neither the error terms nor the coefficients of the dependent variable are correlated from
one observation to the next. Yet in many cases where geographic data is concerned, this
assumption is violated. As defined by Anselin (1993), “spatial autocorrelation is the
situation where the dependent variable or error term at each location is correlated with
observations on the dependent variable or values for the error term at other locations™.
Simply put, observational units that are arranged closely in geographic space may not be
entirely independent of one another. For example, census tracts in close proximity, by
nature of their proximity may share a similar propensity for riot violence. This could be
due to a diffusion process in which violence spills over to adjacent tracts from a central
starting point and diminishes with increasing physical distance (spatial lag) from that
point. Or, riot violence may also occur across geographically proximate census tracts due
to a regular pattern of “spatial interaction” among individuals who constantly cross these
boundaries Odland (1988). Whether the lack of independence among observations is due
to diffusion or spatial interaction, the process of spatial autocorrelation poses serious
problems for standard regression analysis which are not unlike those problems posed by
serial time dependence or proximity among individuals in social networks.

Anselin (1993) distinguishes between the effects of two types of spatial
autocorrelation on the quality of regression models. The first, the “spatial error” case
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where the error terms among observations group closely in space are correlated is in his
opinion not as problematic as the latter type, “spatial lag dependence”. According to
Anselin, the spatial error case is more of a nuisance than anything else. Like
heteroskedasticity, if it is ignored, the OLS estimators remain unbiased, but are no longer
efficient. But if correlation among the observations on the dependent variable exists,
ignoring them can have profound consequences, causing the OLS estimates to be biased,
and therefore invalidating all inferences derived from the regression model “In a sense,
this is similar to the consequences of omitting a significant explanatory variable in the
regression model.” (Anselin 1995:26-11)

The way to deal with this problem is to compute a spatially lagged dependent
variable that allows for the estimation of a spatial autoregressive coefficient (Roncek and
Montgomery 1984, Odland 1988:61-62, Anselin 1995:26-11, Land and Deane 1991:229).
Using the spatially weighted dependent variable, one can re-estimate the regression
model controlling for the spatial lag effect. The formula is as follows:
y=pWy+ XpB +¢c where Wy is a spatially lagged dependent variable, and p is the
spatial autoregressive coefficient.

The first step is to build a spatial weights matrix that contains the relationships
among the areal units, in this case, census tracts. I have computed this matrix using the
criteria of binary contiguity, whether one tract shares its border with another. This can be
quite a labor intensive process when there are large numbers of census tracts in a city or

SMSA.
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The following is just a brief illustration of what a contiguity matrix looks like for
four census tracts. The first row refers to the tract id number and the number of tracts that
border it and the second row refers to the id numbers of the bordering tracts.

1003

101 102 103
1012

100 102
1023

101 103 100
1032

100 102

For Chicago, Detroit and Miami I constructed these matrices by hand. Building
such a matrix for Los Angeles (1639 tracts) by hand seemed almost unfathomably time
consuming. Fortunately Anselin and his colleagues at the Regional Research Institute of
the University of West Virginia developed SpaceStat, a computer program that can use
GIS map coverages such as ArcView shape files to create such a matrix. I utilized this
function to create the spatial weights matrix for Los Angeles.

The second step involves the generation of the spatially lagged dependent
variable, which is computed by multiplying the spatial weights matrix Wij by the
dependent variable Y for all observations in the data set. SpaceStat is capable of
performing this computation.

Having generated the spatially lagged dependent variable it is now possible to re-
estimate the regression model for the spatial lag effect. This according to Odland
(1988:61) requires the use of Maximum Likelihood models in place of ordinary least
squares regression. Again, SpaceStat contains a module which performs Maximum

Likelihood regression that takes into account spatial autoregressive effects. While Land



63

and Deane (1991) favor what they call a Two Stage Least Squares “2SLS™ regression
approach, they note that in most cases, ML estimators, while less computationally
efficient than the 2SLS approach yields similar results. For pragmatic reasons, I have
chosen to estimate my regression models with the maximum likelihood estimation
technique. I will do this for the basic models that test ethnic succession, to assess whether
ethnic succession theory holds controlling for spatial autoregressive effects on the
dependent variable. Note that the dependent variable for these analyses is the presence or
absence of death a tract. This shift is made because I am interested in how a potential
spatial clustering of riot fatalities affects the stability of regression models for this data.
Precipitating Incidents versus Structural Causes

After performing a be:vy of statistical tests, I hope to present a clearer picture of
the effects of ethnic competition, ethnic succession and economic deprivation on the riot
violence at the neighborhood (census tract) level. Before presenting the results of these
tests for Chicago and Detroit, and Miami and Los Angeles, I wish to state further the case
for employing a local-structural approach to the study of riot violence.

In assessing where and why race rioting occurs, it is tempting to conflate short
term trigger effects or “precipitating incidents™ with deeper structural causes leading up
to a major outburst of violence. One might argue, for example, that the Los Angeles Riot
of 1992 represented a spontaneous reaction to the acquittal of white police officers
accused of beating a black motorist. While it would be foolish to deny that this verdict
had any bearing on the subsequent rioting, I believe it would also be misguided to take

the court’s finding as the absolute cause of the events which transpired during that time.



64

As both Lieberson (1965), and Hofstadter and Wallace (1970) imply, to understand the
potential cause(s) of urban riots, one must go beyond the immediate precipitating
incidents and examine the structural context in which these events occur. To focus
exclusively on the nature of precipitating incidents, neglects both long term structural
changes associated with the outbreak of riot activity and the cumulative breakdown of
cultural order, which, over time, is reflected in numerous inter-ethnic disputes that
typically precede a major riot episode. Upton (1984), in a comparative study of race riots,
makes a similar observation.

“ The precipitating incident is more important in its context than in its content.
The precipitating incident channels generalized beliefs into specific fears and
antagonisms, it confirms the existence, sharpens the definition, or exaggerates the effect
of the immediate conditions. The precipitating incident is often thought of as a single
event, iLe. the arrest or beating of a drunk driver, the assault of a young black woman, the
shooting of a black youth, which explodes into a riot. Recent evidence suggests that there
is no such thing as a precipitating incident. Rather, there is a long chain of escalating
incidences and rumors which finally peak in the outbreak of rioting.” (Upton 1984:23)

Specific knowledge of the trigger that presumably set off hostilities, does not tell
us why violence occurred where it did; nor does research which purports to the examine
the characteristics of riot versus non-riot cities. Instead of reducing riot violence to
precipitating incidents or overly macro-structural accounts, the purpose of this research is
to empirically test a general model for urban ethnic collective violence through a
comparative analysis of four riot cases briefly described in the introductory chapter.
Given the occurrence of unrest in these cities, this study addresses from a local-structural
perspective the questions of where and why such violence took place. By examining
decade long structural changes in the racial/ethnic composition and economic

characteristics of city neighborhoods, I seek to pinpoint the locus of violence and explain
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its logic. Using historical, geographical, and statistical analysis I will attempt to lend
support for a theory of ethnic collective violence rooted in the effects of rapid migration

on the racial/ethnic composition and economic characteristics of neighborhoods.



Table 2.1 Summary of Independent Variables Used for Statistical Analyses

Riot Year | Collective Behavior | Power threatand | Ethnic Succession | Ethnic competition | Economic Segregation and
and Decade | (Spilerman) competition (change in (Olzak) Deprivation Economic
of (Blalock) racial/ethnic Deprivation
Observation composition)
Ain%Black 1910- | Ain% Black,1910- |- % Males
Chicago % Black, 1920 % Black, 1920 1920,controlling for | 1920 ® % Males mw? od, 1920 :J‘n;lnxyleod,zol 920°
emplo
1919 % Black Squared, % Black, 1920 Unemployed
1920 Ratio of Homeowners | Ratio of Persons to
(1910-1920) Ain% Black 1910- | Ain % Black, 1910- |, /poiery "1020 Dwellings 1920 *
1920,controlling for | 20 * Ratio of Persons : % Black, 1920
% Black, 1910 to Dwellings, 1920
v Black. 195 Aln%Bltekl%?- A in % black 1940- " Mal %W?M
Detroit e Black, % Black, 1950 1950,controlling for | 1950 * % Males es Unemp 1950 ¢
1943 % Black, 1950 Unemployed, 1950 Unemployed, 1950 % Black, 1950
% Black Squared,
1950 Ain%Black, 1940- | 5 Median Household | Median Houschold
(1940-1950) 1950,controlling for | ;- o¢ b1oct 1040-50 ¢ | 1C0mS: 1950 Income, 1950 * %
% Black, 1940 Median Household Black, 1950
Income, 1950
A in % Hispanic A in % Foreign Bom % Males
Miami % Black, 1980 % Hispanic, 1980 1970-1980 1970-1980 * % Males | % Males Unemployed, 1980 *
1980 controlling for % Unemployed, 1980. | Unemployed, 1980 % Black, 1980
% Hispanic Squared, | Hispanic, 1980,
1980 Ain % Foreign Bom | Median Houschold | Median Houschold
(1970-1980) Aln % Black 1970- | 1970-1980 ¢ Income, 1980 Income, 1980 * %
1980 controtling for | Median Houschold Black, 1980
% Black, 1980 Income, 1980
A in % Hispanic A in % Foreign Bom % Males
Los Angeles % Black, 1990 % Black, 1990 1980-1990 controlling | 1980-1990 * % Males | % Males Unemployed, 1990 ¢
1992 for % Hispanic,1990, | Unemployed, 1990 Unemployed, 1990. | % Black, 1990
% Black Squared,
1990 ? A in % Black 1980- A in % Foreign Bom | Median Houschold Median Household
(1980-1990) 1990 controlling for | 1980-90 * Median | Income, 1990 Income, 1990 * %
% Black, 1990 Household Black, 1990

Income, 1990
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Chapter 3. The Great Migration and White Resentment: The Chicago Riot of 1919
and the Detroit Riot of 1943

From a historical perspective, there are strong parallels between the Chicago Riot
of 1919 and the Detroit Riot of 1943. Both events took place amidst a backdrop of
wartime mobilization that brought significant waves of black migration from the rural
South to centers of industrial production located in the Midwest and Northeast. During
World War I, from 1916 to 1919, rioting spread throughout several Northern industrial
cities including East St.Louis, Washington D.C., and Chicago: cities which served as
gateways for the new wave of African American migrants. Interracial violence was
especially pronounced during the “Red Summer of 1919” (Tuttle 1975), at which time the
Chicago Riot took place. The Chicago Riot of 1919 can thus be viewed as part of a
larger cycle of civil disorder, produced by changes in wartime industrial production
which rapidly altered the racial composition of America’s Northern cities.

A little more than twenty years after the Chicago Riot, the same pattern of
wartime mobilization, black migration, and interracial violence recurred. World War I1
generated an increased demand for labor to meet rising levels of wartime production.
After a relative hull during the Depression decade, by the 1940s, the “Great Migration™
resumed in its full intensity. Once again, African Americans were on the move from
South to North where a rude welcome awaited them. During the warmer months of 1943,
rioting swept through several American cities, including Detroit, in which the black

population was rapidly increasing. Despite the passage of time between the Detroit Riot
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of 1943 and the Chicago Riot of 1919 they may both be seen as part of the same cycle of
black migration and white backlash that characterized the wartime years.

Both the Chicago and Detroit riots were preceded by mass migration, an
intensification of labor unrest, and scarcity of affordable housing. For several years prior
to the outbreak of violence, labor unions pushed for higher wages and better working
conditions, but were thwarted by employers who periodically employed blacks as
strikebreakers. Black migrants were thus caught in the middle of labor disputes between
white dominated unions and employers who benefited from racial antagonism among
workers. In this environment, many white workers came to believe that blacks would
undercut their wages and, at some point, take over their jobs.

Likewise, whites began to identify black migrants as competitors for the limited
supply of affordable housing available in each city. Despite attracting sizable numbers of
migrants, neither city made plans to increase housing stock for low-wage migrant
workers. Whereas working class whites had established tight knit ethnic neighborhoods
characterized by high levels of homeownership, blacks were forced to live in dense,
dilapidated housing, isolated but adjacent to white working class areas. White workers
who lived in close proximity to the increasingly crowded black “ghettos’ feared that their
neighborhoods would be swallowed up by the expanding black belts.

As migration continued, it brought increased levels of contact and conflict
between blacks and whites, both in the workplace and in public spaces. It is not
surprising then that both riots originated in ski;mishes involving the use of public
facilities and spread to the borders of white and black neighborhoods undergoing
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transition. Feeling threatened by the growing presence of blacks as co-workers,
neighbors, at the ball fields and beaches, whites responded violently. With their
increasing size but limited access to quality housings and skilled professions, blacks saw
little reason to accept a subservient position, and therefore, fought back. Each group,
seeking to promote or defend its uneasy foothold in the urban environment, contended
with one another for jobs, housing, and political power. The competitive nature of race
relations in these cities thus primed black and white citizens to engage in acts of
collective violence. As such, these riots serve as “ideal type” examples of “ecological”
warfare (Tuttle 1975, Janowitz 1969).
Labor Force Competition

Wartime production intensified the demand for industrial labor at the same time

as American soldiers were sent overseas and immigration from abroad declined. To meet
their expanding labor needs, employers helped induce an internal migration of African
Americans from the rural South. As the two main industrial centers of the Midwest,
Chicago and Detroit, received a dispercentately large share of migrant laborers during the
wartime years. Within a short period of time, these cities experienced a significant
increase in the size of their black populations. From 1910 to 1920, the black population
of Chicago increased by over 60,000, from 44, 103 to 109,458, a gain of 148% much of it
coming in the years 1916-1919 (Chicago Commission on Race Relations 1921, 1968:2).
According to sociologists Otis and Beverly Duncan, 94% of this increase in black

population was due to migration (Duncan and Duncan 1957:34, Spear 1967:141). In
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Detroit, from 1940 to 1950 the black population of Detroit nearly doubled, from 153,773
to 304,677, a gain of 98.1%.

Throughout the war years, black migrants poured into Chicago and Detroit,
encouraged by the prospect of finding ready employment in the stockyards, steel mills,
and armaments factories. Such expectations, for many of the new arrivals were
confirmed. Finding work was generally easy, provided that one was willing to work
under dirty, dangerous and degrading conditions in unskilled occupations that white
workers came to refer to as “nigger” jobs (Darden, Hill and Thomas 1987). Most black
migrants to Chicago found work in the meat packing and steel industries, working on the
killing floor or manning the blast furnaces. Finding work in these industries was
relatively easy with employers hiring “night and day”. By 1920, the census counted 4313
black Chicagoans working in the iron and steel industries, an increase of 4,093 ina
decade” (Grossman 1989:183-184).

Black migrants arriving in Detroit during the early to mid-1940s also found it
relatively easy to secure employment. With a general shortage of labor and the
implementation of Executive Order 8802 (which banned discrimination in defense
industries), blacks began to see their numbers in Detroit’s factories increase. According
to Widick (1972:93), over 75,000 black workers (male and female) were hired as a result
of President Roosevelt’s executive order.

“The cumulative effect of economic forces, activism, and government assistance
was that blacks made significant gains in Detroit’s industrial economy during the
war...As late as 1942, 119 of 197 Detroit manufacturers surveyed had no black
employees. But the shortage of labor in Detroit was so great by 1943 that companies by

necessity opened doors for blacks that had previously been shut. A 1944 report found that
‘a 44% advance in wartime employment brought with it an advance of 103% in the total
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number of Negroes employed’. As Chrysler worker James Boggs recalled ‘You could get
a job anywhere you went’...The percent of black men working as factory operatives rose
from 29 percent in 1940 to 45 percent in 1950.” (Sugrue 1996:27-28)

Yet all was not well in the factories of Chicago and Detroit. White workers did
not typically greet the new employees with open arms, but rather, black laborers were
often met with hostility by whites uncomfortable with the notion of working alongside
blacks. In both cities, these sentiments were reinforced by a long history of labor disputes
in which black workers were used as strikebreakers by employers bent on breaking the
power of unions.

Beginning with the Stockyards Strike of 1894, Chicago’s meat packing and
industrial tycoons periodically employed black workers as strikebreakers, or in union
parlance, “scabs”. Although some refused to take such jobs, such as a group of
steelworkers from Alabama who headed home upon hearing the terms of their
employment (Tuttle 1975:113), many black migrants had little experience with or loyalty
to labor unions. Southern migrants proved more difficult to organize than Northern
blacks (Halpern 1997:52). Those with little knowledge of unions often expressed hostility
or ambivalence regarding the labor movement (Halpern 1997:52, Grossman 1989:214,
Spear 1967:160). Emiployers used this lack of experience or identification with organized
labor to undercut workers demands for higher wages and better working conditions. The
widespread use of blacks as strikebreakers, particularly during the 1894 and 1904
Stockyards Strikes, and the 1905 Teamsters Strike, influenced white workers’ perception
that blacks were a “scab race’ or that the terms black and “scab™ were synonymous

(Halpern 1997:31, Grossman 1989:218, Tuttle 1975:119). Such perceptions led white



workers in 1905 to attack blacks residing in the black belt area adjacent to their
neighborhoods. In this case, violence was conducted indiscriminately without regard to
union affiliation. Despite fledgling efforts to unionize black workers, the continued
migration put even more strain on relations between white and black workers. As Tuttle
notes, the violence of the 1919 riot followed the same pattern as that which took place in
1905. In his analysis, the labor disputes and violence of 1905 was merely a rehearsal for
the more widespread violence of 1919 (Tuttle 1975:121).

Fanning the flames of racial tension and labor unrest in Chicago was the return of
soldiers, both black and white, from the European front. Many black returnees, unwilling
to live under Jim Crow in the South, joined their brethren in the journey northward. At
the same time white soldiers returned to their homes and sought to regain their prewar
jobs. As the war ended, however, industrial production slowed, and the demand for labor
decreased. The result was a market flooded with “surplus labor”, ripe for conflict among
black and white job seekers. Protesting against post-war layoffs and declining wages,
“upwards of 250, 00 workers in Chicago were on strike, threatening to strike, or locked
out by late July 1919” (Tuttle 1975:141). With memories of former strikebreaking
activities, white workers feared that the continued growth of the black labor force would
lead to their displacement from the jobs they had clung to so tenaciously.

In Detroit, by 1943, blacks had also acquired a reputation as “scabs”. As late as
1941 blacks were still being used as strikebreakers, most notably at Ford Motor Co.
There, an estimated 600 to 1000 black workers, on orders from management, attacked
union picket lines with metal bars and knives (Shogan and Craig 1964:25; Widick



1972:84). Long after the strike ended, bitter feelings towards black workers persisted in
some quarters, especially among southern white migrants many whom were already
predisposed to hate blacks. These feeling extended beyond the Ford factory into other
workplaces where despite the official egalitarian stance of union leadership, black
unionized workers continued to face discrimination by their white brethren. During a
strike at Packard, Walter White, an NAACP official reported hearing a loudspeaker blare
over the picket lines “ I'd rather see Hitler and Hirohito win than work next to a nigger”
(Shogan and Craig 1964:32).

For blacks in Detroit, the wartime period was one of new found economic
opportunity. For whites, accustomed to segregation and the sense of white supremacy
that accompanied it, these were uncertain times. Despite the availability of work, many
whites perceived their status to be threatened by the recent gains made by blacks. White
workers felt particularly threatened as blacks began to receive job training, training that
would allow for them to move up into skilled jobs which were formerly held by whites.
“By November 1942, blacks in 185 defense plants jumped from 22,200 to 33,500 (or 6.6
percent of all workers) and began to replace whites in training classes” (Capeci 1984:32).
As blacks took advantage of training classes, whites watched with trepidation. One white
worker asked incredulously, ¢ We’ve got to teach them our trades so they can grab our
places?”’ Another exclaimed, ‘‘ After the war is over Negroes will undercut our wage
rates and take away our jobs’’(Shogan and Craig 1964:32).

The traditional split labor market, an arrangement where whites occupied higher

paying skilled jobs and blacks were relegated to lower paying less skilled jobs (Bonacich
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1973), was breaking down, which made many whites uncomfortable and brought out
their worst prejudices. Efforts to “upgrade”™ black workers to skilled positions met with
dispercentate resistance. In 1941, metal polishers at Packard declared a sit down strike to
protest the hiring of two African Americans. Over 25,000 Packard workers walked out in
sympathy(Shogan and Craig 1964:32, Darden, Hill and Thomas 1987). Similar strikes
occurred at Chrysler’s Dodge Plant and the Hudson Motor Car Company (Widick
1972:93-94). Despite a booming wartime economy, some white workers nonetheless felt
threatened by the presence of blacks in their workplace, particular if blacks were
performing jobs of equivalent skill. “As long as blacks were in the hot, dirty, ‘nigger
jobs’, most white workers felt secure. But as soon as war production policies placed
blacks in so-called white jobs all hell broke loose” (Darden, Hill, Thomas and Thomas
1987:68).

To summarize these trends, in both Chicago (1916-1919) and Detroit (1940-
1945), black migration was encouraged to fill wartime labor shortages. Yet, black
workers were also traditionally employed as a means to weaken the power of nascent
labor unions. Thus while employers welcomed blacks with open arms, white workers for
the most part tried to keep blacks at an arm’s length. Despite the occasional olive branch
extended to black workers willing to join unions, in neither Detroit nor Chicago did white
labor advocate equality for black laborers. When blacks received the opportunity to
improve their skills and pay, whites feared they would lose their monopoly on the better
paying positions or worse, be displaced entirely from their workplaces. As a result, many

whites came to define their labor market position as a zero sum game, one in which gains
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for black workers inevitably would be accompanied by losses for whites. Such sentiments
helped fuel racial backlash when combined with the movement of African Americans
into formerly white neighborhoods. Unable to hold the line against integration of their
workplaces, whites sought to defend the racial/ethnic “purity” of their neighborhoods.
Contested Space

In pre-World War I Chicago, blacks lived in a few isolated pockets spread
throughout the city, with one major area of concentration on the city’s South Side.
Although informally designated as the ‘black belt”, this area between 29" and 47" streets,
bounded by Wentworth Avenue to the west and Cottage Grove Avenue to the east, was in
actuality a “mixed” neighborhood (Spear 1967:150). As such, the “black belt” served as
home to a minority of working class whites (who lived there according to their economic
circumstances) and African Americans of all social classes whose housing choices were
circumscribed by discriminatory real estate practices. Although blacks accounted for only
two percent of Chicago’s population in 1910, Chicago was, according to Richard Wright,
the mostly highly segregated city in the North (Wright as cited in Spear 1967, and Tuttle
1975).

Hemmed in by the hostility of surrounding white neighborhoods and restrictive
real estate policies, blacks began to build their own social and economic infrastructure, in
Spear’s terminology, an “Institutional Ghetto”. With black owned businesses, churches,
and even a hospital, a stable black enclave appeared to be forming.

Within a decade, however, the character of the “black belt” would change

dramatically. Southern migrants, looking for affordable housing close to their new places
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of employment, gravitated to the black belt, in part because it was the only neighborhood
open to them. The massive influx of migrants in search of housing overwhelmed the
existing residential market. According to a study conducted in 1917 by the Chicago
Urban League, “in a single day there were 664 Negro applicants for houses and only fifty
houses available. In some cases, as many as ten persons were listed for a single
house....At the same time rents increased from 5 to 30 and sometimes as much as 50
percent.”(Chicago Commission on Race Relations, 1922, 1968:93). The Chicago
Defender, the most widely circulated newspaper in the black community labeled the
emergent housing crisis as a “home famine”. According to Grossman (1989:138) this
shortage of housing for African Americans was directly linked to the eruption of racial
violence in the summer of 1919.

Continued in-migration had the overall effect of boosting the blaqk belt’s
population density, which combined with a lack of capital improvements, brought about
dilapidation and disease. A study of black occupied housing conducted by Alzada
Comstock and Sophonisba Breckenridge revealed a common pattern of dilapidation
(Tuttle 1975:162, Philpott 1978:156).

““In no other part’ of the city, wrote S.P. Breckenridge of the University of
Chicago, “was there found a neighborhood so conspicuously dilapidated as the black belt
on the South Side. No other group’, she added, ‘suffered so much from decaying
buildings, leaking roofs, doors without hinges, broken windows, insanitary plumbing,
rotting floors and general lack of repairs.’” (Tuttle 1975:162)

Such conditions, were obviously not conducive to good health:

“Chicago’s blacks had a death rate which was twice that of whites. The stillbirth

rate was also twice as high; the death rate from tuberculosis and syphillis was six times as
high; and from pneumonia and nephritis it was well over three times as high. The



statistics indicated that the death rate for Chicago’s blacks was comparable to that of
Bombay, India” (Tuttle 1975:162)

Despite unsanitary and overcrowded conditions, blacks in Chicago continued to
pay high rents, having little choice of where to live. Over twenty years later, in Detroit,
this experience was replicated. In the early 1900s Detroit was Chicago’s closest
competitor for the dubious distinction of the most segregated city in the North. Like
Chicago, blacks living in Detroit found themselves confined to a narrow strip of territory,
close to the city’s Central Business District. Like Chicago, this “black belt” also housed a
significant number of poor whites. Responding to their involuntary segregation, blacks in
Detroit, like their brethren in Chicago began the process of building their own
institutional ghetto or black enclave. As with.World War I Chicago, this institutional
structure was ill-prepared to absorb the massive wave of migrants who arrived as the
nation mobilized for another world war.

With the exception of a few middle class blacks who resided in a small enclave on
the West Side, most blacks in Detroit remained confined to the “black belt”, ironically
referred to “Paradise Valley”. Perhaps at one time, prior to the full onslaught of
migration, the neighborhood had indeed seemed like a paradise. In close proximity to the
factories, it offered its black residents easy access to their workplaces. Despite a sizable
minority of working class whites, the neighborhood acted as a center of black community
and culture. Black owned and operated institutions reflected the promise of proud self-
determination. The sizable black presence offered security for migrants in the face ofa
. hostile white dominated society. It is understandable why Paradise Valley served as a

magnet for migrants.
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Mass migration, however, would provoke some of the same problems experienced
by the black population in Chicago. With little new housing being built, and migrants
streaming into the city, Detroit’s black belt, like that of Chicago, was destined to become
a crowded, dirty, and dangerous place. The resumption of the “Great Migration”
increased the density of an already crowded neighborhood, accelerating the decay of the
local housing stock and exacerbating already unsanitary conditions (Lee and Humphery
1943:92-93)

“In 1941, the Detroit Housing Commission reported that 50.2 percent of all
dwellings occupied by Negroes were substandard, and the situation had hardly improved

since. Now Negroes were crammed into storefronts and lofts as well as dilapidated
apartments. Roofs leaked, stairways crumbled, and sanitary facilities were inadequate.

Some 3,500 houses in Paradise Valley had only outside toilets, placed in shacks over
holes in sewer mains” (Shogan and Craig 1964:29)

Again the connection between overcrowded, dilapidated housing and poor health,
observed in Chicago presented itself in wartime Detroit. According to official health
commission reports, black residents of Detroit experienced significantly higher rates of
tuberculosis, infant and maternal mortality than whites. Rates of tuberculosis and infant
mortality in “Paradise Valley™ greatly exceeded that of the city as a whole (Capeci
1984:37). Nonetheless, blacks paid considerably higher rents for these substandard
dwellings than whites.

“Even in normal times, a Detroit housing official estimated that rents in the Negro
slums had been running about two or three times higher than in white districts. A five
room shanty, for which a white family might pay $25 a month would be rented to five
Negro families, one room to a family, at $10 to $15 a month each. A rundown flat worth
about $10 a month in a white neighborhood brought $25 a month in Paradise Valley.

During the war, the exorbitant rents paid by Negroes had climbed even higher” (Shogan
and Craig 1964:29)
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Given the crowded, unsanitary conditions in the “black belt” neighborhoods of
Chicago and Detroit, it is not surprising that some African Americans sought to escape
from the confines of these areas. Middle class blacks who had arrived a decade or two
earlier found themselves in the midst of more recent migrants of lower social class. As
more migrants moved in, the character of the black belt changed. Crime and vice
increased hand in hand with crowding and real estate dilapidation. (Tuttle 1975:165)
The more “respectable” members of the black community attempted to relocate, but their
options were limited. To leave the ghetto, they would have to move into adjacent areas
inhabited by whites, and to do so was to risk violence at the hands of white mobs and
youth gangs (Phillpot 1984:156). In Chicago the search by blacks for better housing
outside the ghetto would provoke numerous clashes which “led directly to the racial
violence that terrorized Chicago in 1919”. (Spear 1969:150)

Middle class blacks seeking relief from the crowding and crime of Detroit’s
Paradise Valley neighborhood faced a similar dilemma. To move outside the ghetto
involved relocation into “white™ neighborhoods which were often “defended™ by their
residents. As early as 1925, when Ossian Sweet, a black physician, attempted to move in
to an all-white neighborhood, the stakes were made plain. Dr. Sweet and his family faced
several nights of harassment and vandalism at the hands of a white mob, until fearing for
their lives, they fired a shot into the crowd, killing one member of the unruly assembly.
Although Dr. Sweet was later acquitted of murder, the message sent by the mob was
clear, blacks who purchased or rented homes in white neighborhoods would not be

welcome.
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Nonetheless, the rapid influx of migrants into Detroit’s black beit made it
inevitable that the black population would spill over its tightly defined borders. The
“container” was about to “burst™ (Lee and Humphrey 1943:93). Whites in Chicago and
Detroit who lived in neighborhoods adjacent to the black belt areas reacted with
trepidation to the prospect of black residential mobility. Collectively they mobilized to
bold the color line. In Chicago, residents of the Hyde Park-Kenwood neighborhood,
standing eastward in the path of black belt expansion formed a “Property Owner’s
Association” ostensibly designed to keep blacks out. Other neighborhoods standing to the
east and south of the black belt followed suit. These associations held numerous protest
meetings, punctuated by inflammatory rhetoric calling for “use of bombs and bullets™ to
drive out the black “invaders™ (Tuttle 1975:172-174).

Such pronouncements however, were more than mere rhetoric. Rather, they were
statements of strategy. If simple harassment and threats failed to dislodge black families,
overt violence was considered an acceptable choice. Beginning in 1916 and continuing
through the early 1920s, numerous bombing of black residences and real estate firms took
place. (Philpott 1978:166-169, Tuttle 1975:175-176).

From March 1918 to the outbreak of the riot, twenty five bombs rocked the homes
of blacks and the offices of realtors of both races....Moreover, mobs brandishing
brickbats and other weapons and missiles stoned buildings, and intimidation and threats
of further violence burgeoned as well. ‘Look out; you’re next for hell’ read a ‘black hand
notice’. Another was addressed to black tenants on Vincennes Avenue: “We are going to
BLOW these FLATS TO HELL and if you don’t want to go with them you had better
move at once’” (Tuttle 1975:175-6).

In Detroit, several “Neighborhood Improvement Associations” were formed as

well, again with the purpose of restricting black homeownership and tenancy. As blacks
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began to move into “white™ neighborhoods, whites responded through organized
campaigns of intimidation and violence. “ For those white Detroiters unwilling or unable
to flee, black movement into their neighborhoods was the moral equivalent of war”
(Sugrue 1996:246). For white working class and middle class Prostestants, such change
helped fuel the resurgence of the Ku Klux Klan in Detroit, where it became the
“unquestioned center of klan strength in Michigan”(Jackson 1967:128-129).

While there is some credence to the notion that these actions represented a general
war of all whites against residentially mobile blacks, social class and ethnicity were key
factors in distinguishing those who fled from those who fought. Rather than a battle of
the haves and have nots, violence in Chicago that resuited over contested space in was
largely an issue of the have littles versus those who had nearly nothing, a struggle
between working class white homeowners and blacks aspiring to homeownership
(Philpott 1978:151, Grossman 1989:175).

In Chicago and Detroit the most heavily defended neighborhoods tended to be
those occupied by working class whites of foreign-born origin, particularly Catholics of
Irish, Italian, and Polish heritage (Sugrue 1996:240). In both cities the combination of
working class white immigrants and recent black migrants would prove particularly
deadly. For Catholic immigrants, homeownership, church and community came together
as a package. Catholic parishes were drawn along ethnic lines, with residents urged to
purchase homes in proximity to their mother church. Owning a home was both a mark of
status and a signifier of being centered in a moral universe constituted by the boundaries

of one’s parish. (McGreavey 1996:18-22) Such a view is echoed by the character Studs



Lonigan in James T. Farrell’s (1932) semi-autobiographical account of life in one of
Chicago’s Irish immigrant neighborhoods.

Local clergy realized the ethnic dimensions of the communities in which the
churches were located. As such, they tacitly, and at times overtly, supported the
maintenance of racial/ethnic neighborhood boundaries, lending credence to resident’s
efforts at excluding blacks. Despite the official rhetoric of the mother church, and the
work of integrationist minded clergy some of the most active proponents of segregation
in Chicago and Detroit, e,g, Father Luigi Giambiastiani, Father Constantine Djiuk and
Father David Coughlin (who was also a noted anti-Semitic orator), were parish priests.

Supported by institutional authorities, e.g. clergy and business associations, white
immigrants vigorously defended their claims to territory versus the newest wave of
“immigrants”, the blacks. Helping to carry out these actions were youth gangs, officially
constituted as “athletic clubs”. Members of these gangs acted as the vanguard against
racial integration of white immigrant communities assaulting blacks whom errantly
strayed into their territory and vandalizing the homes of the newest blacks residents. At
the behest of neighborhood improvement associations and ethnic politicians these
“athletic clubs™ served as enforcers of the neighborhood’s racial/ethnic purity, guarding
against the threat of “racial contamination” (Grossman 1989:178). A significant portion
of the violence that occurred during the first two days of rioting can be attributed to
ethnic immigrant gangs such as Ragen’s Colts and the Shielders (Halpern 1997:66,

Philpott 1978:172-174).
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In summation, historical accounts suggest that both the Chicago Riot of 1919 and
the Detroit Riot of 1943 were fueled by competition among whites of recent immigrant
stock and even more recent black migrants from the rural South over access to jobs and
housing. Yet little has been done in the way of formal empirical testing of this thesis. It is
to this task that I now turn. Using geographic information systems (GIS) and regression
analysis, I will examine the relationship between rapid demographic change, economic
competition, and riot violence.

Results: Testing Ecological Hypotheses for Riot Violence
Geographic Information Systems Analysis

Figures 3.1-3.4 display relationships among the changing demographic
characteristics of Chicago census tracts from 1910 to 1920 and the location of fatalities
that occurred during the 1919 Chicago Riot. Figures 3.1-3.3 lend support to an ethnic
succession account for riot violence. Figure 3.1 shows the location of riot fatalities with
respect to the distribution of black population in 1910 Chicago. Figure 3.2. looks at the
black population distribution in 1920, again displaying the geographic coordinates of riot
fatalities. These two figures, taken together, reveal the expansion of Chicago’s “black
belt” into formerly white areas. They show an increase in the number of tracts containing
a black population of fifty percent of more, from five tracts in 1910 to sixteen tracts by
1920. Figure 3.3 which displays the change in percent of black residents by census tract
from 1910 to 1920, along with the location of riot fatalities uncovers a pattern of ethnic
succession and violence on Chicago’s South Side. Within just ten years, twenty- three

census tracts had experienced a twenty percent or greater increase in black population. Of



the twenty-nine reported deaths which resulted from rioting, fifteen occurred in these
tracts where the black population increased by twenty percent or more over the decade.
With the exception of a cluster of killings that took place west of Wentworth Avenue
along the 47 streetcar line, most of the violence in Chicago took place in tracts located
in or near the black belt which had experienced rapid black in-migration. By contrast,
those who were killed on 47" Avenue were black stockyards workers who were dragged
from the streetcars and brutally beaten as they attempted to return home. To get from the
stockyards to the black belt, one had to pass through predominantly working class Irish
neighborhoods, and therein lay the danger for black workers. It was within these
neighborhoods that white youths expressed their fears of racial transition and their hatred
of blacks with fists and knives. Nonetheless, the majority of riot deaths took place within
the zone of racial transition. GIS analysis thus suggests that there is a relationship
between ethnic succession and the location of deaths during the 1919 riot.

By contrast GIS analysis casts some doubt on the applicability of an economic
deprivation account for the violence that took place in Chicago. There appears to be little
association between the location of riot fatalities and percent males unemployed. Male
unemployment is for the most part distributed randomly in relation to the location of riot
deaths (Figure 3.4). Thus, while GIS analysis provides support for an ethnic succession
interpretation of riot violence in Chicago, there appears to be no analogous relationship
between economic deprivation (as measured by male unemployment) and the location of

riot violence in that city
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Figures 3.5-3.9 present the results of a similar GIS analysis for Detroit. These
maps explore the relationship between demographic change in Detroit census tracts from
1940 to 1950 and the location of fatalities that occurred during the 1943 Detroit Riot.
These maps, like those presented for Chicago, lend support to an ethnic succession thesis.
Figure 3.5 maps the location of 1943 riot fatalities with respect to the black population of
Detroit in 1940. Figure 3.6 displays the same coordinates of riot related death with
respect to the distribution of Detroit’s black population in 1950. Taken together, Figures
3.5 and 3.6 show an increasing concentration of black population in the heart of
downtown Detroit. The black population of the inner city was not expanding so much as
“piling up” (Duncan 1957). At the beginning of the decade 1940-1950, a sizable white
population had resided in downtown Detroit. By 1950, however, most of the white
population had moved out of these formerly “mixed” neighborhoods. Like Chicago’s
south side, Detroit’s “Paradise Valley” was transformed by the ethnic succession process,
and was touched by riot violence.

Figure 3.7 shows the extent of this population change and its correspondence with
riot related deaths. Of the 23 mapped fatalities, all but two are located in or border upon
census tracts where the black population increased by twenty percent or more over the
course of the decade. This is strong visual evidence that rapid population change was
associated with the location of violence in the 1943 riot.

Notwithstanding, at least one economic factor also appears to have been
associated with violence that occurred during the 1943 Detroit Riot. Figure 3.9 implies a
relationship between median household income levels and riot violence. Riot fatalities



clearly clustered in central city tracts where median household income was below 3000
dollars per annum. As with Chicago, however, there is no clear pattern between rates of
male unemployment and the location of riot deaths (Figure 3.8). GIS analysis for Detroit
thus suggests that a combination of ethnic succession and poverty (but not
unemployment), was associated with collective violence that occurred during the summer
of 1943. Had income measures been available for 1919 Chicago it is possible that I would
have obtained a similar finding for both cities.
Statistical Tests of Ecological Hypotheses

Up to this point I have cautiously stated that the results of my GIS analysis only
represent visual associations. These relationships are merely implied and must be tested
with formal statistical techniques. To do so, I employ two kinds of statistical analysis,
difference of means tests and poisson regression. These tests will help ascertain whether
the associations among population change, economic characteristics, and riot violence,
visually displayed in the GIS maps are statistically significant as well.
Difference of Means Test

The difference of means test is designed to ascertain whether there is a
statistically significant difference in the mean values of a particular variable among two
groups. Dividing the population of census tracts into those where riot fatalities occurred
and those where riot fatalities did not take place, I test for significant differences among
these groups on a series of demographic variables. Table 3.1 presents the results of these

tests for Chicago and Detroit.
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For the city of Chicago there were 26 tracts that experienced riot fatalities as
opposed to 473 that did not. Compared to tracts where riot fatalities did not occur, tracts
containing riot related deaths had a significantly higher rate of change in percent black
over the ten year period 1910-1920. On average, a riot death tract had an increase of
14.4% in black population, while non-death tracts had only a 1.8% gain in black
population. This finding, which is significant at the .01 level for a two tailed test, lends
further support to an ethnic succession explanation for riot violence in Chicago. Tracts
where deaths occurred had on average a higher rate of black in-migration and
concomitantly higher rate of white out-migration. Tracts where deaths took place, by the
end of the ten year period had a significantly higher percentage of black residents than
those where no deaths occurred, 26.9% versus 3.7%. This too is a statistically significant
finding although tracts where deaths occurred also had a higher black percentage to begin
with. Testing the economic deprivation hypothesis, I found no significant differences in
male unemployment among death and non-death tracts. This confirms the resuits
obtained using GIS, which suggested that unemployment was not a significant predictor
of the location of riot fatalities. Neither GIS nor difference of means analysis support an
economic deprivation account for riot violence in Chicago. Yet, because income data
were not available for Chicago in 1910 or 1920, I can not conclusively rule out an
economic deprivation explanation. Nonetheless, both GIS and difference of means
analysis provide support for the ethnic succession thesis.

For Detroit, I obtained similar results as were found with Chicago. In Detroit
there were 16 tracts where a riot related fatality took place and 197 tracts where no deaths
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occurred. As with Chicago, Detroit tracts containing riot deaths on average had a higher
rate of black in-migration than did tracts where no riot deaths took place. Tracts with riot
related deaths experienced an average increase of 28.8% in black population while tracts
without fatalities experienced a 5.4% increase in black population on average. This
difference is statistically significant at the .001 level, two tailed test. Likewise, tracts
where deaths occurred in Detroit experienced a higher rate of out-migration by foreign
born residents, 8.9% versus 4.0 percent respectively. This finding is significant at the
.001 level, two tailed. By the end of the ten year period, tracts where riot fatalities
occurred had a much greater average black population size than non death tracts, 85.8%
versus 10.9%, a figure which is somewhat skewed by the larger black population of these
tracts at the beginning of the decade. The difference of means tests thus confirm the
intensification of black population in the riot zone, as well as the flight of the remaining
white population, particularly white immigrants, from those areas of downtown Detroit
where blacks were moving in most rapidly. Finally, economic deprivation must be given
some consideration as a factor leading to the onset of riot hostilities. The difference of
means tests reveal statistically significant differences in median household income and
male unemployment rates among tracts with and without riot fatalities. Tracts where riot
deaths occurred had, on average, significantly higher rates of unemployment (contrary to
the random pattern suggested by GIS analysis) and lower median household incomes
(confirmed by GIS analysis). These findings further suggests that economic deprivation,
as well as population change indicative of ethnic succession, was associated with the
location of deaths that occurred in the 1943 Detroit Riot.
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Poisson Regression Analysis

My conclusions thus far are based on visual association and a simple inferential
statistical test. To confirm these results, more powerful statistical tests that can control
for several factors simultaneously are needed. Thus, in this next section, I describe the
results obtained by poisson regression analysis, a form of regression modeling most
suitable for count data. Using poisson regression models I estimate the number of riot
related deaths that occurred with a census tract as a function of racial/ethnic composition
and economic characteristics, thus testing whether particular demographic factors are
most predictive of riot severity.

Testing for Non-linear Effects of Black Population

According to Blalock’s “power threat™ and “competition formulations we should
expect to find non-linear effects of percent black on the number of a riot related fatalities
that occurred within a given census tract. If power threat were operative, the relationship
would be positive, and ever increasing, exemplified by a positive coefficient for percent
black and a positive coefficient for percent black squared. If competition were the
operative case, we should find a positive non-linear relationship with a slope that
decreases at the highest levels of percent black, exemplified by a positive coefficient for
percent black and a negative coefficient for its squared term.

For Chicago the coefficient for percent black regressed on the number of riot
deaths is positive and statistically significant, controlling for economic indicators (male

unemployment and housing density). See Table 3.2a, Model 1. The squared term was



negative but not statistically significant and thus fails to provide support for either
Blalock’s power threat or competition formulations. There were no non-linear effects of
black population size on the number of deaths in Chicago census tracts. Rather, the
relationship between black population size and the intensity of riot violence is linear,
confirming Spilerman’s hypothesis. In separate analysis, however, using logistic
regression to estimate the presence versus absence of a riot fatality within a tract, the
coefficient for percent black was positive and significant and its squared term negative
and significant, implying support for Blalock’s competition hypothesis. Thus, while we
can conclusively rule out Blalock’s “power threat™ formulation for Chicago, I feel it
would be premature to rule out “competition™ as a possible cause for violence.

For Detroit, the results supporting Blalock’s competition formulation are stronger.
There, I found a non-linear relationship between percent black and the number of deaths.
The coefficient for percent black 1950 is positive and significant (Table 3.3, Model 1).
This is consistent with Spilerman’s hypothesis that black population size is positively
associated with riot severity. Yet, the coefficient for percent black squared is negative
and also statistically significant, suggesting a curvallinear relationship between black
population size and the location of violence, with the effect of black population size on
the number of deaths diminishing at the highest levels of black population. In contrast to
Spilerman’s hypothesis, the number of riot related deaths in Detroit peaked where black
and white population percents were closest to parity, an illustration of niche overlap, a
key indicator of competition. Where blacks attained a clear numerical majority the
intensity of riot violence was considerably reduced. Tracts which were highly segregated
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(almost exclusively black) were less likely than more integrated tracts to experience the
most severe episodes of riot violence. Such a finding lends strong statistical support for
Blalock’s “competition” postulate as applied to the Detroit Riot of 1943.
Testing for Effects of Changing Racial Composition
Chicago

Whereas Blalock’s postulates focus on the relative size of minority and non-
minority populations at a set point in time, ethnic succession theorists argue that change
in the relative size of migrant and non-migrant groups is most predictive of ethnic
collective action and interethnic violence. Models 2 and 3 of Table 3.2a present the
results of such analysis for Chicago, examining the relationship between black in-
migration (as measured by change in percent black), while controlling for the relative size
of the black population and economic indicators (unemployment, housing density).

Controlling for black population size and economic indicators at the end of the
decade, there was no significant effect of change in percent black (1910-1920) on the
number of riot fatalities. (Table 3.2a Model 2) A similar result was obtained when
controlling for the absolute size of the black population in a tract along with economic
indicators (Table 3.2a, Model 3). Changes in black population percent were not
significantly related to the intensity of violence. This finding lends support to
Spilerman’s claim that black population size, not population change is the key predictor

of riot severity. Yet, a strong correlation between percent black (1920) and change in



percent black (1910-1920) obtained with this data (r=.69) ', makes it difficult to
disentangle the effect of changes in black population from the static effect of black
population size. Several tracts characterized by high rates of black in-migration also had
some of the largest concentrations of black population at the end of the decade.

In an attempt to disentangle the effects of changing black population from black
population size, I substituted percent black 1910 for percent black 1920 in a model
containing the same economic indicators (Table 3.2a, Model 4). In this model, I found
that change in percent black was a significant predictor of the number of riot fatalities in
tract. For Chicago, there is strong support that black population size was associated with
the intensity of riot violence, but there is also some support that changes in the racial
composition of census tracts played a contributing role as well.

Detroit

The results for my poisson regression analysis of fatal violence on changing
racial/ethnic composition of Detroit census tracts are presented in table 3.3 (Models 2 and
3). Controlling for the relative size of the black population (percent black 1950), along
with economic indicators (male unemployment, log median household income) change in
percent black is a significant predictor of the number of deaths in a tract (Table 3.3,
Model 2, p< .05 single tailed test). A similar finding was obtained when controiling for

the absolute number of black residents in a tract, along with economic indicators. (Table

! Data for 1910 Chicago is based on categories of percent black by census tract as reported in Spear (1967)
and Philpott (1984). The original interval level data on black population for 1910 Chicago census tracts,
compiled by Otis Dudley Duncan is cited as unpublished and is presumably lost. For purposes of
comparability, 1920 percent black has been recoded as a categorical variable. Change in percent black must
therefore be interpreted as change in category of percent black.
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3.2a , Model 3). In addition to the absolute or relative size of the black population,
change in percent black is a robust indicator of riot related homicide at the tract level
The size of the black population is not the only measure associated with the location of
violence in Detroit. Spilerman’s hypothesis is supported by the Detroit data, but found to
be only partially correct.

To summarize these findings, in both cities poisson regression analysis lends
strong support to Spilerman’s claim that black population size is associated with the
frequency and severity of riot violence. Yet, for both cities there is also evidence that riot
related homicide was related to rapid changes in population black, a finding that was
stronger for Detroit (1940-50) than Chicago (1910-1920). Although it is difficult to sort
out the effect of changing racial composition from black population size at the end of
each respective decade, my analysis suggests that both factors are important predictors of
where the most riot related deaths occurred. While experiencing different stages of
succession, both Chicago and Detroit witnessed substantial changes in population that

‘were associated with the outbreak of riot activity. Ethnic succession was a factor in the
genesis of riot violence.

Testing for Ethnic Competition: Interaction Effects
Like Blalock (1967), Susan Olzak (1992, 1996) posits that riot violence is related

to the relative size of majority and minority groups. Like ethnic succession theorists,
however, she looks not only at static measures of population size, but examines change in
the relative percents of racial/ethnic groups. She goes a step further than ethnic

succession theorists by examining the interaction of immigration/migration and labor



market indicators, suggesting that waves of migration/immigration combine with slack
labor markets to induce competition for jobs and wages. To test this notion, I interacted
the change in percent black with the percent of males unemployed, and median household
income respectively.

In both Chicago and Detroit I obtained a significant positive effects for these
interaction terms. (Table 3.2a Model 4, Table 3.2b Model 4). Controlling for the
interaction term (when there is no change in percent black), there was a negative effect of
male unemployment on the number of riot deaths. But with increasing degrees of change
in percent black, the effect of unemployment on riot violence reverses course and become
positive. High rates of black migration at the tract level combined with male
unemployment to increase the probability of muitiple riot deaths. Olzak’s thesis with
respect to job competition is supported.

A similar finding is obtained for Detroit when income is considered in its
interaction with change in percent black. Unfortunately, income data was not available
for Chicago. In Detroit, where income data was collected for the 1950 census, I found a
significant interaction effect of median household income and change in percent black.
The coefficient on the interaction term was negative, as was the coefficient for the main
effect of median household income regressed on the number of riot fatalities in a tract.
Higher rates of income (as indicated by the main effect of median household income)
were associated with fewer deaths in Detroit census tracts. Yet, as the interaction term
suggests, the protective effect of high income was even stronger for tracts that were

changing in the racial composition. The wealthier the tract, the less likely were changes
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in percent black to produce violence. A plausible interpretation of this finding is that
tracts with lower income residents absorbed the brunt of the black migration whereas
those tracts with the highest incomes experienced little racial/ethnic change. What little
black in-migration that occurred, was not enough to provoke widespread violence by
whites. Nonetheless, taken together, poverty and racial/ethnic transition appears to have
intensified competition among racial/ethnic groups and led to overt civil strife in Detroit.
Olzak’s competition hypothesis is supported by the pattern of riot violence.

Several urban historians such as Spear (1967), Philpott (1978), and McGreavey
(1996) emphasize how shortages of housing in Chicago and Detroit led to struggles
among white ethnics and black migrants for living space. Extending Olzak’s analysis
from jobs and income to housing, I look at the interaction of housing demand (as
measured by the ratio of persons to dwellings, and black in-migration for both cities. In
neither city, however, did I find a significant interaction of black migration and housing
demand/density on the probability of riot violence. I find these results, however, to be
somewhat less than conclusive. A strong correlation among the interaction term and
change in percent black for both cities made it difficult to untangle the effects of change
in percent black from the interaction of change in percent black and demand for housing.
As the historical accounts suggest, the increase in black population and housing demand
went hand in hand. While the poisson regression analysis fails to provide support for a
housing conmipetition explanation of riot violence in Chicago and Detroit, it does not

effectively rule out such claims.



Testing the Economic Deprivation Hypothesis
Chicago

Poisson regression analysis yields mixed results for the economic deprivation
thesis in Chicago (Table 3.2a). In four of eight models, the percent of males who were
unemployed was a significant predictor of riot violence, yet the direction of this
relationship runs contrary to the economic deprivation hypothesis. The relationship
between male unemployment and the number of deaths in a tract was consistently
negative, suggesting that tracts with higher percents of unemployed males were less
likely to experience multiple riot deaths. On the other hand, in all three models that
include homeownership (used here as a proxy for wealth), the ration of homeowner to
renters is significantly associated with fewer riot fatalities when controlling for change in
percent black, 1920 percent black, and male unemployment. Tracts with higher ratios of
homeownership versus renting were less prone to severe outbreaks of riot violence.

Given high levels of employment throughout wartime Chicago, the ratio of
homeowners to renters initially appears to be a better indicator of economic status than
employment. This variable, however, might be less a measure of economic status than a
proxy for social disorganization/social control. High levels of homeownership are often
indicative of neighborhood stability. Areas with more renters may experience more
turnover of residents, leading to less social control and a greater potential for crime and
violence, including riot violence. Social disorganization theorists of crime (Shaw and
McKay 1929, Kapsis 1972,1978, Morenoff and Sampson 1997) are strong proponents of

such an interpretation. Thus, it is uncertain whether that income differences per se played
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a role in determining which neighborhoods were susceptible to violence. Nor is it clear
that the number of deaths varied significantly by levels of male unemployment.

There are however, significant effects for the interaction of median household
income and housing density with racial segregation. (Table 3.2 Models 7,8). Where
percent black is held constant, as in Model 7, the effect of male unemployment on the
number of deaths in a tract is negative. Yet, when the interaction of percent black and
unemployment is taken into account, the effect of unemployment becomes positive. In
tracts where the black population percent was greatest, the impact of unemployment on
the intensity of riot violence was most pronounced. Similarly, when controlling for the
relative black population size, housing density had a negative effect on the severity of riot
violence. Yet, when taking the interaction of percent black and housing density into
account, there was a positive effect of housing density on the number of riot deaths ina
tract (Model 8). Where blacks were most segregated and housing most densely occupied,
riot violence was intensified.

Thus while absolute economic deprivation appears to be unrelated to riot severity
when controlling for other population measures, when there are high levels of black
segregation, low income and high male unemployment become significant predictors of
riot intensity. Racial segregation combined with economic deprivation in Chicago to
increase the potential for violence in poor black neighborhoods.

In Detroit, poisson regression analysis again yields mixed results for an absolute
deprivation explanation of riot violence. In seven of the eight poisson regression models,
the percent of males unempioyed failed to attain statistical significance as a predictor of
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riot intensity (Table 3.2b). By contrast, in all but that one model there was a significant
association between logged median household income and the number of deaths ina
tract. This relationship was negative across all models, suggesting that tracts with higher
levels of median household income were less likely to sustain multiple deaths than tracts
with lower levels of median household income. Thus while unemployment appears to be
unassociated with riot violence in Detroit, differences in income levels do indeed appear
to have played a role in predicting where the most intense violence occurred. This finding
is consistent with an economic deprivation perspective, suggesting that riot violence in
Detroit was fueled al least in part by income inequality. Unlike Chicago, however, the
interaction of racial segregation (percent black) and economic deprivation
(unemployment, income) does not appear to add any predictive power above and beyond
that of the base economic deprivation measures. Neither the interaction of unemployment
or income with percent black significantly altered the main effects of unemployment and
income on the number of deaths in a tract. Poverty is a significant predictor of riot
severity in Detroit census tracts regardless of racial composition
Controlling for Spatial Autocorrelation

As discussed in the methods section, the presence of spatial autocorrelation raises
questions about the reliability of regression estimators in models that employ geographic
data. Because spatial autocorrelation implies serial dependence among observations, it
must be controlled for in order to perform hypothesis testing. To do so, I have estimated
basic regression models that examine the relationship beween changes in percent black



and the location of riot fatalities, using a maximum likelihood function with a spatial
autoregressive term. Table 3.3 presents the results of these models for both cities.

Model 1 indicates a negative effect of change in percent black on the presence or
absence of riot fatalities in Chicago, when controlling for percent black, economic
indicators, and a spatial autoregressive term. However, as in the poisson regression
models presented earlier (which did not control for spatial autocorrelation), when percent
black 1910 is substituted for percent black 1920, the coefficient for change in percent
black is significant and positive. This suggests that effect of black population size on the
location of riot deaths is powerful, but also suggests that this measure and the change in
percent black are capturing the same essential factor. Where the black population
changed from 1910 to 1920 was also where blacks were most concentrated in 1920.
Models 3 and 4 for Detroit reflect the same problem. When controlling for 1950 percent
black, economic indicators and spatial dependency, change in percent black has a
negative and non-significant effect of death. However, substituting 1940 percent black
for 1950 in the same model, change in percent black has a significant and positive effect
on the likelihood of deaths occurring in a tract. Again this point to the powerful effect of
black population size, which is not easily separable from black population change. What
these models, and earlier poisson regression models indicate is that Spilerman was
essentially correct regarding the impact of black population size on riot activity. They
also indicate, however, that at the neighborhood level changes in the relative size of the

black population also had a significant effect on the severity of riot violence. In addition
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to black population size, we must also look at processes of ethnic succession and ethnic
competition that are associated with waves of immigration and migration.
Conclusion

Employing a triangulating methodology of historical, geographical, and statistical
analysis for Chicago and Detroit, I found empirical support for both Blalock and Olzak’s
formulations of ethnic competition theory. Residential niche overlap, indicated by a
curvillinear relationship between percent black and the number of riot deaths in a tract,
was significantly associated with riot violence in Detroit. Labor market competition,
measured by the interaction of population change and unemployment, was significantly
associated with the number of deaths in census tracts for both cities. Despite considerable
job growth spurred by wartime increases in industrial production, the sheer number of
migrants entering Chicago and Detroit continued to place pressure on the local labor
markets, exacerbating emergent tensions among white and black workers. The “split
labor market” in which white and black workers were divided in the tasks they performed
and the wages they received helped fostered a perception among whites that blacks were
competitors rather than potential allies against industrial capitalists. With the influx of
black migrants from the South, such feelings fueled the flames of racial conflagration.

As implied in the previous paragraph, the economic competition among whites
and blacks that helped give rise to riot violence was a product of the mass migration of
Southern blacks to the industrial North during the wartime years. Economic competition
alone can not precisely explain why violence broke out when and where it did. The ethnic

competition model, I argue must be expanded to consider the spatial and cultural
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dimensions of ethnic conflict as well. In Chicago and Detroit the effects of rapid black in-
migration went beyond battles for jobs and wages. While conflict may have taken place
on the shop floor, the bulk of the fighting occurred in the streets.

To fully understand the dynamics of riot violence in Chicago and Detroit, we
must look beyond the workplace and below the city level to examine the local context
where much of the violence was manifested. As my analysis indicates, the intensity of
riot violence in Chicago and Detroit was strongly associated with rapid changes in racial
composition of neighborhoods, generated by black in-migration and white flight. For
white ethnics the mass migration of black folk to the North implied not only a threat to
their precarious economic status but a danger to the cultural fabric of their communities.

Having recently built immigrant enclaves or established “ecological niches”
amidst the chaotic order of the industrial city, these recent white immigrants were
determined to defend the racial and ethnic “purity” of their communities. In Chicago and
Detroit they drew imaginary lines in the sand and concrete. In those formerly white areas
where black migrants succeeded in moving, differences in dress, speech, music and
religious practice were highlighted. New institutions sprouted in both emerging and
expanding black neighborhoods. Black Baptist congregations began to inhabit formerly
white Catholic churches. Stores catering to the tastes of southern and central European
immigrants began sell products geared specifically for black consumers. Racial transition
thus came to be associated in the minds of white ethnics with economic and cultural
displacement, generating defensive sentiments that led to aggression against the recent

wave of black newcomers. Historical accounts, GIS modeling, and statistical analyses all
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reflect one essential truth regarding the genesis of riot violence in Chicago and Detroit--
the effort made by black migrants to establish a place for themselves in the “promised
land” (Lemann 1991), and the refusal of whites, particularly white immigrants, to share
with them “a piece of the pie™. (Lieberson, 1980).

In the latter decades of the 20™ century, immigrants from Latin America and Asia
have begun to stream into cities where significant black populations, like white ethnics
earlier in the century, are concentrated in highly segregated, culturally homogeneous
neighborhoods. In cities such as Miami and Los Angeles it may be possible to identify an
analogous process of ethnic succession and racial/ethnic resistance culminating in riot
violence. There, we may observe African Americans and older generations of Hispanic
natives defending their jobs and turf against an “invasion” of more recent immigrants,
particularly those from Cuba and Haiti (Miami) and Central America (Los Angeles).
Such is the topic of the next chapter, which looks at the Miami Riot of 1980 and the Los

Angeles Riot of 1992.


















Table 3.1 Demographic Measures for Census Tracts with and without Riot Fatalities by City

Percent Change (10 Year Period) Mean Percent (End of 10 Year Period)

City N  Black Foreign Black Foreign Males Median Household
Born Born Unemployed Income

Chicago

(1910-1920)

Tracts with 26 14.4**  coeee- 26.9%** 222%* 147 = ceeeee-

fatalities

Tracts without 473 1.8  ------ 3.7 30.5 1723 e

fatalities

Detroit

(1940-1950)

Tracts with

fatalities 2]  28.8%** 8 gr¥* 85.8%** 32%x* 37 $2346***

Tracts without 440 5.4 -4.0 10.9 14.9 2.1 $3630

fatalities

*=p<,05 **=p<.01 ***p<.001, Two Tailed Test

801



Table 3.2a

Independent Variables
Percent Black (1920)
Peroent Black Squared
(1920)

Black Population Size
(1920)

Percent Black (1910)
Change in Percent Black
(1910-1920)

Change in Percent Black
(1910-1920) * Percent

Males Unemployed (1920)

in Percent Black
(1910-1920)° Ratio of

Persons/Dwellings (1920)
Percent Black (1920)*

Percent. Males
Unemployed (1920)

Percent Black (1920)*
Ratio of
(1920)

Percent Males Unemployed

(1920)

Ratio of Persons/Dwellings

(1920)

Ratio of Homeowners to
Renters

Constant

Log Likelihood
N

Poisson Regression Estimates of the Number of Riot Fatalities in Chicago Census
Tracts as a Function of Change in Racial/Ethnic Composition and Economic

i o
O] @
6972%*  3.034°%
(1.742)  (4703)
3278 —
@119)
—_ -.1368
(-1150)
—_ -0348
(0297
-1.9470%e
—_ (-5351)
3084 -L.016°
(2.174) (:4606)
-120.046  -104.930
499 499

Dependent Variable: Number of Riot Fatalities

&) @
0005%s  —
(:0001)

— Si28°
(0797)
-.1082 2040
(1073) (.1078)
-.0343 -.0388
(:0343) (0318)
.2.069... -10765...
(:5369) (:5266)
-.8822¢ -1.102*
(.4486) (:4956)
-105.632 -104.267
499 499

¢ p<05 ** p<.01 *** <001 One Tailed Test Source: Emest W. Burgess

Census Dats for the City of Chicago, 1920.
Press. Unpublished data compiled by Otis Dudicy Duncan cited in Spear, Allan. Bisck Chicago. University of Chicago Press, 1967

®) ©)
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(1066 (1112
0526°** —
(.0156)
— 3415
(2387
-1848%%* - 1606%**
(0283)  (0291)
3840 1623
(2933)  (3136)
-.5065 -3444
(.6333) (.6827)
-139433  -142.192
. 499 499

109

Y] (8)
4_395... 3‘608‘0
(.4960) (.4604)
.1446* —
0711)

— 1.811¢

(-9701)
-.1353%%* . (0820°*
(.0380) (.0339)
2210 -2121
(3328) (3920)
-1.308 -1238
(.8254) (:9074)
-115.029 -§15.050

499 499

University of Chicago



Table 3.2b

independent Varisbles

Percent Black (1950)

Percent Black Squared
(1950)

Black Populstion Size
(1950)
Change in Percent Black
(1940-1950)

in Percent Black

(1940-50) * Percent
Males Unemployed (1950)

Change in Percent Black

(1940-1950)* Ratio of
Persons to Housing Units
Change in Percent Black
(1940-50)* log Median
Household Income (1950)
Percent Black (1950) *
Prop. Males Unemployed
(1950)
Percent Black (1950)* log
Medisn Houschold
Income (1950)

Pexcent Males
Uanemployed (1950)

Ratio of Persous to
Housing Units (1950)

Maedian Houschold
Income log (1950)
Constant

Log Likelihood
N

Poisson Regression Estimates of the Number of Riot Fatalities in Detroit SMSA

Census Tracts as a Function of Change in Racial/Ethnic Composition and Economic

Characteristics
Dependent Variable: Number of Riot Fatalities
m @) (&) 0] &) ©
12_ l 26... ‘.6””. ——— —— — —_—
(4.129) (.8154) .
-5.875¢ —_ — — — —_—
(2.969)
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(.0001)

—_— 1.618* 1.337¢ 2.792%%+ 4.381%%* 7890
(.8602) (-6962) (.8837) (.8516) (1.686)

_ —_ —_— 119.784% — —
(41.021)
-.0547 —
(.8708)
— —— ————— —— cn— «10.472°%**
4.617)
10.755 10.701 5001 43530  5.191 -10.643
(10265)  (10.51S)  (12.858)  (14.661)  (10244)  (11.827)
— — —_— _— -5259* —_—
(1837)
-1.546%*  -2.161%° 3981  -6.159°%%  6486°**  4.754%**

(.6624) (-7947) (-7659) (-3664) (-7662) (.6508)
5287 1L.516* 27386  47327°** 50445  35362°%°
(5.684) (6.519) 6.199) 127 (6.459) (5-340)
-58.692 59461 460912 83617 -74.206 -85.041
461 461 461 461 461 461

*p<.05 **p<.0l °***p< 00l Onec Tailed Test. Standard Errors are in Parenthesis
Source: U.S. Census of Population and Housing, Census Tract Data for the Detroit SMSA (1940, 1950) Paper Volumes
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Maximum Likelihood Estimates of the Presence of Riot Fatalities in Chicago and
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Table 3.3
Detroit Census Tracts as a Function of Change in Racial/Ethnic Composition and
Economic Characteristics (Controlling for Spatial Autocorrelation)
Independent Variables Dependent Variable: Presence of Riot I'atalities
Chicago 1910-1920 Detroit 1940-1950
) ) A) )

Racial/Ethric Composition
Chsnge in Percent Black -.0949%%* 0211+ -.0991 -.0991
(Ten Year Period) (.0167) (.0099) (-0898) (-0898)
Percent Black (End of ten .1159¢ee — 3042%+* —
yesr pexiod) (.0131) (-0544)
Percent Black (Beginning of —— 1159%¢* —_— 3042%°=
Ten Year Period) (.0131) (.0544)
Economic Indicators
Percent Males Unemployed -.0005 -.0005 -3000 -3000

(.0013) (.0013) (-5407) (-5407)
Medisn Household Income — — 0040 0040
log (.0488) (.0488)
Ratio of Persons/Dwellings -7.18¢5 -7.18¢5 —_— —_

(.o161) (o161)
Spatial Autoregressive ACTTe** AETT*** 45830 45830
Coefficient (.0459) (.0459) (.0581) (.0581)
Constant 0177 0177 -.0407 -.0407

(:0401) (.0401) (4086) (.4086)
R-squared 3010 3010 3253 3253
D.F. 4 4 4 4
N 499 499 481 481
*p<.05 °**p<.01 °***p< 00! Ounetailed test Standard Errors are in Parenthesis
Source: Chicago Census Tract Data Compiled by Otis and Beverly Duncan. Cited in Soear, Allan. Black Chicsgo. Univa%ityofaliago

Press, 1967

U.S. Census of Populstion and Housing, Census Tract Data for the Detroit SMSA (1940, 1950) Paper Volumes
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Chapter 4-New Immigrants and Black Resentment: The Miami Riot Of 1980 and
the Los Angeles Riot of 1992

The Miami Riot of 1980 and the Los Angeles Riot of 1992 represent the most
extensive interethnic violence to have occurred during the past two decades of American
history. With 18 reported fatalities and 80 million dollars of property damage, the Miami
Riot brought forth a magnitude of destruction that had not been seen in urban America
since the late 1960s. This event, however, was followed in the 1990s by a civil
disturbance of even greater severity. During the Los Angeles Riot of 1992, 51 people
reportedly died of riot related causes, over 700 businesses sustained fire damage and over
1 billion dollars in property was destroyed.

Aside from the magnitude of destruction, these events share several
commonalities. The precipitating incident for both disturbances was the acquittal of
police officers whom had severely beaten African American civilians under questionable
circumstances. In Miami, Arthur McDuffie, a thirty-three year old insurance agent was
brutally murdered by police officers after allegedly running a red light on his motorcycle.
Police officers beat him to death with batons and flashlights, then attempted to cover up
the incident as a motorcycle accident. The subsequent trial was held outside of Miami in
predominantly white Tampa Fla. Despite testimonies of other officers who had been on
the scene and forensic experts both whom testified on behalf of the prosecution, all three
of the defendants were found not guilty. Almost thirteen years later, in Simi Valley
California, an all white jury acquitted four Los Angeles Police Department officers of
assaulting Rodney King, a 34 year old African American motorist, in spite of videotape
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evidence that pointed towards the defendants’ guilt. Like Arthur McDuffie, Rodney King
had been pursued for an alleged traffic violation. Unlike McDuffie, King survived to tell
his story.

As Lieberson (1965) noted, police violence against blacks is a familiar precipitant
for rioting. Incidents of police brutality have served both as a general context and a
specific trigger for civil disorders. Unlike previous riots, however, the outbreak of riot
activity in Miami and Los Angeles took place not at the time of the assault, but after
widely publicized trials in which white police officers were acquitted of crimes
committed against black victims. This fact has led many scholars and observers to declare
that the events that transpired in Miami and Los Angeles constituted uprisings by African
Americans reacting to years of police brutality and the formal miscarriage of justice as
represented by these verdicts.

While there is undoubtedly an element of truth to these claims, it is not entirely
clear that the precipitating incidents in and of themselves were the main cause for the
outbreaks of riot activity in Miami and Los Angeles. Explanations that focus exclusively
on the McDuffie and King verdicts as inciting collective black protest are inadequate on
several counts. If these riots were indeed a protest against police and criminal injustice
why were the vast majority of riot victims civilians killed by other civilians and not
police as had occurred during the 1960s riots? Why were relatively few police officers
injured by civilians (Norman 1994) than had been the case in previous riots where police
were targeted? This aspect of rioting in Miami and Los Angeles does not easily fit the

1960s model of riots as protests or “rebellions” of civilians against the police, riots during
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which police performed much of the killing when confronted with black protesters
(Bergesen 1980).

More critically, such explanations which focus on the McDuffie and King verdicts
as precipitating collective black protest do not effectively account for the involvement of
Latinos, nor the targeting of Cuban or Korean owned businesses during these
disturbances. If these riots were truly episodes of collective protest against the police and
white power structure, why did members of different racial/ethnic minority groups
commit acts of crime and violence against one another? Given the diversity of
participants, both assailants and victims, in Miami and Los Angeles, the old black and
white model of riots, inherited from the 1960s, falls short when attempting to explain
what Kwong (1993) and others refer to as the first “multicuitural riots™.

Simply put, the “riots as protest™ approach obscures the role that emerging
tensions among ethnic minority groups played in the genesis of riot violence in Miami
and Los Angeles. Outbreaks of collective violence that occurred in these are too complex
to be reduced entirely to their precipitating incidents, collective protest versus police, or
the traditional black versus white dichotomy. In addition to police brutality and injustice,
we must also examine deeper structural correlates of these events, such as the dramatic
demographic changes that each city underwent prior to the large-scale outbreak of
hostilities.

The Changing Demography of Miami and Los Angeles
During the 1970s and 1980s, Miami and Los Angeles served as primary

destinations for international migration. By 1980, these cities were already ranked
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number one and number two respectively in proportion of foreign born residents. Within
two decades, from 1970 to 1990, over half a million immigrants moved to Miami,
increasing the proportion of foreign-born residents from 23.7% to 45.1%. (U.S Census of
Population and Housing, STF 3a) In Los Angeles, during the same time period, the
number of foreign born residents increased by 2.8 million, their proportion of the
population rising from 10.9% to 27%. By contrast, a few decades earlier Miami and Los
Angeles were comprised of vast non-Hispanic white majorities, established but
segregated black minorities, and concentrated pockets of Asian and Latino population.
From 1970 to 1990, however, Miami’s non-Hispanic white population decreased by 193,
000 from 61.4% to 30.3% of Miami’s total population. During this period the non-
Hispanic white population of Los Angeles declined as well in absolute numbers from by
190, 244, proportionally from 71% to 47.5% of the Los Angeles population.

This relative decline in non-Hispanic white population was matched by a notable
increase in Hispanic population. In Miami, three waves of Cuban immigration and a
smaller Central American influx over two decades increased the size of the Hispanic
population from 299,000 to 953,000, such that by 1990 Hispanics accounted for 49.2% of
Miami’s total population. In Los Angeles, led by intensified immigration from Mexico,
the Hispanic population also increased dramatically, from 1,399,000 in 1970 to 4,697,509
in 1990. By 1990, Hispanics accounted for a approximately one-third of Los Angeles’
population, up from fourteen percent in 1970.

In neither city did black population growth keep pace with the phenomenal
increase in Hispanic population. From 1970 to 1990, the black population of Miami



116

increased by approximately 170,000, but relative to the overall population of Miami such
growth was minimal. Blacks’ share of Miami’s population increased only slightly from
15 percent to 19.5 percent over this period. Likewise, in Los Angeles, the black
population numerically increased from 781,000 in 1970 to 1.1 million in 1990. Yet, the
size of the black population relative to the overall population of Los Angeles in 1990
stood at 7.9 percent, an increase of a mere one tenth of one percent from two decades
earlier. By 1980 in Miami and by 1990 in Los Angeles, Hispanics had surpassed African
Americans to become the largest “minority” group in each city, a harbinger of blacks’
declining political and economic influence. In Los Angeles, a substantial influx of Asians
added to the increasingly diverse ethnic mix. With the Asian population growing from
approximately 250,000 to 1.3 million, blacks in Los Angeles had additional reasons to
fear that they would be economically and politically bypassed.

To summarize these trends, during the 1970s and 1980s Miami and Los Angeles
experienced full fledged demographic revolution, marked by white flight, a dramatic
influx of immigrants, rapid Hispanic and Asian population growth and proportional
stagnation in black population. Such changes, which took place over a relatively short
time period, I argue, had profound effects on relations among members of different
racial/ethnic groups in these cities, particularly among African Americans who
increasingly defined Latino and Asians immigrants as rivals for economic and political
power (Ladner et al 1981, Porter and Dunn 1982, Miles 1992, Piatt 1997, Suro 1998).
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Labor Force Competition

Of those who resided in Miami and Los Angeles during the height of Latino in-
migration, African Americans expressed particular concern regarding the economic
impact of newly arriving Hispanics. Having historically been concentrated in the lowest
wage, least skilled jobs in the hotel and garment industries, many African Americans in
Miami perceived that they were at risk of being “displaced” by the cheaper immigrant
labor (Governor’s Dade County Citizens Commission 1980, Ladner et al 1981, U.S.
Commission on Civil Rights 1982, Porter and Dunn 1984, Dunn and Stepick 1992).
African Americans in Los Angeles, once predominantly eniployed in the industrial labor
sector but laid off when manufacturing was shiﬁed overseas, expressed similar
sentiments. Given the few blue-collar jobs that remained, these workers now saw the
most recent immigrants as a further threat to their shattered job prospects (Miles 1992,
Piatt 1997, Suro 1998).

The degree to which displacement of blacks by Hispanics in the workplace
actually occurred in Miami, Los Angeles and other “post-industrial cities” is a topic of
much debate among current scholars (Steinberg 1995, Waldinger 1996). Portes and
Stepick (1993) argue that that Latinos did not displace blacks from their jobs in Miami
but rather, filled positions mostly vacated by whites. According to their data, blacks
neither gained nor lost jobs in the garment industry. As that industry went from 94
percent native white in 1960 to 83 percent Hispanic in 1980 blacks “held steady™ at 5-7

percent of the workforce. Furthermore they note, many Latinos established their own
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business enterprises thus “transforming Miami’s economy” but not displacing blacks per
se. (Portes and Stepick 1993:40).

“ There was no one to one substitution of Blacks by Cubans in the labor market,
nor was there direct exploitation of one minority by the other. There was however a new
urban economy in which the immigrants raced past other groups, leaving the native
minority behind. Hence, after decades of striving for a measure of equality with whites,
Miami blacks found that the game had drastically changed. Anglos were leaving and
other whites who spoke a foreign language were occupying their positions. As a result,
most Blacks were in a similar position as before” (Portes and Stepick 1993:43)

While Portes and Stepick’s findings indicate a lack of Black-Latino economic
competition or displacement, Porter and Dunn (1984) provide evidence to the contrary.
Looking within the black population rather than the internal composition of industries,
Porter and Dunn (1984) provide data that challenge Portes and Stepick’s claim. Drawing
their data from a Dade County Planning Department document comparing black
employment in 1968 and 1978, these authors argue that considerable job displacement
occurred, coinciding with Cuban in-migration.

“Blacks who held jobs as clerical workers dropped from 13.3 percent of the black
population to 11.1 percent. Machine operators went from 10.3 percent of the black
population to 2.2; service workers, from 23.1 to 18.8; household workers, from 11.2 to
6.5. At the same time that blacks holding white-collar and semi-skilled jobs declined,
those doing general labor, at the bottom of the economic heap, rose dramatically. It went
from 12.4 percent of the population to 25 percent.” (Porter and Dunn 1984:195)

Porter and Dunn offer further evidence of economic displacement, citing a survey
by Jan B. Luytjes of Florida International University which showed a decline in black
ownership and rise in Hispanic ownership of Dade County gas stations.

“In 1960, some 25 percent of all the gas stations in Dade County were owned by
blacks. In 1979, the figure had dropped to 9 percent, while the number of Hispanic owned

gas stations rose from 12 percent to 48 percent in the same period.” (Porter and Dunn
1984:195-6)
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According to Porter and Dunn, the effect of Cuban migration was “like seeing
economic progress suddenly thrown into reverse gear” (Porter and Dunn 1984:195).

For Sheila Croucher, a political scientist and author of Imagining Miami (1997),
the displacement debate is not so much a matter of data but of discourse. She
emphatically states that there is little empirical evidence to support the job displacement
thesis in Miami. Rather, combining post-modernist and Marxist theory, Croucher argues
that political and economic elites generated a hegemonic discourse emphasizing black-
Latino tensions. Such rhetoric, in her estimation, was meant to deflect criticisms of the
predominantly Anglo power structure for its decades-old exclusion of blacks. This
“discourse of displacement”, she argues was utilized by Anglo elites to preclude the
formation of multiethnic alliances that might have challenged their power.

While it is true that Miami’s Anglo economic elite bears a large share of the
blame for creating and perpetuating the ghettoization of Miami’s black community in the
not so distant past, it is also clear that in recent decades Hispanics have become part of
Miami’s elite. Grenier and Stepick (1992) document the rise of Latinos in Miami’s
shipping, insurance, and import/export industries, culminating with the selection of a
Latino as head of Miami’s Chamber of Commerce. Citing a report by Botifol (1985) they
state, “by the mid-1980s 40 percent of Miami’s banks were owned by Latinos™.
According to Portes and Stepick, “by 1979 Cubans owned approximately 50% of all
major construction firms, which together accounted for more than 90% of commercial
and residential construction in the southwest zone of the county” (Portes and Stepick

1993:132). Furthermore, a sizable proportion of businesses in the black ghetto were
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owned and operated by Cubans enacting the role of a “middleman minority™ group
(Bonacich 1973).

Addressing the issue of economic competition among blacks and Cubans, a clear
pattern of preference for Hispanics emerged in the distribution of small business loans.

“ SBA data for Dade County indicate that during fiscal years 1968 through 1980,
the agency made a total of 780 direct loans—37 to blacks, 469 to Hispanics, and 267 to
non-minorities. Of 1,148 guaranteed loans, 58 went to blacks, 525 to Hispanics, and 557
to non-minorities.” (U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 1980:111)

A similar pattern is found with respect to contracts for public transit, with
Hispanic owned firms receiving 61.6% of minority set asides compared to 17.5% for
black owned companies. (U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 1980:119). Thus even if the
available data do not provide definitive proof of direct economic competition or
displacement of black workers by Latinos, the preferences that Cuban businessmen
received and the financial power they accrued offers an explanation for the resentment
that many African American residents expressed towards these Latino immigrants.

Meanwhile, another group of immigrants entered upon the scene in Miami, the
Haitians. Unlike the majority of (but not all) Cuban immigrants, Haitians were for the
most part classified as “black”. Yet native born blacks in Miami did not readily embrace
their Caribbean counterparts. Rather, many American born blacks perceived the Haitians
as a foreigners rather than brothers. The fact that most Haitians lacked the fiscal capital
and skills of the previous Cuban refugees, implied for native born blacks that Haitians
might compete with them for unskilled low wage jobs. (Grenier and Stepick 1992:62,
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Portes and Stepick 1993:55) Indeed, such competition did develop as native blacks had
feared.

“True, prominent blacks had defended the newcomers against government
deportation, but they had done so in the interest of racial equality-because they were
black, not because they were immigrants. Once settled, however, the newcomers
proceeded to compete directly with Black Americans for manual labor jobs, accepting
almost any wages and work conditions. For Liberty City, Overtown and other Black areas

reeling under the impact of double marginalization, the appearance on the labor scene of
yet another competitor was not welcome” (Portes and Stepick 1993:55)

Haitians did not necessarily see themselves as having similar economic
circumstances or being part of the same cultural category as American blacks. Rather
they saw themselves as immigrant entrepreneurs and sought to build an enclave along
similar lines as the Cuban’s Little Havana. (Portes and Stepick 1993:55-6) To the extent
that some Haitians succeeded in their entrepreneurial ventures, and carved out a socio-
cultural niche for themselves, this fostered further resentment by native blacks. Bypassed
economically by the Cubans, native born black Miamians feit squeezed economically by
the Haitians as well. Despite the apparent commonality of racial ancestry, the division
between native born and foreign born blacks remained salient in Miami.

Turning to Los Angeles, there has been a similar debate regarding the extent of
economic competition among blacks and Hispanics or the displacement of black workers
by Latinos. Unlike their mostly Cuban counterparts in Miami, Hispanics in Los Angeles,
predominantly of Mexican origin, have yet to become incorporated into the economic and
political elite. While some Mexicanos and Central Americans have made progress toward
attaining economic and political power, most of the recent immigrants from these nations

lack the human and financial capital that would enable them become integrated into the
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primary sector of America’s post-industrial economy. As such, Suro (1998) suggests they
are at risk of becoming an immigrant “underclass”. Recent Latino arrivals to Los Angeles
primarily tend gardens, wash dishes, clean offices, or toil in garment factories—low wage
unskilled jobs in which African Americans are sparsely represented.

One must be careful, however, of imputing the relative absence of blacks in these
occupations to the motivation of black job seekers, e.g. the popular notion that blacks are
not interested in performing low wage labor. We must be wary of arguments that infer a
lack of black-Latino economic competition on the basis of the relative absence of black
workers in jobs held primarily by Hispanics. On the contrary, several studies report that
black workers in L.A. have experienced competition with Latino immigrants for
unskilled positions and lost (Waldinger 1986, 1997, Grant, Oliver and James 1996, Ong
and Valenzuela 1996).

One well-documented example of job displacement in Los Angeles, involves the
janitorial services industry. Citing a General Accounting Organization report, Grant,
Oliver and James (1996) as well as Miles (1992), Piatt (1997) and Suro (1998) all note
the precipitant decline of black employment in an industry that blacks had once
dominated.

“ Consider the example of janitors, the single largest black occupational niche
from 1970 on. In 1970, one in three janitors was black and one in fourteen was foreign
born. The next two decades saw the number of janitors double, yet the number of black
janitors fell by more than three thousand while the number of immigrant Latino janitors
rose by more than thirty-nine thousand. A transformation of this type is difficult to
explain. It is unlikely that African Americans simply did not want or were unavailable to
fill the growing number of janitorial positions; more likely however is the possibility that

janitorial jobs became increasingly difficult for blacks to get.” (Grant, Oliver and James
in Waldinger et al 1996:390)
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Waldinger (1997), found employers in Los Angeles more willing to hire Latino
workers than blacks, exploiting Latino’s extended kinship ties as recruitment networks.
This hiring practice serves employers’ professed interests in two important ways. First,
they don’t have to pay to advertise these jobs, and second, in their opinion, kinship ties
lead to a cohesive workplace environment free of cultural conflicts. The end result,
however is that blacks lose out in the garment industry, construction work, and restaurant
employment, occupations which Latinos now dominate. Ong and Valenzuela (1996)
suggest that employers hire workers of tenuous immigration status in the belief that they
can be more readily exploited than native born blacks. Again, blacks lose, but this goes
largely unnoticed because black workers are unable to get their foot in the door.

MWMmhMOngaMVﬂemh(l%& make is that we must
distinguish among levels of education, occupational skill, and metropolitan areas to fully
see the effects of immigration on black employment in Los Angeles. If one looks within
industries across the nations, it appears that immigration has not hurt the employment
opportunities of native-born black workers. If one considers African Americans in
general, it seems that immigration has also helped boost salaries. Yet, on closer
examination, the benefit of higher wages tends to accrue to those black workers whom
occupy skilled positions in the labor market. Among unskilled blacks, immigration has
severe consequences for their employment status. This is particularly true for blacks in
Los Angeles. As these authors note, much of the observed differences in the employment

of unskilled blacks in Los Angeles compared to fifty five other SMSAs was “amazingly
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associated with the level of recently arrived less educated Latinos” (Ong and Valenzuela
p174 in Waldinger et al 1996).

The displacement of black workers in the janitorial and hospitality industries has
combined with recruitment along ethnic kinship lines to effectively exclude African-
Americans from a variety of occupations in Los Angeles that require minimal skill and
education. Given evidence that suggests employers prefer to hire Latinos, this dynamic
has fueled resentment among blacks. In a few notable cases, before and shortly after the
1992 Riot, blacks vented their frustrations upon Latino workers whom they saw as
impeding their economic progress. Piatt (1997) cites two such examples. One stand-off
occurred at the Martin Luther King Medical Center in Watts, “the scene of a tense
confrontation between Black and Hispanic County employees over hiring and
promotion”, and another at a construction site where Latino laborers claimed they were
attacked by blacks protesting the paucity of black jobs. Such conflicts I argue, may have
spilled over into the neighborhoods of South Central Los Angeles and Compton where
blacks and Latinos jointly reside.

Notwithstanding, another fault line of ethnic tension was developing with the
Latino community between recent arrivals from Central America and those who had
immigrated earlier, typically from Mexico. As Latino immigrants continued to stream
into Los Angeles their relative lack of skills led them to compete for low wage jobs
occupied by those who had arrived just a few years before them. Despite being
commonly classified as Hispanic by census category, regional and other cultural

differences among these groups matched up with their time of arrival, reinforcing the
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notions that these “Latinos™ were not brothers but competitors. Like native born blacks
in Miami, more established Latinos feit economic competition from newcomers of their
own race (Suro 1998).

Finally, adding further fuel to the fire was the increased presence of Korean
shopkeepers in South Central Los Angeles. Occupying a middleman role, similar to that
of some Cuban entrepreneurs in Miami’s black ghetto, Koreans owned and operated
mini-marts and swap meets on the streets of South Central bringing them in direct contact
with Blacks and Latinos of limited economic means. In this milieu, cultural
misunderstandings augmented economic inequalities. Since most Korean storeowners did
not live in South Central, they were frequently perceived as outsiders who siphoned
money away from poor communities. Because their mini-marts traded in alcoholic
beverages, Koreans acquired a notorious reputation as liquor merchants and hence, were
targeted by community leaders bent on cleaning up the neighborhood (Abelman and Lie,
1996). More critically, African American residents who lacked access to both financial
and human capital necessary to own and operate small businesses resented the relative
success of these new immigrants (Wong, 1994). Such was also the case for poor Latinos
who also developed intense antipathy towards Korean merchants (Oliver, Johnson and
Farrell, 1993:131). When an African American teen was shot by a Korean storeowner
over a bottle of orange juice, such acrimony among these groups was further intensified.
Whether the destruction of Korean stores was a political act of vengeance or the mere
result of opportunism is uncertain, but the sense of resentment that both Blacks and

Latinos expressed towards Korean merchants was clear. Nonetheless, this mutual
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antagonism directed by Blacks and Latinos against Korean merchants did not alleviate
the hostility that blacks and Latinos expressed towards each other in'neighborhoods of
South Central and Compton where these groups competed for both jobs and space.
Contested Space

While much public and private debate focused on the real versus perceived role of
immigrants in displacing African American workers, a noticeable change was occurring
in Los Angeles’ traditionally black neighborhoods. South Central Los Angeles, Watts and
Comipton had developed since the 1940s as highly concentrated pockets of African
American population. Hemmed in historically by segregated housing markets, these areas
became, in essence, black enclaves. Industrial enterprises such as Uniroyal Tire Co.
employed thousands of African American workers from the surrounding area, anchoring
the black community with the prospect of steady employment. When these factories
began to close their doors in 1970s, the black community suffered greatly. While
segregation persisted, unemployment rose dramatically. Soon after began an exodus of
South Central’s middle class black population to adjacent suburban areas that promised a
better standard of living and better access to jobs. In their wake an “urban underclass™
comprised of those who could not find work nor afford to move were left behind, a
process by which inner city neighborhoods in Chicago and other industrial cities
experienced similar economic and social dislocation. (see Wilson, 1987).

During the 1980s, the pace of middle class black flight quickened as upwardly
mobile blacks moved out of the inmer city, and in some cases out of Los Angeles County.

Morrison and Lowry (1994) report that black out-migration from Los Angeles County

.
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“offset” the natural increase of the county’s black population, leading to stagnation in
black population growth for the LA region. Within Los Angeles County, these authors
report, blacks also moved to the west and southeast, away from South Central, Watts, and
Compton to places such as Inglewood, Hawthorne, Downey, Paramount, and Long
Beach. They note that “these residential shifts reflect upward social mobility, for the most
part, as those blacks who prospered moved to better housing and better neighborhoods”
(Morrison and Lowry in Baldassare 1994:29).

Corresponding to the out-migration of middle class blacks from the inner city
neighborhoods of South Central, Watts, and Compton, was an influx of Spanish speaking
residents. During the 1980s, South Central Los Angeles was becoming increasingly
Hispanic. At the beginning of the decade, African Americans accounted for
approximately 74 percént of South Central’s population (U.S. Census of Population and
Housing STF3a, 1980). By 1990 their share of the population fell to 55 percent, while the
Latino population rose to 45 percent. (U.S. Bureau of the Census Report CB92-145) As
Oliver, Johnson, and Farrell (1993) note, “today nearly one-half of the South Central Los
Angeles population is Latino™. According to Morrison and Lowry of the Rand
Corporation “by 1990, Hispanics had become the dominant ethnic group in the
northeastern half of South Central Los Angeles. (Morrison and Lowry as cited in
Baldassare ed. 1994). By Domanick’s (1996) estimation “more than half of Compton and
two-thirds of Watts are now Latino™.

Such rapid demographic transition has had profound effects on the relations

among Blacks and Latinos in these areas. As early as 1984, sociologists Melvin Oliver
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and James Johnson conducted survey research that documented rising levels of hostility
between Blacks and Latinos in Los Angeles and warned of the potential for interethnic
conflict. Nine years prior to the riots Oliver and Johnson wrote:

“Researchers should be sensitive and concerned with the potential for social
conflict that exists between the have-nots who are increasingly forced to live together in
our nation’s ghettos. ... The impact of the ‘new immigration’ is that the new groups, for
the most part are ethnically and culturally different from the traditional inhabitants of
these areas and therefore each are perfect targets for the other’s displaced hostility”
(Oliver and Johnson, 1984 quoted in Tierney 1994:158).

Oliver and Johnson’s prediction rang true during the late 1980s and early 1990s
as blacks and Latinos wrestled for control of institutions in demographically changing
communities. Public schools became the scene of pitched battles among these groups as
blacks resolved to defend their turf against Latinos. In Compton High School for example
blacks went from dominant majority to sizable minority. Whereas the student body had
been almost entirely black a decade ago, African Americans now accounted for only forty
percent of all students while Latinos attained a majority of sixty percent. According to a
teacher describing his first year at the school:

“ It was like stepping into another world. There were three race riots, one of
which lasted almost six hours.... In another riot in 1994, one Latino student was beaten
so badly that when his father arrived and saw the bloodied boy, he punched the first black
student he saw” (Domanick 1996:78).

Such conflict, according to Davis 1993:39-40, was mirrored in schools throughout
cities of the South Bay and San Fernando Valley where “black versus Latino tensions
have erupted in wild melees involving hundreds of kids™. From Domanick’s (1996)

account, even an elementary school was a site of conflict between mostly black teachers
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and the parents of mostly Latino students, ultimately requiring the intervention of a
federal mediator. For Davis however school based conflicts pale in comparison with
hostilities that occurred among Blacks and Latinos in the local prisons.

“Since the 1990s, the jails have been rocked by almost monthly rioting between
Blacks and Latinos. A thousand inmates have been seriously injured and the jail system
has become a factory of hate, manufacturing animosities that are invariably sent back to
the neighborhoods” (Davis 1993:42)

Finally, Davis (1993) offers documentation that Black-L atino conflict also took
place in residential settings, testifying to the intense competition for control of housing.

“ In public housing projects meanwhile, sinister omens of ethnic cleansing have
recently appeared. The arson deaths of a Latino family in Watts’ predominantly black
Jordan Downs Housing Project were reciprocated by the fire-bombing of Black families
in Ramona Gardens, an eastside housing complex ruled by the so-called ‘Mexican Mafia’
...Black families in the tiny Latino governed city of Hawaiian Gardens have recently
complained about ‘living under a reign of terror...of death threats and arson’. (Davis
1993:42)

Taken together, these journalist’s accounts imply an association between ethnic
succession and battles for institutional control culminating in interethnic violence in Los
Angeles. Domanick quotes Steven Frie, a political science professor at the University of
California-San Diego who makes this thesis clear.

“It was no accident that the flash points for the *92 rebellion and riot were in those
neighborhoods that have undergone the greatest ethnic transition-around Florence and
Normandie, and then up in Pico Union. The breakdown of community institutions is what
happens when you have this kind of very quick and sharp ethnic transition.” (Domanick
1996:76)

Given the pace of this demographic transition and their corresponding loss of

social control of community institutions, it is not surprising that blacks in South Central
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took to the streets during the 1992 riot, nor is it surprising that several of the first riot
victims were Latinos (U.S News and World Report, May 1993 pp35-59).

On the surface, in Miami, competition for space appears to be less of a
contentious issue than in Los Angeles. More so than blacks in Los Angeles, black
Miamians have been highly segregated and remain geographically isolated from both the
Anglo and Latino populations. As a Southern city, Miami developed with specific areas
reserved for occupancy by blacks and restricted blacks from living elsewhere. One of
these areas, named Overtown, had historically served as the spatial and cultural center for
Miami’s black community. During the early 1960s, however, a substantial portion of the
neighborhood was targeted for “urban renewal”, involving the destruction of housing and
the building of freeways (Mohl 1996). Consequently much of its black population was
displaced. Around the same time, the first wave of Cuban immigrants arrived and settled
in the area just south of Overtown where they quickly established an enclave, often
referred to as Little Havana. As later waves of Cubans arrived they sought inexpensive
housing near the expanding enclave. This effectively blocked the movement of blacks
southward within Miami as they bumped up against the recent Cuban immigrants (Mohl
1996:275). As a result of urban planning policies, blacks found themselves concentrated
in new housing developments anchored by public housing project in what was and still is
referred to as Liberty City. Not unlike South Side Chicago with its corridor of
deteriorating public housing projects, Liberty City has been left to whither in relative

isolation from downtown Miami and the increasingly white suburbs. The name Liberty
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City thus came to represent a cruel joke, referring not the freedom of middle class
suburban living but to a black ghetto characterized by severe concentrations of poverty.

Blacks who wished to exit from Liberty City during the 1960s and 1970s found
discrimination and low incomes to be obstacles to residential mobility. Then additional
waves of Cuban and Haitian immigrants began arriving in the mid-to late 1970s, further
exacerbating an already tight housing market. Oliver Kerr, a Dade County planning
official testifying before the U.S. Civil Right Commission summarized the problem as
follows:

“Essentially what you are seeing is no vacancies at all, no reasonable chance of
movement. All that you have is turnover in units...[The recent influx of Haitian and
Cuban refugees] ...has had a major impact. The market prior to the influx was already
extremely tight. As I say, half of one percent. No other metropolitan area in the country
has such a rate....That’s added to the severity of the situation, particularly for low income
[families] because these refugees, of course, have absorbed every available room, every
shack, every available space in the county” (U.S. Commission on Civil Rights 1982:23)

Perhaps due to this general lack of mobility for blacks in Miami, we have not seen
the same kinds of residential succession that have been noted in Los Angeles. Analogous
to the weakly supported argument that blacks won’t work in the kinds of jobs
increasingly occupied by Latinos, one must be careful of suggesting that blacks don’t
want to move out of Liberty City. Instead of blacks moving out of Liberty City the
population density of this area has increased, due largely to increased demand for low
cost housing. This again, may be due in part to immigration (U.S Commission on Civil
Rights, 1982:69). According to Glenn Shuman then acting director of Legal Services of

Greater Miami:
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“ The areas that may...[have been] occupied by low income people are now being
occupied by people who have a little bit of money, so they can afford those houses,
thereby increasing the density of the Liberty City area...The influx of refugees ...has
only compounded the problem” (U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 1982:69).

Analogous to the supposed lack of job competition among blacks and Latinos in
Los Angeles, blacks in Miami may have already competed with immigrants for space in
Miami and lost. This might explain why, despite the relative stability of black
neighborhoods in Miami, blacks express feelings of resentment toward Latino and
Haitian immigrants who have established enclaves of their own on the fringe of an
increasingly dense black ghetto. In short there is preliminary evidence to suggest that
ethnic competition for jobs and housing has been a key factor in generating riot violence
in both Miami and Los Angeles, albeit in a different manner. Whereas black communities
in South Central Los Angeles experienced an increasing influx of Latinos and out-
migration of wealthier African Americans, blacks in Miami remained stuck in their
highly segregated enclaves--their residential mobility blocked by a combination of racist
real estate practices and an influx of immigrants into adjoining areas.

Resulits: Testing Ecological Hypotheses for Riot Violence

Geographic Information Systems Analysis

Miami

Figures 4.1-4.5 display relationships among the changing demographic characteristics of
Miami census tracts from 1970 to 1980 and the location of fatalities that occurred during
the 1980 riot. Figure 4.1 shows the location of riot fatalities with respect to the
distribution of black and Hispanic population in 1970 Miami. The lighter shaded areas
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represent tracts where Latinos account for more than 50% of the population, and the more
heavily shaded areas represent tracts where African Americans account for more than
50% of the population. Figure 4.2 re-visits the black and Hispanic populations in 1980,
again displaying the geographic coordinates of riot fatalities. As is shown by these two
figures, from 1970 to 1980 Miami witnessed a geographical expansion of both black and
Latino populations as non-Hispanic whites fled from central Miami. Yet, these expanding
black and Hispanic populations do not appear to overlap with one another. Hispanics
were not moving into African American neighborhoods, nor were blacks moving into
Latino neighborhoods. Furthermore, as figure 4.3 shows, riot deaths in Miami do not
appear to be associated with the pace of black population change. Riot deaths did not
cluster in areas where black population had increased rapidly (twenty percent or more)
during the decade. Nor did riot deaths cluster in tracts where Hispanic population had
increased by twenty percent or more (Figure 4.3a). These maps thus challenge the
applicability of the spatial ethnic succession explanation to riot violence in Miami.
Rather, as is shown in figures 4.1 and 4.2, riot fatalities were located primarily within an
area of concentrated black population known as Liberty City, a neighborhood whose
racial composition had remained fundamentally unaltered during the ten years leading up
to the riot.

Whereas G.1.S analysis reveals little association between neighborhood
ethnic/racial change and riot violence in Miami, it does lend support for an economic
deprivation thesis. As shown in Figure 4.4 there appears to be a relationship between the

location of riot deaths and unemployment. Riot deaths cluster within or near tracts where
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the unemployment rate was ten percent or greater. Likewise, figure 4.5 reveals an

association between riot violence and low levels of median household income. The vast
majority of riot related fatalities occurred in tracts where the median household income
was under 10,000 dollars per year. In short, based on these maps, it appears that
economic deprivation and racial segregation, not ethnic succession, are more valid
explanations for riot violence in Miami.
Los Angeles

G.LS analysis for Los Angeles presents a different picture. Figures 4.6 and 4.7
examine the population distribution for Los Angeles’ minority groups in 1980 and 1990.
As with the maps for Miami, the lighter shaded tracts are those where Latinos accounted
for more than 50% of the population, and the more heavily shaded tracts were those in
which African Americans accounted for more than 50% of the population. An
intermediate shading in Figure 4.7 represents tracts where Asians were the relative
majority (>50% of the population) in 1990. There were no such tracts in Los Angeles
County during 1980, which explains the absence of proportion Asian in Figure 4.6. As
these two maps show, there was a substantial movement of Latinos into South Central
Los Angeles during the 1980s. Several tracts that had been 50% or more African
American in 1980 became 50% or more Hispanic in 1990. On the outskirts of the city
proper, a few tracts attained Asian majorities. An ethnic succession process was clearly
under way. As Figure 4.7 shows, there was also a tendency for riot deaths to line up along
the zone of contact between the majority black and majority Latino areas, a likely

indicator of competition for turf.
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Figures 4.8 and 4.9 uncover a relationship between the changing racial/ethnic
composition of neighborhoods and the location of riot deaths. Figure 4.8 looks at changes
in the relative size of black population during the decade 1980-1990. As shown, a
preponderance of riot deaths occurred in tracts located in South Central and Compton
whose black population had decreased proportionally by twenty percent or more during
this period. Thus, where blacks were moving out there appears to have been a clustering
of fatal violence. As figure 4.9 illustrates, riot violence was also prevalent in tracts where
Hispanic population had increased twenty percent or more during the same period. If one
were to overlay these two figures as in Figure 4.9a, it becomes clear that in South Central
and Compton many of the tracts where the relative size of the black population rapidly
decreased were the same tracts in which the population proportion of Hispanics rapidly
increased. Furthermore, in areas with little black population such as Koreatown and Pico-
Union, sharp increases in proportion Hispanic also correspond with the location of riot
fatalities. G.I.S analysis thus suggests that for Los Angeles rapid changes in racial/ethnic
composition were associated with the presence of riot violence. Such analysis provides
preliminary support for the ethnic succession hypothesis.

G.I.S. analysis also lends support for an economic deprivation account of riot
violence in Los Angeles. As Figure 4.10 shows, the preponderance of deaths occurred in
tracts where the unemployment rate was ten percent or greater. Figure 4.11 suggests a
similar relationship between income levels and riot violence. The vast majority of
deaths that occurred during the Los Angeles Riot took place in census tracts where the

median household income fell below twenty thousand dollars per year. In short, for Los
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Angeles there appear to be strong relationships of both changing racial composition and
economic deprivation on the presence of riot violence.

Statistical Tests of Ecological Hypotheses

Difference of Means Test (T-test)

Table 4.1 reports the results of a difference of means tests comparing tracts where
deaths occurred to tracts in which no deaths took place. This test is designed to ascertain
whether there are significant differences among death and non-death tracts on measures
of racial/ethnic composition and economic characteristics.

Miami

For Miami, of 212 tracts, there were 16 that experienced fatal violence and 197
that did not. Difference of means tests reveal statistically significant differences in the
pace of racial/ethnic change among tracts with and without riot fatalities. To begin with,
change in proportion black significantly distinguishes among the two groups of tracts.
Yet such a relationship runs in a direction counter to my expectations. Tracts where

deaths occurred, on average had a greater rate of increase in black population than tracts

with no deaths. I had hypothesized that tracts where riot deaths took place would be
characterized by a declining black population and a rising Hispanic population. Rather,
tracts where deaths took place had on average, a decreasing Hispanic share of the
population. This suggests that Hispanics may have been displaced by Blacks, perhaps by
Haitian immigrants. Furthermore while the foreign born population of tracts with deaths
increased over the decade 1970-1980, the mean increase in proportion foreign born was

greater in tracts where deaths did not occur. Therefore it seems unlikely that violence was
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generated at the tract level by an influx of Haitians or Cubans. Again this casts doubt on
residential ethnic succession as a predictor of riot violence in Miami neighborhoods.
Tracts which experienced fatalities had a significantly higher mean black population than
tracts where deaths did not take place (73.6% to 17.3%) suggesting that rioting in Miami
was associated with the size and concentration of the local black population, more so than
changes in racial/ethnic composition.

As for economic measures, there were significant differences in male
unemployment and household income among death and non-deaths tracts. Tracts where
deaths occurred, on average had a male unemployment rate of 7.2 percent, whereas non-
death tracts had an average male unemployment rate of 4.7 percent. Likewise the average
household income for tract with deaths was $9106 compared with $15863 for tracts
where no deaths occurred. Such findings lend support for an economic deprivation
explanation for rioting in Miami.

Los Angeles

In Los Angeles there were significant differences in population change measures
among tracts with and without violence. Unlike Miami, such changes corresponded with
the hypothesized result of black out-migration and Latino in-migration. Tracts where
deaths occurred had a significantly greater decline in proportion black compared to tracts
where no deaths occurred. Likewise, such tracts had a significantly larger increase in the
proportion Hispanic and proportion Foreign Born. This lends support to an ethnic
succession account for violence in Los Angeles based on a relative decline in black

population and a relative increase in Hispanic and immigrant populations. While tracts
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where deaths occurred had a higher mean proportion black, so too did they have a
significantly higher proportion Hispanic. Tracts where deaths occurred were on average,
53.6% Hispanic and 31.5% black, underscoring a potential struggle for control of turf
among two sizable “minority” groups.

As with Miami, the difference of means tests also provide support for the
economic deprivation hypothesis. Tracts where deaths occurred on average had twice the
male unemployment rate of tracts where riot deaths did not take place. Likewise tracts
where riot deaths occurred had, on average, significantly higher household incomes
($39090 to $21800).

To summarize the results of these tests, in Miami and Los Angeles difference of
means analysis lends support to an economic deprivation account for riot violence, but
only support an ethnic succession account for Los Angeles, not Miami. On the basis of
this preliminary statistical evidence, I suggest that riot violence in Miami was primarily a
result of segregation and economic deprivation whereas riot violence in Los Angeles was
attributable to a combination of changing racial/ethnic composition (ethnic succession)
and economic hardship.

Poisson Regression Analysis

My conclusions thus far are based on visual association and a simple inferential
test. To confirm these results, more powerful statistical tests which can simuitaneously
control for several variables are necessary. Thus, in this next section, I describe the

outcomes of poisson regression analysis, a form of multiple regression applicable to



139

event counts. In these models, I estimate the number of riots deaths that took place in
census tracts according to their racial/ethnic composition and economic characteristics.

Testing for Non-linear Effects of Black Population

- According to Blalock’s “power threat™ and “competition” formulations we should
expect to find non-linear effects of proportion black on the likelihood of a riot related
fatality occurring within a given census tract. If power threat is operative, the relationship
will be positive, and ever increasing, exemplified by a positive coefficient for proportion
black and a positive coefficient for proportion black squared. If competition is the
operative case, we should find a positive non-linear relationship with a slope that
decreases at the highest levels of proportion black, exemplified by a positive coefficient
for percent black and a negative coefficient for its squared term.

In Miami, when controlling for the effects of economic indicators (proportion
males unemployed and median household income) I found no statistical support for a
non-linear relationship between proportion Hispanic and the number of riot fatalities in a
tract (Table 4.2a Model 1). In separate analyses, neither the main effects for proportion
black, or proportion foreign born, nor their respective squared terms, attained statistical
significance as predictors of riot intensity. For Miami, Blalock’s power threat and
competition formulations were not significantly predictive of the severity of riot violence.

In Los Angeles, however, controlling for the same economic indicators, I found a
non-linear effect of proportion Hispanic on the presence of riot fatalities. (Table 4.2b,
Model 1) The main effect for proportion Hispanic is positive and significant at the .01

level (one tailed test). The corresponding squared term is negative and also significant at
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the .01 level. Together, these two terms indicate a positive relationship between
proportion Hispanic and the presence of riot fatalities that reverses direction at the
highest levels of Hispanic population. In other words, the relationship between proportion
Hispanic and the number of riot deaths in a tract resembles an inverted U-shaped curve.
Such a result is consonant with Blalock’s “comipetition™ formulation, suggesting that
where Hispanic population approached parity with non-Hispanic population, competition
for resources such as jobs and housing was likely to be associated with the intensity of
riot violence.

Testing for Effects of Changing Racial Composition: Ethnic Succession Theory

Miami
Table 4.2a (Models 2 and 3) presents the results of poisson regression analysis for

the effects of changing racial/ethnic proportion on the number of riot fatalities in Miami
(Dade County) census tracts. Controlling for economic indicators (proportion males
unemployed and median household income), as well as proportion Latino/Hispanic, the
change in proportion Hispanic is not sngmﬁcantly related to the number of deaths in a
tract (Model 2). Nor is change in proportion black a significant predictor of riot intensity
when controlling for the relative size of the black population in addition to economic
indicators (Table 4.2a Model 3). In these respective models, however, the population
proportions of Latinos and African Americans are significantly associated with riot
violence, albeit not in the hypothesized manner. Proportion Latino/Hispanic is negative
associated with the number of riot deaths in a tract, while proportion black is positively
associated with the number of riot fatalities. Apparently, riot intensity is Miami was

greatest where black population was high and Latino population low, lending more
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support to Spilerman’s assertion of collective behavior by aggrieved African Americans
than an ethnic succession interpretation focused on changes in population at the local
level.
Los Angeles

Table 4.2b (Models 2 and 3) presents the results for a comparable poisson
regression analysis of the effects of changing racial/ethnic composition on the number of
riot fatalities in Los Angeles census tracts. Here, unlike Miami, I found significant effects
of changes in racial/ethnic composition on the intensity of riot violence. Controlling for
the relative size of the neighborhood Hispanic population as well as economic indicators,
change in proportion Latino/Hispanic had a positive and significant effect on the number
of riot related deaths in Los Angeles census tracts (Model 2). Increases in Hispanic
population were associated with a higher number of fatalities. By contrast, controlling for
the relative size of the local black population, change in proportion black had a
significant negative effect on the number of riot deaths in a tract (Model 3). This suggests
that the most intense riot violence in Los Angeles was occurring in areas where African
Americans were leaving. These models, taken together, lend support to the finding of the
GIS analysis presented earlier. Looking back to Figures 4.8 and 4.9, the data suggests that
the severity of riot violence was associated with the in-migration of Hispanics and the
out-migration of blacks in areas like South Central and Compton. Like Miami, the
relative size of the black population is also predictive of riot violence, perhaps leading to
the conclusion that Spilerman is right again. Riot violence is associated with black

population. However, for Los Angeles the intensity of riot violence was also associated
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with racial/ethnic population change. Contrary to Spilerman’s hypothesis, riot violence
occurred where black population was dwindling. Like the findings presented earlier for
Chicago and Detroit, ethnic succession adds an additional explanatory factor to what
initial appears to be a case of black people rioting in their own neighborhoods.

Testing for Ethnic Competition

While change in ethnic composition (ethnic succession) was not statistically
associated with the number of deaths occurring in Miami census tracts, this does not
necessarily imply a lack of ethnic competition. Although Latino immigrants in Miami
were not moving into the highly segregated black neighborhoods of Liberty City and
Overtown, it is still possible that these groups perceived each other as competitors for
jobs, wealth, and housing. Indeed, several authors have noted that such perceptions
played a role in the localized outbreaks of riot violence during the Miami riot (U.S. Civil
Rights Commission 1982, Porter and Dunn 1984, Portes and Stepick 1993). Furthermore,
there are theoretical reasons to suggest that immigration may have strong effects on
inducing competition in labor and housing markets (Olzak 1992, 1996).

To test the ethnic competition thesis for Miami riot deaths, I interacted change in
proportion Latino with proportion males unemployed, median household income, and
housing density (measured by the ration of persons to dwellings). Models 4-6 of Table
4.2a present the results of this analysis. At the tract level, neither job competition nor
income competition are significantly related to the number of deaths in Miami census
tracts (Models 4-5). Yet, competition for housing was significantly associated with the

intensity of violence. Higher densities of housing combined with increases in foreign-
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born population to produce higher levels of riot violence. Although Latinos were not
moving into Miami’s predominantly black neighborhoods in large numbers, the increased
presence of immigrants (including Haitians who were classified by the Census as black)
affected Miami’s already congested housing market and played a significant role in
heightening riot violence.

Similarly, in Los Angeles, where ethnic succession was statistically associated
with the severity of riot violence, there was also a significant positive effect for the
interaction of housing density and foreign-born migration on the number of deaths in a
tract. (Table 4.2b Model 6). This I found less surprising than the similar result obtained
for Miami. Some of the Los Angeles neighborhoods where immigrants were moving in
large numbers were also quite crowded, a factor that induced spillover of Latino
population into the predominantly black neighborhoods of South Central, Compton and
Watts. In Los Angeles, unlike Miami, ethnic succession and competition were additive in
their effects on the intensity of riot violence.

Economic competition indicators for Los Angeles census tracts provide mixed
support for Olzak’s hypotheses (Table 4.2b Models 4 and 5). The interaction of male
uneniployment and change in proportion foreign-born was positive but failed to attain
statistical significance (Model 4). By contrast, the interaction of median household
income and change in proportion foreign born was negative and significant at the .01
'~ level (Model 5). As hypothesized, higher incomes ameliorate the effects of immigration
on riot violence. This finding suggests that tracts with the highest levels of income were

able to absorb more immigrants without violence than tracts with similar increases in
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immigrant population but lower income levels. Perhaps the immigrants moving into
wealthier neighborhoods were of relatively high socio-economic status themselves, a
factor which may explain why their presence did not triggered such intense violence.
Alternatively, residents of wealthier neighborhoods may have responded less violently to
an increased presence of immigrants because they felt more economically secure than
those living in poorer areas. The next section examines the role that poverty and
segregation played in these riot events.
Testing the Economic Deprivation Hypothesis

While it is intuitive, especially for economic deprivation theorists, to see the riots
in Miami and Los Angeles as a response to widespread unemployment and poverty, the
evidence for such an account is mixed. In only two of eight poisson regression models is
the proportion of unemployed males significantly associated with the number of deaths in
Miami census tracts. Furthermore, in one of these models, the relationship between
unemployment and riot violence is negative. For Los Angeles, there is a similar paucity
of statistical support for an association between male unemployment and the intensity of
riot violence. Like Miami, in only two of eight poisson regression models for Los
Angeles is the relationship between male unemployment and riot violence statistically
significant.

For both Miami and Los Angeles, median household income bears a stronger
relation to the number of deaths in a census tract. In four of the eight poisson regression
models for Miami, logged median household income is significantly and negatively

associated with the number of riot deaths. This finding suggests that with rising levels of
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household income the likelihood of muitiple deaths in a ﬁaa is reduced. Riot violence
was generally not located in the wealthier districts of Miami. Likewise, in Los Angeles,
the most intense violence tended not to occur in areas of high income. In seven of eight
poisson regression models for Los Angeles there is a significant negative relationship
between the log of median household income and the number of deaths in a tract. Thus
riot violence in Los Angeles as well as Miami is spatially associated with lower levels of
household income, lending support to an economic deprivation explanation based on
income but not unemployment.

A number of scholars, most notably William Julius Wilson have argued that
poverty and segregation combine to generate social pathologies in minority communities,
e.g. high rates of crime. Interacting proportion black with economic indicators
(proportion males unemployed, log median household income) I attempt to address
whether the combination of poverty and segregation played a role in generating riot
violence at the neighborhood level.

For Miami, I found a significant interaction effect of proportion black and
proportion males unemployed. Controlling for the interaction term, and median
household income, the main effect of male unemployment on the number of deaths in a
tract is negative (Table 4.2a Model 7). Yet, at higher levels of proportion black the effect
of male unemployment becomes positive. Increased segregation makes unemployment a
strong predictor of riot intensity. The interaction of median household income and
proportion black, however, is not a statistically significant predictor of the intensity of

violence in Miami (Model 8).
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For Los Angeles, a murkier picture emerges. There are significant interaction
effects of male metﬁployment and median household income with proportion black. Yet,
these relationships run in the opposite direction of what we would expect according to
economic deprivation theories. The coefficient for the interaction of male unemployment
and proportion black is negative, which reverses a positive main effect for male
unemployment on the number of deaths in a tract (Table 4.2b, Model 7).
Counterintuitively, this finding suggests that unemployment decreases the intensity of
violence in predominantly black communities. Equally curious is the positive coefficient
for the interaction of log median household income and proportion black (Table 4.2b,
Model 8). Taken together with the negative main effect for income, this finding implies
that as proportion black increases, higher income levels are associated with more
violence. Perhaps what these interaction terms reflect is that riots may be a product of
relative deprivation. Predominantly black communities with lower rates of
unemployment and higher rates of income may have been more predisposed to violence
as those who were upwardly mobile exi)ressed resentment over the unjust aquittal of the
LAPD officers in the Rodney King case. On the other hand it is also possible that
wealthier black communities were targets of other blacks seeking spoils during the riot.
More data is needed on the actually riot participants and their motivations. Nonetheless,
the Los Angeles riot data does confound the hypothesis that segregation and deprivation
are linked to higher rates of violence. The violence that occurred in Miami fits better with
a segmgaﬁomdepﬁvaﬁon account. Nonetheless, for both cities there is statistical evidence

that poverty played a role in determining where violence was most intense.
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Controlling for Spatial Autocorrelation

As discussed in the methods section, the presence of spatial autocorrelation raises
questions about the reliability of regression estimators in models that employ geographic
data. Because spatial autocorrelation implies serial dependence among observations, it
must be controlled for in order to perform hypothesis testing. To do so, I have estimated
basic regression models that examine the effects changes in proportion black and
proportion Hispanic on the presence or absence of deaths in a tract, as maximum
likelihood models with a spatial autoregressive term. Table 4.3 presents the results of
these models for Miami and Los Angeles.

For Miami, the estimation of basic regression models as maximum likelihood
functions with a spatial autoregressive term challenges some of the results presented
earlier. Such analysis strengthens the effect of black population size on riot deaths but
eliminates the independent effects of change in proportion Latino and of median
household income on the presence of riot fatalities. As in Table 3, neither the change in
proportion black nor the change in proportion Hispanic are significant predictors of riot
violence when controlling for their respective population proportions in 1980, economic
indicators, and spatial dependency.

Controlling for spatial autocorrelation, the ethnic succession hypothesis loses
support in Miami. Surprisingly, median household income also loses its predictive power
in Miami census tracts when controlling for spatial autocorrelation. Yet 1980 proportion
black remains a significant and positive predictor of where violence occurred. Thus

controlling for spatial autocorrelation yields results similar to what Spilerman found with
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respect to the 1960s riots. According to these models which account for spatial
dependency, riot violence in Miami is attributed primarily to racial segregation.

For Los Angeles, controlling for spatial autocorrelation also alters the results of
the previous regression analysis, in this case strengthening the effects of changing
racial/ethnic composition and weakening the effects of median household income on the
presence or absence of riot deaths. Controlling for proportion black, economic indicators
(male unemployment and median household income) and spatial dependency, the change
in proportion black is significantly and negatively associated with the presence of riot
fatalities. Controlling for proportion Hispanic, economic indicators and spatial
dependency, change in proportion Hispanic is significantly and positively associated with
the presence of riot deaths. Thus the out-migration of blacks and the in-migration of
Hispanics remains related to the outbreak of riot violence. By contrast, when controlling
for the effects of spatial autocorrelation, median household income is no longer
associated with the presence of riot violence. When taking spatial dependency into
account, the key factor predicting the presence or absence of riot violence in Los
Angeles is change in racial/ethnic composition. Thus, the ethnic succession hypothesis
bolds for that city.

Conclusion

Based on geographic information systems and statistical analysis, I draw the
following conclusions regarding the causes of riot violence in Miami and Los Angeles.
Census tracts in Miami that were touched by riot fatalities were also characterized by

high levels of unemployment, low levels of household income, and sizable African
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American population relative to other racial/ethnic groups. Controlling simultaneously
for the effects of several variables on the number of deaths in a tract and the presence of
deaths in a tract, I found little support for a residential ethnic succession interpretation of
riot violence in this city. What little support there was for an ethnic succession
explanation disappeared when controlling for spatial autocorrelation. Likewise, I found
no non-linear effects of black population proportion on the intensity of riot violence, thus
rejecting both Blalock’s “power threat” and “competition” formulations. Rather, I found
_support for Spilerman’s (1970, 1971) postulate regarding the effect of black population
size on riot severity. In Miami, the location and intensity of riot related homicide was
clearly associated at the census tract level with the size of the black population.

By contrast, census tracts in Los Angeles with riot fatalities were marked by
higher rates of black out-migration, and higher rates of Hispanic and Foreign-Born in-
migration respectively, as well as lower median household income and higher male
unemployment. For Los Angeles, unlike Miami, the residential ethnic succession
hypothesis received more statistical support. Controlling simultaneously for several
variables, the location and the intensity of riot violence was significantly related to the in-
migration or Hispanics and the out-migration of blacks from historically black sections of
the city e.g. South Central, Compton, and‘Watts. Blalock’s “competition” formulation
also received some support in Los Angeles, as I found a non-linear effect of proportion
Hispanic on the number of deaths in LA County census tracts. Finally, in both cities I
found statistical evidence that housing competition was related to the intensity of

violence. So even if ethnic succession was not directly occurring in Miami, the mass
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migration of Latinos to Miami did have an effect of generating competition in housing
markets, a factor related positively related to the intensity of riot violence.

Furthermore, for Miami I found a significant interaction of proportion black and
median household income. Combined with news reports and previous academic accounts,
the data indicate that riot violence in Miami was a joint function of segregation and
economic deprivation in predominantly black neighborhoods. As such, rioting in Miami
conforms to the classic 1960s model of urban riots in which aggrieved African
Americans vented their frustration upon non-blacks, which now included Latinos as well
as Anglos.

By contrast, although the interaction of segregation and poverty was a statistically
significant predictor of riot intensity in Los Angeles census tracts, the relationship went
in the opposite direction of what segregation/deprivation theorists posited. The intensity
of riot violence was increased by lower rates or unemployment and higher median
household incomes in black communities, conforming less to a segregation-deprivation
account than a relative deprivation explanation that focuses on the frustration of a rising
black middle class.

Overall, the key difference between Miami and Los Angeles is that in Los
Angeles neighborhoods were undergoing rapid racial transition from black to Hispanic
and from Mexican to Central American whereas in Miami both the size of the black and
Latino communities expanded, but in different directions, rarely overlapping. So in the
strict sense, riot violence in Miami was less a product of residential succession than in

Los Angeles. Yet, in Miami, blacks living in Liberty City and Overtown found
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themselves surrounded on all sides by immigrant population, newcomers to whom they
attributed (rightly or wrongly) their economic misfortunes. Because segregation and
unemployment are so strongly connected in Miami’s poor black communities, it is hard
not to imagine that Miami’s black population reacted negatively to such containment and
the presence of immigrants on its borders.

Analytical comparison of events in Miami aad Los Angeles reveals that there are
several forms that ethnic competition may take. Statistical models that operate at the
neighborhood level may be quite suitable for understanding spatial succession but less
applicable for investigating economic competition when it occurs at the city level.
Nonetheless, the present analysis strongly suggests that riot violence in both Miami and
Los Angeles was related to tensions between native born black and recent immigrants,
particularly those of Latino or Hispanic heritage. Regardless of whether the primary
source of conflict was over space, jobs or both, and regardless of how politically
fashionable it is to talk about, the emerging conflict between American blacks and
immigrants in American gateway cities will not just simply go away. Ignorance of such
tensions can yield a considerable price in the political marginalization of racial/ethnic
minorities, and in the most extreme cases, lose of life. Blacks and Latinos both stand to
be lose unless they can learn to cooperate and redirect their energies towards those in
power rather than contending with one another for what’s left of the economic and
political pie (Piatt 1997, Suro 1998).

The irony revealed in this study of riot violence is that even subjugated minority

groups such as native born blacks may attempt to hold the line against other subordinated
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groups such as Latino immigrants who, like themselves, are seeking to improve their
socioeconomic status and quality of life. Just as white ethnics rioted to keep black
migrants out of their neighborhoods and workplaces during the first half of the century, a
similar script is being played out at that end of the century as blacks attempt to “hold the
line” against recent Latino immigrants and Asian entrepreneurs. The parties to the
conflict have exchanged places. American born blacks are now playing the role of natives
versus the immigrant newcomers. Yet the same kinds of tension remain. The processes of
ethnic succession and ethnic competition continue to generate hostility among members
of in-migrant and out-migrant groups, leading to violence on the streets of America’s
cities. America has indeed changed in its ethnic composition, but group behavior

apparently has not. Such is the topic of my fifth and final chapter.
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Figure 4.11
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Table 4.1 Demographic Measures for Census Tracts with and without Riot Fatalities by City

Percent Change (10 Year Period) Mean Percent (End of 10 Year Period)

City N Black Foreign Hispanic Black Foreign Hispanic Males Median Household
Bomn Born Unemployed Income

Miami
(1970-1980)

Tracts with
fatalities 16 14.3%  4,1** -] .5%%% 73 G+ _14.1 8.8%** 7.2%* $9106***

Tracts without 197 6.4 11.2 12.2 17.3 34.3 34.4 4.7 $15863
fatalities

Los Angeles
(1980-1990)

Tracts with 02  S11,7%%k (3 7%eR (7 MRk 3] SRR 44200k 53 GRR* 13.1%%* $21800%**
fatalities

Tracts without 1514 -1.2 8.8 7.5 10.5 30.0 33.0 7.3 $39090
fatalities .

(444

*=p<.05 **=p<.01 ***p<.001



Table 4.2a

Independent Varisbles
Racial/Ethnic C .
Percent Hispanic (1980)
Percent Hispmic Squared
(1980)
Change in Percent Hispanic
(1970-1980)
Change in Percent Black
(1970-1980)

Percent Black (1980)
Change in Percent Foreign
Bomn (1970-1980)
Change in Percent Foreign
Bom (1970-80) * Percent
Males Unemployed (1980)
Change in Percent Foreign

Bom (1970-80)* log
Median Household Income

Change in Percent Foreign
Bom (1970-80)* Ratio of
Persons to Housing Units
Percent Black (1980) ¢
Peroent Males Unemployed

Percent Black (1980)* log
Median Houschold Income
(1980)

Percent Males Unemployed
(1980)

Medisn Household Income
log (1980)

Ratio of Persons to
Housing Units
Constant

Log Likelihood
DF.

*p<.05 **p< 0l ***p< 00! One Tailed Test. Standard Errors are in Parenthesis, Source: U.S. Census of Populaticn and
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Poisson Regression Estimates of the Number of Riot Fatalities in Dade County (Miami)

Census Tracts as a Function of Change. in Racial/Ethnic Composition and Economic

Characteristics
Dependent Variable: Number of Riot Fatalities
n @ ) A3) “) ) ©)
-6.333 9.172%s= — —_— — —
6.737) 2.554)
-11.911 — — — — —_—
(23.791)
—_ 2627 — —_ —_ —_
@997
—_— —_— -2879 J— —_— —_—
(1.043)
—_— — 4.816°°** —_— — —_—
(.8110)
—_— — — -7.121 -7.298 -7.390
(2.646) (4.094) (2.265)
—_— — — ~-10.853 —_— -_
(75.945)
—_— — — — 0398 —
(5.039)
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Table 4.2b Poisson Regression Estimates of the Number of Riot Fatalities in Los Angeles County
Census Tracts as a Function of Change in Racial/Ethnic Composition and Economic
Ct . .
Independent Variables Dependent Variable: Number of Riot Fatalities
: (0) ) 3) “@) ) ©) m *)

Racial/Ethaic C -
Percent Hispanic (1990) 7.098°°* 5947 —_— — [— — — —

(1.799) (3985)
Percent Hispanic Squared -5.795%%¢ —_— —_ -_ —_ — S —_—
(1990) (1.643) -
Change in Peroent Hispanic _— 3.636%* P —_— — —_— — —
(1980-1990) (7547)
Change in Percent Black — —_— -3.205°%** —_— —_— —_— J— —
(1980-1990) (.7238)
Percent Black (1990) — —_— 1.452%% —_— — — 2413 28550

(4181) (-3803) (4022)
Change in Percent Foreign
Bom (19380-1990) —_— —_— — 3.056*** -.0340 4.078%+* —_— —
(1.279) (1.765) (1.025)

Change in Percent Foreign —— —_ —_ 11.197 —_ -— —_ —
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Males Unemployed (1990)
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*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.00! OncTailed Test. Standard Errors are in Parenthesis. Source: U.S Census Stf3s 1980, 1990
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Maximum Likelihood Estimates of the Presence of Riot Fatalities in Miami and Los
Angeles Census Tracts as a Function of Change in Racial/Ethnic Composition and

Economic Characteristics (Controlling for Spatial Autocorrelation)
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Chapter 5-Old Riots and Newer Riots: Toward a General Model of Ethnic
Collective Violence

In the introduction to this study, I hypothesized that there might be significant
resemblance among riots that occurred recently in Miami (1980) and Los Angeles (1992)
and riots that took place during the first half of the century in Chicago (1919) and Detroit
(1943). In this chapter I revisit that hypothesis, addressing two main questions: 1) To
what extent were these four riots similar to one another? and 2) Can a general model of
riot violence be fitted to these four apparently unique cases? To answer the first of these
questions, I begin with a summary of the results obtained through geographical and
statistical analysis for the four major riot events. These results are presented in Table S.1.
Effects of Black Population Size and Changing Racial/Ethnic Compeosition

Of all the correlates of riot violence considered in this study, black population size
has the strongest and most consistent effect. This was true for both Chicago and Detroit
where percent black is significantly related to the number and presence of riot deaths ina
tract, and in Miami and Los Angeles where percent black was also related to the intensity
of violence at the tract level. It is nearly undeniable that riot violence is most likely to
occur and be most intense in areas with a high percentage of black residents. Spilerman
was indeed correct that the size of the black community is a robust predictor of riot
severity, even when looking at the census tract level.

Yet, as I have stated persistently throughout this exposition, focusing on black
population size alone offers only a partial explanation of where and why violence occurs
within cities. Other factors that must be considered as well, particularly changes in

racial/ethnic composition at the local level. In all of the cases examined, with the notable
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exception of Miami, changes in the relative size of migrant or immigrant populations
were associated with the presence and intensity of riot violence at the census tract level.
In Chicago and Detroit riot violence was associated with increases in black
population attributable to the mass migration of African Americans from the rural south
to the urban north during the two world wars. Fifty percent of the fatalities that occurred
during the Chicago Riot of 1919 took place in tracts where relative size of the black
population had increased by twenty percent over the decade 1910 to 1920. During the
Detroit Riot of 1943, ninety two percent of all fatalities occurred in areas where there was
a twenty percent of greater increase in percent black between 1940 and 1950. For Detroit,
change in percent black was a significant predictor of the number of deaths in a tract
controlling for percent black in both 1950 and 1940. A similar analysis yielded weaker
results for Chicago where change in percent black was a significant predictor of riot
intensity when controlling for percent black in 1910, but not when controlling for percent
black in 1920. Yet because the correlation between change in percent black and the
relative size of the black population in Chicago tracts was quite high, it was difficult to
separate the effects of black population size and black population change in that city.
When controlling for the size of the black population in 1910, at the beginning of the
decade, change in percent black was predictive of the number of deaths in Chicago
census tracts. Ethnic succession thus adds to the partial explanation for riot violence in
Chicago and Detroit obtained by examining the size of the local black population
Changes in racial/ethnic composition were also associated with the location and

intensity of riot related homicide in Los Angeles. Such changes were attributable to a
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great wave of Latino immigration during the 1980s, comprised mostly of Mexican and
Central American immigrants. Seventy percent of riot fatalities during the 1992 riot
occurred in tracts where the relative size of the Hispanic population had increased by
twenty percent of more. Equally striking is that fifty percent of riot fatalities occurred in
tracts where the relative size of the African American population had decreased by
twenty percent of more. As shown by Figure 4.9a in Chapter 4, the influx of Latinos and
out-migration of blacks overlaps in the South Central, Watts, and Compton
neighborhoods of Los Angeles. Much of the killings occurred in this transition zone
where Latinos were moving in and blacks moving out. Statistical analysis further
indicates that the intensity and presence of riot related homicide in LA was positively
associated with change in percent Latino and negatively associated with change in
percent black. Change in percent black remains a significant predictor of the riot violence
intensity even when controlling for the size of the black population. The fact that the
intensity of riot related homicide is associated with decreasing black population size
presents a notable challenge to Spilerman’s “critical mass™ thesis.

Miami is the one case for which ethnic succession was not related to riot violence
at the census tract level. As maps reproduced in Chapter 4 show, there was little overlap
between the expanding black and Latino populations of Miami during the decade
preceding the riot. Riots fatalities in Miami were completely contained within tracts
where blacks accounted for fifty percent or more of the 1980 population. For Miami then,
Spilerman’s thesis appears accurate, although it is still limited in both predictive and

explanatory power. Simply put, there were additional complexities to rioting in Miami
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and the other cities in this investigation that were not accounted for by black population
size alone.
Effects of Ethnic Competition (Housing and Jobs)

One such complexity was competition for housing among native born blacks and
foreign born migrants in gateway cities during recent decades. In both Miami and Los
Angeles, increases in foreign born population interacted with the density of housing or
housing demand (as measured by the ratio of persons to dwellings) to increase the effect
of demand for housing on the number of deaths in a tract. So, in addition to a significant
association between economic competition and riot violence, competition for housing
was also found to be a significant factor in predicting the intensity of riot violence within
Miami and Los Angeles census tracts during their respective riot events.

By contrast, there was no similar finding for the interaction of black migration
and housing demand in Chicago or Detroit independent of the effect of change in black
population. This is one factor that statistically distinguishes the older riots from the newer
riots. Nonetheless, due to problems of multicollinearity in Chicago and Detroit, I am not
fully convinced that housing competition did not play a role in the violence that occurred
there. Changes in black population were strongly associated with housing demand in
those cities. Historical accounts suggest that black migration and housing competition
were nearly synonymous in the minds of Chicago and Detroit residents (Spear, 1967,
Capeci 1984, Sugrue 1996). Yet, for Los Angeles and Miami both anecdotal accounts
and statistical analyses confirm that competition for housing among natives and

newcomers was a factor in generating lethal violence.
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Economic competition, on the other hand, was a strong predictor of riot intensity
in Chicago and Detroit tracts, but not in Miami and Los Angeles. Interacting the percent
of men who were unemployed with the change in percent black, I found that increases in
the relative size of a tract’s black population exacerbated the effect of male
unemployment on the intensity of violence. Such a finding confirms Olzak’s (1992)
analysis that unemployment and immigration combined to heighten racial/ethnic
hostilities. Yet, the data for Miami and Los Angeles do not support such a claim. In
multiple regression analysis, job competition had little to do with the intensity of riot
violence during these more recent riots. Interacting the change in percent foreign born
and percent males unemployed did not significantly increase the effect of male
unemployment on outbreaks of lethal violence in either city. Thus, if we base our
conclusions on statistical analysis the more recent riots were characterized by housing
competition, whereas the older riots appear to be characterized by job competition, but
not competition for housing.

Effects of Deprivation and Segregation

When considering the effects of economic deprivation and segregation on riot
violence, there are notable differences and similarities among individual cases that
confound the simple division of riots into “old” and “new”. In terms of the main effects
of male unemployment on the number of deaths in city census tracts, Miami and Los
Angeles diverge, as do Chicago and Detroit. In the majority of regression models for both
Chicago (1919) and Miami (1980), male unemployment was significantly and positively

linked to the number of riot deaths in a census tract. Yet, in Detroit and Los Angeles,
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there was no consistent relationship between male unemployment and the intensity of riot
violence. Likewise when percent black was interacted with male unemployment in
Chicago and Miami, the effect of male unemployment on riot fatalities was heightened by
segregation. This was not the case for either Detroit or Los Angeles. In Detroit the
interaction of percent black and male unemployment was non significant. In Los Angeles
the interaction of male unemployment and percent black effect was negative, implying
that racial segregation decreased rather than increased the effect of unemployment on riot
violence. In terms of the effect of economic deprivation and segregation on riot fatalities,
Chicago and Miami seemingly have more in common with one another then they do with
their historical counterparts in Detroit and Los Angeles.
Effects of Police Behavior

To further explore such differences we need to look more closely at non-
demographic aspects of these riot events. One factor worthy of consideration is police
behavior. In both the Chicago and Miami riots, police officers cordoned off the primarily
poor black neighborhoods. Such tactics, which I call “contain and control”, involved full
scale blockades of predominantly black areas. The downside to this strategy was that it
allowed whites to roam free and assault blacks who were isolated in primarily white
neighborhoods. Yet the majority of deaths in Chicago took place within the black belt,
among them several whites who had strayed into this predominantly black area. Police
strategy and capacity may have indeed limited the scope of violence in Chicago.
Likewise, in Miami, the first wave of homicide victims were whites and Hispanic

motorists who drove into Liberty City before all the police barricades were erected. After
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this initial phase, riot related homicides in Miami were sharply curtailed and were of a
more sporadic nature.

These aspects of police strategy may have affected my statistical models
examining the relationship between segregation, economic deprivation and riot violence
in these cities. Because riot activity in Chicago and Miami was largely contained to
neighborhoods where poor black people lived, it is not surprising that the combination of
segregation and unemployment was a powerful predictor of the location and intensity of
riot violence.

By contrast, in Detroit and Los Angeles, police did not blockade particular
neighborhoods. Rather, police in both cities initially found themselves overwhelmed and
pulled back before later returning alongside troops from the National Guard. Police
activity was focused less on containing the riot to the predominantly black communities,
than on preventing looting and making arrests throughout the metropolitan area. I call this
strategy, “detain and deploy™. Because the police did not cordon of the areas where
rioting originated (“Paradise Valley” in Detroit, or South Central in Los Angeles), riot
violence spread more widely. Riot related killings in Los Angeles took place as far away
as the San Fernando Valley and Long Beach, at opposite ends of LA County. In Detroit,
riot deaths occurred as far North as Hamtramck, a predominantly Polish community at
the time. Because violence spread beyond the black ghetto, this may account for why the
combination of segregation and economic deprivation was a less powerful predictor of

the intensity of riot related homicide in those cities. As Useem ( 1997) notes, police
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behavior can have a significant effect on the both the spread and the form that riot
activity takes, a matter I find worthy of further empirical investigation.
Communal versus Commodity Violence

In terms of the general form that violence took, there are also key similarities
between the Chicago and Miami riots, relative to the riot events in Miami and Los
Angeles. Janowitz (1968) classifies riots as being of two essential types, the “communal”
riot and the “commodity” riot. Communal riots involve a high degree of interpersonal
violence among member of different racial/ethnic groups and a relatively low level of
property crimes such as looting. People, not commercial or government building are the
primary targets. By contrast, commodity riots involve the targeted looting of businesses
belonging to members of opposing racial/ethnic groups. Janowitz argues that we may
distinguish among early 20 century riots which were of the “communal type” and later
riots which were of the “commodity type”.

Although these categories are merely ideal types, it is clear from historical and
journalists accounts that the Chicago and Miami riots closely approximate Janowitz’s
communal riot. In Chicago, much of the riot activity was focused on persons, not
property. Relatively few stores located in the black belt came under fire, but individuals
moving in and out of the black belt did come under attack. Likewise, in Miami most of
the violence was of an interpersonal ethnically based nature. Relatively few of those
killed were engaged in acts of looting. In the case of most whites and Latinos killed in
Miami, like many of the black victims in Chicago they were merely trying to make it

home.
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By contrast, the Detroit and Los Angeles riots reflected an opportunistic property
oriented dimension as well as communal violence. Widespread looting occurred
throughout downtown Detroit in 1943. Several of the stores that were damaged or
destroyed were owned and operated by Jews. Yet no merchants perished during the
violence. Rather, a great number of those who died during the rioting were either active
looters or suspected looters killed by the police. One notable death occurred when a man
cut himself on window glass while attempting to break into a clothing store. Again,
police behavior may have accounted for differences in riot activity and riot fatalities.

Like Detroit, in Los Angeles extensive looting occurred both within and outside
the black community. Furthermore, Latinos as well as African Americans were key
participants in the looting and burning of commercial establishments. A particularly
resonant image from the Los Angeles riot depicts an African American man pushing a
shopping cart through a gauntiet of flames. Poignantly, the shopping cart was loaded with
boxes of baby diapers (Webster Commission Report, 1992:6).

As in Detroit, stores operated by “middleman minorities” e.g. Koreans, in Los
Angeles suffered disproportionate damage. Yet only two Koreans were represented
among the fifty-one people who died in LA. Property was often targeted over persons.
Anecdotal accounts and analysis of the circumstances of riot related deaths suggest that
riot activity in Detroit and Los Angeles represented a hybrid of commodity and
communal violence whereas rioting in Chicago and Miami was more communal in
nature. Again these result may have been related to policing strategies. The contain and

control strategy of policing during the Chicago and Miami riots may have prevented the



175

spread of rioting to major areas of commercial activity whereas the detain and deploy
strategy of police in Detroit and Los Angeles often depended on police catching rioters in
the act of looting, thus resulting in many arrests for property crimes.

Finally, further confusing the comparison of these riot events was the matter of
mobility. Several victims in Detroit and Miami were killed when they drove their cars
into neighborhoods occupied predominantly by members of a different racial/ethnic
group. For example, in Detroit a number of whites who drove into predominantly black
“Paradise Valley” were dragged from their cars and beaten. So too were several whites
driving through Miami’s “Liberty City” on their way home from work downtown. By
contrast, in Chicago and Los Angeles, many victims were bystanders, killed by volleys of
gunfire directed from passing cars. Violence in Detroit and Miami may thus be crudely
characterized as “drive in” and violence in Chicago and Los Angeles as “drive by”. The
nature of violence in these cities was conditioned in part by the flow of automobile traffic
during the riots, a factor which again may be related to policing strategies. If rioters were
contained to there own neighborhoods, it is logical that some of the victims would be
those who were passing through. Alternatively, if rioting was allowed to diffuse
throughout the city, “drive by” shooting may be an anticipated result. Further empirical
study of the relationship between police strategy and the diffusion and modality of
violence during riot events is thus warranted.

A General Model

I fear I have digressed a bit in attempting to account for differences and

similarities among individual riot events, particularly in the discussion of police behavior.
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I now return to the issue of establishing a model of riot violence generalized from these
four riot event and generalizable to other episodes of ethnic collective violence.

Despite some notable differences across these four riots, it is their degree of
commonality that I find most striking. Rioting at the neighborhood level in all four cities
was related to black population size, and in three of four cases was also significantly
associated with rapid (ten-year) changes in racial/ethnic composition. In Chicago and
Detroit changes in the racial composition of neighborhood, spurred by black migration
from South to North was significantly associated with the intensity of violence. Likewise,
in Los Angeles, changes in ethnic conmiposition, related to an upturn in Latino
immigration were associated with the number of riot related deaths at the census tract
level. Even in Miami, racial/ethnic change had an effect on violence, although not as
directly as in Chicago, Detroit or Los Angeles. In Miami, immigrants moved into
neighborhoods on sides of the black ghetto, thereby isolating blacks from both the
beaches and the downtown. Such isolation was related to the intensity of riot violence in
Liberty City.

Furthermore, in all four cities, the intensity of riot violence was related to some
form of ethnic competition, whether for jobs (Chicago and Detroit) or housing (Miami
and Los Angeles). White workers in Chicago and Detroit reacted vehemently to preserve
their job status in the face of black migrants who were seeking access to higher paid
higher skilled jobs. Similarly, black hotel workers in Miami and janitors in Los Angeles
reacted vociferously to their replacement by Latino laborers. More so, blacks in Miami

reacted against the increasing competition associated with the influx of Latino
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immigrants. Ethnic competition thus adds predictive power in examining where riot
violence was most intense.

These dual factors of ethnic succession and ethnic competition add explanatory
power over Spilerman’s (1970, 1971) collective behavior account for riot severity that
focuses solely on the effects of black population size on riot frequency and severity
among cities. As I argued earlier in the chapter on methods, the exclusive effect of black
population size on riot activity that Spilerman obtained was largely a result of employing
too high a level of aggregation, looking at cities instead of neighborhoods from where the
actually violence emanates. My chief criticism of Spilerman is that he failed to provide
an adequate mechanism for relating population dynamics to riot activity. The
combination of ethnic competition and ethnic succession measured at the local level
makes up for this gap. When looking at population change and its interaction with
employment status and housing, it is apparent that black population size is not the only
thing that matters. Indeed, in Los Angeles, the intensity of riot related homicide was
greatest where black population was declining and Latino population increasing most
rapidly.

By examining contention over access to “turf” or territory, ethnic succession
provides an iniportant mechanism for understanding how collective violence is generated
at the local level. Because ethnic/racial groups invest space with cultural meaning
through collective memory and institution building, newcomers are often viewed with
suspicion and in many cases with outright hostility. When changes in racial/ethnic

composition occur rapidly, the institutional and cultural structure of the community is
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transformed. In the interim, social order breaks down and backlash violence against the
newcomers may result. Similarly, as the racial/ethnic composition of cities and
neighborhoods within these cities change, so too do labor and housing markets.
Maintaining their customary access to jobs and housing become a key concern of natives
while for newcomers attaining access to these resources is a fundamental goal. When
different racial/ethnic groups are unable or unwilling to share these resources, conflict of
a potentially violent nature is the result. Thus ethnic competition theory further helps fill
in the explanatory gap left by Spilerman’s collective behavior perspective. When
combined, ethnic succession and ethnic competition perspectives offer powerful insights
into the causes of violent conflict among a variety of different racial/ethnic groups in
several places and at various points in history.
Beyond Black and White

Critically, a new model of ethnic collective violence combining succession and
competition does not depend on the specific groups involved as parties to the conflict.
Whereas previous studies of racial/ethnic violence in America have focused on
black/white conflicts, such models may no longer be applicable to the new multiethnic
forms that recent conflicts in American cities have taken. When Spilerman (1970, 1971)
and Blalock (1967) were constructing their theories of minority-majority group relations,
they were living in a black and white world. Since the 1960s, a considerable influx of
immigrants from non-European nations has dramatically altered the American landscape.
Any theory of collective violence worth its grain of salt must effectively be able to

account for changes in the status of minority and majority groups in America over time.



179

If we continue to think in black and white we will fail to understand the origins of recent
conflicts involving “blacks versus browns” (Miles 1992). We may also be left unable to
explain the course that future conflicts will take.

One key feature of the model of riot violence I propose is the light it may shed on
other ethnic conflicts, both domestic (urban and rural) and international. Given the recent
conflicts in Rwanda, Bosnia, and Kosovo, not to mention the “troubles” in Northern
Ireland it seems evident that both ethnic succession and competition for job, housing and
political power may have something to do with the form these conflicts have taken. The
important thing to bear in mind is that America is no stranger to ethnic and racial strife.
Indeed, America has a long history of ethnically based unrest which has frequently been
manifested in urban riots.

When the Irish arrived in America, those of English background clashed with the
new arrivals, sometimes violently, as when a famous Irish actor appeared on the New
York stage amidst an English audience. When the Irish rioted again in New York in
1863, it was not in reaction to oppression by English descendents but against induction
into the American Civil War. During this disturbance they vented their hostility upon free
blacks whom they saw as vying for their unskilled laborer positions. When Jews arrived
in large numbers during the late 1800s, anti-Semitic violence peaked in the U.S.
American Catholics faced violence during the mid to late 1800s at the hands of white
Anglo-Saxon protestants, the same people who were also persecuting Jews. Then, when
shortly after the turn of the century, blacks began their Great Migration northward, Irish,

Poles, Italians and Slavs, only one or two generations removed from immigration
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themselves, reacted violently to the presence of their new neighbors and co-workers.
Now as Latinos now move into black neighborhoods and seek jobs in gateway cities, why
should we expect some African Americans to behave any differently than some whites
did in earlier decades? Regardless of whoever the next group of immigrants/migrants are,
it is almost certain that they will be the target of retribution by other racial/ethnic groups
who are subordinated in the social and economic order yet are relatively more established
than the newcomers.

In conclusion, the general model I propose allows us to make sense of urban
unrest in the new multi-racial, multicultural America while retaining consistency with
what has come before. Synthesizing elements of ethnic competition and ethnic succession
perspectives produces a theoretical model of ethnic collective violence that can be
generalized across a variety of contexts, across cities, time, and perhaps nations. Moving
to larger units of analysis will obvious require methodological modifications to take
account of the large-scale population shift and outbreaks of ethnic collective violence.
Recent work by Quillian (1995) and others has been quite effective in doing so. By
contrast, a key contribution of my study is to encourage scholars to think small, placing
emphasis on the specific locations where conflict in generated and manifested—to focus
on the fighting in the streets.

In this thesis, I have shown how a localized model based on the dual features of
ethnic succession and ethnic competition fits four prominent cases of urban unrest in
America. When applied to the long history of racial/ethnic violence in America, a general

model of urban riots based on ethnic succession, economic competition, and segregation
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of ethnic/racial minorities appears to have stood the test of time. As further studies are
conducted, such as my forthcoming study of the 1960s period riots, we may see how well
this general model fares. Such is my hope that this research will help rekindle interest in

further exploration of a most worthy topic.



Table 5.1 Summary of Results from Geographical and Statistical Analyses

Riot and G.LS. Results Difference of Poisson Regression | Poisson Regression | Poisson Regression | Poisson Regression
Year (visual) Means Results Blalock Olzak (competition) | (ethnlo succession) | (deprivation and
_ (competition) segregation)
50% of deaths Tracts with fatalities | % black + sig. at.001 | A in % black * Ain%blackn.s. % males unemployed
Chicago occurred in tracts have sig. greater % unemployed when controlling for | * % black + and sig.
1919 ;v'!:;t; g 0'36 percent increasein % black, | %black * -sig.at.005 | is +and sig. at .001 % black in 1920, at .05
No sig.difference in Ain%black ® Ain % black +sig. at | matio of
(1910-1920) | No assn. Between, mean unemployment housing density n.s. | .001 when controlling | persons/dwellings *
riot deaths and among tracts for % black in 1910, | % black + and sig. at
unemployment 03
Preponderance of Tracts with fatalitics | % black + sig.at 001 | A in % black ® Ain % black + sig.at | % males unemployed
Detroit deaths occurred in have sig. greater % unemployed .05 when controlling | ® % black n.s.
1943 tracts where A in increase in % black | %black ? -sig.at.05 | +andsig. at 001 for % black in 1950,
pescent black>20%. median household
Tract with fatalities Ain % black ® Ain % black +sigat | income ® % black n.s.
(1940-1950) | Assn. Of deaths with | have sig. higher mean housing density n.s. | .001 when controlling
low income butnot | unemployment and for % black in 1940,
unemployment I_owet mean lnco‘me
"] Deaths not associated | Tracts with fatalities | % black + sig. 81,001 | Ain % forcignbom® | Ain% Hispanicn.s, | % males unemployed
Miami with A in percent , have high % black but % males unemployed | when controlling for | * % black +and sig,
1980 blackorAinprop, | nosig. differencein | % black? n.s. ns. % Hispanic in 1980, | at.01
Hispenic A black or A Hispanio
% Hispanic n.s, A in % foreignborn ® | Ain % blackn.s, median household
(1970-1980) | Riot deaths cluster in | Tracts w/ fatalities housing density + | When controlling for | income ® % black n.s.
areas of high have sig. higher mean | % Hispanic’ n.s and sigat 01 % black in 1980
unemploymentand | unemployment and
low median lower mean income.
houschold income
Deaths associated Tracts with fatalities | % black + sig. at .001 | Ain % forcignbom® | Ain% Hispanic + % males unemployed
Los Angeles | With increase in havesig. +Ain% R % males unemployed | sig, at.001 when * % black
1992 percent Latinoand | Hispanicand sig. - A | % black® n.s. ns. controlling for % - and sig. at .00)
docrease in percent in % black. Hispanic 1990,
black, % Hispanic +sig. &t | A in % forcign bom * median houschold
(1980-1990) Tracts with deaths | 001 housing density + and | Ain%black ~and | income ® % black +
Deaths associated have lower income & | % Hispanic® -sigat | sig. at.05 sig. 81001 controlling | and sig. at.001
with low income and | higher unemployment | .001 for % black in 1990
high unemployment
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