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CHAPTER I

THE MOBILE HOME IN AMERICA

Mobile home ownership is on the rise in the United
States with more than 3,000,000 people living in 1,000,000 

1such homes. If the present mobile home population contin­
ues to increase, mobile home living cannot be overlooked 
in the future plans of urban ecologists, tax officials and 
other groups who are responsible for economic and efficient 
functioning of public facilities.

California has the greatest concentration of trailer 
parks of any state in the Union, with Florida in second 
place and Arizona third. There is a growing trend toward 
the use of trailers by many persons as a part of the "per­
manent" housing supply, rather than primarily as tourist

2
accommodations.

The California State Division of Immigration and 
Housing, as far back as 1937» recognized the problems created 
by a transfer of families to mobile homes. Half-empty

^Edward L. Wilson, "Mobile Life" (Chicago: Mobile
Homes Manufacturers Association, 1958), pp. 126-12?.

^Planning Advisory Service, "The Changing Function 
of Trailer Parks" (Chicago: American Society of PlanningOfficials, 1956), p. 1-2.

1
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schools and other public service organizations which were
established at great cost to many communities were deserted
by families who chose to live in trailers rather than in
conventional homes. This ease illustrates the necessity for
local groups, governmental units, and public officials in
certain communities to be ready for possible changes in
community services which mobile home living brings about.
It is estimated that over three million people have selected

3this mode of life in America.
People living in trailers pay their way by working 

at their trades, at odd jobs and in agricultural and con­
structional pursuits. The trades include plumbers, sheet- 
metal workers, textile workers, electricians, carpenters, 
painters, masons, auto mechanics, radiomen, in fact, all 
trades. These people buy autos, parts, accessories and, in 
addition, everything normal families require. In this sense 
they are a source of revenue to the merchants of the towns 
to which they migrate. The auto and trailer become vital 
necessities of life to trailerites, and the cost of their 
operation and maintenance, in many cases, cuts deeply into 
family budgets. Mobile home owners serve an economic pur­
pose or they could not exist.

^Kyber Forrester, "Trailers Bring Families and Prob­
lems," Nations Business. (February, 19377, pp. 32-34.*
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Alvin L. Schorr, a social worker from the Family
Service Association of America found that mobile-home families
are good credit risks with a strong sense of community pride.
He quotes Don J. Hager, a sociologist, who made the following
observation, "The mobile families possess characteristics
that are generally prized by all American communities—
sobriety, occupational skill and reliability, family stability,
and a genuine interest in contributing to and improving the

Ij.community in which they live.11 Schorr also quotes William
H. Whyte who said, "Profound as the consequences of mobility
have been, the one most expected has not come about. The ^
transients are not plagued by instability and loneliness•M

Taxpayers have an interest in mobile homes. The
taxpayer in a community that is losing its population through
mobile home living is left to "hold the bag" for such public
costs as highways, schools, police and political systems
which, in turn, are governed by ordinances and constitutions
not easily or quickly repealed. Taxpayers have also pointed
out that the trailer which is being towed pays no fuel tax
yet it pulverizes the road. Consumption of fuel rarely rises6in direct ratio to increased tonnage.

^■Alvin L. Schorr, "Families on Wheels," Hamer's 
Magazine, (January, 1958), pp. 71-75.

5lbld.
^Richard L. Neuberger, "Who Shall Pay for our Roads?" 

Harper's Magazine. (October, 1957)# p. 87.
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Others who might be interested are those whose 
property adjoins or is in the same area as trailer courts.
For many reasons, such as vested interests or prejudice, 
they view trailer!tea as undesirable burdens on the 
community.

On the positive side there are those groups who are 
interested in promoting tourist trade and mobile home living 
with & view to furthering the expansion of the local economy. 
The use of the term "trailerite" today assumes a much differ­
ent connotation than it had in the early days of mobile-home 
living. Today's trailer!te may be a millionaire, e_.g., the 
Shah of Iran uses an elaborate one in the oil fields. The 
term may also refer to a family with a moderate income or an 
indigent family or individual trying to escape from an . 
unsuccessful job or no job at all.

The reason many people first "hit the highway” in 
the early thirties was an attempt to find work and get away 
from perpetual public welfare relief. Now, however, trailer 
courts are homes for retired people living on fixed but 
adequate incomes, young people who attend universities and 
colleges, servicemen, blue-collar workers, and many well-to- 
do people who find the Informal life easy and satisfying. 
Expenditures for trailers have been climbing since World 
War II, when such dwellings were introduced as emergency 
housing. Sales have jumped from $39 million in to $5>00



million in 19f>7* The 1956 ratio of mobile-home sales to
8

conventional housing is one to nine.
In addition to the fact that this type of home is 

designed to be readily moved, the trend to trailer living 
would seem to be an invasion of the housing market for low-

9priced, prefabricated housing.
Mobile homes offer a wide range of choices for fam­

ilies of different sizes. The most common lengths are 
35-55 feet, and such units are available up to widths of 
10-12 feet. They have one, two or three bedrooms, including 
both single or double levels. Some factories fabricate 
panels which may be attached to the mobile home in order to 
add an additional room. Two manufacturers in California 
offer expandable homes. They are 8 feet wide for highway 
travel and expand to a width of 15 feet for living purposes. 
The expandable section telescopes over the main section and 
can be extended in one to three hours. When set up, these 
trailers look somewhat like a small house because they have

T11 Trailers or Mobile Homes,” Consumer's Research 
Bulletin, (April, 1957)* PP* 9-12.

8"The Mobile Home Isn't so Mobile Any More,” 
Business Week, (March 16, 1957)* P» 44*

9k . Anderson, ”Trailer Home Folds for Travel,” 
Popular Mechanics, (August, 1957)* pp. 90-92.
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a gable roof.
Since there are nearly 300 manufacturers, each of

whom makes several models, the prospective buyer can usually
find the floor plan of his choice. The expandable model11
sells completely furnished for about §5*000. Trailerites 
frequently ask, ”Where else can one buy a new home, of 15 
feet by 35 feet dimensions, completely furnished and con­
taining all the conveniences of a conventional home for such 
a low price?"

There are other things to be considered than the 
economy angle in trailer living. Escape may be a powerful 
factor in some families’ desire to move; that is, escape 
from the tedium of everyday life, escape from an unhappy 
adjustment to a certain locality, loss of a job, or for those 
whose occupations involve frequent moves, a trailer is a 
natural solution to a housing problem.

Of the home-type trailers sold in 1957, 50 per cent 
were bought by transient skilled workers such as those 
employed on the St. Lawrence Seaway project. Military 
personnel made up about 26 per cent of the total, and retired 
folk were responsible for another 15 per cent. The "young- 
married and miscellaneous" category accounted for the

10'iTrailer, or Mobile Homes?" Consumer’s Research 
Bulletin. (April, 1957)* pp. 9-12.

H lbid.. pp. 11-12.

10
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remaining 9 per cent. This "breakdown does not include such
trailers as those used exclusively for travel or for vacations
such as the small one-bedroom models that are from 12 to 1225 feet long.

Mobile home living is a growing development in the 
social structure of American society. It meets the needs 
and desires of many individuals and couples, from the con­
struction worker who builds today*s vast projects to the 
retired Army major who lives alone but desires the company 
of many. It is conceivable that this casual way of life will 
increasingly appeal to many people in various walks of life, 
and, if so, it will bring about important changes in our 
social, political, and business systerns. For example, it 
may be pointed out that in order to prevent the disenfran­
chisement of mobile home residents and their right to public 
assistance, the legal definition of settlement in most of 
our states will have to be altered.

TYPES OF TRAILER COURTS IN TUCSON

The 1958 edition of Woodall*s Mobile Home Park13 -
Directory listed lq.,000 trailer parks throughout the

12"The Mobile Home Isn’t so Mobile Any More," op. cit., p . 28.
13woodall*s Mobile Home Park Directory (Chicago: 

Woodall Publishing Company, 1957JY PP* 18-1̂ 8.
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United States, Canada, Alaska, and Mexico. Tucson has 120 
courts with accommodations for l{.,llf2 trailers.

What constitutes a trailer court? Both the Housing 
and Home Finance Agency, and the Public Health Service 
define a trailer court as any plot of ground upon which two 
or more occupied trailer coaches are located. This means 
that trailer parks of all sizes and conditions come under 
the terms of the zoning ordinance. In Arizona, the zoning 
ordinances permit trailer parks to be located in specified 
commercial and industrial zones only.

The condition of these courts does vary as Woodall’s 
rating system indicates. Woodall’s qualified representatives, 
trailerites themselves, rate parks on the basis of what they 
find at the time of inspection.

There are basic features or combinations of features 
which a park must possess to earn a particular rating. 
However, the system of rating is kept flexible enough to 
Allow for wide differences in park facilities. For example, 
a park lacking one facility may make up for it by having 
another. The cost and condition of the facilities at the 
time of inspection are also taken into consideration. Basic 
needs of a park include? space to park, electricity, sewer 
connections, and restrooms.

The Star Rating System: This system of rating by
stars represents facilities and appearance over and above
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the basic needs mentioned in the preceding paragraph.
No Star Rating: A park with few or no sewer connec­

tions which also shows no “reasonable11 investment for 
facilities does not qualify for a star. Reasonable is 
defined by Woodall's but the inspectors who live and travel 
in trailers and who have seen thousands of parks all over the 
country are experienced in their ability to judge within a 
close range into which category each park falls. A poor 
appearance and rundown equipment can hold a park down to 
a no-star rating in spite of the number or kinds of facilities 
it has. Many times poor management gives a park a lower 
rating than its facilities indicate.

One Star Rating: A one-star rated park will include
some extras above sewer connections and fair landscaping.
These extras might include patios, recreation facilities, 
or a nice location.

It may not necessarily have paved roads, but other 
facilities must be adequate according to the judgment of 
the inspectors. If the number of facilities or the quality 
of facilities were not lacking, the one-star court would be 
rated higher.

Two Star Rating: These have better landscaping,
good roads, preferably paved, attractive laundry-utility 
accommodations. New parks with two stars very often have 
the facilities required for higher-rated courts, but because
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of lack of landscaping they are still rated two star.
In the case of older parks, the streets might be 

too narrow and the lots too small to qualify for a high 
rating, even though the appearance might be evaluated as 
excellent.

Three Star Rating: These courts border on the
luxury class. Most of the lots have patios, are well land­
scaped, and the roads are paved.

There must be recreational facilities or outstanding 
features Incorporated into the individual lots.

Four Star Rating: Many extras are provided by those
parks rated as four star. Roads, cement work such as side­
walks and paved patios, buildings and landscaping are more 
costly.

Recreational features include a nice club room, 
possibly a shuffle-board and a swimming pool. A four-star 
park reflects superior management and is deluxe in appearance 
and facilities.

Five Star Rating: It represents the ultimate in
mobile home living. All features must be of the very best 
money can buy. Most of these parks have cost over one-half 
million dollars to build.

Tucson has only one five-star park, that is, Solana 
y Sombra on Grant Road. It was visited by the writer, who 
found it to have all the attributes a five-star rating would
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Indicate. It accommodates over 90 trailers, has a lovely 
swimming pool alongside of which is a shuffleboard court, 
and a clubhouse where guests of the park play cards. Parties, 
movies, and dancing take place here with many of the tenants 
entertaining outside visitors in the clubhouse.

The streets in this court are paved; there is an 
abundance of shrubbery, and the landscaping is kept in neat 
condition by two permanently-employed landscape men. These 
services are included in the space rental. There are laundry 
and storage facilities of the most modern kind. Garbage 
cans are buried in the ground. Activities which are planned 
by the management are numerous and of a variety to appeal to 
all ages and sexes. Square-dancing, bingo, birthday parties, 
anniversaries, celebrations for all the holidays of the year 
leave no room for dull moments. Children swim in the pool 
at definite hours of the day where they may splash and play 
to their hearts * content without impinging on the adult 
activities, which are scheduled at other hours. Many of the 
parties are of the family type, to which the children are 
invited. Some of the functions, however, are exclusively 
adult, such as costume balls and bridge games. (For these 
services and extras, the tenants at Solano y Sombra pay on 
the average of $lj.O, with rentals ranging from $27.50 to $60.00 
per month.) All utilities are underground in this court, 
which is a luxury which even the most expensive fixed-home
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community In Tucson does not enjoy. In addition to laundry 
and storage facilities, there are public and private tiled 
baths. City bus service is available at the entrance to the 
park.

Another court visited by the writer was Crescent 
Manor, a three-star court located at ll£0 West Prince Road.
The families with children who lived in the family section 
were interviewed. An inspection of the grounds revealed 
modern neat restrooms with tubs and showers. Clothes lines 
are provided for each trailer space, and electricity and 
sewers were some of the other facilities provided the tenants. 
Parking for the trailers is on a circular plan; the trailers 
had patios; the court is near the bus lines and is close to 
shopping and schools. The entertainment which is planned, 
as in the five-star court, ranges from shuffleboard to 
dancing and potluck suppers.

Sleepy Hollow Trailer Ranch was the third court at 
which interviews were made• It is said to have the greatest 
number of accommodations provided by any court in Arizona.
It is a four-star court, located at 6l5 West Alturas Street, 
which accommodates about I4.OO trailers. The base lot rental 
includes such facilities as natural gas, city sewers, modern 
laundries, fenced drying yards, tiled showers each with 
private dressing room, a Blue-Lake swimming pool, four 
official shuffleboard courts, a complete children’s playground,
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a covered ramada for roller skating, paved streets, well-soft 
water, 220 volt wiring, lawns, shade trees, and flowers 
year-round. There are 2̂ .0 paved patios, but It Is assumed 
that the rental for a site with a patio is higher. There is 
a school bus operated by the ranch. Recreation is planned 
for each night, the year-round. Instruction in square 
dancing is given three afternoons and one evening a week. 
Other activities include arts and crafts, card tournaments, 
bingo, movies, colored slides, teen dances, round and 
ballroom dancing, as well as the usual potlucks.

At the other end of the continuum, the writer 
visited two lower-class courts. One of them was immediately 
off North Stone Avenue in back of a garage.

The manager’s wife was obliging and willing to let 
the writer look around. The trailers were home-made or 
second-hand run-down affairs. The land appeared to be 
haphazardly occupied, the trailers parked every which way, 
without any particular design or pattern prevailing. This 
was in contrast to the other parks visited which arranged

% 15their trailers in angular fashion or circular angle.

•^Angular parking means the trailer is arranged 
diagonally across the square or oblong lot.

^Circular angle means that the trailer lots form 
a circle and the trailer is then placed diagonally on it.



Most of the trailers had washing machines outside adjacent 
to the trailers— there were no patios, no landscaping, or 
shrubbery. One lone pepper tree drooped forlornly over the 
manager's house, which had an unkempt, lean-to appearance. 
Flies swarmed around the over-turned garbage cans, which had 
seen better days as oil drums*

What the writer saw in the way of patched-up, make­
shift repairs, rusted roofs and sides, dusty alleys and 
paths, children with runny noses and one-piece outfits of 
tattle-tale gray underwear, left her feeling depressed with 
the knowledge that, as with fixed homes, trailer homes also 
have their slums. It must be acknowledged at this point, 
however, that the middle-class and upper-class courts out­
numbered the low-class courts in Tucson*



CHAPTER II

THE NATURE OF THE STUDY 

Statement of the Problem
The purpose of this study is to provide data about 

neighborliness and its causes by comparing two groups in 
differing circumstances, the mobile-home dweller and the con­
ventional fixed-home dweller. Two groups of fifteen families 
each were matched on income, occupation and numbers of 
children.

The hypothesis to be tested is that mobility and 
neighboring are positively correlated. This is in contra­
diction to many studies which claim that mobility reduces 
neighborliness. Gist found that ”. . .  wherever mobility 
takes the form of frequent changes of residence, neighbor­
hood life tends to decline because individuals and families

1
have insufficient time to become established . . .

A problem that presented itself with respect to this 
hypothesis was to provide measurable indices of the phenome­
non of neighborliness. Neighboring was assumed to be of 
unit character, but in the construction of an index of neigh­
borliness such activities as mutual aid, visiting and

^Noel P. Gist and L. A. Halbert, Urban Society, Third 
Edition (Thomas Y. Crowell Company, 194-8), pp. 272-273.

15
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entertaining, and lending and borrowing indicated that this 
assumption was false. Although neighborliness encompasses 
many behaviors and activities, to engage in one type of 
behavior does not necessarily engender another type of behav­
ior. For example, lending money was not a consequence of 
visiting and entertaining. Moreover, a high frequency in 
one type of activity did not assure a high frequency in all 
other activities.

The indices used also showed some facets of neigh­
borliness to have pattern, function, and intensity. The 
pattern of some of the planned activities was repeated over 
various intervals of time. Mutual aid as practiced within 
the court had consequences concomitant with this activity. 
Intensity, as it is used in this study, refers to the degree 
of personal obligation felt by the respondents, and demon­
strated by the types of activities performed.

The mobility factor further confounded the problem 
because of its dual meaning. It is not only the families 
themselves who are mobile, but, in the case of the trailer- 
ites, the homes are moved as well. This fact of the mobility 
of residence gives rise to the establishment of the trailer 
court and the types of relationships found within it.
Because of the social definition given the court as a way of 
life by these mobile families, the resultant interaction 
operating in the court is contingent upon this aspect of
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mobility. Mobility, meaning length of residence, must be 
differentiated from the mobility of homes which gives rise 
to court living.

Data were based on the frequencies of specific 
activities reported by the respondent, thus avoiding the 
difficulty of answers such as "frequently," "seldom," or 
"almost never."

It was impossible, for practical reasons, to inves­
tigate all of the variables which might operate to influence 
neighborliness, and no claim is made for the completeness 
of the list.

The following general conclusions were made:
1. Certain factors common to trailer court living 

were most significant in influencing the 
incidence of neighboring, i.e«, the role of the 
manager in initiating interaction and the fact 
that the trailer court as an ecological and 
social unit served to limit neighboring within 
its physical boundaries.

2. Length of residence and mutual aid were posi­
tively correlated for both groups.

3. A difference in the kinds of mutual aid given 
was found for the two groups.

Ij.. Length of residence was not correlated with the 
amount of visiting done within the neighborhood.
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5. An inverse relationship was found for visiting 
outside the court and length of residence. The 
longer the period of residence, the fewer visits 
made outside the court by the mobile-home 
dweller.

It is recognized that thirty cases provides little 
basis for generalization. This study does, however, outline 
a procedure and identifies variables such that the validity 
can be easily checked through the use of a larger sample.

The Instrument and the Method
The instrument is a questionnaire designed to explore

some of the many causes which combine or independently
affect neighborliness. What are the possible causes of
increase or decrease in intimacy and friendship between
neighbors? Ideally, every characteristic of neighborliness
in each trailer court and in a comparable number of fixed
homes neighborhoods should be catalogued and only the common
ones extracted. Such an ideal is unattainable for obvious
impractical reasons. With this in mind, a set of behaviors
considered to be representative of neighboring was included

2
in a questionnaire. Items from Bernard’s Neighborliness

2Jessie Bernard, "An Instrument for the Measurement 
of Neighborhood, with Experimental Application," (Ph. D. 
Dissertation, Department of Sociology, Washington University, 
St. Louis, 1935)*
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Instrument were suggestive, as were ideas suggested by 
sociologists at the University of Arizona.

The questions were phrased in such a way as to
facilitate quantifying the results. Since no check was made
on the accuracy of the responses, answers to certain ques-

3tions, (such as question 26) may be expressions of opinion 
rather than of fact or actual behavior.

The term, neighborliness as used in this paper is 
synonymous with neighboring and has three dimensions: 
intensity, frequency, and pattern. The first dimension 
reveals the intimacy or moral obligation involved in the 
interaction; the second concerns the number of times within 
a specified period that the interaction occurs; and the 
third refers to the configuration or design which the inter­
action takes as it re-occurs or is repeated.

The word "neighborhood" was not specifically defined 
for any of the respondents, but as the interviewing progressed 
it became evident that the fixed-home families conceived as 
neighbors only those families living within one block in any 
direction from their own residential site. That is, all 
homes located that distance from them. The trailerites, on 
the other hand, considered their neighborhood to be the

^Question 26 reads: "How do you think people in fixed- 
homes feel about trailerites?"
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trailer court, and during the interview the majority of res­
pondents made it emphatic that they considered all the 
tenants in the court as their neighbors. Part of this is 
probably attributable to the fact that the families in the 
court use common laundry facilities and room, playground, 
swimming pool, and post office where they meet daily. The 
daily interaction, because of its repetitive nature, serves 
to build up a network of relationships in which recognition 
of faces and greeting by name is a common phenomenon.

The question of weighting items is still a contro­
versial one among those engaged in test construction design. 
Weighting according to such techniques as are available gives 
a continuous rather than a discrete series, with the distance 
between units theoretically accepted as being equal. However, 
in actual practice, it cannot be said that the distance 
between one and three in every instance is the same as the 
distance between three and five. It is assumed, therefore, 
that the results obtained by using weighted instruments are 
not any more reliable than those obtained in unweighted 
instruments. This is substantiated by Hirshstein who found 
that M. ♦ . the results secured by weighted instruments 
are neither more reliable nor necessarily different from 
those secured by unweighted ones." Furthermore, the scoring

4-Bertha T. Hirshstein, Evaluation of Methods of 
Evaluating Character Test Items (M. A. Thesis, Washington University, 1930).
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of a weighted instrument is often rendered cumbersone and 
unwieldy as well as difficult. One of the criteria of a 
good instrument or test is that scoring be kept relatively 
simple and not too time-consuming. Because of the assump­
tions involved in weighting and the difficulties inherent in 
weighted scoring, it was deemed desirable, after much con­
sideration, to give the same value of one to all items in 
the questionnaire. In reading a table, therefore, the reader 
should keep in mind that a score of $ means that a particular 
kind of neighboring was mentioned 5 times by the group 
receiving the score.

Thirteen questions from Bernard’s scale were selected 
to measure neighborliness. These included items 10 through 
22. Questions 1, 2, and 3 were included to measure mobility 
of residence. Questions if., 5, 6, and 7 were chosen to deter­
mine educational and occupational levels of parents. Ques­
tions 8 and 9 dealt with the religion of the parents. 
Questions 23, 2lj., and 2f> were intended to illustrate parti­
cipation in activities of a non-social nature. The replies 
yield information regarding interest and involvement in the 
greater community of Tucson. Two questions, 26 and 27, were 
selected to secure information on attitudes and stereotypes. 
The remaining 8 questions, 28 through 35# deal with the 
reasons people have for choosing to live in trailers or in 
fixed homes. In several instances, answers to the questions
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were combined into single tables as indicated.
The questionnaire is by no means perfect. There is 

much to be done in rewording and recasting of items. For 
example, questions could be re-numbered in such a way as to 
secure a numerical answer which could be easily coded. Some 
of the items have been of doubtful value for this study.
Item 36 was of no value because there are no organizations 
for betterment of the community in either of the two neigh­
borhoods. This item might be of more value in a larger 
representative sample. Questions 30, 33# and 35> did not 
discriminate because the answers received to these questions 
were comparable to the replies made to questions 31 and 32. 
However, the writer would like to state that questions 30,
33# 3h» and 35 were added deliberately with the thought in 
mind that they might serve as a check against the questions 
having to do with advantages and disadvantages found in both 
types of residences.

The interviewing was done by one individual, the 
writer, a student at the University of Arizona, on a house to 
house basis. It was felt that this results in greater con­
sistency. In order to obtain fifteen families in each group 
of dwellers who were of comparable socio-economic status and 
who had two children per family, it was necessary to inter­
view 37 trailer families and J42 fixed home families before 
the writer was satisfied that the matching was suitable.
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The first part of the interview was done by means of 
the questionnaire, but the final data concerning such 
personal details as ages of the parents, the income earned, 
marital status and ages of children, was reported at the end 
of the interview. This was done for purposes of establish­
ing rapport. The personal data was recorded on a card, 
making it possible for the respondent to check off those 
categories best fitting his situation.^ This approach seemed 
to put the respondents at ease and it is believed that the 
information so obtained was honestly given to the best of the 
respondent’s knowledge. One woman remarked that it seemed 
less personal to fill out a card than to have to talk about 
age, etc. Only one respondent in all 72 families interviewed 
refused to check the category related to Income.

All available records and useful brochures pertinent 
to the study were utilized. The problem of anti-neighborli- 
ness (neighborhood hostilities) deserves consideration but 
was not undertaken in this project. Some of the trailerites 
discussed it when they emphasized the fact that children 
play outdoors a good deal and have to learn to adjust and 
get along with the others very early in life. One woman in 
a fixed home mentioned the fact that there was enough discord 
in the neighborhoods with large patios and yards and she 
couldn’t see how people in courts managed fights between

‘‘‘‘See p. 98 of Appendix.



children. Items bearing on this point would provide informa­
tion which might yldld negative neighborliness scores.

One trailer family refused to be interviewed because 
of a sick baby, and two families in fixed homes refused to 
be interviewed, one on the grounds that her husband was 
napping, while the second simply refused to be bothered.
It is assumed that since ages of the children was not kept 
constant, the numbers and kinds of relationships would vary 
from family to family. That is to say, those families having 
children of school age would be likely to have more contacts 
outside the neighborhood than those families with infants 
or pre-school children. A difficulty became apparent with 
regard to the questions dealing with varying types of inter­
action. Does the entertaining at coffee or dinner represent 
the same degree of friendship as having a daily chat?

Another ambiguity which might exist lies in the 
difficulty of determining whether or not the respondents 
considered the neighborhood children in their responses. The 
interviewer constantly reminded the respondents to include 
children in their responses. However, since the questions 
were pertinent to whole families, it is hoped that no 
material error is involved.

The Samples
Considerable thought was given to the idea of
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randomizing the sample, hut In view of the difficulty of 
matching groups, a simple area sample was selected on a 
house-to-house basis of families having two children and 
having a male head of household who was in residence at the 
time of the interviews. The interviews were conducted from 
the beginning of June, 1958, through the month of December, 
1958.

Original data collected concerning 17 families 
living in a trailer court were not considered satisfactory 
because the respondents were overwhelmingly representative 
of the lower classes as indicated by income and occupation.

It seemed advisable to select a trailer park which 
accommodated people of the middle classes. In doing this, 
it was assumed that the middle class is typical of the 
greatest numbers of people living in trailer homes. Thus 
it would be more representative of the true trailer popula­
tion than the trailer families of the lower class.

Woodall's Directory was useful for background and 
descriptive information which led to the choice of the Sleepy 
Hollow Trailer Ranch families.

A total of 62 interviews, 20 of the trailer families, 
and \\2 of fixed-home families, provides the basis for the 
final matched groups of 15 families each. The remaining 
thirty interviews, matched for family size and socio-economic
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status, are the basis for the tabulations which are reported 
in this paper. The interviews with the trailer residents 
were supplemented by observation, data in the records of 
the trailer court made available to the investigator by the 
management, and informal interviews with leaders and other 
persons in the mobile home community. Comparable Information 
was not available in the fixed-homes neighborhood.

Many "trial and error" attempts were made to inter­
view families in the Swan Way area of town. The researcher, 
is familiar with the sub-divisions there and she knows the 
various types of occupations held by the residents, as well 
as the original cost of the homes.

Her first choice was an area of houses originally 
costing #7,f>00 to #8,000 because the trailers ranged in a 
comparable price bracket. However, it soon became apparent 
that both parents are out working during the day in many of 
these homes along Scarlett and Timrod Streets. On one of 
the streets, ten out of fourteen pairs of parents were away 
at places of employment.

The researcher then decided to work her way into a 
higher-cost neighborhood on the assumption that people who 
could afford the more expensive homes could also afford to 
keep the mother at home. Her assumption proved to be correct.

*>As indicated by income and occupation.

5>



27

The homes which the researcher chose to approach for inter­
viewing of the occupants were picked on the basis of 
external evidence of children such as bicycles, wagons, and 
other toys and equipment.

The procedure was to go to the Sleepy Hollow Trailer 
Ranch, located at 6l5 West Alturas Street, Tucson, and 
interview on the basis of contiguity and availability the 
parents of those families living in the family area. The 
procedure was the same for the fixed-home neighborhood of 
single dwellings which includes that tract of homes bounded 
on the north by Broadway, on the south by East Scarlett 
Street, on the east by Rosemont Boulevard, and on the west 
by Swan Road.

Whether or not the mode of entree biased the results 
as far as the present project is concerned, it is impossible 
to say. Since a significant part of this study deals with 
observing what relationships exist between c ertain activities 
and mobility of residence, the chief contribution will lie 
in its value as suggestive, illustrative material rather than 
its use for purposes of generalization. The findings in 
the following chapters apply only to the present study. In 
any event, they are of such a nature as to lend themselves

^Specific geographic areas are set off for families 
with children. These are usually to the back of the trailer park.



to further verification or disproof. They are presented 
with recognition of the pitfalls and possible limitations 
inherent in the methods employed.



CHAPTER III

RELATED STUDIES

Trailer Parks
There Is a dearth of research on trailer park living.

1 2Donald 01en Cowgill and G. C. Hoyt are responsible for two 
of the more comprehensive studies which are worthy of mention. 
Both of these works are descriptive reports of trailer life, 
taking into consideration the cost of living in a trailer 
court, occupation of the trailerites, age, monthly income, 
racial classification, marital status, and reasons for living 
in a trailer court as expressed by the respondents. Hoyt 
emphasized the life of the retired in trailer parks, whereas 
Cowgill investigated a population of trailer people that 
included all age groups. Other studies of trailers and 
trailer parks are of the commercial variety which stress 
economic factors arid which are sales-oriented. They were of 
little value to the problem involved in the present study.

^Donald 0. Cowgill, Mobile Homes. A Study in Trailer 
Life (Springfield, Missouri: Elkins-Sywers Company, 19iflJ7

^G. C. Hoyt, ,,The Life of the Retired in a Trailer 
Park,” American Journal of Sociology. (January, 19514-)> pp. 361-70.

29
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Neighborhoods and Neighboring
Theodore Caplow and Robert Forman jointly devised a 

Neighborhood Interaction Scale, similar to scales developed
kby Moreno, which facilitates the diagnosis of social rela­

tionships and the graphic analysis of group organization.
It differs from Moreno's scale in being, presumably, 

a report of actual interactional behavior rather than inter­
actional preference. Answers were sought on the level of a 
face-to-face neighborhood, which, he says, may be considered 
as either the smallest of locality groups or as the largest 
of the primary groups. Caplow and Forman feel that the 
importance of the neighborhood as a unit of investigation lies 
in the double aspect approach; from the ecological and inter­
personal elements of neighboring, that is to say, as a 
locality group as well as an interpersonal process.

The major instrument was a Neighborhood Interaction 
Scale designed to measure the amount of informal interaction 
between the responding family and each of its neighbor 
families.

The area of the study was the University Village, a 
student housing project owned and operated by the University

3t . Caplow and R. Forman, "Neighborhood Interaction 
in a Homogeneous Community.M American Sociological Review, 
(1950), P . 357. — ----------------------

L. Moreno, Who Shall Survive? (Washington:
Nervous and Mental Disease Publishing Co., 193^), p. lj.35*



31

of Minnesota. They used a homogeneous and clearly-defined 
residential area in which they interviewed $0 families over 
a four-week period in the spring of 194-9 • Each respondent 
family described its relationship to every one of the other 
families in the block of $0 family dwelling units, as well 
as to families in other blocks of the village.

Neighborhood Interaction Scale
Scale Value

0. Do you know their names or faces?
1. Recognize them on the street, but only a greeting 

acquaintance.
2. Stop and talk with them outside regularly (only 

one adult from each family).
3* Stop and talk with them outside regularly (all 

adults involved).
4-. Mutual aid and/or community activities (involving 

one adult).
5. Mutual aid and/or community activities (involving 

all adults).
6. Mutual visiting and entertaining in each others 

houses, including drinking and dining.

The intervals between the scale values were not determined by 
the authors, but they believe the rank order to be correct.

Caplow and Forman concluded that where the neighbor­
hood and the interest of the group in the neighborhood 
coincide, there will be a high degree of association, regard­
less of whether the milieu is urban or rural, stabile or
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mobile. Conversely, isolation and immobility do not of 
themselves foster social participation.

Peter H. Mann, in his study "The Concept of Neighbor­
liness," writes that neighborliness can be better under­
stood by considering it as being composed of two factors—  
manifest and latent neighborliness. Manifest neighborliness 
consists of overt forms of social behavior such as mutual 
visiting, and latent neighborliness represents the favorable 
attitudes which result in positive action in cases of 
emergency.

Mann reports that a high degree of manifest neighbor- 
lines s is objectionable. Too much neighboring of the kind 
that involves visiting or entertaining can detract from the 
relationship. It can lead to difficulties which result in 
hostility and avoidance of neighboring. This avoidance of 
neighboring he calls negative manifest neighborliness.

Mann also refers to a negative latent neighborliness. 
When people do not respond with appropriate sympathetic-type 
actions in case of emergencies, it is considered to be 
negative latent neighborliness.

After reading Mann*s description of negative manifest 
neighborliness and negative latent neighborliness, it seems

^Peter H. Mann, "The Concept of Neighborliness," 
American Journal of Sociology. (November, 195^), pp. I03-168.
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that he Is talking about what other researchers refer to as 
anti-neighborliness•

Smith, Form, and Stone, in a study of "Local Intimacy6
in a Middle-sized City," reported that people with higher 
local intimacy tend to move less and, if they move at all, 
they move within the area in which they already reside. They 
concluded that local intimacy develops as a result of 
residential stability and that spatial mobility makes for 
city-wide ties rather than local ties.

Others who have studied the concept of neighboring 
or neighborliness are Jessie Bernard, "An Instrument for the

JMeasurement of Neighborhood, with Experimental Application,"
Charles D. Bolton, "Factors Associated with Neighborliness8
in a Suburban Community," and Paul Wallin, "A Guttman Scale

9for Measuring Women’s Neighborliness." The limitation of

^J. Smith, W. Form, and G. Stone, "Local Intimacy in 
a Middle-sized City," American Journal of Sociology. 
(November, 1954), p. 2BJI

7Jessie Bernard, An Instrument for the Measurement 
of Neighborhood, with Experimental Application (Unpublished 
Ph. D. dissertation. Department of Sociology, Washington 
University, St. Louis, 1935).

^Charles Bolton, Factors Associated with.Neighborli­
ness in a Suburban Community (A. M. Thesis, Stanford 
University, I9I1& )•

^Paul Wallin, "A Guttman Scale for Measuring Women's 
Neighborliness," American Journal of Sociology (November. 
1923), pp. 243-245: ■" ‘
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these studies is the failure of the investigators to relate 
their problems to any larger theoretical framework. That 
is to say, they have not linked their findings to other 
sociological constructs and much research on the subject is 
a recitation of examples of interpersonal relationships 
between families.

It is hoped that some of these inadequacies will be 
corrected in the present study by presenting basic data about 
neighboring as it occurs in both mobile-home and fixed-home 
neighborhoods, and by exploring the relationships between 
selected factors which might affect neighborliness, such as 
occupation, education, and length of residence.



CHAPTER IV

GENERAL FINDINGS

Factors Governing Trailer Residence
High rents, excessive land values, high property 

taxes, and the shortage of satisfactory housing for people 
with children forces many families to seek dwelling units 
which present a less formidable financial burden. A new 
trailer costing $5>000 uses the same equipment that goes into 
modern houses. Everything a family of three or four might 
want or need can be theirs in a trailer--washing machine, 
dryer, radiant heat, eye-level oven, disposal, indirect 
lighting, or wall-hung refrigerator.

Kitchens are large enough to seat four people and 
leave the hostess enough room to maneuver from sink and 
range to table. Even central air-conditioning and fire­
places, although not standardized equipment, can be added 1at extra cost.

One thing trailer dwellers like about their homes 
is the price. Many trailers cost between $2,000 and $7>500, 
with the superdeluxe models being priced higher. The average

•̂"Hornes on Wheels,” The Changing Times, The Kip- 
linger Magazine. (June, 1957), pp. 21-23*
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sale price of a trailer is fij.,500. For this price a family
can purchase a trailer that is the equivalent of a three- or
four-room apartment that rents in most cities for $100 to
$125 a month unfurnished, whereas the trailer comes fully 2
equipped. Trailer families often ask "What kind of a 
conventional house can you buy for $lj.,£00?"

Financing
Financing terms are quite conservative for new 

trailers, with 25 per cent of the cost required as a down 
payment and five years to pay the balance. Used trailers 
require one-third of the cost as a down payment with three 
and one-half years to pay the balance.

Taxation
Trailers may be taxed as personal property— a levy 

which is low when compared with real estate taxes, or they 
may be licensed. The average cost of the license is about 
$100 annually. In addition to this, park owners are taxed 
on improved land. The five-star court visited by the 
researcher had concrete patios, graveled parking areas, nat­
ural gas, underground electricity conduits, paved roads, 
sewerage, and other modern facilities. These improvements 
add to the taxable value of the land.

2Ibid.. p. 22.
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Who Lives There?
The families of those parks visited and studied 

were composed of people of varied backgrounds and traditions. 
Trailer folks are mostly married people, with many of them 
being on the young side. Nearly half are 20 to 45 years old. 
Only about 22 per cent are over 65 and less than 20 per cent 
are retired. There was only one divorced man who occupied 
a double-decker trailer with his four children. Major 
occupations of chief wage earners included those who were 
self-employed in such capacities as writers, radio and tele­
vision service, army and air force personnel, construction 
workers, and salesmen. The five-star court boasted such 
personalities as a retired editor of McGraw Hill Publishing 
Company, a retired Vice-President of the Valley National 
Bank, and a retired air force major. Other residents were 
college students and those employed in skilled and white- 
collar occupations.

The average income per trailer-family is about 
$5»500, comfortably above the national average for families 
in general. In 79 per cent of the cases interviewed by the 
Trailer Coach Association, the income for trailer families 
comes from the male head of the family. It was also found 
that few trailer wives are employed. Of trailer families

3Ibid.. pp. 21-23.
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interviewed in Tucson, the average income was approximately 
the same as reported in the above survey.

Rules and Regulations
Regulations are fairly well standardized from court 

to court. Sites are allotted according to expected length 
of residence, trailer type, and whether or not the family 
has children. No pets are allowed. The longer the expected 
stay, the more likely it is that the resident will be placed 
on a more desirable site; that is to say, it will be nearer 
to the front of the court where the choicest sites are 
located and the most expensive and luxurious trailers are 
housed. Courts are divided into two areas, one for adults 
and the retired, and one area, usually located to the back 
of the court, for families with children. Playgrounds and 
equipment are provided as part of the service, and special 
swimming hours before and after lunch are set aside exclu­
sively for children. Children are not permitted to run 
unescorted into the adult area, but are brought together with 
adults on many special occasions such as holiday celebrations, 
birthday parties, and potluck suppers. With these kinds of 
activities taking place daily, children do participate and 
mingle with adults, even though highly supervised.

The more elaborate, expensive trailers are allotted 
spaces near or at the front of the courts for two reasons.
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One is the obvious fact that a handsome trailer will attract 
comparable guests and trailers, and second, the more expen­
sive a trailer, the larger and more cumbersome it is likely 
to be. Therefore, it is more easily parked and installed 
near the large open areas and roadways at the entrances to 
the parks.

Those trailers which are considered transient and 
likely to move on in a short period of time or to stay only 
overnight are parked in special areas provided for easy 
accessibility, exit, and entrance, but are to the rear or 
side of the courts.

Notice to vacate must be given the management, and 
expected length of stay is provided for on the registration 
forms which each tenant files when he takes residence. A 
minimum of one to two weeks notice is required of those who 
are considered permanent— that is to say, those who 
originally intended to stay a full season or more.

1 Table I shows that at the extreme high end of the 
occupancy continuum, two families, one living in the fixed- 
homes neighborhood and one from the trailer court had occu­
pied their present sites for a period of 81}. months each. At 
the low end, two trailer families had been on their sites 
for only two months each, while the fixed-home family with 
the lowest length of residence had been on its site for six 
months .



TABLE I

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 
BY TYPE OF DWELLING, 1958

Number
of

Months
Families

Trailer Fixed-home
Qk 1 160 1 2
¥ 0 3
¥ 0 1
36 1 12k 3 318 0 2
2k 1 0
12 k 110 1 06 1 12 2 0

Total 15 12

The mean length of residence for trailer families 
is 22e3 months, while the mean length of residence for fixed- 
home families is 36*8 months of continuous residence.

According to Table II, there were 36 responses 
favoring living in trailers and 11 responses concerning the 
disadvantages of trailer life. Recreational facilities and 
good will of the neighbors tied for first place. Concern 
about play areas and other conditions favorable to raising 
children had priority with the younger couples as well as 
with the older groups who feel that good recreational fac­
ilities make it easier to control the children. Some of the



comments were as follows:
They (the children) have to learn to get along 

because of the closeness df every trailer and every 
family; a child learns to get along early or he’s 
an outcast.

There is very little, if any, fighting. I have 
never seen any actual fist-fighting or teasing among 
any of the children.

Where else can I have a swimming pool at the 
price of $6,000 for a home and $20 a month rent?
Show me where my kids can have the completely equipped 
playground like they have here. And I know if my 
kids get sick, any one of my neighbors will be right 
there to take me to the doctor with them.

The fact that housekeeping is much simpler was men­
tioned in 6 out of 36 responses. Upon further questioning, 
however, the simplicity of the housekeeping was somewhat 
overestimated. It was more a matter of constantly putting 
away things and the training of children and adults in 
self-discipline. It appeared to this observer that only 
one thing at a time could be out of place or mayhem would 
result. One woman remarked:

In a trailer you don’t dare let things go.
Either you put things back in their rightful places 
or you’re overcome in a very short time by an 
avalanche.

It is true that the trailers are designed very com­
pactly and efficiently with every available inch of space 
utilized to the fullest advantage, but this compactness 
and the built-ins result in an efficient type of housekeep­
ing not usually found in the average fixed home. Other
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things being equal, however, without conscientious attention 
to "picking up," it is doubtful that the trailer is much 
easier to keep clean than a fixed home run on the same basis. 
Another consideration in the choice of trailers for living 
was the economic one which was mentioned in 1*. out of 36 
responses. Since it is the economy angle which is stressed 
to the buying public by trailer manufacturers, it was sur­
prising to find so few families who mentioned it.

It appears, then, that psychological factors, that 
is, non-utilitarian factors, enter into the choice of 
trailer living over conventional home living as indicated 
in this response:

Everybody lives in homes because there’s no 
place else to live, but people who live in trailers—  
they choose to do it.

Discussing the disadvantages of life in trailers, 
the highest number of responses, 6 out of 36, said they felt 
there were no disadvantages involved.

I like living here and I wouldn’t move into 
a house for anything. There is no fault that I 
can find with it at all. If we don’t like our 
neighbors, we can just pick up and go elsewhere.
You can’t do that in a house. I’m perfectly satis­
fied and very happy here.

The most frequently mentioned disadvantage was the 
lack of yard space. This is consistent with responses given 
by fixed home dwellers when they referred to trailers. They 
specifically mentioned they wanted "my own yard." Three



complained of the lack of space for purposes of complete 
privacy. In order to get to a bathroom, it is often 
necessary to go through a bedroom, and if a person is sick 
or wants to retire early, it is a distinct disadvantage.

About the good will, one woman said:
There is just more friendliness, more feeling for 

the other guy here. I remember back home In Ohio 
how Ma and Pa hardly said more than "hello" to our 
neighbors. It's different here and we like it 
better.

Some people seemed proud to say that they never sit in the 
ramada without having company. Others mentioned the fact 
that no one stops for a prolonged visit without a specific 
invitation, and no one enters a trailer without knocking 
and being invited in. If doors are closed, it is taken to 
mean that privacy is desired and people are left alone 
unless an emergency arises.



TABLE II

kk

MOST FREQUENTLY MENTIONED ADVANTAGES AND 
DISADVANTAGES OF TRAILER LIVING 

BY SELECTED TUCSON TRAILER DWELLERS, 1959

Advantages
Number

ofResponses
Economy k r

Recreational facilities 9
Camaraderie, sociability, mutual aid.

and good will 9
Simplicity, informality, relaxed living 3
Mobility, can choose your neighbors.

free, no ties 3
Compactness, ease of housekeeping 6
Extra services provided (exterminating.

gardening, tools) 2

Total 36

Disadvantages

Too small geographically k

Trailer too small 2
Lack of privacy within trailer 3
Prefer conventional home 2

Total 11

No disadvantage 6



Factors Governing Fixed Home Residence
As expressed by the occupants: As in the case of

the trailer!tes, the people living in the neighborhood 
investigated all owned their homes. That is, they were all 
paying off mortgages on homes they had bought for the purpose, 
as they put it, of building up some equity. They maintained 
that rentals are high in Tucson, many landlords refused to 
rent to people with children, and having a dog or cat was 
out of the question. Because of these drawbacks, the 
families felt they were better off buying a home even if it 
meant moving in a year or two and having the bother of 
selling the house. Many of the homes had the major appliances 
included in the purchase price and central cooling and 
heating are considered standard equipment to all new homes 
in Tucson. The cost of the fixed homes investigated in this 
study ranged from $8,75>0 to approximately $22,500, although 
they were originally built to sell for $7»9°0 through 
$1 ,̂000.

Financing and Taxation.
Financing terms are more liberal on these homes 

than on trailers, with very low down payments, especially 
in the case of veterans. Down payments average anywhere 
from about $500 to $2,000 with 15 to 25 years to pay the
balance
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Unlike trailer taxes, which can be taxed as a 
vehicle at §l\. per $100 evaluation, the fixed home is taxed 
about $9.60 per $100 evaluation and has in the past been 
taxed as high as $11 per $100 evaluation. If the trailer 
is taxed as a home, the rate rises to the same level as that 
for the fixed home. However, the choice of how the trailer 
is to be assessed and taxed is left to the trailer owner 
and he naturally chooses to be taxed as a vehicle. Taxes 
on the homes seen in this study ranged from $220 annually 
to $lj.80 annually.

Accommodations
Lot sizes in the conventional homes were larger, 

the average lot size being approximately 5>000 to 6,000 
square feet, whereas the lot size of a trailer site is about 
2,500 square feet. Most fixed homes have masonry or brick 
patio walls, natural gas, water, sewerage, telephone, and 
other facilities common also to trailer parks.

Two tremendous advantages that are found in better 
trailer parks which are not found in cheaper fixed homes 
are sidewalks and paved streets and underground electricity 
conduits. Sometimes the grass and a few shrubs are in when 
the buyer takes over a new home in the fixed homes develop­
ment, but in the very inexpensive houses, shrubs are scarce 
and very often grass is non-existent. The developments seen 
in this study did not have playground facilities and garbage
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pails are evident in the front yards of many of the homes 
for as long as 2l\. hours. There is not, needless to say, 
any free exterminating service or lawn care or any of the 
extras included in the service provided by the better 
trailer parks. There are not any recreational facilities 
provided by the developers of these subdivisions nor have 
the tenants organized any groups to lead in any effort to 
provide themselves with the necessary funds and plans for 
such facilities.

Who Lives There?
In the subdivisions studied, the sample included 

people from all walks of life and various kinds of occupa­
tions. After questioning many of the respondents about the 
neighborhood families, it was ascertained that they consisted 
of plumbers, craftsmen, factory workers, salesmen, small 
business men, nurses, secretaries, radio and television 
repairmen, construction workers, air force and army 
personnel. There were also some retired people, but most of 
these couples were occupying the lowest priced houses. All 
of the fixed home occupants were married and consisted of 
various age groups.

Rules and Regulations
Other than the usual restrictive covenants governing 

size of lot, minimum distance between homes, and R1 zoning.



there were not standardized rules governing residence in 
these subdivisionse There were no clubs or organizations 
for betterment of the neighborhood, and it was assumed that 
if one paid his mortgage and taxes and generally conducted 
himself in accord with the folkways and mores of the neigh­
borhood, he was completely acceptable. There were many pets, 
such as dogs and cats and birds; the cats and barking dogs 
often being unleashed, running rampant through the neighbor­
hood.

The yards, patios, and general appearance of the 
fixed homes was a matter of personal taste or whim. Some 
had very nicely kept lawns and shrubs, with the houses 
adjoining looking neglected, many homes having yards that 
were dry, brown, and dusty. Bicycles could be seen strewn 
where they last fell. A three-wheeled wagon was lying hap­
hazardly in the middle of the street, and various and sundry 
other play objects were cluttering up the walks.

In Table III, the desire for privacy was the advantage 
mentioned most frequently in a fixed home. All of the 
advantages mentioned were of a non-utilitarian nature having 
a social-psychological basis. It is clear that these are 
prime factors in motivating people to live in conventional 
homes rather than elsewhere.

The most frequently mentioned disadvantage was the 
higher cost of living in a fixed home. A typical response



was:
They (the trailerites) get everything Included 

in their monthly payments, the furniture, the yard 
work, the swimming pool, etc. They don't pay the 
same taxes neither.

The two groups reported about in the same proportion 
on the fact that there are no disadvantages in living in 
their respective kinds of homes. The trailerites had six 
responses of "no disadvantage" while the fixed homes 
reported $ responses of "no disadvantage." Both groups 
reported eleven disadvantages. There is a big difference 
in the number of advantages reported by the respondents.
The trailerites reported 36 and the conventional homes 
reported 20 advantages.
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TABLE III

MOST FREQUENTLY MENTIONED ADVANTAGES AND 
DISADVANTAGES OF FIXED-HOME LIVING 

BY SELECTED TUCSON HOME-DWELLERS, 1958

Advantages 1Responses

Quiet 3
Privacy from neighbors 6
My own yard k

Sense of security 1
More stable 3
More room 3

Total Advantages 20

Disadvantages Responses

Not so friendly 2
Fixed homes are scarce 2
Noisy 2
More expensive to operate k

You’re a slave to a fixed home 1

Total Disadvantages 11

No disadvantages 5
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Although the median age was 8.96 for the trailer 
children and 10.7 for the fixed-home children, the greater 
difference was shown when the mode was calculated for each 
group. The modal age was 8-10 years for the trailer children 
and 12-llf years for the fixed home children. The average 
age then was 9 and 13 years respectively. This difference 
of four years, combined with the fact that there were two 
children of nineteen found in the fixed homes, seems to 
indicate a tendency for people with older children, that is, 
children of adolescent years, to occupy conventional homes. 
This is quite apparent when one notes that there were only 
six teenagers in the court while there were 13 teenagers in 
the conventional homes. Many of the respondents brought 
this fact out in their responses to the question of advan­
tages to be found in fixed-home living. Some of the parents 
expressed it this way:

The people here are professional or small business 
people. You can't find them like that in trailers.

We were mobile when it was an advantage to be 
mobile. I felt I'd better stay mobile as long as 
we were uncertain and being shifted in business.
I am now employed here and we like it well enough 
to stay in Tucson. It's an injustice to children 
to live in trailers. They like to bring children 
for over night. It's difficult to entertain like 
that. The togetherness is exaggerated--it's com­
pression. It's OK for a couple or so when they're 
older. I always thought people in trailers were 
drifters and lowlifers. But in a high class neigh­
borhood, it's nice. But as long as the children are 
growing up, we'll stay in this home. We will later 
retire back into a trailer.
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A comparison of ages of children from trailer or 
fixed-home families is shown in Table IV:

TABLE IV
AGES OF CHILDREN OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 

LIVING IN TRAILERS AND FIXED HOMES, 1958

Age Group ' Families
Trailer Fixed Home

0-2 1 1
2-4 0 3
4-6 3 1
6-8 3 4
8-10 11 3
10-12 6 5
12-14 5 8
14-16 i 3
Other (19) 0 2

Total 30 30

According to Table V, there was a tendency for the 
parents who occupy fixed homes to be older than those 
parents living in trailers. The modal age for trailer 
parents was 30-35 for both the male and female• The modal 
age for fixed home male parents was lj.O-45 and for the 
female parents it was 35-l}X>. These figures are consistent
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with the findings in the children's age groups, that is to 
say, as children approach teen age, it is more likely that 
they will be occupying fixed homes. Another reason for 
finding the older age groups living in fixed homes might 
be due to the fact that as the parents grow older they also 
achieve more experience, tenure, etc., resulting in a higher 
economic status which would enable them to afford a con­
ventional home.

TABLE V
AGES OF PARENTS OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 
LIVING IN MOBILE HOMES AND FIXED HOMES, 19£8

Age Group Trailers Fixed Homes

Husband Wife Husband Wife

20-25 0 1 0 0
25-30 1 3 1 2
30-35 6 7 2 3
35-40 5 3 4 6
40-45 2 1 5 3
45-50 1 0 2 l
50-55 0 0 1 0

Total 15 15 15 15



Quite a few responses revealed the fact that parents 
feel it necessary to provide their children with more con­
ventional housing and surroundings. Two or three of those 
families who were presently living in trailers indicated 
that at some future time, when the children were older, they 
might be inclined to move into a conventional home. Two 
respondents expressed it this way:

When the children get older, it's nice to move 
into a home. Oh, a trailer is fine for a couple, 
but a private home is nice. The main reason is for 
the children.

Because the children are big now we are in a 
home. We had four trailers— plenty of room. But 
now the children go to the University and high 
school. It's our place now to have a home.

It is interesting to note that what was good enough 
for the parents is not good enough for the children as they 
grow older. The parents are prone to attach a higher 
status of living in a home even when they haven't actually 
verbalized the word "status." They imply here that some­
thing in trailer living is lacking which is to be had in 
conventional-home living. The following remarks made by a 
woman occupying a very modest home reveals an awareness of 
class distinction:

Trailers are in areas I don't want to live in# 
and my children wouldn’t meet the same people there 
as they do living here.

With respect to education of parents. Table VI shows 
that there were equal numbers of wives and husbands in the



mobile homes who had completed high school. One of the 
trailer wives had not only completed her M. A. in chemistry 
but is a Ph. D. candidate.

The modal number of years of formal education for 
the trailer-home parents was a completed four years of high 
school. The modal number of years for the fixed-home parents 
was 1-3 years of college. All averages given throughout 
this study are based on ungrouped data.

TABLE VI
EDUCATION OF PARENTS OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 

LIVING IN MOBILE HOMES AND FIXED HOMES, 1958

Grades Completed
Trailer Fixed Homes

Male Female Male Female

1-8 grades 3 k 0 1
9-11 grades 3 2 3 k

High school graduate 6 6 2 k

1-3 years of college 3 2 5 5
Bachelor’s degree 0 0 3 i
Master's degree 0 1 2 0

Total 15 15. 15 15
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The tendency in this study is for the woman to 

marry either at the same education level or into a higher 
one. This is in agreement with previous studies in this 
area. It also has been established that, other things being 
equal, the person with the higher education has greater 
earnings potential than the one with less formal education. 
This being the case, it is probable that those occupying 
the fixed homes in this study have greater earnings poten­
tial and that they can afford to take on the responsibility 
of buying a fixed home.

Many fixed home residents commented that life in a 
trailer is "low" class. For these people, it is conceivable 
that the conventional home symbolizes a higher class. It 
is conceivable, also, that having had a higher education, 
they have also learned to feel the need for things considered 
to be of higher status value.

The data in Table VII shows that there is no great 
difference between the types of occupations of the two groups 
of parents interviewed in this study. According to the United 
States Census classification, approximately half of all male 
heads of families in the sample were engaged in professional, 
technical, or kindred occupations. The remaining males and 
females were spread over the other types of occupations 
equally as well.
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TABLE H I

OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 
LIVING IN FIXED HOMES AND MOBILE HOMES, 1958

Trailers Fixed Homes
Occupation Male Female Male Female

Professional, technical
and kindred workers 8 1 7 1

Managers, officials, and
proprietors, except farm 2 0 2 0

Clerical and kindred
workers 0 1 1 1

Salesworkers 1 1 2 1
Craftsmen, Foremen, and 
kindred workers 2 0 2 0

Operatives and kindred
workers 2 0 0 0

Service workers, except
private household 0 1 1 0

Housewives 0 11 0 12
— ■"■■■.... — ■.— —

Total 12 12 12 12

This equality of occupation is due largely to the 
fact that an effort was deliberately made to match the 
families on the basis of socio-economic status. Occupation 
is one of the best single indices of status, and in this 
case it resulted in similar types of occupations for both
groups
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An interesting point was discovered when it was found 

that many female parents from conventional homes were em­
ployed full time outside the home. Within two blocks of 
homes that had originally sold for about $8,000, fourteen 
mothers out of 32 homes were working. These homes were com­
parable in cost to many of the trailers visited by the inter­
viewer. Yet those families living in conventional homes 
frequently complained about the higher cost of maintaining 
a fixed home in comparison to the maintenance of a trailer. 
This economic factor is likely to be important and their 
ability to buy and live in conventional homes depends on the 
extra income earned by the wives. Taxes in Tucson are 
inequitable--two houses of equal value are often taxed 
differently. It is cheaper to live in a trailer court where 
utilities and services are included in a very nominal monthly 
rental charge for the trailer site than to live in a conven­
tional home where the owner has to pay for water, gardening, 
utilities, and any additional services he needs. The trailer 
court owner gets a special utility rate which results in a 
saving that he can pass on to the tenant. The desire for 
vertical mobility by the conventional home owners is quite 
evident in their various replies and the most practical way 
to achieve this mobility is through occupations and income. 
This income is increased if the wife is employed.
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When asked about church affiliation, the trailerites1 

replies illustrated the fact that there were no Catholics 
or Jews among those interviewed# There were five Catholics 
families among the families living in conventional homes. 
Methodists were evenly distributed among both groups, there 
being five families in each neighborhood of that denomination. 
This information is shown in Table VIII.

As far as religious orientation is concerned, the 
trailerites were much more heterogeneous as a groupd than 
were the fixed home residents. Only one family, a trailer 
occupant, reported not having any religious affiliation.
Nine different religions were reported by the trailerites 
and five by the fixed home families.

TABLE VIII
CHURCH AFFILIATION OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES
LIVING IN FIXED HOMES AND MOBILE HOMES, 1958

Religion Farlilies
Trailer Fixed Home

Catholic 0 5Jewish 0 0
Methodist 5 5Baptist 3 2
Lutheran 1 0
Pentecostal 1 1Mormon 1 0Unitarian 1 0Brethren 1 0Latter Day Saints 1 0Presbyterian 0 2None _Q_
Total 15 15
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Objections Raised to Trailer Families
The investigation revealed the fact that many of 

the fixed home residents raised several objections against 
the "transient trailer camp" families. The nature of these 
complaints is as follows:

1. The trailerite is displacing a permanent 
resident by competing in the labor market, 
and the money he earns is a drain on local 
resources.

2. He pays less taxes than fixed-home residents 
but reaps benefits comparable to the 
"permanent resident."

3. The trailerite is not likely to settle in 
the community permanently; therefore, he is 
not likely to be interested or concerned 
in the problems and ideals of Tucson or 
Arizona.

The information gathered in this study indicates that, 
although there is some truth in the objections raised, the 
data show that the fixed-home dweller ignores or is unaware 
of some of the issues and possible accompanying advantages 
of having trailer residents in the community.

Question 27* which reads "Where do you do your 
shopping for necessities, luxuries?" was answered unanimously 
by all the respondents as "Tucson." The money which these 
people earn is spent locally. Furthermore, the retired who 
live in trailers and who have moved here from other states 
receive their pensions and other income here and spend it 
here. Even though the trailerite is paying less taxes than 
the fixed-home owner in most cases, he is, nevertheless.
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paying taxes, which the many home-renters are not, and 
against whom no criticism is levelled. It is true, however, 
that the greater part of the tax burden is borne by the 
fixed-home dweller.

With respect to the complaint regarding personal 
involvement in the greater community of Tucson and the 
State of Arizona, the results show that the trailerites were 
interested equally as well as the fixed-home residents 
interviewed. There was no great difference in the voting 
habits of the two groups, and participation in formal 
organizations in the greater community were similarly 
matched. The significant difference in attendance and 
participation was between the sexes and not the two groups.

Images and Stereotypes
Another finding pertains to images and stereotypes. 

The trailer court residential area is commonly visualized 
as being populated by people of low income, poor education, 
blue-collar type families who are extremely transient and 
low class. A fixed-home resident expressed her feelings 
of superiority thusly:

We lived in Alaska in a trailer out of necessity. 
Thank goodness, the children were younger then and 
we were just starting out. The type that wanted to 
live in one permanently I would not like to associate 
with them. My opinion is that I would not like to 
associate with those satisfied with trailer life. 
Trailers are run down easily. They get shabby and turn into slums.
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And still another:
. . .  you might as well be a gypsy— you don't have 
your own yard. People here all seem very nice .
. • it's mainly for the children's sake that we 
live in a home*

Although there are courts in Tucson which house very low 
income families, they are in the minority in number and are 
the exception rather than the rule.

The data gathered in this study indicated that the 
mobile-homes court was similar in such traits as education, 
occupation, and income to a middle-class fixed-home neigh­
borhood.



CHAPTER V

INCIDENCE OP NEIGHBORING IN THE TRAILER COURT 
AND THE FIXED-HOME NEIGHBORHOOD

The data relevant to neighborliness are given in 
Tables IX through XV with the activities presented under 
two categories; the number of trailer families and the 
number of fixed-home families participating in or mention­
ing the activity.

Because of the nature of the items used to define 
neighborliness, the number of families living in a res­
pondent's neighborhood might influence the possibility of 
his being able to neighbor. For this reason, the fixed- 
home area which was chosen by the interviewer was one which 
was densely populated in the sense that every available lot 
had a house on it. Even though the yards in many instances 
are larger than the yards in the trailer court, physical 
proximity of the homes was much the same in pattern in both 
cases because each family had families living on both sides 
of it, in back of it, and across the streets, as well as 
in adjacent blocks.

Another factor which might introduce bias into the 
results obtained is the age composition of the neighborhood.
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The amount of neighboring might be at a lower level in the 
case of very old people or the very young. It is also 
conceivable that children are important in forming relation­
ships because of the common interests shared between families 
having them. Furthermore, the socio-economic status of the 
respondents would presumably affect the desire to enter 
into certain kinds of neighboring, such as mutual aid. One 
woman mentioned that she and her family were not interested 
in giving or receiving from their neighbors— she preferred 
to have her friends outside the court. Because of these 
foregoing reasons, the families interviewed were selected 
on the basis of having two children and were further matched 
on income and occupation.

It is recognized that there are many other factors 
which operate to inhibit or encourage interaction between 
families, but it was impractical to consider all of them.

The questions "Do you borrow money from your 
neighbors?" and "Do you lend money to your neighbors?" were 
answered in such a variety of ways that it was impossible 
to tabulate the data in a statistically meaningful way. 
Nevertheless, it was evident from the answers received 
that many of the respondents in both groups had previous 
experience which taught them not to lend money or borrow 
money. One woman in a fixed home said:
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I'd rather make a gift of five dollars to 

someone who needs it than to lend it to them and 
then have them forget to pay it back. At least 
I would be the one making the decision on what 
to give and I wouldn't be made a fool of#

Three families in fixed homes did borrow and lend 
money and five trailer families made loans reciprocally. 
Eight families in the fixed homes said they would not lend 
or borrow and two in the trailer court refused to lend or 
borrow. Summarizing the results, it was evident that those 
who admitted they would lend and borrow were very specific 
about saying "only change or a small amount" or "a few 
cents for the children's lunch." There were some families 
who said they had made small loans but that they would not 
ever want to borrow for themselves. One trailer family 
offered to lend a trailer neighbor a hundred dollars which 
he accepted but which he promptly returned the following 
day. This was the only instance of a large sum exchanging 
hands.

Question 36 revealed that neither of the neighbor­
hoods had an organization for community betterment.

Answers to questions l6 and 1? were coded into 
Table XII and XIII under the heading "Reciprocal Visitation 
Patterns."

Question 23, "In what town do you shop for neces­
sities, luxuries?" was answered by all families in both 
groups in the same way. All of them buy everything in
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Tucson, even their major appliances, ears, trailers, and 
luxury items such as furs and jewels. A majority of the 
respondents were specific in adding that, although they shopped 
in Tucson, it was not always done in the downtown business 
center. Most of their purchases were made in the outlying 
shopping centers adjacent to their immediate neighborhoods.
When they were asked if they ever went to Phoenix or Los 
Angeles, they answered in the affirmative but added that 
the tour was not in the nature of a shopping trip and any­
thing that was purchased there was by way of being incidental 
rather than the main objective of the trip.

All of the families in both groups answered that 
they subscribe to one of the two Tucson daily papers and 
all of the trailer families received the Mobile Monitor, 
a monthly publication sent gratis to them by the Monitor 
Publishing Company. Other subscriptions ranged from the 
scientific and professional magazines to popular magazines 
such as the Ladies Home Journal, and the numbers varied 
from two to as many as eight for the trailer families and 
seven to the highest subscriber in a fixed home.

Questions 26 and 27 concerning stereotypes brought 
forth the expected types of answers, to wit:

I don't really know any personally, but it's my 
impression they are lower class.

They are not our kind. They're transients, fly- 
by-night and shiftless.
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They strike me as people not even in the middle 
class . . .  they're transients, cruddy looking.

As far as self-images were concerned, the trailer- 
ites responded in such a way to indicate that they were 
aware of the attitudes and images held by conventional home 
residents. For example:

They don't think well of us. They think we 
don't pay taxes. I think they're jealous of us.
They begrudge us an easy life and they haven't 
the spunk to get out of their tied-down homes.
The average person knows nothing about us and 
cares less to find out.

Another trailerite said:
They seem shocked. My aunt lives in Scottsdale 

and her patio is twice as large as my trailer.
They don't know how we manage. She's shocked 1

Some of the conventional home residents took excep­
tion to the usual images and prejudices, but this was due 
to the fact that they had either lived in a trailer or knew 
people who are living in trailers.

We lived in a trailer back there for about eight 
months down in California, and I made many, many 
friends. We had a real fine time. Everybody knew 
everybody else. It was just real, real nice. They 
did not seem to be too transient. They have settled 
and were there when we left. We kept in touch, but 
it's been twelve years since we lived there.

One woman had this to say:
Well, I have no feelings about them; they are 

as good citizens as others. We have had some friends 
from trailers. They eventually move into a home.

Another in a similar vein:
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I don’t have any feeling at all about them.
I have not had occasion to meet any except last 
year at the hospital a roommate of mine was from 
a trailer. I couldn’t see no difference from 
us.

Answers to questions 20 and 21 were divided into 
four categories: male trailerite participation in formal
organizations, fixed-home male participation in formal 
organizations, trailerite female participation in formal 
organizations, and fixed-home female participation in formal 
organizations. These data are shown in Tables IX and X.

Item 21, ’’Name the organizations of which you are 
a member, (school, club, fraternity, political, business)." 
did not discriminate. The replies were the same as those 
given in question 20.

Each table will be discussed in turn with illustra­
tions and comments of respondents included.

According to Table IX, male participation in formal 
organizations varied from membership in lodges and profes­
sional clubs to membership in PTA. Both groups had the 
largest number of members in the PTA. It is logical to 
assume that this is so because the Parent-Teachers Associa­
tion is related to the welfare and needs of their children. 
Both groups had three memberships in professional organiza­
tions. There was no great difference in the number of the 
formal association memberships between the trailer male 
parents or fixed-home male parents, the total number
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reported for the former being 30 and for the latter being
28.

As far as these data go, it appears that membership 
in formal associations is not a function of trailer court 
living, but it can be assumed that this kind of behavior 
is motivated by the immediate needs of members of the family 
rather than by camaraderie.

TABLE IX
PARTICIPATION IN FORMAL ASSOCIATIONS 

BY MALE PARENTS OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 
LIVING IN MOBILE HOMES AND FIXED HOMES, 1958

Families
Type of Association

Trailer Fixed-Home

Unions 5 2
Parent-Teacher Association 7 11
Scouts 3 2
Professional and Business Clubs 3 3
YMCA 1 1
Lodges 11 9

Total 30 28

&
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It is interesting to note in Table X that there is 
a difference of only one between the memberships held by 
both groups of women. The significant difference lies 
between the male and female memberships, this difference 
being 19 fewer memberships in the case of the trailer women 
and 18 fewer memberships in the case of the fixed-home 
wives. It is conceivable that women tend to restrict their 
activities to the home except in such instances which bear 
directly on the welfare of the family. The above results 
refer to all associations of a quasi-social, business- 
oriented, or fraternal nature mentioned by respondents, 
except church.

Another difference found was that of the number of 
PTA memberships among the women. Seven trailer families, 
that is of both husbands and wives, held PTA memberships 
and were actively engaged in their school affairs, whereas 
eleven families in conventional housing belonged to the PTA. 
Does this difference of four fewer memberships in PTA show 
a laxity on the part of the trailer parents to participate 
in school activities? Does it also indicate apathy to 
problems of taxation, insufficient school rooms, inefficient 
school teachers, lack of playground equipment, etc., as is 
so often mentioned in the complaints of conventional home 
owners against the trailerites?
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TABLE X
PARTICIPATION IN FORMAL ASSOCIATIONS 

BY FEMALE PARENTS OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 
LIVING IN MOBILE HOMES AND FIXED HOMES, 1958

Families
Type of Association

Trailer Fixed-Home

PTA 7 11
Brownies 1 0
Professional 2 0
YMCA 1 1

Total 11 12

This data does not permit such generalizations, 
but a study of a much larger number of families would be 
useful in ascertaining such information. As far as the 
total number of associations by female parents is concerned, 
the two groups are fairly evenly matched.

Figures in Table XI reveal that there is a greater 
frequency of participation by the trailer families in infor­
mal planned activity on a voluntary basis. Two trailer 
families reported no participation in the planned activity 
of the neighborhood. All of the families in the fixed-homes 
reported that their children attended all of the birthday
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parties in the neighborhood. The above data indicates that 
with the exception of a few barbecue-type dinners and the 
children’s parties, there was no other kind of planned 
social activity engaged in by fixed-home residents within 
their respective neighborhoods. The role of management 
planning in recreational activities of the trailerites is 
illustrated here.

TABLE XI
PLANNED ACTIVITIES PARTICIPATED IN BY NUMBER 

OP MENTIONS MADE OP EACH ACTIVITY
" Reauiar Activities

Activity Trailer Fixed-Home
Potlucks, barbecues 13 k r

Parties, holiday festivities 
(including children’s 
birthday parties) 13 12

Dancing 7 0
Cards 7 0
Bingo 11 0
Hobbies 10 0

Total 6l 19

It is quite possible that the trailerite might be 
less active if his recreational activities were not planned 
for him. The manager coordinates the activities and stim­
ulates enough interest among the families to establish a
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more or less continuous round of activity, which, on the 
surface, appears to be spontaneous. Whether or not this same 
degree of activity exists in courts which have no planned 
recreation is not known.

A second reason for the apparent greater amount of 
participation on the part of the trailerites might be due 
to the many facilities provided in the court. These 
facilities which include swimming pools, clubhouses, play­
grounds, etc., are centers of attraction and meeting places 
for the residents.

With the exception of attendance by children at 
birthday parties, all but four of the fixed home residents 
reported that they did not have any other planned activity 
for the neighborhood and its residents. The four who 
engaged in planned activity within their neighborhoods had 
an informal kind of backyard barbecue three or four times 
a year. The planned activity in the court is on a daily, 
weekly, and bi-monthly basis depending upon the activity.

It can be concluded from these data that the 
greater incidence of planned activities participated in by 
trailerites is a function of the trailer court brought 
about by the deliberate planning of the management. It is 
not altogether spontaneous, furthermore, in the sense that 
the management very often acts as an intermediary in intro­
ducing newcomers to the older established tenants. There
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is, nonetheless, a great deal of sociability, but it is of 
a quasi-organized nature within an informal setting. This 
special condition attendant with living in trailer courts 
may explain, at least in part, the greater degree of parti­
cipation in planned activities by the trailer families.

The figures in Tables XII and XIII show that 
reciprocal visiting is practiced to a greater extent by 
neighbors within the trailer court than by neighbors in the 
fixed homes. The types of social relations range from 
simple "having a cup of coffee" to the compile x type of inter­
action involved in dining. Only four families in the con­
ventional homes exchanged dinners and breakfasts, while the 
trailer homes families reported 19 exchanges of brunch, 
lunch, or dinner. The reciprocity was not done entirely on 
an equal basis, since several of those who did this type 
of entertaining explained that although they had had the 
"Joneses" for dinner, they in turn had been back for Sunday 
brunch and so on. The number 3 under "dessert, coffee, 
beverage" means that family number 1 had exchanged dessert, 
coffee, or beverage with 3 other families during the month.

The difference in the numbers of mentions given by 
both groups is contrary to what was expected, especially 
in view of the fact that so many of the fixed-home respon­
dents so frequently mentioned lack of space for entertain­
ing as being a big drawback in trailer living. It appears
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that life in a trailer is a matter of definition for many 
conventional home dwellers. For them life in a trailer is 
undesirable because of previous images and stereotypes not 
because of actual fact. One family in each group was a 
social isolate in so far as reciprocal visiting was con­
cerned. The trailer family chose not to participate, but 
the fixed-home family appeared to be rejected on two grounds: 
(1) they were renting, and (2) the children of that family 
were neglected and the home and yard had an unkempt look.

TABLE XII
FIXED-HOME FAMILIES— RECIPROCAL VISITATION 

PATTERNS (Within a month)

Family
Dessert
Coffee
Beverage

Brunch 
Lunch Dinner 1 Picnics

Cookouts
Movies
Drive-ins Total

1 3 0 0 0 32 1 0 1 1 3
3 1 0 1 1 3
c 3 0 Q 0 3
I 3 0 0 0 3o t 1 1 0 6
7 3 0 0 0 38 2 0 0 0 2
9 1 1 0 0 210 1 0 1 1 3ii 1 1 0 0 2■ 12 2 0 1 0 313 2 0 2 0 kIk k 1 0 0 515 0 0 0 0 0

— — — ■■ — — ....
Totg.1 31 h. 7 2 a
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TABLE XIII
TRAILER FAMILIES— RECIPROCAL VISITATION PATTERNS

(Within a month)
' " Dessert Brunch t, i
Trailer Coffee Lunch Picnics Movies
Family Beverage Dinner Cookouts 1 Drive-ins ' Total

1 6 2 0 0 8
2 3 0 2 0 5
3 5 3 2 0 10
£ 6 3 0 0 9
5 6 3 2 1 12
6 k 1 3 It. 12
7 3 0 0 3 6
8 5 0 0 0 5
9 10 1 3 0 i£10 i 0 0 5 911 2 0 2 0 it-12 0 0 0 0 0
13 5 1 1 0 7i£ 15 5 2 0 22
15 4 0 0 2 l6

Total 88 19 17 15 139

These data illustrate that there is a tendency on 
the part of both groups to engage in all types of mutual 
visiting, even though it happens in varying degrees. The 
greater frequency of relationships on the part of the 
trailerites cannot be explained on the basis of these small 
numbers, but it is plausible that the ecological setting of 
the court serves to delimit the area and its occupants in 
such a way as to deter the establishment of the primary- 
type activities outside the court.
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Paul Wallin found that ”• . • suburbanites do not 
seek the company of their neighbors in their recreational 
pursuits.** Whether or not this tendency is indicated by 
the difference of almost 100 more mutual visits between the 
two groups is not known, but for these data, the difference 
is at least suggestive of the same conclusion.

The data in Table XIV refers to mutual aid. As the 
responses were being received, it became obvious to the inter­
viewer that the amount of mutual aid given and received by 
mobile-home residents was greater than that given or received 
by the fixed-home residents. Furthermore, the impression 
gained from the data is that fixed-home relationships were 
of a less obligatory nature and more a matter of choice, 
whereas the relationships in this trailer court are based 
on a need for mutual aid. The amount of labor assistance 
given to all trailerites in setting up their trailers, 
the help given in cases of sickness, such as cooking and 
doing the laundry, indicate the difference in the kinds of 
mutual aid found in the two neighborhoods.
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TABLE XIV
MUTUAL AID PARTICIPATED IN BY NUMBER OF INCIDENTS MENTIONED

01 * mentions
Kind of Service Performed Trailer Fixed-Home
Baby sitting % 6
Telephone messages, accepting 
packages 12 8

Caring for animals, plants 34 2
Exchange and loan of tools, books, 
housewares 14 13

Doing Laundry 3 0
Provide transportation 13 13
Nursing care 2 0
Provide food— cooking 8 0
Labor (all-around assistance) 14 3

Total 97 45

Among the conventional home dwellers, the mutual aid 
relationships existed only between families who deemed 
themselves to be of equal status. This was contrary to the 
trailerites who engaged in mutual aid relationships with 
any and all comers. A woman living in the fixed-home 
neighborhood had this to say:

We baby sit with the people in the next block.
(She pointed out a specific house.) Her husband 
goes to the University at night with mine and we 
both were nurses before we were married.
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An attitude of expectancy regarding aid was expressed 
by many of the trailer families. They expect their neigh­
bors to come to their aid when they find themselves in 
extraordinary circumstances. When a mobile family moves in, 
it is usual that the men of the court assist in the setting 
up of the trailer and ramada, while a few of the women 
bring drinks or food, and still others help with the children. 
The family receiving the assistance does not expect to pay 
for it, but will, in its turn, be available when other 
families move or need help. Ho one of the trailer families 
expressed any hesitancy in seeking aid in such emergencies 
as occur during sickness, unemployment, etc. This would 
denote an obligatory aspect about these neighboring relations. 
Heberle discusses similar findings on studies made in Europe
in his publication, "The Normative Element in Neighboring 1
Relations." The fact that there is mutual assistance 
involved in pleasant circumstances as well as in unfortunate 
situations signifies a reciprocal relationship on two 
levels: the social level, and the emergency level. Cer­
tainly cooking for a potluck supper is different from 
cooking for a sick family— but both types of relationships 
exist in the trailer court.

lRudolph Heberle, "The Normative Element in Neigh­
borhood Relations," Pacific Sociological Review, Vol. 3,No. 1, (Spring, i960), pp. 3-11.
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Table XV shows that there is a substantial difference 
of 25 families visited regularly outside the neighborhood by 
families from conventional housing. Three families in the 
court have no friends or relatives whom they visit outside 
the neighborhood, and two families in the fixed homes do not 
visit outside the neighborhood. There was no significant 
association between length of residence and the amount of 
outside visiting done by fixed-home people, but there was 
a very high negative correlation of -.88 for the court 
families. That is to say, as length of residence in months 
increased, the tendency to visit outside the court decreased.

TABLE XV
VISITING- OUTSIDE THE NEIGHBORHOOD BY SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 

LIVING IN MOBILE HOMES AND FIXED HOMES, 1958

No. of Families Visited
Location Trailerites Fixed-home

Residents
Regular visits outside 
trailer court to friends 
and relatives 0
Regular visits made outside 
the fixed-home neighborhood 
to friends and relatives 0 80
Families who do no visiting
outside their neighborhood 3 2

It seems plausible that the trailer court, being a definable
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ecological unit, serves to restrict the interaction to the 
court itself, whereas the fixed-home neighborhood with its 
vastly amorphous boundaries lends itself to wider and 
broader physical areas and contacts with more families. 
Further implications of this negative finding will be dis­
cussed in the conclusions.

TABLE XVI
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION OF SELECTED TUCSON FAMILIES 

LIVING IN MOBILE HOMES AND FIXED HOMES, 1958
Families

Activity Trailer Fixed-home
Vote regularly 7 8
Not even registered 2 2
Expect to vote in the future k 0
Do not vote 2 k

No answer 0 1

Total 12 12

When questioned about political activity. Table XVI 
indicates that there were equally as many in both groups 
who vote regularly. More fixed-home families do not vote 
at all, and one respondent in the fixed-home neighborhood 
refused to answer because she said she didn't know just what 
they would do.
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Neither of the two groups had members who had at any 
time held office or who anticipated holding an office.

The only real difference in the voting habits of both 
groups was the fact that four trailer families intended to 
vote in the future, whereas the 6 families who do not vote 
expressed their apathy in much the same way as the woman 
who said:

What’s the use of voting? They'll put in whoever 
they want anyway, and who am I going to vote for?
One politician is as bad as another; they're all 
crooked.

The figures in Table XV show a slightly greater 
tendency on the part of the trailerites, as verbalized, to 
participate in Tucson's political affairs than do the fixed- 
home residents. An interesting fact came to light when it 
was found that, in these two groups, when one parent voted, 
the other parent voted also, and vice versa.



CHAPTER VI

RESULTS

The measures given throughout this study are based 
on ungrouped data. The number of months of continuous 
residence yields a mean of 36.8 months for fixed-home families 
and 22.3 months for the mobile-home families.

There was a much higher rate of reciprocal visiting 
by the trailer families, but there was no significant corre­
lation between length of continuous residence on one site 
and reciprocal visiting wlthin the neighborhood. The actual 
figures were 139 visits exchanged by trailer families within 
the court in a month * s time, whereas the fixed-home families 
exchanged visits only 44 times within the same period.

Rho was calculated for the other variables studied.
A positive correlation of .789 was found between mutual aid
and length of residence for the trailerites. With two
df., this was significant for the trailerites. Mathematical
corrections were calculated for tied ranks according to1 3
Siegel's formula, T = - --T—?■.

■^Sidney Siegel, Non-Parametric Statistics for the 
Behavioral Sciences (New York: Medrraw-Hill, 1956), pT-207•
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Rho dropped to .78, which is still significant at 
the .01 level. A positive association was also found 
between mutual aid and length of residence for the fixed- 
home families with a rho of being significant at the
.05 level.

A correlation of .c#2, significant at the .05 level, 
was found between mutual aid and reciprocal visiting in the 
case of the court. There was no association found between 
the reciprocal visiting patterns and mutual aid in the 
fixed homes. As noted before, the aid given and received 
by mobile-home residents was more than twice that given or 
received by the fixed-home families. Although there was no 
correlation between length of residence and visiting outside 
the neighborhood for the fixed-home families, a very high 
negative correlation of -.88 was found for the trailer court 
residents. This is significant at the .01 level.

Rho was calculated for all the variables investigated, 
but no other significant relationships were found. The 
results obtained for these data were quite inconclusive, 
but there was a tendency of high participation in one area 
to be accompanied by high participation in other areas 
for 3 families. For example, a Baptist family which rated 
higher than any other family on mutual visiting also rated 
very high on membership in formal organizations and visiting 
outside the immediate neighborhood. Of the trailer families.
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a Methodist family who rated highest on mutual visiting 
also was very high on mutual aid and membership in formal 
organizations.



CHAPTER VII

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The social interaction of two groups of families 
was studied in two different neighborhoods, one a mobile- 
home court and the other a conventional fixed-home neigh­
borhood. From an initial selection of 79 families, thirty 
families were finally matched on numbers of children and 
on economic status as indicated by income and occupation. 
Their behavior toward their neighbors was described and 
analyzed. Specifically, this study has dealt with (l) the 
neighborhoods and their residents, (2) the programs of 
social activities and the extent of participation in them, 
(3) the values and reasons reported to have most signifi­
cance and given in support of the preference for a trailer 
or a fixed home, and finally, (Ij.) the advantages and 
disadvantages of mobile home living as reported by the 
residents.

It is commonly believed that trailer residents 
are more mobile residentially than conventional-home 
dwellers. Although the figures indicate a much higher 
rate of residential mobility, it does not support the usual 
stereotype held by people of extreme transiency on the part

86
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1

of the trailer!te. An indication of the tendency to 
stability of residence is the fact that more than half of 
the court families had some sort of permanent structure 
added to their trailers.

This precludes moving them frequently, if at all, 
and in the event of a move, the permanent structure becomes 
the property of the management. In some cases a ramada 
was added; in one instance a permanent living room was being 
built on; many lots have concrete ramadas, and awnings had 
been installed at the expense of the resident.

In exploring the incidence of mutual aid, some 
revealing material regarding the content of mutual aid was 
found. This content pattern varied with the ages of the 
couples. Generally speaking, the earlier the stage in the 
family cycle, the more the patterns of mutual aid involved 
such chores as child care, emergency transportation, commu­
nication, etc.; the later the stage in the family cycle, the 
more frequently the patterns of mutual aid involved care of 
material objects, property, etc., such as acceptance of 
packages, leaving of keys, watering plants. This was true 
for both neighborhoods, and, since families in the court 
were, on the whole, younger than the fixed-home residents, 
it is probable that the higher incidence of child care is 
due to this factor.

^See page 1̂ 0 for lengths of residence.

L
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Judging from the responses made by those interviewed, 
the higher frequency and kinds of mutual aid exhibited by 
the trailerites were not acceptable to the fixed-home 
families, and help in a crisis or emergency situation would 
not be forthcoming with very much enthusiasm. This raises 
the questions of why trailerites expect such aid and why they 
reciprocate benefits. Is it due to internalization of a 
common folkway which morally obligates them to give help of 
all kinds, or is it a specific personality type that is 
drawn to trailer court living, and hence is the cause of 
the interaction patterns found in these situations? The 
present study design did not make it possible to isolate and
measure the effects of these two factors.2

Smith, Stone, and Form found a greater tendency for 
people with higher local intimacy to move less and to move 
within the area where they live. They concluded that local 
intimacy develops as a result of residential stability.

It is clear that there is a substantial difference 
between the two neighborhood groups in reciprocal visiting 
patterns, but no significant correlation was found, and the 
relationship between the two variables, length of residence 
and reciprocal visiting is tenuous. The findings, in this

2j. Smith, W. Form, and G. Stone, nLocal Intimacy in 
a Middle-Sized City," American Journal of Sociology, (November
1951i.), p p « 276-284.. "
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3instance, confirm those of Sweetser who said that there is 

very little direct association between mobility and social 
isolation of the neighborhood. To say, therefore, that 
mobility is the cause of decline in neighboring is, to say 
the least, oversimplifying the problem.

In the case of length of residence and mutual aid, 
however, the high positive correlations found for both 
groups indicate that the intensity of neighboring increases 
as the length of residence increases. That is to say, the 
higher the length of residence, the higher the degree of 
mutual aid for both groups. Although there was no relation­
ship found between length of residence and visiting outside 
the neighborhood for the fixed-home residents, the inverse 
relationship found for the trailer families confirms the 
assumption that the court tends to satisfy the need for 
neighboring within its own ecological boundaries. It may 
be tentatively suggested, at this point, that the trailer 
court is more a Msocial unit" than the fixed-home neighbor­
hood. It is the impression of the interviewer that, in 
the case of the trailer families, no special mechanisms are 
necessary to initiate or maintain this system of congenial 
gratification involving visiting neighbors. The response

3prank L. Sweetser, "A New Emphasis for Neighborhood 
Research," American Sociological Review. (July, 19l|2), 
pp* 525>-5>33«
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on the part of the trailerites seemed to be of a more 
spontaneous nature than that of the fixed-home families.

It is clear from these data that there is an 
important difference in the frequency with which residents 
of the court and those of the fixed-home neighborhood engage 
in both mutual aid and mutual visiting with families from 
the neighborhood. It is also clear that the court performs 
certain functions for its members which the fixed-home 
neighborhood does not. The major types of informal organi­
zations, such as the card groups and the dancing classes, 
provide the framework for immediate and continuing gratifi­
cation of its members* needs. These informal groups serve 
a function for their individual participants through activities 
self contained within the court itself. More specifically, 
they provide the individual with the opportunity to partake 
in recreational activity which is of direct interest to him 
for the special objectives inherent in the activity, such 
as learning to dance or to swim. They also provide the 
satisfaction of fellowship contacts. None of the organiza­
tions found in the court were of the status-conferring type 
such as would be true of the Masons.

For the most part, then, the participants seem to 
be oriented to the satisfaction derived in the present 
rather than in some future goal, and in cooperating rather 
than in competing.
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In summary, the following questions were raised and 
the following answers obtained:

1. Does mobility of residence operate to increase 
neighborliness?
There was a higher frequency of neighboring 
activity within the trailer court. Since the 
fact of trailer court and trailer-court living 
arises out of mobility of residence, it may be 
said that this aspect of mobility tends to 
increase neighborliness.
In addition to this finding, it was demonstrated 
that neighboring is not unidimensional but multi­
dimensional, and that participating in one type 
of neighboring activity does not imply parti­
cipating in another type of neighboring activity, 
a family may visit but not lend money and still 
be neighborly.
When the factor of mobility pertaining to length 
of residence was distinguished from the mobility 
of dwelling which begets trailer court life, it 
became clear that the social interaction within 
the court was contingent upon this latter aspect 
of mobility. Thus, it outweighs length of 
residence as a contributing factor to neighbor­
liness.
Added to the higher frequency of neighboring, 
found in the trailer court is the difference in 
the types of mutual aid. The young and middle- 
aged families living in the court gave and 
received aid that entails much service and time, 
whereas the older people living in the fixed- 
homes exchanged aid of a more casual and 
incidental nature.

2. Does the court setting serve a specific function 
for the families living there?
Specifically, in this study, interaction between 
the court families was much more frequent than 
between families in the fixed-home neighborhood.
Thus, it seems that the higher incidence of 
social behavior is evoked by the ecological

L
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setting as well as by the planning on the part 
of the management of recreational activities.
The above phenomena were illustrated and some 
of their implications noted. The assumption 
was that, as a residential setting becomes an 
ecological entity, the need for outside-the- 
area contacts would be reduced. The trend of 
the data was toward confirmation of the assump­
tion.

3. Does a greater frequency of neighborliness occur 
among trailer court families than in fixed homes?
The expectation was that there would be a higher 
rate of relationships within the neighborhood 
of trailer homes than within the fixed-homes 
neighborhood. The data indicate that this was 
so and the results are taken as corroborating 
the major hypothesis in this particular study.

Because the data are derived from the reactions of 
a small number of respondents, the results can be considered 
as merely indicative.

L
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APPENDIX

Fora for Determining Personal Data

Your identity and the information you are about to 
give will be kept strictly confidential. Please indicate 
in the allotted space that category which best describes 
your situation.

Age at last birthday:
Husband_____________
Wife ____________
Children ___ _

Annual Income: Marital Status:
$ll000-li500 Married
li.600-5100 Divorced
5200-5700___________________  Widowed
5800-6300_____________________
6^00-6900_____________________
7000-7500___________________
0 ther_________ _______

Occupation:
Husband___ _
Wife
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QUESTIONNAIRE

1. How long has your family lived in Tucson?
2* How many times have you moved within Tucson?
3. How long have you lived on this site?
ij.. How far did you go in school? (Asked of the female head)
$, How far did your spouse go in school?
6. What is your regular occupation? (Female )
7. What is your husband's regular occupation?
8. What is your religion?
9. What is your husband's religion?
10. With how many families do you exchange such services or

favors as taking telephone messages, packages, keys?
11. With how many families do you exchange such servies or 

favors as baby sitting, caring for plants, caring for 
animals?

12. With how many families do you exchange things such as 
tools, books, housewares?

13. To how many families have you loaned money?
14. From how many families have you borrowed money?.
15. With how many families do you exchange gifts?
16. With how many families do you mutually visit within the

neighborhood for dessert, breakfast, dinner, beverage? 
(within a month).

17. With how many neighbors do you go to the movies or on 
outings together? (within a month).

18. With how many families do you visit regularly outside 
the neighborhood for coffee, dessert, dinner, beverage?

19. How many business friends do you entertain during the 
month?
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20. How often do you attend planned activities in the greater 
community? (club, political, business, school, within
a month).

21. Name the organizations of which you are a member, 
(fraternal, recreational, labor, political).

22. How many planned activities do you attend in your neigh­
borhood? (card parties, holiday festivities, potlucks, 
etc.).

23» In what town do you shop for luxuries? necessities?
21;.. To what newspapers and publications do you subscribe?
25» Do you vote in Tucson?
26. How do you think people in fixed homes feel about 

trailer!tes? (asked of trailer!te)
27. How to you feel about trailer parks and their residents? 

(asked of fixed-home residents)
28. What do you like best about mobile-home living? (asked 

of trailerite)
29. What do you dislike most about mobile-home living?(asked of trailerite)
30. Why are you living in a trailer?
31. What do you think are the advantages of living in a 

fixed-home as compared to trailer living? (asked of both groups)
32. What do you think are the advantages of living in a 

trailer as compared to fixed-home living? (asked of 
both groups)

33. What do you like best about living in this neighborhood? 
(asked of fixed-home dweller)

34* What do you dislike most about living in this neighbor­
hood? (asked of fixed-home dweller)

3f>. Why are you living in a fixed home?
36. Do you belong to an organization for community betterment?


