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"(The East S ide )  has  t h e  churches ,  t h e  synagogues, t h e  
brewer ies  and the  bee r  gardens  t h a t  f o r  e legance  and 
d e s i r a b i l i t y  cannot  be  e x c e l l e d  i n  any o t h e r  p o r t i o n  of t h e  
' c i t y ;  b u t  w h i l e  t h i s  is  t r u e ,  t h e  f a c t  remains t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  
a l s o  on t h e  e a s t  s i d e  c e r t a i n  s e c t i o n s  wi th  environments 
e s p e c i a l l y  t h e i r  own a s  t o  make them s t r i k i n g  examples of 
f o r e i g n  customs t r a n s p o r t e d  t o  ~ m e r i c a n i  s o i l . "  

"The Eas t  S i d e  Has a n  Environment A l l  It's 
' . , Own", ~ e t r o i t  Sunday News-Tribune, September 6 ,  

1896 

"In a r e c t a n g l e  formed by f o u r  s t r e e t s ,  Monroe, Watson, Brush 
and Or leans ,  t h e  l a r g e r  p o r t i o n s ,  by f a r ,  of a l l  t h e  Jews i n  
D e t r o i t ,  have made t h e i r  homes. Of t h i s  whole d i s t r i c t  
Has t ings  S t r e e t  is t h e  b u s i n e s s  thoroughfare.  Around t h a t  
s t r e e t  and those  t h a t  a d j o i n  i t  p r e t t y  much a l l  t h a t  is  
orthodox and d i s t i n c t i v e  of t h e  Jewish r a c e  i n  D e t r o i t  
c l u s t e r s . "  

"The Ghetto",  D e t r o i t  Sunday News-Tribune, 
September 13, 1896 

"The man who c u t  t he  g r a s s  and shoveled t h e  snow and s toked 
t h e  fu rnaces  f o r  a l l  A l f r ed  S t r e e t  was a n  admirable  c i t i z e n  of 
German a n c e s t r y  named George Brudel. .  Col loquies  with, Mis te r  
Bru-dell  never  g o t  much beyond pronouncing h i s  name, f o r  t h e  
neighbors  were n o t ,  a s  a whole, schooled  i n  German." 

Russel  McLauchlin Alf red  S t r e e t  ( D e t r o i t ,  
1946),  p.29 
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People do n o t  s e t t l e  a t  random i n  urban t e r r i t o r y ;  q u i t e  t h e  

c o n t r a r y ,  a  v a r i e t y  of fo rces  -some planned,  some unplanned, and 

c o n f l i c t i n g  w i t h  each o ther -  compete t o  f o m  c l u s t e r s  i n  t h e  urban 
A. 

environment. E t h n i c i t y  i s  one such f o r c e .  When D e t r o i t  was developing 

i n t o  one of t h e  na t ion ' s  l a r g e s t  i n d u s t r i a l  met ropol i ses ,  i t  was a l s o  

developing i n t o  a  mul t i -e thnic  c i t y .  I n  1900 D e t r o i t  was t h e  13th  

l a r g e s t  c i t y  i n  t h e  U.S. w i th  a  p o p u l a t i o n  of 285,704. One t h i r d  of 

D e t r o i t ' s  i n h a b i t a n t s  were then  f o r e i g n  born.  The v a r i o u s  e t h n i c  groups 

t h a t  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  making of D e t r o i t  b u i l t  and occupied d i f f e r e n t  

p a r t s  of t h e  c i t y .  Th i s  bookle t  d e s c r i b e s  how e t h n i c  neighborhoods 

looked i n  t h e  per iod  of i n t e n s e  immigrat ion (1880's-1900's) and how 

f u n c t i o n a l  and important  they  were i n  t h e  making of a  .new i n d u s t r i a l  

c i t y .  

E thn ic  neighborhoods, however r a p i d  t h e  popula t ion  turnover  may be, 

supposedly show d i s t i n c t  f e a t u r e s ,  p e r s i s t e n t  over  t i m e ,  o r i g i n a t i n g  

e i t h e r  i n  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  o l d  count ry  popu la t ion  o r  developed 

i n  t h e  con tex t  of American l i f e .  How d i f f e r e n t  were the  e t h n i c  

popu la t ions  among themselves? How d i f f e r e n t  were they  from t h e  a l r e a d y  

e s t a b l i s h e d  American popula t ions?  Did t h e s e  observed c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

man i f e s t  themselves i n  t h e  space of t h e  c i t y  and, i f  s o ,  how? Immigrant 

l i f e  o f t e n  fol lowed two d ive rgen t  thbugh complementary pa ths  of 

i n f luence .  On one, l i f e  was involved w i t h  t h e  fami ly  and a connunity of 

f r i e n d s  and neighbors  and i n  an environment where k insh ip  and c u l t u r a l  

t i e s  were f r e e  t o  develop. On t h e  o t h e r ,  l i f e  was dependent on economic 

f o r c e s ,  job  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  and working cond i t i ons .  Desp i t e  some e t h n i c  

c l u s t e r i n g  i n  t h e  c i t y ' s  f a c t o r i e s ,  a l o g i c  o t h e r  than  the  t h e  l o g i c  of 



t he  community . . p r e v a i l e d  i n  t h e  world of work. To be s u r e ,  t h e  .two 

a s p e c t s  of l i f e  were c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  and probably cons idered  t o g e t h e r  i n  
r 

every  d e c i s i o n  t h a t  had t o  be  made. Th i s  book le t ;  by focus ing  p r i m a r i l y  

upon t h e  development, scope and importance of neighborhoods, s t u d i e s  t h e  
*a 

p h y s i c a l  and s o c i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  immigrants r e s i d e n t i a l  

environment i n  g r e a t e r  d e t a i l  than  t h e i r  world of work. It i s  a n  

a t t empt  t o  e v a l u a t e  t h e  scope and importance of D e t r o i t ' s ' e t h n i c  

neighborhoods . 
The d a t a  p re sen ted  h e r e  i n  a  summary form a r e  based on t h e  a n a l y s i s  

of two l a r g e  p r o b a b i l i t y  a r e a l  samples of D e t r o i t  a t  two p o i n t s  i n  t i m e ,  

1880 and 1900.' The samples were designed t o  s tudy  t h e  c i t y  of D e t r o i t  

bo th  i n  t h e  d i v e r s i t y  of i t s  neighborhoods and i n  i t s  e n t i r e t y .  They 

provide  d e t a i l e d  informat ion ,  p r i m a r i l y  from census and l and  u s e  

2 sou rces ,  of sma l l  a r e a l  sub-populations i n  a l l  p a r t s  of t h e  c i t y  . 
Today many of t h e  o r i g i n a l  s e t t l e m e n t s  r e c o n s t r u c t e d  i n  t h e s e  samples 

f 

have been:' destroyed.  Some have been rep laced  by highways, a s  i n  t h e  

e a r l y  G e e a n  q u a r t e r ,  o r  almost completely vaca ted  a s  i n  t he  e a r l y  

P o l i s h  a rea .  Others  have been b e t t e r  maintained such a s  t h e  o l d  I r i s h  

Corktown area.  Neve r the l e s s ,  t h e s e  d a t a ,  and what can  be i n f e r r e d  from 
1' 

them al5out t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of neighborhoods, may i n t e r e s t  t h e  v i s i t o r  

-- 

lo. Zunr, W. A. E r i c son ,  and D. J. Fox, "Sampling f o r  a  Study of t h e  
Popula t ion  and Land Use of D e t r o i t  i n  1880-1885," S o c i a l  Sc ience  
Hi s to ry  1, 3.(Spring 19771, 307-332 

 he Census in fo rma t ion  comes from t h e  manuscr ip ts  of t h e  10 th  (1880) 
and 1 2 t h  (1900) F e d e r a l  Censuses. The Land Use d a t a  copo from r e a l  a 

e s t a t e  and in su rance  a t l a s e s :  E. Robinson and R.H. Pidgeon, A t l a s  of 
t h e  City of D e t r o i t ,  Embracing Por t ions  of Hamtramck, Spr ingwel l s ,  =I& - 
Greenf i e ld  Townships, Wayne County, Michigan,(New York, 1885),  29 
p l a t e s ;  and Sanborn P e r r i s  Map Co, Insurance  Naps of D e t r o i t ,  
Michipan, (New York, 1897),  6 vols .  A l l  t h e  a v a i l a b l e  i n fo rma t ion  was 
'coded f o r  each i n d i v i d u a l  and f o r  each p a r c e l  of land  i n  t h e  sampled 
neighborhoods. 



to  many l i t t l e  known, now often vacated areas of the c i t y ,  t o  v i sua l i ze  

what l i f e  may have been l i k e  i n  these areas when they were densely 

populated, l i v e l y  ethnic neighborhoods and t o  be t ter  understand the 

development of the c i t y .  



ETHNIC GROUPS AND THE CITY 

P i c t u r e  D e t r o i t  i n  t h e  y e a r  1880. T t  had ceased t o  be t h e  sma l l  

s c a l e  commercial c i t y  of t h e  1850's and w a s  on  i t s  way t o  becoming a 

g i a n t  i n d y s t r i a l  me t ropo l i s  of l a r g e  i n d u s t r i a l  zones and n e a t  p a t t e r n s  

of r e s i d e n t i a l  s eg rega t ion .  I n  1880 t h e  g r e a t  i n d u s t r i a l  changes t h a t  

t ransformed American c i t i e s  a t  t h e  t u r n  of t h e  cen tu ry  were; a l l  i n  

progress . .  The D e t r o i t  i n d u s t r i e s  which t h e n  employed o v e r a l l  more than  

1000 workers each w e r e  t h e  c l o t h i n g ,  lumber, tobacco,  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  and 
, 

t h e  i r o n  and s t e e l  i n d u s t r i e s .  I n  1900, o t h e r  i n d u s t r i e s  t h a t  became 

s i z a b l e  were foundry and machine shop p r o d u c t s ,  t oo lmanufa$ tu r ing ,  

drugs ,  a i d  p r i n t i n g .  By 1904, t h e  new automobi le  i n d u s t r y  had emerged 

and accounted f o r  63% of t he  workers of t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  l a r g e  v e h i c l e  
3 

manufactur ing i n d u s t r y  which employed 6% of t h e  c i t y ' s  l a b o r  force .  A t  

t h e  t u r n  of t h e  cen tu ry ,  D e t r o i t  was f u l l y  i n d u s t r i a l i z e d .  A l l  t h e  

componenp of t h e  motor c i t y  were t h e r e :  i r o n ,  s t e e l ,  foundry products ,  

lumber p roduc t s ,  and v e h i c l e  making. In  a d d i t i o n ,  D e t r o i t  was a l s o  

producing t h e  more t r a d i t i o n a l  products  of t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  cen tu ry  l a r g e  

c i t i e s  ( t a b l e  one).  

A d e s ~ r i p ~ t i o n  of t h e  e t h n i c  neighborhoods of t h i s  l a r g e  i n d u s t r i a l  

c i t y  i n  t h e  la te  n i n e t e e n t h  century  i s  i n  many r e s p e c t s  a  d e s c r i p t i o n  of 

t h e  e n t i r e  popula t ion .  The concept of e t h n i c  groups being w e l l  bounded 
4 

minor i ' t i e s  i s  u n r e a l i s t i c ,  a s  t h e i r  combined p ropor t ion  of t h e  

popu la t ion  in,  t h e  p e r i o d  of heavy immigrat ion shows. Many m i n o r i t i e s  
? 

made up t h e  major i ty .  A s  much a s  78.64% of t h e  e n t i r e  popu la t ion  of 
-- - - 



Table one 
Percentages  of I n d u s t r i a l  Workers 
Employed a t  P r i n c i p a l  I n d u s t r i e s  

1880, 1900, 1904 (1) 

Clothing m d  Othor Apparel 13  ll 7 

Tobacco 8 8 a 

Pood 6 Bmmragea 7 5. 6 

T rmepor t a t i on  Vahicla C&xacruccirm 7 2 3.6 
Automobile Induecry (1904 only) 2.4 

I ron and S t e a l  7 3 3 

Foundry 6 Phchina Shop Producta 5 13 8 
S t w a a  6 Furnaces (1904 only) 6. 

p r i n t k g  6 Publishing 

Dtuggieta '  P rapa ra t ime  Fncomplace 5 5 
d a t a  

("TImae ga8era.l caiegoriea l o r  aach yaar of a-ration do not  corteapoed a u c t l y  to  one mothe r  
s ince .  in d i f f e ran t  p a r s ,  soma indwcr iaa  Vera defin.d d i f f a r an t ly .  Tbua, within the broad 
e a t a g o r i u  praaaneed harm. there  are r- atdupa of workers ucounced f o r  in oas year but not 
in anocher, a f faccing the accuracy of wmpadson. S t a e i r c i c ~  f o r  1880 induacriea vara taken 
from the  Campadim & the 10th CaPsu. 1883, Tabla 111. U.S. Canaw Off ice ,  Vanhingtau D.C., 
C w a r n m a t  Pr in t ing  Office 188348. For 1900. 1ZLb Caasua. .=. Vol. a', S t a t b c i c a  of 
?Lenufacorrea. Tabla 7. U.S. Buraim of cha Caorrt?a. Waahingcoa. D.C.. Govammanc R i n c i n g  
Office. 1901-02. And f o r  i904, Ca~llua of !4anufacrurcal 1904, Table 10, Daparmenc of 
b m r c a  a d  Labor. Bureau of the C-a, WaahLigtoo, D.C.. Cwarnmnc Pr incins  Offica,  1905. 
Iba  c a b h  includn "mry aacabliahaanc of mdunical or  manufacturing ind tucq . .  .having 
had a y a u  product of f i v e  hundrrd d o l l u s  o r  a o m  i n  valw."  

Tim spec i f i c  &red cacagorian w l e c t e d  from t h u a  Cables to  e r aa t a  che l a rge r  cacagories 
e a q a r e d  b r e  are: 

"Clothing amd O f k t  hpperal" - 1880: 6,5.U,14.18.27. a d  49; 1900: 8.9,24.25,26.27,32. 
53.54.68,' a d  93; 1904: 10.22,23,45;66. 

"Cmacruction" - 1880: 11,37,39,43,45; 1900: 16.18,64.6S.73.7S.77,82.B4,88. 

"Tobacco" - 1880; 54,55; 1900: 99.100; 1904: 84.85. 

''Lumber 6 ReLaeadw - 1880: 8,17.26,47.60.61; 1900: 13,31,46.47,61.62.106; 1904: 13.26 
39.52.91. 

' P w d  6 &vengauw - 1880: 1.9.U .16.22.34,50; 1900: 2,10,U.22.28.30,41.42,58,63.69 , a l ,  
94,  md 95; 1906: U,25.35.36,50,33,56,65,76.77. 



D e t r o i t : , , i n  1900 could be c l a s s i f i e d  a s  e t h n i c ,  th'at i s ,  e i t h e r  f o r e i g ~  
_____. -- - . 

- - 

born o r  having a t  l e a s t  one pa ren t  who was f o r e i g n  born,  o r  belonging t o  
- - .  - -- 

t h e  ve ry  s m a l l  b l ack  community ( t a b l e  two). 
- - - -  . - 

_-- 

Table two 
Est imated Frequencies  and Pe rcen tages  

of Ethnic  Groups, 1900 (1) 

Throughout t h e  p e r i o d  of i n t e n s e  immigrat ion and new s e t t l e m e n t  i n  

D e t r o i t  some f o r e i g n  groups inc reased  t h e i r  s h a r e  of t h e  popu la t ion  

wh i l e  some o t h e r s  dec l ined .  Looking a t  t a b l e  t h r e e  g i v e s  us an  

immediate p i c t u r e  of t h e  r e l a t i v e  importance of f o r e i g n  born groups i n  

D e t r o i t  from 1850 t o  1920. The Canadians, most of t h e m E n g l i s h  

Canadians having c ros sed  the  r i v e r  from t h e i r  ne ighbor i~ lg  count ry ,  

always had a  f a i r l y  l a r g e  and s t a b l e  s h a r e  of t h e  f o r e i g n  born 

popu la t ion :  around 20% w i t h  a  peak of 30% i n  1900. The percentage  of 

immigrants from G r e a t  B r i t a i n  ( n o t  i nc lud ing  I r e l a n d )  decreased 



throughout t he  70 y e a r  pe r iod  from 17.32% t o  8.52% but  always remained a  

s i z e a b l e  f i g u r e .  However, t h e  I r i sh -bo rn  popu la t ion ,  t h e  most important 

foreign-born group i n  1850, s t e a d i l y  d e c l i n e d  i n  p ropor t ion  t o  o t h e r  

groups t o  become a  s m a l l  m ino r i ty  by 1920. The s i n g l e  l a r g e s t  group of 

immigrants throughout t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  w a s  t h e  German popula t ion  

wi th  a  peak of 43% i n  1890. A t  t h e  t u r n  of t h e  cen tu ry  and on i n t o  the  

t w e n t i e s  , t h e  of Po le s ,  Russ i ans ,  and Hungarians, which 

c o n s t i t u t e d  only  t i n y  m i n o r i t i e s  i n  t h e  s e v e n t i e s  and e i g h t i e s ,  grew i n  

importance t o  make up 40% of t h e  f o r e i g n  born  popu la t ion  of D e t r o i t  by 

1920. The e v o l u t i o n  of t h e  f o r e i g n  born  popu la t ions  i n  D e t r o i t  fol lows 

t h e  n a t i o n a l  urban t r e n d  - o f  a  r e l a t i v e  dec rease  of "old" immigrant 

groups and a n  i n c r e a s e  of new groups from e a s t e r n  Europe; hence i n  

D e t r o i t  t h e  enormous growth of t h e  P o l i s h  community. 

Geographic o r i g i n  is  an  e s s e n t i a l  component f o r  i d e n t i f y i n g  someone 

w i t h  an e t h n i c  group. Yet people  from . a - s i m i l a r - . o r i g i n  may d i f f e r  i n  -- 
r e l i g i o u s  a f f i l i a t i o n ,  a  d i s t i n c t i o n  t h a t  yay--be very  important  i n  

- - 
/ 

shaping  t h e  e t h n i c  map_-of D e t r o i t .  Although t h e  o f f i c i a l  census 
----- - - - - . -  

s t a t i s t i c s  do n o t  provide  informat ion  on r e l i g i o n ,  t h e  fo l lowing  t a b l e  

i s  an  e s t i m a t e  of D e t r o i t  "e thno-re l ig ious"  groups obta ined  by l i n k i n g  

t h e  d a t a  from t h e  manuscript  of t h e  1900 census wi th  t h e  Wayne County 

3  
marr iage  l i c e n s e  r e c o r d s  f o r  t he  p rev ious  years .  . 

Sixty-four  pe rcen t  of t h e  Yankee p o p u l a t i o n  was P r o t e s t a n t  a s  w e l l  

as 79.5% of t he  Engl i sh  Canadian immigrants ,  83.3% of t h e  English 

3 ~ h e  1900 Census g ives  t he  number of y e a r s  each couple has been 
marr ied.  It  is  t h e r e f o r e  r e l a t i v e l y  s imp le  to  develop a  s t r a t e g y  t o  
f i n d  t h e  marr iage  l i c e n s e s  which a r e  k e p t  by years .  S t a r t i n g  i n  1900, 
w e  ended our  s ea rch  i n  1887. For t h i s  13  yea r  span, w e  found t h a t  
h a l f  of t h e  couples  marr ied i n  t he  U.S. and l i v i n g  i n  D e t r o i t  i n  1900 
had been marr ied i n  Wayne County. 



Table t h r e e  
Percentages  of. Foreign Born Popu la t ion  

1850-1920 (1) 

Z Baralga Born 47.22 

Z C a n a d a  (English) (2) - 
Z Caoada @nape .  ) - 
Z Canada (Ranch) - 
X Craat B r i t -  17.32 
Z ItaLaod 33 .I3 
Z Cermpnp 28.66 
z Austria 

*ire without 
Hungary) 0.07 

X b 8 - Y  - 
X *sia - 
I - 
Z Scandinavia - 
Z Belgiua,  Holland, 

L4xembfllg . - 
I Franca 2.84 
X ItaLy 0.04 
X Creaee - 
X Other Europe 0.04 
Z A l l  Othara ( A s U .  

S.. Anmrlca. Australla,  
Cuba, "otker eoun- 
t r ies")  18.65 

( l )~ource:  U. S . Cansus . 1850-1920, Published Population Volumes. 

(2)lha enurnatation of Canadlaw varied from year to  year. In  some years 
, thsg Vera categorized by province and Fn other  years sore generally 

M English o r  French Canadians. For tha year 1850, m a t  "All Ochers" 
vere Conadieam. 

a ( 3 ) ~  Austria-mgarian &?pire coqosed of the kingdoms of Auscria, 
5 g a r p  and B o h d  u n t i l  1918. Ln che tabulation hare, tlh m g r a a t  
papelatiuns of &hernia (fn 1870-1900). Czechoslovakia (19201, and 
Yugoslavia (1920) have bean indudad u i t h  the Austrians f o r  cpavenience. 

(')fn 1910. Polish Fnnnfgrants vere l i s t e d  v l t h  ilusslans. Ca-. or Austrians 
according t o  which country the respondants chose. Only fn 1900, the 
census recorded Poland Awtrla ,  Poland Gemany, Poland I(usaia, ?eland 
Uaapacified. In 1917. Poland re-established its p o l i t i c a l  sovereignty. 

immigrants and 65.4 % of t he  .German immigrants. S i m i l a r l y ,  85% of t he  

French Canadian immigrants,  81.9% of t h e  I r i s h  immigrants,  and 100% of 



Table f o u r  
Est imated Percentages  of Major Ethno-Religious 

Groups, 1900 (1) 

0.3 .  Eag.nC.o. RSnCa. CC. Brie. I r a p l  U.S. G a y  :&, P o l e  U.S. R y i r  
n I r a k o d  P o M  " " n " I r d d  " G.-7 " Po- " 

L Tot. Poptrtrtioa 57.5 9.44 2.94 0.13 3.34 0.43 0.99 11.46 U.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 
2 R.- Croup 16.31 5.07 0.22 5.78 0.75 1.71 19.79 20.56 0.0 0.0 0.0 
X Eebnic C r w  64.75 79.51 14.50 83.37 l8.04 25.67 65.43 66.91 0.0 0.0 0.0 

L Tot. Population 39.6 5.08 0.76 0.74 0.62 1.97 2.90 5.87 5.37 5.46 1.10 0.U 
I U g i o u a  Croup 12.94 1.93 1.89 1.58 5.03 7.39 14.95 U.68 U.90 2.89 0.37 
2 EclroLe Cmup 34.85 20.49 85.93 U.52 81.96 74.53 33.54 30.21 100.00 100.00 U.59 

ZToc.Populacim 2.3 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.04 0.0 0.0 0.18 0.51 0.0 0.9 1.12 
X -ow Group 2.03 0.0 0.0 1.59 0.0 0.0 6.04 18.17 0.3 0.0 39.69 
L e w e  crarp 0.39 0.0 0.0 1.12 0.0 0.0 1.06 z.aa 0.0 0.0 88.41 

("Sourca: Weighcad p e c e ~ ~ ~ e a g w  baaad on doe. obeniwd f r o m  ch. linkage of ch. 1900 c.nsuaalrruscrtpc popuheioo 
rch.dul.b.vleb ch. mrr+.g* U w s u  of couplw m n f  i n  V a p *  C O M C ~  b e m e n  1687 a d  1900. ( S u c l s c i c s  
bud m 1 u a  cbrP 1.002 of c h  to ta l  popukclon should noc be cooaidmred rel labla.)  

t h e  Poles  were c a t h o l i c .  Although t h e  Germans were predominantly 

P r o t e s t a n t ,  33% were Cathol ic .  Only 1.03% of t he  Germans were 

Jews. Most of t h e  Russians,  88%, were Jewish ( t a b l e  f o u r ) .  

To be s u r e ,  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  denominat ibns ' d i f f e r e d  -from one 

n a t i o n a l i t y  group t o  another .  Among t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  popula t ion ,  some 

denominations were more r ep re sen ted  than  o t h e r s .  The most important  
. . . 

4 ~ h e  f i g u r e  f o r  c a t h o l i c  Poles  may seem s u r p r i s i n g .  However, t h e  1900 
census i s  t h e  on ly  census i n  which, i n  t h e  absence of a recognized 
Poland, t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  between "Poland Aust r ia" ,  "Poland Russia", 
"Poland Germany", and "poland ' Unspecif ied" is  made. Therefore  t h e r e  
is  l i t t l e  chance of confusing P o l i s h  people  wi th  Aus t r i ans ,  Germans, 
and Russians,  o r  v i c e  v e r s a ,  a s  i n  p rev ious  o r  l a t e r  census years .  Up 
t o  1900, a l l  of t h e  l i c e n c e s  I found i n  t h e  Wayne county a r c h i v e s  f o r  
t h e  marr iages of persons  born i n  Poland, and l i s t e d  i n  my census 
sample, i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  marr iage  ceremony had been performed by a 
Ca tho l i c  p r i e s t  . 



. I Table f i v e  
Est imated Percentages of E thn ic  Groups 

p e r  Major P r o t e s t a n t  Denominations, 1900 (1)  

Z of Ethnic Crouus oar  Oenomiruciona 

har icm 72.09 60.80 73.43 60.89 23. U 7.04 39.16 27.25 4.63 
engll.h C a x ~ d i a n  0.0 10.06 7.63 13.39 1.78 0.0 31.13 L5.90 13.54 
Preach Condisn  0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.94 0.0 1.96 0.0 
G C ~ A C  Britain. 12.09 20.91 14.59 16.51 6.93 0.0 14.42 37.16 0.0 
I r l r h  0.0 0.0 0.0 2.85 0.0 0.0 3.54 5 .O* 0.0 
Caman 3.86 8.17 4.33 8.63 68.17 92.01 7.02 5.55 a1.32 
Black Amcicaw 11.94 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.70 7 . l o  0.0 

("~ourca: Seigheed p.rcanug.s bared on data  obtained frm the  linkaga of che 1900 census-manuacripc populacioo 
rchdulas-vi th  cha maniag. l icences of couples a d a d  in Wayne Councy between 1887 and 1900. 

" h r l c m "  - born in the  U.S. of U.S. born parents; "Camo"  me- born in Germany of Garmpn barn parents. ecc. 

were t h e  Ep i scopa l i ans  (14.9% of t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  popu la t ion ) ,  t h e  

Methodists  (15.23%), -the P r e s b y t e r i a n s  (11.27%) and t h e  Lutherans 

(23'.52%). American P r o t e s t a n t s  were v e r y  w e l l  represented  among t h e  

Ep i scopa l i ans ,  (60.89% were Americans),  t h e  Methodists  (39.16%) and 

among t h e  P r e s b y t e r i a n s  (27.26%). The Eng l i sh  Canadians comprised 

31.13% of t h e  ' Methodist  congrega t ions .  The ma jo r i t y  of t h e  

P r e s b y t e r i a n s  (37.16%) were from G r e a t  B r i t a i n ;  (72.2% of t h e  

P r e s b y t e r i a n s  from G r e a t  B r i t a i n  were S c o t t i s h ,  a s  could be expec ted) .  

Thus i t  can  be  seen  t h a t  t h e s e  t h r e e  denominations -Episcopal ians ,  

Methodists  and P resby te r i ans -  were composed p r i m a r i l y  of Americans, 

B r i t i s h  immigrants,  and Engl i sh  Canadians. Two o t h e r  major P r o t e s t a n t  

denominations -German Evangel ica ls  and Lutherans-  were heav'ly German, 

62.17% and 92.01% r e s p e c t i v e l y  ( t a b l e  f i v e ) .  

Two g e n e r a l  -obse rva t ions  can be  made on t h i s  e thno- re l ig ious  

d i s t r i b u t i o n .  F i r s t ,  t h e  pe rcen tage  of t h e  Ca tho l i c  popu la t ion  i n  



D e t r o i t ,  39X, exceeded by f a r  the  average  f i g u r e s  f o r  t h e  Midwest o r  the  
! 

count ry  a t  l a r g e ,  bo th  a t  around 1 7 . % . ~  A s  a  l a r g e  i n d u s t r i a l i z i n g  

c i t y ,  D e t r o i t  w a s  r e c e i v i n g  a  d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e  s h a r e  of t h e  Cathol ic  

immigration. Second, i f  one ' aggrega tes  t h e  popu la t ion  .of t h e  more 

r i t u a l i s t i c  P r o t e s t a n t  denominations -Lutherans,  and t o  some e x t e n t ,  

German Evange l i ca l s  and Reformed Germans- t o  @he c a t h o l i c  popula t ion ,  i t  

i s  easy t o  s e e  t h a t  D e t r o i t  was p r i m a r i l y  i n h a b i t e d  by immigrants from 

Germany, Poland and I r e l a n d ,  r i t u a l i s t i c  i n  r e l i g i o n ,  and, a s  s e v e r a l  

s t u d i e s  have shown, l i k e l y  t o ,  be  a t t a c h e d  t o  t h e  Democratic par ty.  6  

The more e v a n g e l i c a l  P r o t e s t a n t s  were Yankees o r  ' b r i t i s h  immigrants. 

P. Kleppner i n t e l l i g e n t l y  demonstrated how t h e  i n d e c i s i v e  German 

Lutherans,  w h i l e  o s c i l l a t i n g  between a  r i t u a l i s t i c  and a n  evange l i ca l  

o r i e n t a t i o n ,  played a key r o l e ,  t o g e t h e r  . w i t h  t he  economic depress ion  

and t h e  abuses  of t h e  Democratic p a r t y ,  i n  t h e  v i c t o r y  of Republican 

reform Mayor Hazen P ing ree  i n  t h e  n i n e t i e s ,  t h e  very  pe r iod  of our  s tudy  

of neighborhoods. 
7  

This  p re l imina ry  survey  of t h e  e thno- re l ig ious  composition of t h e  
! 

D e t r o i t ' s  popu la t ion  enables  us t o  s t u d y  ' t h e  spa 'Cia l ,  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of 

t h e s e  groups. How d i d  they  s h a r e  t h e  urban  t e r r i t o r y ?  Were they d iv ided  

o r  mixed? An e t h n i c  neighborhood i s  p r i m a r i l y  a  r e s i d e n t i a l  a r e a  
- . . - - -. . .  - - -  . 

predominant ly i n h a b i t e d  by a popu la t ion  of a  g iven  e t h n i c  group. Yet 
_ _ _  ~ _ -  - - - -  . . --. 

-- ! 
I 

l o c a t i n g  and d e l i n e a t i n g  t h e  boundar ies  of a '  p a r t i c u l a r  e t h n i c  . 
neighborhood w i t h  some p r e c i s i o n  is d i f f i c u l t .  S tuden t s  of neighborhood 

5 ~ .  Jensen  - The Winning -- of t h e  Midwest ( ch i cago ,  1971) 

6 ~ e n s e n ,  op. c i t ,  s e e  a l s o  R. Forn isano  The B i r t h  of Mass P o l i t i c a l  
P a r t i e s ,  Michigan, 1827-1861, (P r ince ton ,  1971),  .and P. Kleppner - The 
Cross of C u l t u r e ,  (New York, 1970). -- 

7 ~ l e p p n e r ,  op. ~ i t ,  and H. H o l l i  Reform & D e t r o i t  (New ~ o r k ,  1969) 



a c t i v i t i e s  have long  recognized t h a t  t h e  qeograph ic  boundaries  de f ined  

by t h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s  v a r y  and over lap .  I n  a d d i t i o n  t h e s e  c u t  a c r o s s  

non - r e s iden t i a l  a r e a s ,  and t h e  boundar ies  of a n  e t h n i c  neighborhood a r e  

n o t  t h e  same a s  t h o s e  of s o c i a l  c l a s s . .  A l t o g e t h e r ,  neighborhoods have 

l o o s e  and s h i f t i n g  boundaries .  Usua l ly  o n l y  t h e  c o r e  of t h e  

neighborhood shows a  g r e a t  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of t h e  e t h n i c  popu la t i on ,  one 

t h a t  d e c r e a s e s  toward t h e  pe r iphe ry  i n  a g r a d u a l  and s u b t l e  manner. 

E thn ic  neighborhoods must be  unders tood  i n  t h e  con tex t  of t h e  

e n t i r e  c i t y  i n  t h e  complex set of r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between people ,  

a c t i v i t i e s ,  and t e r r i t o r y .  For t h e  s a k e  of c l a r i t y ,  c o n s i d e r  t h r e e  

t ypes  of urban a r e a s :  1 )  a r e a s  which a r e  p r i m a r i l y  r e s i d e n t i a l  2)  a r e a s  

occupied p r i m a r i l y  by non- r e s iden t i a l  a c t i v i t i e s  w i t h  r e s i d e n c e s  more o r  

less in t e rming led ,  and 3)  vacant  a r e a s ,  t h e  unused a r e a s  of t h e  c i t y ,  

a l s o  more o r  l e s s  i n t e rming led  wi th  r e s i d e n c e s .  D e t r o i t  i n  1880 was 

s p a t i a l l y  smal l .  The d i s t a n c e .  from t h e  r i v e r  i n  t h e  s o u t h  t o  t he  

n o r t h e r n  boundary w a s  on ly  3.5 Gles a long  Woodward Avenue. The 

d e c l i n i n g  curve  of p o p u l a t i o n  d e n s i t y  from t h e  c e n t e r  t o  t h e  pe r iphe ry  

shows t h a t  space  w i t h i n  t h e  c i t y  w a s  o n l y  h a l f  used. O v e r a l l  t h e  

popula  tiqn-degs.i.ty,was-v-ery-1- Up t o  t h e  1.3 m i l e  l i m i t ,  t h e  c e n t e r  

had t h e  h i g h e s t  d e n s i t y  of t h e  c i t y ,  w i t h  a m v i m u m  of s i x t y  people  p e r  

a c r e .  Beyond t h i s  d i s t a n c e ,  t h e r e  was a  d rama t i c  d e c l i n e  of d e n s i t y .  9  

'R.D. McKenrie, Neighborhood: A Study of Local  L i f e  i n  t he  C i q  o f  
Columbus, Ohio, (Chicago, 1923). S. ' Keller, The Urban Neighborhood: - - , .  
A S o c i o l o ~ i c a l  P e r s p e c t i v e ,  (New York, 1968).  - 

' ~ i ~ u r e  1 r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  p r e d i c t e d  v a l u e s  of t h e  model: 
1, 

Ln Dens i ty  = 3.4 + 1.35 Di s t ance  - .99 ~ i s t a n c e ~  + E ; 

R~ = .92 
The c i t y  w a s  d iv ided  i n t o  22 d e n s i t y  g r a d i e n t s  from t h e  c e n t e r  t o  t h e  
pe r iphe ry .  Area l  and popu la t i on  d a t a  were computed from t h e  sample on 



The used a r e a  i t s e l f  w a s  divided.  Most of t h e  non- re s iden t i a l  

a c t i v i t i e s ,  as w e l l  a s  t h e  non f a m i l i a l  t ypes  of , res idences ,  such a s  

h o t e l s  and board.ing houses,  were concen t r a t ed  i n  t h e  c e n t e r  of t h e  c i t y .  

This c e n t r a l  a r e a  was surrounded by a zone which w a s  p r imar i ly  

r e s i d e n t i a l .  Beyond t h i s  r e s i d e n t i a l  zone was t h e  unused c i t y ,  a very  

l a r g e ,  low d e n s i t y  zone wi th  many vacant  spaces .  Suburban s e t t l e m e n t  d id  

not  e x i s t  (map one) .  

F igu re  one 
. Densi ty Decl ine  from t h e  

Center  t o  t h e  P e r i p h e r y  
1880 

0.5 1.0 1.5 20 2.5 30 3.5 
MILES 

I n  such  a s e t t i n g ,  t h e  two l a r g e  a r e a s  t h a t  showed very l i t t l e  
. . 

each  g r a d i e n t .  
A s  a n  example of t h e  oppos i t e  extreme,  t h e  world record i n  1900 was 
h e l d  by t h e  Lower East S ide  of New York C i t y  i n  w h i c h  t h e r e  were a r e a s  
w i t h  up t o  900 people per  acre .  



e t h n i c  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  were t h e  dense c i t y  c e n t e r ,  which conta ined  many 

d i f f e r e n t  a c t i v i t i e s ,  and t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  vacan t  per iphery .  They were 

bo th  demographical ly  incomplete  areas-  one a lmost  empty, t h e  o t h e r  f u l l  

bu t  i n h a b i t e d  by a n  unusual ly  l a r g e  number of young male bache lo r s  i n  

t h e  h o t e l s  and board ing  houses. The d i v e r s i t y  of a c t i v i t i e s  found t h e r e  

c a t e r e d  t o  t h e  needs of t h e  "young bachelor"  p o p u l a t i o n  of t h e  c e n t e r  

and provided jobs  f o r  workers throughout t h e  c i t y .  Thus, t h e  sample 

u n i t s  t h a t  conta ined  h o t e l s  and boarding houses i n  1880 conta ined  a l s o  

42% of t h e  heavy i n d u s t r y ,  80% of t h e  l i g h t  i n d u s t r y ,  68% of t h e  c r a f t  

shops,  95% of the  wholesa le  commerce, 57% of t h e  r e t a i l  s t o r e s ,  60% of 

t h e  b a r s  and sa loons ,  97% of t h e  b u s i n e s s e s ,  68% of t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  

o f f i c e s ,  and 75% of t h e  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e s .  A s  a n  example of a  t y p i c a l  

downtown s t r e e t  f r o n t ,  t h e  Monroe F ron t  i n  1880 inc luded  6 r e t a i l  

s t o r e s ,  3 s a l o o n s ,  3 bus inesses ,  3 p r o f e s s i o n a l  o f f i c e s ,  1 p u b l i c  -. 
s e r v i c e  o f f i c e ,  2  i n d u s t r i a l  e s t ab l i shmen t s ;  i n  1900 t h e r e  was one 

h o t e l ,  s i x t e e n  s t o r e s  and two o t h e r  bus inesses .  

I n  1880 t h e  c i t y ' s  vacant  a r e a s  accounted f o r  a lmost  ha l f  t he  

a v a i l a b l e  space. By 1900 t h e  c i t y ' s  popu la t ion  had grown dense 

subsequent  t o  massive immigration b u t  p r i o r  t o  massive suburbaniza t ion .  

Buildings,  f i l l e d  t h e  vacant  l o t s .  On a b lock  where f o r t y  people  dwelt  

twenty y e a r s  e a r l i e r ,  e i g h t y  l i v e d  i n  1900. Large empty b locks  were 

d iv ided  and b u i l t  up,  e s p e c i a l l y  a long  Grand Boulevard. The reg ions  of 

low u s e  had been pushed n e a r l y  one m i l e  f u r t h e r  from t h e  c i t y  cen te r .  

I n  o r d e r  t o  assess t h e .  r e l a t i v e  deg ree  of c o n c e q t r a t i o n  of 

d i f f e r e n t  e thno- re l ig ious  groups,  t h e  a r e a s  of abnormal concen t r a t ion  

must f i r s t  b e  l oca t ed .  A few t e c h n i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  a r e  i n  o r d e r  he re  

so  a s  t o  make c l e a r  t h e  c r i t i c a l  s t e p s  t h a t  we a r e  t o  fo l low i n  

J 
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V A C A N T  

O l V E R S  

Map one 
Vacant Space and D i v e r s i t y  of A c t i v i t i e s  

1880 

Vacant c l u s t e r s ,  and c l u s t e r s  w i t h  more than  f i v e  types of non 
r e s i d e n t i a l  a c t i v i t i e s :  Heavy i n d u s t r y ,  l i g h t  i n d u s t r y ,  c r a f t  shops, 
wholesa le ,  r e t a i l  s t o r e s ,  b a r s  and s a l o o n s ,  bus ines s ,  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
of f i c e s ,  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e s ,  churches,  p a r k s  and r e c r e a t i o n  l o t s .  

The s u b d i v i s i o n s ,  one  t o  twenty, a r e  t h e  p l a t e s  of t h e  Robinson and 
Pidgeon A t l a s  of t he  C i ty  of D e t r o i t  (New York, 1885). The c l u s t e r s  
on t h e  map, t h a t  is, t h e  b locks  and t h e i r  opposing f r o n t s  ( s e e  graph 
two, i n f r a )  a r e  t h e  a r e a s  of t h e  c i t y  sampled f o r  i n t e n s i v e  study. 



B O A R 0  I N G  

P N S 1 .  

T W O  2 .. 

Map two 
H o t e l s  and Boarding Houses 

1880 



Land Use Map one 
Down town 

I - - - Si- 

Sanborn-Perris Maps of Detroit ,  1897, Vo1.4, P1.2 



Photograph one 
Monroe Front  

36 t o  40  Monroe (12 t o  16 b e f o r e  1920);  commercial bu i ld ings  b u i l t  i n  
1870 

e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  importance of e t h n i c  neighborhoods. Given t h e  gene ra l  

p h y s i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of D e t r o i t  f o r  t h e  l a t e  n i n e t e e n t h  cen tu ry  t h a t  

w e  j u s t  desc r ibed ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  a v a i l a b i i t y  of vacant  space ,  t h e r e  a r e  
6 

reasons  t o  b e  - ~ u s p i c i o u s  --of---the-tradkt-ional- -sociologica_l_ model t h a t  . - 
e n v i s i o n s  people who- come from simi-la-r-- reg-ions a s  -having--a -tenden% to - - - 
c l u s t e r  geograph ica l ly  i n  g h e t t o s  l o c a t e d  . - -  i n  t he  _-__ c i t y  . - c e n t e r  - and then  -- t o  

d i s p e r s e  throughout t h e  c i t y  a s  t h e i r  occupa.tio.n~s.,~e~dg~atio_i~al~ l e v e l s  ,- - 
and t h e  composition of t h e i r  f  amili-es -c-ome-to--resemble-those of t h e  



Maps three a and b 
Changes i n  Population Density (People pe.r Acre) 

North West Section,  1880-1900 
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c i t y ' s  popu la t ion  a s  a  whole. .The ' r i c h  s o c i o l o g i c a l  image of t he  c i t y  
_ -  - - -  - -  .- 

7-- _ 
div ided  i n t o  p h y s i c a l  zones, each r e p r e s e n t i n g  a  s t e p  i n  t he  

a s s i m i l a t i o n  p roces s  of immigrants,  i s  v e r y  provoca t ive .  The g h e t t o ,  

c i rcumscr ibed  i n  t he  dense c e n t e r  of t h e  urban t e r r i t o r y  and inhab i t ed  
I 

by e t h n i c  m i n o r i t i e s ,  i s  viewed i n  t h i s  s ense  as a c losed  space ,  a  

conserva tory  where t h e  common e f f e c t s  of immigra t ion  and d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  

c r y s t a l l i z e d  f o r  a  few months o r  a  few y e a r s  o r  a  l i f e  t ime. lo Yet 

many s t u d i e s  have shown t h a t  immigrant q u a r t e r s  were n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  

slums wi'th h igh  m o r t a l i t y  r a t e s ,  g h e t t o s  i n  which f a m i l i e s  were 

'1 1 
broken. Taking an e x t r e m i s t  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  some s t u d i e s  have even 

proposed, a l though:  v e r y  ques t ionab ly ,  t h a t  a  r e s i d e n t i a l  mix ture  of 

immigrant and Yankee popula t ions  w a s  t h e  r u l e  i n  n i n e t e e n t h  century  

urban America. l2  Concent ra t ion  and d i s p e r s i o n  a r e  phenomena t h a t  one 

e v a l u a t e s  d i f f e r e n t l y  depending on t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  p e r s p e c t i v e  a s  w e l l  - 
as impor tan t  t e c h n i c a l  i s s u e s  such a s  t h e  s t a t i s t i c  used, t h e  s i z e  of 

t h e  s p a t i a l  u n i t s  s t u d i e d  and t h e  d i s t a n c e  between them. I n  t h e  process  

of a s s e s s i n g  t h e  type  and importance of D e t r o i t ' s  e t h n i c  p a t t e r n ,  t h e  

l o o s e  and somewhat imprec ise  concept of t h e  neighborhood t h a t  connotes 

r e l a t i v e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n ,  r e l a t i v e  cohes iveness ,  s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n ,  and 

commonality of i n s t i t u t i o n s  is  more i n d i c a t i v e  of t h e  r e a l  p a t t e r n s  than  

t h e  more t o t a l i t a r i a n  concept of t h e  ghe t to .  

'OE.W. Burgess ,  "The Growth of t h e  C i t y , "  i n  E.W. Burgess and 
R.D. McKenzie,,, The C i t y ,  (Chicago, 1925). R.E. Park, "The Urban 
Community a s  a  S p a t i a l  P a t t e r n  and a  Moral Order ,"  Human Communities, 

a Human (Glencoe, Ill. ; 1957) 165-177. i 

l l ~ . w a r d ,  C i t i e s  Immigrants, A Geography of Change i n  Nineteenth 
Century America, (New York, 1971 1: 

12S .~ . ,  Warner, ~ r .  and C. Burke, " C u l t u r a l  Change and t h e  Ghetto",  
Jou rna l  of Contemvorarv Hi s to rv ,  4(1969),  173-187. 



The e t h n i c  neighborhoods of D e t r o i t  were a r e a s  of family 

r e s i d e n c e s ,  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  l a r g e  r e s i d e n t i a l  zone of t h e  c i t y .  They - - 
were n o t  e x c l u s i v e l y  i n h a b i t e d  by members of any one group. Usual ly a  _ _ -  - - 
t 

- -- ----- 

group dominated an  a r e a  o r  s e v e r a l  s m a l l  a r e a s  w i t h i n  a  l a r g e r  reg ion  of 
f -- - -_ _ - --- 
t h e  c i t y ,  though members-.of o t h e r  groups,  r e l a t e d  o r  n o t ,  l i v e d  t h e r e  
7 , .  

- - - -- . . 

too. Two r e l a t e d  a s p e c t s  must be cons idered  here.  The f i r s t  a spec t  
/ 

concerns t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of people i n  one a r e a  t h a t  belongs t o  one e t h n i c  

group; t h i s  f i g u r e  t e l l s  us  how dominant a g iven  group is  i n  one a rea .  

The second a s p e c t  concerns t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of a n  e t h n i c  group membership 

i n  an a r e a  t o  t h e  t o t a l  popula t ion  of t h a t  group i n  D e t r o i t ;  Th i s  t e l l s  

us  how important  a  p a r t i c u l a r  a r e a  is f o r  t h e  group,  whether or- no t  a  

. I l a r g e  f r a c t i o n  of t h e  group i s  l i v i n g  t h e r e .  Of ten  t h e s e  two f i g u r e s  

a r e  r e l a t e d , , y e t  they  may d i f f e r  s u b s t a n t i a l l y .  For i n s t a n c e ,  i t  i s  

conce ivable  t h a t  whi le  a  group may make up only  20% of any b lock  i n  a  

r e g i o n  of t h e  c i t y ,  90% of t h i s  group n i g h t  l i v e  i n  t h i s  region.  

To t r a c e  ou t  t h e s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  a c c u r a t e l y ,  w e  must s o l v e  a  

problem of measurement. We must d e f i n e  a  geographic u n i t  of a n a l y s i s  

w i t h i n  which t o  measure c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of e t h n i c  groups. To d e f i n e  

e t h n i c  n e i g h b o r h o o d s i n  advance a s  a  u n i t  of measurement is  hazardous 

because geographic boundaries  a r e  vague, de f ined  s imultaneously by 

obj  e c t  i v e  c r i t e r i a ,  t h e  percept ions  'o f  t h e  i n h a b i t a n t s ,  and phys i ca l  

boundaries .  Given these  problems, many s c h o l a r s  examine admin i s t r a t i ve  

o r  e l e c t o r a l  u n i t s .  Th i s  o f t e n  is  a r t i f i c i a l  b u t  g e n e r a l l y  is  done 

because o f f i c i a l  d a t a  is a c c e s s i b l e  and a l r e a d y  aggregated a t  t h e  census 

t r a c t  o r  t h e  ward l e v e l .  The n ine teenth-century  e l e c t o r a l  wards were 

l a r g e ,  and t h e i r  boundaries  changed from one e l e c t i o n  t o  another .  

I n d i c e s  used t o  measure seg rega t ion  i n  many n ine teenth-century  American 



c i t i e s ,  i nc lud ing  D e t r o i t ,  r e v e a l  t h a t  immigrants of a l l  groups l i v e d  i n  

a l l  wards and one is  tempted-  t o  conclude too  qu ick ly  t h a t  t h e r e  was 

r e s i d e n t i a l  i n t e g r a t i o n . 1 3  The problem i s  n o t  e a s i l y  so lved .  I f  one ' 

goes t o  t he  o t h e r  extreme and s t u d i e s  s m a l l e r  geographic  u n i t s  such a s  

. the b lock ,  a d d i t i o n a l  problems a r i s e .  A s  two prominent e c o l o g i s t s c  have 

noted: ".If a l l  non-whites r e s ided  on al leyways and a l l  whi tes  i n  

s t r e e t - f r o n t  s t r u c t u r e s ,  then  even a  b lock  index  would f a i l  t o  r e v e a l  

t h e  h igh  d e g r e e  of segregat ion ' ; .14 I f  one chooses a n  even s m a l l e r  u n i t ,  

one misses  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  p a t t e r n s  t h a t  c l e a r l y  appear  only  i n  l a r g e  

a r e a s ;  t h i s  i s  e s p e c i a l l y  t r u e  - in  a  c i t y  l i k e  D e t r o i t  w i t h  a  g e n e r a l l y  

low popu la t ion  d e n s i t y .  

C l e a r l y  a  u n i t  l a r g e r  i n  s i z e  than t h e  b lock  b u t  sma l l e r  than  the  

e t h n i c  neighborhood o r  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  u n i t  is needed. I have t r i e d  t o  
i 

s o l v e  t h i s  problem by s e l e c t i n g  a s  a  sampling u n i t  a  c l u s t e r  of s i x  

bLock f r o n t a g e s  as r ep resen ted  i n  graph two. T h i s  i nc ludes  a l l  f r o n t s  

i n  one randomly s e l e c t e d  squa re  b lock  p l u s  two randomly s e l e c t e d  f r o n t s  

a c r o s s  t h e  s t r e e t .  15 

Each sample u n i t  is  s m a l l  enough f o r  t h e  o b s e r v a t i o n  of people,  

houses and a c t i v i t i e s  on the  i n d i v i d u a l  l e v e l ,  y e t  l a r g e  enough t o  

c a p t u r e  c l u s t e r i n g  of e t h n i c  popula t ions .  I n  1880, t h e  mean number of 

i n h a b i t a n t s  p e r  i n h a b i t e d  u n i t  of s i x  f r o n t s  was 117 (minimum 3,  maximum 

412),  The a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  primary b lock  of two randomly s e l e c t e d  

a d j a c e n t  opposing f r o n t s  permi ts  us t o  r e p r e s e n t  bo th  s i d e s  of s t r e e t s  

13.J. Vinyard, The I r i s h  on the  'urban F r o n t i e r :  Nine teenth  Century - - - - -  
D e t r o i t ,  (New York, 1974),  pp. 174-175. 

1 4 0 . ~ .  Duncan and B. Duncan, "A Methodological ~ n a l ~ s i s  of Segrega t ion  
~ n d e x e s " ,  .American Soc io log ica l  Review XX, 2(Apr i l  1955),  210-217. 

1 5 ~ h e  samples i n c l - ~ "  127 r.lch c l u s t e r s  f o r  1880 and 178 f o r  1900. 



Figure two 
A Cluster of Six Block Frontages 

wi thout . inc luding  a l l  opposing f ront s .  We thus g e t  a b e t t e r  p i c ture  of  

neighborhood composition than from one b lock a lone .  

* * * * *  



TOURING ETHNIC DETROIT 

m e  maps of e t h n i c  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  t h a t  we a r e  t o  look a t  now have 

been cons t ruc t ed  us ing  a  s t a t i s t i c a l  p rocedure  t h a t  measures t h e  degree  

of c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of each  e t h n i c  group i n  each  s p a t i a l  u n i t  s t u d i e d  wh i l e  

16 
t ak ing  i n t o  account t h e  p ropor t ion  of each group i n  t he  c i t y  a t  l a rge .  

For  each e t h n i c  group, we i d e n t i f y  t h e  a r e a s  of r e l a t i v e  concen t r a t ion  

and s tudy  wi th in  them t h e  housing c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of s i n g l e  fami ly  

*homes. D e t r o i t  was, by and l a r g e ,  a  c i t y  of s i n g l e  fami ly  dwell ings.  - -- ---- 

With t h e  except ion  of t h e  Poles  and t h e  Russians,  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  groups 

i n  1900 counted from 70% t o  87% of t h e i r  popu la t ion  a s  l i v i n g  i n  such 

i n d i v i d u a l  houses. M u l t i p l e  dwel l ings  a r e  cons idered  a f te rwards .  

Leaving t h e  c i t y  c e n t e r  i n  1880 and t ak ing  Woodward Avenue n o r t h  

one would have en te red  a  r e s i d e n t i a l  zone, l a r g e l y  i n h a b i t e d  by f a m i l i e s  

headed by whit-e-collar working Americans, n a t i v e  born of n a t i v e  born 

pa ren t s .  I n  1880, t h i s  a r e a  was p r i m a r i l y  conf ined  t o  a  r e g i o n  along 

Wopdward Avenue, s t a r t i n g  approximately 314 of a  m i l e  from t h e  r i v e r .  

Outs ide  t.his "cen te r  r e s i d e n t i a l "  a r e a ,  t h e r e  was a l s o  i n  1880 some 

1601 iv i e r  Zunr, " D e t r o i t  en 1880: e space  e t  s i g r 6 g a t i o n "  Annales 
E.S..C.. 1   anvi vier-~4vrier 1977),  106-136. The s t a t i s t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  
cons ' $~s t s  of i n t e r p r e t i n g  the  p r o p o r t i o n  of each group i n  each 
.geographic u n i t  i n  t h e  l i g h t  of a  s t anda rd ized  chi-square: 

computed .fo,r t h e  c i t y  a s  a  whole, and 

computed f o r e e a c h  u n i t ,  where K i s  the  number of e t h n i c  c a t e g o r i e s  and 
.b t he  number of gaeqraphlc  u n i t s .  



c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of Americans on t h e  West . s i d e ,  mainly around t h e  I r i s h  

dominated s e t t l e m e n t  of Corktown. I n  some b locks ,  Americans were mixing 

wi th  I r i s h  and w i t h  Canadians. There were a l s o  some very  r e s i d e n t i a l  

blocks n e a r  t h e  r i v e r  on t h e  West s i d e  and on the  East s i d e  south  of 

J e f f e r s o n  which were i n h a b i t e d  by American f a m i l i e s  t h a t  o f t e n  were 

ad j acen t  t o  b locks  of much poorer  and e t h n i c a l l y  mixed people. 

Occas iona l ly ,  a n  abnormally h igh  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  e x i s t e d  i n  a  b lock  o r  a  

c l u s t e r  f o r  two groups a t  a  time. 

I n  1880, c l o s e  t o  40% of t h e  households headed by a  person  nat ive-  

born of nat ive-born p a r e n t s  l i v e d  i n  t h e s e  des igna ted  American c e n t r a l  

a r eas .  Twenty y e a r s  l a t e r ,  t h e  Yankees remained anchored i n  t h e  

o r i g i n a l  neighborhoods of t he  "walking c i t y "  bu t  a l s o  expanded i n  fou r  

d i r e c t i o n s :  moving i n t o  t h e  vacant  a r e a s  of t h e  West S ide ,  s e t t l i n g  

around Grand Boulevard, s e t t l i n g  a long  t h e  r i v e r  on t h e  Eas t  S ide  i n  
... 

newly acqui red  l and ,  and c o n s o l i d a t i n g  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  i n t o  t h e  

t r a d i t i o n a l l y  I r i s h  dominated a rea .  l7 I n  1900, 51.5% of t heYankee  

f a m i l i e s  were l o c a t e d  i n  a r e a s  t h a t  they  dominated numerical ly .  

Houses i n  t h e s e  a r e a s  were ve ry  l a r g e  and o f t e n  made of br ick .  I n  

1900, a s  many a s  16.23% of t h e  American houses of t h e  c i t y  were made of 

b r i c k  and over  18% were b r i c k  i n  t h e  des igna ted  Yankee a reas .  Most 

b r i c k  houses were i n  t h e  " r e s i d e n t i a l  c e n t e r "  a r e a  w h i l e  houses i n  newly 

developed zones were b u i l t  of wood. The l and  use  of American 

neighborhoods w a s  v e r y  r e s i d e n t i a l  w i t h  l a r g e  backyards and s t a b l e s  i n  

each l o t .  Of ten  a  church was b u i l t  a t  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Woodward and 
. . . . .  

. 1 7 ~ h i s  geographic  d i s t r i b u t i o n  approximates t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of 
" s u b s t a n t i a l  f a m i l i e s "  i n  1900, "def ined  by R.D. McKenzie a s  those  
names appear ing  i n  Dau's Blue Book"; see M.G. H o l l i ,  ed. D e t r o i t ,  (New 
York, 1976),  141-142. 



Map f o u r  
American Neighborhood 

, 1880-1900 

R P E R  I C A N  

YR1880  , 

a s i d e  s t r e e t .  The popu la t ion  d e n s i t y  w a s  r e l a t i v e l y  low: 48.02 people 

pe r  a c r e  And only  4.60 people  pe r  house on t h e  average  i n  t h e s e  l a r g e  

houses.  S u r p r i s i n g l y ,  no t  many of t h e s e  houses were owned by t h e i r  

occupants ,  on ly  27% a s  opposed t o  much h i g h e r  r a t e s  i n  o t h e r  p a r t s  of 

t he  c i t y .  

American f a m i l i e s  were s o l i d l y  c l u s t e r e d  i n  t h e i r  neighborhood of 

the  "walking c i ty" .  Yet they o f t e n  sha red  t h e i r  neighborhoods wi th  

o t h e r  Engl i sh  speaking groups,  Eng l i sh  Canadians and immigrants from 

England who were a l s o  P r o t e s t a n t s  and f r e q u e n t l y  wh i t e - co l l a r  workers 

as we l l .  Th i s  a l s o  occurred i n  t h e  move towards t h e  new neighborhoods 

i n  t h e  expanded c i t y .  Engl i sh  Canadians and Engl i sh  immigrants tended 



Land Use Map two 
American Residential  Center 

Sanborn Perris.Maps of Detroit ,  1897, Vo1.4, Pl .15  



Photograph two 
F i r s t  ,P re sby te r i an  Church 

Church l o c a t e d  a t  Woodward and Ednund P l a c e  (See Land Use Map two); 
b u i l t  i n  1890. 

t o  c l u s t e r  only i n  t h e  a r e a s  t h a t  conta ined  t h e s e  lower wh i t e  c o l l a r  

workers.  I n  g e n e r a l  Engl i sh  and Canadians were n o t  heav i ly  grouped 

toge the r .  I n  1880 and 1900, on ly  about  17% of t h e  Canadians and 14% of 

t h e  Eng l i sh  were c l u s t e r e d  i n  i d e n t i f i a b l e  a r e a s .  

Thus, t h e - r e s i d e n t i a l  c e n t e r  of D e t r o i t ,  t h e  West s i d e  i n  gene ra l  

and some newly developed a r e a s ,  were p r i m a r i l y  i n h a b i t e d  by whi te -co l la r  

Americans, t h e  B r i t i s h  and Engl i sh  Canadians. The g r e a t  ma jo r i t y  were 

P r o t e s t a n t s ,  most o f t e n  Episcopal ians ,  Methodis t s  o r  P re sby te r i ans .  



Photograph three  
Brick House 

Edmund P lace  

64 Edmund Place  (30  before 1920), the  home of a merchant, b u i l t  
around 1874. 



Land Use Map t h r e e  
American Periphery 

Sanborn P e r r i s  Maps of D e t r o i t ,  1897, Vol. 2,  P1.73. 



ENCL I SH 

. Map five 
American and English 

Clustering, 1900 



Map six 
American and English Canadian 

Clustering, 1900 

FlllER ICRN 

YR1900 

ENG. CRNB 

YR1900 



The West S i d e  was n o t  e n t i r e l y  Anglo-Saxon, f o r  i t  a l s o  housed 

Corktown, t h e - l a r g e -  I r i s h  C a t h o l i c  neighborhood of D e t r o i t .  Centered - - -- A 

around the  f i r s t  I r i s h  church of D e t r o i t ,  Most Holy T r i n i t y ,  Corktown 

housed a s  many a s  40% of t he  households headed by one I r i s h  immigrant i n  

1880. The I r i s h  houses were medium s i z e d  houses,  88% of them b u i l t  of 

wood and packed one a g a i n s t  ano the r  on a  s t r e e t  f r o n t .  Although t h e  

b u i l d i n g  d e n s i t y  w a s  v e r y  h igh ,  t h e  popu la t ion  d e n s i t y  was only  moderate 

w i t h  54.45 people  p e r  a c r e  i n  1900 and a n  average  of 4.62 people  per  

house, t h e  same f i g u r e  then  a s  f o r  t h e  Americans a l though i n  sma l l e r  

houses. I n  1900, 31% of t h e s e  modest bu t  very  decent  houses of t he  

I r i s h  neighborhood were owned by t h e i r  occupants ,  a  f i g u r e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

h i g h e r  than  t h e  25% of the  American homes. 

The percentage  of I r i s h  people concen t r a t ed  i n  p a r t s  o f . t h e  c i t y  i n  

1900 remained around 40, b u t  more and more of t h e  I r i s h  shared  t h e i r  .. 
block  w i t h  o t h e r  groups. l8 Corktown, a l though keeping a  s t r o n g  I r i s h  

tone ,  became more and more Yankee, P r o t e s t a n t ,  and wealthy. 

Consequently,  more s u b s t a n t i a l  homes w e r e ' b u i l t  i n  t h e  1890's. 

One can  s e e  h e r e  a  complex and i n t r i g u i n g  p roces s  of one ethno- 

r e l i g i o u s  group,  t h e  Ca tho l i c - I r i sh  of Corktown, s lowly  loos ing  some of 

i ts  importance i n  t h e  a rea .  Throughout t h e  second h a l f  of t he  

n i n e t e e n t h  cen tu ry ,  one may r e c a l l ,  t h e  s h a r e  of t h e  I r i sh-born  

i n h a b i t a n t s  i n  t h e  popu la t ion  decreased  s u b s t a n t i a l l y .  These two 

p roces ses  a r e  r e l a t e d .  .As . - t h e  I r i s h .  - ~ co~pi ty-was- .growing  o l d ,  

r e c e i v i n g  fewer new immigrants from I r e l a n d ,  the-area- -was a l s o  l o o s > q -  .- _ _ - 7-  
. - - -.~ - - 

some of i ts  e t h n i c  t i g h t n e s s  a s  i t  became p r o g r e s s i v e l y  invaded by 
. . . - - -  - - - 

181n 1880, I r i s h  dominated c l u s t e r s  were 36 t o  74% I r i s h ,  see "Espace e t  
~ 6 g r e ' ~ a t i o n "  op. c i t .  I n  1900, t h i s  f i g u r e  dropped t o  31% on the  
average. 



Map seven 
I r i s h  Neighborhoods 

1880-1900 

P r o t e s t a n t  Yankees. 
,/------- -- - - - ------ 

T r a d i t i o n a l l y ,  however, t h e  I r i s h  had n o t  mixed wi th  o t h e r  Ca tho l i c  

groups,  except  i n  a few i n s t a n c e s .  For  i n s t a n c e ,  I r i s h  immigrants i n  

1900 were found i n  i n d u s t r i a l  a r e a s  a long  t h e  r i v e r  on t h e  East Side.  

Only t h e r e  d id  they  m i x  w i t h  ano the r  working c l a s s  Ca tho l i c  minor i ty ,  

though a very  s m a l l  one, t h e  French Canadians. 



Land Use Map four  
A Section o f  Corktown 

- 

Sanborn P e r r i s  Maps, 1897, Vol .1 ,  P1.20 



Photograph f o u r  
Most Holy T r i n i t y  

C a t h o l i c  church  b u i l t  between 1855 and 1866. 



Photograph f i v e  
I r i s h  Houses on Labrosse 

1337 and 1339 Labrosse (125 and 127 be fore  1920),  b u i l t  i n  1867 by an 
I r i s h  family l i v i n g  on the s t r e e t  s i n c e  1857. The family was s t i l l  
l i v i n g  a t  number 125 a t  the time of the  1900 census. 



Photograph s i x  
A Large Home on Leve re t ce  

16.70 L e v e r e t t e ,  b u i l t  i n  1894; t h e  house of  John and Helen Mc Kerrow. 
Sh,e was $he , p r i n c i p a l  of Tappan School. 



Land Use Map five 
I r i s h  Homes i n  Industr ia l  Establishments 

of the East 

. .. 

Sanborn Perris Maps of Detro i t ,  1897, Vo1.4, P1.31. 



The _East-Side-of town.-was .very. d i f f e r e n t  .-No-t-only--was-it-the mai-n 

German a r e a  of t h e  c i t y ,  where 50% t o  60% of households headed i y  a __ _____ - -- - - .---- -- -- 

German born l i v e d  -52% . . in-1880,--58% i n -  1900- bu t  i t  was a l _ s c t h e  a r e a  i n  -_ __-- - 

which s e v e r a l  s m a l l e r  immigrant groups l i v e d :  Po le s ,  Russian Jews, 
. - .- - -.-- - - - 

__C_- - 
I t a l i a n s ,  and immigrants from A u s t r i a ,  Hungary, Belgium, t h e  

0 

Nether lands ,  and Scandinavia.  Though dominated by t h e  Germans, t h e  

Eas t  S ide  served a s  a p o r t  of e n t r y  t o  many s m a l l  groups. It was a l s o  

t h e  a r e a  of town where t h e  e a r l y  and s m a l l  Black community developed. 

The land  use  i n  t h e  German a r e a  was q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  from t h a t  of 

t h e  rest of t he  c i t y .  Ca tho l i c  and P r o t e s t a n t  churches were c l o s e  t o  . 

one ano the r ;  t h e  Lutheran  churches were nodes t  wooden b u i l d i n g s  wh i l e  

t h e  C a t h o l i c  churches were l a r g e  expens ive  b r i c k  bu i ld ings .  There many 

i n d u s t r i a l  and c r a f t  a c t i v i t i e s  were in te rmingled  w i t h  t h e  res idences , '  

making f o r  a p a t t e r n  of i n t e n s i v e  l and  use. Most of t h e  houses were 

made of wood and 8% of them were b r i c k .  They tended t o  be a - l i t t l e  

s m a l l e r  than homes of t h e  I r i s h  neighborhood and y e t  housed more people 

on t h e  average,  5 a s  opposed t o  t h e  4.6 American and I r i s h  f i g u r e ,  wi th  

a g e n e r a l  d e n s i t y  i n  t h e  neighborhood of 63.98 people  per  ac re .  More 

homes we-re owned i n  t h e  German neighborhood (48.7%) than  i n  e i t h e r  t h e  

American o r  I r i s h  neighborhoods. 



G E R M A N S .  

Map e i g h t  
Gerinan Area (East Side Only) 

1880-1900 



Land Use Map s i x  
Blocks of t he  German Neighborhood 

y ,w ' ! 4- - '7 
I f  & MU- "u *-* 3 i i 

Sanborn P e r r i s  Maps of De , t ro i t ,  1897, Vo1.4, P1.18 



Photograph seven 
Saint  Joseph 

Cathol ic  Church 

.f - .- . . .  1 ill ;i 



Photograph e i g h t  . 
E & B Brewery 

Eckardt and Becker Brewery, a t  Winder and Orleans, b u i l t  around 1891. 



Photograph n i n e  
German House 

448 Montcalm (146 before 1920);  a bu i ld ing  i n  the'German s t y l e  b u i l t  
be fore  1889. 



The e s t ab l i shmen t  of t h e  P o l i s h  neighborhood and of t he  f i r s t  

Russian Jewish s e t t l e m e n t  a r e  t y p i c a l  of t h e  way i n  which o t h e r  groups 

en te red  D e t r o i t  through t h e  German-dominated neighborhood. I n  1880, t h e  

Poles  were a  t i n y  m i n o r i t y  and had s e t t l e d  among t h e  Germans. A s  t h e i r  

.numbers .grew, t hey  moved f u r t h e r  n o r t h  t o  l o c a t e  around R u s s e l l  S t r e e t  

and t h e  C a t h o l i c  church of t h e  Sweetest Hear t  of Mary. 19 

By 1900 t h e  developing Po l i sh  neighborhood was a l r e a d y  we l l  

e s t a b l i s h e d  and had become very  cohes ive  con ta in ing  82% oaf t h e  P o l i s h  

popu la t ion  of t h e  c i t y .  The few Germans l i v i n g  i n  t h e ,  P o l i s h  

neighborhood were Ca tho l i c s .  It was an  e n t i r e l y  r e s i d e n t i a l  

neighborhood w i t h  v e r y  s m a l l  houses- 97% of them w i t h  wooden frames and 

67% owned by t h e i r  occupants .  
20 Cont rary  t o  o t h e r  groups,  on ly  a  

minor i ty  of P o l i s h  immigrants,  31%, l i v e d  i n  s i n g l e  fami ly  dwell ings.  

On t h e  average t h e s e  houses were only one s t o r y  h igh  y e t  t hey  housed a s  - 
many a s  5.95 people.  The d e n s i t y  of . the neighborhood w a s  72.3 people  

pex a c r e ,  t h e  h i g h e s t  d e n s i t y  i n  D e t r o i t .  

Following a  s i m i l a r  p roces s  20 y e a r s  l a t e r  i n  1900, one could 
L 

observe t h e  Russian Jews s e t t l i n g  i n  D e t r o i t  i n  t h e  h e a r t  of t h e  German 

q u a r t e r ,  s h a r i n g  a  few b locks  wi th  t h e  German Jews. 

''This is  t h e  second P o l i s h  Church. The o l d e s t  one, e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  
1870, i s  S a i n t  Adalber t .  

2 0 ~ h e  ve ry  h igh  r a t e  of home ownership f o r  t he  Poles  i s  p a r t i a l l y  due t o  
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  on ly  s i n g l e  fami ly  dwel l ings  a r e  cons idered  here .  A 
s i g n i f i c a n t  pe rcen tage  of t h e  Poles  were l i v i n g  i n  r en t ed  apartments  
i n  m u l t i p l e  fami ly  dwel l ings ;  s e e  i n f r a .  



Map n i n e  
German and P o l i s h  Set t l ement  (East S i d e ) ,  1900 

POLES 



Land Use Map seven 
P o l i s h  Neighborhood 

- -- . . . . . .  . . 

Sanborn P e r r i s  Maps of D e t r o i t ,  1897, Vo1.3, P1.51 



Photograph ten  - 

Sweetest Heart o f  Mary 

b u i l t  around 1890 



Photograph e l even  
House i n  t h e  P o l i s h  Neighborhood 

1356 Leland (232 b e f o r e  1920); a house on a German-Polish f ron tage ,  
b u i l t  around 1890. 



Map ten 
German and Russian Settlement (East Side) ,. 1900 



Land Use Map e i g h t  
A Russian Block 

Sanborn Perr i s  Maps of  D e t r o i t ,  1897,  Vo1.3, P1.12 Today, t h e  Strohs 
brewery remains; t h e  houses have been replaced by the  freeway. 



Table six 
Estimated Percentages of Ethnic Populations 

Clustered i n  Ethnic Neighborhoods 
1880-1900 ( 1 )  

Canadian (unspecified) 17.47 -- 
English Canadian - 20.08 

Ranch Canadian -- 30.76 

British 

Irish 40.74 40.56 

Polish 70.49 82.10 

(1) in-e: 0.3. C u t n u .  1880 and 1900. nunuscript ppul i t ion rchdules .  
remple data. 
Zuh neighborhood wae r d e n r i l i d  4 locacmp A high concenudcmon 
oL che ppuiauan imionqrnq to rhe partrculu e&ic proup. " a c i = M '  
mnm b B n  i n  che 0.9. by U.S. barn p u m a .  'G.nn8n' awns .wen ia 
G a m y  of  G . ~ M  born p u a n t r .  ecc.  



Table seven  
Housing S t a t i s t i c s  for Ethn ic  Groups, 1900 

S i n g l e  Family Dwellings Only ( 1 )  

English French Great Black 
hrican Cansdo; Canada B r i t a i n  I r i s h  German Po l i sh  Russian Amarican 

X X Z Z Z Z Z = -- - -- - - I 
( 2 )  

Mortgage 
Baot 

Brick 16.23 9.71 3.82 7.53 3.54 5.45 0.0 8.53 9.47 
Wood 74.92 83.63 88.65 85.02 93.06. 89.98 98.25 79.06 80.92 
Stone 0.0 0 . 0 -  0.0 0.0 0.0 0.09 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Brick 6 Wood 8.19 5.73 7.82 7.01 3.39 4.34 1.75 12.39 9.59 
Other Combhation 0.65 0.91 0.0 0.42 0.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Maan X d e r  of 
Peopla par Bouae 

Mean Number of 
S t o r i e s  per Eouse 1.41 1.39 1.08 1.34 1.26 1.17 1.04 1.33 1.26 

(l 'sourca: U . S . Cenaua, 1900, manuscript populat ion schedules,  and Sanborn-Perris 
A t l a s e s  of Decroi t .6  vols., 1897; veighted s q l e  data.  "r\merican" mans born in 
t h e  U.S. of U.S. born paren ts ;  "German" ate- born i n  Germany of German born pa r en t s ,  
e t c .  

(*)Gvn f r e e  o r  unspecif ied.  



Table e ight  
Housing S t a t i s t i c s  for  Ethnic Neighborhoods, 1900 ( 1 )  

'a- 
x 

B P O ~  

,,",(2) 

=- 
am* 

~ u h  w r b o o d  n s  ~ d . n c l t i d  by l w c 4  hipb w a c m o c n c i m  01 ch. 
p*tJa b.h- CO C h .  Q a i C U b r  aChnLc POW- "*-a" am 
m in ch. 0.3. ot U.S. born p a r a w ;  ''G.mmn - born in  G.-7 
ot ~ORI pumnw m a .  O f  cam. c h . u  ndshborhood ::suns ln- 
cbda . ~ t  ~ b .  w i u a c s  ot a m  ad--. o a  ~ t u c   dm ot ch. 

. adc  M S .  



With t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  d e n s i t y  of t h e  D e t r o i t  s e t t l e m e n t ,  ~ u l t i p l e  

dwe l l i ngs  became more impor tan t .  I n  1880, o n l y  7 . 3 %  of t he  popu la t i on  

l i v e d  i n  houses  d iv ided  i n t o  two o r  more apar tments .  By 1900, t h i s  

p r o p o r t i o n  had r i s e n  t o  13.1%. Two groups  had a n  unusua l ly  h igh  

p r o p o r t i o n  of t h e i r  households  l i v i n g  i n  m u l t i p l e  dwell ing s t r u c t u r e s ,  

t h e  Po le s  (69%) and t h e  Russians (49%).  Among t h e  f a m i l i e s  who l i v e d  i n  

m u l t i p l e  dwel l ings ,  21.31% of them were ~ m e r l c a n s ,  30.5% Germans, and 

29.13% P o l e s  i n  1900. The g r e a t  m a j o r i t y  of t h e  m u l t i p l e  dwel l ings  had 

two apar tments .  I n  on ly  42% of t h e  c a s e s  i n v o l v i n g  American f a m i l i e s  

d i d  American f a m i l i e s  occupy bo th  apar tments  i n  t h e  dwell ing.  On t h e  

c o n t r a r y ,  t h i s  occur red  i n  75% of t h e  c a s e s  i nvo lv ing  Germans f a m i l i e s  

and 91.5% of t h e  c a s e s  i nvo lv ing  P o l i s h  f a m i l i e s .  Needless t o  s ay ,  t h e  

h i g h e s t  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of m u l t i p l e  dwe l l i ngs  i n  t h e  c i t y  was i n  t h e  

P o l i s h  neighborhood. For  example, i n  t h e  fo l l owing  c l u s t e r  of 11 - 
f r o n t a g e s  i n  t h e  h e a r t  of t h e  p o l i s h  neighborhood -on R iope l l e ,  F o r e s t ,  

Or l eans ,  G a r f i e l d  and S t o p e l  Alley- 60% of t h e  houses  i n  5 f r o n t s  were 

m u l t i p l e  dwel l ings  ( c l u s t e r  124 on map 11) .  



Table nine 
Percentages of Ethnic Populations 
Living in Single and Multiple 
Family Dwellings, 1900 (1) 

Single Duelling !4ultiple 3vel:inq 

American /. 77.47 22.53 

English Canadian -1. 78.80 21.20 

French Canadian , '1. 

British '1. 

Irish /. 

alack American '1. 70.34 29.66 

(1) Source: U.S. Census, 1900. manuscript population schedules; 
weighted sample data. "American" means born i n  the U.S. of 
U.S. born m a n e s ;  "German" means born in Germany of German 
born parants,  e t c .  



Photograph twelve 
Mul t ip l e  Fan i ly  Dwellings 

541 Montcalm (171  b e f o r e  1920), a double f ami ly  dwel l ing  b u i l t  by two 
c a r p e n t e r s  i n  1881. 
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D e t r o i t ' s  e t h n i c  neighborhoods d i f f e r e d  i n  dominant popula t ion ,  i n  

a r c h i t e c t u r e ,  and i n  atmosphere. They d i sp l ayed  d i f f e r e n t  landscapes.  

The e t h n i c  map of D e t r o i t  a t  t h e  end of t h e  19 th  cen tu ry  was complex. 

I t  was a  dynamic map, h e a v i l y  dependent upon t h e  mig ra to ry  f low and i t s  

impulses.  It is easy  t o  t h i n k  schemat i ca l ly  of t h e  West S i d e  and t h e  

" r e s i d e n t i a l  cen te r "  a s  p r i m a r i l y  Yankee and Anglo-Saxon w i t h  a  l a r g e  . 
C e l t i c  enc lave  and t h e  E a s t  S ide  a s  p r i m a r i l y  Gernan and Eas t e rn  

European. Elsewhere t h e r e  w a s  t h e  c i t y  c e n t e r  proper  w i th  i t s  i n t e n s e  

i n d u s t r i a l ,  commercial and p r o f e s s i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  and t h e  newly 

developed f r i n g e  of t h e  c i t y  i nhab i t ed  by Yankees, Engl i sh  and Engl i sh  

Canadians. Some neighborhoods were more crowded than  o t h e r s .  In  

g e n e r a l  t h e  s m a l l e r  t h e  house, t h e  more crowded i t  was and t h e  more 

l i k e l y  i t  was t o  be  owned by i t s  occupants.  Mobile Yankees o f t e n  l i v e d  

i n  l a r g e  expensive homes; t hey  d i d  no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  owned them. On the  - 
c o n t r a r y  sma l l  wage e a r n e r s  developed complex f ami ly  s t r a t e g i e s  t o  

purchase the  s m a l l  wooden houses of t h e  newly developed neighborhoods. 

Acquiring t h e  p rope r ty  gave a  s ense  of r e a l  c i t i z e n s h i p .  It was p a r t  of 

t ak ing  r o o t  i n  t h e  new count ry  surrounded by one's f e l l o w  e t h n i c s .  

One can  v i s u a l i z e  t h e  g r i d  of D e t r o i t  a s  a  q u i l t  w i t h  a  few primary 

c o l o r s  and many shades .  The a r e a s  of primary c o l o r s  were i n h a b i t e d  by 

people who were s i m i l a r  enough t o  g i v e  an a r e a  a  d i s t i n c t  tone. The 

many shades r e f l e c t e d  t h e  cons t an t  pe rmeab i l i t y ,  t h e  ea s ing  of 

A 
d i v i s i o n s ,  and the  l e v e l i n g  of d i f f e r e n c e s .  The e t h n i c  neighborhoods 

i n  D e t r o i t  where, depending on the  group and the  time p e r i o d ,  a  t h i r d  t o  

f o u r - f i f t h s  of a n  e t h n i c  community l i v e d ,  were pr imary co lo r s .  They 

served a s  r e f e r e n c e  p o i n t s  t o  t he  o v e r a l l  e t h n i c  community. Such high 

percentages  of c l u s t e r i n g  seems enormous i f  one t h i n k s  of t h e  many 



f a c t o r s  t h a t  p l a y  a  r o l e  i n  urban l o c a t i o n .  

Desp i t e  t h i s  heavy c o n c e n t r a t i o n  i n  d i s t i n c t  a r e a s ,  i t  w a s  r a r e  t o  

s e e  an  a r e a  completely taken  ove r  by one group only.  The Poles  came 

t h e  c l o s e s t  t o  t h i s .  The East s i d e ,  though dominated by t h e  Germans, 

was a l s o  the  s e t t l i n g  p l a c e  of many immigrants from sma l l  groups who 

i n s e r t e d  themselves i n t o  t h e  l a r g e r  system e s t a b l i s h e d  by t h e  l a r g e  

German concent ra t ion .  A s  soon a s  enough newcomers had poured i n t o  the  

German a r e a ,  t hey  sepa ra t ed  out  t o  develop t h e i r  own neighborhoods. 

When the  Poles  moved away from t h e  German neighborhood where they had 

o r i g i n a l l y  s e t t l e d ,  few s t r e e t s  remained wi th  mixed Pol i sh ,  and German 

i n h a b i t a n t s .  The Germans and Po le s  who cont inued t o  dwel l  i n  proximity 

were Ca tho l i c s  , and t h e i r  r e l i g i o u s  membership was s t r o n g  enough t o  

main ta in  some of t h e  t i e s  t h a t  e x i s t e d  dur ing  t h e  f i r s t  wave of Po l i sh  

immigration. By 1900, The Russian J e w s  occupied a  p l a c e  similar t o  t h a t  

of t h e  Poles  twenty yea r s  e a r l i e r .  Here too ,  a  common r e l i g i o n  provided 

t h e  l i n k  between t h e  Germans and t h e  newly a r r i v e d  Russians.  When the  

Russian J e w s  f i r s t  s e t t l e d ,  t h e i r  ne ighbors  were German J e w s .  Af t e r  

1920, t h e  Germans decreased  i n  number and i n  i n f l u e n c e  on t h e  Eas t  Side. 

Another minor i ty ,  t h e  Blacks, who had been p r e s e n t  i n  ve ry  s m a l l  numbers 

f o r  a v e r y  long time became the  l a r g e s t  group of D e t r o i t ' s  East Side. 

Seve ra l  m i n o r i t i e s  developed l a r g e  neighborhoods i n  D e t r o i t ' s  e a s t  
I 

s i d e  from t h e  1850's t o  t h e  1920's. A d i f f e r e n t  l o g i c  opera ted  on the  

West s i d e ,  where, w i t h  t h e  e a r l y  d e c l i n e  of I r i s h  immigration and of t he  

I r i s h  neighborhood, I r i s h  Ca tho l i c s  immigrants soon came t o  l i v e  c l o s e r  

t o  o t h e r  Engl i sh  speaking groups - t h e  Engl i sh ,  English- Canadians, and 

Yankees- even though t h e s e  groups were P r o t e s t a n t s .  Only a  handful  of 

t h e  I r i s h  Ca tho l i c s  l i v e d  wi th  t h e  C a t h o l i c  popula t ions  of French 



Canadians, Poles  o r  Germans on t h e  E a s t  S ide  o r  i n  enc laves  of t h e  west.  

The I r i s h ,  i s o l a t e d  from t h e  o t h e r  immigrant groups,  were more 
, 

v u l n e r a b l e  t o  t he  Yankee ex tens ion  i n t o  the  wes tern  q u a r t e r s  of D e t r o i t .  



ETHNIC ITY AND SOCIETY 

We have examined t h e  complex geographic d i s t r i b u t i o n  of people,  

e discovered  p a t t e r n s  of dominance and r e l a t e d  l a r g e  and sma l l  a r e a s  and 

l a r g e  and small groups. We have a s ses sed  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of e t h n i c  

neighborhoods. Yet t o  recognize  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of e c o l o g i c a l  u n i t s  is 

s t i l l  no t  enough. How d i d  t h e s e  neighborhoods func t ion?  'HOW cohesive 

were they? Were neighborhood i n h a b i t a n t s  s e p a r a t e d  from t h e  s o c i e t y  a t  

l a r g e  i n  t h e  r e s t  of t h e  c i t y .  To g i v e  some answers t o  t hese  

ques t ions ,  t h e  l a s t  p a r t  of t h i s  book le t  b r f e f l y  exp lo re s  t h r e e  

dimensions of e t h n i c  l i f e  i n  D e t r o i t :  t h e  language b a r r i e r ,  fami ly  

composition, and t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  working popula t ion .  

A s imple  measure of t h e  degree  of i s o l a t i o n  t h a t  members of e t h n i c  

groups may have experienced i n  e t h n i c  neighborhoods i s  g iven  by t h e i r  

a b i l i t y  o r  i n a b i l i t y  t o  speak English.  I n  1900, a s  many a s  14.81% of 

t h e  German-born immigrants ove r  10 y e a r s  of age  and 35.54% of t h e  Po l i sh  

n a t i v e s  over  10 d id  no t  speak  English.  These f i g u r e s ,  v a l i d  f o r  the  

c i t y  a t  l a r g e ,  a l s o  apply  t o  t h e  German and P o l i s h  neighborhoods . 
themselves,  though they  a r e  a  l i t t l e  h ighe r  f o r  t he  German a reas  

-16.9%- and a l i t t l e  l o w e r .  f o r  t h e  P o l i s h  a r e a s  -31.8%. In  view of 
4 

t he se  s t a t i s t i c s ,  i t  seems c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  neighborhood had t o  provide a  

d i v e r s i f i e d  enviroirment t o  accommodate a  s i z a b l e  p a r t  of i ts  popula t ion  

o therwise  unable  t o  d e a l  w i th  t h e  s o c i e t y  a t  l a r g e .  Among the  

inmigrants  unable t o  speak  Engl i sh ,  t h e  m a j o r i t y  were women: 66.6% of 

t he  Germans who could n o t  speak  Engl i sh  and 57.8% of t he  Poles  who could 



- .. 
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no t  speak Engl i sh  were females.  The re fo re  among f o r e i g n  speakers  s o c i a l  

i n t e r a c t i o n  was more l i k e l y  l i m i t e d  t o  t h e  neighborhood's s13cial 

network and t o  the  neighborhood's s t r o n g e s t  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  t h e  fami ly  

( t a b l e  t e n ) .  

Table t e n  
Percentages  of E thn ic  Popu la t ions  

Unable t o  Speak Engl i sh ,  1900 

-- 

French Aua trian- 
Canada Gennan  Polish Russian Hungarian Italian 

I I I I X X ---- 
Do not speak English: 

Total Population (2) 6.43 14.81 35.54 5 .34  5.05 28.52 

Do not speak English: 

Hen 2.91 9.87 27.18 0 . 0  2.54 26.43 

Do not speak English: 

("source: U .S . Census, 1900, manuscript population schedules ; weighted 
sample data. "American" means born in the U.S. of U.S. born parents; 
"German" means born in Germany of German born parents, e tc .  

( 2 ) ~ t a t i s t i c s  based on populatiod 11 to 98 years old. 

It i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  imagine a v i v i d  p i c t u r e  of t he  households i n  each 

neighborhood a s  t h e  census t a k e r s  went from door t o  door record ing  t h e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of each member of t h e  household and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  



6 

t o  t h e  head of t h e  household. A convenient  and a c c u r a t e  way of 

d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  household u n i t  is  t o  r e s e r v e  the  word "family" f o r  the 

blood r e l a t i v e s  of a household and t h e  word household t o  des igna te  

• everyone "shar ing  t h e  same tab le" ,  t h a t  is, t h e  blood r e l a t i v e s  p l u s ,  i n  

most i n s t a n c e s ,  t h e  boarders  and s e r v a n t s .  21 Many dynamic and 
4 

s t r u c t u r a l  e lements  a r e  combined t o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of 

t h e  household. It is  d i f f i c u l t  t o  i s o l a t e  w i t h  any p r e c i s i o n  the  

e f f e c t s  of e t h n i c i t y  on  household s t r u c t u r e ,  which a l s o  depends on such 

o t h e r  f a c t o r s  a s  income, occupa t iona l  s t a t u s ,  and most important  of a l l ,  

t h e  s t a g e  of t h e  family 's  l i f e  cyc le .  Bachelors ,  young and o ld ,  a r e  

l i k e l y  t o  be  found l i v i n g  alone.  Eighty p e r  c e n t  of t h e  f a m i l i e s  i n  one 

enumerat ion a r e  l i k e l y  t o  b e  nuc lea r .  The n u c l e a r  fami ly  may b e  

extended i n  two b a s i c  ways: a s imple expansion t o  r e l a t i v e s  up, a c r o s s  

o r  down t h e  fami ly  t r e e  ( f a t h e r ,  b r o t h e r ,  nephew f o r  i n s t a n c e ) ,  o r  t h e  

format ion  of a second k i n  nucleus,  making a m u l t i p l e  family.  The fami ly  

u n i t  may a l s o  be  extended t o  u n r e l a t e d  members, most f r equen t ly  

boa rde r s ,  o f t e n  bache lo r s ,  and sometimes marr ied  couples.  Eleven 

pe rcen t  of D e t r o i t ' s  households had boa rde r s  i n  1880, excluding h o t e l s  

and boarding houses,  and 12% of D e t r o i t ' s  households had s e r v a n t s  i n  

1880, a l s o  excluding h o t e l s  and boarding houses.  

Among e t h n i c  groups,  most f a m i l i e s  were nuc lea r .  The extended 

A f ami ly  w a s  more f r equen t  among t h e  Yankees (around 21%) than  the  

Germans, I r i s h  o r  Poles  (around 11%). Family s i z e s  a l s o  d i f f e r e d .  . 
Nuclear German, I r i s h ,  and P o l i s h  f a m i l i e s  were g e n e r a l l y  more numerous 

~p 

2 1 ~ h e  Bureau of t h e  Census used t h e  word "family" f o r  our word 



--about 5 people-- a s  opposed t o  American f a m i l i e s  -- about 4 pecple .  

Thus, t h e  two extremes were, on one hand, l a r g e  nuc lea r  f  a n i j  l e s  of 

immigrants and, on t h e  o t h e r ,  extended American f a m i l i e s  w i th  a  sma l l e r  

primary nucleus.  The fami ly  u n i t  was o f t e n  extended through t h e  

b 

presence  of boarders  and se rvan t s .  In  1880, 40% of t h e  boarders  l i v e d  

i n  American households and 66% of t h e  s e r v a n t s  were employed by Aplerican 
b 

households.  The l a r g e s t  group of boa rde r s  were Americans; i n  1880, 36% 

of t h e  boa rde r s  were Americans, 22% were Germans, 16% I r i s h  and 15% 

English.  A s  has  a l r e a d y  been demonstrated f o r  o t h e r  c i t i e s  , "Boarding 

w a s  a  migrant  r a t h e r  than  a  f o r e i g n  immigrant p r a c t i c e " . 2 2  A s  f o r  t h e  

s e r v a n t s ,  Germans, I r i s h  and Canadian g i r l s  and women fu rn i shed  75% of 

t h e  domest ics  employed f o r  t he  most p a r t  i n  American and Engl i sh  

households.  

 re reg ate d i f f e r e n t i a l s  i n  household composi t ion and s i z e  by 

e t h n i c  group a r e  d i f f i c u l t  t o  l o c a t e  i n  t h e  neighborhoods. Even i n  

e t h n i c a l l y  homogen,eous neighborhoods, t h e r e  was a  g r e a t  d i v e r s i t y  of 

household s t r u c t u r e  due t o  the  wide age d i s t r i b u t i o n .  M a r i t a l  f e r t i l i t y  

i s  a  b e t t e r  i n d i c a t o r  than  household s t r u c t u r e  and s i z e  of whether o r  

no t  f a m i l i e s  who l i v e d  i n  geographic proximi ty  sha red  s i m i l a r  

demographic behavior .23 A f e r t i l i t y  r a t i o  i s  i n  i t s e l f  a  f a i r l y  

a b s t r a c t  q u a n t i t y  b u t  compared t o  o t h e r  such r a t i o s ,  i t  t akes  on a  

2 2 ~ .  Model1 and T. Hareven, "Urbanizat ion and t h e  Mal leable  Household: L 

An Examinat i o n  of Boarding and Lodging i n  American Famil ies" ,  Jou rna l  
of Marriage and" t h e  Family, 35(August 1973),  467-479. - 

2 3 ~ a r i t a l  f e r t i l i t y  i s  measured a s  t h e  age s p e c i f i c  L iandardized 
child/woman r a t i o  p e r  1,000 women wi th  husband p r e s e n t  aged 20-49 and 
c h i l d r e n  under 5 y e a r s  old.  See T.. Hareven and M. Vinovskis ,  "Mari ta l  
F e r t i l i t y ,  E t h n i c i t y  and Occupation i n  Urban Fami l ies :  An Analys is  of 

South Boston and t h e  South End i n  1880," Journalof S o c i a l  H i s to ry ,  
9(March, 1975), 69-93. 



s o c i a l  meaning. The fo l lowing  graphs i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  I r i s h ,  German, 

and P o l i s h  women had more c h i l d r e n  i n  each age  group than  t h e  o t h e r  

groups. Also, t h e i r  c h i l d  bear ing  pe r iod  ,was  longe r  than  thaf of t he  

Yankee and Eng l i sh  .women. I n  t h e  most f e r t i l e  e t h n i c  groups t h e  per iod  

of h igh  f e r t i l i t y  l a s t e d  u n t i l  women were 39 y e a r s  old.  It dec l ined  

f i v e  yea r s  e a r l i e r  among t h e  American wonen. (The t t e n d  f o r  Canadian 

women . i n  1880 i s '  unc lea r  due t o  t he  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  French and Engl i sh  a r e  

n o t  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d . )  

One measu res -he re  a  fundamental d i f f e r e n c e  i n  demographic behavior 

between Yankees and immigrants t h a t  has  n o t  y e t  been emphasized enough. 
- 

When these  agg rega te  d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  the  c i t y ' s  space,  

t h e  map of m a r i t a l  f e r t i l i t y  i n  D e t r o i t  approximates t h e  map of e t h n i c  

c o n c e n t r a t i o n  f a i r l y  wel l .  One can e a s i l y  f i n d  t h e  German and Po l i sh  

E a s t  S ide ,  the,  I r i s h  West and t h e  American r e s i d e n t i a l  c e n t e r  (Although 

h e r e  aga in ,  Canadians w i t h  a  low geographic  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  and a . f a i r l y  

h igh  f e r t i l i t y  r a t e  b l u r s  the  p i c t u r e  a  l i t t l e . )  

We may now s a y  wi th  some conf idence  t h a t  profound demographic 

d i f f e r e n c e s  e x i s t e d  i n  D e t r o i t  between Yankees and immigrants. The 

e t h n i c  f a c t o r  w a s  n o t  o n l y - r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  a  c leavage  i n  s o c i a l  i d e n t i t y  

b u t  . f o r  demographic behavior  a s  w e l l .  I n  D e t r o i t ,  t h e  Yankee and Anglo- 

saxon a r e a s  of low f e r t i l i t y  c o n t r a s t e d  w i t h  t h e  f e r t i l e  communities of 

German; I r i s h ,  and P o l i s h  immigrants. 
4 

The d e s c r i p t i o n  of e t h n i c  D e t r o i t  i n  t h e  l a t e  n ine t een th  century  

. would be incomplete  without  b r i e f l y  examining t h e  world of work. The 

a c t i v e  working popu la t ion  was d iv ided  among e t h n i c  l i n e s .  I f  we d i v i d e  

t h e  occupat ions  i n t o  fou r  broad s t a t u s  c a t e g o r i e s  -high whi te  c o l l a r ,  

low whi te  c o l l a r ,  s k i l l e d ,  semi-sk i l led  and unsk i l l ed -  we can observe 
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Map twelve  
F e r t i l i t y ,  1880 

t h a t  t h e  Yankees dominated t h e  h i e r a r c h y  of work. I n  1880, American 

households were headed by 66.4% of D e t r o i t ' s  upper wh i t e  c o l l a r  workers 

and 39.82 of t h e  D e t r o i t ' s  lower w h i t e  c o l l a r  workers. German 

households were headed by 47.5% of D e t r o i t ' s  s k i l l e d  workers and 40.8% 

4 of D e t r o i t ' s  l a b o r e r s .  Counting d i f f e r e n t l y ,  84.6% of German heads of 

households,  74.42 of I r i s h  heads of households and 73% of Canadian heads . 
of households were s k i l l e d .  c ra f t smen o r  semi-sk i l led  and u n s k i l l e d  

workers ( t a b l e  e leven)  . 
, 

D i f f e r e n t  segments of t h e  popu la t ion  dominated d i f f e r e n t . j o . b s .  For 

example, i n  1880 t h e  Germans were most ly occupied i n  t h e  tobacco 



Table e l even  
E t h n i c i t y  and S o c i a l  S t a t u s  

1880 (1) 

High White Low White S k i l l e d  Semi-Skilled and 
C o l l a r  C o l l a r  Labor Unski l led  Labor 

X Ethnic  Group 11.4 39.5 30.9 18.2 
X OccupatioDal Group 66.4 39.8 20.2 16.4 

CANADIAN 

Z Ethnic  Group 3.0 24.0 43.0 30.0 
X Occupational Group /3.9 5.4 6.3 6 .1  

BRITISH 

% Ethnic  Group 3.7 33.5 44.5 18.3 
X O c c u p a t i o ~ a l  Group 10.4 16.5 14.2 8.1 

X Ethnic  Group 1.6 24.0 29.1 45.3 
X Occupaciond Group 5.7 13.8 10.9 23.3 

% Ethnic  Group 1.6 13.8 52.2 32.8 
I Occupational Group 13.0 19.5 47.5 40.8 

 POLISH(^) 

X Ethnic  Group 1.8 40.0 10.9 47.3 
X 0ccu~at iona.L Group 1.3 5 .O 0.9 5.3 

("source: U .S. Census, 1880, cnanuscript popula t ian  schedules;  sample data.  
"Aaerican" means born in t h e  U.S. of U.S. born pa ren t s ;  "German" means 
born in Germany of Garman born parents ,  e t c .  

(2)The f i g u r e s  f o r  the  Polish immigrants say not  be  accurate  due to  the s m a l l  
sample s i z e  f o r  1880. The r w  percentages f o r  the  Poles i n  1900 a r e :  
U g h  i lh i te  Col lar :  woe; Low White Collar: 5.7X; Ski l led:  32.5%; Semi-Skilled 
and U n s U e d :  61.8%. 



i ndus t ry ,  marble  and s t o n e  work, and t o  a  l e s s e r  e x t e n t ,  t h e  food and 

the  me ta l lu rgy  i n d u s t r i e s .  They a l s o  r a n  t h e  m a j o r i t y  of saloons.  The 

Americans and Eng l i sh  tended t o  run t he  p r i n t i n g  shops and taught  i n  the 

schools .  They a l s o  r an  h o t e l s  and boarding houses,  had the  ma jo r i t y  of 

jobs  i n  r a i l r o a d  work, d i d  p l a s t e r i n g  and pa in t ing .  Canadians and 

I r i s h ,  w i thou t  numer ica l ly  dominating any s e c t o r ,  were f a i r l y  we l l  

r ep re sen ted  i n  t h e  wood and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  i n d u s t r y .  The Canadian and 

I r i s h  women, a long  w i t h  t h e  German women, were commonly employed i n  the  

domestic s e r v i c e s .  Of course ,  t o  dominate an i n d u s t r y  numerical ly  does 

no t  mean t o  c o n t r o l  i t .  For i n s t a n c e ,  t h e  Germans dominated s e c t o r s  of 

i n d u s t r y  through s k i l l e d  work and g e n e r a l  l a b o r .  The b e t t e r  p o s i t i o n s  

of manufac turers  and wholesa le rs  were g e n e r a l l y  h e l d  by Yankees. 

* * * * *  



D e t r o i t ' s  e t h n i c  neighborhoods d i d  n o t  c o n s i s t  of t h e  t o t a l  

popu la t ion  of each  group wi th in  s t r i c t  boundaries .  Some neighborhoods 

had more pronounced c o n c e n t r a t i o n  p a t t e r n s  t han  o t h e r s .  Each group was 

always involved i n  a  complex s e t  of r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i th  t h e  o the r s .  
I* 

Never the less ,  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  neighborhoods always r e f l e c t e d  

and o f t e n  ampl i f i ed  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  e t h n i c  group taken  a s  a  L 

whole. Each neighborhood was a  s p a t i a l  r e f e r e n c e  p o i n t  t o  t h e  e n t i r e  

e t h n i c  :community inc lud ing  those  o u t s i d e  of i t s  boundar ies  a s  w e l l  a s  t o  

t h e  e n t i r e  popu la t ion  of D e t r o i t .  The c i t y ' s  s p a t i a l  arrangement 

r e f l e c t e d  t h e  d i v e r s i t y  of i t s  popula t ion .  

Not only  d i d  D e t r o i t ' s  neighborhoods look  d i f f e r e n t  i n  t h e i r  

a r c h i t e c t u r e  and i n  t h e i r  phys i ca l  arrangement,  b u t  they were inhab i t ed  

by people  w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  fami ly  s t r u c t u r e s ,  d i f f e r e n t  jobs ,  'and 

sometimes d i f f e r e n t  languages. There was a  l a r g e  Yankee and Anglo-Saxon 

p o r t i o n .  of t h e  c i t y  w i t h  a  low f e r t i l i t y  r a t e  and wi th  households headed 

by whi te  c o l l a r  workers i n h a b i t i n g  l a r g e  b r i c k  o r  wooden houses; t h e  

f a m i l i e s  were o f t e n  extended,  and o f t e n  employed se rvan t s .  On t h e  o t h e r  

s i d e  t h e r e  w a s  a  working c l a s s  C e l t i c ,  Germanic and S l a v i c  c i t y  d iv ided  

i n t o  s e v e r a l  neighborhoods. There,  l a r g e  households c o n s i s t i n g  of 

n u c l e a r  f a m i l i e s  l i v e d  i n  small wooden houses and occupied t h e  few 

m u l t i p l e  dwel l ings  of D e t r o i t .  

Many a s p e c t s  of D e t r o i t ' s  e t h n i c  neighborhoods were no t  considered 
I- 

i n  t h i s  bookle t :  p a t t e r n s  of s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n ,  f r i e n d s h i p  networks, 

t h e  workings of l o c a l  a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  t h e  atmosphere of neighborhoods 

schoo l s ,  l o c a l  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  and p r e s s  c i r c u l a t i o n .  These a r e  s u b j e c t s  

of ano the r  s tudy  c u r r e n t l y  i n  p repa ra t ion .  Here, i n s t e a d ,  w e  gave 

p r i o r i t y  t o  t he  s tudy  of t e n s  of thousands of s i l e n t  p a r t i c i p a n t s  who 

I 



d i d  no t  l e a v e  memoirs o r  t h e  s t o r i e s  of t h e i r  l i v e s .  From t h e  records 

a v a i l a b l e ,  we examined some of t h e i r  i n d i v i d u a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a s  we l l  

a s  t hose  of t h e  p h y s i c a l  environment i n  which they  l i v e d .  No study of 
4 

t h e  "e thn ic  f a c t o r "  i n  t h e  per iod  of h i g h  immigrat ion and i n d u s t r i a l  

a change can  b e  s i g n i f i c a n t  un le s s  i t  is  based on an  a c c u r a t e  p i c t u r e  of 

t h e  s o c i a l - s p a t i a l  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of e t h n i c  groups.  . 

That  a  l a r g e  i n d u s t r i a l  c i t y  of immigrants  w a s  bo th  s o c i a l l y  and 

s p a t i a l l y  d iv ided  is  a  f a m i l i a r  p i c t u r e .  What i s  i n t r i g u i n g  is how t h i s  

developed. D e t r o i t ' s  e t h n i c  groups d i d  n o t  c l u s t e r  i n  a s o c i a l  

q u a r a n t i n e  i n  some downtown ghet to .  The p roces s  of s e t t l emen t  did not  

c o n s i s t  o f  f i r s t  i n h a b i t i n g  an abnormal a r e a  and then  leaving  i t  f o r  a  

more normal p lace .  I n  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  c l a s s i c  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  De t ro i t ' s  

e t h n i c  groups d i d  no t  f i r s t  s e t t l e  i n  a r e a s  be ing  abandoned by o t h e r  - ---- 
groups. They took over  d i f f e r e n t  p a r t s  of t h e  c i t y  a s  they  were being -- 
b u i l t .  ,They s e t t l e d  i n  d i f f e r e n t  p a r t s  of a n  empty g r i d  and cont r ibu ted  

t o  f i l l i n g  it.  D e t r o i t ' s  e t h n i c  groups  b u i l t  neighborhoods t h a t  

provided them wi th  f u n c t i o n a l  r e s idences  and s o c i a l  networks. They 

s e t t l e d  i n  a r e a s  t h a t ,  because of t h e  e t h n i c  c h a r a c t e r  they  brought wi th  

them, were f u n c t i o n a l  p l a c e s  t o  l i v e .  The e t h n i c  neighborhoods were 

v i t a l  p a r t s  of t h e  c i t y ' s  bu i ld ing  p r o c e s s  and l i f e .  

* * * * * *  
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