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V

1.

purpose of this study is twofold! t# to suMaarise relevant 

info ration mad point up pertinent factors underlying the conditions 

of housing available to racial ©inoriiy groups la 1940# and to present 

what over roll able data are available to Indicate how these conditions 

hare since changed as a result of the lap&ct of our war eoonoxsy; II# to 

recowsend steps to be taken by the federal agencies to bring about the 

necessary inprovensat la the housing of racial minority groups to 

achieve m acceptable standard of health and safety.

&• MBgam_^d-MatributiiML.flf..-1g(i!n^irhits..yoflttlatldn

o

According to the U. S. Census of 1940# the population of the non- 
white^/ racial groups# slightly nore than 13,455,000# represented about 

10 per cent of the total population# 131#669,275# reported in 1940. 

ffhe Kegre group comprises the west Majority of the non-white population! 

It was 12,666#000# and represented over 98 per cent of the non-white and 

nearly 10 per cent of the total population in 1940.

o
• -• •

VV.

¥he color classification used in the 1940 tf. S« Census data involves tvs 
najor categories# white and non-white. Persons of Mexican birth or an­
cestry who were not definitely Indian or of ether non-white races were 
returned as white in 1940. ‘the non-white category includes Negroes and 
other non-white races such as Indians# Chinese# and Japans as. %e great 
Majority • over 90 per cent • of the non-white population eoneists of 
Kcgroes, except in the Pacific states where there ere Many Chinese and 
Japanese# and In Ohlahona and certain Mountain States, where »any of the 
non-whites are Indians. V. 8. 16th Census (1940) Population* Vols. !• 
II# IHg Statistical Abstract (1942)« p. 18

■ * .■

’(■
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o
*ho proportion of Jfegro to total population declined atendlly until 

1920 whan, following our severely restricted immigration polio/• it 

leveled off at olightly lass than 10 per cent. This ratio vaa 19.3 per 

cent whan the flr«t census vaa tefcaA la 1790; 14.1 par sent Junt before 

the Civil Var in I860* 11.9 par cent at tho and of the Post-Civil War 

period of industrial expansion in 1890; and was 9.9, 9.7, and 9.8 par 

eaata, respectively, in 1920, 1930, and 1940.^

Broadly, tha population distribution by regions and race for tha 

United ‘States in 1940 It etuararlsed in Table 1. The racial proportions 

in tha total population In 1940 vara a little last th&n 90 par cant for 

whites, a llttla last than 10 par oant for Wegro««t and .4 par aunt for 

other races. Tha rational distribution for tha total population was 

nearly 58 por cent In the Horth, over 31 par oant in tha South, and nor a 

than 10 par cent In the West* for white*, 62 par e«nt, 27 par cent, and 

11 per oant, respectively; for hagroee, nearly 22 par cant, 77 par sent, 

and over 1 per cent, respectively, and for other race a it vaa 21 per 

cent, 17 per cent, and 62 par oant, respectively, for tho florth. Smith, ? 

and West.

'a

. i

H9
i

. • v

*.

.

o
• /

The white population living In tha Horth wr.a over 58 per ©ant, in 

the Smith over PA par cant, and In tha Vest over 10 per cant of the 

total population. The Kegro proportions were 2 par cant, 7.8 par sent, 

and .1 per oant, respectively, and for other races

...

*
l jwr oent, .1 pmrI •*. • r •.:•■

rcant, and .3 per cant, respectively, for tha Korth, South, and Vast.
•. •.

■f?; :¥££$
: • ■ ■■■ , vv;.' .

■: r

a/ U. 8. 16th Centos 
Kmbrea, Handbookf p. 19.

and« *
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B* Housing Bestead Factors 

1. 'Major Shifts In the Negro Population 

Sines 1900, the tvo nost significant trend* in the shift of 

population have Been (*) oltyward, away from the far* and (b) Berth and 

Westward, »wy from the Old South, the shift in Segro population is 

partially reflected in Table* 2 and 5 below

Table 2.' ;
*/•V !;-

JWBUL eCHi*0SJ?XOS Of *R2 0»B*S AKB KSJifAt, JP0JSU3UMCXOM' 
SOU m 1131**9 SSAttSSj 1940, 1930, 1920, AMD 1910

r

Far Cent of
Total Pop**- Per Gent 01*- 

latlott trlbution
ffirban Kural ffirhsa *2nral

Populating
glass and Yaap Urban Hur&l

All &1&SSQSK
1940 
1930 
1920mo

•T/'

74,423,702 57,245,673 136.5 43.5 100.0 100.0 
68,954,823 53,820,323 56.2 43.8 100.0 100.Q 
54,304,603 61,562,647 51.2 48.4 100*0 100.0 
42,623,383 49,834,654 45.7 54.3 100.0 100.0

. i- :■>

Begrot
1940
1930
1920
1910

6,253,588 6,611,930 48.6 51.4 6.4 11.6 
5,193,913 6,697,230 43.7 56.3 7.5 12.4 
3,569,473 6,903,668 34.0 65.0 6.6 13.4 
2,6S4,797 7,124,956 37.3 72.7 6.4 14.3

o
Scarce; Gonpiled from 0. 6, 16th Census, MjSSStSM. ia &• JLSSWLSSS 

and Poimlatlnn. fol. II, ft. 1 (1940).
r4.

In 1910, a little orer 54 per cent of the total population Hired 

eoscnmltlee, and nearly 46 per cent In urban eoB^onltles.

By 1940, the ratios h#d changed and orer 56 per cent of the population 

were then living in turban localities, and only a little ever 43 per

An even sore substantial, but slntlar.

»
la rur&l^/t

’•V V

■;

.

cent in rural cotwmnities.
■;.v

<1

2/ Includes both rural fans and rural Aon~f&ra.
' % •’ * •

, >
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o o
change occurred in tha shift of Begr© population* for example, in 

1910, about 73 per cent of this population was rural, and only 27 par 

cant urban, while in 1940, the rural Begra population had dropped to 

61 per cent and tho urban had risen to roughly 49 -per cent. la 1910, 

the proportion of rural Begro population la tho total population was 

about 14 per ©ant, and the urban about 6 par cant, while in 1940, the 

tvo ration had shifted e© that tha rural had fAllan balov 12 per cent

V

and tha urban had risen abora 9 par cent*

Table 3. v .r

m cssit \i*m& asd hua«. la &ot mao wuno» 
*Y SBCflOKSi 1940, 1930, 1920, A££D 1910

Par Cent Ht?rolPar Cent Urpan
jaafttlon_*ttdJ&ylnlan 19£Q 19*0 1310 1940 19,?Q 1920 191Q

48.7 43.7 34.0 27.3 51.4 68.3 66.0 72.7United States

The South 36.6 31.7 25.3 21.2 63.7 68.3 74.7 78.8
'-i.i

*'.• j:. t33.1 26.6 22.1 66.9 73.5 77.9
28.6 22.6 19.3 71.4 77.4 80.8
32.6 25.9 22.0 67.4 74.1 78.0

South Atlantic 
Bant South Central 
bent South Central

rv.o f

The i*orth 89.4 88.3 84.9 76.9 10.6 11.7 15.1 23*1

The b'ast 83.1 82.6 74.0 78,6 16.9 17.5 26.0 21.4
Source} Compiled from 0. 6. 16th Census, *jegproen la thq ,0. 3. 1920~ 

1933, and rt)rml*itlon. Vol. II, *nrt 1 (1940).

Over one-half of the non-white, and nearly one-half of the Eagre
:

population were urban dwellers in 1940, («e>. living in localities of
• /

2,500 or more inhabitants• About 37 par cent of tha Kegro population 

in tha South, nearly 90 par cent in the Berth, and 83 par cant in tha

Between 1910 and 1940 the rural
•I

Want than lived in urban localities.
/' '• • V

: < i -V • •' • .
' O V ; ' ■ :'SV;“"fV

V;‘. 0.1 *'vV':.f. •



o
Begro population declined from about 73 par writ to 51 per cent* and the 

urban Hegro population rose from 27 per cent to about 49 per cent of the 

Hegre population* this trend was reflected In the shift of tiegro pop**- 

1st ion of every section of the country*

Seerly 79 per cent of all Negros* living in the South in 1910 re*

;

*

;

elded in rural eowminitiee, end 21 per cent in urban localities. In

1940, the ratios hud shifted to lees than $4 per cent rural* and over

36 per cent urban* There were similar shifts in the fforth and in them Vest* The corresponding ratios for the tforth sere, in 1910, 23 per cent 

rur*l* aud 79 per cent urban, and for the Vest, 21 per cent rural* and 

79 per cent urban* In 1940, the ratios had shifted so that for the 

Korth the rurtd Mtm 11 per cent, and the urban 89 per cent, and for 

the Vest 17 per cent and 83 per cent*

forty par cent of the total Rogro population in 1940 resided in 

SIS urban places with 2,300 or more Rogro inhabitants, which accounted 

for over 8 million Vegroee er four-fifths of ih© total urban Megro popu­
lation, and two-fifths of the total flegro population.^ Between 1930 

and 1940 the number of urban places with 2*800 or wore begroee increased 

frail 263 to 315, and the number ef Megroes living in such places in*

v*

>.' :

o
A *#

creased by 23 per cent or nearly a million* Roughly, 35 per cent of
3

;; ’•*••the total Begro population in 1930, end 40 per cent in 1940, were liv­

ing in cities with 2,600 or more Begro Inhabitants* The general pic­

ture it summarised in fable 4*y
c ’ .

:•

tv 0* 6* 16th Census, Eaumlatjion * ^rbnn, fflqgcs wjth 3L50Q &c<rro Inhabi­
tant ^ g£ Maui (1940) Scries Mo* 10, itugust 11* 1943*

V

,V

.
*v«.

I.>
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table 4.

SKOKO JWOiA*IO» Xii MKJWS or WSBAK moss, 
ewssmitf .acosasd so »i ztt at v*am Kwuwaios,

K)» TKH UJSlSKB S1WS8, 1940 Jffl» 1930 

(Includes urban pi sen a which had 2,500 he&ro inhabitants or wore)

b]

,19301940______ __________
Per Cent of 
total $egro Husrtwr 

Kegro Population of 
_ tea EfiaakafcJLaa alJtMJL^La. JSLBflaa ScmiMiaa .CikMi

Per Cant of
Groups of Urban Sfcraber 
Place« by father 

of ifejgroaa

total Hegro
ifegro Populationof

'fatal 815 3*153,149 40.0 2(53 4*185,283 85.2

100.000 or nor*
30*000 to 100,000
23.000 to 50,000 18
10.000 to 25,000 33
6.000 to 10.000

7 . 1,305,080 11.0 ••
8

14.211 2,082,031
578,971
856,670 5.1
844,686 6.8
477,(541 0.7 . 57 . 465,263

2,500 to 5,000 151 514,360 4.0 116 394,081

9 422,469 5.2
19 702,258 5.9 '

706,122 A 5.9
S.8 >

4.5
1

44
70

3.21\
Oumlntlwe mxm&vyt

100.000 or i&ore
25.000 or wore
10.000 or soar*

• \ 11 8,082,031 16.2
3,315,592 25.8
4,160,238

1,306,080 
34 8,629,827
80 3,335,949

7 11.0
22.1
29.1 •

38
94 32.3

Sourcet U. S. 16 th Cififra*, SmliilsaL - Ikfefia EUfittft £*6Qfl i&SXflL jj&SSls 
l&&ESXMoi3t (1940) Seri** dp So. 10, M&i»% 11, 1943.,
y

V ;
there wn 11 eltle* in 1940, eeeh of which h«4 wore than 100,000 

Hegre lnhe.M tents, 20 with sore than 50,00(5 Negroes and 38 with arore 

than 25,000 Segroee. Six of three IX cities are Insated in the Borth and 

5 in tiie South, are listed below with the Begre population and its

per cent to the total XoogI popnlntion.

•.X- •' ;
.V i

7
•v

. “ v;

A -: ": v .7'srV
■ ■)

•f.

•s.v/
r
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V ;

Snuth■Haritfe.
Vmr Cent of

Hegro total hacul
Pouali'tlcB ikij«IsUaa

Jar Ceat of 
Uogro total Local

io-ailrttfiW PtvpwlufclnqCity SUs
187,005 (20.3)
166.000 (10.3)
140.000 (80.1) 

(41.5

( 6.1)Saw fork Slty . 458,009 
Chicago 
ffeiladslpM* 251,000

149.000
109.000 ;

Washington 
378,000 < 8.2) Baltlaora

Kw Orleans
■ . • -V

(l&.O)
{ 9.2) Hearahis
(13.3) Sirainghs* #109,000 <40.7)

(34.6)

Detroit 131,000
. &t. louls

Mlsat*
. total v#... 037,000 :total ••# ■1,245,000 ■ • '

^hs aggregate begro population for the 11 cities was over 2 villi on* 

tr nore than ?>&«-. sixth of the total fiegro population, end about one- 

third of the urban population; for the 30 ©1 ties It was over 4

2,659,000, or sore than ons-fifth of ths total ffegre population, and 

over tvo-fifths of ths urban Stegro populations and for the 36 cities 

it was over 2,315,000, or nor# than ons-fourth of ths total Hegr© 

population, sad over one-half of the urban ftegro population.

Sif)

s. jjagfeut jfid Distribution* (kmeoaant with ths tread to urbanise-

i.

•;‘

•.

*
*

tion, the number of urban Ssgro families increased by 26 per coat fro* 

1930-1940, while for* begro families &*are&»ed by ? per cent, and rural 
BoihfftTR Hegro families inarsased lees than 1 per sent.^ While the 

He^re population was 9.0 per cent of ths total population, the number 

of Hegrof Bailies in 1940 was 9 per cost of all the 35,087,440 fanilies 

in the Halted States, there vers 3,151,000 Segro fealties, of which 

1,655,000 or 53 per cent were urban, and 1,486,000 or 47 per cent rural
•• :

. ’« *, .1'•;.< :
• v .'V--V

^ &1 Ja MMla&UltL ^JairgLlt (1943) p. 44.

f
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v.

dwellers, whereas the 12,866,000 Megre population va• little over 51 

per cent rural and little less than 49 per cent urban* In 1940, 2.4 

Million or 76 p» cent of all Megr© families lived in tho South, nearly 

700,000 or 22 per coat in the Morth, and lets than 2 per cent in the 

best, where** the regional population distribution for Hegroes we* 77 

per cent in tho South, a little lest then 32 per coat in the Horth, 

and a little over 1 per cent in the Went. About 60 per cent of all , 

urban Scgro families lived in the South, nearly 88 per cent In the
. _ / , • ■ . v ‘ ‘ t j ‘ 1 ,v,. (. i

Sorth, and over 2 per cent in the Vest$ while over 95 per cent of all 

rural Hegro families lived In the South with a little over 4 per cent 

in the 2*orth end lean than 1 per cent in the West. More than nine*

•i >

,

• V*

«

:

tenth* of the Hegro feailiee in the Horth and over four-fifth* in the 

Vest were urban dvellers, while a little ever two-fifth* in the South 

lived In urban localities*^ ,■ y

b. Slag of |jfoggg jgaallx Unit. Oaring the decade 1930-40 the

average sire of all classes of families declined for both urban ando
rural area*. Although the difference 1* not greet, the average else 

for ell non-white famlllen was slightly larger than all white familis* 

in 1940.^ The two table*, 6 and 6 below, tell tho story* In tern* 

of 1940 household*.

* •

&/ the median *1*# of rural non-white families ", - 4* •

tended to be larger, and of urban non-white families smaller, than

*

S* 16th Census (1940) ffopqlatloft - Tyngs of Families. p. 12.
2/ tf* 1> 16th Census <1940) Housing. Yol. IX, Hart 1, fable 9. p. 32.

Household* are practically synonymous with private family unit, and do 
not necessarily rafer to the dwelling unit occupied, because In many 
case* a dwelling unit designed for one family may, in fact, be oeen~ 
pied by several family units*

.*■

a/

<



.. r * ■

•-1
■i

Ml Occupied Uni til t~U g cuni ml
86n- Hott-

Ssiiel IMis joiift lalal HdAt j&AM. loAfil >hit# »hite,fer*a

Total 3.28 3.34 3.34 3.34 3.45 3.24 3.23 3.303.28

floral aon^fara 3.21 3.22 3.15 3.11 3.11 3.24 3.32 3.34 3.08
Rural 1% no 3.81 3.78 4.05 8.83 3.61 4.14 4.00 4.00 4.02

The Korth 3.27 3.28 3.17 3.34 3.34 3.30 3.23 3.23 8.15

tirbaa 3.24 3.173.34 3.41 3.32 3.14 3.14 3.143.41
Bural aoa-f&ra 3.15 3.15 2.15 3.02 3.03 3.10 3.30 3.30 3.20
Rural turn 3.63 3.63 3.47 3.47 3.47 3.83 3.87 3.87 3.55

The South 3.49 3.62 3.40 3.62 3.63 8.47 3.47 3.51 3.37

3.18 3.21Orb m 3.06 3.34 3.25 3.09 3.123.23 2.01
3ural non-fara 3.41 8.47 3.14 3.34 3.36 3.24 3.47 3.67 3.08
Rurel f nra 4.04 4.03 4.05 3.90 3.88 4.12 4.20 4.034.14

The Weat 2.85 2.84 3.25 3.04 3.03 3.76 2.67 2.68 2.93

Urban 2.70 2.70 2.83 2.98 2.97 3.11 3.48 2.47 2.72
ftural non-fam 2.96 2.95 3.31 3.00 2.98 3.83 2.92 2.92 3.00
Surd fans 3.40 3.36 4.44 3.23 3.28 4.52 3.62 3.49 4.28

Seuroai g. **. Slatletdetract (1943) ft. 47.
•i

5

•
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parsons m auwzjuT abb rascm *» houbbhqiLb, by oouis abi>
&S&XS£lfU£i m VHS WI5PHD *f!Amt 1940 A&U 1930

(figure* for white faslii** end white population in 1930 revised to liw 
elude ttexta&n* who were classified with non-white* in the 1930 report*. 
1940 *t*tl*tle* for faaliie* bated on Saaple P.)

t

I’otal
N Bur&X Sural 

£Ls&a&fc &&£* afrite Hxtest ftoxsdksa iaxau
All Soiu-

S&hjectend Conwys Year

Median else of 
lastly| 1940
Penily* 1930 
Houaehold! 1940

3* Id 3.16 3.02 3.00 3.12 3.71
3.42 3.1* 3.26 3.26 4.02

3.23 3.26 3.34 3.16 3.21 3.81
3.40

Average else of -
PnTallyi 1940
Private household! 1940 
Private household: 1930

3.80 3.49 3.66 3.31 3.49 4.09
3.67 3.64 4.02 3.51 3.60 4.24

&f sJ a/ sJ V4.01

Ratio of total population 
to number of - 

PasaUiesi 1940 
WtmUie*! 1930 
Occupied dwelling unite! 1940 
Private households* 1940 

f. Private household* end Quasi-
household* combined! 1940 3.76 3.72 4.11 3.59 3.73 4.27

Private feriuBeholde and Quasi-/
household* oosblned! 1930 4.10 jrf &] *J &/ &f

3.75 3.72 4.00 3.39 3.75 4.23
4.11 4.09 4.27 2.97 3.99 4.57
3.76 3.75 4.09 3.61 3.70 4.28
3.77 3.73 4.12 3.60 3.74 4.27

. ■ >•••,

Source* U« 8. 16th Census (1940) Ptvmilptlon - Sis* of |>r>d Ajtn at
. Hefi&t 7able 4, p. 4.
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corresponding white faailiaa, except In the Vest where even the urban

sou-white families, mainly Orientals, tended to be larger then white>•

families. ■ £

■:

■*It is well-known that the nuaher of rooae need, on the average 

in urban areas, to aoeotroodtite a Hagr© family unit in mirth smaller . 

thwa in the case of whites . £he median number of rooae, according to 

the O. 3 v Census 1940, in white-oecupied dwellings was 4.32 end tor 

non-vhite-oaoupied dwellings was $.45 - £ iftf foresee of pore .^han .pus

£oo&. More than half of the units occupied by non-white® have four 

roofiis or less, while less than one-fourth of the units occupied by 

whites have four rooms or less. Thus, ftegro-ocoupied dwellings hove

V

fewer rooms p«r family unit than white-occupied dwellings* but accoa- >.,

aodate a greater number of persons.

fhis situation probably reflects, in part, the disproportionately 

low family income, crowded and poor living conditions of Kegroet and

other sou-whites in urban localities, as well a* other factors affect-o lag f&aiiy disintegration. ?or example, there is a tendency for 

earlier and somewhat loss stable family format ion to take place among
: *•<

.v v

non-whites nnd & greater proportion of 8«gro children to leave hone 

earlier than la the ease of whites, and for economic cl reuse* fences to
V

«*,

force hegro foallies to double-up acre intensively and extensively
r..

than whites*

Urban fealties generally tended to be smallest in else, and >
V V* :

•5 rural farm families largest, with rural non-farm families In between*

Owner-occupied households tended to be larger then tenant-occupied ••• • ;>■■■.. ■

households Is urban areas, and smaller in rural farm areas.

.£ ■■
V •.• V;.
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3. ffegro fauloraent. 1940

Ldboy Foycft gnft Its Overall Sxreloyment SilJ^UE* X* 

the United State* In 1940, there war* 101,103,000 per*Oita fourteen 

y«**a or over, and 52,709,000 persons in the labor forced 

ponding figures for the Kegro were 9,259,000 or 9 per cent of all 

persons fourteen years or over, end 5,389,000 or © per cent of the 

persons in the labor force. In the total labor force in 1940 were 62

a.
>

j

Correa-
, V

per oent of all persons fourteen years or over, 79 per cent of all 

such /sales end 25 per cent of all such fentsles. Yqt the corresponding 

hegro population, 80 per cent of these wales and 38 per cent of these!

females were la the labor force. •»
*.

Of all persona in the labor force, roughly 10 per cent Wei's seek­

ing work, 5 per cent were on public emergency work, and 86 per oent 

were employed ia other work. 7he corresponding figures for all sales 

were 10 per cent, 5 per oent, end 85 per cent; and for begro males 11 

per cent, 7 per cent, end 82 per sent* Similar figures for all females 

ia the labor fores were 10 per cent, 4 per seat, and 88 per cent, while 

for ferules they were 11 per cent, 3 per cent, and 85 per cent.

‘•v

r

; >•

Of ell the acre than 46 million workers employed, excluding pub­

lic emergency work, 75 per seat were classified as "wages or salary

-t

:(

%

^ 411 persons fourteen years or over are included "ia the labor force* 
except those reported as engaged la own hoeta housework, in school, 
unable to work, all In-m&tea of penal and rental institutions, and 
homes for the aged, infirm, end needy, regf^rdleas of their activity 
during the census week; others not at work and not having a Job, not 
oa public emergency work, and not seeking work; and persons for who* 
employment status was act reported, U* 3. Statistic*! Abstract (1942) 
p. 63; 16th Census (1940) PoraUtlcm, Vol. II, Part 1, fables
16 and 17, pp. 44, 47.

13.•:



workers*, 22 per cent as 11 employer and owner-account workers*» and 3 

per cent as § unpaid family workers*

all stales vers 71 per cent, 26 per sent, and 5 per cent; and for Kegro 

males 69 per cent* 85 per cent* end 6 per cent. Similar figures for 

all females employed were 87 per cent* 8 per cent* end 4 per cent; 

and for hegro females 80 per cent* 11 psr cent* and 8 per oent#

-lie corresponding urban ratios rasa generally about tbs swaa as 

the overall ratios* To sention the most notable exception* for e*» 

enple, in urban areas more persons seemed to be seeking jobs end fewer 

persons wore classified as * employer or own «r-account workers* and as 

"unpaid. fmlly workers* than for the United States ns a whole.

*• JksiuL pX Saalflgfed &u±£C& la; IktoE
Sron-;a« It is relevant to review broadly the racial distribution of 

workers* -jpartionlarly urban worker** alloyed in the 12 ‘vtejof occupa­

tional groups recorded In the 1940 Census of population* The data 

compiled in Table 7 present the situation for the United States total 

urb. ii total* urban non-white* and urban Hegro*

There were* in 1940* over 4B million persons employed* excluding 

those on public emergency work* More titan "two-thirds or 28 mill ion 

of this total were urban dwellers* Of these urbin dwellers employed, 

almost 2.4 million or § per cent were noa-whifcej and of the non-white* 

2 million or 90 per cent were degrees*;

The fact Is well-known that the employ sent of non-white* end 

particularly tfegre* worker* living in urban localities ia 1940 wee 

concentrated largely la the lowest paying Jobe. Relatively few of

The corresponding figure* tor

* :

v

O

L

14.j' ;





o o ' •
v .

then h&d been Bucsessful in gaining eaiployaeat la the wore rcaunsrfc- 

tiw occupational groups , such as* *clerical, tries and kindred 

worker**, l‘oraft»««nt fircaea sad kindred workers*, *professional* 

and * seed-professional workers*. The bulk of thsoe workers, for ex-
y. -. .. . • • . • . ’.-‘5 \ r\ *• • .. '• > •' - * • •'*...

a»pl*, were employed &s donastic servants, other servioe workers, and

;• •;

k

non-fara laborers. ; .
\'';V. ' ' • •■, .'

‘Fhe oeusua data out these wall-known f&efca. beurly one-
•\ *v»' •V

third of the urban ftegro workers eaployed la 1940 were doaostle serv­

ants, find another one-fifth vers other service workers. In othor 

wordss, over one-half of all urlma Negroes employed is 1940 were la

the lav-paid service worker class. Adding the urban Hegrosi eapleyed

us non-ffctfa laborers, ve find that more than two-thirds of the ea-
V. I'.

••/■, :.iployed urb/>n Hegroes were engaged ia these three low-paying oacupft- 

tioaal oategortec. 7h© situation for urbsn no&-whitea was practically

i&eaticfel, but the situation for total urban population - about 90 per

cent white - was la sharp contrast. In only one of the 12 mjor occu-j.

r.
pational groups, nawely, operative and kindred workers, did urban non- 

whites and Negroes gain employment la numbers co«p*rabXe to whites. 

Other significant relationships a&y b# observed in fable 7.

c. Kcplal distribution of Iftanloved Workers by Industry,

ftruups. She data In fable 6, Vsed on United States 1940 Census fi#* 

ares, give the overall racial distribution of employed workers by the 

12 »&Jar Industry groups of the country la 1940. These ©re totals 

for the ftnltod States, end include no urban *nd rural nor regional

j.;

yrii r">;
.*■

i'.
y: ' ; »*••Vbreakdowns. -/;■ ■ i- ,.
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Of the aore tbaa 46 million employed in 1940* excluding those on

<
Jiubli© emergency work, nearly 90 par cent were white, and over 10 per 

omit non-white, with tfegroes comprising about 96 per coat of the son-* 

whits employed. Roughly, ©no-third of the Vegroes employed in 1940, 

ever two-fifths of other non-whito®, and lose than one-fifth of *11 

: porsoue employed, wore in agriculture. K*:rt in sis# of tfegro employ- 

sent was the personal service industry, In which roughly 29 per cent 

of *11 employed Segroes worn engaged, 16 per cent of all other employed 

non-whites, end about 9 per coni of ell employed persons* In other 

word*, more than three-fifth# of all employed Regress in 1940, and 

nearly three-fifths of all othnr employed non-whites, war* engaged in 

tho two lowest paying mjor industries, agriculture sad persona! eerr- 

too, while only about 27 nor «e»t of oil employed workers were so en­

gaged

i

■7

>

■

t:. ■ ;.
:•

c'

:

m. .
•+ •

•:.••*■ ^h* next two major industry groups that afforded the greatest *n~ 

ployaent to Negroes were manufacturing end the wholesale end retail 

trade, hut la both instance* the employment proportions for whites are

*;

V •o
i. •i*:more than double that for Negroes employed* 7h* proportion, however 

of all the other employed non-whites working in the former Industry 

was even appreciably lower -than that for Negroes, while in the latter

•.
V

industry it wse substantially higher than that for whites, this rela­

tively high ratio of other non-whites employed In the wholesale and 

retail trade is not too significant in light of the comparatively 

smell number of employed workers In this group, it being but .4 per 

cent of all workers employed In 1940. Only in the wwisenent industry

qq.
■-V' 5

r&: \4
dJ 1
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:
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did the racial employaent ratio* Appear ecmp&rafelei all the ratio* in 

this can* were identical, except the ratio for #egre**, which v*?* sore- 

what *««!!«%
:,K ,

4. ■\

.■ '
|a. Ifernllr •' Featif inoone* obviously afford the he*t over­

all index of effective housing demand. It is welt-Jcnowa that Kegre 

fnally i acorns are ecu cent rat ad largely in the lower bracket* end 

•partly distributed eaong higher incomes.

According to 1940 Census data on aggregate family incone* (wages 

and salaries pin* other income) for 1939, 5? per cent of all the 35 

willion families, urban end rural, h«d annual income* below $1,000* 70 

per cant below $1,500, and 81 per cent below $2,000. The correspond-

v

Y.C*

ing ratios for all the 31.8 Billion white fBailie* were 54 per cent.

88 per sent, and 79 per cent; and for all the 3.3 Kill ion non-whit* 

fanllies 85 per cent, 93 per cost, and 96 per cent, flies* date cover

35,037,440 fanllie*, urban and rural, reported In the 1940 Census, but
M Xdo not include t<ny allowance for Inccns in kind*

fhe «edlcn frailly incsone* in 1939 ere given separately for (a) 

the femllieft with only wage* and salary income a, and (b) f&sttlles

i ".

> •
X • v

r

which had other Incomes. The r.ediwn incomes for the fir*t category 

Of f&Bilie* were $1,232 for *11 families, 81,409 for whit* font lies, 

$631 for non-white families; and for the tecoaA category of foullies 

were $1,048 for nil families, $1,133 for white frmllie*, and $429 for
.; .<•

•.'! V -

•V-i :

V. 3. 18th Census (1940) XfrmilnUoa. end H-o^ainx - si Fft*l lifts*
fable U, p. 207.

■)
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non-white faallles* Racial breakdovms by sections and regions and by 

urban and rural areas la the above data are very pertinent for our 

purpose, but the sources unfortunately give no such breakdown*.

the 1940 Census, however, does give a partial breakdown for the 

iiouth by race for urban end rural families. These date show the

&• • .

*/

*

di&n wage or salary Income for all families In the United States in 

1939 was $1,236. In the South, the medljia for all families was $774, 

for white families $996, and for noa-white fen Hies $597* %e median

,•». ' ■!

< '

sO >
family incomes In southern urban areas were for all families $1,108, 

for white ft.mil leu $1,388, and for ifogro families <537. It should be
• y>'«.

kept in Bind that the income figures Just given sake no allowance for

Income in kind, but represent flatly nggregate annual money incomes 

la 1939 from all sources, except relief and public energency work, for 

all families reporting wage or salary Income in Kerch, 1940

Mm Index of the general pattern of non-relief faally income 

distribution, based on the earlier simple studies for 1935-36, the 

following figures appear significant*

(l) In northern cities of 100,000 or more peimlation, 18 per cent 

ef the white families and 42 per cent of the Hogro ftallies had incomes 

below $1,000; while 40 per eent of the white, and 75 per cent of the

.*

;
;

?*

Negro faally Incomes fell below $1,800, and 61 per cent of the whits 

and 90 per cent of the Negro family incense were below $2,000, ?hs 

corresponding median faally incons was $1,720 for whites and $1,098

r•;

■/

'A
r.‘

I'A••jl
>•,; ■

i”

11/
■vV

U* 8, 16th Census (1940) Population « Jfamilv fears or gaiety fogams la 
2222, ?*fels lf p. 7.
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for £«gro««t while the »*fca was $£,616 for white* and $1,13? for

■*.

jgross#

(2) Xu ell southern cities of 2,500 or Bore population, 26 per 

cent of the white families end 66 per cent of the Yegro families bad 

income* below $1,000; while 48 per cent of the white and 95 per cent 

of the liegre foully incomes fell below $1,600, and 65 per cent of the 

white end 98 per cent of the fiegre family income* w<?re below $2,000# 

fhe corresponding median familyincome wee $1,570 tor white* and $525 

for degree*, while the me&a was $2,019 for whites and $6555 for degress»

(3) In southern rural communities, 45 per cent of the white fauW 

lie* end 91 per cent of the hegro families had'incomes httlow $1,000; 

while 68 per cent of the white and 98 per cent of the hegre: family in- 

comes fell below $1,500, end 81 per cent of the white and 99.5 per cent 

of the fiegro family incomes were below $2,000# '%bo corresponding me- 

dlaa family income was $1,100 for white* and 6480 for hegroes, while 

the »e&a was $1,635 for whites and 4365 for tfegroes#

?he disparity between the family income of these two color groups 

1* greater in the South than in the Morth# $he median tmt\y incase 

for degrees in both southern cities and southern jural eamaualties is 

little more than one-third of the corresponding median for whits fami­

lies, whereas in the forth it is nearly two-thirds# She mean family 

ixteome tells a similar story# It should be remembered that those fig­

ures do not include relief payment, but represent all other money in­

come and also income in kind, Including the value of home-produced food 

end fuel and the Imputed rental value of housing# Since the incidence

v ■

sO

.V v
\o

v

* ; *
. *
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of relief among urban legro families In the berth Central Halloa ms 

unusually high* It is probable that the inclusion of relief fsallies 

in this comparison would alter considerably the relationship between 

the two color groups, by drawing a relatively higher proportion of 
Kogroes la tho lover income levels.^

b. febftp Igdlyidflifl, Incoaea* She income basis of effective &#»

■

• V. ■ f

•»
y

V’

;

.1.

mend for urban housing ie urban family incomes* for which a complete 

racial breakdown is not given in the 1940 Census. $he best availablev»
data on urban family Incomes have been presented

Before dismissing the discussion on incases* however* attention 

is directed briefly to urban individual incomes for which the color 

breakdown is givenfhoes income date Include no allowance for in­

come in kind# but represent individual aggregate annual money incomes 

in 1939 from all sources* except relief and public emergency work* for 

all urban persons reporting wage or salary income in Kerch* 1940.

In 1939, 53 per cent of all the 27 million urban individuals re­

ported had aggregate annual incomes (wages and salaries plus other 

income*) below $1*000, 70 per cent below $1,400* and 83 per cent below 

$2*000. The corresponding ratios for all the 24.6 million urban white 

Individuals reported were 49 per cent* 68 per seat* and 84 per emit} 

and for the 2.8 million urban non-white individuals reported 87 per

• .

••..
* :

Vv t" - •• !

..
:* • _ ;

: :■ .! • l

Ul Motional Resources Committee* .Consumer .Incogsft in the limited 3tatftg. 
1W&-2& (Washington* 3>. C.t 1938) pp. 28-29....

*2/ V. $. 16th Census (1940) Pomilntlon - Wage fir Salary imm itt 1222» 
fable 5* p. 75 ?m
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:
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cent, 95 per cjsnt, And 97 per cent.

fhe median urban individual income# In 1939 are given separately 

for (a) person# with only wages and salary incomes, and (b) persons 

who had other Income* for the white end non-white. ?he median inconea 

for the first e&tegory of urban individuals were $1,054 for urban white 

Individuals and 5457 for urban non-white Individuals; and for the seo* 

end category $1,102 for the urban white and $390 for the urban non-

rr

A

white Individuals. $he general pattern of income relationships reve&led 

in the family income date Is manifest in the Individual income data, 

even though the former covers the entire country while the letter 

covers urban areas only. A partial reflection of this way be seen 

When the two sets of median* ere compared*

All these Income date definitely point to the need for a vast 

volume of adequate housing available at very low rental and sales 

prices if the goal of a decent hone for every Anerlcan family is to 

be achieved. Because of their disproportionate concentration In the

.. : V. -

o
low-inooffle brackets, this conclusion has tremendous Implications for

the housing of non-white families.
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G# Housing Supply .factor*

!• Emlag ■5UT2i?ly.ln.lS,4Q

t* flaafest end Hfiolal Distribution. There were, for tho Wat tod

-■.

f.

States in 1940* 34*854,533 occupied dwelling unite aecowaodating over
: >...

35 ailUoa f rallies *- or the 1SI*<569*2?5 population to overage 5.78
Correspondingly* 9.4’per cent of the total* or 

3*293*405 occupied dwelling units* were bowsing 10.2 per cent of the 

total or the 15*454*000 non-white population to average 4.09 persona 

per unit, the overall Increase la supply of occupied dwelling units 

between 1950-40, tree 16.6 per cent* and la population 7*2 per cent; 

while the non-white increases were 15.7 per cent and 7*7 per cent 

Of the total occupied dwelling units* 69.1 per cent or about 20.3 

Billion were urban* sad 8.4 per ©oat of the® eerred non-whites; 20.8 

per cent or 7.2 million were rural aaiwf&ra* and 7.8 per cent of these 

served non-whites; 20.3 per cent or 7.1 itHUon wore rural fare* and 

14.1 per cent served non-white*. The total occupied dwelling units 

were distributed regionally as follows} 52.5 per cent or 20.4 Million 

in the Korth* of which 3.7 per cent housed non-whites; 29.5 per coat 

or 10.3 Billion in the South* of which 25.4 per cent boused non-whites;

Mlpersons per unit.

s\

*■ •

\o

V:

and 11.8 per cent or 4.1 million in the Vest* of which 3.2 per cent • 

housed non-whites. Northern urban areas had 13.9 Billion units* of 

which 4.8 per cent housed non-whites; southern urban areas had 4.1 

■illiou* of which 33.7 per cent housed non-whites; end urban areas in 

the West had 2.6 million* of which 3 per cent served »oa~whites.
; *^V

' v
v

M W. ». 16th Oenau* (1940) Homing Tol. IX, ttort 1, S.W. 1.%
‘
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;
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b. itoalanlf Condition fry Color pf fiagagfc&fel« Vhile generally

known, far too little attention has been focused on the notoriously 

poor housing conditions faced everywhere by the jaftssee of non-whites, 

nootly hegroe*. The stork but bleak facts ns veil ns the gravity of
> *

these conditions should be nods known, drenntiESd, end disseminated
y\I.,

widely* i
C

C&reful study has been mods of the T7. 8V 1940 Census housing 

data concerned with state of repairs &nd plumbing equipment of occu­

pied dwelling units, by color, for (a) total, (b) urban, (o) rural 

non-far®, and (dj rural farm, respectively, for the United States, 

forth. South, and Vest* The najor factual conclusions on these as­

pects of ths housing supply for the United States total and the United 

States urbem are summarised la two pie charts, 1 and II* In addition, 

two bar charts, I1Z and IT, sun up the situation for the urban United 

States, the tforth, South, and Vest; and for the urban and rural areas 

against the United States total*

For tits entire United States, 16.3 per cent of the dwelling units 

occupied by whites in 1940 were judged by census enumerators to need 

n&jor repairs* for the units occupied by non-whites, the ratio was 

36.1 per cent, or over twice that of whites. For the regaining units 

(83.7 per cent white and 34.9 psr oent non-white) not needing major 

repairs, 28.7 per cent of those occupied by Elites and 47.6 per cent 

of those by non-whites had major plumbing deficiencies, Thus, 46 per 

cent of the dwelling units occupied by whites, and 82*7 per cent of 

those occupied by non-whites needed nnjor repairs or had serious plumb­

ing deficiencies.

io
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CHART I.

STATE OF REPAIRS AND PLUMBING EQUIPMENT FOR OCCUPIED UNITS
BY RACE, FOR THE UNITED STATES (TOTAL)

NON-WHITE WHITE

74%
8.0%

B88888 NO RUNNING WATER

] NO PLUMBING DEFICIENCIES 

E55 PRI. FL. TOILET; NO PRI. BATH 

WM RUNNING WATER; NO PRI. FL. TOILET 

V/////A RUNNING WATER

[ Q

►9

source: sixteenth census of THE U.S.,
1940, HOUSING. NH S9'0Z
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O' CHART II.

STATE OF REPAIRS AND PLUMBING EQUIPMENT FOR OCCUPIED UNITS
BY RACE, FOR THE UNITED STATES (URBAN)

NON-WHITE WHITE

,e«s 9.7%

o

•4.3 %

NOT
E388833 NO RUNNING WATER

] NO PLUMBING DEFICIENCIES 
K XN PR I* FL TOILET; NO PRI. BATH 

MB RUNNING WATER; NO PRI. FL. TOILET 

V/////A RUNNING WATER

[

SOURCE: SIXTEENTH CENSUS OF THE U.S, 
1940, HOUSING. NH
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CHART III.

PERCENT OCCUPIED UNITS NEEDING MAJOR REPAIRS OR 

WITH PLUMBING DEFICENCIES FOR THE U. S. (URBAN), BY RACE
NON-WHITE □ WHITE 

Percent
1000 9010 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
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6o CHART IV.

PERCENT OF OCCUPIED DWELLING UNITS NEEDING 

MAJOR REPAIR OR WITH PLUMBING DEFICIENCIES, BY RACE
I I WHITE^ NON-WHITE
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Ia other words, 4-1 /Z out of orery 10 dwelling unit* occupied by 

whites in 1940 vsre 1a need of repair* or deficient in pltuabing, vhiie 

6-1/2 out of every 10 occupied by non-white* were la the s&st# category.

On the other hand, a little hotter then 1 out of every 2 hones occupied 

by white* was an acceptable dwelling unit, that Is, needed no o^jor re­

pair* nor had serious pluwblng deficiency; while for non-white* a little 

over 1 out of every 6 was in the seme category.

I’M* eunn&rlses the physical condition of the housing supply, by v!; 

color of occupancy, for the country as a whole in 1940* It nay he 

worth adding, however, that there was, in 1940, no running water in 

26.7 per cent of the dwelling units occupied by whites, while the fig- 

ure for noa-white* was 61.9 per cent# Only one-fifth of the units occu­

pied by non-whit**, la contrast to thres-fifths of the white units, had 

private hath* and flush toilet*

for all the urhen areas la the country in 1940, 9.7 per cent of the 

dwelling unite occupied by whites were judged by census enumerators to 

need major repair*, for the units occupied by urban non-white*, the 

ratio we* 28*3 per cent, or about three times that of Whites, for the 

reai*inlag urban units (90*3 per cent white and 71.7 per cent non-white) 

not needing »ojor repairs, 18.0 per coat of those occupied by whites, 

sad 40.0 per cent of those occupied by nen-vhttes had major plumbing 

deficiencies. Thus, 24.7 per cent of the urban dwelling units occupied

■w
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by whites sad 68.3 per cent of those occupied by noiirvhite* heeded major 

repairs or had serious plumbing deficiencies end, therefore, were sub­

standard.
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4 In other words, 1 out of every 4 dwelling units occupied by 

urban whites in 1940 were so In need of repairs or so deficient in 

plumbing as to be rated substandard, while acre than 2 out of every 3 

occupied by urban non-white* wars in the »«laa category. On the other 

hand, 3 out of every 4 ho^es occupied by urban whites were acceptable 

dwelling units (j..^, neither needed ntjor repairs nor had najor pluwb- 

lag deficiencies) while for urban mm-whibe* a little leas than 1 out 

ef every 3 wee of meaytuble standard. ^Isjost one-third (31*7 per 

cent) of the units occupied by urban Negroes' hud no running water, 

while an insignificant uu»b©r (4.3 per cent) of the white units were 

in this category* lass than two-fifths of the units occupied by 

urb&n uoo-whites, la contrast to four-fifths of the urban white units, 

had private baths end flush toilets*

For the urban ftorih in 1940, 23.5 per cent of the White, and 52.1 

per cent of the non^white occupied mite needed »aJor repairs or had 

serious plumbing deficiencies and, therefore, were substandard. rihe 

corresponding ratios for t3ie South were* white - 33.7 per cent, and 

aon-^hite - $1.4 per cent; and for the best, white 

end non-white - $6.9 per cent

In other word*, the extent of substandard conditions of urban
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19.6 per cent,
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dwellings in 1940 nay be suaraarlsed os follows*

For the total urban, 1 home out of every 4 for whites was sub­

standard, and 2 out of every 3 for non-whites. For the urban 

Forth, a little 'less than 1 hone out of every 4 for whites, 

and a little store than 1 out of every 2 for n^n^whitee wire
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substandard* for the urban South, the corresponding ratios

were 1 out of 3 for whites, and over 4 out of 5 for non- 

whit as i and for tho host, the corresponding ratios wars 1 

out of 5 for whites, and nearly 3 out of 5 for non-whitos
\

•v* /'

wars substandard*

Another similar comparative sunnarisation follows!

Tor the United States total, 4-1/2 homes out of every 10 for 

whites, and 8-1/2 out of every 10 for Karroos wore in need 

of major repairs or had plumbing deficiencies. *?ht corres­

ponding figures werei for the urban total, 1 Horae out of 

every 4 for whites, end 2 out of every 3 for noa-whltae; for 

the rural non-f&r® total, 3 out of 5 for whites, and over 

9-1/2 out of 10 for non-whites; end for the rural farra total, 

nearly 9 out of 10 for whites, kid practically 10 out of 10 

for non-whites needed major repairs or hod plumbing deficion-

:
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V*-.

Vv

V

•l cioa. * ^

c* Disproportionate Crowding ffon-whltse* In 1940, the overage 

of 3*78 rersone per unit housed in dwelling unite ©coupled by whites 

was less than the corresponding average of 4.09 for non-whites 

only did non-whites house more person# per unit than whites; they did

At.

■Hot• ■i

\ ‘V
it in mealier else units than whites used to house fewer persons per

unit*
i

for th* entire ooaatry, 33.3 par cent of the dwelling unite occupied

hy vhite fsslllee had S roaei or lees, end Cl.8 per cent of the non-vhlt* 

unite were In the tea* else olmoo.^ tor all urban areas, the corresponding

is/ w. a. 16th Ceneo* (1940) laaaioc. »0l. II, Jt. t, foXlo 8-*, p. 30.
/. ...

28.



o
ratios wers £3.6 par cent for whites, and 42.3 par coot for non-whites. 

For the urban Horth, the ratios were 30.1 per cent white and 31.7 per 

cent non-white; while for the urban South* they wore 31.2 per seat 

white, and 67.0 per cent non-white} end for the urban best, 32.0 per 

cent whits, end 39.3 per oent non-white. It hae been noted that the 

nedi&a number of rooms in white-occupied dwelling* was 4.92 end for 

Segro-ootrapled dwellings was 3.6 - & difference of moye tfom oao yopa.

Over 2,300,000 units, or less than 8 per cent of those eocupied 

by white residents, were reported by the 1940 Census es housing sore 

then 1-1/2 persons per roon - the Census definition for "overcrowding’1 

At the seme tiae, aljftost 760,000 units, slightly less than 25 per coat

. ,f\ .v r

yo
• •.

. ' • -> -
or one-fourth of the total urban for non-whites were overcrowded. The

corresponding ratios for all urban areas were 4.8 per cent for whites,•j

end 16.0 per cent for non-whites. In the urban north, 3.8 per cent of 

the white units end 10.9 per cent of the non-white# were overcrowded} 

la the urban South, the ratios were 9.1 per cent for white* end 22.0
0

per cent for non-whites} end in the urban best, 4.6 per cent of the 

white end 10.6 per cent of the non-white units were overcrowded.^^

Finally, in 1930-40, the urban supply of housing increased at a fester

16.6 per oent vs. 12.7 per cent - l 

but the urban population increased at a faster rate for non-whites th**a 

whites • 7.7 per cent vs. 7.0 per eent.*^ This situation could serve

rate for whites than for non-whites
i
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... only to increase the disproportionate crowding ef non-whites relative i
*.

vIS/ Ibid.. Sabi. 10, p. 88.
£&- masa» i»* *8*

,-v:; =’.•

12/ -
1 •A

s; i .
» ' ’* • .*• y

a 29.1 ’; y
V*



o
to whites. 2hie disproportionate conation of non-whites results 

mainly from income limitation# imposed on them by racial restrictive 

employment policies, mud from reoid«ntl«a segregation imposed on then 

by racial restrictive covenants, neighborhood egreeaento, tradition, 

low, or some combination of these*

d«v •I'entmt-Ocanttanoy Monthly Heat&la. There were 13,881,540,

62.5 per cent of the total, tenant-occupied urban dwelling units, 

U.4M.KS vliiU find l,SSS,tt»5 awdMM. idJO Corresponding

figures weres for the urban ifartb, 8,220,000 white and 5569,000 aon- 

vhitej for the nrb&n fcouth, 1,882,000 white end 769,000 non-white; and 

for the urban best, 1,394,000 white and 58,044 non-white.

For all urban localities, 32 per cent of all white tenants and 71 

per cent of all non-white tenants paid contract monthly rents below 

$20; 46 per cent whites and 81 per cent mon-whites, hole* $26} 60 per 

cent whites and 88 per cent non-whites, below $80; and 80 per cent 

whites wad 85 per cent non-whites, below $40 per month. Corresponding 

figures vere; for the urban Berth, 27 per cent whites and 47 per cent 

non-whites paid rents below $20, aad 66 per cent whites and 77 per cent 

mom-whites, below $30 per month} for ths turban 8outh, £0 per cent whites 

end 81 per sent non-whites paid below $20, while 74 per cent whites and 

97 per cent non-whites paid below $30; and, finally, in the urban Vest, 

33 per cent whites and 54 per cent non-whites paid below $20, and 64 

per cent whites and 86 per cent non-whites paid below 880 per month.

Investigations have repeatedly shown that urban legro families, 

particularly in large northern cities, oomsisteetly pay a somewhat

i

i

w 8# S. 16th Census (1940) Hoggin*. Tol# XI, Fart 1, fable 18-d, p. 54. iSO.
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higher percentage of their incest# for shelter than do white foal Hem 

with similar income*^ 

comparable fool 11 ties 

ook«* this situation i® the result, in pert, of the United residential 

are*® and facilities open to ffcgroe®* Shi® artificial llaltaLtioa, pre-

They also pay relatively sore than white® for

Besides their disproportionately lower in*

die&ted on race* eat® then off fron bidding in the tot el housing n&rket . 

and Unit® then to bidding again®! such other for the ranch too few and 

grossly inadequate facilities available to th«s in this discriminatedo
Vs.

market•

e* r-C gcny anft* fcpft fgtiHfrted Tula#. There were 7,714,#60,

37.6 per cent of the total, owner-occupied urban dwelling unit® 

7,372,835 white end 542,125 non-white, In 1940*. Corresponding figure* 

were; for the urban ftorth, 5,022,000 white imd 101,000 non-white; for 

the arbfeft South, 1,270,000 white and 222,000 non-white; and for the 

Vest, 1,080,000 white end 19,000 non-white. _.

For all nrbi-n local!tie®t lee® than 7 per cant white and oyer 41 

per cent non-white owner-occupied hones were valued below $1,000; 21 

per cant white end 68 per cent non-white, below 12,000; 39 per cent 

white end 82 per cent non-white, below $3,000; 58 per cent white and 

90 per cent aon-whlte, below $4,000; and 70 per cent white cad 94 per 

cent non-white, below $5,000*
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gational Heseuroe* Blending Board, yaally Dxr»end.l frare.® ip United 
'.g-t.ftt.ft®. • Statistical a&M e.a j£&d jaaiMtlMU 1935-36 (Vaghlagtoa. B* C#; 
1941) Tables 295, 301, pp* 96, 98; 0* 5* Bureau of foreign end Stasestie 
Coheres, fr'iaancd&l Surrey of Urban Housing (Washington; 1937) Table® 
76, 77. Maaisf.

so/ •Bent Problem# In Blighted. Area®*, fusing
(coat'd*)
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Corresponding figures vers* for the urban Her th, id per sent 

whits and 47 per sent non-white owner-occupied hones were veluad below 

$2,000, 36 per cent white and 68 per cent non-white, he low $3,000,

65 per cent white end 83 per cent non-white, below $4,000; for the 

urhaa South, 30 per cent white end 79 per cent non-white, below $2,000; 

48 per cent white end 90 per cent non-white, below $3,000, and 64 per 

cent white end 98 per cent non-white, below $4,000; end for the urban 

Vest, 23 per cent white end 38 per cent non-white, below $2,GOO; 43 

per cent white m& 63 per cent non-white, below $3,000; end 62 per cent 

white and 83 per cent non-white, below $4,000*

The final paragraph of the preceding section *d»* applies also 

iv r to this section*

so

f• jlei^borhpQd Conditions* 411 informed observation sued avail-

able facts indicate that the went Majority of Hegroes end other non- 

whites lire in substandard housing and in slue or blighted areas, end 

that they are bound to such housing and neighborhoods by reason of 

their inoons imitations, resulting froai racially restricted job oppor­

tunities, and iaposed residential segregation reinforced by racial 

restrictive covenants, traditions, or law. £vea without an index of
* ,

neighborhood sondition or deterioration, it is generally agreed that 

urban begro families certainly fared as badly in this respect ae in

‘I
Iv.». *

22/ (coated)
(Pittsburgh Housing Ass*».) pp* 20-23; *ff© Kt>»ee for Hegro Workers*, 

o Youth Cowsaittee for Be»ocrnoy, Philadelphia Chapter; **he Heed for Slue 
Clearance in Hew Haven - 4 Study of Housing Quality in the Chief 2rebl< 
Areas'1, prepared for the Hew Haven Housing Authority by the GoweUtee 
en Hygiene of the American ^ublio Health Association, C« £« A* Winslow, 
Chairman, Allan A* Twi Shell,. Technical Secretary, p. 9*
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other aspects of housing, if not wore*, in 1940

Unfortunately, published summary census figures do not break down 

the age of occupied units by racial occupancy. Quite surely, however, 

thie breakdown would ehew the non-white fatal lie* heavily concentrated 

in the older structures* Largely because of the lew rent-paying ability 

of non-white foal lies and the tendency tor home financing Institutions 

to consider then poor risks, extremely little eew housing has ever been 

produced for thorn through private finance* Moreover 

exception of the South where Ji»-crow laws prevail 

tleaiXy everywhere to place racial restrictive covenants on all new 

subdivisions, including developed and undeveloped tracts, has had the 

effect of reinforcing the confinement of non-whites to the older end 

acre deteriorated urban sections by barring then from new living space 

and preventing orderly population expansion*

iron a careful examination of analytical naps based on urban block 

statistics published by the 1940 Census for 19S cities with 30,000 or 

•ore population in 1930, one can gain some helpful indications of 

neighborhood conditions* for example, attached are four charts for 

Washington, &• &*, showing the degree of concentration of (a) non-white 

v'-''. households, (b) older structures, (o) need of major repairs or bathing 

equipment,, and. {&) occupancy density. Comparing these four tables for

- >
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JO with the possible 

the tendency prao- :
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Washington, one observes that in the same areas where the heaviest eon- 

cent ration of non*-white households Is found, there are dee the greatest 

concentration of oldest buildings, the greater number of structures
; ‘. *

nae&l&g sajor repairs or pluaSlng eqwlpmott, aad ths greatest population
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d«m*n* Inl itrwi of aueber of pereone per room, these are precisely 

the area* where the neighborhood condition* are soot deteriorated* A 

oerefnl eae.pl tag of the census nape by blocks, with respect to these
v‘. ‘ • >•; * r • >. .> .• • . *. \ •.» ... * . • - ‘ .. .,/ - \ 7 ■ - - •* ' , V. • , "i*4 .

four f&ctors, for other aetropolitfia allies Xeede to the conclusion 

tfc&i the situation la teshlAgton Is fairly typical for netropclitaa 

cities la the ftoUed states*
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