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It 'is still true that in large American cities,

where one lives; and paréichlarly where -one does not live,

’

cén be fairly accurately prgdicted on the basis of ;skin

'color'or ethnicity. _Housihg is not'thg only ;nstitutiQn

that has maintained this caste-like character, but it

clearly lags behind most other{institutions, such as -

schools and places}of employmgnt, which have gradualiy

o

.become increasingly racially and ethnically diverse

/

settings. In part this is because hiring decisions or
assignments"to schools ‘are more easily. accessible to

litigation and are more quickly changéd than are housing

¢ .,

choices.,

- 'In contrast to séhooi segregation or employment
discrimination, housihg'éegrggation has‘éfoved to.be
remarkably-immune to legal remedies. The"striking down of
‘enforceable restriétive Eovenanté,jthe proﬁibition of
mortgégé loan discriminétiqﬁ (inclddfng'rediining) as well
as other discrimination pfdctices,?nd the'&nabilify of
realtor éssociationsnto formally'dr informally sahcﬁfgn
‘memberslwﬁb "open up" prevfuusly éegregated housing

a .

to minority buyers still leaves untouched the, bulk

. _ . . ) ]
of disgriminatory practices (Pearce, 1979 and.1983;

Tisdale, 1983). Bécause.of their sublety, .such.

?
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strong relationship between school and housxng T s
desegregatlon, and present evxdence that it is the u
.o Tevel of,schopl desegregation that causesvhousing. L T
barriers to fd4ll, and Jot{the other way around. C o - ;
| Other research has'found»thatvmetropolitan i o
school desegregation causes changes.in the‘housing'

o ' market wh1ch encoutrage resxdentlal desegregatloh

. Pearce (1980) analyzed seven matched palrs of

13

communities$, with one city in each pair having g | L
desegregated its schools on a "metropplitan"'basis,' o

(i.e., its desegreééiﬁonplancovered all or nearly

,all of the relevant sing mafRet and the other | -
c1ty.e1ther had segregated schools or desegregatlon g
- of schools which was Limited to the central city-
'area only. It was found that in'thelcommunity.with
metropolitan- w1de desegregatlon had a s1gn1f1Call}/\
greater decrease in housing segregatlon than
its counterpart. . School desegregation apparently ' , L.
affected-the way 1in which homes were marketed as
welly in 6 of the 7 pairs, real estate‘advertisements N
in areas with metropolltan—WLde school desegregation . -

were, signi cantly less llkely to ment1Qn publxc B t A

-

schools by name, and informal.interviewsy thh

ee ! 0
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| real eetatevégentSneonfirmeq that ‘agents were less

. likely to'dse,schoole in steering customers raciaily;.

Farley, Richards.and Wurdock (19805 tound that school
desegregatlon plans which encompassed entlre |
metropolitan areas have less "whfte flight" qL the;

k . - averaée_than pfens whieh cover onlyythe central city.

_ | L Metropolitan school desegtegatio; can opetate to
accelerate,theybéce of housing, K desegregation in several
wéys.' At the individual level, it creates positivé
1nterracxal ctontact on a dally basis for students and
school staff moreover, unllke employment or pOllthS,
panents, students and school personnel are-engaged
in an activity, education, thet is mutually enhancihg,
a cooperative rather than a competitiye venture._ In

" addition, interraCLal fears are reduced, for black
.famllles know tﬂht, should Lhey move into a whlte
' nelghborhood they will not pe'the flret m1no¢éty

. -faces seen there. ) | |
At.the neighborhood level, racial balancing of

;choolipopuletions helps to stabilize neignborhoods

through guaranteelng that’ all schools Wlll fall
.wf*ﬁln a known range .in terms of ethnic comp081t10n.
¢ Typlcally,-in cities'with-a'neighborhood.school policy,‘

the schools in a transition neighborhood will change




- faces seen there.

.wiﬂ!in a known range in terms of ethnic composition.
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raal eState agents-confirmed that 'agents were less

. likely to use schools in'steering customers raciaily;

Farley, Richardsvand Wurdock (19805 found fhat school
desegregatlon plans which encompassed entlre o
metropolitan areas have less “whffe flight" q& the;
averadé than pfans whiqh cover only the central city.
Metropolitan school desegfegaéiég can ope?afe to
accelerate_thefpéce of housing desegregation in several
ways. At the individual level, it'créates positivé
1nterra01al contact on a dally basis for. students and
school staff moreover, unlike emploiment or polltlcs,
pafents, studenfs and school personnel are' engaged

in an activity, education, that is mutually enhancihg,

a cooperative rather than a competiti?e venture. In

: 'additidn, 1nterrac1al fears are reduced, for black

families know Gﬂht, should Lhey move into a whlte

' nelghborhood they will not pe'the first mlnoréﬁy

[

At the neighborhood lével, racial balancing of

school populépions helps to stabilize neighborhoods

thrdugh guaranteeing that'all schools will fall

Typically, in citieS'with a:neighborhqod school policy,

the schools in a transition neighborhood will change .
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itself. Thus rgéial:balancing of the schools
.metropo;itan Wide'counters rapid'récial_turnover'by
acting as a brake rather than an accelerator on racial
changeoin'the neighboknood. In some instances that
effect is further.enhancea-by'elementSVof the 

desegregation plan that reward stable desegregated "

neighborhoods with an -end to busing, contingent upon-
tneir remaining.integxated and not feSegregé@ing
(Orfield, 1981). .In addition, the creation of magnet .

y . "
schools -and programs, which draw their enrollment

from throughout the dlstrlct, further unhooks
residential locatlon from school a551gnment and school

racial comp051tlon

At the city of metropolitan area level, the

- major éfekect is to remove white enclaves, at least
. as far as schools are concerned No matter where

" . one moves, one s chlldren w1ll attend an 1ntegraﬁed

school whether in qr out51de the immediate -

'nelghborhoodr The absence of ra01ally 1dent1f1able

. schools leads to changes in housing market

practices, lessening the potential for using
¥ ‘ . ‘

" .schools to steer hojesecker choices along racial

~

‘Iines. The tendenty for choices about nousing

location to be less often-baeed on racial

\

ot

“in-ragial composition more rapidly than the neighbofhood .

-




considerations is further reintorced by the

. integration, neighborhood stabilization and

_Page'6

fact.that a major and'pervasiﬁe'institution,.the
puhlic schools,'has come do;n on the side of

equal opportunlty rathen.ﬂhan on the side of: - 1. B
segregation, a.messagenot lost oh adults as’ ;- _ . »

well as children. . _' o o co

- The present research dlffers from the ea ller

Pearce research ‘in two 1mportant ways. Flrs '

" 1980 S

census data,ls now avaxlable, whlle the Pear®e paper S ot
: . N ¢ . . , . . .

used local censuses and school district data to

estimate post-1970 change in housing segregation. . ,fﬁ‘\\\

. ’ * ¢ ] T ' . ’ . F
Second, the data are for 25 central cities, most o . .<:7%
of which did not experience‘metropolitan-wide'school ‘

desegregation, When desegregatlon occurs in ‘the

,A\

_'central city, but no}{lnﬁmhe ad301n1ng suburbs, the -

impact on housing may”be‘dlfﬁerent in degree as ¢

A .

. well as in character than that observed'within f : w

i 4

metrbpolqéan desegregatlon. On the one hand,

many of the effects of metropolltan school

. -

desegregation, including legitimétion_of_

‘reduction of interracial fears, may happen regardless

of the geographlc extent of the desegregatlon,

On the other hand, "whlte £light" firom school

Y
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- desegregation, exéqerbgtéd by the presence of white = > = _' LR

enclaves (in the form of suburbs not included in ' ’

' central-city-only desegregation plans), may increase

~ housing segregation, overwhelmingly the desegregation
. - . N . . ’
effects 'of school desegregation. This is the essence § e

 of thechieman”afgument'againgb buéing,_ihat_ﬁhrdugh
y "1he;(pr?éumabl§.permanent) ekceésive_lossgof wgités, o . | e
'dgsegregqtioq causes school and neighborhood n
Fesegregatién and éf;er'séveral’years a net ancreafe
in segregation (Coleman,‘Keliy,‘Mooré,.1975). I ". | R ' .
In this+ analysis we-use'dfficiai ;Ensus and- school
district data from the 25 central éities with Qlédk ‘
populations'ovef'100 OOO‘in 1980.; We. have not inc&pdé?. |
- 3'cities with, black populatlons this large because o . B
. they were . not the domlnant cenLra& 01ty 'of thelr arga. . (//" | v
these were Oakland Gary and Newark " We measured both ". | - “."_
‘school and housxng_segregatlon levels with the ihdex--
of dissimilarity, Qsing'individual‘fchobls as the unit
of ﬁeasurement }or.schéél segregation;énd census bLOCké . B
for housing. The index_bf gissimilarity is the common | (h

: _ . : & :
“indeX'for measurementAof°spacial gfgregation of groups

and can be thoudht of as ‘the prqPortlon of all blacks

or all whites who would need to change residence (or "

change schools) 1ﬁ.order-;hat every,bkock‘(or every : o T -

-
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school) would have the same b;ack~wh1te ratio as the

cxty (or school district) as,a whole. . -
ﬁf : I
The Q1551m11ar1ty 1nd1¢es for re51dent1al

segregatlon in 1980 are taken from Taeuber (1983).

¢

:1ndex for 1980 averaged . BV hlqh though thi's may seem -
'to be, it in fact reflects an: 1mprovement in hou51ng
,segregatlon over the recent paet for .in 1970 the 1ndex

:was 87 for this same group of c1t1es.—/ The change-

was con51derably legs in bhe precedlng decade_
(

(Taeuber, 1977; Van Valey, et ai;, 1977) Black—white

indices are not available f0r 1960, but the 1960

* white-nonwhite lndex was 89, falllng by 1970 to 86.

Since the whlte nonwhlte 1hdex in +1970 dlffers by only

2 901ntsvrrom the black—whlte index for'that year,‘

PR

seems reasonable ‘that the rate of change of 3 pointéf'

between 1§6O and 1970 would be about’ the same if.,f

black-white indices were used. Therefqre, it seems

/

safe to_eonclude that, using this Egdex, hou51ng
hag desegregated“dgring.the 1970's
double .the irate of the 1960's. *

The dissimilarity index ﬁor~schools;®as

computed by Farley (1982) from data gathered by the
Office oE:Cfvil'Rights of the Office of Educatiqh.*.s*'-

'These data exist.for 1967 and even*numberedfiears

: \ i
. R . . [
¢ !

9 : . A

L o)
Ty o .

t approxlmately

s
_—
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thereafter._ Compared to hou31ng segregatlon, these has % - Coe T
. Pk o _

been* a much greater decrease in the aVerage level of

~

J7ﬂfschool segregat10n,,w1th most of the change occurrlng in
'?f_:the South 1n the early 1970'sv At our ear&;est data | _'ﬁf-;'_ ”,"ﬁt:
point, 1967, the school index- Stood at 83 This number . i!f”. .
-should be conSLdered hlgh even though it 1s lowef than -

the 1970 hou51ng 1ndex of 87, because publlc schools o 1:r“l

generally.encompassf. a‘much.larger geographlc area_: ’. R
.than'a s;ngle%census blockLsz'In'the'Iate“sixties thére>ﬂ=‘f'*.f9_”5g
. * ‘Q.'.“.' ’ . - - :
was 11ttle more than token desegregatlom under I ‘ ~-;

-

,"freedom of ch01ce plahé%uand mast. no%therm,sch ol;f ??V\_ ¥

e L

systems ﬁollowed ‘a. "nelghborhood schdnl"‘pollcg\of Lo T

. o
O aSS1gn1ng people to the school nearest ‘their home.'
But by, 1974 the sqhool “index’ haa,aropped 12. polntsAZ;f'*lj;';a;;wl
- to 71 thls drop malnly reflects the desegregatlon.l

of southern ‘schiools, in 1969 -7 (Orfleld 1978). . .

Al

"Results C , »w'

v .

3 . I . 5.:':'a.

SR Figure 1 plots the relatxonshlp between the
J'change 1n school ﬁesegregatlon between 1967wapd L ?Tf,, 1_J*: S
;iﬁ1976 and the’ change in hou51ng segregatlon N 'Qf

\: “x]between 1970 and 1980 for he 25 c1t1es.‘_We have“

NI 'lagged the change in; the hohsxng 1ndex by 4 years e
A ..,".. ,,v . o ) .y .
ﬂsﬂg._g1,x;becau e we assume that the lmpact of school ! S

rd

desegregatIOn oﬁ houslng takes/several years to

¢
~ ~

.. N " become apparen‘tl. I /. . + '.‘0 .. , . ' . ..” o " “

. .
. “’.';h_ .'

*
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10 c1t1es wh1ch had ld%s change in schools than th1s

Qﬁf»ln‘school segregatlon than the medlan had a mean A -
decrease in hous1ng segregatlon of 8 5 points~-over

'3 t1mes greater. - _ o - ' )

- For clérlty%.we report decréas B, : 1n level of

zwboth schools

segregation as pos tlve values f%

and housing, 1 e',.the higher the number, the more

.

hOUSLng or school desegregatmon experlenced by the' hl

R PR PR AN ‘v _,’., -

Cl t:ys - - - ‘ ] - N ’:‘ ) ‘ . . - .._._“""" .

-.., . R A
4 [

Flgmfe 1 shows a very olear correlatlon. The

{*'." b

medlan decreaSe in school desegregatlon between 1967 o .
. {c : ,\ ' . r ; . . ) . St s - \ -
and 1976 in®™ thls aamp}e 1s about 12.5 points., The. . : '

.—j
had a mgan, decrease ‘in hous1ng segregatlon of only

2«4 points~ the 11 cities wh1ch had a greater decrease

* C
The data in Flgure 1 seem to shou a curv111near 5
effect, reflect1ng a decrea51ng return in hous1ng
desegregatlon as greater amounts of school .
desegregatlon occur. We found the data best fitted. ' . e
an equation of the form: | .

housing desegregation = A (cube root of -,
school desegregatlon) k.- '
[ 4

‘The cube root is the simplest mathematical functlon
wh1ch would show a decllnlng return on 1nvestment

in school desegregatlon and would also be defined

. 1 . . .
. r . t

¥ A .
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. for negatlve values of .school desegregatxon. ‘The = . |

correlatlon between the cube root of the amount of , -
. .school desegregatlon and ‘the decrease in housing S j L
' “segregation is .765.. = "

‘Tesfing,for Spuriousness - " ' ' *

¢

TLoe "In figure. 1 the 9 southern 01t1es .are 1dent1f1ed

¢ . . ‘ e

by thelr names be1ng glven\:n all capltals (Baltlmore : "

1A ’

and St., Louis are deflned as northern citiles here) /

The southern 01t1es typically experrenced considerably
e \ '_ ' Ly ,' . - . ’ . : ' i ] ’ ° . :
. = more school desegregation than did northern cities and ‘5 . .

-

;: \\“251en at an earlié% date. The least desegregated . -t

southern city, New Orleans,’ has hati more 'school

desegregatlon than 8 of the 16 northern 01t1es.

. -~

Southern cities have also experienced greater reduction

in~housing segregétionsas.WelJ; the least'residéntiallyu»

segregated ‘southern C1ty, Atlanta, has experlenced more

housing deseqregatlon than (N of the northern cities., ' "

~ -This raises the possibility that'what appears to be a , ' | A\\f

E

relationshfp between school desegregation and housing

desegregation.in Figure 1 is simply a spurlouS' B

R

relatlonshlp caused by another var1able~—reglon. In,-

ak

"other words, the trena in thé figure- 1s merely

)

because southern cities cluster in theé upper right - -

', . &nd northern cities in the lower left.
sy

A
‘ . N . v : v 1




ithat growing cities desegregate schools and housihg

results do not suggest that the relationship between

housing fegregation change on school desegregation

3segregatlon.' This is popuiatlon growth. Apparently

Fage 12

.. - ) 'A . , , . ,
Other factors in addition to southekn location

may have caused,botheséhools and housing Fo becomef

desegregated, th¥ rendequg the relationship‘petween

the latter two spurious.' To . test‘ihese pos;iﬁdlfties,
we ‘computed regre551on equatlons ‘'using reglon and f1ve : .-
other varidbles as. p0591ble causeé--these are

populatloﬂ'growth 1970-1980 (to test the hypotﬁesis

L

» [4 '
both), decrease in housing segregationm 1960-1970

(to test the poséibility that. school defegregatiodg | g . ‘ .
which occurred'efter 1967 1is really’the result of‘ |
housing desegregation[that occurred in toe sixties)

the,amount.of hQusing segregation ih.1970, city size

in 1970, and the racial mix of the public schools in

1968. The results are shown in Ffgure 2. The

Y

sqhool desegregation and housing desegregation is- spurious.

First, the standardized regtession coefficient of

is .66, only slightly lower than the zero-order .

correlatioh of 765'A Only one other f:'acztor'Se:ems'L

to be 51gnificantly related to decrease in hou51nq '/

- L}

the reason why southern” cities experience greater

]
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desegregation in housing is because their ce\tral.-

cities are'more likely to be growing. While it is
\ ‘ R

 beyond the scopa of this paper to analyze\this‘

reiqpionship in detail, we can hypothesize two :
factbrs that mighi be going on herg. First,
pépulétion érowth'prqbaply results‘in-construction of
new residences. These new housing deQelopmenhs_'

and apartmbént complexes are being marketed and
- .

‘occupied initially in the context of antidiscrimination

lawss In contrast, older areas of c¢ities, where’

housing was originally markéted legé%ly.and

v

explicitly in avsegregated manner, are likely through

inertia to maintain the segregated character

of those areas. Inlngition, without the pressure

., of increasing numbers, especially of minorities, the

boundaries between black and white areas will be nqne

étable, making it possible for whites to flee from

predominantly black areas without a éompenSating
movement of blacks 'into formerly white areas. .

Second, there does not seem to'be some third

)
factor, or factors which causes both school

and housing segregation. I fact, the factbrs
Which are'poéitively correlated, with -a -
. < | . . :

H

[S TS ERETON
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‘?desegregatiqn'are thq:size of the city in 1970 and the

Page‘li o ‘F" a2
'décrease:in housing segfegation_are typicglly'negativgly“
correlated with amount’ of school desegregation, and vice

versa. Thefmost important  predictors of school

percent black of the schools in‘1968...School systems in

..small cities and in Eitieéfwith small black populations .

_are.easies£ to ¢desegregate, and tﬁese=are the.ones_mostf ’ h
likely to have been desegregated.. Note that né}ther'city
size nor the gacial composition of sqhoolsfgg”correlatéd.
with change'in housing segregaﬁion. Conﬁrary to'_»
expéctatiop, the-amount of decrease in housing
éégregation in the 1960's is a poor prédicior of the
decrease in'housfng sggregation invthé 1970's. Southern

districts' and districts with more houging segregation

in 1970 show a slight tendency to desegregate their

. schools more, but these two variables are only weakly = .

correlated with change in housing segregation. In sum,

* .

we have tested %}5 variables and find ljttle evidence \
. ) r .

J o
here of the possibility of §ome other variable behind
v SRR | |

the relationship between the amount of school
desegregation and the amount of housing desegregation. n
¥

The complete correlation malrix of these and other

variables is included in the Appendix. . SR

vvvvv



Page 15. )y T o

Is School Déeegregatiqn,WngingvThrough wnite‘Flight?

ta

. ¢ , )
There remains one alternative hypothesis worth examining,

that school desegregatlon does ffect housxng, but does so

4 .

through "whlte flight." That is, school desegregatlon,
: . - . ‘e

desegregates housing by dr;v1ng whites from the city, opening '

upvoppoftunitieS‘forvblack-families to move into apartments . gy

’

.

owner-occupied residences in fiormerly white neighborhoods, so.

that'the'apparent'increase in hoasing integration is_ really

the mlddle stage of a cxty in massive racxal transitlon. - We

'test this hypoth631s by addlng to our 51gn1flcant predlctors

oy .
measures of fLrst, change in the racial composxtlon of the

@

city, and second, change in school ra01al comp051tlon.

Our findings are shown in Table 1. In the first

column we show a'regression equation using the 3 largest

,
'

"predlctors of . change in hou81ng segregatlon from flgure 13

'amount of school desegregation, populatlon growth during

the 1970'5, and decrease in housing segregatlon_durlng

thé 1960's. In the second column, we add two "housing"

' measures of the transition-not-integration hypothesis: _

the percentage black of the city's population in 1970
andlehe increase.in.percentage black of the populat$en
between 1970 and 1980?3/ The two new variables are fa

not significantly correlated with decrease in housing. - .-
segregation. The standardized regression coefficient v

’




Y S

.relating school'desegregahion to a deprease in | . | i
housing ségregation is essentiallyf

_ : 4
The equation in the .third colu

nchanged,

) adds #hé twd
parallel variables for.schodls~~the peréentaée
P black of the school enrollment ifi'1968 and the - o
: fnbrease‘in‘the percentage black en%ollmén& ih
4 . the city schools Bétween 1968 qnd'a97q. Neither “ .\'
o B var}aqge is_significant, although tﬁey ére.in the |

pfed#cted’direction-' Those dities w;th a growing K - .

percentage 5laék’in:their schodlé‘show-é-greater. L , e i
decreése in'houéing segfegation;' The effect of

school desegregation on housing desegrEgatién is

e slightly weaken§d~~the'standardized coefﬁicient
Vdrop@'from .64 to .61. T?is stiggests that to
some very small deg:eehschooi desegregation

~.dqes promote housing desegtegation through | T ‘ ;

white flight. However, the new varjables are
well below significance and the failure of the
'standardized‘coefficféﬁk for sdhool‘desegregation

to drop very much (or to drop at all when change

inFesidential percentage black is entered in -

‘ B
Column 2), means this hypothesis is not'supportedn‘w R
. 'The addltioweof either set of "white £flight" varigkiles
. : ‘ : : s
/ increases, the multiplier of the regression equation

!

only 1%, from .90 to .91, . e
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| ' Ihpl@cationsqur\Fhﬁther Research . | |

'The present study has too small a Sample size to

perm&t-teeting for interaction eﬁfects&? éer exgaple,
is.the effect of SChOOl desegxegatlon on hou51ng
desegregatlon stronger in those cities which do have
metropolltan desegregatlon plans? ‘Or stronger in

.k‘

small 01t1es? Both p0581b>11t1es are Suggested'by
) Figure 1, but such questions must wait for another

study .with a‘iarger'sample.siye.

| It would- also be useful to make Jnore detalled
analyses.of 01t1es in order ‘to learn %ore abqut the
process by which school desegregatlon affectq hou51ng
desegregatlon. ~Qe have hypothe51zed that school .
:- desegregation can speed the rate.at which blacks *

, ere'allowed-eo (or wish.to)'move inho farmerly white
f;feas, speed the raﬁefEt'which'whites move into

- r T .
i formerly bfack areas, or slow the rate at which

whites flee from. areas of transition. It seems
‘unlikely to :s that the‘mainleffecﬁ of school °
destgreyation on.housingnis through the movement

of whites into formerly blagk érees.‘ In'Denver,eiti

, has . beensreported that white famirlies have moved °

_'. ‘ | into previously all-black blocks after desegregation,

. but we think even there the process is nUmexically

)
- 1

v

)
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not of'gréat importance,.'When there‘i discussion

of "gentriﬁication"'Washington, D.C. is often cited
but the figores éited here su%gest that;there has been
no net increase 1n'residantlal desegregation during the
1970 s” in Washlngton, and tpe r?segrch of Spain (1983) seems..
to 1nblcate little real 1mpact oﬁ]gentrlflcatlon on
'segregatlon anywhere'ln the United States, despite the .

1

“attention ‘it has receivéd“from the media. -

.

Research separatlng the 1mpact of school
'desegregatlon on the opening of’ all white blocks’

blacks from the stabilization of.exlstlng integrated
blocks may ‘require analysis using other indices (such
as a count of.the nnmber of racially_homogeneous'blocks
in the city). Alternativeiy, disaggregating the index
of dissimilarity may reveal how much change can be
attr;buted to each component of the orocéss, perhaps
'usino a method analogons.to the disaggregation of

variance in least squares statistics.

Policy Implications oflthe Research

These data strongly suggest that, school desegregatlon

[

is the most effective pOllcy 1nstrument we have agalnst

housing segr atlon. A school desegregation program can

( 44

easily'resp t in a change in the index of dissihilarity

.

for schools from, for-example}rBS-Eo 55: Of our 25
o " ' [
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'g

citieslseven, includingdfour~in the'North changed thlS
much. Accordlng to our analyses, such a change occurrlng
- in the.presence of the openAhousing }aws of the 1970's, . '.f -
toge%her with  modest growth; ied to a change in housing
segregation :of about'six'points:in the'index of
dissimilarity. Thls is double the rate’at which hou81ng
.desegxegation occurred during the 1960's for thlS sample | -
of c1t1es -and double ‘the rate at whlch hous1ng desegregatron
occurred in those cities whlch did not desegregate
the1r~schools during the 1%70'5. Put another-way, the
data_indicate.that in.snite of major civil rights
legislation and litigation.victories['increases'in : T | -.r
minority\inconehand other'factors);without schopl |
desegregation“thereﬁwould have been no increafe in-ghe
;rate of housing desegregation in large central cities
during the decade of the 1970's. “

Many c1tlzens are aware that school desegregatlon
can play a role in hous1ng desegregatlon. In Denver,
the most significant school desegregation decis1on
in the Nort; resulted from a suit filed at the S , o
behest of a_ group of aitizens renresenting an |

N3

‘integgated community which was fearful of becoming

-

)

ve

' ' . . . e . . . N . \ -
- . " ™
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. PR .
resegregateq. School desegreyation has been used as : _
| - ' » . . - _ v
-an active policy to stabilize racially changing : '

suburbs in Ehakér Heights (near Clteveland) and Oak
Park (near Chicago).: Tﬁe Kenthcky Commission on
“Humé&n Relaﬁions published several reports arguing

that school désegregatlon in Jefferson County'z o | _ 2 , .

—

- _ . . .
3 (the Loulsv1lle metropolitan area) has furthered : _ .

the desegregatlon og‘hous;ng there, and the school -

system acﬁively encoUraged desegregative housing‘ Y

«

by exemptlng those maklng them from the bu51ng _ | - "_;'. .

program, o ' R

%4

s |

W Déspite“these scattered efforts it appears

", thht most school and government OfflCla%S are ’ | | " T
.un@ware of the impact of the xmpapt of JZhogi
desqgregatlon én hpusmng (Orfield, 1981).. Thls
is unfortunate because in many cases there are’

¢

.- simpie actions schoo%s can take which would . | \
cause their désegr%gétion plan-tolhave an éQén A
) : gréater_impact upon hpusing;} For example, plans
“can be dga@n'so.as to exempt integrated |
neighborhpdds.from.busing. Sghbol systems'could 
enhqncg theég effects by being more aggressive; |
in inforﬁing"segregated communitieé'that they - -
. ; . Y ; R | . . Yo

LS
-
e
.
v - .
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would be exempt‘fromwpupil transportation i~ their

communaty accepted enough residents of the opp031te . ;

race. Although ‘he Hawley et al. (1981) report .

makes . recommendatlons about  how schools c¢ould further

"housing des@regatlon and thus reducd the need for. -

buéing; we-do.not Beliehe.very manyischool districts

v

have cons1dered th1s pOSSIblllty as yet.
We began this- paper with éhe dlscouraglng
observatlbn that. d‘ -all urban 1nstitutions, hou31ng

segregatlon has been'the'most 1ntract1ble. The data

~and analyses presented here, however, suggest that

housing segregation is not that immure to change, that

.

" this particular-strand of the "web of discrimination" can -

-

" be broken, and that school desegregatlon is a strikingly

effectlve tool to thls end

- v

The choice of schools as the first segregated
institution to attack had many underlying rationales,
but ‘its effect on hous1ng was not one of them (Kraier, 197. ).

In the three decades since Brown, th? empha51s on '’

Q

, d1smant11ng school segregatlon has been questioned

-

agaln and again, Obv1ous1y, thQS data;does not speak

‘a

to the question of efflcacy of school desegregatlon

(for examplef~on bIECk achlevement or race relatxonsgg

‘-

A




o

. | ) o )
but it does suggest that school desegtegation contributes
to substantial opening up of opportunities for blacks}‘
vié means different than anticipated by eivil rights lawyers, » -
‘but to t?e same'end.-'Clearly,.official policies that -
sgate that segregated institutions are inhefently unéqualfgre
'_lessons not lost. . ' g . o S .
L . . ) . . -. ’ . -
, v
- - /“‘ _ \l, :L "
Y L] - ) . ”‘
v r
» ;
. J '
. .
",.-m ' * ! .’ o
' i R . . . . s(
' ' "\ .
- . . & v o v
,f Lo R , ot ! o .
) o A - : N ;-;}:.-.:,‘4‘ " .
[ ¢ ’ ’ - - .




. non-blacks non-wh1te§ are omitted entlrely, mpereas in A

- In both years, Hﬂspanics cah be of either race."
12/ Theé larger the unit of measurement, the . . _‘

- greater the likelihood that the unit.will be - _ .
racially heterogeneous, ceteris paribus.:  Hence, .

- that . in cities/school dlStrlctS with smaller white

»
- f
.

v Tbe 1970 index measures a slightly dlfferent - - .
phenomenon, in that Ag'ians, Native Amerlcans and other

1980, they are included with non-blacks. Thus the
1970 index measures the segregation of blacks from
whites, and the 1980 ‘index measures segregation of _ '
blacks. from non-blacks. Given the small number of = . AU
persons excluded by this process; it Is unllkely that , :
this has a large effect on fhe index in most cities.

with the same level of segregation, one should

expect a smaller 1ndex for publlc schools than : ' Lo

for. blocks. ‘ -

3/ The percentage black in h0u51ng/schools at’ the . -
beglnnlng point is entered because it can be argued

populatioéns, ceteris paribus, a larger percentage

. of the:white population will be in the transition

band {(or group of schools), than where blacks .are ¥
a small percentage of the city's (or school
dlstrlct Ss) populatlon.

14
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. | Table 1: Importance of an increasing black ﬁopulution'
, ‘i ' S relative to an. increagiug black enrollment in "
. ' " clty schools in the prediction of a decrease
‘ I in housing segregation .
. Y
. ‘Decrease 1) Houstng  pecrease cereastln 1
\ Indcpendent . Decrease "1fi Housing Decrease "Ifi Housing Decrecasc in Housing
. Variables ' __Segregation D Segrepation . % Segrepgation
Amount: of school : . | o 4 * ‘
_desegregation (1967-76) 64 66% Y L6 1%
‘Population growth -fi ) > : '
'« of city (1970-80) - bo% © L 53% ' : J54% -
Decrease in housing o .
" segregation (1960-70) 15/ | 21 .20
Percent black of . S : ' . o
population (1970) S ' _ o W15 . o . ‘
. ” Increasq in percent "_ " - . | !
¥ black of population (1970-80) - .07 |
YA black'enrollment - ’ 7 N - . ot
in city schools (1968) o : ‘ A1 '
. ) -
Increase in 7' black '
enrollment of ity '
schools (1968-80) .10 -
("0' : * L ’ ' . . X '  of
Multiple R .90 - .91 ‘ .91
1
.Coefficients reported are standardized regression coefficients.: .
*P<,001 | T . ST - -
. l ,: “':' ) - N . ‘ .
L o A B ‘ ‘ ’ ! » |
! Y ’ . & X .,a ‘ -
. ' : . . l ' ' . ) Y
. “w . ’ ) . ., . o . . ,e ‘ ‘ ) N
' ,‘ L3 . ' ‘o t f.‘ . . !
'z . ' . 3 . v
A4t [ . , . . M : ) . : ' ) ' . S -
B T T VU U SOV NN TR I LI
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APPENDIX YABLL A

C | - Y | :

. ' o rList aof Variables . ' _ - .
0 . h : ' . ) .
> ' Name o - Description  Mean - Std. Dev,

o - ‘ . edll J
. School qebrcgation (s8) : :
| 1967 Index of dissimilarity: 0 82.8 . 9.7

1970 1f all units (schools or " 79.4 . . g8.8
. 1974 - blocks) have identical = 70.0 17.5
! : 1976 ' white-black ratios; - 65.84  17.5 .
1978 - © 100 if COtally segregated 63,3 17.4 , »
| “Housing be.gregation (hs)’
1960 (nonwhite vs white) 89.0 4.8
1970 - ’ (nonwhite vs white) 86.1 5.3 .
1970 ) - (black vs white)’ L 88,2 . 4.7 ‘
' 1980 - - (black vs nonblack), 82.3. 5.0
Cﬂange in school segregation : , o . '
- 481968 551976 ‘ 17.0 18.7 o
cube root of change in school segregation ' 1.79 1.88
Change in housin 'ségregatioh . "/ g g
v hs]9%0 - hs 1980 7 5.9 4.6 {
hsl960 - hs 1970 - 2.9 1.5 :
: |
Population : ! . , ' “
- 1970 ! | (log base 10) 5.91 . 34 |
1980 * (log ‘base 10) - : 5.87 .35 .
Growch a 100 x (pop 1980)7(pop 1970) 91.7  '11.6 .
) .
Percent black of city population ‘ .
1970 31.6 14.0 « .
1980 B 38.2 16.2
Lo ) .
Increase in % black of city, 1980-1970 6.6 4.8
Schogls, 1968 ‘. percent white 49,7 16.9
PR = oo black 46.4- 18.4
" othor 3.9 7.1
1980: hy percent wlifte - 30.3 6.7
T " black 6Q.8 - 20.1 - .«
" other 9,0 13.7 S Lo
Increase in % black enrollment 1980-1968 14,4 7.4
| Region ‘(south=!, North and Border=0). ' .36 .49 *

\
w s e




Decrdase in housing
segregation,- 1970~80
; )

Dec‘ehse'in school segre-
gation, 1967-76 (1/3 root)

%7 black, schools, 1968
Increase in % black of
schools, 1968-80

' Population, 1970 (lop)
Pop. growth, 1970-80
‘b .
- Housing seg., 1970 '
Decrease in housing
-segregation, 1960-70
% black of pop. 1970

Increase in 7 black of
pop., 1970-80

Southern region

"

. APPENDIX TABLE B:
¥ .

decrease In segp:

1.000  .765
]
.765  1.000
~461 . -,391
317 .563
~ 314 =995
681 .336
429 521
033, =.217
~ 311 =332
108 .264
.619

, 0497

'

N

*ZERO-ORDER CORRELAT&ONS AMONG VARIABLES -

- 461

-.391

1.000

.037
- 157
-.517

- 214

% blk., increase
housing schools schools ¥ blk.

317

563

037
1.000
.~.477
~-.166

~.216 .

066

820

pop.

1970

-, 314

-.595

e 157

.-'0477

1.000
.084
hndr) 327

411

- 155

~.210

~.413,

pop.

hous. dec, hous. 7 blk. -
rrowth | segr. ‘seg.

1970-30 197N

.681

L

336

~.517

-, 166
108
1.000
.397
041
371

-.309

531

429

521
b=, 214
228
-.327
.397

1.000

-.343 .

- 170

535

70

.033

-.217

-.284

~-.216

1960~ pop.

1970,

-.311

—n332

0942

>
inc.:

% blk. south
pop. '
108 619
264" 497
.299 . .002 .
.820 317

010 <410

,.30‘-‘ .53’1 *I
.078 535

~ 126 ~.166

' 4333 .152.

1,000 243
23 ! 1,000
, P
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