Jim Crow Citiesin California

By J. M. Beach

1. Jim Crow San Francisco and the East Bay

The San Francisco Bay area was highly segregateaicey A black resident of San
Francisco complained in 1927 that “residential eggtion is as real in California as in
Mississippi. A mob is unnecessary. All that's aeg is a neighbor[hood] meeting and
agreement in writing not to rent, lease, or seblaxks, and the Courts will do the re5tThe
East Bay area in particular had a large percerdghgative-born, middle-class whites up until the
1940s and this community blended a white supremAaericanism with a Protestant based
progressive reformisms that reacted harshly to ttehmon-white populations of California, but
also the corrupt machine politics of San Francidoaring the 1920s the Ku Klux Klan of the
East Bay attracted several thousand members ingbkiical and moral quest to “promote the
welfare of the Caucasian race and to teach theideaf white supremacy,” to “promote and
maintain the purity of white blood,” and the to geeve the “one language; and one flag;
AMERICANIZATION OF ALL!” ? This white supremacism marked the Bay Area wdi the
1960s. In 1952 a black family had moved to ammdiite neighborhood in San Francisco and
they were welcomed by a one hundred fifty membewdrthrowing rocks. Later they were

subjected to multiple harassments including a ebasaing on their lawn and in 1964 five shots
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from a rifle were fired into the houseln the 1950s private cemeteries in Oakland refiige
burry African American bodies.Many local bars in the San Francisco area woatdsarve
non-white minorities, and a state statute was phiss#960 threatening revocation of operating
licenses if bars continued this discriminatfoithere were also numerous reported instances of
discrimination in the local labor markét.

The Chinese had always been discriminated agair§&am Francisco and for over a
century the majority of the city’s Chinese popuativould be confined to a Ghetto in the north-
east corner of the city. As late as 1975 more ttahthe city of San Francisco’s Chinese
population was still crowed into the ghetto of Gitown, which was the second most densely
populated are of the U.S. For many of the appraxéhy 4,000 Chinese immigrants arriving
each year in the 1970s there was little work amddpportunities for a better life.

The African American population in San Franciscevgduring World War Il because of
increased economic opportunities in the militarg #re East Bay shipping industries, but as
more African Americans arrived in the Bay area sggtion became more rigidly enforced, and
blacks were largely confined to ghettos in the sidal areas of Oakland. From 1940 to 1950
about 100,000 African Americans would migrate t® Bay area and the black population of
Oakland would increase from 3 percent of the tptgdulation to 12 percent by 1950. In the
1960s Oakland was 34 percent African AmericanWeast Oakland was 85 percent black and
North Oakland was 60 percent black. Competitiothhwihite workers was intense, unions

excluded non-whites, and blacks were the “lastdhifirst fired’ segment of the industrial
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working class.” In many black Californian ghettbe unemployment rate was over double the
national average. In 1966 West Oakland had a teghdiack unemployment rates at around 20
percent with the 14-19 age black population suffgfrom 41 percent unemployment. As the
industrial base of the East Bay area steadily shiuthe 1950s, African Americans became a
ghettoized urban population left with mostly unkgdland low-wage employment opportunities
when there were any jobs to be fodnd.

Richmond turned into another black ghetto durirggB40s. Early in the decade there
were less than 300 blacks in the city, but by 1@&0e were over 13,300 making up 13.4 percent
of the cities population. In the 1960s African Amaans made up 12 percent of the population in
Western Contra Costa County, just north of Berkedeyl they were highly segregated in and
around the Richmond area, with North Richmond bewer 90 percent black. Compared to the
wealthier, white Kensington Highlands area, NortbhiRiond’s median family income was less
than half, and the value of housing was about bind, twith over 21 percent of the houses in a
dilapidated condition. Almost 88 percent of theermdorth Richmond’s male work force was
blue-collar, and the male unemployment rate wa®sli®8 percent. The unemployment rate for
white Kensington Highlands was 1.4 percent.

A study was conducted through the U.S. Commissiofivil Rights in 1965 on the
segregated schooling in Western Contra Costa Codurttys study looked at 17,000 students in
11 public junior and senior high schools in theaar&he study found that most African
Americans in the area attendgel factosegregated elementary schools, mixed-race jungbr hi

schools, and majority white senior high schoolbe $egregated schools filled with
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economically underprivileged students clearly gafrecan Americans an unequal education as
the average black student was 1.7 years behinewhitlents by grade six. Those black
students that were able to attend predominantlyendiementary schools scored much better
than students attending segregated schools, ana sdogal-class was factored out of the
equation than the achievement of white and blas#tesits was almost identical. African
American students in segregated schools were aisasatwice as likely to have police records
as white students in integrated schools. The rtegmcluded: “The unequal inheritance with
which students enter school, which should becos®dalient as students progress through
school if schools in fact ‘maximized individual patial,’ is in fact aggravated because of
segregation.” African American children attendsagregated elementary schools in
economically depressed areas were placed at adisealvantage when it came to academic
achievement in junior and senior high school ahyugh less connection and encouragement
from the school system in the teenage years, tlegg more prone to drop out of school and

engage in criminal activitie's.

2. Jim Crow Fresno

Fresno, California was established in the 187380 thirds of the early community were
white farmers and one third were Chinese laboréis mad worked on the Central Pacific
Railroad. The quickly decided in 1873 not to resed], or lease any property to the Chinese
within the city limits and so this minority populan was segregated “across the tracks” in West
Fresno. During the early twentieth century Mexiéamericans and African Americans began to

move to the area to work as agricultural workersxdhe local food processing industries.
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These new minority populations were also forcecetade in West Fresno. Fresno was on of the
most segregated cities in California in 1960, apdintil the 1970s more than 90 percent of the
Mexican Americans and African Americans in Fresreawconcentrated on the segregated west
side of town where they were subjected to dilagddtousing, substandard schooling, lack of
jobs and local businesses, and high rates of ureymant and poverty. Over 39 percent of
West Fresno residents lived below the poverty le@te Fresno resident and former state
congressman called the dividing line of Highwaya®@ the railroad tracks “Fresno’s Berlin
Wall” because it so perfectly marked off the barkietween prosperous white east Fresno and
the West Fresno ghetto.

In 1970 Fresno’s segregated west side adult pppnlaad completed only a median of
8.9 years of schooling. 41 percent of this popoitahad not completed the eighth grade and 34
percent had not completed high school. The schindi¢est Fresno were “extremely
segregated,” and many schools had minority popariatover 97 percent. Depart of Health,
Education, and Welfare officials began an invesiogeof Fresno in 1969 and concluded in 1973
that this city had not complied with Title VI ofdlCivil Rights Act. After some half-hearted
attempts at desegregation, West Fresno was gjiilhsegregated in the early 1980s with many

schools still hovering above 94 percent minorityoiments™?

3. Jim Crow Riverside

Riverside was a small farming community east of Bmgeles near the Southern Pacific

railroad route and it remained a fairly small almdnogeneous agricultural community up until
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the 1950s. An early historian wrote of Riverside912, “No saloons, no slums, and plenty of
genuine Christianity.” This is not to say therergvro non-white minorities living in the city; in
fact Chinese and Mexican Americans had lived inraeal Riverside from the start, but these
minorities remained very small until the 1950s.1855 a Riversid@resseditorial pronounced
the city a “clean, solid, progressive communityf,tourse this progressive community had been
kept orderly and homogeneous with the help of thekkix Klan and rigid social segregation in
public facilities, schools, housing, and the latmarket

The school board had gerrymandered school zondsogpgh the 1920s in order to keep
white neighborhood schools segregated, and whexrgckte American students did attend
predominantly white schools, there was segregatioron-white populations in separate, special
classes. The population of the city in 1960 wasuaB6 percent white, 8.5 percent Mexican
American, and 4.7 percent black. Riverside wakedrby a UCLA research team in 1966 as the
third most segregated city in California. In avayrof the Riverside community in 1968,
University of California at Riverside professorilng G. Hendrick pointed out that “Negroes and
Mexican-Americans in Riverside occupied the lowaraployment positions, had the lowest
median incomes, and were lowest in the socio-ecanomex.” It wasn't until 1965 that
parents of non-white minority children petitiondx tschool district to desegregate Riverside
schools. But Riverside officials responded verickly to these demands. It took only seven
weeks before the city became the first school systethe U.S. with a student population greater
than 100,000 to create and implement an integratnohracial balance plan, which it started in
1965. But three years after this plan had bediaiad, not much concrete progress had been

made in the schools for minority children. Theglrissues of segregation were also ignored:
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labor market discrimination, unemployment, residgrgegregation, and discrimination in the
sale and renting of housing. Even if non-whitedstus managed to get an education in

Riverside the possibilities of decent employment aon-segregated housing were stfm.

4. Jim Crow Los Angeles

Up through the 1940s Los Angeles was about 90 peweite, Anglo-Saxon Protestants
from the Midwest. The popular media advertised Aogeles as America writ at large: a
mythologized landscape of endless “promise” anfééding that here all things are possibte.”
But as more white Midwesterners and Southernets wiitite supremacist tendencies
immigrated to the city along with a growing inflokx African Americans and Mexican
Americans, the possibility and promise of Los Amgealvas systematically kept from non-white
minorities in this “Jim Crow City of Angeles® Throughout the 1920s and 1930s non-white
minorities were socially and economically segregateurban ghettos with substandard housing,
low-wage employment, high unemployment, and higasraf poverty.” In 1922 one columnist
in the Santa MonicsVeekly Interpretetold the local African American population, “Negsye
we don’t want you here; now and forever, this ib¢oa white man’s town®

By 1965 around 40 percent of the 650,000 Africaneficans living in Los Angeles
County were segregated in south central Los Angeilamly in Avalon, Watts, Willowbrook,

Green Meadows, Exposition, and Central Los AngeMsst of these areas were over 80 percent
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Black, and some areas like Watts and Avalon wees 80 percent Black. While the Latino
population had historically been the most segrebat@ority population in Los Angeles, in the
1960s this population became less segregated theksbas only about 20 percent of the
Latinos in the city lived in the East Los Angelesldoyle Heights barrios. While the
metropolitan Los Angeles area had an average urogmgint rate of 5.8 percent in 1960, South
Los Angeles’s unemployment rate hovered around idr8ent with Watts all the way at 15.6
percent, and East Los Angeles was around 8.5 pertei960 the Western states had a median
family income of $6,882, while the median familgame for South Los Angeles was $5,122
with Watts down at $3,879, and East Los Angeletbddl13. And both communities suffered
from high poverty rates, although some parts ofAfreean American community had much
higher poverty rates than those in the Mexican Acaerbarrio. In 1965 about 26.8 percent of
South Los Angeles residents lived below the poviarg, compared to 23.6 percent of East Los
Angeles residents, but Watts had 41.5 percensa@dmunity living below the poverty line and
both Avalon and Central had over 31.5 percent irepy.® Many other ethnic minorities were
similarly segregated and suffered from social armhemic exclusiori®

In 1962 a County Commission on Human Relationgiafififor Los Angeles declared this
city to be one of the most segregated communiti¢se U.S>* From the 1930s to the 1990s this

city has seen no less than three major race nmigvao ethnic-cleansing round ups of non-white
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populations?> When two African American school teachers triedhiove into a white Los
Angeles neighborhood in 1957 the locals tossedsrtttlough their windows and burned a cross
on their lawn (the police apparently did nothingtevent the attacks§. African Americans

were denied the right to buy a house in Dominguiiz Bind Torrance in 1962 and 1963. This
led to a civil rights demonstration by CORE actisiand the arrests of 203 activistsThere

were also numerous reported instances of discrimm& employment. Many businesses
would simply not hire blacks, including taxi compes) hotels, department stores, fire
departments, antihe Los Angeles Timé&%

Historian Robert M. Fogelson argued that in Los éleg ‘De factoif not de jure
segregation pervaded the school system” up threhgh930$° While de juresegregation in
public schools had been largely discontinued bydtee1940s with the ruling iklendez v.
Westminstera high degree of residential segregation in the Ageles area still left@e facto
segregated school system administered by a wHitgad$. This situation of segregated
schooling would have included the area junior g@kewhich were located in segregated school
districts?” One white principal of a mostly Mexican Americsshool in the San Fernando
Valley exclaimed to a social worker, “Why teachrth read and write and spell? Why worry

about it?...They'll only pick beets anywa3”
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After being sued by the ACLA in 1963, the Los AregeCity Unified School District was
declared illegally segregated by the court systedi70 inCrawford v. Board of Education of
the City of Los AngelesThe ruling was upheld on appeal to the Cali@mi®upreme Court in
1976. Mexican American and African American studemere concentrated in majority-
minority schools due to a history dé factoresidential segregation in Los Angeles County and
de jureeducational segregation due to racist assignmeiaigmin place up until 1963. Up until
the 1970s many schools in Los Angeles were eitgredcent white or 90 percent minority
schools: 42 percent of all elementary schools,&88gnt of all junior high schools, and 45
percent of all high schools had minority enrollngeabove 80 percent. 26 percent of elementary
schools, 23 percent of all junior high schools, a8gercent of all high schools had minority
enrollments above 98 percent. These majority-niiynechools were not providing an equal and
adequate education. Mexican Americans were alfoastyears behind the educational
attainment of white students and Black studentgwaénost two years behind. The achievement
gap had closed somewhat by 1970, but both mingrayps still trailed their white counterparts.

Many majority-minority high schools suffered fromog out rates between 47 and 53 peré@nt.

5. Jim Crow Pasadena

Pasadena was a predominantly white suburb of lragekes and it had high degrees of
racial segregation due to the ghettoization of white minorities and the school district policies
designed to keep most schools highly segregatgadhdmid 1960s Pasadena was 68.9 percent

white, 21.1 percent African American, and 9.9 petddexican-American and Japanese. 19 of
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the 29 elementary schools were over 90 percenevamtl 5 schools were over 60 percent black.
There were 5 junior high schools: one had no bttgllents, and one had 67 percent black
students. The three high schools were integrétgtdone school had 5.5 percent black students,
while the other two schools had 22 and 29.3 perc&he average adult in Pasadena had 12.4
years of schooling, but whites in the exclusiveghbobrhood of Linda Vista averaged 14.9 years,
while non-whites averaged 11.5 years. In Augus$tl1®&n African American junior high school
student petitioned the Pasadena Board of Educttdit@ave his segregated school so that he
could attend the better white school. He was aknWith the help of the NAACP, Jay Jackson
sued the Board of Education in 196Jackson v. Pasadena City School Distrithe case
eventually went to the State Supreme Court in 1868they ruled in Jackson'’s favor, arguing
that Pasadena schools were in violatioBfwn v. Board of EducationThe Court ruled, “The
right to an equal opportunity for education andhlemful consequences of segregation require
that school boards take steps, insofar as reaspfessible, to alleviate racial imbalance in
schools regardless of its cause.” This importalimg justified racial considerations so as to
more equitably promote integrated schooling; howets ruling did not really effect the racial
composition of Pasadena schools. By 1967 theresora® attempt to balance out the three high
schools, but in the name of community schoolingattempt was made to integrate the

segregated black junior high school or the sevgresmted black elementary scho8ls.
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