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PREFACE 

Migration of Negroes from the rural South to urban 

centers of the North and East began in 1915. This move

ment has continued through the years and probably will do 

so in the future. As a result, most large cities, 

especially industrial centers with increasing demands for 

labor, have experienced a rapid growth in Negro population. 

A great deal has been learned concerning the American Negro 

and his way of life in an urban setting, and the present 

study represents an attempt to expand that knowledge by 

examining certain aspects concerning the Negro population 

in Wichita. 

Due to the fact that the data used were for 1950, it 

is probable that repetition of the study using 1960 data 

would reveal some interesting changes. The work has been 

extremely rewarding to the writer in the sense that a much 

deeper comprehension in this field of knowledge now exists 

than was the case before it began. To Dr. Donald o. 
Cowgill,! am deeply indebted. Words cannot express the 

appreciation I have for the time, patience, and scholarly 

guidance he has so freely given • 

.. : .• 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

As late as 1910, a majority of the people in the United 

States still resided in rural areas. By 1950 city popu

lation had increased to such an extent that sixty-four per 

eent of the total was classified as urban. From where did 

the increase come? Demographers have noted that city popu

lations seldom ~ep.roduce themselves, l therefore the rapid 

increase in urban population must have derived from some 

other source than the reproduction of those already in the 

city. 

The first impetus to city growth came as an extension · 

and acceleration of European immigration. America was, of 

course, .settled chiefly by Europeans, but the years between 

1890 and 1910 saw a greater influx of peoples from foreign 

_shores into this country than at any time in its history. 

As long as plenty of land was available for settle

ment, large numbers of these immigrants, most of whom were 

rural in origin, preferred to settle in rural areas where 

they could farm and perhaps acquire land of their own. After . 

the close. of the frontier around 1900, the cities offered 

the only opportunities where the immigrants Blight find em

ployment. They therefore remained ·in the cities, found 

1T. Lynn Smith and c. A. McMahan, The Sociology of Urban 
Life, p. 252; also Warren S. Thompson, Population Problems, 
'lftil°ed., pp. 172 and 173. 
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lodgings and looked for Jobs. The eastern seaboard cities 

were soon teeming with thousands of persons for whom ade

quate housing was not available, and existing facilities 

were soon overcrowded. The story was repeated in large 

inland cities, westward to the Mississippi River. 

Students of urban growth have developed different 

theories eoncem·ing the organizational patterns of cities 

and their expansion. The patterns may take the form of 
2 concentric zones as seen by Ernest W. Burgess, or the 

development in sectors, as described by Homer Hoyt,3 but the 

focal point from which each of these growth patterns occurs 

is the central core, or the business district of the city. 

As the city has grown, so has its central hub, buildings once 

used for other purposes have been torn down and replaced by 

skyscrapers. . Land values based on usage have soared as 

the structures built on the land have changed. Surrounding 

the central business district, therefore, is an area which 

may be expected, at some future time, to be utilized for 

purposes other than those for which it is presently being 

used. This area of changing land usage and values has been 

tenned "the zone of transition. 11 4 

2Ernest w. Burgess, Robert E. Park, and Roderick D. 
McKenzie, The City, p. 50. 

3Homer Hoyt, The Structure and Growth of Residential 
Neighborhoods in--xnierican Citie's; Chapter-YI, p. 96, Ff. 

4Burgess, et. al., City, ~· cit., p. 50. 
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Property owners are reluctant to expend large sums on 

buildings which may be razed within a short time, so the 

zone of transition is easily identified by its ancient 

deteriorated structures, many of which are in need of repair 

or show no evidence of their last coat of paint. once 

opulent homes have been converted into multiple-family 

dwellings, roomi'ng-houses, or combinations of first floor 

shops and upper floor dwelling units. 

It has been in these areas of deterioration that newly 

arrived immigrants frequently found their first homes.5 

Compared with other parts of the city, rent was not as high 

or distance to work as great in this transitional zone. 

Ethnic groups often tended to cluster together, resulting in 

distinctive cultural districts. Thus, many cities nave 

ecological areas termed "Little Italy, 11 "Russian-Town, 11 or 

"Little Greece. u6 These "old world'' colonies did not 

retain their inhabitants permanently. As immigrants became 

familiar with the new land and the ways of its people, as 

financial security increased, or as children matured and 

established homes, the foreign-born tended to disperse 

from the foreign colonies in American cities. They moved 

into more desirable sections of town and became assimilated 

into the larger community. 

5svend Riemer, The Modern City, p. 95 • . 
6 Calvin F. Schmid, "Research Techniques in Human Ecology," 

in Pauline Young, Scientific Social Surveys and Research, 
p. 407, also in Rose Hum Lee, The City, p. 293. 
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In some instances, these moves were only to areas ad

joining those of first settlement, but they were frequently 

to an area rather far removed from that which they had pre

viously oecupied.7 Svend Riemer has referred to the latter 

type of movement as a "leap-frog"8 activity. 

The passage of immigration laws in the twenties stemmed 

the flow of European immigrants and the population growth 

of American cities from this source was halted. But ex

panding industry has a greedy and ever-growing appetite for 

manpower and a new tide of migrants was drawn to the city 

to man the mills and the factories from the only reserve 

pool available, the farms and villages throughout the nation. 

The growth of cities continued, and the newcomers to the city 

followed the same general pattern of settlement as the mi

grants from Europe before them had done, and found their 

first shelter in the older sections of the city. 

In summary then, it may be said that the people who have 

swarmed to American cities, who have entered the factories, 

the mills and the shops, who have filled some niche in the 

busy, humming, interdependent way of life which is character

istic of those cities, have in general followed similar 

patterns of settlement and mobility within the boundaries of 

the cities as they have become a part of them. Ancient, 

7Noel P. Gist and L.A. Halbert, Urban Society, (3rd. ed.) 
p. 151. 

8 Riemer, City, op. cit., p. 144. 
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shabby dwellings, shadowed by skyscrapers and factories, 

have served as their first city home. Few were content to 

stay in these quarters. They looked toward the day they 

too could have sleeping and eating facilities separated, 

running water in the kitchen, perhaps a porch or yard. 

Burgess, in cormnenting on the residents of each zone of the 

city, says: 

The next zone /_zone II.!7 is also inhabited •.• 
by factory and shop workers, ••• This is an area of 
second immigration settlement, generally of the sec
ond generation. It is the region of escape from the 
slum •••• But the inhabitant of this area in tum· 
looks to the "Promised Land" beyond, to its re~i
dential hotels, its apartment-house region •••• 

In other words, the people within the city are usually 

hoping to acquire more desirable living quarters and a 

healthier environment for their children. This has been 

the pattern of movement of peoples within the American 

cities. So-called minority groups have lost their identity 

as they have merged with other cultures of the broader 

community. As their children have grown and sought homes 

of their own, only finances and individual preferences have 

-detennined the location of those homes. The foreign-born 

have largely disappeared from the scene and have left the 

cold water flats, the shoddy rooming-houses with leaking 

roofs and peeling walls, the noise, the smoke, the darkness, 

to a new group of migrants--the American Negro. 
·/ 

./ 

9Burgess, et. al., City, op. cit., p. 56. 



CHAPTER II 

SOCIOLOOICAL THEORY CONCERNING NEGROES IN URBAN AREAS 

The present study is directed toward these latest 

migrants to the city. The urban Negro has been the subject 

of a great many comprehensive studies. From these studies 

certain generalizations concerning the Negro in an urban 

environment have been drawn. For the most part, these have 

been based on what has been learned of urban Negroes in 

cities other than those of the South. Some of these general

izations will be examined in the present study. Included in 

the examination are the following subjects: 

A. Characteristics of the urban Negro population 

1. Proportion of Negroes in urban population 

2. Sex ratio 

3. Fertility ratio 

4 . . Proportion of females widowed or divorced 

5. Females in the labor force 

6. Amount of education 

7. Occupation 

8. Income 

B. Residential patterns and housing characteristics 

of urban Negroes 

1. Residential patterns 

2. Housing conditions 

3. Home ownership 

4. Expansion of Negro districts 

5. Overcrowding in Negro districts 

-6-
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A. Characteristics of the urban Negro population 

1. Proportion of Negroes in urban population 

The "Great Migration111 of Negroes from southern 

cotton fields to large urban centers in the North and 

East began in 1915, and although the rates have varied 

from year to year, migration has been continuous to 

these cities. During the early 1940's cities of the 

West also began to attract large numbers of Negroes. 

Thus the proportion of Negroes in the total population 

of a number of large cities, other than those in the 

South, has been increasing at a rapid rate. It is 

likely that most of this increase is due to migration. 

Roderick D. McKenzie attributes a considerable part of 

the increased urbanization of Negro population to 

mig.ration. 2 Gunnar Myrdal notes that the total net 

migration of Negroes from the South between 1910 and 

1940 was about 1,750,000 and that almost all of these 

had gone to large cities. 3 

James A. Quinn states, "During the decades 1930-

1950, the nonwhite population of cities increased more 

rapidly than the white, chiefly because of cityward 

1aunnar Myrdal, An American Dilemma, p. 183. 

2itoderick D. McKenzie, The Metropolitan Community, p. 33. 
3 -
Myrdal, Dilemma, ~· cit., p. 183. 
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4 migration. 11 Charles Abrams terms the migration of Negroes 

to urban areas between 1940 and 1950 "a major shift in Negro 

population. 115 He points out that nonwhite population in 

thirty standard metropolitan areas more than doubled during 

that time, and Gist and Halbert call attention to a survey 

conducted by the Census Bureau in 1947 which indicated that 

the increase in 11urban white population between 1940 and 1947 

was approximately 10 per cent as compared to an increase of 

40 per cent in urban Negro population during the same period. 6 

The Duncans also report that "the nonwhite population more 

than doubled between 1940 and 1950 11 in twenty-nine metro

politan areas located in the North or West of the United 

States. Among these were Detroit with an increase of 109.5 

per cent; and Chicago with 80.8 per cent increase in non

white population; while "the corresponding increases or 
white population were oniy moderate."7 

In a study conducted 1n 1953 it was found that Neg~ 

population in Philadelphia had been growing at a faster rate 

than white population in that city. In 1900 Negroes com

prised only five per cent of the population of Philadelphia, 

4 James A. Quinn, Urban Sociology, p. 134. 

5charles Abrams, Forbidden Neighbors, p. 28. 
6 . Gist and Halbert, Urban,~· cit., p. 230. 

7otis Dudley Duncan and Beverly Duncan, The Negro 
Population of Chicago, p. 1. 
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but by 1950 the proportion had grown to twenty per cent. 

The white population during this fifty-year period increased 

thirty-eight per cent, while the Negro population increased 
8 four hundred ninety-two per cent. 

It seems evident that migration of Negroes to cities 

has not only continued, but has also been of such magnitude 

that the proport,ion of Negroes in the total population of 

some cities has greatly increased. 

2. Sex ratio 

Sex ratio is defined as the number of males for each 

100 females in the population. Since 1930 the urban sex 

ratio has been changing, resulting in a steadily increasing 

excess or females in the urban population as a whole. 

The Negro sex ratio is lower at birth than it is for 

whites. There are 105 to 106 white male infants born to 

each 100 white female infants; whereas there are only 103 

Negro male infants to each 100 Negro female infants.9 Not 

only is the sex ratio lower at birth for Negroes than it is 

for whites, but death takes a higher toll among Negro males 

than it does among white males in the first year after 

birth. Thompson shows a death rate or 67.9 for nonwhite 

male infants under one year of age as compared with 34.7 

8city of Philadelphia Commission on Human Relations, 
Philadelphia's Negro Population, p. 4 

9Lee, City, ~· cit., p. 214 
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for white ma.le infants in 1949.10 In 1950 the infant mor

tality rate for white males was 34.o as compared to 59.9 

for nonwhite males under one year of age. By 1955 the rate 

o'f male infant deaths among whites had dropped to 29.8, and 

among nonwhites to 57.0. 11 The fact that a higher death 

rate exists for Negro males of all ages than for white 

males is a facto~ in the low Negro sex ratio. 12 

Paul H. Landis says there have been more females than 

males in the Negro population since 1840, and "it is 

especially marked among urban Negroes."13 In 1950, according 

to Thompson, the nonwhite sex ratio for New York City was 
14 85.9 and for Chicago it was 92.4. The Negro sex ratio was 

91.3 in Los Angeles, 92.5 in Philadelphia, and 92.8 in the 

nation's capital in 1950. 15 The sex ratio for urban Negroes 

throughout the nation in 1950 was 90.0 as compared to a sex 

ratio of 94.9 for urban whites.16 

lOThompson, Population,~· cit., p. 135 
11united States Department of Health, Education and Wel

fare, Monthly Vital .Statistics, Annual Summary for 1956, 
Part 2, Table B, p. 6. 

12 Lee, City,~· cit., p. 214. 

l3Paul H. Landis, Population Problems, (2nd. ed.) p. 61. 
14Thompson, Population,~· cit., p. 131. 
15united States Bureau or the census, Nonwhite Population 

~ Race, 1950 Report P-E No. ·3B, Reprint of Vol. IV, Part 3. 
Adapted from Table 15., p. 59. 

16 
United States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 

tM. Populat108~ 1950, United States Summary, Vo!. II, Partl, 
Table 36, p. • _ · 
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Fertility ratio 

"Be ye fruitful and mul tiply 1
·
117 was an injunction 

. . 

that early rural Americans accepted and practiced. 

Large families were the rule rather than the exception. 

Many children meant more hands to carry out the _count

less tasks that comprised farming activities in a new 

land, much .of it untouched by plow or axe, and in a 

day when mechanized farming was still far in the future. 

Rural areas have been referred to as "the seed-bed of 
18 · · 

the nation ' s population, 11 and al though the average 

size of farm families has been steadily decreasing in 

recent years, rural families as a whole still remained 

larger than those of either village or urban dwellers 

in 1950. The average population per urban family was 

3.44 persons as compared to 4.13 persons in farm 

families. 19 

Negro families, particularly in the rural South, 

have been large. In 1910, according to Thompson, 6.1 

children had been born to each 1,000 southern Negro 

women whose families were completed. 20 However, as 

17oenesis, Chapter 9:7. 

18Lowry Nelson, Rural Sociology, p. _109. 
19united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 

the Po\ulation, 1950, United States Summary, Vol. II, Part"'""l, 
Table 7, p. 97. 

2°':rhompson, Population,~- cit., p. 176. 



-12-

Negroes have migrated from the South to the cities of 

the North, it becomes evident that the proportion of 

children to women of child-bearing age among urban 

Negroes is as low as that of their white neighbors 

and, in some instances, lower. The large number of 
21 childless Negro wives and the high infant mortality 

rate no doubt contribute to this phenomenon. 

Different age groupings are sometimes used to 

measure fertility ratio. For example, the Bureau of 

the Census in its differential fertility report of 1940 

uses the ratio of children under 5 years of age to each 

1,000 women 15 to 49 years of age, 22 and Carey McWil

liams uses the ratio of children under 5 per 1,000 

women aged 20 to 44 years. 23 However, although the 

measures have differed, each has shown that the fer

tility ratio was somewhat lower for urban Negroes than 

for urban whites except in southern cities. 

4. Negro widows in cities 

Negro family life in America does not have the long 

established traditions, folkways and mores that exist 

in most societies. Separated from their own culture as 

21oist and Halbert, Urban,~· cit., p. 214. 
22united States Bureau of the Census, Differential Fertil

ity, 1940 ~ 1910, Report, pp. 2 and 4 of text. 

23carey McWilliams, Brothers Under the Skin, p. 13. 
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an enslaved people, and restrained from practicing or trans

mitting their own culturc9:l patterns of behavior, they were 

soon left with no memories of family life as they had lmown 

it in Africa • . . As slaves, some were encouraged to carry on 

a semblance of family life approximating that of white soci

ety; others were not. The closest family ties that existed 

and survived in slavery were those of the mother-child 

relationship. Husband-wife or father-child relationships, 

though not entirely non-existent, were far less prevalent 

or persistent. The family organization, such as it was, 

that was carried over after emancipation was largely matri

archal in nature. It would seem that males were somewhat 

reluctant to take over the leadership and responsibility of 

the home, and perhaps women were likewise unwilling to relin

quish their role of family head entirely; in any event, there 

are still more Negro households with a female head than is 
24 true of the population as a whole. 

With the increased urbanization of Negroes, family 

organizational p~tterns have had additional burdens placed 

upon them. Maurice R. Davie observes that: 

The migration of large numbers of Negroes 
to the cities has rendered it diffic-ult _even 
for Negro families with traditions of stability 
to remain immune to the unfavorable conditions 
that tend to destroy nonna.l and healthy human · 
relationships. More than any other segment of 

24united States Bureau of the Census, General Character
istics of Families, 1955, P-E No. 2A, Reprint from Vol. IV, 
Part 2, Tables 4 and 5, pp. 19 and 21. 
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the population ••• Negroes are affected by ••• 
conditio~~ that put a strain on family 
life •••• 

Life expectancy is lower for Negro males than it is for 

white males. 26 This tends to create among Negroes a 

large proportion of widowed females. Lee states that 

the per cent of widows in the Negro population is 

"excessivelyH high, and that in urban territories by age 

fifty-eight the number of Negro widows approximates the 

number of females who are married. 27 

A self-survey group in Baltimore found that twenty

three per cent or nearly one out of four of the families 

included in their sample was broken. 28 There were 18.9 

per cent of urban nonwhite females as compared to 15.2 

per cent of urban white females reported in the census 

of 1950 as widowed or divorced. 29 

Females in the labor force ---- -- -- --- ---
Not only have Negro women been the chief factor in 

keeping the family together, but they have also sought 

25Maurice R. Davie, Negroes in American Society, p. 216. 

26Thompson, Population,~· cit., p. 135. 
27 Lee, City, ~· cit., p. 216. . 
~ . . 

Baltimore Community Self-Survey of Inter-Group Relations 
and the Maryland Commission on Interracial Problems and 
Relations, An American City in Transition, p. 25. 

29 · United States Bureau of the Census, General Character-
istics of.!!!!. Population, 1950, United States Summary, 
Vol. II, Part 1, Table 46, p. 97. 
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employment outside of the home in order to supplement family 

income. Myrdal believes that poverty forces a greater pro

portion or Negro females into the labor market,30 and 

Richard Sterner makes the same observation.31 Gist and 

Halbert state that Negro females seek employment outside the 

home because there is so little Job security for Negro males.32 

Davie found that" in 1940, two out of every five Negro women 

TABLE l 

PER CENT OF EMPLOYED FEMALES BY RACE FOR 
SELECTED CITIES, 1940* 

City Negro White 

New York 50.7 32.5 
Philadelphia 43.6 31.9 
Cleveland 33.0 30.3 
Detroit 30.0 28.l 
Chicago 35.7 33.3 
St. Louis 37.4 32.8 
Louisville 45.7 29.9 
Baltimore 46.8 29.8 
Washington 51.7 43.0 

*Adapted from Table 6, Myrdal, Dilemma,~· cit., p. 300. 

as compared to one out of every four white women worked for 

their living.33 Table l shows Myrdal's comparisons of white 

and Negro employed females in selected cities. Examination 

30Myrdal, Dilemma, ~. cit. , p. ·298. 

31Richa.rd Sterner, Lenore A. Epstein, and Ellen Winston, 
The Negro's Share, p. 29. 

32aist and Halbert, Urban,~· cit., p. 311. 

33navie, American Society,~· cit., p. 111. 
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of these percentages makes it clear that the proportion of 

Negro females who are employed outside the home and the 

proportion of white women so employed varies from city· to 

city, but that in all of the cities studied a greater pro

portion of Negro than white women worked away from home. 

The Duncans present evidence that indicates that the pro

portion of nonwhite females and white females in the labor 

force varies with age groupings. A lesser proportion of 

nonwhite females than of white females aged 14 to 24 was 

reported in the labor force in Chicago in 1950. At the 

same time, a smaller percentage of white than nonwhite females 

aged 25 to 54 was in the labor force in that city.34 The 

authors state that unonwhite females tend to remain in the 

labor force longer [than do white femaley. u35 

E. Franklin Frazier has found that as more Negro males 

have obtained jobs in industry, thereby increasing their 

income, the proportion of employed, married Negro females 

has tended to decrease. 36 He believes, therefore, that as 

Negro family income becomes more stabilized on the basis of 

the husband's earnings alone, more and more Negro wives will 

cease working outside the home.37 

34nuncan and Duncan, Chicago, .2E_~ cit., Table A~6, p. 304. 

35Ibid., p. 66. 

36E. Franklin Frazier, The Negro in the United States, 
Revised edition, p. 330. 

37Ibid., p. 615. 
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Myrdal introduces an entirely different viewpoint. 

He suggests that Negro female workers have tradition

ally been employed in domestic service and other service 

occupations, and that the increase of mechanical devices, 

coupled with the much higher cost of domestic help, will 

gradually remove this source of employment from the 

labor market and that Negro females will encounter a 

high degree of difficulty entering other fields of 

employment. The net result will be that fewer or them 

will be working because there is less opportunity for 

them to work than has been the case in the past.38 

6. Education 

If, as is generally supposed, education is one 

means or increasing one's status in the social structure, 

and of adding to employment possibilities, it would be 

well to determine the level of education attained by 

urban Negroes. 

There is an abundance of literature available 

concerning education, or the lack of it, as related to 

Negroes, but a great dissimilarity exists in the measures 

employed to determine amount of education attained. The 

major portion of the studies conducted seem to have been 

directed toward facilities, expenditure of funds, cur

riculum, qualifications of teachers, teacher loads in 

38Myrdal, Dilemma,~- cit., pp. 1082-1083. 



elass rooms, et cetera. 

Since median years of school completed is that measure 

which has been selected for use in the present study, only 

those studies ·which use a similar measure are of any real 

relevance in this discussion. 

The Baltimore self-study group found that slightly less 

than half, forty~eight per cent, of the family heads included 

in their sample had seven years or less of formal education. 

The median years of school completed for all persons in Bal

timore was 8.6; while for Negroes it was 7.2 years. Sixteen 

per cent of all adults in Baltimore had completed high school 

as compared to 15.9 per cent of the Negroes included in the 

sample. The difference was also very slight for those 

reporting that they had some college education, 9.2 per cent 

of the Negroes as compared with 9.5 per cent of the total. 

Of those reporting five years of school attendance the per

centage of all adults was 10.0 per cent as compared to 15.8 

per cent for Negroes.39 

Smith and Kemp determined median school years completed 

by the population twenty-five years of age and over, by race 

and residence, for Louisiana and the United States in 1940. 

For urban Negroes in Louisiana the ~edian years of school 

completed was 5.2 as compared to 6.8 years for urban Negroes 

3%altimore Community Self-Survey of Inter-Group Relations, 
American City, ~· cit., p. 27. 
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in the United States. 40 

There are, of course, statements which would lead one 

to suppose that educational levels for Negroes do not ap

proximate those of whites. Harry S. Ashmore's assessment 

of Chicago schools is a case in point. 

The schools in or near the Negro neighbor
hoods are the oldest in the entire system, and 
provide the ' least adequate physical facilities 
••• the quality of instruction sags to the low 
level of the physical facilities, and every 
aspect of school operation is blighted by the 
depressed atmosphere or the surrounding com
munities. When students are lifted out or 
this background arid ttintegratedtt into more 
favored institutions .it is not surprising 
that they often have difficulty ma~ing 
scholastic and social adjustments. 

Drake and Cayton refer to the fact that in 1938 thirteen of 

fifteen schools in Negro neighborhoods in Chicago were oper

ating on shifts so that pupils spent only half a day in 

schoo1; 42 and that far fewer Negro than white youths were 

going on to attend high school. 43 Quinn states that ''tracts 

••• which are inhabited mainly by nonwhites report lower 

levels of formal education. 11 44 Frazier presents data con

cerning years of school completed by Negroes twenty-five 

40smith and McMahan, Urban Life, ~- cit., p. 494. 
41 · Harry s. Ashmore, The Negro and the Schools 

42st. Clair Drake and Horace R. Cayton, Black Metropolis, 
p. 202. 

43Ib1d., p,. 515. 

44Quinn, Urban, ~. cit., p. 155. 
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years of age and over in four southern and four north

ern cities. In the northern cities the proportion of 

Negroes who had completed no school was about the same 

as that of the population as a whole; while the pro

portion who had completed four years of high school 

was between one-half and three-fourths of that of the 

total population. 45 

7. The Negro and his work in the city 

Since the days of slavery the vast majority of 

southern Negroes have worked in rural areas. Certain 

numbers of them, of course, were found in cities, and 

as industry in the South began to grow and with the 

introduction of mechanization to farm enterprise more 

of them sought work in cities. For the most part, 
,. 

however, Negro workers in the cities of the South 

have been able to enter the labor market only at the 

unskilled or conunon labor leve1. 46 

Early Negro migrants from the South were unable, 

as Clyde V. Kiser expresses it, "to find the superior 

opportunities for which they were looking and ••• 

finally secured employment as ordinary laborers. 1147 

Domestic service also provided employment for a 

45p,razier, United States, ~· cit., pp. 444-446. 
46 Ibid., p. 240 
47clyde Vernon Kiser, Sea Island~ City, p. 167 . 
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great many Negroes as European immigration, the previous 

source of supply for this need, came to a halt. 

World War I placed the first major demand on United 

States industry for an all out effort in production. 

The need for an increased labor supply to meet this need 

seemed to provide a golden promise of better Jobs and 

more money to Negroes of the South if they would but 

seek those jobs. By thousands they trekked to cities in 

the North and East in which were located the munition 

plants, the ship yards, the steel mills and the food

processing factories. 

But few of the black hands reaching out for the 

higher-paying jobs of a war-inspired industry were trained 

in the skills necessary to fill those Jobs. There were 

jobs to be had, it is true; jobs in the kitchens and the 

stockyards, general cleanup work necessary to the health 
48 and welfare of a city, jobs that wtute workers had left 

vacant when they sought and found the jobs the Negroes 

had hoped for. · So the greater opportunity of which they 

had dreamed was not irmnediately realized. 

As the war years continued and the demands for workers 

increased, however, Negroes did enter the unskilled ranks 

of industrial labor. Iron and steel mills, chemical 

48 Gist and Halbert, Urban,~· cit., p. 311. 
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plants, and meatpacking plants received black workers. 49 

Drake and Cayton say, "It was during the First World War 

that Negroes broke the Job Ceiling at the semi-skilled 

leve1.n50 

After the war ended, most of those who had been able 

to break into the, semi-skilled fields were unable to hold 

those jobs now sought by white workers and so they "replaced 

immigrants as the primary source of unskilled and menial 

labor. In the mass, they restL""9~at the bottom of the 
11 51 

••• economic pyramid.... Trade union restrictions, the 

lack of training opportunities for skilled jobs and the 

"lily-white" employment policy of certain finns and entire 

industries have been charged with closing the door on 

upward occupational mobility for Negroes in the period 

between the First World War and the depression.52 

During the Second World War, Negroes made progress 

49navie, American Society,~· cit., p. 94. 

50nrake and Cayton, Metropolis, .2E.• cit., p. 511. These 
authors use the term Job Ceiling to indicate that Negroes 
are not pennitted to compete for jobs as individuals or on 
the basis of qualifications. The limitations imposed they 
see as a "Job Ceiling." 

51Ibid:, p. 18. 

52Ibid., p. 112. 
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in many occupational fields. 53 Gains were measured not 

only by the addition of a greater number of Negroes to 

semi-skilled Jobs in industry, but also by their entrance 

into skilled occupations as well; the numbers in each . 

category nearly doubled between 1940 and 1944.54 This 

has led Davie to ·remark, 

••• the most significant development was the 
employment or Negroes in new industries and 
plants where they entered occupations which 
few had followed before the war.55 

But a "J·ob Ceiling" still existed, and very few became 

foremen, supervisors or technicians.56 That substantial 

gains were made during World War II, however, is substan

tiated by Frazier who points out that the per cent of 

Negro male workers in semi-skilled industrial occupations 

increased from 12.0 per cent to 22.4 per cent between 

1940 and 1944, while the percentage increase in skilled 

occupations was 4.4 to 7.3 during the · same time period.57 

A limited perspective is given by Weaver relating 

to the per cent of Negro workers employed by specific 

53Frazier, United States,~- cit., p. 618. 

54:oavie, American Society,~· cit., p. 96. 

55Ibid • ., p. 96. 

56nrake and Cayton., Metropolis., ~- cit., p. 256. 

57prazier, United States,~- cit • ., p. 618. 
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firms and industries for the period 1940 to 1945.58 The 

number of Negro males employed by Chrysler Corporation 

increased from 2,000 to 18,000 between 1940 and 1945; 

and whereas no Negro females were employed by the finn 

in 1940, more than 15 per cent of all female workers 

employed in 1945 .were Negro.59 

Negroes constituted about 11 per cent of the payroll 

at Briggs Manufacturing Company 1n 1941, and in 1945 this 

had increased to about 19 per cent. 60 In 1940 less than 

four per cent of Packard's 10,000 employees were Negro, 

but by 1945 they constituted 17 per cent of Packard's 
61 working force. 

In the meat packing industry, long a Negro strong

hold, it was estimated that 30 to 35 per cent of all pro

duction workers were Negro in 1945.62 Gains were not so 

great 1n the iron and steel industry, but some gains were 

made. In 1940 Negroes represented only 5.7 per cent of 

58aobert c. Weaver, "Seniority and the Negro Worker," 
unpublished monograph • . 

59Ibid., p. 10. 
60Ibid., p. 13. 
61Ib1d., p. 15. 

62Ibid., p. 18. 
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the working force in these industriea, 63 but by 1945 they 

accounted for 11.5 per cent of the workers.64 

A further substantiation of gains made between 1940 

and 1950 is cited by Elizabeth Hoyt, who points out that 

during this period the percentage or nonwhites in oper-

8 4 65 ative groups incr.eased from 1 - to 2 per cent. 

In 1950, 21.1 per cent of employed Negro males 

throughout the nation were classified as operatives; 13.3 

per cent as service workers; and 23.3 per cent as laborers, 

a total of 57.7 per cent of the total employed. Forty

one per cent or employed Negro females were classified as 

private household workers. The corresponding percentages 

or white male workers were; operatives, 20.0 per cent; 

service workers, 5.1 per cent; laborers, 6.6 per cent. 

Only 4.1 per cent or white females employed were classi

fied as private household workers. 66 

In summary, it seems that Lee's statement that the 

occupational distribution for the Negro population shows 

63Ibid., p. 22. 

64Ibid., p. 23. 
65Elizabeth Hoyt, et al., American Income and Its Use, 

p. 109. -- -----
66united States Bureau of the Census, Occupational 

Characteristics, 1956, P-E No. lB, Vol. IV, Part 1, 
adapted from Table 3, pp. 29-36. 
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a large proportion of Negroes in low-prestige occupa

tions, and proportionately fewer in middle and upper

class occupations, 67 is borne out by the facts. Also, 

the fluctuations which appear from one decade to 

another seem to justify Quinn's statement that only in 

times of prosperity or labor shortages does the Negro 
" 68 

have a very wide choice of Jobs. Even then competi-

tion for jobs in the highest occupational brackets is 

closed to him. 69 The job picture has been aptly summed 

up by Drake and Cayton when they say: 

••• the competitive process has become organized 
in such a way that the Job Ceiling for Negroes 
terids to be drawn just above the level· .. of semi
skilled jobs, with the skilled, clerical, manager
ial and ~8pervisory positions reserved for white 
workers.1 

a·. Income 

Occupational levels influence income. Since a 

large proportion of Negro workers are clustered in the 

lower strata of the occupational structure, it follows 

that their income is likewise low. Most studies of 

Negro income deal with family income. Kiser, in his 

study of the St. Helena migrants to New York City, 

67 Lee, City, .2E._. cit. , p. 409. 

68Qu1nn, Urban, 2£· cit., p. 196. 

69nrake and Cayton, Metropolis, ~· cit., p. 758. 

70Ibid., p. 262. 
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observed that "the income of the Negro family is about 17 

per cent lower than that of the typical family for the 

entire city." 71 Drake and Cayton found that the proportion 

of Negro families in Chicago with less than $1,000 a year 

income in 1935 and 1936 was more than twice the proportion 

of white families with as small an income.72 Sterner reported 

median family inaome of $1,095 for Negroes and $1,720 for 

whites, also in 1935 and 1936, in North Central cities of 

100,000 and over in population.73 

Family incomes increased during World War 11,74 and in 

1945 urban Negro families had a median income of $2,052 as 

compared to a median income of $3,085 for white families.75 

Hoyt · reports a median annual income of $1,658 for nonfarm, 

nonwhite families as compared to $3,379 median income for 

nonfarm white .families in 1949.76 

The study in Baltimore revealed that median family in

come for Negroes was $2,778 as compared with an estimated 

$4,300 for white families in 1953,77 a difference of $1,522. 

71Kiser, Sea Island,~· cit., p. 32 

72nrake and Cayton, Metropolis, ~· cit., p. 513. 
73sterner, et al., Share, ~· cit., Table 25, p. 60. 

74Frazier, United States,~· cit., p. 615. 

75navie, American Society,~· cit., p. 108. 

76Elizabeth Hoyt, et al., Income, S?..· cit., Table 2, p. 347 

77Baltimore Community Self-Survey of Inter-Group Relations, 
American City, ~· cit., p. 30. 
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Nonwhite family income, as reported by the Census Bureau, 

was $1,724 for nonwhites in Baltimore in 1949, and $2,817 

for whites,78 a difference of $1,093. Since it was esti

mated in the Housing Market Analysis of 1953 in Baltimore 

that a differential of $1,700 existed between white and non

white median income,79 perhaps the figures obtained from the 

sample used in the study were indicative of an increasing 

differential between white and nonwhite median income. 

Family income is probably a more meaningful measure of 

economic status than individual income, but for the purposes 

of the present study, it will be necessary to use the latter 

measure. Median income for urban and nonfarm Negroes was 

reported as $1,110 in 1950 as compared to $2,157 for urban 

and nonfarm whites. 80 By sex, the median income for Negro 

males was $1,566 as compared to $2,741 for white males; and 

the median income for Negro females was $669 as compared to 

$1,200 for white females.Bl Duncan and Duncan report media~ 

individual income for white males in Chicago in 1949 was 

78Ibid., p. 30 

79Ibid., p. 30. 

80united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, 1950, United States Summary, Vol. II, Par~l, 
Table 137, p. 29r:--The same figure is given for median 
income of urban and rural nonfann Negroes as appears for 
urban Negroes in Special Report Bulletin, P-E No. 38, Non-
white Population~ Race, 1950, Table 9, p_. 3B-27. --

81Ibid., Table 137, p. 297. 

II 
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$3,292 as compared to $2,370 for nonwhite males. 

The respective median incomes for females were 

$1,764 for whites and $1,294 for nonwhites.82 

B. Residential patterns and housing characteristics of 

urban Negroes 

1. Residential patterns of Negro migrants 

Negro migrants to the city followed in the 

footsteps of European immigrants and found homes 

close to the center of the city in segregated 

neighborhoods that were similar to the ghettos 

of old, 83 except that the wall which contained 

them was invisible. The same reasons which im

pelled the foreign-born to settle in the "zone 

of transition" applied when the Negro migration 

to large urban centers began. The zone of tran

sition is characterized as"a non-restricted area,"84 

therefore little resistance to new arrivals 

occurs. Compared to other parts of the city, 

the shelter offered there is less costly,85 and 

82nuncan and Duncan, Chicago, .2£.·. cit., p. 75. 
83Ashmore, Schools,~· cit., p. 66. 

84Arnold and Caroline Rose, America Divided, p. 98. 
85nrake and Cayton, Metropolis, ~· cit., p. 17. 
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it is the area in which the migrant is more apt to 

find those of his own kind. 

The American Negro, of course, differs from the 

European migrant in that his culture is wholly American. 

His physical badge of difference is one he cannot hide, 

and experience has taught him that the color of his 

skin keeps him from entering the "mainstream of 

American life."86 He becomes keenly aware of this 

fact in his efforts to secure adequate housing. Arnold 

and Caroline Rose have pointed out that "Housing is the 

consumers' item that Negroes can buy least of for their 

money. 1187 

Between 1940 and 1950 the number or Negroes in 

cities in_creased by about three million, 88 2. 7 million 

of whom were migrants. 89 The already crowded Negro 

districts in the cities overflowed, and housing became 

a more critical problem. 

2. Housing conditions in the Negro district 

Obviously, older sections of the city contain aging 

86 · 
Robert c. ~eaver, The Negro Ghetto, p. 7 

87Arnold and Caroline Rose, America, o~ cit., p. 97. 

88united States Bureau of the Census~ Housing and Home 
Finance Agency, Housing of the Nonwhite Population, 1940 to 
1950, p. 3. -- . 

S9Ibid., p. 1. 

II 
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structures, many or which have become obsolete. Rose re

ported in 1948 that Real Property Inventories in various 

cities showed that 1n Detroit, 34 per cent of the dwelling 

units occupied by Negroes were either "unfit for use or in 

need of major repairs, n while only 6 per cent of the dwell

ings occupied by whites were so classified. The relative 

comparisons for Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, were 73 per cent 

of the Negro occupied dwellings and 14 per cent of those 

occupied by whites.90 

The Chicago Plan Commission has designated certain 

areas of that city which they hope to eliminate or replace. 

They have classified these areas as "blighted" or "near 
. . 

blighted." Two-thirds of Chicago's Black Belt is con-

tained within these areas.91 

In Philadelphia, in 1950, thirty-five per cent of the 

Negro families dwelt in structures classified as dilapi

dated or lacking in private bathing faeilities.92 Forty

six per cent or the sub-standard dwelling units in 

Baltimore were occupied by nonwhites in 1953.93 

90Arnold Rose, The Negro in Amer1.ca, p. 122. 

91nrake and Cayton, Metropolis, ~- cit., pp. 208, 209. 

92city of Philadelphia Commission on Human Relations, 
Population,~· cit., p. 16. 

9~lt1more Community Self-Survey of Inter-Group Rela
tions, American City, OE.!__ cit., p. 49. 
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It is clear that in the above mentioned cities, 

Negroes do not have the type of housing which is 

generally -considered conducive to good health and 

welfare. 

3. Home OWnership 

Since the preceding materials clearly show that 

Negroes in cities dwell in deteriorating sections of 

these cities, the question. arises as to the extent to 

which they acquire · house and lot to call their own. 

Woofter, some years ago, pointed out that real 

estate in New York City was almost beyond the reach of 

those with limited or unstable incomes,94 automatically 

eliminating most Negroes. However, some homes and 

tenement houses in Harlem had been purchased by Negroes 

by 1920; and data for Dayton, Ohio, indicated that 28.8 

per cent of the Negro families owned their homes in 

1920.95 

Davie reported that nearly 20 per cent of urban 

Negro homes were owned by their occupants in 1940;96 

and the Housing and Home Finance Agency reported some 

9~. J. Woofter, Jr., Negro Problems in Cities, p. 141. 

95Ib1d., p. 136. 

96navie, American Society,~· cit., p. 218. 
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32 per cent of urban nonwhites were occupying their own 

homes in 1950 as compared to 52 per cent or urban white 

population.97 Nearly 30 per cent or Philadelphia non

whites owned their homes in 1950, less than half of the 

proportion or whites who were home owners.98 Thirty- · 

eight per cent of the families in the Baltimore study in 

1953 owned their homes.99 

Apparently the degree or Negro home ownership in 

urban areas is increasing slightly, but still remains 

below the amount or home ownership among white population. 

Furthermore, home ownership data do not reflect the extent 

of indebtedness against the homes reported owned, the type 

or contract under which they are purchased, or the relative 

value or those homes. The Baltimore grouplOO and the 

Housing and Home Finance AgencylOl have expressed consid

erable skepticism concerning the extent of stability of 

97united States Bureau or the Census, Housing and Home 
Finance Agency, Housing,~· cit., Table 5, p. 25. 

98city or Philadelphia Commission on Human Relations, 
Population, .2£• cit., Table 8, p. 17. . 

99The Baltimore Community Self-Survey of Inter-Group 
Relations, .American City, ~· cit., p. 62. 

lOOibid., p. 54. 
101united States Bureau of the Census, Housing and Home 

Finance Agency, Housing, .2£· cit., p. 14. 
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the transactions due to excessive interest rates, 

small down payments and financial inability to 

maintain the investments. 

4. Expansion of the Negro district 

Negroes are concentrated in a certain section or 

sections of all northern cities if they number more 

than a handful of the population. Perhaps this phe

nomenon,more often than any other,has been noted by 

those who have observed the Negro in his urban environ

ment. Smith and McMahan say, "Practically every city 

has one central district where half or more of its 

Negro population lives. ul02 Davie says segregation of 

the Negroes is a general pattern in all American 

cities. 103 Woofter, 11 
••• all cities have some areas 

where the large majority of the population is Negro. 11104 

Kiser reported that in 1930 Harlem was 97 per cent 

Negro.105 Only about one-half of Chicago Negroes 

lived in the Black Belt until after 1915, according to 

Drake and Cayton, but by 1945 over 90 per cent of them 

were concentrated in the area. 106 Eighty-nine per 

l02smith and McMahan, Urban Life, .~. cit., p. 639. 

l03navie, American Society, .2£· cit., p. 220. 
104 Woofter, Negro Problems, ~- cit., p. 39. 

105Kiser, Sea Island, ~- cit., p. 26 •. 

l06nrake and Cayton, Metropolis, .21!.• cit., p. 12 • . 
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cent of Philadelphia's Negro population lived in three 

specific areas of the city in 1950; 107 and in Baltimore 80 

per cent of the Negroes were concentrated in thirty census 

tracts. 108 Two-thirds of the Negroes in Washington, D. c. 
resided within a radius of two and a quarter miles of the 

business district of that city in 1948.109 

It seems clear that American Negroes are not follow

ing the same mobility patterns as earlier immigrants to the 

city. Negroes are able to expand only in those areas adja

cent to those already occupied by Negroes; or as Weaver 

says, to another u ••• well-defined Negro community •••• 11110 

The movement outward may be along a major street such as 

that which occurred along State Street in Chicago, 111 or 

in the invasion of areas where a few scattered Negro resi

dents have already gained access. 112 Any expansion of 

existing areas or movement into new ones meets with sharp 

resistance from the white population.113 

l07c1ty of Philadelphia Commission on Human Relations, 
Population, .2E.• cit., p. 6. 

l08The Baltimore Community Self-Survey of Inter-Group 
Relations, American City, .2E.· cit., p. 45. 

l09The National Committee on Segregation in The Nation's 
Capitol, Segregation in Washington, p. 25. 

ll<>weaver, Ghetto,~· cit. 

lllMcKenzie, Community,~· cit., p. 243. 

112woofter, Negro Problems, .2E.• cit., p. 39. 
113 Riemer, City, QQ_. cit., p. 144. 
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This has resulted in a high density of population in 

the Negro districts. The Black Belt in Chicago contained 

90,000 people to the square mile in 1945 as compared to 

20,000 per square mile in white occupied apartment houses 

nearby, according to Drake and Cayton. 114 

It has been suggested that the drift of people to the 

suburbs of cities which has occurred at a rapid rate in 

recent years should permit expansion of Negro districts. 115 

However, there is another aspect to this. As Planning 

Commissions and Urban Renewal Commissions designate areas 

for demolition and restoration, more Negro families are 

displaced than are provided with new accommodations. 116 

The housing situation thus becomes intensified rather than 

improved. The need for more space and more housing seems 

to be an ever-pressing problem for urban Negroes; and 

there is very little evidence that would indicate that 

freedom to choose the residential area of dwelling units 

is increasing. 

114nrake and Cayton, Metropolis,~· cit., p. 204. 
115stuart A. Queen and David B. Carpenter, American 

City, p. 147. 
116 6 ~bra.ms, Neighbors, ~· cit., p • . 3 3. 
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5. Overcrowding in the Negro district 

Extreme concentration of so many people into 

limited areas would naturally result in some degree 

of overcrowding of the housing facilities in the area. 

The measure of overcrowding in this study will be that 

used in the Seventeenth decennial census, or more· than 

1.5 persons ~~r room. 117 This condition exists among 

nonwhites to a greater degree than among white popula

tion in almost every city with a substantial Negro 

population. The Housing Research report states: 

••• the proportion of overcrowded units ••• 
among nonfarm dwellings occupied by non
whites was somi16our times as high as that 
for whites •••• 

In Philadelphia, in 1950, overcrowding in dwellings 

occupied by nonwhites was three times as great as in 

those occupied by whites. 119 Overcrowding was found 1n 

12 per cent of the dwellings occupied by Negroes as 

ll7united States Bureau of the Census, Census Tract Sta
tistics, 1950, Vol. III, Bulletin P-D61, Wichita, Kansas;
PP• 3, 4 • 

118united States Bureau of the Census, Housing and Home 
Finance Agency, Housing,~· cit., pp. l, 2. 

ll9city of Philadelphia Commission· on Human Relations, 
Population,~- cit., p. 17. Note: Although this reference 
is to "more tnancine person to the room," rather than 1.5 
persons per room, the source of data is given as the Census 
Tract Statistics in at least one table where this measure 
is used (Table 18, p. 48). 
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compared to 4 per cent of those occupied by whites in 

Washington, D. C. in 1948. 120 

Abrams claims that the proportion of overcrowding 

increased for nonwhites more than 11 per cent between 1940 

and 1950, while in the same ten-year period it was de-

creasing for whites. 121 

On the basis ,of the evidence presented in the above 

studies, it seems clear that overcrowded dwelling units are 

more prevalent in those districts predominantly occupied by 

Negroes than it is in districts with a large p.roportion of 

white residents. 

SUMMARY 

In summary, it can be said that in some American cities 

the proportion of Negroes in the total population has been 

increasing, and that this increase has been largely due to 

the in-migration of large numbers of Negroes. The sex ratio 

for urban Negroes is lower than it is for whites, and the 

Negro fertility ratio is also lower in cities than for white 

urban population except in cities in the South. A greater 

percentage of urban Negro females than urban white females 

are widowed or divorced; and a larger proportion of Negro 

females than white females are employed outside of the home 

120The National Committee on Segregation in the Nation's 
Capitol, Segregation,~· cit., pp. 44, 45. 

121Abrams, Neighbors, .2£• cit., p. 75. 
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in urban· centers. 

Negroes have less formal education than do whites, but 

the differential has been lessening and is more pronounced 

at the secondary school level or above. A far greater 

proportion of Negro than white workers occupies semi

skilled and unskilled labor categories and conversely a 

much smaller proportion of Negro than white workers is 

found in skilled and managerial positions. Since occupa

tional levels are low, incomes are likewise low and Negro 

median income is lower than that of whites in cities. 

Adequate housing is not available to Negroes in 

American urban centers. In general they occupy the older 

residential sections, characterized by deteriorated housing, 

and movement out of these sections meets with resistance 

from the white -population and is not accomplished rapidly 

enough to meet the need. As a result, much overcrowding 

exists in the sections of the city occupied by Negroes; 

and the bulk of urban Negro population is concentrated 

within these sections. 



CHAPTER III 

A- STUDY OF THE NEGRO POPULATION OF WICHITA 

Purpose 

The purpose of this study is to determine whether the 

characteristics and conditions described in the previous chap

ter relative. to urban Negroes in the United States are also 

representative of Negro population and Negro housing in 

Wichita, Kansas. 

HyPotheses 

It is the general hypothesis of this study that population 

characteristics and housing conditions of Wichita Negroes are 

typical of those of urban Negroes in the United States as a 

whole. This leads to the following specific sub-hypotheses: 

A. Population characteristics 

1 . Since the proportion of Negro population in 

American cities has been increasing, the per 

cent of Negroes in Wichita has also been 

increasing. 

?. Since there are typically more females than 

males in urban Negro populations than in urban 

white populations, the Negro sex ratio in Wichita 

is lower than the white sex ratio. 

3. Fertility ratio, defined as the ratio of children 

under 5 years of age to each 1,000 females 15 to 

49 years of age, is lower for Wichita Negroes 

than for Wichita whites, since the fertility 

-40-
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ratio or urban Negroes is lower than that of 

urban whites throughout the nation. 

4. Since a greater proportion of urban Negro females 

than urban females as a whole in the United States 

are widowed or divorced, this is also true in 

Wichita. 

5. Since a greater proportion of Negro than white 

females in urban United States are typically 

classified as being in the labor force, a larger 

proportion of Negro than white females is included 

in the labor force in Wichita. 

6. The median years of school completed by Negroes 

25 years of age and over in 1950 was less than 

the median years of school completed by the total 

population of Wichita who were 25 years of age and 

over in 1950, since a differential character

istically exists between urban Negroes and urban 

population as a whole in this respect. 

7. A larger proportion of Negro than of white workers 

in Wichita was emplQyed in occupations below the 

skilled labor level in 1950; and conversely that 

a greater proportion of ~hite than Negro workers 

was employed at the skilled level or above since 

this is typical of employment of Negroes in urban 

centers in the nation. 

8. Characteristically, the median income of urban 
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. Negl'Qes in the United States is lower than the 

median income for urban whites, therefore median 

income for Negroes is lower than that of whites 

in Wichita. 

B. Residential area and housing conditions 

Residential areas 

1. Since Negroes are typically concentrated in a 

certain area or areas of urban centers, Wichita 

also has a Negro district or districts. 

2. The district or districts occupied by Negroes are 

located close to the central part of the city as 

is typical of other cities in the United States. 

3. Sinc·e in most cities in the United States, expansion 

of the Negro district or districts occurs only in 

those .blocks adjacent or contiguous to blocks 

already occupied by Negroes, expansion of the Negro 

district in Wichita between 1940 and 1950 occurred 

only in those blocks adjoining those classified as 

Negro district in 1940. 

Housing Conditions 

1. Since urban Negroes in the nation as a whole typi

cally occupy older dwelling~ than do whites, the 

proportion of dwellings built before 1940 in the 

Negro district in Wichita is greater than tae pro

portion built prior to 1940 in the city as a whole. 

2. Since in most cities in the United States a greater 
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proportion of the dwellings occupied by Negroes than by 

whites are in a run down condition or lacking in ade

quate plumbing facilities, the proportion of dwelling 

units in the Negro districts in Wichita reported in this 

condition is greater than the proportion of such dwell

ings occupied by the city population as a whole. 

3. Negro home own·ership in cities in the nation as a whole 

is characteristically lower than it is for whites, 

therefore, the proportion of dwelling units owned by 

Negro occupants in Wichita was less than the proportion 

of white owner-occupied dwelling units in Wichita in 

both 1940 and 1950; but that the degree of home ownership 

among Negroes in Wichita increased between 1940 and 1950. 

4. Since overcrowded living quarters are characteristic of 

urban Negro districts in the nation as a whole and since 

this condition has been increasing, the proportion of 

overcrowding in Wichita's Negro districts was higher in 

both 1940 and 1950 than it was in the city as a whole; 

and the degree of overcrowding in the Negro districts 

increased between 1940 and 1950. 

Methodology 

In making this study of Wichita ~egroes, the decision was 

made at the outset to use only collected or published data as 

sources of information. In consequence, census data have been 
the main source. However, one publication, the Wichita Negro 
Year Book of 1922-1923, An Encyclopedia of Progress, by Neely 

and Sims supplied a great deal of information. 1 Names, ad-

1B. M. Neely and H. T. Sims, Compilers, The Wichita Negro 
Year Book, 1922-1923. 
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dresses and occupations of more than 1500 Negroes, presumed to 

be adult, were included in this volume. Use of these gave 

some basis for comparing residential areas of 1940 and 1950 

with those of an earlier period. Where it was possible to do 

so, only data for Negroes . were utilized. In some cases, how

ever, particularly in the Housing bulletins, data were reported 

for nonwhites, rather than for specific races and it was there

fore necessary to use data for nonwhites. 

Data by race were not available in all cases but due to 

the marked concentration of Negroes in Census Tracts 5, 6, and 

12, the assumption was made that population characteristics 

and housing conditions reported for these tracts would yield 

a measure for Wichita Negroes as a whole. 

This type of estimate was used in computing the proportion 

of Negro females who were widowed or divorced in 1950. Since 

no data on education by race were available in the Census re

ports for 1950, the median years of school completed by persons 

25 years of age and over who resided in Census Tracts 5, 6, and 

12 was utilized. Although this result was compared with the 

median years of school completed by persons 25 years of age and 

over in Wichita in 1940, it should be pointed out that this in

formation for 1940 was reported by race, and in 1950 it was not. 

Therefore, data for the three census ~racts represent only an 

approximation of the level of education attained by Negroes. 

Data for housing conditions were taken from the Block Sta

tistics bulletins as these report the number of dwelling units 

in each block that are occupied by nonwhites. By use of a spe

cific formula districts designated as "Negro, 11 could then be 
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established and the conditions for those areas be determined. 

In almost all cases, only data for the City of Wichita 

have been used. In one instance however, namely, in that of 

workers classified by occupation, data for the Standard Metropol

itan Area of Wichita were utilized. 

Definitions 

The 11 Negro districts " as used in this study include all 

blocks adjacent or contiguous to each other that contained more 

than one nonwhite resident in 1940 and in 1950. This defini

tion was devised on the assumption that all nonwhites, other 

than Negro, would thus be eliminated from the study, as other 

nonwhites in the city have shown little tendency to cluster 

together. A certain amount of distortion has occurred by 

the use of this definition in as much as it includes more 

dwelling units than those occupied by Negroes. For example, 

in the Negro districts as defined, in 1950, data for 3,560 

dwelling units were compiled whereas only 2,414 dwelling 

units were reported as occupied by nonwhites in Wichita at 

that time. 2 Thus, data showing the proportion of sub-stand

ard dwellings and the proportion of overcrowded dwellings, as 

given for the Negro districts, may be reflective of conditions 

in the areas in which Negroes in Wichita live, as much as they 

are of dwellings occupied only by Negroes. 

2united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1950, Wichi
ta, Kansas, Block Statistics, Bulletin H-E206; Table 1, _p. 3. 



CHAPTER · IV . 

CHARACTERISTICS OF NEGRO POPULATION IN WICHITA, KANSAS 

1. Growth of Negro population 

For the past eighty or ninety years Negroes have 

been migrating to Wichita. Census reports reveal that 

in 1880 there were 268 Negroes in Sedgwick County. 1 In 

1890 the county total had increased to 1,354, 2 and 

according to 'the data given for that year, 1,247 of 

these were residents of Wichita,3 clearly indicating 

that even then the bulk of Negro migration in this area 

was to the city proper rather than to rural regions. 

The increase in Negro population in the next 10 years 

was quite insignificant as only 1,389 Negroes were 

reported for Wichita in 1900. 4 The first decade of the 

twentieth century saw this number almost double, how

ever, as the enumeration in 1910 was 2,457.5 

During these years there was a rapid filling up of 

the whole state of Kansas, and Wichita was developing 

into a center of population. Only a small percentage 

1united States Bureau of the Census, Negroes in the United 
States, 1900, Table 29, p. 202. 

2 Ibid., Table 29, p. 202. 

3Ibid., Table 54, p. 273. 

4Ibid. 

5un1ted States Bureau of the Census, Ne~ PopUlation in 
the United States, 1790-1915, Table l, p. • 
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of this growing population was Negro. In 1880 the 268 Negroes 

recorded for Sedgwick County represented only 1.4 per cent of 

the total population of the eounty, 6 but represented 3.5 per 

cent of the total .population of Wichita.7 In 1890 Wichita's 

Year 

1900 
1910 
1920 
1930 
1940 
1950 

-r'ABLE 2 

TOTAL POPULATION AND PER CENT NEDRO FOR WICHITA 
1900-1950 

Tdtal 
Population 

24,671a 
52,450a 
72,211: 

111,110 
114,966a 
168,279a 

Negro 
Population 

Per Cent 
Negro 

5.6 
4.7 
4.9 
5.0 
4.9 
4.8 

aUnited States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics or 
the Population, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16, Table ·4, p. 10. 

bunited States Bureau of the Census, Negroes in the 
United States, 1900, Table 54, p. 273. 

· cUnited States Bureau of the Census, Negro Population 
in the United States, 1790-1915, Table 1, p. 769. - .--

dUnited States Bureau of the Census, Negroes in the 
United States, 1920-1932, Table 11, p. 58. --~ 

eUnited States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, 1940, Vol. II, Part 3, adapted from Tabl~ 
B-35, p. 157. 

funited States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
·the Population, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16, adapted from Table 
~ p. 55. 

6United States Bureau of the Census, Negroes in the United 
States, 1900, Tabl~ 55, p. 282. ~ ~-

7Ibid., Table 54, p. 273. 
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total population was 23,853, of which the 1,247 Negroes 

represented 5.2 per cent.8 The proportion of Negroes in the 

total population of Wichita has shown very little fluctuation 

since that time, as is shown in Table 2. Negroes constituted 

9.7 per cent of total urban population in the United States 

in 1950;9 and as is shown in Table 2, the proportion of Ne

groes in total Wic'hita population at that time was 4.8 per 

cent. The relative stability of the proportion of Negroes 

in total Wichita population through the years would indicate 

that the net migration of Negroes to Wichita has not approxi

mated that occurring in other urban centers. 

This premise is substantiated in part by two census 

reports relating to migration. The first compared 1935 place 

or residence with that of 1940 and showed a total or 635 non

whites classifi_ed as in-migrants to Wichita during the period 

and 701 nonwhite outmigrants, or a net loss or 48 persons.lo 

The second report compared place of residence in 1949 with 

that of 1950 and yielded a net in-migration of 325 nonwhites 

to Sedgwick County. 11 Although the latter figure is much 

8Ibid. 

9united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population~ United States Summary, 1950, Vol. II, Part 1, 
Table 36, p. 8tj. 

10united States Bureau of the Census, Internal Migration 
1935 to 1940, Color and Sex of Migrants, Table 15, p. 26. 

11united States Bureau of the Census, Population Mobility 
States and State Economic Areas, 1950, Vol. IV, Part 4, 
Bulletin P-E No. 4B, Table 18, p. 96. (Note: Information 
listed under Area A, which is Sedgwick County. See Ibid., 
Appendix A, p. 302.) ~-
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higher than that for 1940, the ·proportion of Negroes in 

total population was still .1 lower than in 1940. There 

was a net in-migration of 7,320 persons reported for 

Sedgwick County between 1949 and 1950. 12 

Instead of an increasing proportion of Negroes in 

the total Wichita population, there has been very little 

change in the past fifty years. The greatest change in 

any one ten year period since 1900 was in the first 

decade of the twentieth century when the proportion of 

Negroes in Wichita population decreased slightly. In 

fact, the proportion of Negroes in total Wichita popula

tion has not been quite as high in any decennial period 

as it was at the turn of the century. Therefore, instead 

of an increasing proportion of Negroes in Wichita as was 

stated in the hypothesis, the percentage of Wichita 

population that is Negro has remained fairly stable for 

the past fifty years. 

2. Sex Ratio 

An excess of females apparently existed among 

Wichita Negroes even in pioneer days if the compilers of 

The Wichita Negro Year Book 1922-1923 were correctly 

informed. Under the heading "Pioneer Days " in that 

publication is found the following: 

12 

From what we can glean the Negro women 
were the first to come to this place ffiichity 

United States Bureau of the Census, Population Mobility 
States and State Economic Areas, 1950, Vol. IV, Part 4, 
Bulletin P-E No 4B, Table B, p. 3ro:-
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or they were the greatest in number, especially in 
the religious work.13 

TABLE 3 

MALES PER 100 FEMALESi BY RACE,. WICHITAi 1900-1920 
White Negro 

Males Males 
Number Number of per 100 Number Number of per 100 

Year of Males Females Females of Males Females Females 

1900 11,510a 11,770a 97.8 692b 697b . 9~-~d 1910 25,614c 24';362C 105.1 1,334d l,123~ 11. 
1920 33,868~ 34,755~ 97.4 l,769~ 1,~16f 99.6 
1930 51,357f 54,043f 95.~ 2,762f 2, 6lf 96.5g 
1940 52,199h 56,987h 91.6 2,72~ 2,96~ 92.og 
1950 76,341 83,569 91.4 3,93 4,15 94.7 

a 
United States Bureau of the Census, PoEulation, 1900, 

Vol. I, Part 1, adapted from Table 24, p. 56. 

bunited States Bureau of the Census, Negro Population, 1900, 
Table 54, p. 273. 

cUnited States Bureau of the Census, Population, 1210, 
Vol. II, adapted from Table 12, p. 672. 

dunited States Bureau of the Census, Negro Population in 
the United States, 1790-1915, Table 16, p. 157. 

eunited States Bureau of the Census, Population, 1920, 
Vol. III, adapted from Table 8, p. 319. 

funited States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, 1940, Vol. II, Part 3, adapted from Table 
B-35, p. 157. 

g!bid., Table B-36, p. 158 

hunited States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16, adapted from Table 
34, p. 55. 

13J3. M. Neely and H. T. Sims, Compilers, The Wichita Negro 
Year Book, 1922-1923, p. 16. 
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It is entirely possible that there were more females 

than males in the population in those early days in Wichita. 

Table 3 shows that in only one census year, 1910, was the 

riumber of Negro ·males greater than the number of Negro 

females. It is interesting to note that the Negro sex ratio 

increased between 1940 and 1950, while the sex ratio for 

white population showed verry little change from that of 1940. 

Furthennore, the Negro sex ratio in Wichita in 1950 was higher 

· than the sex ratio of 90.0 for urban Negroes in the United .. 
States as a whole. 14 Not only were there more males for each 

100 females in Wichita Negro population than in urban Negro 

population in the nation in 1950; but the Negro sex ratio was 

also higher than the white sex ratio in the city of Wichita, 

thereby nullifying the hypothesis. 

3. Fertility ratio 

Fertility ratio, as used in this study, is the number of 

children under five years of age per 1,000 females in the 

population between the ages of fifteen and forty-nine years. 

Table 4 shows data for white and Negro females in both 1940 

and 1950 for Wichita. In both of these years the ratio was 

higher for whites than it was for Negroes. There was a 

decided increase in the number of children per 1,000 females 

between 1940 and 1950 for both whites and Negroes, but the 

14united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, United States Summary, 1950, Vol. II, Par-:e-1, 
Table 36, p. 88. --
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TABLE 4 
. ' 

NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 YEARS PER 1000 
FEMALES AGED 15 to 49, BY RACE, WICHITA, 

Race 1950* .. 
and Number Children under Number 
Age of of 5 years old of 
Females Females Number Per 1000 Females 

White 
Total 

15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 

Negro 
Total 

15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 

45,135 

5.,420 
6,865 
8.,380 
7,365 
6,845 
5,535 
4,725 

2,285 

275 
415 
435 
270 
310 · 
285 
295 

Females 

18,120 401 33,573 

5,092 
5,593 
5,534 
5,042 
4,545 
4,098 
3,669 

845 369 1,823 

276 
261 
294 
249 
301 
238 
204 

1940 an~ 1950 
1940 

Children under 
5 years old 

Number Per 1000 
Females 

7,876 ·234 

388 208 

*United States Bureau of the Census, Po~ulation Character
istics·, 1950, Vol. II., Part 16., Adapte from Table 53, 
p. 139 --

tunited States Census Bureau, Characteristics of the 
Population, 1940., V~l. II, Part 3, Adapted from 'fa6le B-35, 
p. 157. 

ratio still remained higher for whites than it was for Negroes. 

The Negro fertility ratio for cities as a whole in the 
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United States in 1940 was 222, 15 and 37916 in 1950. 

Comparison with the fertility ratios of Negroes in 

Wichita shows that there was a slight difference in 

both years, as the Wichita ratio was lower by 14 in 

1940; and lower by 10 in 1950. Therefore, not only is 

the hypothesis that the Negro fertility ratio is lower 

than that of whites in Wichita substantiated, but it 

also appears that the fertility ratio among Negroes in 

Wichita is somewhat lower than that of urban Negroes 

in the nation. 

4. Females, widowed .2.!: divorced 

The hypothesis that a greater proportion of Negro 

females are widowed or divorced than females in the 

city as a whole is difficult to test reliably. At best, 

only ~n approximation is possible. Marital status data 

by race are not available for the city of Wichita in the 

census reports for 1950. 

Furthermore, census reports in 1950 made no distinc

tion between divorced persons and those who were widowed. 

Instead, a combined heading of "widowed or divorced" was 

used to include those persons who reported loss of 

15united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the population, United States Summary,~, Vol. II, Par~t, 
adapted from Table 91, p. 173. 

l6united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, United States Summary, 1940, adapted from~ 
Table 7, p. 17. 
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spouse, regardless of whether that loss was due to death or 

divorce. Therefore, there is no means of separating the two, 

and the data available apply both to those females who have 

been widowed and those who have been divorced. 

Although no marital status data by race are available, 

marital status statistics were computed by census tracts for 

the city of Wichita •tn 1950. Three of these tracts, namely, 

numbers 5, 6, and 12, were more than 50 per cent Negro. The 

per cent of females 14 years of age and over in these three 

tracts who were reported in 1950 as widowed .or divorced 

constitutes the only possible measure of family disorgani

zation among Wichita Negroes. 

The percentage of females in the three census tracts 

who were widowed or divorced was higher than for females 

in the city as a whole in 1950, as shown in Table 5, and it 

closely approximated the proportion of females, 18.9 per 

cent, in the urban nonwhite population in the United States 

who were widowed or divorced.17 

It seems evident that more knowledge concerning other 

internal characteristics of each of the three tracts would 

be necessary before any generalization could be made regard

ing the per cent of Negro females in Wichita who were widowed 

or divorced. It can be stated that in Tracts 5 and 12, 

four-fifths of the population was Negro, and that in these 

17united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, United States Summary, 1950, Vol. II, Table 
46'; p. 97. 
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TABLE 5 

PER CENT OF FEMALES WIDOWED OR DIVORCED IN CITY 
OF WICHITA AND IN CENSUS TRACTS 5, 6, AND .12 IN 1950* . 

Females Females Per Cent 
14 years of age widowed or wiq.owed or 

and over divorced divorc·ed 

Wichita 67,911 11,198 16 •. 5 

Census Tracts 
Total 3,042 585 19.2 

Tract 5 850 168 19.8 
Tract 6 736 85 11.5 
Tract 12 1,456 332 22.8 

*Adapted from United States Bureau of the Census, Census 
Tract Statistics, . Wichit~, Kansas, 1950, P-D61, Table 2, 
pp. 10, 11. 

tracts the per cent of females widowed or divorced was 

higher than for females in the city as a whole. In 

Tract 6, two~thirds of which was Negro, the percentage 

of females widowed or divorced was much lower than that 

in the other two tracts, indicating a wide variation 

within the Negro community itself. The hypothesis that 

a greater proportion of Negro than white females is 

widowed or divorced can be said to be valid only in a 

limited sense. 

5. Female workers 

The number of Negro females 14 years old and over 

in Wichita increased from 2,367 in 1940 to 3,255 in 

1950, a total of 888 persons. The nonwhite female labor 

force increased less than half this number during the 
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decade however, as the number of nonwhite females in the 

labor force was only 350 greater in 1950 than it was in 1940. 18 

In both 1940 and 1950 there was a greater proportion of 

Negro females than white females included in the labor force 

in Wichita. Table 6 shows that the per cent of Negro female 

TABLE 6 

PER CENT -OF FEMALES IN THE LABOR FORCE 
BY RACE, . WICHITA, KANSAS, 1940 AND 1950 

Females 14 years Females in Per Cent of 
old and over Labor Force Females in 

Labor Force 

1940* 
49,0091 14,5890 Total 

White 46,624 13,700 29.4 
Negro 2,367 881 37.2 

1950+ 
Total 67,911a 22,814a 

White 64,656b 21,583b 33.4 
Nonwhite 3,255 1,231 37.8 

*United States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the .. Population, 1940, Vol. II, Part 3, adapted from Table 
B-43, p. 163. . ,. < 

IAlso includes those classified as "other races. 0 

+united States Bureau of the Census~ Characteristics of 
the Population, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16. Computed as follows: 
a;-Table 35, p. ~b, Table 36, p. 61. (Nonwhite female 
labor force was largely Negro. See footnote below.) 

18Although the comparison is between Negroes of 1940 and 
nonwhites for 1950, there were only 35 nonwhite females other 
than Negro who were employed in the Standard Metropolitan 
Area of Wichita in 1950. See Ibid., . Vol. II, Part 16, Table 
83, p. 208. 

1111• 
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workers remained virtually unchanged from 1940 to 1950, 

while the per cent of white females in the labor force 

increased by four per cent. 

As 42.5 per cent of the Negro females in urban United 

States were included in the labor force in 1950, 19 Wichita 

ranked somewhat below other cities as a whole in this 

respect. The hypotnesis that a greater proportion of Negro 

than white females was included in the labor force was 

substantiated. 

6. Education 

There is very little that can be stated positively 

concerning the extent of education acquired by the Negro 

population of Wichita. In 1940 native-born white residents 

of Wichita 25 years of age and over had completed a median 

of 10.5 years of school. Negroes of Wichita of the same age 

had completed a median of 8.1 years. 20 By 1950 the median 

years of school completed by total Wichita population 25 

years of age and over was 12.2. 21 

There was no breakdown between white and nonwhite for 

Wichita in the 1950 census reports, therefore, no real com

parison between 1940 and 1950 data for nonwhites is possible. 

19united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Pooulation, United States Summary, 1950, Vol. II, ·par~l, 
Table 50, p. 100. 

20 f th . United States Bureau o e Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, 1940, Vol. II, Part 3, Table B-39. 

21united States Bureau of the Census·~ Char~cteristics of 
the Pqpulatiqn, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16, Table 34, p. 55. 
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However, since the population in Census Tracts 5, 6, 

and 12 was more than 50 per cent Negro, the median years 

of school completed by persons in these tracts should 

yield an approximate idea of the extent of education 

attained by Negroes in Wichita. The median was 9.0 

years completed in 1950. 22 Thus the individuals in 

these three tpacts had completed nearly a year more than 

had Negroes in Wichita in 1940. This was three years 

below the number of years completed by total Wichita 

population in 1950 but was higher than the 7.8 years 

completed by urban nonwhite population in the nation. 23 

In summary, it would appear that if the amount of 

education reported by persons in Census Tracts 5, 6, and 

12 was representative of the level of education in 1950 
' of Wichita Negroes, the number of years completed had in-

creased since 1940, was below that of Wichita population 

as a whole as the hypothesis stated, and was higher than 

that reported for urban nonwhite population in the 

nation as a whole. 

7. Occupation 

An education has long been considered by Americans 

as the means to a "better" job, even though the term 

22united States .Bureau of the Census, Census Tract Statis
tics, Wichita, Kansas, l95Q, Vol. III, Bulletin P-D61, 
adapted from Table 1, pp:--r, 8. . · 

23united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Po~ulation, United States Summary, 1950, Vol. II, Part 1, 
Table 4, p. 96. 
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"better" may, and quite frequently does, have different 

meaning to different individuals. The Job may be nbetter 11 

in terms of money earned, working conditions or surround

ings, prestige accruing to its holder, or personal satis

faction to the worker. The acquisition of an education and 

Job mobility have been linked as natural corollaries in 

American thinking . .. The American Negro has no doubt shared 

in this presumption. He has gradually narrowed the gap 

between himself and the total population in the amount or 
education attained, but has not been able to improve his job 

status to the same degree as have the majority members of 

.American society. Natalie Rogoff says: 

' A comparison of Negro and white occupational 
distributions shows that, relative to their total 
number in the population, Negroes have a smaller 
share of the highly rewarding positions and a 
correspondingly larger s~ie of those positions 
which are low in rewards. 

This statement seems to describe the Wichita Negro's 

job status as well as that or urban Negroes elsewhere. 

Although the occupational data for Wichita Negroes is not 

available in the census reports for 1940, examination of the 

1950 data on occupations clearly shows that Negroes were not 

proportionally distributed in the occupational structure. 

As seen in Table 7, the highest percentage of Negro 

males were employed as unskilled workers. White males on 

the other hand were largely employed in skilled and semi-

24Natalie Rogoff, Recent Trends in Occupational Mobility, 
p. 64. 
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TABLE 7 

NUMBER AND PER CEN'r OF EMPLOYED MALES 
BY RACE AND OCCUPATION, WICHITA, KANSAS, 1950* 

Total 14 
years old White Negro 

Occupation and over Number Per Cent Number Per Cent 

Total 

Professional 
and Technical 
Farmers and 
Fann Managers 
Managers, 
Officials and 
Proprietors 
Clerical 
workers 
Sales workers 
Craftsmen, 
Foremen and 
kindred workers 
Operatives 
Private House-

. hold workers 
Service workers 
Farm Laborers 
and Foremen 
Laborers except·: 
farm and mine 
Not reported 

63,030 

5,916 

2,120 

8,384 

5,231 
5,934 

16,059 
10,846 

64 
3,266 

690 -
I 

4,062 
458 

60,496 

5,838 

2,117 

8,316 

5,154 
5,903 

15,795 
10,324 

31 
2,478 

680 

3,417 
443 

1.J 

9.6 

3.4 

13.7 

8.5 
9.7 

26.1 
17.0 

.l 
4.1 

1.1 

·5.6 
.7 

2,425 

70 

3 

55 

72 
29 

239 
506 

33 
762 

8 

633 
15 

2.9 

.1 

2.3 

3.0 
1.2 

9.8 
20.8 

1.4 
31.4 

.3 

26.1 
.6 

r ~ , (, 1 
*United States Bureau of the Censu, Adapted from Char

acteristics of the Population, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16, 
Table 77, pp-.-l'§lf; 195. (Note: Data for Standard Metropolitan 
Area rather than for Wichita City.) 

skilled occupations. Nine and one-half per cent of the 

employed white males as compared to 2.9 per cent of employed 

Negro males held professional or technical positions.· A wider 

difference appears in the proportion of tho ~e classified as 

managers, officials, and proprietors. Only 2.3 per cent of 

the Negro as compared to 13.7 per cent of white male workers 
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TABLE 8 
., 

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF EMPLOYED FEMALES 
BY RACE AND .OOCUPATION,1 WICHITAz KANSASz 1950* 

Total 14 - . -
Occupation years old White Negro 

an.dover Number Per Cent Number Per cent 

Total 25,528 24,219 1,274 

Professional 
and Technical 3,482 3,419 14.1 59 4.6 
Farmers and 
Fann Managers 54 54 .2 
Managers, 
Officials and 
Proprietors 1,530 1,513 6.2 17 1.3 
Clerical 
workers 8,953 8,918 36.8 30 2.3 
Sales workers 2,724 2,707 11.2 14 1.1 
Craftsmen 
Foremen and 
kind.red workers 410 401 1.6 8 .6 
Operatives 2,173 2,065 8.5 97 7.6 
Private House-
hold workers 1,711 1,085 4.5 621 48.7 
Service workers 3,973 3,574 14.7 393 30.8 
Farm laborers 
and Foremen 127 122 .5 5 .4 
Laborers except 

118 1.6 farm and mine 139 .5 21 
not reported 252 243 1.0 9 .7 

*United States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of the 
Population, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16, Adapted from Table 77, ~
p. 196. (Note: . Data are for Wichita Metropolitan Area.) 

reported that their occupations were of this nature. 

Clerical and sales activities accounted for 18.2 per cent 

of the white males while only 4.2 per ·cent of Negro males were 

engaged in such activities. Better than one-fourth of the 

white males as compared ~o one-tenth of Negro males were 

employed as craftsmen or foremen, and the respective percent

ages for operatives were 17.0 and 20.8 per cent. 
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Nearly 60 per cent of Negro male workers were employed 

in the service occupations or in other unskilled jobs. The 

proportion of white males engaged in such work amounted to 

only 11 per cent. 

There was less diversification among Negro . female workers 

than among Negro male workers. Table 8 shows the concen.tra-

' ' tion, nearly four-fifths, of employed Negro females in the 

domestic help and service occupations. About one-fifth of the 

white females were employed in these occupations. Forty

seven per cent of the white females occupied sales and cleri

cal positions, while a very small proportion, only 3.4 per 

cent, of the Negro females held such jobs. Almost 5.0 per 

cent of Negro females and 14.1 per cent of white females were 

classified as professional or technical workers. 

Nearly eighty per cent of employed Negro males and 

eighty-nine per cent of employed Negro females were holding 

jobs at the semi-skilled and unskilled laborer levels in 

1950 as compared to twenty-seven per cent of employed white 

males and twenty-eight per cent of employed white females in 

such jobs. These percentages are even higher than Rogoff's 

findings in Indianapolis . . She says: 

25 

For the Negroes, only the unskilled and service 
occupations are more frequently the destination than 
the origin of occupational movement. These two 
classes represent the occupational destination of 
two-thirds of all Negro sons. 25 . 

Rogoff, Ibid., Mobility, p. 71. 
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. In summary, a comparison of occupational data for 

Negro population in Wichita with those for Negroes in 

other cities shows that in general, the Wichita situa

tion closely approximates that of other cities, and in 

some instances Negroes are more disadvantaged in Wichita. 

The proportion of Negro males employed as service 

workers in Wichita was 31.4 per cent as compared to 

19.4 per cent in other cities in the nation, and those 

employed as operatives was six per cent less. 26 The 

proportion of Negroes in each of the other occupational 

groupings in Wichita was very little different from 

that of urban Negro population as a whole. 

A larger proportion of Negro females was employed 

as service workers and domestic help in Wichita than in 

other cities; aRd a smaller proportion as clerical and 

sales workers. 27 The findings support the hypothesis 

that a greater proportion of Negro than white workers 

are employed at or below the semi-skilled occupational 

level and that a greater proportion of white workers 

are employed above the semi-skilled level .in Wichita. 

8. Income 

Occupational levels and income are closely allied. 

26united States Bureau of the Census, Non white Population 
~ Race, 1950, Reprint of Vol. IV, Part III, Bullet~n P-E 
No. 3B, Adapted .from Table 9, p. 27. 

27Ibid., Adapted from Table 9, p. 27. 
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Since nearly eighty per cent of the males in the Negro popu

lation of Wichita were concentrated in occupations generally 

considered to be relatively low-paying ones, Negro income 

would also be expected to be lower than that of the population 

as a whole. The data indicated that this was the case. 

Table 9 reports 1949 median income for persons 14 years of 

age and over in Wichita in 1950. Median income for Negroes 

was $1,099 less than it was for white persons. 

The differential between the median incomes of white 

and Negro females, $441, was less than the difference existing 

in the median incomes of Negro and white males. The median 

income of white males amounted to $1,187 more th.an that of 

Negro males. 

Family income data would be much more meaningful, if 

available, but census reports do not give this information by 

race for Wichita in 1950. 

TABLE 9* 

MEDIAN INCOME IN 1949, BY RACE AND SEX, WICHITA, 1950 

Total 

Male 
Female 

White ~egro 

2,358 

2,963 
1,216 

1,259 

1,776 
775 

*United States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of the 
Population, 1950, Vol. II, Part 16,Adapted from Table 87-;-p.216. 

Median income of urban, nonwhite persons in the nation 
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as a whole .was $1,263 in 1949, 28 only a few dollars more than 

that reported for Negroes in Wichita. It would seem that the 

average income received by Negroes in Wichita quite closely 

approximates the average income of those in other cities, and 

is roughly half as large as the median income of white per

sons. Thus the hypothesis that the median income of Negroes 

is lower than that of whites is valid. 

SUMMARY 

In general, the population characteristics of Wichita 

Negroes closely approximate those of Negroes in other cities. 

There are some differences. The proportion of Negroes in the 

total population has shown no significant change through the 

years and the Negro sex ratio, although low, is higher than 

the white sex ratio. Both of these are atypical. 

The Negro fertility ratio is lower than that of the total 

population in other cities and this was also true in Wichita. 

The proportion of Negro widows in Wichita may be higher 

than that of the population as a whole, but the evidence is 

inconclusive, therefore one cannot be positive that Wichita 

typifies other cities in this respect. 

A higher proportion of Negro than white females in Wichita 

was included in the labor force for the years studied, but the 

dif f erential decreased between 1940 and 1950. 

28united States Bureau of the Census, Characteristics of 
the Population, United States Summary, 1950, Vol. II, Par-r-1, 
Table 138, p. 298. ~-
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Although exact amount of education received by Negroes 

in Wichita was not determinable in 1950, the evidence avail

able indicates that the years of school completed by Negroes 

in Wichita did increase between 1940 and 1950. It is possible 

that the differential between the amount of education received 

by the population as a whole and Negroes increased during this 

period, but due to ·the lack of exact comparability between 

the two periods, such cannot be definitely stated. 

The "Job Ceiling" in Wichita for Negro workers not only 

5/~ seems to be established at the semi-skilled level as it is in 

other eities, but also seems to be somewhat more rigid than 

it is elsewhere. A greater percentage of both male and 

female Negro workers was employed at this level or below 

than was the case in cities throughout the nation. 

Median income of Negroes in Wichita closely approximated 

that of urban Negro median income in the nation, and was 

about $1,200 less than that of the median income of all 

persons in the city. 



CHAPTER V . 

RESIDENTIAL AREAS AND HOUSING . CONDITIONS OF WICHITA NEGROES 

A. The Negro districts 

There is no lmown record of why early Negro migrants 

to Wichita settled on North Water and North Wichita 

Streets. These streets were, of course, close to the 

center of town and it could be that newly arrived 

migrants sougtit· residence as close to places or work as 

possible. Probably, as more Negroes arrived, they found 

lodgings close to relatives or friends, thereby creating 

a small concentration in one area. The premise that the 

Wichita and Water Streets area was that of first settle

ment is partially borne out by the history of the first 

Negro church in Wichita as reported by Neely and Sims. 

This history, they report, "started in the early '70s 

L'f.87Q7 when a few scattering members of different denom1-

nat1ons ••• decided they would start a little meeting house 

of their own. "l They held their first meetings in a 

private home at the corner of Waco and Pine Streets. 

In 1878 two groups were organized, one meeting in a room 

in the fifth block on North Water Street, and the other 

in a cottage in the fifth block on North Wichita. In 

1882 one of these groups, the St. Paul A.M.E., "built 

a large frame church on . Water Street •••• 02 

1Neely and Sims, Year Book, S!. cit. , p. 3 
2 
Ibid., p. 3. 
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However, as Negro population increased in Wichita, 

homes were found in other sections of the city. Examination 

of Figure 1 will show the location of Negro homes in the 

early twenties. Figure 1 also clearly reveals that the 

three sections of town which comprised the Negro districts 

in 1950 were already occupied by Negroes in 1923. These 

three areas are as tollows: The district in the northwestern 

part of the city, just north of Twenty-first Street; th~ 

Water Street district; and the area which shall be designated 

as the Ninth Street district . 

The Twenty-first Street Negro district did not change 

appreciably from 1940 to 1950 in terms of the number and 

location of blocks containing Negro householders. The Water 

Street district likewise showed little change, although the 

number of blocks. containing Negro residents was less in 1950 

than in 1940. The Ninth Street district, on the other hand, 

increased in size between 1940 and 1950. 

The 1923 data (addresses listed by Neely and Sims) points 

to other changes which have occurred in the location of Negro 

residents. For example, in 1923 a three block area on Sher

wood on the east bank of the Arkansas River contained approxi

mately fifteen Negro residents. In 1940 one of these blocks 

and one other not included in 1923 had a total of five non

white residents. The most striking difference between 

Figure 1 and Figures 2 and 3 is that the former shows a small 

Negro district south of Douglas Avenue, whereas in 1940 and 

1950 only in widely separated blocks was there more than one 

,,,.~ 
' 
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dwelling unit occupied by nonwhites. There were approxi

mately thirty-five persons whose addresses were listed 

in this area in 1923.3 There was also a school for ·the 

use of Negro children in that section of town in 1923. 

Neely and Sims speak of four Negro schools in the city, 

and among them they include "Grand School, grades 1 
' 4 

through 8, at ,Mosely and Boston." 

The evidence seems to be somewhat conclusive that 

the principal Negro district in Wichita in 1950 was that 

designated as the Ninth Street district, with two smaller 

districts. Figure 3 clearly shows a concentration of 

Negro population in these three areas, thus verifying 

the hypothesis that the Negro population in Wichita is 

concentrated in certain areas of the city. 

Location of the Negro districts in Wichita as related to 

the central business district 

The oldest of the Negro districts, the Water Street 

district, is located quite close to the center of Wichi

ta. The city grew along Douglas Avenue to the east and 

along Main Street, north and south, and along the 

streets paralleling Douglas and Main. As the business 

district expanded north on Main, Wichita, and Water 

Streets, dwelling units once occupied by Negroes dis-

3Ibid., p. 19, Ff. 

4 Ibid., p. 16. 
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appeared and the land was converted to other usage. The 

Negro district in this section has shown a gradual decrease 

in size. 

The district northwest, north of Twenty-first Street, 

has shown very little change in area since 1923. This dis

trict is located far from the central business district, but 

is about a mile from North Wichita where there is industrial 

development, particularly the packing houses and stock yards . 

The district is old and may have first been occupied by 

Negroes who depended on truck gardening for their livelihood . 

Due to the expansion of the central city the Ninth 

Street district, extending from Central Avenue north to 

Twenty-first Street, was much closer to the hub of the city 

in 1950 than it was in 1940; in 1923 it was some distance 

from the central business district. No proof is available 

that this district was settled by Negroes moving from other 

areas of town. The assumption that the Ninth Street district 

was first established in the vicinity of Thirteenth and Wabash 

is based on reports by Neely and Sims concerning the con

struction of Negro churches. St . Mary's Baptist Church, now 

located at Twelfth and Wabash, was built "a few blocks north 

of where it now sits " in 1910; and the Fifteenth Street 

Methodist Church (Wabash and Fifteenth) was organized the 

same year.5 A later publication speaks of the St. Marks 

5Ibid., pp. 5, 6. 

11 

•1ttt 
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Methodist Church, organized in 1908 under the name of Cab

bell Chapel and located at Fifteenth and Wabash.6 It seems 

reasonable to suppose that those churches were built 

relatively close to the homes of the patrons, especially 

in a day when most people walked to church. 

In summation, early Negro settlement in Wichita was 

close to the business district, as indeed was the settle

ment of most newcomers to this rising center of population. 

As early as 1910 Negroes were also establishing homes along 

Wabash in the vicinity of .Thirteenth Street about two miles 

from the hub of the city. The third district was far 

removed from the business district but was within a distance 

of approximately one mile of an industrialized section. 

Thus, as in other urban centers, the Negro districts are 

located relatively close to the hub of the city as was 

stated in the hypothesis. Only in the case of the Water 

Street district, however, can it be assumed that Negro 

residential areas in Wichita have always been located close 

to the business district. The Ninth Street district is 

much closer now to the core of the city than it once was, 

due to the growth of the city. The Twenty-first Street 

district is located relatively close to a sub-center of 

the city but is not a part of it. /.· .,,"" -
I - ;::u 

6H. T. Sims, Colored Directory, 1927-28, 5th page of text 
following alphabetical listing. 

...,, 

..... 
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Expansion of the Negro districts 

In only one of the three Negro districts in Wichita 

was there any noticeable change in size between 1940 and 

1950. The Nin~h Street district expanded to the east 

during this :time. The area within what was to become 

Tract 6 grew from approximately 13 blocks with Negro 

occupants in ~940 to around 56 blocks with nonwhite 

occupants in 1950. Three more blocks were included in 

the Twenty-first Street distri~t in 1950, and the Water 

Street district decreased in size by two blocks in 1950 

as compared to the number of blocks in the district in 

1940. 

The expansion in the Ninth Street district may have 

shown a very slight "leap-frogging activity, but it was 

so slight that it is barely worthy of mention. As is 

shown in Figure 2, a distance of two blocks does separate 

those blocks which contained more than one nonwhite resi

dent along Tenth Street, and along Twelfth Street be

tween the drainage canal and Hydraulic. The expansion 

of this district can best be described as a "filling up" 

by Negro residents of those blocks adjacent or contigu-

ous to blocks already occupied by Negroes. 

The discussion has thus far dealt only with the 

spatial patterning of Negro districts in Wichita. Addi

tional knowledge might be gained by comparing the number 

of residences occupied by nonwhites in each of the areas 
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defined as Negro districts in 1940 and 1950. In the north

westem section only 24 residences were repor_ted as occupied 

by nonwhites in 1940 in those blocks which were included in 

the "Negro district" as defined. In 1950 these same blocks 
" . 

contained 54 residences occupied by nonwhites and the three 

additional blocks contained 10, making a total of 64 Negro 

householders in this district in 1950 as compared to 24 in 

1940, or an increase of 40. 

The Water Street district contained 243 residences 

occupied by nonwhites in 1940,7 and in 1950 there were only 

4 8 10. 

A comparison of the number of dwelling units occupied 

by nonwhites in the Ninth Street district in 1940 and 1950 

does not seem particularly valuable at this point because the 

areal expansion in this district was so great that only a 

percentage of change would be meaningful. 

In summarizing what has been learned about the expansion 

of the Negro districts in Wichita, it would seem that expan

sion has to be viewed in terms of both external and internal 

growth. The Twenty-first Street district increased only three 

blocks in size, but forty more residences were occupied by 

Negroes in 1950 than in 1940. The Water Street district 

7united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1940, Wichita, 
Kansas, Block Statistics, Adapted from Table 3. 

Bunited States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1950, Wichita, 
Kansas, Block Statistics, H-E206, Table 3. 
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decreased three blocks in area in the decade, but con

tained 139 fewer residences occupied by Negroes in 

1950 than in 1940. 

The Ninth Street district was the one in which 

expansion was most marked. Approximately 55 more 

blocks contained nonwhite residents in 1950 than in 

1940 in this district. 

Almost all of the expansion that took place 

between 1940 and 1950 appeared to be in blocks 

bordering on those already containing Negro resi

dents. The expansion that occurred east of the Canal 

prior to 1940 may have constituted a slight "leap

frogging," but the intervening blocks for which no 

Negro residents were reported in 1940 were occupied 

by nonwhites in 1950. Therefore, the hypothesis that 

expansion· of Negro housing facilities in Wichita 

occurs only in territory bordering on that already 

occupied by Negroes seems to be upheld. 

Housing conditions in the Negro districts 

1. Age of dwelling units 

If the housing occupied by Negroes in Wichita 

follows the same general pattern as Negro housing 

in other cities, they dwell in some of the oldest 

structures in the city. This was certainly the case 

in 1940 in the areas of the city defined as the 

Negro districts. Nearly two-thirds, 64 per cent, 
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of the dwelling units in these districts at that time were 

built between 1900 and 1919; and 13 per cent of them were 

more than 50 years old. Only 5 per cent of the houses in 

districts occupied by Negroes in 1940 had been constructed 

after 1930. 9,,. /,, t,,. It:-/:? 

The Block Statistics did not report the age of struc

tures in 1950, so an exact comparison with 1940 data was not 

possible. An approximation of the age of dwellings occupied 

by Negroes in 1950 was possible by using the data for the 

three census tracts lmown -to be more than 50 per cent Negro 

occupied. Nearly 48 per cent of the structures in the three 

tracts were built before 1920; 21 per cent after 1940. 10 

Table 10 shows the per cent of dwelling units in each tract 

by age of structure. 

These data are not entirely representative of the age 

of dwelling units occupied by Negroes in the city in 1950. 

They do not -include the North Water Street district, the 

oldest Negro district in the city, or the district north of 

Twenty-first Street. Only the Ninth Street district is 

represented, and although the part of the district included 

in Tracts 5 and 12 also dates back to the early 20's, Tract 6 

contained many houses built at a much later date. The 

9united States Bureau of th~ Census, Housing, 1940, Wichita, 
Kansas, Block Statistics., Adapted from -Table 3. 

10 ' United States Bureau of the Census, Census Tract Statis-
tics, Wichita, Kansas, 1950, Bulletin P-D61, Adapted from 
Table 3. --



-76 

contrast is quite evident when it is noted that slightly less 

than ll per cent of the dwelling units in Tract 6 were 40 

TABLE 10 

PER CENT OF DWELLING UNITS BY YEAR BUILT IN 
THE CITY OF WICHITA .. AND IN CENSUS TRACTS 5, 6, AND 12* 

.1940 or 1930 £~ 1920 to 1919 or 
Number .later 1939 1929 before 

Report- Number Per Number Per Number Per Number Per 
1ng , Cent Cent Cent · Cent 

Total 
City 56., 105 18.,165 32.3 7,070 12.8 13.,045 23.2 17.,825 30.7 

Total 2,545 540 21.2 , 220 8.6 565 22.2 1,220 47.9 . 
Census 
Tracts 

5 665 20 3.0 40 6.o 145 21. 7 460 69.0 
6 785 465 59.0 120 14.6 115 14.6 85 10.8 

12 1.,095 55 5.0 60 5.5 305 27.7 675 61.4 

*United States Bureau of the Census, Census Tract Statis
tics., Wichita, Kansas., 1950., Bulletin P-D 61., Adapted from 
Table 3. 

years old while 69 per cent or the structures in Tract 5, and 

61 per cent of those in Tract 12 were built prior to 1919. 

This was twice the proportion of dwellings in the city as a 

whole that were that old. 

In the entire city in 1950, 32.4 per cent of the dwellings 

were no more than 10 years old; while in Tracts 5 and 12 the 

relative percentages of structures of-that age were 3.0 and 

5.0 per cent, respectively. In Tract 6, on the other hand, 
-

the percentage of recently constructed dwellings, 59.0 per 

cent, was much greater th.an that for the city as a whole. 

In 1950 an accurate comparison of the age of white and 
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Negro housing was not possible, but on the basis of 

census tract data, it seems clear that a higher pro

portion of Negroes were housed in older dwelling units 

than was true of the city as a whole. Sixty-seven per 

cent of the dwelling units in Wichita were more than 

10 years old in 1950, while 78.7 per cent of the struc

tures in Cens~~ Tracts 5, 6, and 12 were built prior 

to 1940. Thus the hypothesis that a greater proportion 

of the housing in the Negro district than in the city 

as a whole was built prior to 1940 seems to be correct. 

2. Condition of housing 
--:) < /, <'-- .... 

j Studies of the condition of urban housing occupied 

by Negroes in the United States have consistently shown 

that the Negro is disadvantaged as compared to the rest 

of the population. Wichita proved to be no exception. 

Census data on condition of housing and plumbing 

facilities for 1940 are not comparable with those of 

1950, therefore, only a comparison between these con

ditions as reported in the Negro districts and in the 

city as a whole for each of the two periods is possible. 

As- seen in Table 11, the proportion of substandard ,.-
dwelling units in the Negro districts in 1940 was double 

the proportion of such housing in the city as a . whole. 
I • J 

In 1950 the proportion of housing reported as dilapidated 

or lacking adequate plumbing facilities was almost three 

times as great in the Negro districts as it was through-

.. 
111, 
It 
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out the city, as shown in Table 12. 

·TABLE 11 
., 

DWELLING UNITS IN NEED OF MAJOR REPAIR OR WITHOUT 
PRIVAT~ BATH, IN CITY OF . WICHITA AND IN NEGRO DISTRICT, 1940 

. City Negro District 
Number

1 
Per Cent Number 

2 
Per Cent 

Number reporting 33,690 2,066 . 

In need of repair or 
without private bath l 35.3 1,4692 71.1 

1united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1940, Block 
Statistics, Wichita, Adapted from Table 1, p. 5 

2Negro district data, compiled from Ibid., Table 3, p. 6 ff. 

TABLE 12 

DWELLING UNITS, DILAPIDATED OR LACKING PRIVATE BATH., 
IN CITY OF WICHITA AND IN NEGRO DISTRICT, 1950 

Number reporting 

I)ilapidated or 
lacking 
private bath 

CitJ Nefro District 
Numberer Cent Num er Per Cent 

3,4802 

10,7531 19.01 

luni.ted States Bureau of the Census, Housing, ~, Block 
Statistics, Wichita, Kansas, H-E 206, Table 1, p. 3. 

2 Negro district data compiled from Ibid., Table 3, p. 4 ff. 

It should be kept in mind that data for the Negro districts 

are not necessarily reflective of only nonwhite housing. Dwell

ing units other than those occupied by nonwhites are ·ineluded 
• 

in many of the blocks. A higher per cent of substandard 

housing can be said to exist in the sections of Wichita 

included in the Negro districtsthan in the city as a whole. 
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The Negro districts in Wichita contained about 

the same proportion of inferior housing as that shown 

for urban nonwhites throughout the nation, although 

the latter was .9 per cent higher.11 

The hypothesis that a greater proportion of dwell

ings occupied by Negroes is classified as substandard 

than the per cent of those occupied by Wichita population 

as a whole is borne out. Over half the houses in the 

Negro districts as compared to slightly less than one~ 

fifth of the dwellings in the city as a whole were 

reported as dilapidated or lacking adequate plumbing. 

3. Home ownership 

Since so many of the dwelling units occupied by urban 

Negroes are old, run down and lacking in facilities, one 

might assume that in general Negroes are a tenant class, 

and that few of them own the homes they occupy. In the 

11united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1950, General 
Characteristics, United States Summary, Vol. I, Part 1, adapted 
from Table 7, p. 4. (Note: The descriptive headings in this 
volume are not the same as those used in the Block Statistics 
Bulletin for Wichita. The number of dwelling. units in Wichita, 
10,753, repor_ted as having no private bath or dilapidated in 
the Bulletin obviously includes those reported under the fol
lowing headings in the Housing Summary:* 

Not dilapidated 
with running water but without bath or toilet 
with no rWU1ing water 

Dilapidated 
with private bath, toilet, hot running water 
without private bath, toilet, or hot running 

7,157 
956 

water 2,057 
10,753 

Data for urban nonwhites are based on the same classifications. 
*Ibid., Table 28, p. 101.} 
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nation as a whole this has largely been true. In 1940 

slightly less than 20 per cent of the urban dwellings 

TABLE .13 

OCCUPANCY AND TENURE OF DWELLING UNITS 
BY RACE, WICHITA, KANSAS, 1940 AND 1950 

Total Occu~ied Dwelling Units 
I I 

White-occupied dwelling units 
White owner-occupied dwelling units 
White tenant-occupied dwelling units 
Per cent white owner-occupied dwelling 

units 

Negro-occupied dwelling units 
Negro owner-occupied dwelling units 
Negro tenant-occupied dwelling units 
Per cent Negro owner-occupied dwelling 

units 

1940 

34,7751 

33,143~ 
13,8662 
19,277 

41.81 

3 1,5732 
665 
9082 

42.3 

1950 

54., 278 4 

5 51,8644 
29,9474 
21,917 

57.7 

2,340~ 
1,3244 
1,016 

56.6 

1united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1940, General 
Characteristics, Vol. II, Part 3, Table 1, p. 115. 

2Ib1d., Table 2, p. 115. 

3rbid., Adapted from Table 2, p. 115. 

4united States Bureau of the census, Housin6, 1g50, General 
Characteristics, Vol. I, Part 3, Table 17, p. 16-1. Computed 
- Negro owners and tenants. 

5 . 
Ibid., Adapted from Table 17. 

occupied by Negroes were owner-occupied.12 

In 1950, coincident with the general increase in home 

ownership that had occurred throughout the nation, an increase 

12unit~d States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1940, United 
States Summary, Vol. II, Part 1, Table 1, p. 7. 
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in Negro home ownership likewise occurred as 32.513 per cent 

of the urban Negro-occupied dwelling units were owned by the 

occupants. 

Negro home ownership in Wichita also increased between 

1940 and 1950 as shown in Table 13, and ranked considerably 

above that for the nation as a whole. Obviously, the degree 

of home ownership is the characteristic in which the smallest 

differential between whites and Negroes in Wichita appears. 

Interestingly, the proportion of Negro home ownership was 

slightly higher than white home ownership in 1940. 

No apparent reasons for this suggest themselves. Home 

ownership for all classes is higher in Wichita than for urban 

centers as a whole and this could be due to the fact that 

Kansas is in the early stages of becoming urbanized and land 

or home ownership is to a marked degree analogous with rural 

thinking. Secondly, the fact that Wichita's rapid growth 

has occurred since the advent of the automobile and decen

tralization has somewhat obviated the development of 

extensive multiple housing units. 

A more meaningful comparison could probably be made if 

the value of the homes of whites and Negroes was compared. 

The data presented indicate a high degree of home ownership, 

but do not reveal the comparative value of the homes · owned. 

13united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1950, 
General Characteristics, United States Summary, Vol. I, 
Part 1, adapted from Table 2, p. 2. 
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The data as presented do not support the hypo

thesis that a lesser proportion of Negroes than whites 

in Wichita own the dwellings they occupy. The propor

tion of home ownership increased for both Negro and 

white between 1940 and 1950, and whereas a slightly 

higher per cent of Negroes than whites owned their . 

homes in 1940, a difference of about one per cent in 

favor of white owners existed in 1950~ 

4. Overcrowding 

The extreme concentration of Negroes in small areas 

in American cities has resulted in a great deal of over

crowded housing. novercrowding as evidenced by occupied 

dwelling units with more than 1.5 persons per room ••. is 

far more prevalent among nonwhite than white house

holds.1114 For the nation as a whole this condition 

increased slightly between 1940 and 1950. In 1940, 16.o 

P.er cent of urban nonwhite occupied dwelling units as 
\ 

compared to 5.8 per cent of total occupied urban dwell-

~ings were overcrowded. 15 By 1950 the overall picture 

of overcrowding in urban areas had been reduced to 

14united States Bureau of the Census, Housing and Home 
Finance Agency, Housing of the Nonwhite Population, 1940 to 
1950, p. 10. 

1·5Ibid., Table 6, p. 27. 
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4.7 per cent. 16 overcrowding of urban nonwhite housing on 

the other hand was reported as 16.7 per cent in 1950.17 This 

was a slight increase over that of 1940. 

In Wichita in 1940, as is shown in Table 14, the propor

tion of overcrowding in nonwhite occupied dwellings was very 

little different than that in dwellings occupied by whites. 

TA:BLE 14 

PER CENT OF DWELLING UNITS WITH 1.51 OR MORE PERSONS PER ROOM 
BY _ RACE, IN WICHITA, KANSAS, 1940* 

White Nonwhite 

Number reporting 1,625 

Number of dwelling units 
with 1.51 or more persons 2,129 112 

Per cent of dwelling units 
with 1·.51 or more persons 6.5 6.9 

*United States Bureau of the Census, Housing, 1940, Vol. II, 
Part 3, Adapted from Table 10, p. 123. (Sum of owners and 
tenants for each class.) 

Comparable data are not available for 1950, therefore 

Table 15 compares the degree of overcrowding in the city as a 

whole and in the Negro districts for 1940 and 1950. Over

crowding in the city as a whole decreased in the decade, 

16united States Bureau of the Census, Housing Character- · 
istics, 1950, United States Summary, Vol. I, Part 1, Table 
11, P· a-. -

17united States Bureau of the Census, Housing and Home 
Finance .A~ency, Housing of Nonwhites, ~· cit., Table~ 
p. 27. T ese data from preliminary reports. 
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while in the Negro distrietsvery little change occurred. How 

representative the per cent of overcrowding in the Negro 

districta may be of Negro households, rather than of conditions 

TABLE 15 

PER CENT OF DWELLING UNITS WITH 1. 51 OR MORE PERSONS PER ROOM 
IN WICHITA AND IN NEGRO DISTRICT, 1940 AND 1950 . 

1940 City Negro District 

Number reporting 34,4521 2,3782 

Number of dwelling units 
with 1.51 or more persons 

Per cent of dwelling units 
with 1.51 or more persons 

1950 

Number reporting 

Number of dwelling units 
with 1.51 or more persons 

Per cent of dwelling units 
with 1.51 or more persons 

6.51 10.6 

10.0 

1united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, Wichita, 1940, 
Block Statistics, Table 1, p. 5. 

2Data for Negro district, from Ibid., p. 6, ff. 

3united States Bureau of the Census, Housing, Wichita, 1950, 
Block Statistics, M-E 206, Table 1, p. 3 

4Dat~ for Negro district, from Ibid., p. 4, ff. 

in the sections of the city where they. are located, is not 

definitely lalown. However, since 10.6 per cent of the dwelling 

units in the Negro districts in 1940 were reported as over

crowded as compared to 6.9 per cent of the dwelling units 

occupied by nonwhites in the same year in Wichita, it would 
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seem that overcrowding was more characteristic of the dis

tricts at that time than of Negro housing. 

In the city as a whole the proportion of over

crowded dwelling ·units decreased between 1940 and 1950. 

Only one-half of one per cent decrease occurred in the 

Negro districts. However, the degree of overcrowding was 

lower in the Negro districts in Wichita in both 1940 and 

1950 than in urban Negro housing in the nation as a whole. 

The hypothesis that overcrowding was greater in the 

Negro districts than in the city as a whole was verified, 

but as no increase in overcrowding in the districts occurred 

between 1940 and 1950, that part of the hypothesis was 

rejected. 



CHAPTER VI . 

CONCLUSIONS 

A. Population characteristics 

As American Negroes have moved from the rural regions 

of the South to new homes and jobs in large American 

cities, their life patterns in those cities have become 

the focus for considerable research, just as European 

1nunigrants were the inspiration for earlier stud~es. 

Consequently, there is a sizeable body of knowledge 

available that reveals that Negro population and housing 

follow definite patterns in large urban areas. 

The purpose or the present study is to determine if 

these patterns are generally typical of the Negro popu

lation in Wichita. 

Data for the study were taken from the 1940 and 

1950 census reports. 

In most large cities the proportion or Negroes in 

the population has increased. This is not the case in 

Wichita. There have been Negroes in Wichita since Sedg

wick ColllltY was first organized, but in no decennial 

period since 1900 have their numbers exceeded five and 

one-half per cent or the total population • . Furthermore, 

that percentage has not varied more than one per cent 

in that time. Thus sub-hypothesis number one, stating 

that the proportion of Negroes in the city's population 

had increased was invalidated. 

-86-
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The Negro sex ratio in cities is typically lower than 

it is for whites. This is not true of Wichita. With the 

exception of 1910 there have always been more Negro females 

than Negro males in Wichita, but at the same time the sex 

ratio has been somewhat higher for Negroes than for whites. 

Between 1940 and 1950, while virtually no change occurred in 

the white sex ratio~ Negro sex ratio increased somewhat. 

Mobility data show that between 1949 and 1950 a net migration 

of 85 Negro males occurred, so it is possible that in

migration may have been sufficient to have increased the 

sex ratio in the decade. Whatever the reason, sub-hypothesis 

number two to the effect that Negro sex ratio was lower than 

that of whites was rejected. 

Typically, the urban Negro fertility ratio is lower 

than that for whites. In both 1940 and 1950 the fertility 

ratio (the number of children under five to each 1,000 

·females aged 15 to 49) in Wichita was higher for the white 

population than for the Negro population. In 1940 there 

were 234 children under five to each 1,000 white females 15 

to 49, while for Negro females the ratio was 208 children, 

a difference of 26 per thousand. In 1950 there was an 

increase in the number of children in both groups, but the 

difference was also greater, 32 per thousand more for white 

than for Negro females in 1950. As compared to other cities, 

the Negro fertility ratio was lower in Wichita in both 1940 

and 1950. Sub-hypothesis three, that the fertility ratio 
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was lower for Negroes than whites, was therefore substantiated. 

Since marital status data by race were not available for 

Wichita in 1950, census tract data were utilized. Only the 

proportion of females widowed or divorced in the three tracts 

was determined, since one of the theories to be tested was 

that a greater proportion of Negro females in cities are wid

owed or divorced than is true of the population as a whole. The 

results were inconclusive. In Wichita as a whole the proportion 

of females widowed or divorced in 1950 was 16.5 per cent. The 

proportion of those in the three tracts was 19.2 per cent. A 

wide variation existed between tracts, however, ranging from 

22.8 per cent in Tract 12 to 11.5 per cent in Tract 6. The 

per cent of widowed or divorced females in the total urban 

population in the United States was 18.9 per cent in 1950, and 

the total for the three tracts in Wichita closely approximated 

this figure. It seems obvious that much more must be learned 

before any direct statement could be made concerning this 

phenomenon. If the findings for only the three tracts could 

be considered valid, the fourth hypothesis that there is a 

larger proportion of widows in urban Negro population than in 

the population as a whole would be upheld. 

A larger proportion of urban Negro females than of urban 

white females work outside the home in the nation as ·a whole. 

This was also true in W_ichita in both 19-40 and 1950. In 1940 

the relative proportions were 37.2 and 29.4 per cent, and in 

1950 they were 37.8 and 33.4 per cent. Thus very little 

.. ... .. 
~,:r.m -~:,, 



-89-

change occurred in the proportion of Negro females in the 

labor force in the decade.. Since 42.5 per cent of the urban 

Negro females throughout the nation were in the labor force 

in 1950, Wichita was below this figure. Sub-hypothesis five, 

stating that a larger proportion of Negro than white females 

was employed outside the home was therefore substantiated. 

Amount of education attained by race in 1950 could only 

be approximated on a tract basis. In 1940 Negroes 25 years 

of age and over in Wichita had completed a median of 8.1 

years of school as compared to 10.5 years completed by the 

native-born white population. In 1950 the median years of 

school completed by all persons 25 years of age and over was 

12.2, while those in census Tracts 5, 6, and 12 had completed 

a median of 9.0 years. If it can be assumed that this is 

representative of the amount of education Negroes in Wichita 

had received in 1950, it can be stated that this is higher 

than the 6.8 years completed by urban Negroes throughout the 

nation, and that Negro education increased in Wichita between 

1940 and 1950. The differential between amount of education 

attained by Negroes and the population as a whole would, 

however, have increased in Wichita between 1940 and 1950. 

The hypothesis that Negroes had completed a lesser median 

number of years of school than the population as a whole was 

therefore valid. 

The job status of Negro males in Wichita in 1950 closely 

approximated the pattern found in other cities in the United 

''• 
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States. Seventy-nine per cent were employed at the semi

skilled occupational level or below as compared to twenty

eight per cent of the white male workers. On the other hand 

nine per cent of . white males as compared to two and one-half 

per cent of Negro males were classified as professional and 

technical personnel. 

Negro female w;orkers in Wichita were also concentrated . 

at the bottom of the occupational ladder. Service and pri

vate household occupations accounted for 79.5 per cent as 

compared to 19.5 per cent of white females employed in these 

capacities. Conversely, 14 per cent of the white females as 

compared to 4.7 per cent. of Negro females were classed as 

professional or technical workers. 

Thus Wichita compared somewhat unfavorably with the 

nation as a whole as 77 per cent of urban male Negroes were 

employed at the semi-skilled level or below, and thus the 

· hypothesis that Negroes in Wichita were concentrated at the 

lower levels of the occupational scale was substantiated. 

The effects of this concentration or Negro earners 

elose to the bottom of the occupational ladder was reflected 

in income levels. In 1950 median income for Negro males was 

$1,704 less than it was for white males in Wichita. The 

differential was not as great between white and Negro female 

incomes, as both ranked lower than that for males of the 

respective races. White females had a median income of $441 

higher than that of Negro females. In the nation as a whole 
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median income of urban nonwhite persons was $1,263, 

which was but $4 higher than that reported for nonwhite 

persons in Wichita in 1950~ 

Residential patterns 

Although available data do not conclusively show 

that early Negro residents of Wichita were less concen

trated than they are today, there is some evidence to 

indicate this might be true. No more than 30 years ago 

Negroes lived in sections of the city other than the 

three districts in which 95 per cent of them were clus

tered in 1950. 

Cowgill's studies of segregation in cities clearly 

indicates that, in Wichita, as related to 186 other 

cities, segregation, already high in 1940, increased 

between 1940 and 1950.1 

The hypothesis that Wichita does have a distinct 

area or areas in which a large proportion of the city's 

Negro population is concentrated was upheld. Nearly 78 

per cent of the entire Negro population was concentrated 

within Census Tracts 5, 6, and 12, and if the percentage 

of those in the area designated as the Ninth Street 

district (which includes those tracts) had been computed, 

it would undoubtedly have shown a higher degree ·of 

1nonald o. Cowgill, .. Trends in Residential Segregation of 
Nonwhites," American SoQiological Review, Vol. 21, Feb., 
1956, p. 43. 
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concentration than this. 

There were two other, smaller districts, both of which 

had been in existence for many years. 

Hypothesis two, concerning the proximity of the Negro 

districtsto the central city, was largely substantiated. _ 

The oldest Negro district in the city was no more than three 

to six blocks from the intersection of Main Street and Douglas 

Avenue, and was already being rapidly invaded by commercial 

enterprise. As a matter of fact, a decrease occurred in the 

number of dwellings in this district between 1940 and 1950, 

indicating that in some blocks succession had already taken 

place. 

The Twenty-first Street district was about two and one

half miles from the central city, but no more than a mile 

from a heavily industrialized. area. 

The Ninth Street district, the largest of the three, 

· bordered on the commercialized periphery of the central city, 

then extended north and east. 

Expansion of the Negro districts has apparently occurred 

in those blocks adjacent or contiguous to blocks already 

occupied by Negroes. Both the Twenty-first Street and the 

Ninth Street districts expanded in the decade both in numbers 

and space occupied. There was no conclusive evidence of mo

bility between 1940 and 1950 that could be characterized as 

"jumping-over" intervening blocks occupied solely by whites. 

Thus, the third hypothesis that stated expansion of Negro 
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districts occurred in adjacent or contiguous blocks was 

substantiated. 

C. Housing conditions 

Perhaps in no other aspect of living is the Negro 

disadvantaged as greatly as he is in that of housing 

accommodations. In no American city with a sizeable 

Negro population is there adequate housing available for 

that population. Negroes occupy the older sections of 

the city; structures are frequently in need of repair; 

plumbing facilities may be run down, or completely 

absent. Efforts to obtain housing are often met with 

considerable resistance and generally can only be accom

plished in blocks in close proximity to districts 

already predominantly_occupied by Negroes. Overcrowding 

in Negro districts is common. 

In general, housing conditions in Wichita are 

typical of those in other urban centers. 

In 1940 three-fourths of the dwellings occupied by 

Negroes in Wichita had been built prior to 1920, while 

only half of the dwellings in the city were that old. 

In the three predominantly Negro census tracts in 

1950, seventy-eight per cent of the housing had been 

built prior to 1940, and 21 per cent after 1940~ In 

the city as a whole 32.3 per cent of the dwellings were 

constructed after 1940, while 67 per cent had been con

structed before 1940. Thus, the hypothesis that Negroes 
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in Wichita occupied a greater proportion of older houses than 

did the population as a whole was upheld. 

Sub-standard conditions (defined as dilapidated and lack

ing adequate plumbing facilities) was also a characteristic 

examined . In 1950 only 19 per cent of the dwellings in the 

city as a whole were so classified, whereas in the Negro 

districts 54.6 per cent of the dwellings were in this category. 

Although the 1940 and 1950 definitions of sub-standard hous

ing differ so that the data are not directly comparable, the 

percentage of housing deflned as sub-standard decreased in 

both the city and in the Negro districts between 1940 and 1950. 

More than one-half of the houses in the Negro districts 

as compared to less than one-fifth of those in the city as a 

whole were classified as dilapidated or lacking in adequate 

plumbing facilities in 1950, upholding the hypothesis that a 

larger p roportion of such housing is occupied by Negroes than 

by the population as a whole. 

Negro home ownership on the other hand is higher in 

Wichita than it is in cities in general. Of the 2,340 dwell

ing units occupied by Negroes in 1950, 1,324 or 56.6 per cent 

were owner-occupied. Since 57.7 per cent of the total dwell

ings in Wichita occupied by whites were reported as occupied by 

owners, Negroes were not far behind, and Wichita compared favor

ably in this respect with other cities. In urban United States 

only 32.2 per cent of the dwellings occupied by Negroes were 

owner-occupied in 1950. The hypothesis that Negro home 
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ownership is lower than it is for whites was correct, but 

the difference ·was very small. Home ownership increased 

between 1940 and 1950 for both groups. 

Overcrowded dwelling units are frequently used as a 

measure for the supply of housing. In 1940, 6.5 per cent of 

the dwellings in the city as a whole and 6.9 per cent of the 

dwellings occupied ~Y Negroes displayed this characteristic. 

In 1950 only 3.9 per cent of the housing in the city was 

classified as overcrowded, and no breakdown was given by 

race. In the Negro districts, however, 10.0 per cent of the 

dwelling units were overcrowded. Since a di tortion appears 

in these statistics, it is possibly more accurate to say that 

the high proportion of dwelling units that are overcrowded is 

a characteristic of the area in which Negroes live as much as 

it is of Negro dwellings per se. 

However, overcrowding in Negro dwellings in urban cen

ters in the nation as a whole increased in 1950. Since 16.7 

per cent of urban Negro dwellings were overcrowded at that 

time, Wichita's degree of overcrowding was much below the 

rest of the nation. The hypothesis concerning overcrowding 

in Negro homes in Wichita was partially correct, as over

crowding was greater in the Negro districts than in the city 

as a whole. However, there was no evidence to support that 

part of the hypothesis that stated that overcrowding increased 

between 1940 and 1950. 

On the whole, the study has shown that conditions found 

,, JI 
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in most cities are g~nerally characteristic of those in 

Wichita. In most respects the Negro population of Wichita 

is typical of urban Negro populations, and the differences 

between it and the white population are in the same direction 

as in other cities, although it appears that Wichita Negroes 

may have less opportunity for employment above the semi

skilled level. 

Wichita also resembles other cities in the ecology of 

Negro housing. The vast majority of its Negroes live in 

three clearly defined, segregated districts, near the center 

of the city or adjacent to industrial areas. As in other 

cities, their housing is older, more dilapidated and more 

crowded. Only in tenns of home ownership did Wichita not 

fit the national pattern. Not only were a much higher pro

portion of Wichita Negroes owners; there was little differ

ence between them and the rest or the population of Wichita 

in this respect. 
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