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(ABSTRACT)

The purpose of this study was to determine if female

householders were disproportionately represented among all

householders in older, urban neighborhoods, and

disproportionately displaced when these neighborhoods

underwent gentrification. Two neighborhoods, Oakwood and

Boylan Heights, in Raleigh, North Carolina, were

acknowledged as having undergone gentrification between 1970

and 1980, and were selected as study neighborhoods for that

time period. .

Data were collected on the ténure, gender, deaths, and

building permit applications for all neighborhood households

from 1970 to 1980. Tenure and gender of householders in

Raleigh, and occupations of female householders in the



neighborhoods, were collected for 1970 and 1980. Data

sources were: Polk city directories; county tax, marriage,

and death records; city building permits; national decennial

census; and the Annual Housing Survey.

The Chi square test was used for testing tenure and

gender of householders between neighborhoods and between

each neighborhood and Raleigh. Findings indicate that for

the study period: Both neighborhoods had significantly

higher percentages of female householders in 1970 and 1980

than Raleigh, but their number and percentage decreased

while Raleigh's increased; the percentage of female

owner-occupants among all owner-occupants declined in all
I

areas; female renter householders with low-status

occupations continued moving into the neighborhoods; female

householders were not significantly displaced by male

householders, and; a majority of renovation was by male

owner—occupants in one neighborhood and by absentee

landlords in the other neighborhood.
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CHAPTER I

- INTRODUCTION

Since the 1970s two emerging phenomena have been

studied in relation to housing in older urban neighborhoods

in the United States. The most studied and published of

the two is the process of private reinvestment in housing

rehabilitation known as gentrification. The term

gentrification has been borrowed from British town planners

to describe the slow but highly visible appearance of

midd1e—class, affluent, educated urbanites in poor,

working-class neighborhoods (Schoenberg & Rosenbaum, 1980).

According to Holcomb and Beauregard (1981): 'Gentrification

occurs when there is a substantial replacement of a

neighborhood's residents with newcomers who are of higher

income and, when having acquired homes cheaply, renovate

them and upgrade the neighborhood' (p. 39).

As of 1982 gentrification had occurred in 48% of the

260 U.S. cities with populations over 50,000 (Lang, 1982).

Examples of types of studies include gentrification in

specific neighborhoods (Laska & Spain, 1980; Schoenberg &

Rosenbaum, 1980; and Henig, 1982), the economic

interpretation of gentrification (Guterbock, 1980), patterns

of gentrification throughout the nation (Clay, 1980; and

¤eGiovanni, 1982), and the displacement of low-income

1
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households and minorities by the gentrification process

(Henig, 1981; Legates & Hartman, 1981; and Schill & Nathan,

1983). .

The second phenomenon has been the increasing number

and variety of female-headed households. In 1982, twenty

percent of the families with children were headed by women,

either widowed, divorced, separated or never married (Dion,

1984). Of the 21.2 million non-family households counted by

the U.S. Census of Population in 1980, 12.4 million (58.5%)

were headed by women (Dion, 1984). The number of women

living in single person households increased 143% between

1960 and 1980, from 5.1 million to 12.4 million. Of these

single woman households 52% were 62 years of age or older .

(Dion, 1984)., Widows account for one-third of the women

living alone (Keller, 1981). Studies have sought to

identify new female householders (Ross & Sawhill, 1975; and

Wekerle, 1980), where they live (Anderson-Khleif, 1981; and

Banner, Berheide & Greckel, 1982), and what their needs are

(Corbet, Fethke & Hauserman, 1980; and Card, 1980). What
‘

has not been studied, due mainly to a lack of data,

(Marshall & Lewis, 1983) are the possible relationships _

between female-headed households and the process of

gentrification.

The study outlined herein determined for the period

1970-1980, in the Boylan Heights and Oakwood neighborhoods

of Raleigh, North Carolina, what significant relationships
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may have existed between the population of female
‘

householders and the population of new investors, or gentry,

as reflected in the housing of the two groups.

The basis for this study lies in the overlapping

neighborhood characteristics identified as suitable for

settlement for both the gentry and female householders.

These characteristics, explained more fully in Chapter II,

identify what has been traditionally seen as neighborhoods .

in decline, but may in fact be representative of the subtle

varients which attracted those segments of the population

which deviated, by choice or necessity, from the commonly

accepted norms for housing environments. As defined by

Morris and Winter (1978) those norms are; a single-family

- detached dwelling with three bedrooms and two baths, located

in a safe homogeneous neighborhood.

The cost of housing in gentrifying neighborhoods has

been observed to increase at a rate equal to or exceeding

the market cost of housing (U.S. Housing Markets, 1984).

When compared to the availability of funds for housing by

female households, a question arises as to the affordability

of previously prized low-cost housing, and who, the new

gentry or the female householder, will occupy the housing in

a neighborhood undergoing renovation.



CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

This study looks at certain characteristics of two

population groups, the gentry and female householders, and

the neighborhoods where both groups tend to settle. It is

important to define the characteristics and the

neighborhoods based on existing literature for the two

groups.

Based on the writings which have summarized empirical

studies in the literature (Gale, 1979; Holcomb & Beauregard,

1981; LeGates & Hartman, 1981; Marshall & Lewis, 1983; and

Schill & Nathan, 1983) a general profile of the gentry can

be constructed: They are white and have at least a

four-year college education; are employed in professional or

managerial occupations and work in the central city areas;

have households consisting of either single persons living

alone or couples with none or one child; adults in the

household hold ful1—time jobs away from home; are usually

between 25 and 35 years of age; and have lived most of their

lives in urban areas.
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The neighborhoods to which the gentry have been

attracted have contained some very specific characteristics.

The housing stock exhibits distinctive housing styles such

as colonial or Victorian, is often 75 or more years old

(Clay, 1980) and is arranged in low density one- or

two-family dwellings (Clay, 1979). The neighborhood is

located within a few blocks of the urban core (Lang, 1982)

or a university (Egan, Carr, Mott & Roos, 1981) whére there

are a large number of white-collar jobs (U.S. Housing

Markets, 1984). Gale (1979) lists three additional

attractions of older neighborhoods to the gentry: 1)

Acceptable (low) housing prices, 2) investment potential,

and 3) accessibility to employment. A recent report by U.S.

Housing Markets (1984) found that the recession of the early

1980s had slowed appreciably the attraction of the first two

of Gales's hypotheses. In the cities where gentrification

was at first the heaviest, Washington, D.C., Philadelphia,

and San Francisco, the expansion of the white-collar market

has slowed, housing shells are greatly inflated in price,

and renovated houses are finding few takers due to higher

interest rates.

Lang noted in 1982 that gentrification might not be

appreciable throughout neighborhoods, but may indeed be

limited to certain blocks, often those with good vistas or

those directly across from parks. This has been



6

substantiated in a more recent study by U.S. Housing Markets

° (1984). Regarding the demographics of such neighborhoods

Henig (1981), in his study of nine cities with gentrifying

neighborhoods, found that the criteria of choice for

settlement shifted in the mid-1970s. What had previously

been a negative aspect for higher income households now

became a positive aspect, 'During the second half of the

1970s, net inmigration of professional households became

slightly, but perceptively, more likely to occur in areas

with traits-- housing and commercial vacancies,

female—headed households, CBD [Central Business District]

and near CBD locations previously they sought to avoid'

(p.

74).Schill and Nathan (1983) summarized the findings of

several studies to provide a threeestage model of

reinvestment in urban neighborhoods. Stage 1 is

characterized by the attraction of young, single

householders or childless couples to areas where housing is

stylistically distinctive and inexpensive. These people are

often in the artistic or design professions and their

households deviate from the norm, possibly being homosexual

or interracial heterosexual couples. These newcomers mix

well with the existing population, who are usually a

heterogeneous mixture of ages, races and incomes. This mix
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has been defined as common to the cycling of neighborhoods u
as they age (Hoover & Vernon, 1962; and Gale, 1982). In the

first stage the gentry will comprise approximately 10% of

the neighborhood.

Stage 2 occurs as the area becomes well known through

media exposure, and properties are bought by investors or

new owner—occupants as investments. The new settlers are

more career oriented and their households more closely

reflect societal norms than first stage residents. The city

may begin to improve services and public property at this

point. The second stage settlers do not assimilate with the

original population and conflicts between old and new may

develop (Schoenberg & Rosenbaum, 1980). A study of

friendship formation among black and white elderly show that

the degree of homogeneity increases with level of education

(Usui, 1984). Thus the newer gentry, being more highly

educated than the original residents, can be expected to

maintain friendships with their educational peers,

going further afield for relationships, and not establishing

friendships within the neighborhood until the third stage.
V

· In the third stage, the first stage residents·have

_ left, most of the structures in the neighborhood have been

renovated, and there is a more homogeneous grouping of

residents with higher income, professional, and educational

status. Unlike the original settlers, the people making up

the third stage express the intention of living in their
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units and neighborhoods for a long time and don't see their

purchases as necessarily an investment. They do, however,

become concerned with the overall property values in their

areas and will organize to oppose zoning changes which

permit subsidized housing or non—residential uses. Third

stage settlers are often in conflict with the first and

second stage settlers in their lower tolerance for social

deviance in household composition.

This description of the gentry derives from studies

which focused only upon the homeowners in a renovating

neighborhood. DeGiovanni and Paulson (1984) studied both

owners and renters and found that many of the renters in a

renovating neighborhood continued to have low-incomes even

though the rents in the neighborhood constituted greater

than 30% of the renters income. Schill and Nathan (1983)

found in their study of nine neighborhoods undergoing

revitalization that despite indications of renovation

(increased unit sales and rising median sales prices)

throughout the 1970s; 'Each of the neighborhoods is [in

1979] primarily made up of rental units.... In addition

each of these areas still contained a significant proportion

of lower—income households in 1979* (p. 102). DeGiovanni

and Paulson note that there is a gap in the literature

concerning two aspects of gentrification. Firstly little is

known about the characteristics of renter households and

secondly; *We lack a solid understanding of how the
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composition of revitalizing neighborhoods changes over an

extended period of time' (p.212).

In his study of thirty cities across the United States

which have undergone some gentrification Clay (1979) found

that:

In 29 percent of the neighborhoods less than 20 percent
of the units had been renovated; in another 20 percent,
60 percent or more of the units have been renovated; in
half the neighborhoods 20-60 percent of the units have
been improved. In the majority of the neighborhoods
less than half of the units have been improved (p17).

C Clay's findings suggest that for a neighborhood to be

considered gentrified requires less than half and perhaps as

little as 20% renovation. DeGiovanni (1984) suggests that

20% to 30% renovation in a neighborhood is enough to signal

gentrification„ DeGiovanni & Paulson (1984), noted that

deciding on the percentage of renovation is often risky. In

attempting to use building permits, they found that permit

applications were unreliable and may underrepresent the „
~

actual degree of renovation„

There is disagreement over the means in which the out

migrating group comprising 20-60% of a neighborhood, was

replaced. Residents may have vacated units by dying, by

voluntary relocation, or by displacement. Displacement is

defined as the movement of lower-income residents of the
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neighborhood to unacceptable or unaffordable new quarters.

LeGates and Hartman (1981) claim that the problem is large

and needs more attention and remedial action. A report

prepared for the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban

Development in 1979 did not find displacement to be a

problem worthy of special attention. What were the

characteristics of the families replaced by the new gentry,

and are these characteristics constant among a sample of

neighborhoods? LeGates and Hartman, and HUD agree, however,

that among the households that have been displaced, the

largest proportion have been low-income minority households _

and female-headed households. Henig—(1981), in a study of

nine cities undergoing gentrification, examined three groups

of replacees identified in a 1978 study by the National

Urban Coalition; the elderly, female householders, and

blue-collar and service workers. He found that of the

three, only the retired showed a significant outward

migration as the gentry moved into the neighborhood while

female householders had a slight (r=.l2) positive

correlation. In results which conflict with Henig, Schill

and Nathan (1983) report: 'Contrary to our expectations, we

found no significant correlation between the fact that a

household was headed by an elderly or black person and the

likelihood that the household would be displaced' (p. 111).

The only correlation to displacement found by Schill and

Nathan was that as income decreased, the likelihood of
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° displacment increased. DeGiovanni (1984) found that there

was in some cases an inmigration of blue-collar workers to

the renovating neighborhood. Henig's (1981) finding of a

low incidence of displacement for female householders is

inconclusive as he did not differentiate the sex of the

retired householders or under what conditions they left the

neighborhood. Schill and Nathan's findings regarding female

householders were also inconclusive: 'A third of all

households were headed by females in both the displaced and

the non-displaced samples' (p. 107). When testing female

householders among displaced and non-displaced households,

Schill and Nathan did not differentiate between female heads

of one—person households and female heads of households with

children.
'

Lang (1982) notes that gentrification is a secondary

process following urban renewal and reinvestment, "As a

result of primary change, neighborhoods surrounding the

renewal area are made more economically attractive to

private investors' (p. 29). Weiler (1978) notes that the

private investment of the gentry follows on the heels of

large outlays of local, state, and federal money. Egan et

al. (1981) note that this public spending has contnued as

gentrifying neighborhoods are often the recipients of local

community Development Block Grant funds for housing
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rehabilitation and upgrading of roads and services. Holcomb

and Beauregard (1981) found that local governments may

stimulate renovation through strict building code

enforcement and by providing historic district designations.

The study of women's role in the housing environment

is a relatively new field. For those who have made an

attempt to study female householders there is often a lack

of data. Winter and Morris (1982) in a study of housing

conditions and behavior, note that female heads of

households are not mentioned. As Marshall and Lewis (1983)

cite in their study of high status inmigrants to central

city areas, 'While it would be desirable to analyze trends

in the distribution of high status women as well, we cannot

do so because the data for women were not reported' (p. 24).

In attempting to find sex differentials in migration rates,

Concord (1982) found that:

The existence of 'unattached' women, i.e., female heads
of households, presents researchers with some ,
difficulty in that these households are often different
from 'normal,' i.e., dual-headed households, in terms
of such variables as composition, income, and
education. Researchers have tended to either ignore
these households, equate them with equivalent 'normal'
households, or simply group them into heterogeneous
residual classes (p. 145).

Genung's (1984) findings agreed with Concord concerning
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displacement in gentrifying neighborhoods wherein female

householders were included as members of a group consisting

of other population minorities.

In relation to gentrifying neighborhoods, Genung (1984)

noted that in the first stage of gentrification in the 1970s

the overwhelming majority of first settlers were males.

Single women have been identified as being part of the

second and third wave of the gentry. Whether this is due to

the availability of mortgage money and renovation loans

after the passage of the Equal Credit Opportunity Act of

1975 (Card, 1980) or other factors is not clear.

. A

Several areas concerning women and housing have been

investigated. One is the access to mortgage credit. Card

(1980) traces the past actions of the Veterans

Administration (VA) and Federal Housing Administration (FHA)

in maintaining discriminatory practices against women.

These practices changed.on1y with the passage of the Equal

Credit Opportunity Act. It has been noted, however, that:

A law will not alter a lender's traditional beliefs
that women are higher credit risks than men; that
women are less reliable debtors; and that women,
especially if they are young and do not hold advanced
degrees or managerial positions, have only a temporary
attachment to the work-force (HUD, 1976, p. 2).

While there were barriers to women purchasing homes,

there were other means of attaining home ownership as Card
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(1980) notes: .

There were three socially acceptable models of
homeownership by women: Separated or divorced women
usually retained the family home and stayed there to
raise children. Widows lived their lives out in their
married location. And single ‘spinsters' might inherit
a home from their parents. In none of these cases did
ownership ordinarily involve a purchase, the exception
being primarily the case in which a widow used her
insurance funds to purchase a home outright (p. 216).

Due to economic circumstances, working women, both

never married and formerly married, have often turned to

declining neighborhoods as housing of last resort, because

lower than average salaries mandate lower available funds

for housing (Anderson-Khleif, 1981). Not only are their

possible past services as homemakers not given a dollar

value, or even considered for Social Security purposes

(Corbet, Fethke & Hauserman, 1980), but upon returning (or

first entering) the work force, women are considerably

underpaid and undervalued.

In 1974, on the average, a women with a high school

education could expect to earn as a full time worker as much

as a man who finished elementary school (U.S. Department of

Labor, 1974). In 1980, a women with a college degree could

expect mean earnings as a full time worker equal to a man

who had not completed the fourth year of high school (Dion,

1984). The median income for women working full time, year

round, in 1981 was equivalent to fifty-nine percent of the

median earnings for men (Dion, 1984). Of households with

children, maintained by single women, 44% had incomes below
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the poverty level (Dion, 1984). Horst (1980) notes that

lower salaries are due not only to differences in pay for

. equal work, but in the catagories of work, 'One of the

reasons for this [wage] gap is the types of jobs held by

women. Women have traditionally worked in sales, clerical,

restaurant and domestic positions and professional jobs such

as nursing and teaching' (p. 19).

An expenditure of 25% of income for housing is a base

figure established by the Brooke amendment for public

housing residents. This represents the amount which an

average family can afford for housing and still meet the

costs of other necessities for living in our society. While

_ less than one—fifth of all U.S. households spend 25% or more

of their income for adequate housing, more than half of all

female-headed households spend that amount, and the housing

they occupy is more likely to be rented than owned (HUD,

1978). In 1977 mean costs for housing represented 32.5% of

income (Feins & Lane, 1981). While the mean rent to income

ratio for renters was 29%, among female and elderly

householders this represented 37% of income (Feins & Lane,

_ 1981). According to a study prepared for HUD, '80 percent

of all American households should be able to obtain adequate

housing, but only 53 percent of all fema1e—headed households

can be expected to find adequate housing for the same

proportion of income' (HUD, 1978, p. 15).
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It is recognized that the age of structures and the age

of residents are often correlated with declining

neighborhoods, specifically where single older women are

involved (Hoover & Vernon, 1962). As of 1976, 55% of female

headed households were located in older (pre—l950) housing

units (HUD, 1976). Such actions as divorce, widowhood,

_ desertion, separation, and mental or physical disability of

the male, as well as economic circumstances or choice, go

into making a woman the principal householder. A HUD study

(1976) reported that houses occupied by more than one person

with a female householder had a structural deficiency rate

of 15.1% compared to 9.7% for the general population.

_ Keller (1981) notes that among single women the house

becomes very expensive to maintain and other, more pressing

matters, take precedence over buildings and grounds

maintenance. Anderson-Khleif (1981) found that divorced

women suffer financial strain and a good deal of worry about

their housing. They are apologetic about the looks of their

homes and are distressed wondering whether they will be able

to keep their homes at all. _

‘

In declining neighborhoods with a racially and

economically heterogeneous population, housing, with

non-discriminatory rental agreements, at a low price, is
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neighborhoods a separate social network is often

established, centered around the private sphere, exemplified

by a child centered home, rather than the public sphere,

exemplified by government and business, (Peterson, Wekerle &

Morley, 1978). Brown (1978), in her study of the spatial

and social relations of 30 recently divorced women in the

Boston area, found that neighborhoods labeled as

disorganized and declining by planners often provide

precisely the kinds of services that divorced mothers need:

Jobs with flexibility; welfare and social services;

apartment houses, child—care, public transportation, and

shopping; and other people in similar situations.

Suburban neighborhoods, do not fit any of these needs

and newly divorced or widowed women find they are isolated

in a man-made desert (Anderson-Khleif, 1981), with limited

options for social interaction (Peterson, et al., 1978).

The house they may have won in a divorce settlement soon

becomes a financial burden. Only 23% of women with children

who are divorced receive their full child support payments

(Dion, 1984). Rothblatt, Carr, and Sprague (1979) found

that among all households with children headed by women, the

women preferred higher density neighborhoods close to the

central city to lower density neighborhoods in the suburbs.

An important element shared with the gentry in picking a

neighborhood in which to live is the distance to work.
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Women prefer neighborhoods close to work and services

(Roistacher & Young, 1980; Wekerle, 1980; Banner, Berheide,

& Greckel, 1982; and Cook, 1983).

Winter and Morris (1982), in looking at conditions,

satisfactions, and conventionality of the housing of female

headed households, found that while norms don't differ

between jointly headed households and female-headed

households, female householders were more likely to be

unconventional in their norms and preferences than were

jointly headed households. As an example of this,

Anderson—Khleif (1981) found that among newly divorced

women, those who moved to lower status apartments or houses

viewed their stays as temporary and often would not unpack

or decorate, 'until the status problem is resolved, there is

a tendancy to avoid putting down roots and really feeling
‘at

home" (p. 26).



CHAPTER III

METHODOLOGY

While research continues to define the special needs

and preferences of female householders and the methods and

characteristics of the gentry, no study could be found which

examined both populations in the same proxemic context.

Existing data on gentrifying neighborhoods are most often

taken from census data or by personal interview or mail

surveys. Census data are difficult to use because at the

census tract level the neighborhood in question may be only

a part of a tract or be larger than a given tract (Henig,
’

1981). When block data are used the problem of suppression

of data (to prevent identification of individuals) arises.

The collection of data concerning female householders has

not been consistant for the period under study, 1970-1980.

The use of surveys of present inhabitants by definition

excludes those residents who have left the neighborhood

throughout the period in question.

In order to construct a descriptive model of

neighborhood residential behavior as experienced on a block

and per unit level, readily available data specific to

Raleigh, North Carolina, were employed.

19
u
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l 1. Polk/Hill City Directory - Used by Henig (1981) in

a similar study, this source provides tenancy type on a per

unit basis which includes name of householder, whether

renter or owner, male or female, and if female, whether

divorced or widowed. The directory notes in each year which

residents are new at that address for that year, and lists

occupations as described by the residents themselves.

2. Wake County vital statistics — Records of deaths in

Wake County listed by name and year and address were used to

determine if houses were vacated due to death of the

householder.

3. Wake County marriage license applications - This

source was used to determine if female householders

relocated or remained in the same residence under a

different name after marriage.

4. Wake County property tax records - These records

were employed as a check against the Polk Directories for

houses listed as occupied by owner and to identify the owner

in years when a property was listed as vacant but was

recorded as being issued a buiding permit.

5. Raleigh City residential renovation and addition

construction permit applications - This information provided

records of maintenance work in excess of $500.00 anticipated

for a given house. Records include month and year of permit

application, name of unit owner, whether work is performed

by owner or contractor, and approximate dollar amount of
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work to be done. City totals of units and cumulative cost

are available on a per month basis.

Limitatinns

1. Directory - The data collection date does not

conform with either a fiscal or calender year schedule«

therefore there were inconsistencies between directory

information and other sources. The true head of household

is sometimes in doubt due to the household head being

decided by the occupant filling out the directory

questionnaire.

2. Wake County vital statistics — In North Carolina

death certificates are filed and kept in the county of death

regardless of a person's legal address.

3. Wake County tax records - Data are incomplete for

some of the properties in question.

4. Raleigh City construction permits - Permit _

application summaries are not available for the year 1973.

A certain percentage of home maintenance work is carried out

without applying for a permit, either a small legal piece at

a time, or contrary to the law. Estimated values of work to

be performed are artificially low since permit fees are

based on estimated cost of repairs. DeGi0Vanni (1984) noted

similar difficulties in a similar study in gentrifying

neighborhoods.
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Hxuntheses

By comparing selected demographic and housing .

characteristics between two neighborhoods, and between the

neighborhoods and Raleigh central city, the following

hypotheses were tested using the Chi-square test of

Independence:

Hypothesis 1. There is no difference between the two

neighborhoods in the percentages of male and female

householders.

Hypothesis 2. There is no difference between the two

neighborhoods in the percentages of owner—0ccupants and of

renters.

Hypothesis 3. There is no difference between the two

neighborhoods in the percentages of owner-occupants among

male householders and among female bouseholders.

Hypothesis 4. There is no difference between the two

neighborhoods in the replacement of female householders by

male householders._

Hypothesis 5. There is no difference between the two

neighborhoods in the occupations of the female householders

of 1970 and 1980.
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Hypothesis 6. There is no difference between the two

neighborhoods in the percentage of renovation which occurred

throughout the study period.

1. Using Polk/Hill city directories for each year from

1970-1980, inclusive, each residential unit including

single- and multi-family buildings was noted as to:

a. Sex of occupant: Female, marital status unknown;

male; name listed but gender not discernible; and female,

divorced or widowed.
·

b. Tenure: Owner or rente:.

c. Occupancy: Indicates whether the unit was

occupied, vacant, not listed, or the directory questionnaire

was not returned.

d. Duration of tenure: Indicates whether occupant was

new or had resided in the same dwelling the previous year.

2. Using the Wake County tax records fo: each

property, ownership was checked against ownership claimed in

the directories. Those units where discrepencies were not

explainable by data collection dates or obvious
”

misinformation supplied to the directory, were eliminated

from the sample.
U

3. Data from building permit applications were added

to the unit variables so as to identify in which years,

under which owners, and in which geographic areas:
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verifiable renovation was taking place. Units were so ,

designated as having a permit or not having a permit for

each year, whether listed as occupied or not.

4. A11 female occupants of a unit in one year who were

replaced by a male householder, a different female

householder, or whose unit was listed as vacant the

following year were noted and checked against death

certificates registered in Wake County. If they were not

listed as having died, their names were checked against the

marriage licenses issued for the year of their last listed

occupancy. _

5. Individual female householders in the neighborhoods

in 1970 and 1980 were identified by name from the Polk

directory and their occupations, as self-described, were
e

noted, and catagorized.

Each housing unit in both Oakwood and Boylan Heights

was given an identification number and the characteristics

of the head of household (as explained above) were recorded

for each year from 1970 to 1980, inclusive. Frequency

statistics were obtained through the use of the SAS

statistical analysis program available through the main-

frame computer at VPI & SU. These programs provided, for

the variables needed, counts and percentages necessary to

calculate Chi-square statistics used to test the hypotheses.



CHAPTER IV

DISCRIPTION OF STUDY AREAS

‘ Balßißh

Raleigh, the capital city of North Carolina, is located

in the approximate center of the state in the geographical

area known as the Piedmont. As part of the Research

Triangle, which includes Durham and Chapel Hill, Raleigh has

benefited from the growth in high-technology and research

related fields in the United States over the past

twenty-years. ~

Raleigh was established as a city and as the capital of

North Carolina in 1792 when the state legislature decided to

move the colonial capital from New Bern, a coastal port

city. Formed out of farm land purchased from Joel Lane,

Raleigh grew steadily throughout the early nineteenth

century, being located on the new railroad lines and at the

fall line of the Neuse river (that geologic point between _

the Piedmont and Coastal Plain above which a river is not

navigable).

The original plan of the city was borrowed from that of

Philadelphia, a central square housing the capitol, with

four other squares situated at the corners of the city's

boundaries. The two south squares are still in use as parks

while the northeast square is the site of the Governor's

25
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Mansion and the northwest square was taken over by early

railroad yards. ·

Raleigh was chosen as the site of the new Agriculture

and Mechanics College established in accordance with the

Morrill Act in 1862 as the land grant institution for North

Carolina. Today North Carolina State University is a

leading research institution in engineering, agriculture,

textiles, and forestry, and along with Duke University and

the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill works in

conjunction with Research Triangle Park industries and

institutions. Raleigh has grown mostly in the north and

west areas of the city with the central city becoming less

residential and more governmental and institutional.

In the early 1970s a thirty-year trend of disinvestment

in neighborhoods encircling downtown was reversed.

Individuals started buying older homes in once fashionable

areas to the north and west of downtown and restoring them

as single—family dwellings. Along with the federally

mandated movement to establish neighborhood organizations

and an influx of federal Community Development money, the

older inner—city neighborhoods came to life both politically

and economically. Today almost every older predominantly

white Raleigh neighborhood to the north and west of downtown

has undergone some renovation and stabilization and is now

A experiencing a good deal of new infill residential

construction.
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The Raleigh-Durham area was selected in 1985 by Rand
ß

McNally as the third most attractive place to live in the

United States.

Qakunnd

The Oakwood neighborhood in Raleigh, North Carolina, is

located three blocks from the state capitol and downtown

Raleigh, two blocks from the state legislative building and

one block from the governor'6 mansion. It is bordered on

the east by a large, historic, park-like cemetery, Oakwood

Cemetery. To the north and south are residential

neighborhoods, and to the west are a major north-south

thoroughfare and state government office complex. On the

southeast corner is a century old, traditionally black

community that developed around St. Augu6tine's, a formerly

all-black college founded after the Civil War. Oakwood

itself has always been and remains predominantly white. In

the Meredith College study (1973), 133 householders were

selected at random and the household head was interviewed,

only one was 'non-white' (p. 22).

Oakwood comprises twenty square blocks, a little over

one square mile of area, and has seen continuous residential

use and new house construction (in former double lots, or

barn locations), with little demolition, from the 18606 to

the present. While Oakwood was always the home of some of

the most prominent members of the community, in wealth,

profession, and prestige, throughout its history it was also
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the home of a solid blue-collar population involved in

mechanic trades and mercantile interests (Meredith College,

1973).

As did many cities, post-World War II Raleigh grew out

into the suburbs, leaving the downtown neighborhoods,

including Oakwood, to an increasingly aging, female, and

working-class population. Many of the larger homes were

sub—divided into apartments for lower-income individuals and

families. By 1970, the impression by the banks, the local

government, and the general population was that Oakwood was

in permanent decline (Meredith College, 1973). At that

time, a few of the larger homes which had been condemned

were saved by single men with the means and the inclination

to make them livable and restore them to some resemblence of

their original conditions.

In 1972, a city masterplan was unveiled which included

the demolition of many houses in Oakwood and the splitting

of the neighborhood by a north-south freeway. The Society
l

for the Preservation of Oakwood was formed and led a

successful fight which blocked the development plans. In

1975, the neighborhood gained designation as Raleigh's first

Historic District. The resettlement and renovation of

Oakwood has continued and today outwardly reflects the

middle—class norms of the newest residents.
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'The
Boylan Heights neighborhood, also in Raleigh, is

located approximately three—quarters of a mile southwest of

the state capitol. The neighborhood encompasses

approximately one square mile of area. It is bordered on

the north by the tracks of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad

(located below grade). To the east is a small industrial

area of downtown Raleigh. On the south is the campus of

Dorothea Dix State Hospital, which includes a large wooded

rolling landscape recently ceded by the state to North

Carolina State University (NCSU) as the site for a new south

campus. To the west is Central Prison (the state

penitentary), and the Governor Morehead School for the

visually impaired. The neighborhood is approximately

one—half mile southeast of the present campus of NCSU.

The Boylan Heights residential area was developed

between 1907 and 1915 by the Greater Raleigh Land Company.

The tract was sold by the heirs of William Montfort Boylan,

and surrounded the homestead, Montford Hal1.· This 1859

Italianate villa occupies the highest ground in the

neighborhood and has recently been restored. Boylan Heights

was a planned middle—class suburban development, located

directly across the city boundary. The original deeds

included restrictive covenents regarding required

expenditures on proposed housing structures and the

forbidding of blacks from owning property or dwelling in the
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neighborhood unless employed as domestics. Directly to the

southeast of Boylan Heights, within the city limits at the

time, developed a completely black working class

neighborhood.
A

Due to the effects of the Great Depression and

decisions made in the late 1930s by the Raleigh school board

regarding school districts, many of the middle-class

residents moved to the newer neighborhoods developing north

of the city. Boylan Heights saw many of its larger houses

sub-divided into apartments and by 1948 Boylan Heights was a

strongly blue-collar neighborhood (Brown & Bushong, 1983).

The neighborhood continued its decline in status during the

1950s and 1960s with the reduced maintenance of homes owned

by original female residents, now widowed and of reduced

means (Brown & Bushong, 1983). The 1970s brought to Boylan

Heights a rise in reconversion to single—fami1y residences

and considerable upgrading of properties. Boylan Heights

received Community Development Block Grant funds for

renovation during the 1970s and is being considered for

listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

The major assumption of this thesis is that the two

study neighborhoods, Oakwood and Boylan Heights, underwent

the process called gentrification throughout the study

period of 1970 to 1980.
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Testing this assumption calls for a comparison between
•

the characteristics of neighborhoods undergoing

gentrification, as identified in the literature, and the

characteristics of the two study neighborhoods. The

literature provides analysis in two areas: (1) The

demographic characteristics of the people moving into the

neighborhood; and (2) the physical characteristics of the

neighborhood undergoing gentrification. Data for the first

analysis require either an interview format or the use of

census data. An interview format for this study was not

feasible due to the time period of the study (1970 - 1980)

and the described tendency of the original settlers to °

relocate after the process has reached an advanced stage.

Census data were not used because both neighborhoods are

part of census tracts which include areas with considerably

different housing and population compositions. The study

therefore relies upon the physical characteristics of the

neighborhoods, other studies, and media reports to

substantiate its assumption of gentrification.

The following characteristics have been determined by

previous studies to be indicative of neighborhoods which

have undergone gentrification. A comparison of these

characteristics with the two study neighborhoods adds

validity to the use of these particular areas as

neighborhoods undergoing gentrification.
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1. Distinctive characteristics of style, such as colonial

or Victorian (Clay, 1980).
U

Oakwood attained designation as the Oakwood Historic

District in 1975, Raleigh's first historic district on the

National Register of Historic Places. This designation is

due to its containing structures uniquely representative of

certain architectural periods and representing, as a whole,

a neighborhood which maintains a certain style and ambiance

deemed worthy of preserving (Harris, 1975). It is also

evidence of the work of community residents and their desire

to maintain the residential and historic character of their

neighborhood. Boylan Heights has a similar application

pending.

2. Low-density one- or two-family dwellings (Clay, 1979).

Oakwood and Boylan Heights were originally established

as nineteenth and early twentieth century suburban

communities characterised by one and two—family dwellings on

individual lots. This style has been maintained, and in

neither community is there a non-house style or scale,

apartment, institutional, or commercial building.

3. Located within a few blocks of an urban core (Lang,

1982) or a university (Egan, Carr, Mott & Roos, 1981).

Oakwood is located two blocks northeast of the Raleigh

central business district (CBD), two blocks west of St.

Augustines College, one block east of Peace College, a

women's college, and approximately 1.5 miles from North
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Carolina State University (NCSU). Boylan Heights is located

four blocks southwest of the Raleigh CBD, one-half mile from

the existing campus, and adjacent to the newly acquired

campus of NCSU.

4. Located near a large number of white collar jobs (U.S.

Housing Markets, 1984).

Oakwood is adjacent to the new North Carolina state

government office complex, which was constructed and

occupied throughout the 1970s. Both Oakwood and Boylan

Heights are within walking distance of all state, city, and

county offices and legislative buildings, as well as

downtown shopping areas and convention and recreation sites.

Both neighborhoods have direct access to transportaion links

which connect Raleigh with a regional airport, AMTRAK train

station, and Research Triangle Park.

5. Neighborhoods contained at the beginning of the period

low housing prices, and investment opportunities (Gale,

1979).

While information is not readily available from the

data used in this study to verify changes in housing prices,

a quote from the Meredith Study (1973) will suffice as an

example of this characteristic:

There seems to be no compelling reason for selecting
the Oakwood neighborhood as a place of residence.
Although the present [1973] residents selected their
living area for a variety of reasons - only available
housing, inexpensive housing, etc. — there is
indication [sig] that some new residents are now
selecting the area because of liking the particular
kind of area and the appeal of restoration of the
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older homes in the area (p. 63).

6. Located near vistas, parks or park-like areas (Lang,

1982; U.S. Housing Markets, 1984).

Oakwood borders on a large, historic, park-like cemetery,

is one block from a city maintained recreation area and

abuts the new State Government mall. Boylan Heights is

adjacent to the park-like grounds of Dorothea Dix State

Hospital, and is one-half mile from the city's main

recreational park with a public swimming pool, one of two

carrousels in the nation listed on the Historic Register,

and other children's recreational rides.

Meeting the above mentioned criteria appropriate for

gentrification provides a base for its possible occurrence.

Evidence that this possibility was acted upon is found in

newspaper articles and a study carried out by faculty and

students at Meredith College in Raleigh. The current study

relies upon the analysis contained therein and subsequent

articles in newspapers, journals, and popular magazines

which substantiate the contention that gentrification has,

and is occurring in these neighborhoods. A file of such

articles is maintained by and is available through the Wake

County (North Carolina) Public Libraries, Olivia Rainey

branch.



CHAPTER V

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

To determine what relationships exist between the

process of gentrification and the status of female headed

households, six factors were investigated for both 1970 and

1980 in both study neighborhoods and in Raleigh city: ·

(a) The percentage of male and female householders; (b) the

percentage of owner-occupants and renters among all

householders and within householders of each sex; (c) the

percentage of males and females among all owner-occupants;

(d) the rate of in and outmigration (and gender of replace:

householder); (e) the occupations of female householders;

and (f) the amount of renovation in the neighborhoods as

determined by permit applications. ‘

Raleigh city population data as reported by the U.S.

Bureau of the Census for the 1970 and 1980 census, were used

for comparison with the two study neighborhoods using tenure

and sex of household as variables. The Chi—square test of

Independence was employed to test whether the study

neighborhoods were in fact different, as suggested by

defining them as gentrifying neighborhoods, or were similar

to the general trends for Raleigh city, which includes all

neighborhoods within the city boundaries„

35



36Studiesof neighborhoods undergoing renovation and

upgrading, the process known as gentrification, have

shown that male householders represent the majority of

the new gentry while female householders are among the

incumbent residents likely to be displaced. This process

may occur exactly at the time when more housing units are

needed for female householders and precisely in

neighborhoods where these householders are most likely to

live.

The number of female householders heading families

increased nationally during the 1970s by 80% while their

proportion among all family householders increased six

percentage points from 10.8 to 16.8 (U.S. Bureau of the

Census, 1972, 1983a). The number of women heading

non—fami1y households increased by 64%, while the proportion

of women among all non—family householders declined from

63% to 58%. The increase in numbers, but decline in

proportions, can be explained in part by the larger

demographic trend as the baby-boom generation reached the

I
age of household formation.

If the theory underlying location patterns for female

householders (Cook, 1983) is borne out, one should see an

increase in such households in both Oakwood and Boylan

Heights. It is also true, however, that these two

neighborhoods have been viewed as having undergone ·
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gentrification during the same period. If the latter is

true, then the number of female householders, specifically

owner-occupants, should have declined. The analysis should

reflect which of these two seemingly divergent theories is

applicable to these neighborhoods.

_ In 1970 Raleigh had 36,524 housing units occupied by

one or more persons and an additional 4,000 vacant units.

Among the occupied units 74.8% were headed by males and

25.2% were headed by females (Table 1). This is

significantly different from the householder distribution in

the two study neighborhoods. Oakwood had 532 units of which

113 were vacant, not listed or listed as comercial or

institutional. Among the 419 occupied units, 58% were

headed by males and 42% by females. Boylan Heights had 336

units of which 48 were vacant, not listed or listed as

commercial or institutional. Among the 288 occupied units

59% were headed by males and 41% by females. These results

correspond with the tendency of female householders to

represent a higher proportion of householders in older

declining neighborhoods (Henig, 1981; Brown, 1978; and

Peterson, Wekerle & Morley, 1978) as both Oakwood and Boylan

Heights were described in 1970.

In 1980, out of 54,850 occupied housing units in

Raleigh, 67% were headed by males and 33% were headed by

females. This represents an increase of 7.8 percentage

points for female householders among all households since
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Table 1

„_— •q•• ••••- • O;,„••• -•• 1• ;; S- •• : g
’

I ;•• °II

Male Female Total

1970

Raleigh 27,324 74.8 9,200 25.2 36,524 100

Oakwood 243 58.0 176 42.0 419 100

Boylan 171 59.4 117 40.6 288 100

X§° = 62.77 df = 1 p < 0.05

Xäb = 36.35 df = 1 p < 0.05

Xäb = 0.22 df = 1 NS

1980

Raleigh 36,736 67.0 18,114 33.0 54,850 100

Oakwood 228 60.2 151 39.8 379 100

Boylan 151 58.1 109 41.9 260 100

X§° f 7.95 df = 1 p < 0.05 ·

Xäb = 9.30 df = 1 p < 0.05

Xäb = 0.64 df = 1 NS
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1970. In Raleigh between 1970 and 1979, the number of women

heading families of two or more persons with no husband

present increased 71.6% and the number of women living alone

increased 58.7% (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1983b). In

1980, out of 379 households in Oakwood, 39.8% were headed by

women, a 2.2 percentage point drop among the total

population of householders since 1970. In Boylan Heights,

out of 260 households in 1980, 41.9% were headed by women,

an increase of 1.3 percentage points of the total

householder population over 1970.

On a yearly basis between 1970 and 1980, the percentage

of all households in Oakwood headed by women fluctuated

around a mean of 40.9% with a high of 45.9% in 1971 and a

low of 38.9% in 1978 (Table 2). Among all households, the

percentage of households headed by women in Boylan Heights

fluctuated around a mean of 40.3% with a high of 42.4% in

1978 and a low of 37.1% in 1971. Both neighborhoods had a

higher percentage of female householders among all

householders in 1980 than Raleigh.

When the percentages of households headed by women are

compared between the two neighborhoods and between each

neighborhood and the city, in both 1970 and 1980 Oakwood and

Boylan Heights were significantly different from Raleigh but

not from each other (Table 1). Hypothesis 1 is, therefore,

not rejected for the two neighborhoods, but is rejected when

tested between each neighborhood and Raleigh.
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Table 2

Percentage of Female Househblders in Oakuobd and Boxlan Heights

1970 to 1974

Year

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974

Üäküüüd

n = 419 379 408 381 386 ·

All Households 42.0 45.9 42.0 40.9 40.1

A11 Renter Households 37.2 44.8 38.6 35.5 35.6

All Owner-occupied Households 47.3 47.2 46.3 46.1 -46.1

Female ÜhHEV'0CCUpöhtS Among
Female Hbuseholds 54.0 47.7 47.4 51.3 49.4

Male Dwner·occupants Among
Male Householders 43.6 45.4 39.7 38.7 39.0

Boxlan Heights

n = 288 289 273 268 264
n

A11 Hbuseholds 40.6 37.1 38.8 41.8 39.8

A11 Renter Hduseholds 38.2 31.3 33.3 37.3 34.4

All 0uner—occupied Households 44.1 44.5 46.8 48.2 47.7

Female Owner-nccupants Amqng
Female Hnuseholds 44.4 42.6 49.1 47.3 48.6

Male Owner-occupants Among
Male Householders 38.6 33.2 35.3 36.5 35.2
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Table 2 (cbntinued) _

Percentage of Female Householders in Dakunod and Boxlan Heights

1975 tn 1980.

Year

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

Oakwdod
4

n = 362 360 358 378 379 379

All Househnlds 39.5 40.3 41.3 38.9 40.1 39.8

All Reuter Households 35.4 35.6 38.0 36.1 40.2 41.3

All Owner-occupied Households 44.5 46.2 45.2 42.2 40.0 38.0

Female Owner-nccupants Among
Female Huuseholders 51.0 50.3 50.7 49.7 46.1 43.0

Male Owner-occupants Among
Hale Householders 41.6 39.5 43.3 43.3 46.3 46.5

Boxlau Heights

n = 275 269 248 257 265 260

All Households 40.0 39.4 41.9 42.4 39.6 41.9

All Reuter Households 32.9 34.8 38.8 40.4 37.3 41.6

All 8uner—occupied Households 50.9 46.3 45.9 45.3 43.3 42.5

Female 8wuer—¤ccupantsAmongFemale
Households 50.0 47.2 48.1 44.0 42.9 40.9

Male Owner-occupants Among
Male Householders 32.1 35.6 41.0 39.2 36.9 40.4
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These results agree with the proposition that female

householders in both Oakwood and Boylan Heights were.

displaced, or were not as consistantly replaced, as among

the general population of Raleigh. These results correspond

with results from similar studies (DeGiovanni & Paulson,

1984; Henig, 1981; and LeGates & Hartman, 1981).

Temxre

The new settlers in neighborhoods undergoing renovation

have been identified at all stages as being owner—occupants

rather than tenants or absentee landlords. By following the

patterns of tenure type, particularly regarding female

householders, it is possible to determine if gentrification

is occurring, who is relinquishing the housing stock for the

new settlers, and how this transition affects the original

balance of male to female householders, both renters and

owner-occupants.

The overall distribution of owner—occupants to renters

in Oakwood in both 1970 and 1980 was not significantly

different from Raleigh (Table 3). Boylan Heights was

Asignificantly different with a higher percentage of rentersf -

(59% in both 1970 and 1980) than both Raleigh (49% and 51%)

and Oakwood (52% and 55%). There was a significant

difference between the two neighborhoods in 1970 but not in

1980. Hypothesis 2 is rejected between the neighborhoods

for 1970 but it is not rejected for 1980.
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Table 3

Owners Reuters Total

1970

Raleigh 18,494 50.6 18,030 49.4 36,524 100

Oakwood 201 48.0 218 52.0 419 100

Boylau 118 41.0 170 59.0 288 100

2Xr° = 1.18 df = 1 NS
‘

xäb = 10.72 df = 1 p < 0.05

xäb = 5.69 df = 1 p < 0.05

1980

_ Raleigh 26,670 48.6 28,181 51.4 54,851 100

Oakwood 171 45.1 208 54.9 379 100

Boylau 106 40.8 154 59.2 260 100
·

Xro =·1.84 df = 1 NS

Xäb = 6.38 df = 1 p < 0.05‘

Xäb = 2.04 df = 1 NS
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The neighborhoods and Raleigh city increased in the

percentage of all householders who were renters. This is

contrary to one of the suppositions of gentrification, which

would have renters dislocated at the expense of new owners.

In Oakwood there was a 4.6% drop in the number of units

reported as being rented while the percentage of total

households which were renter occupied increased from 52% to

54.9% (Table 3). In Boylan Heights there was a 9.4% drop in

the number of rented units, but only a slight increase of

0.2% in the proportion of all householders who were renters.

In Raleigh there was a 56% increase in reported rental units

¤ and a 2.0% percentage point increase in the proportion of

householders who were renters. Among owner-occupied

households, the number of units decreased by 14.9% in

Oakwood and 10.2% in Boylan Heights while Raleigh increased

the number of owner-occupied units by 44.2%. Corresponding

to the rise in all three areas in the proportion of

households which were renter—occupied, was a slight decline

in the percentage of households which were owner-occupied.

In 1970, among all the owner-occupied housing units in

Raleigh city, 15.7% were female householders (Table 4). In

Oakwood this percentage was 47.3%, and in Boylan Heights,

44.1%. By 1980, the percentage of all owner—occupants who

were women heading households in Raleigh increased by 4.6
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Table 4

g·q••• |•••: • I;__••• .;• l• ;g Q-
•• ; , ' I ;•• °Z|

Male Female Total

1970

Raleigh 15,594 84.3 2,900 15.7 18,494 100

Oakwood 106 52.7 95 47.3 201 100

Boylan 66 55.9 52 44.1 118 100

X50 = 151.64 df = 1 p <.0.05

Xäb
=4

71.93 df = 1 p < 0.05

xgb = 0.48 df=1 us

1980

Raleigh 21,245 79.7 5,425 20.3 26,670 100

Oakwood 106 62.0 65 38.0 171 100

Boylan 62 58.0 45 42.5 107 100

Xäu = 33.15 df ¤ l p < 0.05

Xäb = 29.47 df = 1
np

< 0.05

Xäb = 0.55 df = 1 NS
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percentage points while in Oakwood it decreased by 9.3

percentage points and in Boylan Heights it decreased by 1.6

percentage points.

When tested for the percentage of female householders

who were owner-occupants among all owner-occupants, in both

1970 and 1980, each neighborhood was significantly different

from Raleigh. In the same catagory in 1970 and 1980, the

neighborhoods were similar to each other (Table 4).

Both study neighborhoods contained a higher percentage

of female owner-occupants among all owner-occupants in 1970

and 1980 than Raleigh, a factor consistant with theories

concerning the demographics of declining neighborhoods and

the location of female households. The decline in both

neighborhoods of the percentage of female owner-occupants,

while the percentage increased in Raleigh, may be indicative

of the change from declining neighborhoods to neighborhooods

undergoing resettlement and thus coming close: to the

demographic distribution of the surrounding area. The

difference between the neighborhoods in 1980 indicate a

slower rate of resettlement in Boylan Heights than in

Oakwood, a factor consistant with data concerning permit

applications.”

Among all female householders in Oakwood the percentage

of owner-occupants decreased ll percentage points between

1970 and 1980, from 54% to 43% (Table 5). During the same

period male owner—occupancy among male householders
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Table 5 ·
‘

..1Q.WIl§I... ...Rexu:e; ;mer._. —B.em:.e1;...

1970

Raleigh 2,900 31.5 6,300 68.5 15,594 57.1 11:738 42.9

Oakwood 95 54.0 81 46.0 106 43.6 137 56.4

Boylan 52 44.4 65 55.6 66 38.6 105 61.4

= 41.20 p < 0.05 X50 = 18.02 p < 0.05

X30 = 9.08 p < 0.05 X30 = 23.90 p < 0.05

Xäb = 4.30 p < 0.05 Xäb = 1.74 NS

1980

Raleigh 5,424 29.9 12,690 70.1 21,245 57.8 15,491 42.2

Oakwood 65 43.0 86 57.0 106 46.5 137 56.4

Boylan 45 41.3 64 58.7 61 40.4 90 59.6

X;) = 12.45 p < 0.05 X30 = 11.95 p < 0.05

X30 = 6.73 p < 0.05 X50 = 18.74 p < 0.05

Xgß = 0.20 NS X30 = 2.26 NS

NQIH. Degrees of Freedom = 1 for all calculations.
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increased nearly 3 percentage points, from 43.6% to 46.5%.

A smaller decrease in female owner-occupants, 3.1 percentage

points (44.4% in 1970 to 41.3% in 1980) occurred in Boylan

Heights while male owner-occupants increased 1.8 percentage

points to 40.4% of male households. For Raleigh the

percentage of female owner-occupants among female

householders dropped 1.6 percentage points (31.5% to 29.9%)

between 1970 and 1980 while the percentage of male

owner-occupants among male householders increased 0.7

percentage points, (57.1% to 57.8%) (Table 5).

Chi—square statistics were calculated for tenure

distribution among both men and women householders. Among

women in 1970 and 1980 there was a significant difference

between Raleigh and Oakwood and between Raleigh and Boylan

Heights. Oakwood and Boylan Heights were significantly

different in 1970 but not in 1980 (Table 5). Among men in

· both 1970 and 1980, each neighborhood was significantly

different from Raleigh, but not from each other. Hypothesis

3, which predicts no difference between the neighborhoods in

the distribution of tenure within each gender, is not

rejected for 1980 but is rejected for 1970 among female

householders. Although the percentage of female

owner-occupants among female householders was greater in

Oakwood than in Boylan Heights in 1970, by 1980 the

percentages were similar. Over the study period the

neighborhoods and Raleigh decreased in the percentage of
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female householders who were owner-occupants.

Ownership for women traditionally came about through

divorce, widowhood, or inheritance (Card, 1980). In

addition, the lack of acceptability for credit and

traditionally low-paying jobs made home ownership for female

householders a rare occurrence. Of the female

owner—occupants in the neighborhoods in 1970, 91.2% in

Oakwood and 96.2% in Boylan Heights were listed as widowed

or divorced. In 1980, among female owner—occupants in

Oakwood 87.7% were reported as widowed or divorced while in

Boylan Heights 93.3% were so listed.

The data used for this study permitted the

determination of which female householders in the study

neighborhoods gained headship through death of or divorce

from a spouse. The use of this information to adjust the

gains and losses of female householders is unique to this

study.

Of the 65 female owner-occupants in Oakwood in 1980,

only six (9.2%) represented new household formations. Of

the 59 others, 36 were owners throughout the period, 13

resided in the neighborhood since 1970 but gained

householder status by death of or divorce from spouse, and

10 moved to the neighborhood after 1970 with a spouse and

gained headship through his death or through divorce.
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In Boylan Heights out of 45 female owner—occupants in

1980, 25 had been living in the same residence as

householder since 1970, and seven gained householder status

through death of or divorce from a spouse. Of the 13 female

owner-occupants who moved to Boylan Heights after 1970,

eleven did so as the spouse of a male householder and gained

householder status through his death or from divorce.

This information leads to the conclusion that in the

two study areas the female householders were not part of the

new inmoving gentry but had by and large gained headship in

the traditional means as outlined by Card (1980).

.Several studies of gentrifying neighborhoods have

sought to discover what happens to the existing householders

during the transition period. Tracing every residential

unit in both neighborhoods for a period of eleven years by

sex and tenure of occupant has provided detailed information

for such an analysis.

Of the 176 female householders in Oakwood in 1970,

fifty—one still lived in the same units in 1980. In

addition, 14 female householders died, 17 were displaced due

to the conversion of multi-family dwellings to other uses,

and 2 were married and left the neighborhood. Thus, 92 of

the female householders living in Oakwood in 1970 were

relocated by 1980. The number of women who lived in Oakwood
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previous to 1970 and still lived in the same house in 1980

represents 75.4% of female owner-occupants and 2.3% of

female renters. .

Of the 117 female householders in Boylan Heights in

1970, forty lived at the same address in 1980. Of these, 30

(25 owners and five renters) were householders in 1970 while

10 others (seven owners and three renters) gained headship

through death of or divorce from a spouse. The 37 female

owner·occupants represent 82.2% of female owner-occupants in

1980. In addition, nine female householders died, six were

displaced by conversion of multi-family dwellings to other

uses, and one was married and left the neighborhood.

Therefore, 61 (52.1%) of the female householders in Boylan

.Heights in 1970 were relocated by 1980. Of female

householders in Boylan Heights 71.1% of female

owner—occupants and 12.5% of female householders who were

renting occupied their same dwellings from 1970 through

1980. In Raleigh 44.3% of all owner-occupants and 8.1% of

all renters occupied the same dwelling between 1970 and 1980

(1980 Census). A

There are several ways in which householder change can

occur. In this study replacement due to voluntary

relocation, replacement due to involuntaryrelocation(displacement)

through building use conversion, and

replacement as infill are considered. The definition of

infill supplied by Henig (1981) requires that a unit now
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occupied by a new occupant was vacated due to death or

voluntary relocation. Tracing voluntary relocation on a per

unit basis was not within the scope of this study. Two

factors, death and displacement due to conversion, can be

assessed. Of 14 female householders in Oakwood who died

between 1970 and 1980 nine were replaced by males, five of

whom were owner-occupants. Nine female householders in

Boylan Heights died and five were replaced by males, two of

whom were owner-occupants.

The conversion of mu1ti—family dwellings to

single-family dwellings is noted as a characteristic of

gentrification and has been noted as occurring in both

Oakwood and Boylan Heights. The number of households, and

the socio-economic circumstances of those households forced

to relocate due to conversions has been central to several

studies (LeGates & Hartman, 1981; Henig, 1981; and

DeGiovanni & Paulson, 1984). In Oakwood, throughout the

study period, 17 women residing in 11 housing structures

with more than one housing unit were displaced due to
° conversion of those units to·single-family dwellings. Six_ Q

were replaced by men, 2 by women, 4 who had each maintained

a household were displaced from one unit when it was
·

converted to commercial use, and 5 women occupied units in

buildings which ceased to be listed in the directory. In

Boylan Heights 6 women householders were displaced by the

conversion of 4 structures to single-family dwellings. One
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was replaced by a man, one by a women and 4 were living in

units which ceased to be listed.

When comparing total migration of female and male

householders into Oakwood throughout the study period,

cumulatively, 15 more female householders were replaced by

males than females replaced male householders (Table 6). In

Boylan Heights 19 more female householders were replaced by

males than females replaced male households. The results

° are adjusted for the deaths of previous occupants (Table 7).

Hypothesis 4, therefore, is not rejected as the replacement

of female householders by males is not greater, overall, for

either neighborhood.

Inmigrafinn

In Oakwood 100 women heading households in 1980 did not

live in Oakwood in 1970. Among the 324 female headed

households who moved into Oakwood at various times between

1971 and 1978 only 60 women still maintained households in

Oakwood in 1980. Forty new female householders moved to

Oakwood in 1979 (Table 8). In Boylan Heights 69 women

heading households in 1980 did not live in Boylan Heights in

1970. Of these households, 13 (18.8%) moved to the

neighborhood between 1970 and 1975 while 25 (36.2%) moved to

the neighborhood between 1970 and 1978 and 31 (44.9%) in

1979.

These numbers do not adequately explain the degree of
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Table 6
V

Tenure and Sex of Householder Reglacing Previous Dccugant in the Dakwood
Neighborhood! 1970-1980

Year

1971 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 Total

Females reglacing aale householders

As Owner-occupants 7 3 7 2 5 5 7 1 2 1 40

As Renters 19 13 4 12 5 12 9 9 12 11 106

Sub-total 146

Due to death of or divorce fron spouse, not considered replacement 15

Total 131

Ha1es’reE1acing female householders

As Owner-occupants 5 3 4 1 4 0 6 5 5 8 41

As Renters 17 15 16 10 9 9 14 10 3 11 114

Sub-total 155

Due to death of householder, not considered replacenent ___i

Total 146
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Table 7

Tenure and Sex of Householder Reglacing Previous Occugant in the Boxlan

Heights Neighborhood! 1970-1980

Year

1971 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 Total

Females reglacing male householders

As Owner-occupants 6 4 1 2 5 0 3 1 1 4 27

As Renters 14 8 10 6 10 6 11 10 4 12 QL

Sub-total 118

Due to death of or divorce from spouse, not considered replacenent _QL

Total 94

Nales reglacing female householders

As Owner-occupants 3 2 1 3 1 5 5 1 3 3 27

As Renters 26 7 9 7 9 2 9 5 9 8 QL

Sub- total
.

118

Due to death of householder, not considered replacenent _L5

Total 113
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inmigration to the neighborhoods of female-headed

households. From 1971 to 1980 a total of 364 female

householders moved into Oakwood and 210 into Boylan Heights

and lived in the neighborhood for at least one data

collection period. Over the ten year period 715 male

householders moved into Oakwood and 475 into Boylan Heights

(Table 8).

Henig (1981) established that areas of gentrification

were unusually high in the percentage of retired

householders and that when judged alongside blue-collar and

female householders, only the retired householders were

significantly displaced by the gentry.

The findings for Oakwood and Boylan Heights are

consistant with the findings of Henig regarding percentage

of retired householders, but not regarding amount of

displacement. Among female householders who respondedtothe

Polk directory questionnaire concerning occupation, the

highest self-described catagory was homemaker, followed

closely by retired. In 1970, 33 (20.9%) of 158 respondents

in Oakwood were retired while in Boylan Heights 24 (23.5%)

of 92 respondents were retired. By 1980, in Oakwood there

was a decrease to 30 retired female householders, 24.4% of

the 123 respondents, and in Boylan Heights an increase to 28

(29.8%) female householders who described themselves as
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Table 8

Year

Qakumd

n = 519 519 518 518 513 513 511 511 510 512

Male 79 90 71 76 57 58 85 84 46 67 715

Female 56 44 28 34 30 32 47 28 25 40 364

Unknown 9 10 6 7 5 28 16 20 22 22 145

Vacant 40 35 35 37 30 27 30 19 13 24

n = 331 331 331 328 328 328 329 330 330 330

Male 88 45 43 43 59 30 44 36 41 46 475

Female 33 16 21 15 20 12 26 23 14 31 211

Unknown 6 8 14 5 10 13 11 ll 15 12 105

4Vacant 10 25 13 15 12 7 24 11 9 11

NQIE¤ Unknown represents those occupants listed whose
_ gender was not discernible by their name.

............................................................;
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retired among 94 respondents. These changes can be

partially explained by the number of women replacing their

spouses as householders and by female householders who died. .

In Oakwood eight retired female householders who lived in

the neighborhood in 1970 died before 1980. Four women who

lived in Oakwood in 1970 as spouses of householders, became

· householders and in 1980 described themselves as retired.

Therefore, there was an overall addition of one retired

female householder to Oakwood between 1970 and 1980.

Following the same formula for Boylan Heights we find that

three retired female householders in 1970 died before 1980

and four 1980 retirees gained headship from their spouses.

Therefore, there was an overall increase of three retired

female householders in Boylan Heights between 1970 and 1980,

_ a result opposite from that which could be expected from

Henig‘s findings.

One of the drawbacks in using the Polk Directory as a

data source is the possible discrepency between women

identifying themselves as homemakers or as retirees. There

is no way of knowing the age or employment status of these

women. The percentages of retired female householders for

Oakwood and Boylan Heights are not that different from the

only comparable data available for Raleigh central city,

female householders 65 or over. In 1970, 25% of female

householders in Raleigh were age 65 or over (compared with

21% of respondents to occupation questionnaire in Oakwood
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who were listed as retired, and 24% in Boylan Heights). In

1980, 24% of female householders were age 65 or over in

Raleigh, compared with 24.4% of female householders

se1f—described as retired in Oakwood and 30% for Boylan

Heights (Figures 1 and 2).

Of the 176 female householders living in Oakwood in

1970, 158 (89.8%) listed an occupation in the Polk

Directory. In 1980, 123 (81.5%) of 151 female householders

similarly responded. By comparing the occupations of the

new households in Oakwood with the occupations of the female

householders who lived in Oakwood in 1970 and relocated, it

was determined that the majority of new householders were

not part of the new gentry, but they remained largely

renters (78.8%) and non—professionals (88.8%). Of the new
n

inmovers professionals represented four (28.6%) of new

female owner-occupants still residing in their homes in

1980.

In Oakwood two catagories, homemaker and retired,

together accounted for 51% (1970) and 59.3% (1980) of all
‘

respondents. The next highest catagories in 1970 were food

service workers (11.5%), and clerical workers (10.1%).

Professional and technical workers comprised only 3.8% of

female workers in 1970. By 1980 professional and technical

workers comprised the third highest catagory of workers

(after homemaker and retired) with 11.4%. Clerical workers

continued to represent 10.6% of the female workforce and



. 60
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*+
*+

40 *+
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‘
* *+
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08 Professional, technical *+ *+
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10 Food service workers *+ *+
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25 12 Homemakers *+ *+
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Occupations

EiauLe.l. Occupations of female householders in Oakwood,
1970 and 1980.
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£igu;e_2. Occupations of female householders in Boylan
Heights, 1970 and 1980
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food service workers represented only 5.7% of the workforce.

Students increased as a share of respondents from 2% to 4%.

Of 117 female householders in Boylan Heights in 1970,

ninety—two (78.6%) listed an occupation in the Polk

directory. Of the 109 female householders in 1980,

ninety-four (87.2%) listed an occupation in the Polk

Directory. Comparison of the occupations of the new

householders with the occupations of the female householders

who lived in Boylan Heights in 1970, but had since

relocated, showed that the majority of the new occupants

were not part of the gentry with 92.6% of respondents being

in non—professiona1 and non—technical fields. Only 13 of

the new female householders were owner-occupants of which

only three were listed as professionals.

In Boylan Heights in both 1970 and 1980 two catagories,

homemaker and retired, composed approximately half (55% in

1970, 51% in 1980) of the respondents to the Polk survey.

The next largest catagories for 1970 were clerical (14.1%)

and operators (5.4%). In 1980, students represented the

third largest catagory with 8.5% (up from 3.3% in 1970)
‘

followed by sales and professional or technical workers,

each with 7.4%. In 1970, professional or technical workers

represented 2.2% of the workforce.

The results indicate that while there was an increase

in the percentage, and number, of students and professional

and technical workers, these women were mostly renters, and
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not precisely within the definition of the gentry. Without

further information about the nature of these new

professional households it is difficult to assess whether

they do represent members of the new gentry. A further look

at the data indicate that within the professional and

technical classifications are teachers, nurses, social

workers, musicians, and newspaper reporters, all of which

were represented among the female householders in the

neighborhoods. The professionals who were homeowners

included: Two college professors, one lab technician, one

social worker, and one executive.

From analysis of tenure and permit data it appears that

the two study neighborhoods are in different stages of

renovation, with Oakwood being in a more advanced stage. A

comparison of the occupations of female householders,

however, shows no great differences in the distribution

among occupations. Therefore, Hypothesis 5, which stated

that there would be no difference, is not rejected.

Of the 277 permits issued for renovation and repairs in

Oakwood from 1970-1980 (excluding 1973), 16.6% were issued

to female owner-occupants. Male owner-occupants received

49.1% of permits and renters of both sexes (or their

landlords) 34.3% of the permits issued. The total

percentage of buildings renovated in Oakwood as indicated by
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building permit applications was 35.9% (Table 9).

During the same period lll permits were issued for

renovation and repairs in Boylan Heights, 19.8% were issued

to female owner-occupants. Male owner-occupants received

36% of permits issued and renters of both sexes (or their

landlords) 45.9% of the permits. The total percentage of
ß

homes renovated as indicated by building permits in Boylan

Heights throughout the study period was 23.5 %. Hypothesis

6 is rejected as Oakwood had a greater percentage of permits

issued during the study period.

While Boylan Heights did undergo a renovation period

throughout the seventies, it was not as intense as was the

renovation level in Oakwood. While the actual percentage of

renovation may be less, the public has gained the perception

that Boylan Heights is a gentrifying neighborhood.
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Table 9

Year
Tenure a Total

n = 336

Male owners 4 3 3 - 0 1 4 3 9 6 7 40

Male renters 6 3 1 - 4 4 1 2 3 2 3 29

Female owners 1 2 2 - 0 3 1 1 2 5 4 21

Female renter 2 1 1 - 2 4 1 1 4 2 3 · 22

Totals 13 9 7 — 6 12 7 7 18 15 17 111
‘

Adjustedb 13 9 7 - 4 10 5 5 ll 8 7 79

Q.aku¤.0.d n = 526

Male owners 5 4 13 - 7 16 10 21 19 17 20 136

Male renters 3 7 ll - 7 10 6 10 4 6 7 74

Female owners 1 4 6 — 4 5 4 7 6 6 2 3 46

Female renter 0 2 4 - 2 1 3 2 1 2 4 21

Totals 9 17 34 - 20 32 26 39 30 27 34 277

Adjustedb 9 16 30 - 18 26 17 24 19 16 14 189

“Permit application data for year 1973 not avaialable

bAdjusted = Net number of units arrived at by subtracting
number of permits greater than one issued per unit.



CHAPTER VI

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study was undertaken in an attempt to identify the

possible relationships between two phenomena which emerged

in the housing markets of the 1970s; gentrification, and the

growth in female—headed households. The idea that any

relationship might exist was drawn from the similarities of

the neighborhoods in which the two groups chose to reside.

In evaluating the neighborhood characteristics as described

in the literature, it appeared that not only are the

neighborhoods similar, but they may in fact be the same

neighborhoods. The particular question being studied was

whether the gentry, described as being college educated,

middle-class, mostly owner-occupants, and by a large

majority, male householders (Gale, 1979; Holcomb &

Beauregard, 1981; LeGates & Hartman, 1981; Marshall & Lewis,

1983; and Schill & Nathan, 1983), were displacing incumbent

female householders, a majority of whom were low—income,

less educated, older, and mostly renters (Henig, 1981;

DeGiovanni & Paulson, 1984; DeGiovanni, 1984).

In an attempt to find answers to the above question two

neighborhoods in the city of Raleigh, North Carolina were

studied. The neighborhoods, Oakwood and Boylan Heights,

both had been viewed by commentators as having undergone

66
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gentrification between 1970 and 1980 (Meredith College,

1973; Harris, 1975; Brown & Bushong, 1983). °¤ata used for

the neighborhoods were drawn from the annual Polk city

directories and various city and county records. The totals

of the 1970 and 1980 Census were used for Raleigh central '

city excluding the remainder of the Raleigh Standard

Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA).

The neighborhood houndaries for Oakwood were those used

by the Historic District designation. The Boundaries used

for Boylan Heights were those used in EaLl¥.R¤l2igh

NßiQhhQLhQQda.ä¤d.Buildi¤§& (1983). All of the housing

units recorded in the Polk Directory within the designated

boundaries_were included in the study. This resulted in a

base sample size of 532 units for Oakwood, 336 units for

Boylan Heights. The Census indicated 40,524 units in the

central city area of Raleigh.

Data were collected for each unit in the two

neighborhoods from 1970 to 1980 inclusive. The elements of

the data included: The gender of the householder; the type

of tenure; duration of occupancy; building permit

applications; whether the occupant died that year; and if

the unit were either vacant, not listed, had no information

available, or was comercial or institutional. In addition,

the occupations of the female householders in the

neighborhoods, as listed in the Polk directories, were

collected for the years 1970 and 1980.
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_ Six comparisons were made from which conclusions were

drawn as to the possible relationships between female

householders and male householders. The areas of comparison

were: (a) Sex of householder; (b) tenure type; (c) tenure by

sex and distribution of tenure by sex; (d) mobility and

replacement; (e) occupations of female householders; and

(f) permit applications.

Analysis the data yielded the following results:

(a) While the percentage of female householders for Raleigh

increased significantly over the study period, the

percentages for Oakwood decreased and for Boylan Heights

increased slightly.
i

(b) The percentage of all households which were g

owner—occupied decreased similarly for Raleigh and Oakwood

from 1970 to 1980 but remained stable in Boylan Heights.

(c) Among owner—occupants who were female householders the

percentage increased significantly for Raleigh, but

decreased for both Oakwood and Boylan Heights. During the

study period, the percentage of female householders who were

owner—occupants declined significantly in both neighborhoods

but only slightly in Raleigh.

(d) Female householders continued to move into both

neighborhoods throughout the period but overall more male

householders replaced female householders than females

replaced females, or females replaced males. New female .

householders tended to be renters in both neighborhoods, a
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finding in agreement with DeGiovanni and Paulson (1984), and

Schill and Nathan (1983). One third of female-headed

households displaced by the conversion of multi-family units

to single family homes were replaced by male householders.

(e) The occupational profile for both neighborhoods in 1970

and 1980 indicate that the employed female householders in

both neighborhoods were employed in traditonally female

occupations, that is, 'sales, clerical, restaurant and

domestic positions and professional jobs such as nursing and

teaching' (Horst, 1980, p. 19). There was a small gain in

the number of women in professional occupations, who were

also homeowners, who could be described as fitting the

profile of the new gentry. The number of retired female

householders fit the expected pattern for neighborhoods

undergoing gentrification as described in the literature

(Henig, 1981).

(f) Permit applications indicate that renovation was carried

out by the male householders and by landlords, with only a

small amount being attributable to femaleowner-occupants.It

is difficult to say, when judging the results of this

study, whether the gentrification and renovation of these

two neighborhoods had any causal effect upon the female

householders in these neighborhoods. In the instance of

Oakwood, an interesting trade-off developed. In 1970, when

42% of the households were headed by women, the city was

developing plans to replace Oakwood with a highway and
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apartment buildings. This plan would have certainly

displaced many female households, as in fact the limited

·
state government plan succeeded in doing on the outer edge

of the neighborhood. It was only through the organizational

efforts and political knowledge of the then few new gentry

that the neighborhood, and hence the female households, were

saved. In the case of Oakwood the number of female

households saved was probably much greater than the number

which were subsequently displaced between 1970 and 1980 due

to gentrification. It is in this context that it is

difficult to reach any conclusions which might shed light on

the question of displacement.

Both Oakwood and Boylan Heights had a higher percentage

of female householders in 1970 and 1980 than Raleigh,

therefore giving evidence to the theory of female household

location (Hoover & Vernon, 1962; Brown, 1978; Rothblatt,

Carr & Sprague, 1979; Roistacher & Young, 1980; Wekerle,

1980; Banner, Berheide, & Greckel, 1982; and Cook, 1983).

The results indicate, however, that the increase in the
i

number of female households that was evident throughout the

United States and to an even greater extent in Raleigh, was

not evident in the two study neighborhoods.

. Both neighborhoods, when judged by building permits

alone, experienced acceptable levels of renovation to

indicate gentrification as described by Clay (1979) and

DeGiovanni and Paulson (1984). For these neighborhoods
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undergoing renovation, the majority of such renovation in

Oakwood was carried out by male owner-occupants, while in

Boylan Heights a majority of the renovation work was carried

out by landlords.

Recent concerns about the family in America has focused

. attention more on the single parent household, both male and

female, than upon the non-elder single person household.

While many more men are gaining custody of children in

divorce judgements, or are left with children due to death

or desertion, the majority of single—parent families,

particularly among the poor and minority populations, are

headed by women. An important next step to this study would

be to differentiate female householders into single person,

elder and non—elder, households, family householder with

children under 16 years old, and family householder with no

children in household.

Peminist theory contends that women's lives revolve

. more around the private than the public sphere (Peterson,

Wekerle, & Morley, 1978). Another aspect of further study

should deal with the services and institutions which

existed, evolved, and devolved throughout the eleven year

period and whether these changes made the neighborhood more

or less hospitable to fema1e—headed households and to the

new gentry households.
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The data collected for this study could be evaluated

in terms of external variables that may have had an impact

on the neighborhood throughout the study period. Examples

of these are the oil-embargo of 1973, the economic

recessions of the 1970s, the rise in interest rates,

mortgage rates and the boom in housing prices, and possibly

the effect of the trend of historic preservation around the

bi—centennial year of 1976. _
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Definition of Terms

Female headed household or female householder - These two

terms are used interchangeably throughout this study. They

both refer to households wherein the adult responsible for

care, maintenance and income is a woman. This includes both

single—person households and family households.

Gentrification - The long term process whereby a low-income,

declining urban neighborhood is transformed into a

fashionable, upper-income high status neighborhood.

Gentry - The term used to describe those middle- and

upper-middle income, educated people who move into declining

urban neighborhoods, renovate their houses and upgrade the

property.

Incumbent upgrading — This term describes the process

whereby the houses in a formerly declining neighborhood are

renovated by the existing occupants, rather than new

occupants.

Infill - The term applied to buildings constructed on

previously unused or unusable land in developed areas,

without demoliton of existing buildings.
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Neighborhood - For this study a neighborhood is defined as a

the area within the boundaries set by existing or proposed

Historic District designations.

' Private Sphere - Used as opposite of Public Sphere to define

the spaces and tasks in which a women has control and

domain. This is usually limited to the home and child
’

rearing.

Public Sphere — In Feminist theory the Public Sphere,

examplified by such institutions as government and commerce,

as well as physical spaces such as parks and streets, is

provided and maintained for the empowerment and use of men.

They are areas were woman must be wary when unaccompanied

· by, or unrepresented by, a man.

Reinvestment - The infusion of new mortgage capital into

residential areas previously considered poor investment

risks and victimized by disinvestment. _

Renovation — The process whereby a house is brought up to

modern standards and building codes without compromising the

stylistic or historical integrity of the structure or

facade.
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Professional/ Technical
Occupations concerned with the theoretical and/or

practical aspects of fields such as Art, Science,
Engineering, Education, Medicine, Law, Business Relations
and Administration, and managerial or technical work. Most
positions require substantial educational preparation at a
university or technical institute.

Semi-professional
Non—professional health caretakers, i.e. nurses

aides, lab technicians

Student
A person who heads a household and is enrolled

full-time in a course of study in an educational institution
above High School.

_ Managers
Officials and proprietors, except farm, who are

responsible for the work of others.Clerical · —
Includes occupations concerned with preparing,

transcribing, transfering, systematizing and preserving
written communications and records; collecting accounts; and
distributing information.

Sales
Includes occupations closely identified with

influencing customers in favor of a commodity or service or
sales transaction. They may not involve actual participation
in a selling activity.

· Crafts, workgroup leaders
Person who practices a trade or handicraft, or

creates and performs with skill and dexterity. Also
includes trained workers who work with and commonly lead a
group of workers, a particular operation, or a section of an
operation .

Operators
Includes workers who operate a machine, device, or

skills related business. At a more complex level, the most
important aspects of the work include understanding machine
function and the overall relationship of the worker to the
machine. Coordination of the eyes and the hands is the most
significant factor at the lowest levels.
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Homemaker
Includes people whose main job is to maintain a

home,

Food service workers
Includes waitressees in diners, restaurants and at

lunch counters, grocery check—out workers, and bakery
workers,

Domestic service workers
Includes occupations concerned with performing

tasks in and around private households; serving individuals
in institutions and in commercial and other establishments,

Non-domestic service workers
Includes other occupations concerned with serving

other than domestic service; with occupations concerned with
protecting the public against crime, fire, accidents and
others acts of war,

Retired
Includes those individuals who have completed a

length of service in a particular job and/or position who
receive pension or benefits for previous work,

°NOTE. Classification headings and particular jobs
within those headings are drawn from the 1980 Census.
Exceptions to this are the headings of Homemaker and
Student, which are terms used in the Polk directory,




