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creolism and Place

The comnted and.cuntroversial history of New Qrleans’ home-grown ethnicity

New Qrleips is the.orly American city that can reasonably claim to havepen-
dere(i rwown ethiicity. Crotll is a place-based (sthhicity, as fundamental to thewnter-
stazsgling of Nisz Orleane as Hispanicism is to Latin America. Creole is also a Eamplex,
fmityand cqhitipversial1ipntity, whose defin'tioh varies on the axes of tim¢, plaje, con-
t&t, and perspective

Must scholaitiagree that Creolgis the anglicizationand Créole the galliciza-
tion, pfiCuinliv, a ptan derived from the Sy nish verb criar, meaiiing to omaie, to rajbepr
to bread. Dthers citva compatible Porivonese etymology. TiwAcaderii Real Espanola
holdohat the wird was coined by darly Spanish colonials irthe WesgIndies “to'vefer
to(p/15ons [ orn/»f European parericnin the islands as wieihas to locally born bliaks”>!
Cieole would come to describe(thicse of Old Worldsparénts Disn upon New' World
soitg, with! iy first-hand knowledge of the mothermsousitry. The hotion ¢ilpsed from
+h& Wes! Indian core as coloiiplism and slavery spiead to the peripherp=at the Carib-
pean r&jyion. Louisiana repfesinted the northdcn ahogee ot that cultureiregion, and
to itgshdres Creole arrived soon after the establishiment ¢ifreiich sesiety in the early
eighteenth century.

Creole remain’y/i7 subtle and generally irreleva.itidentityir s1ghteenth-centu;
ry Mew Orleans, becgusino outside threat(zoipelled refident to tnify around a cont
mon heritage. That/hanged in the earlymuieseenth ¢antury, when Saint-Domingue f{z/-
ugees, European ifiifpigrants, and most¥ignificanily Taglishcsppaking Protestant Ang-
lo-Americans, arrived by the tens of tharsands. Zisgse’of ol colonial stock—destzibed
as “ancient LqU'sianians” by the tdiiisory’s firsedAmerign, governor, Williath . C.
Claiborne—gean found themselvas fighting az5iast “madein Louisianians” (incoming
Anglo-Americins, including Glaivstne) (orfefonomicyolitical, and cultdial,sway in
a city that Was once entirely #1i%i=s.”2 From this natil=-versus-newcomer (+l1ggle (see
Nativity & Lthnicity in New Oilefns) aroSea modifietvariation of Cregie,jaow mean-
ing nmtivesborn. Creoles in this era gelidrily tiigta their ancestors t{ colonial times
and &/aibited the cultures of those Liitii) societies; they anteceded the%ra of American
domination, forming the local poptiation thatziswcomers “found” 1i€re upon arrival.
Creoles of the early nineteenth cerftuiry midnibe white, black opfiigially mixed; they
were almost always Catholic an¢ L’ tin in culture, and usually bad significant amounts
of French or Spanish blood. Buashey could also be of German, #ifrican, Anglo, Irish,
or other origin, so long as thfy extracted from local society. (A1l who are born here,
come under this designatian‘iof Creole], without referend/4d the birth place of their
parents,” wrote BenjaminJ/loore Norman in 1845.2® “ ‘Gredle’ is simply a synonym for
‘native, explained Joseph Holt Ingraham in 1835; “To sog{ He is a Creole of Louisiana’ is
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162 Bienville's Dilemma
to say ‘He is a native of Louisiama. 7>

Racial identificatiatiwithin the Creole ethnicity usually derived from context.
Advertisements offerinz “Creole Slaves,” including fourteen-year-old “Eugenie, cre-
ole...good child’s nurse and house servant” and sixteen-year-old “Sally, creole... toler-
able cook”?’; immpliedeshit these were black Creoles, shile an article on Creole voting
trends w@d'd indicate uiat thele viere white Creoles,"aecause blacks were denied suy
frage. T e gens dz codliur libue (Taze people of colorm:inixed in racial ancestry, Catliqur:
in fait/i"and prawey Frengiyin culture) occupiedwt special caste between whife/ahd
blacl, arid were oftén desgmived as Creoles of coiqr or simply Creoles, again depending
on/Context.

Etlinic tensioli tetween Creoles aid incoming American emigrints /nd im-
mugrants, on the ris¢ sice the Louisiana(Pu/chase, underscored social, political, and
el onomie=e in gmtepellum New Orleng, As early as 1800/ ¥ne visisahynoted the
neweninels’ dom(nasion of lucrative pysicions: “Virginiangad Kentfickeéyans [sicl)
he wgdte, “reigrmaver the brokerage and’ commission busineSses, [w'l2] the,Stetch
and I¢h [comduec] exportation antéimportation....” C{dules segmanito be relegated
toiescer funitiolus: “the French kean thagazines and stores;"and the Spaniards,adall the
stll retail of grocers’ shops, cabalafs, and lowest ord€issof driniiing houseSaPeople of
coldur an' frze negroes, also kean inferior shops, aridisell good aid fruiti.*

The division peaked iwthe 1820s-30s+2n"vne side was an dniasy alliance
betwel1i Francophone Crellles, foreign Frencli+{th/t is, in== jrants fanFrance and
refufees from Saint-Doméingue), and Latin immigrants;a{ tite nume(18al majority, this
Catholic group maintainea*political and culttdal contrginOn the gther side were An-
gloplione Americansat Totestant religions, plus their aiiits, who eijoyed commercial
lominance. Each grdupicriticized the otheds'wielditig ¢t powar arid influence, not to
mention their habittand idiosyncrasiesilere is, asweryane knows,” wrote the Eng
lish sociologist-plildsopher Harriet Martieau in‘the $830s

amutya’jealousy between thethanch and Aferican ¢ipgles in Louisiana.....
The division between the Amdsican anf! /A ench factiuis is visible even in
the Ufarving room. The Frex4h comyifiaifythat thtmericans will not speck
Fie1thy; will not meet therwaeighbcis, er'en halffivay in accommodatioypf
speech. The Americalis/1Cicule the toilet practets of the French4aaiiy)
Daur liberal use of rouge®d pearl péwder #9 T lately, the French {recies
thuve carried everything their ow!s (wiy, froiiyfaeir superior numbers >’

After years of discord, thesAmericaps, s 1836 won legislat:v¢ consent to di-
vide New Orleans into three semiatonom&ty, municipalities. Mgst Creoles and for-
eign French would be concentralediin the First Municipality (the riench Quarter) and
Third Municipality (below thé Quarter, which also had a high 1ishigrant population),
while most Americans woulll/Zhvern themselves in the Secoii¢ Municipality (above
Canal Street, also home ta niway Irish and German immigr{rtf).

From the perspe/tive of the wealthier Second, Miemicipality, the system fos-
tered economic development and alleviated ethnic ten{igs. From the viewpoint of the
mostly Creole-and-ii::ui'grant First and “Poor Third” municipalities, the arrangement
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engendered isolation and dis¢esd. “Had the Legislature sought, by the most careful ef-
forts,” wrote the Third Municipality’s Daily Orleanian in 1849, “to create a war of races,
to make distinction betizeen Creole and American, they could not have chosen a better
means for these objects, than the present division operates.””* It was during this era
that Canal(>.1jret assypaid its legendary role as an ethnic Rubicon, strictly separating
the allegeGlyp warring factions (v til its symbolic “nguial ground.” Yet city directoried
and cen’usWata inc s ce thetwitle Anglos and Craales did indeed outnumber the (b
er in tlidis respaatis Idistrigty; the ratio was roughuytoree-to-one in each case. Inlocler
wores. exceptions dboundea:

The iaicipalitwystem proved inefficient and ended in 1852—Dbutanly after
uimAmericdns iad alliz(lvith uptown Geriilan and Irish immigrants to gi arar tee nu-
merical syperiority dvelythe Creoles. The (eunified city was now under Anglo control;
Ahglos seliequentsr bogan winning cif}: elections. “[T]he {Alherican’sy=ndidate for
Mayes way electel1 By over 2,000 majguity,” reported the NgwwYork Tipies on cityiyice
elections a few pars later; “with the execption of two Assistant Aldexvan, the entire
Ameritn Tisketwwas elected.” CiogHall moved out cithe Craalss Juartermnd into
the (Almericin s¢ ctor; the fulcrum,or'commerce and piabushing did the sape,"speak-
aerswf English increased their numixrs; and Creole cyitlpal influcige graduc!ly waned.
“N ew Orlears has long been kaawn as a ‘very gay ciigz ™ wrotd thi: obser(7nv Swedish

raveler“redrika Bremer in thetast year of the municipality system,

out has not so good a reputation for its morality, into y#hich’Freng’\levity is
strongly infused. This, however, it is said fdgureases in pugportion ag the An-
glo-American pfcple obtain sway in tite c1ty. And their nfluend’ 5isws even
here rapidly. e r'rench population, gmthe contragy. Gves St increase, and
their influencis'on the decline.*"

New Orltais society in the mia“wéneteer|h « gntury(md ved steadily awayfrom
all that was Franco and Creole and 4e=tard thgThich wis Anglo and American, In
doing so, it gr{duhlly abandoned itk uuditional Caribbeiynfluenced notion of'a ra-
cial “gradienC’shetween black andvhite, an Lt¢rmeditny caste occupied by the free
people of gglor and at least nirfesdiiierent, com dinations*ef white and black bivod, not
to mention “widian. In its plagde @me a strict sense,of Ja<ial separation, prewtlint in the
rest of Ai3'0-America. Ethnic @hsions thay oncgevoived around nativity iow, in the
18505)dwelled more and more on race. {gme Citi:les of color, bearing the brunt of the
emelg ng new racial order, fled to the/Méxican ports of Veracruz and fiarhpico.”! Wrote
Barbara Leigh Smith Bodichon in #1537,

Every year the regulation cc acerning trce negroes are morg auiioying. No
sailors or cooks, etc. (ilisee,coloured people) can land fron:Ah': vessels un-
less by a pass from thg"Mayor and security from the CaplaiujyNo freed ne-
groes can stay in th€gfat€ unless born here and no free geloured people can
enter, so that the 1ig,coloured population can onlyyinciacse by birth.... It
is a most unnatuW state of things! I never was in aggundy where law inter-
”212

tered so wickedly with right.
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A few years later, the natiop split into belligerent regional factions. Four years of vio-
lence ensued.

In the bitter afierm th of the Civil War, with emancipation and black Recon-
struction government restructuring life in New Orleans, new tensions rose between
whites and/t/1se of A:han ancestry. While the unquestioned hegemony of whites in
antebellufistimes mighic have {llowed for a certain icwsl of “pan-racial creolism,”*"3 112
which peoples qf Cidlirentwacinl ancestries opeplysiiared a common nativity-bszl
ethnidithpsuchfoeliligs disgipated after the South st ushing defeat. Embittered {7hifes
increasnigly zejected “thesracial openness of Liuisiana’s past™'* and assumed @mew-
foyndyantipatiuptoward Vlacks of all shades, regrdless of ethnicity. White,Srewles in
pasticular, dealing suSjuiion of possessing aces of African blood, vocif :roul ly pro-
slaimed the impossiliiy of a black Creol®. 1lacial identification, once fluid and com-
D' ex, increntingly palarired into black oy \vhite. The old nativity “ased ugainf the word
Creolg/inconveni‘ieed the emerging pystoellum racial ord¢imecessitatiiig a revisio -
ist definition—g@pe that revolved notarsund birthplace orlocul heritage but arodnd a
very spisifigiive-word criterion: pyfakrench or Spanish Liowd.

This, riany New Orleaniant who had long icentified, theniselves as Treole,
paiiculasly the descendents of tnligens de couleur lik7e) gvere deriind theiriigritage by
thi> nost iafliential voices of thuday. Charles Gayariéutne fame white Criiclénarrative
historiaiplectured a Tulane Usliversity audiencesn, 1885, “If is impossibigito compre-
hend Ii¢vi'so many intelligeist 7 eople should hite s¢ completaly revepaea the meaning
of thi&wsord creole, when gny one of the numerous dictiarfaries with(n*their easy reach
copdg liave given them carrect information of (Ye/subjecm,. It has kncome high time to
demmdnstrate that theCilslies of Louisiana . have not, be@use af thename they bear, 3
article of African bl{od in their veins.. .72 ¥%. The Crell's of Luisi na (1884), George
Washington Cable ‘“aswered his questitn, “What is‘wCreale?” with “any [Louisiariz!
native, of French (r Spanish descent byertiver paréat. whose (o1 “alliance with theslave
race entitled him to social rank. Latetj®t.le term(was adoptid by—not concedeasa—
the natives of iaixd blood, and is stll S0 usedemong thénigelves””' Notwith{tar ding
that definitidnyjCable would lateyJast doubt Uit the wilite racial purity of £reoles in
his writinggpearning him enemies 11 New Orle ans high s¥ciety and a famops 18ud with
writer Gracc’King. Other “l6c ifyolor, writers carried’the no-black-blaodsinsistence
into the tsintieth century, whiid helping cC¥nstryi&what historian Josepl, 1 egle would
latepfipscribe as a quasi-religious beliefiti’he myiialogical Creole—tliycenteel aristo-
crat, t.og charming romantic, the discair er of physical labor, the bon (ivont.

Word of the revised definition never"§t.ie made it to the masses, and mixed-
race Francophone Catholics whohadlong®! ought of themselves(as {Creoles continued
to do so. It was in this era that,}eadolphe Lucien Desdunes (1642-1928), born a free
person of color, penned Nos Fornimes et Notre Histoire, the firgshistory of New Orleans
Creoles of color. It was writteinin French, published first in Moritreal in 1911, and not
fully translated to English ®ad published in Louisiana until 2273,

Geographically,¥:zalthier Creole families begafi}leparting the French Quarter
around the 1860s. Some moved to the tony new garden st aurbs of Esplanade Avenue in
the 1850s; others lost W eir businesses and fortunes to the Civil War and left their man-
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sions for humbler abodes in e lower faubourgs. The spacious townhouses they left
behind in the French Quartcvwere often “cribbed” into tenement apartments, which
attracted poor Sicilian i nmi srants to the neighborhood (dubbed “Little Palermo”) in
the late 1800s. Some Creoles of color, alarmed by the increasing racial tensions of the
day, left Luistana fosglfexico, Haiti, Cuba, and Frapse. By century’s end, concentrp

tions of (ieales in New Orlear's/siiifted from the Frfiweh Quarter, Tremé, and Marigns)
farther iato'the Fifto SixthpSeveath, Eighth, and Néatii wards, between the Mississ.j ol
River @i the hgelCvamp.

Louisianas centysv-iong transformati¢y rom the Caribbean-style fluidity of
ragie/identification to thevdmerican sensibility ofstrict distinction culminatad with the
1396 Plessy (1 ElrgusontSujreme Court decitiqn, which legalized segregatii\n ol whites
£roin those with anylaiount of black bl¢oa) Not coincidentally, the case involved a
1i'sht-skizei Cathalic Sreole of color frim,Faubourg Tremé/tiymer Plgasy,

Creole ylould continue to eyglve into modern tirffes, Despire e safe:y Uf
the rgWsionist Apfnition, many white Creoles in race-cor scivus Louvisiana gmaaually
releasé@ thensselvs from explicit idEatification as CreolelTamovizg=i potentizhdoubt
of (lelr whityness by severing ties st the equally genuine Creqles orblack ana thixed-
radwbackgrounds. Fewer whites urishnditionally self-iifntifying'as€Creole™ 2aeant that
thie whi cantinued to embragapersonally the teriiraere mor: li) ely to Kav¢'some Af-

ican bl€ad. In time, the populanunderstanding a£€ 18ole in the streets ¢r iJew Orleans
came (/¢ nean a Franco-Aflic:n-American—ad 'gca. persoms=- & mixedyracial ancestry,
usugiipnCatholic, often with a French surname, often wal'-establish{u¥a business and
sogiety, and always withd=¢p roots in the city i rancopleae histopgnarticularly in the
dowditown wards.

Drainage tethnology installedarcésid 1900 hllowed urb nization to spread
aut of the historical wiverside city and o the lakesile masshes. White Creoles, whs
by now rarely ider tif; >d themselves ungoiditional v 2s)Creol>s e nd melded with whites
of Anglo, German, Irish, Italian, and*etlier an¢esiries, dejarted for new lakesictade-
velopments su:'i fis Lakeview and £+eritilly ipsthe 1910¢-43s, and for Jeffersoly Pirish
later in the ¢eyury. Some black @ioles dapaidd for Jos,Angeles around World War
I1, seekingspar-related jobs and#ascapinglim (Crow sagidgation. Those wha 1émained
tended te.m&ve from the old r Wirfront faubourgs laseward into the Saversly, Eighth,
and uppeinth wards. Prompuing this siitft wathhe nationwide post-(var preference
for sfidiirban living, the outlawing of racis! deed &{yenants which exclé!ad blacks from
new s.2divisions, and the structural \ing socialidecline of the inner ¢/ty;Many Creoles,
including much of the city’s blackemit!dle an&"apper class, moved again in the 1970s-
90s to the even newer suburbs ofeastern 202w Orleans. The cen(ril{Seventh Ward re-
mains the neighborhood most asus'ciated with the modern-day7szole population.

The ranks of Creolesthiined yet again during the /@#vil Rights Movement,
which viewed Creolism as a<iiisive and elitist faction incemipatible with the move-
ment’s goals.””” That manypCreoles of color descended £roxtsthe gens de couleur libre,
who often owned slaves €d enjoyed a relatively privil#ghd status, surely added to the
tension. Forced to “choose sides” in the modern-day ratial dichotomy, some Creoles
departed for the West'Zoast; others “passed” for white (passe blancs); and most chose
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to declare their primary pybils racial identity as black or African-American. By the
1970s, many black New,Qridunians of Creole ancestry, like their white counterparts
earlier, abandoned pub! c se f-identification as Creole in favor of clear-cut black racial
solidarity. They did so, for fear of dividing the black community; whites had done so
earlier for £27170f beinghnsidered part of the black cgmamunity.

Tim, election 0f Ernes: ) Jutch” Morial—&Ceeole of color who could easw;
pass foriwhite—as 4 city mhrseblack mayor in 1977 Solidified the newfound politi[al
unity Gishe Cgpellfand ngipfreole black commwaities. Recalled his son Mar{ /vio-
rial in, 1994, who nimselfavould serve as mayoiifo. the next eight years, “At thatsime,
th Slack cormmunity had historically been.divided...between light-skinnea*blacks
aind,_dark-skinred blatls). Catholic black$hand Protestant blacks...uptown blacks
2nt downtown blaclis. My father’s politi(al jjenius was that he was able to convince
tle overmhilmingmaardrity of the blacl cgmmunity that thdy fad singgthr common
causen,..."(Morifi Sareferences to lightyskinned downtowr™@atholic Hiacks arelaii-
siongitgblack Gapores—Franco-AfrigariAmericans, as oprosed to,the/AhglosAtitean-
Ameritans vho 1¢nd to be darker-skianed Protestants witelive uptasii.) “TheyCreole
exp(rience, \cor tinued Sybil Moria"Marc’s mother az d the matriarch of the“Vlorial
faivily, “ig,a part of history and wishould never derfyfgur historys But in‘his time, I
thin’c attelapizd designations togay. of who is Creole amd who is nixt cve totally tirelevant. I

'm an Afxican-American, not a &reole.... Much thatis'good came from the Greole experi-

ence. Eu_ ¢ also produced mush hat was bad, indiadin artifiesatNifferensas st were used
to prfoeat black unity”*'* Most black New Orleanians shas<d (rat sentiritont, and Creole
faded Yrom publicly expzested ethnic identit}/een as #lm term (mmali adjective, usu-
allfor food) was bandiéZ'about relentlessly by the steadify growing'courism industry
50 depleted had grolznihe ranks of Creolulky the Jacl fwentigth Jentury that a 1995
anthropological papar on Creolism fotnd 1t apt to peoclaim in its opening sentenc
“There is good re{so\ to believe that therware cretsle/ i Loisi: ha.”*"*

Yet, as researcher Mary Geltinin wrofk, to any¢ae who observes NewaOr-
leans social, plilitical, and racial paiteriis, it igsery cleaf tint “Creole” is a telm ased
frequently by Miacks among themsdizes forsthide whofusry on the names, graditions,
family busigiasses and social posisions of tae'tr ‘e peonle ¥f color.... Though rarely dis-
cussed insthefmedia or other/p fivforupms, this intra-1wslal situation affests @2 politics,
socialsards) jobs and businesse¥of the sityvin miily ways.”>*° Code worlls Jieard in the
Afrifal)-American community to refer ti/its Credis subset include “y&low,” “high yel-
low, <iad the old French term passé-Llar:.

Only recently has a Crecle tevival digvyment gained steam, inspired by the
success of the Acadian (Cajun) resutgencéwfthe 1970s-80s and Iy tcent popular and
scholarly interest in multicultura'<m. Creole activists emphaticsly lay claim to their
own identity—not European;Anicrican, not African-Americagp,niot some hyphenated
race-based amalgam, but 2 uiique ethnicity with its own panis, dates, and legacies.
They face ample challengeiehead, from both political agtiviét intent on racial solidar-
ity and cultural activists sCisympathetic to the cause thitjhey expand the definition of
Creole to meaninglessly inclusive extremes.

Defining Crey'2, meanwhile, remains as contentious as ever. The discourse is
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as fascinating to observe ag1t¥s to participate in. People with absolutist inclinations
tend to view social inforpatién—in this case the meaning of a word—as flowing from
the top down (witness'the / forementioned definitions offered by the Academia Real
Espaiiola and Charles Gayarré), and dismiss any later modifications in word usage as
mere misufiidrstandigghmade by ignorant masses (azitness George Washington Cp
ble’s expl@mtion). This school fzcutlly favors the “NéwsWorld-offspring-of-Old-Worid
parents’ or'the ‘puii-Freneh-oiaSpanish-blood” definitions, and sees the others at (e
cent r{vinionisgeiz.Ven by gylitically correct acaaemtics. Other people, who have pidre
relatzisctendencies, tends£0 View word meanings, 25 flowing from the bottom un™sthat
is, (iriyen by popular usage—and insist that those'who write history simply caundtdeny
tmethnic hixritage and id /ntity claimed expiigitly by hundreds of thousan s of people
and their ancestors. fthiy school usually efnbaces the “native-to-New-Orleans” or the
“Franco4ican-Agmeridan-Catholic-frof\-J ouisiana” versioy's und pagtthularly dis-
dainssthe “pure-Fretnch-or-Spanish-blggd ™ criterion as racigily,motivared revisich/sin
left ooy trom thmp,postbellum age. The Creole controvers's 1svalive ait well, dntitasic
to Loutsianamultire; it reveals as mytish about present-déywocietyypase *does aspnt the
past

Eor those who live Creolism rather than deblite it, thc Tatest chdllange may
be the gréatest: Hurricane Katsina’s floods devastatdd the Cre le-domin{nt lieighbor-
hoods c-ithe Seventh, Eighth. &ad Ninth wards asatering their residesitsnationwide.
Two y2iry after the catastrd 2h/, only about ha.Sha¢ returmeshTime z=ill wll if Creole
ethnitisy, borne of a sensgof importance attached to beinl jrom here( Ca survive being
elsawilere.

R /L#l-‘ ~
Extraordinary Multic®ituraliym, Eitraordinarily Early

New Orleans as Al rioa’s fusst genuinélynialticultural metfonoils

No city perhaps on the globg, iinas! equal iigmber of human being ., p) esents
a greater contrast of nationalimanners, laiigt.ge, and complexion, than does
New Otrleans.

—Willigm_Uarby, 1816

Q. They say that in Ne@s@rleans is to be found a mixture >f &1 the nations?
A. That’s true; you $eg héle a mingling of all races. Not agpuntry in America
or Europe but hasant us some representatives. Ngw “¢jeans is a patch-
work of peoples.

—M. Mazureay, interviewed by Aicw’s de Tocqueville, 1832
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Americans, English,,t%anch, Scotch, Spaniards, Swedes, Germans, Irish,
Italians, Russians, Craales, Indians, Negroes, Mexicans, and Brazilians. This
mixture of langf ages) costumes, and manners, rendered the scene one of
the most singular¥'ic I ever witnessed.... [ They] formed altogether such a
striking contragt, that it was not a little extraordinary to find them united in
orte/siigle poifft:if there s a place [representingf¥he confusion of tongues
{t¥e Tower.o1 vabel. it'c/riainly is New Orleafs:

—C. D. Arfwedson, 1834

Jews ana@entiles, tii Frenchman, Italian, {pagiard, German, and American;
of al zonditions {n&wccupations.... What & hubbub! what an assemblage
of strang faces ot e representatives ¢fdistinct people! What a contactCi
beaitwand deformity, of vulgarity and yngd-breeding! What a collectio: ), of
costumes.... |

—H. Dijlinius (Edward Henry/&nrell), 1835436

IWhen wtigtate that in no city (a/tite New or in the G'd World i ihere a
greater{v/.ijety of nations repreSeated than in [New Ofinans], wlare Uut as-
sertfiig an established truisn’. 1few Orleans is a woila i min@iidic, subdi:
vidod.in Jo smaller commopsvediths, [in which] dis‘inciive traits or'national

gharacter are to be seen, and(F e peculiar language@fits peop:_igto be hetd

sboien.??!

—Daily Ficayunes 6%3

" lhe New Orleans masléct furnishes, perhapiyfae best oppartunity far the
ethnological studeht, for there strange motley groupy re aiways td betfound.
Even the cries aragtithe quaint voices ol 1reign ¢y, and it sppms’almost
impossible tq ini{one that one is in America.”

—{Natianiel H. b shop, 1879

That ningtegnth-century visitous regularly tharvele¢ alout New Orleans’ eth-
nic diversity offerstiiore than mere aneddotal eyidende forthe"Crescent City’s diztinc-
tion in this reggiii,Such observers tefitad to be vadidly, epgdite, and, by the verd 1ipture
of their wategborne arrival, usuallyfatuiliar with Hther casiopolitan ports. Their com-
ments may_tins reflect fair compe=isons(todinny otiios great cities worldiide. They
align with I e'assessments of gaaminent hist@rians.

/Alinost from the begniiing,” waate the lattfoseph Logsdon, 54uth Louisi-
ana had &diverse population of Frencluan, G{rrians, Italians, Indiasfs, atricans, and
Spa.vidrds. It contained a mixed pojfulgtion well before Chicago, Rewton, New York
or Cleveland.... [New Orleans” diwersity] amated early travelers, (%no] could find
comparisons only in such crossroutls of thefwyrld as Venice andévienna”?** Far more
immigrants arrived to the Unit(d Jtates through New Orleang—0ver 550,000 from
1820 to 1860, with 300,000 ir. ¥h2 1850s alone—than any othcnsouthern city in the
nineteenth century. For modt/0/ the late antebellum era, New: Drleans ranked as the
nation’s number-two imngigraat port, ahead of Boston and_béhind only New York.”*
Moreover, New Orleans,“vas an almost perfect microgasity..of the entire pattern of
human movement into the United States prior to 186€2%°

The diversit, .cv tid be heard as well as seen: visitors often invoked the biblical
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Babel in describing the mix ¢fforeign tongues audible in the markets and streets. By
one estimate, fully two-thiraw of the city’s population spoke no English fifteen years
after Americanization.”?. “L¢ uisiana was the most compactly multilingual place in the
country,” wrote English language scholar Richard W. Bailey; “Amerindian and African
languages, (_1jibbeangp=iioles, German, Spanish, Frensh. and English were all routinely
spoken b{"parsons periiianentl; cesident in New Orfcigs—and the brisk trading aloriy
the leve® brought sitlimorelaniguages.””

Numhges=Jdrrobgrate these assessmentswad New Orleans’ superlative (thfiic
divessity! The 1850"Censps, e first to record bisth place, shows that the city wastome
to (Dore signiitduntly siz€dathnic groups (measured by ancestry, nativity, rase. and en-
sitwrement satus) than'2n other American®Gity. That is, when we break nl ajor’ Ameri-
saircities ,populatiox's ihto the sub-group( tahulated by the 1850 census, seven groups
ir New @ufans egehy, comprised at leagi\S percent of the cifysjtotal pgrilation. No
othems'ty liad mdretthan five such gropps. ™

Addingplso to the mix were thotsands of Americs/n emigranias'ho, extrauted
from 1¥arly swery¥state in the union; faund themselves withvin thei=a= countey yet in
aselminglyfordign culture. The Aniricans “have all rickhames,” reported.oi€ 1838
aceaunt:

There’s the hoosiers of ‘ndiana, the suckers of'T'linoy, the pukes of Migsuri
[sic], the buckeyes ¢f"Ghio, the red horses of Kentucky,'the mudHinds of
Tennessee, the wolveiiiies of Michigan, the®adis of New Eigland aid the
corn crackers of Yirginia. All these, withsmany oth&% _make up'the"popu-
lation, which is smottied with black and“i/ts shad€Sjmost of 4 supplied
by emigration, ivfs'a great caravansary filled with séingersadisj«rate [sic]
enough to m¢ke your hair stand on €24 drinkin{ 711 day, g mbl o’ all night,
and fightin’ {1l tne time.”

It may wollioe that New Orleans representCd Amoriecs first genuinely fnuiti-
cultural metropslis—no small thingsfor a natiC founded ol the notion of plamlism
and destined fo.%4n even more demdgraphic{llyfdiverse rtthre. At the very least) New
Orleans exh.Uited an extraordinasiiy high' dfyree of Wiyersity extraordinary early in
the natioris/cevelopment. A guriter arounts¥380 ofleryd fairly accurate (uimbers on
the city’dyasious racial and &nil” grotpes, regardlebuot birthplace. He 1'ogan with the
obligatéuy visitor’s rhapsody:

What life in these streets! Whawa‘mingliriy of peoples! Americar(; ay d Bra-
zilians; West Indians, Spani¢h @nd Freri(iy; Fermans, Creoles, quadroons,
mulattoes, Chinese, and Neor&es surye pa, 't us.... This manifc/d gopulation
includes some 70,000 Fi:nch and Creoies, 30,000 Germass. 00,000 Ne-
groes and mulattoes, ari31(,000 Mexicans, Spanish and Itaifass. Therefore,
the Anglo-Americans/£amot number more than 80,000 (r'+3,000.... Each
nationality moves iwits &wn circles and mingles little with tne others. Each
has its [own] daily jhass ...

‘What impact did this diversity have on the city¥sharacter? Conventional wis-
dom today holds thaggulticulturalism in general invigorates and enriches societies,
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and, in the case of New Orleaits, underlies nearly all of its distinguishing charms: food,
music, architecture, etc. RPavdlar consensus in the nineteenth century was, to say the
least, decidedly more ex:lusi bnary, if not downright caustic. This correspondence from
the Boston Post described New Orleans society in 1863:

Jmstead of a lreaithy Amel13ya population, speakizo tne language of Webster,
22 have gduzing Jewtpdaik Spaniards, treachidsgus Sicilians, rat-catching
Shinamdn, lurking Crgles, lazy negroes, and a syrinkling of Yankees... bent
on mailw afortund.4

Frederiek Law @lmsted, who distinguished himself with his dnauisitive
18G3-54 traleling study b/ the slave states bélare gaining fame as a landsca)ye ar -hitect,
etiected @n New Or'eal)s” multiculturalisia with thoughtful ambivalence;

Ddoubt iffigre is a city in the wopld, W here the resident papuiation hteren
wo dividea'n its origin, or wherc {hixre is such a varietyiythe taste’s, /aobits,
manne’s’ «nd moral codes of uiw citizens. Although t¥s injurdecivic en-
terf risey.. it [nurtures] indiv dudl enterprise, taste, £2n1ds, ant. ;onscience;
so thgtdiowhere are the hjgher qualities of man—#s displayed in generq
itv. hospitality, benevolence wind courage—bett/r developed,“ur the lowas
(uau ties, likening him tga beast, less interferédayidiy, by lavf or ihe acti{n ¢f
oubplic opinion.”*

Axntebellum Ethnic Gevgranhies

ResidentiarSettlement patterns iiom Amsecanization to the Civil War

Peopis'do not distribute (amself esiindomu} across the cityscapesTthey grav-
itate towaid aceas that, first aye! foremost, ¥er availabl» housing, and th{nc that are
perceive(l/.d maximize their'Ciines of Stccess (in t&xms of housing, emziyyment, ser-
vices allmnities, convenience, safety, {nrexistiag $Gcial networks) whi€minimizing
costa/nd obstacles (such as price, distance, crime, discrimination, p=is¢, danger, and
environmental nuisances). The résaltant spatiagoatterns, which range'from intensely
clustered to thoroughly dispersed; ary dynaiicaiiy by group, pleey, and time. This es-
say describes New Orleans’ ethn(c ghography Garing antebellum t11.i¢s, when American
emigration and foreign immigation rendered New Orleans arglably the most diverse
city in America. The next ess{ix/ihvestigates turn-of-the-twenli¢ t1-century patterns.

In pre-industrial, Citigs, prosperous members of (Clidrter groups usually re-
sided in the inner city, azi‘th domestic servants and slavesiving in adjacent quarters,
and middle- and working-ciass families residing in a £/, of adjacent neighborhoods.
Indigents, among th{:iimigrants, tended to settle at the city’s ragged outskirts or
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waterfronts. The pattern is argncient one—“in many medieval cities in Europe, the
city centres were inhabitad Uy the well-to-do, while the outer districts were the areas
for the poorer segments of th e population”*—and it carried over to New World cities.
Lack of mechanized conveyances drove the pattern: pedestrian-scale movement made
inner-city I'viitg a comg=inient and expensive luxury, zzhich spatially sorted the classgn
and castesiato certamn’iesiden(izl-settlement patterits:

In‘anteheliéni News,Utleans, the charter guoups mostly comprised the upye-
classef 04 Freng'=Cieole (z8pwell as Frangais de Fasfice) and Anglo-American s{a.dty,
whortended fo live'in toymuouses in the Frenc (Quarter and the Faubourg St ary,
resbgtively. Gmerved Eilaée Réclus in 1853, “Thie oldest district of New Qxleais, the
ommusually (al =d the Fleich Quarter, is stil.the most elegant of the city,” waere houses
had been ‘mostly purcihased by Americail cepitalists.”?* We see evidence of this pat-
tern todape="he centmal 1¥ench Quarter ig' eplete with opulent/aiiebellungtiwnhouses,
oftensg nainented with expensive irongpce galleries.

Encirclime the highly desirahle ' Commercial/resid>ntial inneivtsre was aiman-
nulus ¥ middle-¥hd working-clasgolacks in the lower @i rear £y 6 of thetirench
Quéster (wiere! to this day, we sea aliumbler cityscape ot Cottages aitd shotgini hous-
es pplus adiacent faubourgs. Furilis® out, along the yifarves, cautls, back$wamp, and
urper and lower fringes of themsity, lay a periphery*at muddy,(lov -densily viilage-like

levelopiaents—shantytowns i some places. Haze tesided thousands{ofjimmigrants
and ofnzirworking-class an¢,n¢ or, including micaun itted blashs. During e first great
way“t immigration to New Orleans (1820s to 1854< Cerrespofiding to national
trends), laborer familiessmUstly from Ireland'«0/l Gerpmeay arrivedhby the thousands
andwettled througheut s semi-rural perinhery. Thev pfadomsinaced in the riverside
ner fringe (upper (Fai pourg St. Mary,ailinto the Alljacercit, of Lafayette), the
hackswamp aroundhe turning basins 6&the New bawin and,Old Basin canals, and tha
lower faubourgs (‘he)“Poor Third” Muaitipality):

First-person witnesses to aritecellum (tipic geog aphies abound. Wrotathe
influential Corltafrcial Review edite- |."D. B. D9 bow in {¢47, “immediately [[ evnd]
the corporatt imits of New Orlegfil,... Lafayecil has b, chiefly settled bya laboring
populatiopspmostly German anddfzisn emiran's, wholiterally fulfil the scrinfural com-
mand of eatiig their bread in/h "Siveat of their brow.” Fatther away fromitho#verfront’s
nuisangesaid closer to the convinient newpassfijger streetcar line on {hit is now St.
Chafids Avenue, a more languid urban (vivironiiant emerged, and wish it a different
ethniCsomposition:

But [the laboring population s not th{ ojly Class which is popiiag into this
rapidly advancing city. Th= rear of LafayCite is most beautifylly Situated for
dwelling-houses. The gund is high and dry, and vegetati®{i lourishes...
with amazing luxuriapZes Here are collected many of ouf )Walthy citizens,
who have built hantlsomd villas, with gardens and large yigrcs ... >

In those “hands¥ne villas” lived, more often t!#a ndt, Anglo-Americans who
grew wealthy pursuing port-city opportunities and erect’d palatial homes on spacious
lots in the American \plnner. This portion of old Lafayette is today’s well-preserved
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Garden District; the sectionbjthe river now comprises the modern-day Irish Channel,
whose functional housing,steck enjoyed far less appreciation—and preservation—
over the years.

The enigmatic mopiker “Irish Channel” first appeared in print in 1893. In that year,
seventy-thie year-old:“apt. William H. James recollgsted that in the 1830s, poor Irigh
immigrarithsettled prindarily sidng or near the barfkiwof the New Basin Canal at the
rear edg> or'the Faulscurg 85, Viery; around present,ady Gallier Hall in the heart o2/5).
Mary,(aid

at an sbove Tche upitoulas and Canal streets. To this quarter was the given
the fidne, prob@ily as a souvenir of the 1wnd of their nativity, of the Tfsh
Chaiutel! Here dwelt many engaged inth&work of hauling cotton and Wews
ehn produces*

Geograpucully, James is desczihing Irish settlemen({Tinthe rear upper, an c1/-
ersidfijinges o/ patebellum New Orleaits. Thomas K. Wharton witnufstd thewsedend
of thestydentographic patterns at ali854 New Year’s Eveumass =8t Teresarti, Avila
Chiv=’h on Gam p Street:

Fassing by the church of St. Teresa on our wiygtioin St. Mary’s markel, &'t
iretand seemed to be st:eaming from its portain,lt'is astonisiiing hoyalaige
ailelement [the Irish{"farm in our resider pchulation .’y A stranglisffom
Dublin or Londondexy might fancy himse!/Juite af nowle agalnte our
streets....>’

Irish and Garnitas shared remarkably similar 1&@dential settlement patterns
50 German was the (rel between presant-ay Howur 1/Avenue ar d Felicity Street,—
which includes the ¢ farementioned higiilyz rish area iiaar St Teresa’s—in 1843 that k=
Daily Picayune (ufin’; “Dutch,” a corriyotion of Dzuisth, to (nein “the natives ofdol-
land, Prussia, and all the German Staes™) wrote

[Y]ouawill see nothing but Rutch faces a3 iear nothiiig but the Dutch lan-
guascLvery word as rogghivds/a roc!. of gyanite...*This part of the city is4y
thio'cighly Dutch thatsthe Wery pigsigmint in tlfat{anguage; you may fv/i!

regine yourself to b{ ol ti e presincts of Anfsterdam.”>*®

Even the heart of the Irish’ Fhannei,“qround Adele Strécs,in Lafayette,

teemedwith as many Germans as,Irich,/ Wrote®. Didimus (Edward Hinry Durell) in
1835-36:

The city of Lafayette is bisv/>ehind me—a mere suburb ofrzsty, wooden
houses; on my left I hea: sgpnfused Babylonish dialect, sounusiarsher than
harshness, the patois, Hr#jincialisms, and lingual corruptio/is of all the Ger-
manic tribes—it is‘tlag, German quarter... >

Abraham Oakey 2all made passing reference’ir the late 1840s to immigrant
settlement patterns and their relationship to underlying Cueole/Anglo geographies:
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One section of New {silaans, the First Municipality, is the old city, left to the
tender mercies of the Fxench and Creole population; narrow, dark, and dirty
(meaning either{theii city or the people). One, in the Second Municipality,
the new city; wiusi{ere a little of Boston, there a trifle of New York, and
some of Philadglphia.... The third section a species of half village, half city,
(uhiaiStakablés s French Faubourg look,) is gt over to the tender mer-
{180of the Dutcn and Iris[i,iand the usual accojipeniments of flaxen-polled
babies and 14y >n-tailea pigs. 2

As Hall Suiled up1itsr from New Orleing he noticed the changing faa use,
homging densityz and etheiic Composition of the city’s upper periphery:

We swiept by theity. A mile or so ofishipping to eye, with here and thous
sme caravinserai [inns for traisiehts]...cotton-yards...and...hquses
(w.h] longesseparation between’ them. Here was Lafay2fce”[ presefy=hy
Jerkson al i¢houpitoulas], the agyplain of anglicised Dutglmen... 2

While'ta. immigrants of t'.e semi-rural periphsuy Congreo=ind moraivcer-
tain/a‘eas and Iiss in others, rarely™did they cluster inteisely and Wuclusivel;)=*Vhile
tizay generally avoided the inner‘qit), rarely were thepsviiolly aisent fromeyny partic-
uliyarea.(indrmixing predominated: the so-calle€ilrisit Charlne’y was hériy to many
(:érman’ and other groups, jtitas Little Saxony neanthe lower-city rivgn&ont housed
as magiy"=ish and Creoles {s Shxons. Like the/ilk - Way gaisxy, the natiarns formed
greatesand lesser concentrations overlaid on top ot each, ofiiar, with rintense clusters
and 11w complete absences®Why?

Low-skill emp.¢v nent in this era—dock work;@acboatwhaif jobs, warehous;
ingystockyard and tafiniry work, rope walz.Jpublic{yorks prajecis, canal excavation,
railroad constructicn—lay scattered thwoughout tliiouter fringe, rather than amdng
the offices and sh&py of the exclusive uiner core. flajys oncg wpre assigned these aru-
eling and dangerous hard-labor tasksshit becaysythiey yidided higher profit ori'sugar
plantations, a (u&he opened for pobrtunskillea iinmigrdiig, Between the 1850 and
1840s, whitedpamigrants mostly fremm ireland Wali Gerpmany took most of the unskilled
labor, dockewdrker, drayman, 4abizan, dhnie;tic, and istel servant jobs from blacks
(both free a'xl enslaved).* Vs some of tiie bettelwr rking-class jobs elist:d down-
town, thallibn’s share of hara-.ator jobs Were opstheoutskirts. Also therewas cheap,
low-gansivy, cottage-scale housing, wiiich fortuitously afforded oper lots for “truck
farmido,” a favorite extra-income act(vity particularly among GermgfisyImmigrants of
the antebellum era thus avoided th&énner citgmiiyr its lack of unskill€G-labor employ-
ment, its high real estate prices ana wowdin®, @nd because mech¢nized transportation
(early horse-drawn streetcars) fir “ommuting was limited andscastly. Better-off Irish
and Germans, who likely arrivedwarlier (such as the “lace-curtai’ Irish establishment
of the Julia Street area), wole/l in downtown-based professisas and lived in costly
downtown dwellings; théysoeiterally blended in with chart{#/ooups and rarely rubbed
shoulders with their po&u/r, recently arrived brethren.

People born in France comprised the third-lazast immigrant group in ante-
bellum New Orleans, o towed by smaller numbers from a wide range of southern Eu-
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ropean and Latin lands, such @wSpain, regions within modern-day Italy, Cuba, Mexico,
Haiti, West Indian islanda, avd Central and South America. These Catholic peoples
of the Latin world usudlly s:ttled in the working-class neighborhoods on the lower,
Creole side of New Orleans, below the central French Quarter. With the exception
of some “frign Fremph? Latin-culture Catholic impaiorants were uncommon in prg
dominanfijsAnglo-citure upttv Much of the res(&fthe world, from Scandinavia ¥
China t India te th hilippiney contributed at least Some immigrants or transiens to)
antebditem Nege© leans sggiety.

The antebellum geography of New Orltantans of African ancestry congisted of
en(17vad blacks¥ntricatéipintermixed with the white population, while freanetple of
c¥lar predolnir ated infthi"lower half of the®sity. Anecdotal evidence of th>se 1 atterns
soines from an 1843frycle in the Daily PiZay une:

The Negrgs are scattered through te city promiscuouslv; ¥nose ofustized
blood, sucnas Griffes, Quarterdoiis ‘&e., [Creoles of cotar| showiy@iypref-
erence(ra1the back streets of (ifwFirst [French Quartey,Faubd®sg fremé]
and/part of the Third Munitipelity [Faubourg Maigily and@iijacent ar;
eas 2

Urb in slavery drove this pattern: the ensiawed were k>ptiin clos irarters by
‘heir ent!avers, for reasons ol wsnvenience and sacunity (see “Two Cefittyies of Para-
dox”).

The ethnic geography of antebellum New Orlear’s, then, cofiprised:

¢ acommercigl 1:¢5.eus around the unper Royal ainé Chastrelvintersections with
Canal Streef:

e a mostly €C:eole and Francopitanerculturé populace below that commercill
nucleus,{ocy] in nativity, Latin twculturd, Citholic(n izith, French in tongue,
and white or mixed in race;

e amodJyfAnglo-culture porlulate livingabove th{ cgmmercial nucleus/bcm in
thefSerth or the upper $gutn, Pratesnt (andvin lesser part Jewish) in faith,
Epglisn in tongue, and’white in rf cé€;

o cliteresidential livipg | @wnhouses) in the iumir cores of bothitho/Zeole and
L zlo sections;
siaves and domestic servants 1eli/ling i1.% 0se proximity to we lthier residents
of both the Creole and Ang'o Jlections, often in quarters abpynded to town-
houses;

e awidespread dispersion.at irish &a1 Clerman immigran(s/diroughout the pe-
riphery and waterfrontiwe! the city, particularly Lafay£ity and the Third Dis-
trict, with very few livitig'in the inner city;

e smaller numbers,of ¢orithern European and Caribheti immigrants, particu-
larly French, Italigns, dnd Haitians, settling in the Gfeble area for its language,
culture, and Calxlic environment;

e apoor free black (manumitted slave) populatiéi along the backswamp edge.
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The antebellum dispersion pdttern explains why, to this day, the precise location of the
Irish Channel remains ashauy debated subject, and why no one particular neighbor-
hood claims a German|:ens: of historical place. (It is hard to pin down the exact lo-
cation of a dispersed phenomenon.) The antebellum clustering of the wealthy in the,
inner city (s/a’so evidp= today: elegant townhousegsoutnumber humble cottages in
the Frend@ii®Quarter, wiule the fevetse is true in the £Gjuacent faubourgs of Marigny and
Tremé..Radlally, or:d.of thesmovs fascinating spatis!,vatterns of antebellum times‘s as
the niiiarical et Ominaney of free people of culsr over slaves in the Creole(i¢vier
city,ina'the pxact reversalor this ratio in the Ariglg upper city.*** This trend refledss the
Crédlip adhereiive to thé Garibbean-influenced three-tier (white, free peopla,oficolor,
aied enslavel b ick) radiil aste system, verst.athe Anglos’ recognition of a {tric! white/
hlatk dichotomy.

Gae of thase Semographic paf. ris persist today. Tl e franco-Afican-Amer-
ican descendentsOr'the free people of gplor, for example, gefiesally remdit,’'downtow'i,
partigélarly in thgSeventh Ward, while Axglo-African-Ame'icans preda/ninatessoteawn,
heo Jed magieedly as
Anilirican cifies/ including New Qxledans, came of age in'the'lateninetéenth gendry.

mainly©n ComtraCity. Immigrant gostlement patterns, iSwever, g

_\/L/v“ ~
The Ril</and Fall of thé Imisigrant belt

Residential serolainent patterns aveatrits the turn of the tinasltieth century

The millions of southern and castern(tujopeans who arrived to the Tiitted
States (and thtfFousands who car'e to NewDrleans) (iit'hg the second great/wave
of immigrati>®,)1880s to 1920s, (ncpuntesed arapidly’ Changing urban landscape. In-
dustrializafip, the installation dfwirban steet/ ar netzvorks, and the rise ofsgeniralized,
high-rise/psiness districts trgder»d twig importantrepercussions.

1 iist, in New Orleans, te gensz1inovelt it of the inner city aad'resettled in
“garfie/! suburbs,” particularly along St."Zharles i 2yenue, uptown, Esplanade Avenue,
and th&City Park area. In some gascasvealthy\families departed their opulent town-
houses because they lost their forfunes to the Ciyil War or struggled economically in
its aftermath; in other cases, theymimply 1i%wed away from new'i/rllan nuisances and
risks, and toward new amenities. Ehsightly and smelly breweries#varehouses, and sug-
ar refineries arose in the Frepeh Quarter in this era, a block ¢iigvo from once-elegant
mansions. Faubourg St. Mary Wegan to look less like a faubsury and more like a con-
gested downtown. Inner-c:aliving lost its appeal. With égn\@nient new streetcar lines
affording rapid access to paefessional jobs in downtov/n bfhces, one no longer had to
prioritize for pedestrian access in choosing where to live.¥Why not move to a spacious
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new Victorian home in a leatyssuburban park? This exodus, which can be traced to the
1830s-50s but was mosthza pestbellum trend, opened up scores of spacious inner-city
townhouses as potentia’apa tment housing for working-class folk. As recently as 1939,
fully 78 percent of the city’s antebellum-era dwelling units were occupied by tenants
rather than/gwhners, agg nost of these units were located in or near the inner city.*

Souond, empivymentigpportunities for thic wnskilled poor moved from tue
semi-rual peripheiysvherathdyrexisted in the agramian days before the War, to the ju-
ban cdiguwherguet Dellumipodernization createcwiew opportunities. Labor-int{nsjve
jobsidisappeared tiom tha,veriphery because tag’e very lands were being develaped
intb’he gardentmburbs iowthe relocating upner élass, and because much of the iweded
iastructule (tanals,(-/1foads) was alread}uin place. Whereas an 1830s | rish laborer
might have been drafviito the backswamy to\dig a canal, or an 1840s German worker
te the Lafss \tte whesvedto unload flatbg/\ts, a Sicilian, Russiafyl Tolish, q=Thinese im-
migran” uithe 18¢Usgravitated downtgyan to market housevwes, peddi€iiuit, pripare
food gy sell noinns. Newly arrived imuiigrants not only had a reascet o settle Tose
to dowitowss bi.an affordable apg.sment to rent theref@uwell (gas=ap, “Regial'and
Efiitit Geogan iies of Early 19005 (New Orleans”).

Thus, unlike their antebel»’m predecessors, iiiipigrants &fthe late"nineteenth
cenjury el chwed the semi-rupa!periphery, favoringiastead to (ive in a cofi¢e itric zone

of neiglihorhoods immediaterysbeyond the innas,commergial core. This) immigrant
belt” {f&red enough advan ag’s (proximity tdwory, convesiince, hausing) to make
life ¢@¥ior for impoverished newcomers, but suffered enaz/gitnuisanfew!crowded con-
ditiony, decaying old buildilig, noise, vice, crifse)'to keegeshe rent s%ordable. It offered
to por immigrantsa,visde to work, a nearby and afforésble abodd in which to live

ind’ (after an enclavd developed) a social Wef'port hiven inclidin’; religious and cul-
tural institutions. Tiig immigrant belt fan,lo0sely frome the lower French Quarter and
Faubourg Marigr(v/ Sywater, through ¢n&Faubolire’ fremélan i into the Third J4%rd
back-of-town, around the Dryades Strecarea, thrdugh the Tt ee Circle area and toward
the riverfront {»/vhat is now called heIrish Channel. In{tfiramorphous swatl . itami-
grants and tlle’descendents clusierad welkinio'the fwhtieth century, such that their
enclaves eatped popular monikess { “Littl> Falermo,’s" Cliinatown”) or strang*people-
place assasiations, such as ‘7n¢ Orthodox Jews of Digudes Street” orathitsGreeks of
NorthyJDfgenois Street.”

Although ethnic groups cluster{s more i*ensely in the postb&lum immigrant
belt ti.an in the antebellum semi-rura periphery ethnic intermixing €11 predominated.
With the exception of certain blaclybaek-of-towii yreas, rare was the block or neighbor-
hood in which only one group gauid be fecing. Page after page (0! fensus population
schedules record Sicilians living et to African-Americans, Irislisharing a double with
Greeks, Filipinos living acrosg thc street from Mexicans—evgn,in enclaves in which a
particular group numerically“p/edominated. Ethnic intermixtare is an integral child-
hood memory of most Ny Orleanians who came of age piicr to the 1960s, and it is
striking how often this odCgarvation arises in their remiriSsences.

The postbellum era also saw the migration of tiiissands of emancipated slaves
into the city from neaiy plantations. Victims of disdain, discrimination, and destitu-
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tion, their settlement pattepnswvere driven in large part by the geography of environ-
mental hazards and nuisaasesvFlooding, mosquitoes, swamp miasmas, noisy railroads,
smelly wharves and canls, i'idustries, pollution, odd-shaped lots, lack of city services,
inconvenience: these and other objectionable circumstances drove down real estate
prices and (fuyformeghthe lands of last resort for thogaat the bottom rung. The natury!
and built/€szrronment uf New!(Jrieans dictated thaliwost nuisances monopolized tie
two lateraifringes Wthe metropolitan area: the imniediate riverfront and the back-
swam® odge. Pgee drican#9pericans, the majorivsof who were culturally Angld rath-
er than Creole, clustered in (hese troubled arecg, larticularly the back-of-towa;wzhile
otllelg settled within wdlving distance of their domestic employment jobs,in tptown
niasions. (recles, palt/cilarly those of coiag, remained in their historicil loy er-city
locution, and migrattaTakeward as drain(ge technology opened up the backswamps
ol the Sewatith Wasdaridl adjacent areas/ Other sections of the/iew lakefSint subdivi-
sionstaid Yut in thearly twentieth cepppey explicitly exclud@@hlack residieicy thibjish
racist’Ceed covgmants. By that time, swedithier whites resi/lea¥in the Worveniant, Tow-
nujsaiiés, swath sendwiched betweginthe riverfront and(@m backew==lip (particuiarly
alorig the S4, Cllarles/Magazine soividor), and in the .new lakeside'neighhoilioods,
wiiile working-class whites interm‘ved throughout the Jeont-of-town.

ITev; Orleans prides j#aelf on its uniquenesipsometini>s 1o the pio/nt of extol-
‘ing pec.liarities where none Ssists. In fact, thesSrévcent City’s ethniC Jistributions
mimid taPse of other Amer':ar cities, from antchellim timmap toda’lL&vexpression
of,irfithigrant enclaves, wrote one social geographer, caginionly “t{x& the form of a
copceiitric zone of ethpis neighbourhoods wiatc/ has spaead fromman initial cluster to
envidcle the CBD 4, —Vaty much what occurred in Newirleans. i Cities and Immi
rrants: A Geography (f Ohange in Nineteeni!tentury Av erica,Dav.d Ward stated that
zesearchers are “geriunally able to agree that inost imunigrants congregated on the eag?
of the central bus'ne s district, which prowided tle Inigest £adimost diverse sowme of
unskilled employment.”*” The concemilic-ring{piienometqn is standard materiw! in
urban-geograp hyfliterature, where it appears Zfagramm{t.qully as Ernest W. B gess’
classic “Confefitric Zone Model/”Wart of the U¢-called"Ehicago School of Mrban So-
ciology, whinh first viewed citiégas social ecos ystemsin'the 1920s. Accordingto Bur-
gess’ modal, 4 theoretical city's “Ehtral business distriessivas surroundedfird Yy a “zone
in trangitis4,” then a “zone of wlrkingmeni’s hoyies,” 4 “residential zon{” ¢nd finally a
“copfiuters’ zone.” In that transitional Zahe couitthe found “deteriordiing... rooming-
hous<istricts” and “slums,” populatad/by “imigrant colonies” sufh ¢s “Little Sicily,
Greektown, Chinatown—fascinatingly combiitiy old world heritages and American
adaptations.” “Near by is the Latiz{ Juartely” Burgess added, “whdr¢ freative and rebel-
lious spirits resort.” In the “zope ‘&f/workingmen’s homes,” Burgfsmpredicted Germans,
German Jews, and other second-generation immigrants to sefths,‘and in the residential
and commuter zones, he foresarr restricted residential districts¥nd bungalow suburbs.

Burgess had Chidpgo in mind when he devisedhis!@oncentric Zone Model,
but to a remarkable degits, he could have been descriding circa-1900 New Orleans.
Little Palermo, Chinatown, the Greek area, and the Ortiitdox Jewish neighborhood all
fell within Burgess’ tragsitional zone (which I am calling the “immigrant belt”). Ger-
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mans, German Jews, Irish, anidyother earlier immigrants and their descendents settled
in the workingmen’s zonautCamer Lafayette, the Third District, and other areas of the
old semi-rural periphe v). ‘And Burgess’ restricted residential zone and commuter
zones describe the leafy garden suburbs (also known as “trolley” or “streetcar suburbs,”
for the dev:}Jpmental=ile played by that conveyanca), of uptown, Esplanade Avenus
Lakeviews#ad Gentily—right'down to the bungal¢we, Even his Latin Quarter moac?
found l¢ car'reprasextatonatcrentive and rebelliopmspirits” have long gravitated tc'thi
Frencli' Quartes*

In the closing dacades of the twentieth Jentury, the factors that oncadrew
im{pigrants to ¥hat amoiphous belt around thevCBD diminished or evaparated en-
tlv. They {=a1 pearedih different and distant torm: in the new subdivisicas a'\d strip
mails of spburbia. Infnigrants in New O1leahs today—few in number but enough to
fdrm residaitial patterne—generally set’.> far away from the {n ipr city, ipethe extreme
westes! stburbay{ Periphery of Kennesy(home of “Little Homduras”) [0t Versaillz} 'a
extrestiy, easterprieans Parish (“LittlesGaigon”), or to th= 1tinges oifke West Bunk.
Otherdtive i Muairie and elsewhgiwin Jefferson PariskI5is in thas "modepmanch-
hpute/stripimal. suburbs that new tmmigrants find 2ftordable housing, maximized
ecdaomigopportunities, and minisiized obstacles, inCiading a aeeent enviisnment to
ra's) and (du cate their childremOnce again, New Ouleans is ridt Jlone il to's remark-

ble tref:d: it is playing out in iwost major Amerisanetropolises. “In(1500,” stated a
recent Lriservation Magazin:.ce ver article entitiad T'e New:S«urbanifes, imamigration
meafitsaking a ferry from Ellis Island to a tenement on thevLower Cust Side. Today,
it pftet means taking thaairport limo to a thfe bedrogm nouse jgptiie suburbs>* A
driwsalong WilliamsBo¢!vard in Kenner finds a plethorwiaf Latin axd Asian business
>s. an ethnic “suburliscipe” that makes,dcizitown Iy Orleyns fook homogeneoxs
by comparison. “Sthurbs are on their v to becoining the most common place ¢f
residence for Hisharjic- and Asian-Amerivans;” al ol tae latl 1:/90s, 43 percent gthe
nation’s Hispanics, and 53 percent of ¥ an-Amerijans, caliad suburbia home, andithe
trend has onlysiringthened in the decade singg, =

Thalsfost immigrants igreater MNev.=Orleans*prior to Katrina lived in rela-
tively com/fgstable suburban comgiuons (ttesis to the 1avt that while this.mdtropolis
attracted fevi“people from foler sinlands, most whe asdCome were fairlyz edadiomically
stablesanésirrived into establisifed and, ndrturifig) social networks. Pri-Kitrina New
Orlgfis simply did not offer a sufficient s robustéiconomy to attract kizoe numbers of
poor i.amigrants; thus its old inner-¢ v/ mmiggant belt vanished and m»st newcomers
opted for suburban lifestyles. An imspection 6%« 3000 census map of greater New Or-
leans’ ethnic groups (recorded ag“antestry®. sk ows an even dispdr21dn throughout the
metropolitan area beyond old, Nuws'Orleans. Immigrants today/~{ispanics and Asian
Indians in Kenner, the Chinese ¢i West Esplanade Avenue ip/Métairie, the large Viet-
namese community of the Vrsailles neighborhood, the Filinifios on Lapalco Boule-
vard on the West Bank®'=jgenerally reside at the very fringe®.0f the metropolitan area.
Ironically, they often live1iaxt door to descendents of ¢ifgy-1900 immigrants; West Es-
planade Avenue in particular abuts a number of censusiact in which high concentra-
tions of locals of Italiaj/ Greek, Chinese, and Jewish ancestry may be found.
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So utterly reversed,isushe present-day ethnic geography of New Orleans that
formerly lily-white Metaizia—%Fat City, no less—ranked in 2000 as the most ethnically
diverse census tract in ti\e m :tropolitan area. Even more stunning was the least diverse
tract: the Lower Ninth Ward, once practically the Brooklyn of the South.>** The same
trend is sedn 1 publigathools: most in New Orleangare racially homogeneous (oves
whelmingijwAfrican-Alilerican, whereas those in tlicvance all-white suburbs are now
held up'as “exemoius of swscesuful integration.”*>3Fquivalents of this statistical ito/nr

can b Taund igeesilst othgiymodern American insropolises. “So vast is the charige
taking piace in the Suburhe 61 many of our citics thiat the definition of suburbzaneeds
rey(riting”>*

Hu ri¢ane Ka'rra added a new twitsto the history and geography of ir imigra-
o1t to New Orleans,(fx¥ensive opportuniftes in the construction trades attracted thou-
s:nds ofgpaiyr migreat workers—overw’ 2lmingly male, predb/iinantlyy=m Mexico,
and m¢ny“andocinented—to the citympou region. An extrefing shortage il housing 'n
late 2805-06 fojgad many workers te livC in tents in parks ard parkitd Iots, esiiivars
and,attndored iouses. Others livedyin distant towns gfithcompmats Zin thesheas of
pickiaip trucks. 1y 2007, as flooded 1iouses returned toishe'rental market and refits de-
cuired somewhat, Katrina immigri=its began to settlefi?g dispersod fashiofiéncluding
in'the flo{d-:fected region. Tlmycityscape reflectea®therr presénci : work(rs Jueued at

endezviss to await day jobs: ¥igns in Spanish gpneared outside hom¢-1iyprovement
stores{ tao trucks set up at busy intersections; fati 1 Amesiaiy foodsmade their way
intoi®wal cuisine; schoolg started accommodating Spanith-speakint youngsters; and
thes1imes-Picayune began rénning its want ad 4t mpleoz)¥n Spanigt

It remains t Uisseen what percentage of thes&@vorkars, “ho are doing thg
‘ion's share of the héavy lifting in the nebuflding of New Oriyang, will settle perma-
aently into local soliety—and write thowext chapteiof the,ethnic geography of Nefy
Orleans.

“TworCentunies of Paradox”

The geographyof the African-/in exican population

Embedded in the complex“geograpity pf New Orleans’ Atrican-American
community are multitudes of higtari¢al ant-ec:nt influences. A ¢rfz them, to name a
few, are the city’s Franco-Afrq-Cusiobean heritage, urban slaverys€ivil War and eman-
cipation, Southern race relations, urban amenities and nuisanggs 4nd their correspond-
ing land values, and the catasttsphe of the Katrina flood. The iriodern city, as a result,
exhibits a spatial distributiyn 0f African-Americans thatis o/>gacto segregated in many
ways, yet still more raciai sintegrated than many majorZimerican cities.

Premier among the antebellum black settlenitats was the so-called “back-
alley” pattern. Urban W/ves often labored as domestics and resided in the distinctive
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slant-roof quarters appendea®shind townhouses and cottages. Other enslaved blacks,
many of them skilled crafianion and artisans, lived in detached quarters on back streets
and alleys, close to theabo/les of their masters. This settlement pattern imparted an
ironic spatial integration into New Orleans” antebellum racial geography, despite the
severe and Op)rressiveppanial segregation of chattel slayary. Not unique to New Orleans
the interifitved back-alidy pattiriinas been documdiitad in other urban slave centers)
such asd harleston,7A%ashirgtoiyand Baltimore.>?

Slavesgeelinted foy roughly two-thirds ¢ftne African-ancestry populat_grfof
antel eltum New Urleansnociis de couleur libre \free people of color) comprisedsmost
otlfels, Many iiambers 6ithis somewhat privileged mixed-race caste, a produceof the
awrs Francl-Afro-Calibuean heritage, excilled in professions, studied {\broiid, and
caitied middle- or ubpur-class status. Sorhe »ven owned slaves. Throughout most of
th e antebuh
Southern City, anlt Sucasionally more thyari any American cifjpin both réiacive anil/aj-
solutg™eerms. Tlapir presence helped,distinguish New Orl2ais and Iduisiana,sotiety
from % natmnarnorm. “It is wort!i ot remark,” read arf™8256 artia'='In the Myw York
Tifnks

m eragmort free people of ¢ lor called New Orlehnrhome #hp any other

tliacrhis class of population, free colored pertans,<nould Se Vo differdiivy
regarded in Louisiana £ om‘any other of the Scwthern States . [ Theyha €]
adquired a status anddidTuence unknown i/t any other city; even in ti2 Free
States.... [O]ne in eiwsin [in New Orleanstwe ck as] cieins)doctdidndrig-
gists, lawyers, mejthants, ministers, printers and tegnerd... It wiithus be
seen that the free cllored population of 24e w-Orlesms are acquiring an as-
similation to,th'/whites in education and influenfyfwhether {57 good or
evil, is the previym) superior to that (taty other!S thze or {ty..§ It is a sub-
ject of studysfoiine philosopher, thdyphilanthrgbist, and the Stitesman.>**

Spatially,thss notable populatiyn clustereédifne lovwar French Quarter, Bayou
Road, the faubgeurgs Tremé, Marigny, New Mar!>ny, Frankliipand those makingan'the
present-day ne. /% oorhood of Bywatus, Why h€ra2 This wus the Francophone, Catliolic,
locally descé=id (Creole) side {f'thwn,"spc1al ensiloriment largely creaf®d by free
people of {qipr (as well as white"Greolesians moref€anducive to their irfgrrests. The
mostly Adizlophone Protestaatiw; rld onthe uppel siae of town was not Wty culturally
foreigiiterrain, but its white inhabitan/Snyere ofce simes more hostile,tatne very no-
tion'of a free person of color.

The antebellum geograplsy, 6i¥1ack New Orleans, then, coritisied of slaves in-
tricately intermixed citywide—“sa’ ttered thraughithe city promiscuously,” as the Daily
Picayune put it in 1843—and frf&people o:aolor predominatingisi the lower neigh-
bhorhoods.”” With the minoyexception of the back-of-town, {#i¢re very poor manu-
mitted blacks and others livedimsquatter-like huts, there were/nrexpansive, exclusively
black neighborhoods in aritehelium New Orleans.

New Orleans’ black pJpulation surged by 110 perlent between the censuses of
1860 and 1870, bracketinghe trauma of Civil War an'f ¢ mancipation. It rose another
54 percent by the tugassfithe century.”*® Caught up in 1% own woes, the unwelcom-
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ing city nevertheless offered Dutter opportunities to freedmen than the sugar fields. In
1870, black men, who made®up one-quarter of the labor force, worked 52 percent of
New Orleans’ unskillec labs r jobs, 57 percent of the servant positions, and 30 to 65
percent of certain skilled positions.*

Wi <e weredhiise emigrants to settle? Unaffardable rents and racially antag
onistic nfighbors prevented tlie 17feedmen from sefulag in most front-of-town areast
The townhduseg,in " innes iy, recently vacated/av wealthy families, had since Eent
subdifidad intgele Frent agprtments, but these liarels were more likely to be feaged
to peor immigrants than s poor black emigrarts/Nor could the freedmen easiijutake
refiggin the udwntown gighborhoods of the fermer free people of colorativoften
starned the fre:dmen’gs threats to their of.se relatively privileged (but how! rapidly
dultinishing) social glatps.

Dotitute g zcluded, most fedmen had little cl{cipe but towtettle in the
ragged (oalk-of-towiywhere urban deygloument petered inf&amorphotsiow-deasty
shantytawns aptheventually dissipated Wito deforested swimps. The Wask-of-cawinof-
fered 1& v realmstale costs because ofits.environmental hafaads, urha==_Zisancespincon-
veniznces, aad lick of amenities gna'ity services. Tog/ther with maiiy local,exslaves
wiw alsoifound themselves, for tnhdirst time, seekingiheir own shelter, thtéreedmen
ionkd thise blacks already sestlad at the backswariyp margin(n the forihiton of the

iity’s firtilarge-scale, exclusiverpblack neighborhasa Concurrently, erfiajcipation di-
minisl eathe “back-alley” il te’ mingling patteringf ) lack resiaincy insgquaiters behind
whit€ehodes. (Irish and (German servants had already se)ldted majly*lomestic slaves
in#he'1850s, turning “slawe Yuarters” into “ser‘#ip:s’ quastnrs.”) Thewsity’s back-of-town
growicreasingly blagk iaboth absolute and relative nuntiers, sshilethe front-of-town
Hecame more white,

Yet complicating patterns persisted from earlier times. Creoles of color cor;
tinued to choose(‘h¢ir neighborhoods,ointheir témsfor réascns of tradition, fpmily,
religion, culture, convenience, econofits, or r¢al state, atid usually remained ointhe
downtown sid>/07 the city. Other Flack familigs, whose{t:.(zers worked on th2 cocks
and wharveg, sttled near the rivé&ifront far 1c#proxinfivg to the port. Others settled
in areas thaguinlike the low-lying, back-oi tow ), lay higiton the natural leyectund free
from flogd, ireat—but whobe! Sther environmental wsiisances neverthelefs’rendered
them dessi?esirable and lower 1 rent. Thede arefShinciuded blocks neal . warves, bat-
turef; Mills, warehouses, factories, inautrial sidl, dumps, cemeteriet)yhospitals, and
particarly along canals and railroaditracks. Still others settled in utovin clusters that
have been described as “superblock”™ putterns{5€The White Teapot).

Thus, even as the city’s ragiay geogw oh  gradually disagg(ezfited after the Civil
War, it remained far more spatia'ly” heterogeneous than those Sf3lorthern cities. The
German geographer Friedrich,Raizel noticed the pattern in 1874, a decade after eman-
cipation, and offered threeshyps'cheses:

New Orleans hatig/arger colored population than Chari®ston or Richmond,
but you would not velieve it if the statistics did{zq" say so—so much less
is the distancuegpuating these people from the whites. Ihis is partly because

L
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of the great prepondeitace of mulattoes (who call themselves “yellow”...
as opposed to “black ™, ), partly because of prosperity that prevails in these
circles, and party, ttbugh not least of all, because the French in Louisiana
never set themselvewsf so strictly from their slaves and freed men as the Anglo-
Americans did it the other slave states.*

"'we natiops! trendg aicuad the turn of theltwentieth century further spatially
disaggregated Naw Srleani¥iheterogeneous racigi®yeography. One commenced—s*
rather citnaxe{#=with Ple(s1's. Ferguson in 1896, tiiat landmark Supreme Courl ¢ ti-
sion*{an a Ngw Orleans-bused case) to legalize “separate but equal” statutes reprévent-
ed(thé culmipation of decadles of increasing rasial tension in the wake of emmmsipation,
aswell as a 13270r final'atin the century-longprocess of Americanizing Now (rleans’

laFrancp-Caribbesn Creole culture. Le{allr sanctioned racial segregation would af-
£ ct real €5ty salef¥eed covenants, acqz sfo public schools, (qb5, publi®i:dusing, and
nearlynivery othe:aspect of life.

The seCind trend entailed ghe Progressive Era, 25hich, in,N&¢ Orléunsand
elsppzhicne, brbuguit significant imprbvements to municipll serviceniwacer dist{ibution,
sgwirage, puhlil health, electrifisption, telephony, traisvortation, and mgwt impor-
sanily for'this deltaic city, drainage ¥nd flood control.(lafse technclogies “newtralized”
she Jakefrint's low elevation afiduvaterlogged termaiii'ng sourcel,o! enviro.nental risk,

nd allowad modern amenities %o be extended jzieg tite forrger backsvianip. Automo-
biles ariiyed serendipitouslypfillowed by moders,tianspofat.yn arthies. Developers
eagerlybuilt new subdividions—Lakeview and,Gentilly,"\r examplé —in the spacious,
mgdern California stylesgpute the antithesis. ot p antigfichousing/Stack that predomi-
nated in the rest of thyciy. They also installed racist deed caventints explicitly prohibit
ngrsale or rental to hing!! families.

The new suddivisions were 2, ity During,tii¢ 191€5:40s, middle-class whits
families, formerly res dents of the histokicai front-c&£0/vn, “Itanirogged” over the@lack
back-of-town and settled in the low-]virig, whit{s-cChnly lakéside subdivisions. The 1itri-
cately intermixsd’racial geography ¢£o1d had{rther distssociated; in the two'galiera-
tions since e{yfiicipation, white afie. hlack2Tex Orleanfaiivhad moved away/{rom each
other en mi:y The trend would ealy streiigth’n.

Tyemendous social/raas ormations forgéd,n&iv racial relation$hivsin mid- to
late-tvwancitth-century New Orlcans. Clyiet amofig these were Brown v. Liea d of Educa-
tion/\ 1754), the Civil Rights Act of 196 and thcwnsuing desegregatien of public fa-
cilities,¥ntegration of public schoqls, %21 overdll increased opporturliti¢s in education,
employment, and housing for Afrifan-Americans.Jim Crow disappeared with less vio-
lence and resistance here than otiyr Southtin Lities; black and wkif: New Orleanians
subsequently found themselvies Working, shopping, and dinin{/Gsether in increasing
numbers. Yet living together did not necessarily follow the fibed; in fact, residential
integration diminished. Séburtan-style subdivisions in lakefsorit and eastern New Or-
leans, in Jefferson, St. Berr ud, and St. Tammany pariskiag, Oven as far as coastal Mis-
sissippi, drew white New Guleanians by the tens of thofis 'nds between the censuses of
1960 and 2000. Middle-class African-Americans, for theiipart, mostly moved lakeward
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to the neighborhoods east ot City Park and thence into the subdivisions of eastern New
Orleans. The greater Neys{)iivans metropolitan area, by century’s end, had racially di-
chotomized into a whit( wes! and a black east, with notable exceptions traceable to his-
torical times (see maps, “1939-1960-2000 Metro New Orleans Population”). Greater,
New Orleghsracial gpayraphy by the early 2000s iranically formed more segregates
spatial peeesns thaniCdid in th Farly 1800s. “Twd dunturies of paradox” is how one
researcher described the planomenon. !

Perhagestl.? mostgprrnicious driver of awsucto racial segregation begalvat a
prog essive federar'and city government progrim designed to help the poor. tellow-
ingThe U.S. Fiousing Aloaf 1937, the HousingAuthority of New Orleans.{HANO)
ciegred a numb er of old/afighborhoods, repiate with nineteenth-century {rchil ectural
getiis but considered uisightly slums at tlie iime, to make room for subsidized hous-
ir' g for peetifamilign, Livee-story, comntan,wall brick apartn{eis, tasteSe’y designed
to refldct ocal ariiltectural style andmsaie, were built in Geametrical airangeriients
amoypgigrassy wa'lkways and oak trees. T accordance with tite Jim Clow laws Glithe
day. ealh complex was racially segi€gated: two white-orfjndevelgnuelits weypghigher
in ‘eleationiand closer to the front-Oi-town, while the'four black-omnly projscis’occu-
n1&d lowar-elevation areas in the 'Back-of-town. The gbihwlexes wne expanitiad follow-
in’y bhe Housing Act of 1949. éafter desegregation Ofthe projelitsiin the 196Js, whites

rompti yleft the units for affoidable-living altermatives in working-clads Spburbs, and
poor l:.¢ks took their placés. YVithin a few yeaig, te s of thmahands gfthowity’s poor-
est, Zilsan-Americans bgcame intensely consolidated info @vdozenfuinso projects, all
of szhith were isolated fro1i adjacent neighbl/nhods ageehcut off faani the street grid.
Witld that concentratea pverty came the full suite of sotal patholugies, including fa

‘herless households, (:een pregnancy, gaveitsient depirdenc), dr.g trading, gang ac-
tivity, and incessantwiolent crime. (Wilether the projacts bred and exacerbated soci'l
ills, or merely concer trated them, is a macter of onjo1 1) debd'e.) 'So bad did mattems,cet
by the 1990s that the federal governsize.it, whi¢h had cont'yto view public housig as
warehouses of indigence and cycler: ordependency, int(rined. The new philose phy,
encapsulated ia controversial s¢/fyme named Froject@IQPE (“Homeownership and
Opportuni@pfor People Everywhere”), célled/ or thedemnolition of the mest troubled
projects anc”their replacemn " yith mixed-income™™ew Urbanist cami®=nities, in
whichsudaidized rental units toX the poar dbuttgGimarket-rate rentals af d purchasable
hom<aimed at modest-income famili¢s’ The T3PE philosophy restad on two geo-
grapinaal notions: that a physically imrroved qnd aestheticized plale jreates a better
society, and that class intermixingirestrains déiiiaguency and dependency among the
poor. (While both concepts are gahiect to‘wrying levels of debat{ athong geographers
and the public in general, mpstiagreed that the public-housiry@tatus quo could not
continue.) In the early 2000s+aniid vocal opposition but witlythe overwhelming sup-
port of the general populaticiische solidly built structures of ie St. Thomas, Desire,
Fischer, and other projectspyere demolished and redevelgocisvith pastel-colored New
Urbanist designs. Oppoiitats read bitter irony into th&policy, noting that New Or-
leans’ circa-1940 housing projects, with their modest scias, airy verandahs, and shady
courtyards, seemed to‘nbody New Urbanist principles a half-century before the term
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was coined. Paralleling Chicage’s Cabrini Green and Atlanta’s East Lake experiments
with mixed-income publishSusing (which really did replace ugly, dehumanizing high-
rises), New Orleans’ grind s cial experiment got under way.

Hurricane Katrina interrupted that experiment in 2005, and rendered the
HOPE eftdcf ¢ven megapolemical amid the postdiluyian housing shortage of 2006-07
When HER,and HARNO proclea=d with pre-stornplans to demolish and rebuild tie
circa-19405'C. J Pevss, St. Bernived, B. W. Cooper,sad’Lafitte projects, a small nun:te-
of ext{cimely vaeifiious aciipists challenged the ¢®0rt as designed to deny podl,/cis-
placed African-Americangtieir right to return (g the city. Given the housing siiestage
anft tigh honicluss popiiation of the time, theirtcase rested upon the bird-in-tiad-is-
wasth-two-ia-bush argyaient: why destroy*awisting high-quality housing stoc < when
the'promige to redev1o) it may not be keylt, aad when basic financing had not yet been
s/ cured =T ase fayesingrthe demolition’ hointed to forty yeals ¢f deteripihting struc-
turalag'd svcial cdnditions as sufficientnason to proceed witinHHOPE. ‘ilicy also 1iqeed
that reay refur’sished HANO apartme.xs had failed to atfract tenantyfiidicatingwhat
disnla®id residensts were not being donied their wish to rftesn. Whilslie publis-hous-
ing (:esidenuyin/question were operwhelmingly blacks both sides ir'the canuoversy
cladmed the full range of the city’s 1azial and class dive(sity amony their suppasters; the
di’pute efolifitly did not brealsdown along race andislass lines

Contending that the Pmojects representad tatled policies whiclt ¢oncentrated
pover(y ncubated social pathologies, and produc:d intesgaheratiomal dependency,
the Zuacies insisted on proceeding with the HOPE caxtept (thodginthey did agree
tostagger the demolition and reconstructioisa that sgmee residsmts ‘could return as
wonld progressed). All Uit kept the bulldozers from_roifing wms t.¢ approval of the
City Council and m& o1 The controversy Wirhaxed On Wecenher/20, 2007, when the
City Council, amid wiolent scuffles inside and outsidle Cityg Hall, unanimously voted
to approve the d¢m¢litions. Mayor Nagunconcui :ec, hind ir early 2008, signed g% on
the demolition permits. By spring of®it year,fny C. J. Piste, St. Bernard, and Sy W.
Cooper projeci Hy in rubble, whils: Lafitte awspired the (arive fate. Plans curréat) en-
tail replacingt'%p “Big Four” compivxes’ 4,590 hits witi?,343 subsidized apartments,
900 marke#yure apartments, afidianiother 200 /iomes for vale.”” Because New Orleans’
public-heusiiig population ig'al it 99 percent black, e eventual succass = failure of
the HQ1 T'wision will deeply infaence the'ity sioture racial geographils.

Katrina’s flood shattered the césturies-¢'d geographies of Alican-American
New Uleanians. Nearly all of their  onalatiomof 324,000 disperse/t njtionwide after
the excruciating debacle that startea®with th€ i sricane’s strike on August 29, 2005,
deteriorated immeasurably withthe' fedéin! levee failures, and (>1fed when the last
stranded residents were evacuatad/in early September. Approfiymately 221,000 black
New Orleanians—more than.;twU-thirds—Tlived in areas thatmeere deeply and persis-
tently flooded.”®® Those who'ir‘ed in unflooded areas—particélarly home-owners—
generally returned by m1§2006 and continued those histixical settlement patterns,
while those who flooael,—particularly renters—corftihue’ to face unraveled lives,
uncertain futures, and likely displacement after generai_ans of local lineage. By sum-
mer 2006, fewer than'?J,000 black New Orleanians had returned, equaling the city’s
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black population in the year ¥210. That figure is contested because of the difficulty of
measuring population ipsq, s¥ciety recovering from a major catastrophe. The Ameri-
can Community Survey of 2006 estimated the city’s black population at 131,441, still
about 60 percent below its pre-Katrina size.”* Whatever the actual figure, New Orleans’
African-Ar{i¢1jcan pogeition and its total populatiop/hoth increased over the next twe
years, buf@adiminishifiy rates. /A/comparison of votifiguecords from the 2003 and 2007
gubernatorial electiéins revaaledvthat black voterssa Orleans Parish declined by ure:
54 pefCont (844594 % 38,750, while white voterss?icreased by 27 percent (46,(¢3ito
33,947 Voter turtiout ishv fio means a perfectin licator of population (for wititeh we
wiligve to wartwntil thé 2910 Census), but it.is @fair surrogate. Most studies:sh&w that
N Orleari: w ll remdis 1 fiajority African-Algerican, but by a slimmer mai zin fhan be-
‘ort the storm. The denipgraphic shift willattyct New Orleans’ culture, economics, and
phlitics. 4T city maw iras a more racialiy halanced electorats) Jaid politihal scientist
Ed Chérvenak. “In&days when local ganaidates could appe@i¢o Orleans overwlielri-
ingly/lack electgrate and receive a handiul of white votes. o win offici{riay ba,a thing
of the Past.”268
Thoshitt will also affect thetcity’s human geairaphy. Earlier uphegyass, such

asthe Ciwil War, occasioned the re3ion-wide concent{dtion of Aiiigan-Amesicans into
N2y Orléans. Katrina, as of 2028, has had the revervg etfect, s(att iring tllea "through-
yut theCagion and nation. Tiutw will determinesshe permanency of thé ifew Orleans
black Diaspora, and what irtrisate historical settlens ent patsa=is—thashiseerical inter-
minging, the downtown ©reole cluster, the old back-of-solwiipthe riviiiont concentra-
tiom, ahd the ongoing pazadox of residential sa{r gatiopramid socia! ititegration—will
peruist.

TN ARl
The, wWhite “2apet

Explaining wpeculicndsmograthic pattern

Map out nearly any socio-ecordmic dacmabout New Orlealisn—election re-
turns, tacome, family size, populatias’ density—and an odd, tea)ot shaped carto-
graphic feature emerges (see map! “Ihe “White Jeapot™). The plotted statistics cor-
relate to an underlying racial geegraphy: a'soltiguous swath olhistorical neighbor-
hoods, stretching from Carrolltoi#to Bywater, comprises only(l5 vercent of the city’s
human-occupied footprint, but.houses 42 percent of its whit£Ppepulation (58,000 out
of 136,000 in 2000).2¢ Howr,id this demographic pattern fasni

Explaining the or gins of the “white teapot” dresyszeavily on three realities:
(1) urban amenities, geog.wphical hazards, and enviroy{n =ntal nuisances are not even-
ly distributed across the New Orleans cityscape; (2) thewhite population on average
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has always been better edugated, more privileged, and significantly wealthier than the
black population; and (3 }wmi@ny whites have passively discouraged, actively excluded,
or simply fled from blacz ne ghbors, particularly in the mid- to late-twentieth century.

When uptown developed in the nineteenth century, hazards and nuisances
and other (uiCesirablga-that people did not want in gheir backyards predominated 3+
the extre(fiwends of tii¢ naturl L:vee. Toward the(idwr lay the swampy, flood-prondy
mosquito-Lifested o kswamp,wvhile along the jmamediate riverfront were malodgr-
ous wiikves, goic, railrogds, warehouses, and weerk yards. The middle grovndfin
betwizeni—a few blocks gitiier side of the Roy L ftreet/St. Charles Avenue/kij¢ania
Sticeycorridor™w lay far €aqugh from the backswump to buffer its environmantabrisks,
aivdsust as fl.r fom th{ {1y erfront wharves d.d railroads to abate their ung 'eas: ntness.
W iten investors instigd the New Orleafis ¢x Carrolton Rail Road—present-day St.
Cnarles wiptcar Iine—wthrough this mfidle ground in 18330 /ey botly==dected and
reinfeseavthe ddsiwbility of this midylle corridor. Buildifigea costly. Coinmute’: reil
alongrusy rivepiarit wharves would,not create upscale résiaential reat Ustatepatidhlo-
cating T alopg thid backswamp edgfwould make even 1¢Stsenseg®» Unningriy down
present-day St. £ harles Avenue, the ¢ngineers created ¢ .new urban arhenity,in dn area
thawalready enjoyed environmenté!advantages. Wealfijfamilies swon startod building
aniple ho'mes along and near £, Charles Avenue, pesticularly(in the Gaideil District,

vhich fCsmed in the 1830s-58s between St. Charics and Magazine. (i) proverbial
“otherls d&” of St. Charles A zerue (quite literal.“th e othesa:e of thaytratks”) would
haye/Pwen too close to theswamp, while the “other side”aq Mugazind Came too close to
therrverfront wharves. Simpler abodes arose i/l ose argan, and humbier folk occupied
thomd,

In this deltals Southern metropolidsvhere firhzn lani'scaljes were not all ha-
mogenous and peo} 'z were not all treated equally, tiiese with the financial wherewidl'
al—usually whit(s—gravitated to betteindrainel I5)ver-niiisince, lower-risk zanes,
which had higher property values. Tircle withOus the mtans—usually blacks—whad
to make do witlifow-rent marginal laiids. Poss people,(paiticularly recently >minci-
pated Africgh#imericans, settled/in, large,nniivers, aldng the backswampy (present-
day CentrziyCity), where land“aaa housiag were cheap*Working-class famiites of all
backgroundssettled along the “iVprfront, in places sueltas the Irish Chanits! Builders
erected 1.5%sing stock accorduiyly

sphstuntialipomes in the desirable ¢rea, simple
cottfgds eisewhere—which, of course, 12'nforced the pattern, since nCyaftluent family
would grove into a hovel and no ppolifainily could afford a mansion/1hs, by the latter
decades of the nineteenth century tite teapot’s™ ypout”—the predominantly wealthy,
mostly white, amenity-rich corridar Cuffer® or'both sides from vndfisirables—started
to form.

The 1884 World’s Industrial and Cotton CentennigyFxposition initiated a
building boom ofleafy “streeilas suburbs” around what would bcome beautiful Audu-
bon Park. Next door to tnt trban oasis came the gracaft’:sampuses of Tulane and
Loyola universities (185%:1910), adding further appg&irto the neighborhood. It did
not hurt, also, that nearby Carrollton occupied a slightly“sigher and wider swath of the
natural levee, giving tii¢ area added protection from floods. These factors all drove up
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property values. By World Wanl, well-off whites predominated throughout the greater
Carrollton/Universities Ancuebon Park area, with some notable exceptions. The “ket-
tle” of the teapot had fo me¢.

Those few exceptions tell a geographical story of their own. Because many,
blacks worlke (ras dongatiics for wealthy uptown whitas. they (together with working
class whit€s) often sefticd in snia]l Jottages and shotglimhouses developed in the “nucle
us” of “sinerblogks 27 outlined by the great mansisn-iined avenues such as St. Chal:s,
Louisidi®, Napa'elli, and Surrollton. Those aversals were developed for uppe(-£liss
resid >ntial living because at dieir spaciousness, tna nificence, “see-and-be-seen. parch-
es,{aid proxiniy to strécigar service; smaller stizets within the nucleus of the @venue
giid were built/ap witl: (niich cheaper housing stock. The grand avenues thus)ormed
2. Tattice”,of upper-dlasy whites around cdres of working-class blacks and whites, who
ol tentimeeorkedms admestics in thos¢ hearby mansions anfi “pnvenieptiy walked to
theirggos.

Later izshe twentieth century, Working- and mide le=tlass whifel departedifor
the sulfarbanspaiithes in greater nutithers than did blackS®es wealthy=thites. Fermerly
mix 2 neiglhhor10ods of longshozenten along the rives betame almdst entizeryplack,
as¢id theuptown “superblock nuc!Zi” and the once-ififegrated Siksh, Sevelith, Eighth,
anaNintl, wirds of downtowymIncreasing percentages of Africar -Amer(cu’s in areas

urrounting the white teapot,"and decreasing parccutages therein, haathe effect of
sharp{nii'g the spatial delinat on of this demograp)ic featama

Finally, the recent gentrification of historical neighbérhood¢ataund Coliseum
Sazard, Faubourg Marigny, Uind Bywater brou;lit/ whitesinto areas #hat nad been mixed
or imdjority-black in pricidiecades. This extended the teapit’s “smour” nearly all the way
to tne Industrial Can'l. 7 he curious featare)=raceable thithe latz 18 )0s, thus came info
its present-day forrf. 'z the latter decadewat the 1900

What imbact does the white teapot and (helsirrouf diig majority-blackmzeas
have on the New Orleans cityscape? Sixle whitf 182w Orléinians earn roughly aduble
the average h{wusfhold income of AAtrican-Apsericans, thi:jreapot spatially c(rrelates
with patternf s#imyriad socio-ecq@bmic phencriena; (f8litics, property valyes, single-
parent hopips, average monthiyasent, bli_htec housing,*crime, health and, eCucation
disparities, afid more. It even/c iizlateg with nativity,sas.e of the few soqiaiikaracteris-
tics that d5ls not correlate well with racial geogra@hies elsewhere in the 1het opolis (see
Natidily as Ethnicity in New Orleans).

The teapot’s impact, then, it\dramatiey, Crossing streets like' St) Claude in By-
water (tip of the spout) or St. Charles)*Carondeicyin the Lower Garden District (trunk
of the spout) takes a pedestrian par08s distictirace and class linfs, #nd into strikingly
different cityscapes. Guide bookowdutinely warn tourists exploringthe French Quarter
not to exit the demographic pattéin (though never so bluntlygad not in those terms),
while many African-Americaiisireel equally unwelcome and,su€pect upon entering it.
So distinct are the urban $hardcteristics within and beyani‘lie white teapot that the
two areas almost seem LiXysub-cities, separate commufiiiies that happen to abut each
other, but otherwise do not interact.
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AN

Vertical Migration
Kesidential (hifts from higher td reewer ground

Nearly aiifNew Qricenians lived above sei level for most of the city’s 1t two
certUiries. Thodg higher4iatural levees abutting the Mississippi River offered seurdier,
outrer-drain(*d Jarbanifaipn opportunitiespnot to mention proximity th the lucra-
tive riverfront, comp@iud to the low-lying{oarkswamp. The cypress swamp and saline
1y arshessslae to Lake Rontchartrain, 1g0y as they were, had {ibwyet bearhchoked off
tromaayyaeent walcnbodies by levees ana pumps, and thugmemained ‘@& 0r near(ch gir
originm! sea-level erévations. Those fewipeople who did livewlong tli« Thkeshoresand
marsis still zesiciod at or close to thiilevel of the sea, usuglyzin raised-woden “qanips.”
Inia'the ear:z 19)0s, well over 90 netwent of the more tHaii*300,000 prople in 15¢w Or-
1€0as resided above sea level (sec inhp, Vertical Migradtyn: Popus.tion Distrisution with
respyct to (Lopvgraphic Elevatiors1700s-2000).

That era saw the aug.mentation of the artifwial levees, the exdawation of the
outfall camals, and the instd!lailon of the Wooli,scr' w pumpsiand associtted munici-
pal-diminage apparatus. Spon, the flood-protected and mifi0&-drainélowlands trans-
formed from seemingly ubeless backswamplifiis develapable real citate, even as it
suasided. “The entire iivt cutional structure of the city wis complis't” in the ensuing
uarbanization of the I¢wlinds, wrote local higrerian Joah Magil « “dévelopers promotea
expansion, newspag 2rs heralded it, the*Qity?Plannii. Commission encouraged it, e
city built streetcafS 1) service it, [and] tiiebanks alhd ysurane fompanies underyirote
the financing.””*® New Orleanians, com=aced thatthe top<oraphical and hydroiugical
factors that or{c: fronstrained them(to*the naturdi levee f1inow been neutre ized by
technology, figrated enthusiastigal'y off the 14#aral lepes and settled into trendy new

o1,

suburbs with tiames like Broadmodi, Forl maing bleau, (ontilly, and Lakeview."Popping
up along thiwhew orthogonal sieget grids and spagicas/suburban lots weryt/1ousands
of Califciéa’a bungalows, Spanwii Revivaiwillasgfingiish cottages, Midwestern ranch
houg®y aiid other homes of non-native/achiteéculral styles. Into thoss,abodes moved
thoudinds of families. Between 192(1 afid 1930, nearly every censys tact lakeside of
the Metairie/ Gentilly Ridge at least Geubled issppulation. Low-lying Lakeview saw its
population increase by about 350.nercentp/rhi e parts of equallyficv Gentilly grew by
636 percent. Older neighborhotids on higher ground, meanw}dls, lost residents: his-
toric faubourgs Tremé and Marigliy dropped by 10 to 15 pergant; the French Quarter
declined by one-quarter. Theliizh-elevation Lee Circle area 165 43 percent of its resi-
dents, while low-elevatiofiGzerttown increased by a whopoia.4,512 percent.*” Similar
figures could be cited forve 1910s and 1930s-50s.

The 1960 census recorded the city’s peak p&ulation of 627,525, roughly
double the number aythe beginning of the century. But while over 90 percent lived
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above sea level in 1900, only™8 percent remained there in 1960. Fully 321,000 New
Orleanians had “verticallmniigrated” off the high lands near the Mississippi to the low
lands near the lake—wt ich/had, by this time, subsided by a number of feet below sea
level.?”

Stgsvquent yeus saw tens of thousands of Mew Orleanians migrate horizop
tally as weil, They departed Qrleins Parish neightGihoods for social and economue
reasons; not foran fsinse af eivironmental hazasd, in some areas, the demograplii:
exodub escurrqde imaticgiiy, stoked in large paitby the school integration crisistof
196661 “I remeniber Midright Mass, 1962,” 13¢z1led one resident of the Irish"@han-
neli "it]hey Lialsto clostnConstance Street to traffic because the crowd was Spilling
oweof [St. fllponsus| Citurch onto the stivet. By 1964, it was all gone) so, quickly
hat those, parishionfrsiydecamped for th¢ suburbs.?” Fifteen years later, St. Alphon-
si-s closedeiiyr lacksat avcongregation. Similar stories played(c iy citywid=hIn all, the
Creseaht City’s pbpulation dropped by percent from 19868¢0 2000, icpresentinga
net losnof 143 620 mostly middle-classswhites to adjacen’ Jeffersqn, 9t/ Bermaraend
St. TatfmanepaiiShes or beyond. Toatitying to the level @funimaaniince asgribed to
topdgraphicieley ation—and implicidy the level of faitt in"drainage ahd floga-gontrol
technology—most white-flightersnknowingly movEdserticaliysanto lowas,(or low-
er'ny) grdinil even as the spragled out horizontally:

Suburban exodus coupled with urban sprewiwithin Orleans Pal1si meant that
remaifiin} residents were literzlly putting morCidistance amaig thepageives. In 1960,
627525 New Orleanians lived mostly on 36.8 square mi's{. oioccupituneighborhoods
(ev<luding parks, cemetariel, campuses, unde'={10ped manshes, andntiler non-residen-
tiabwieas), equating 4o, 1S3 people per sanare mile, by2000s0niy 484,674 lived on
56./ square miles, a d2niity of 7,266 pensquare mile, ]

Within thé semaining Orleans Rarish popuation, 121,000 New Orleanians—{,
many of them mi{ dI¢-class blacks—interimally mi_raiei vert caity, from higher histqric
neighborhoods to low-lying subdivisieromostl i)New Ot'eans East. Within thetpan
of a century, N¢« Orleans’ above-g=a-ievel pspuiation, (n Jelative numbers, ¢ eclined
from over 9¢ »arcent in the early@PA0s, tosdd percent@nl 960, to 38 percent in 2000.
In absoluteanres, the above-senylevel pcouia ion remaiiied steady at arouna'300,000
from the 2312y 1900s to 1960’ t! €h dropped to 185,002y 2000.

Jfurricane Katrina’s sulge wreaked disgipportionate havoc of the same be-
low-£ch-level regions to which hundredi.5f thoutinds of New Orlearians confidently
flockedydecades prior. Two years afte s the catassrophe, the portion of thi» New Orleans
population residing above sea leyel tcreaséd™ )50 percent—12 percentage points
higher than in 2000 and 2 percentage poiist: nore than 1960.* Pyfanother measure,
S5 percent of the city’s 143,825 tauseholds receiving mail as ¢ipbruary 2008 (a fair
but not perfect indicator of repopulation) lay above sea level 74 Relative numbers thus
seem to show that New Ouleaiiidns are shifting back to higher clevation.

Absolute numbeip, however, tell a different starv.¥*bove-sea-level areas, de-
spite their less-damaged Siatus, still lost tens of thousan/Gy ot residents since the storm.
Although that population decline represents a much smeer drop than below-sea-level
areas (which diminisiiat by over 100,000), it indicates that New Orleanians after Ka-
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trina are not flocking to higheground. The increased percentage now living above sea
level mostly reflects the slawer repopulation pace of harder-hit low-lying areas, more
so than a renewed soci:! val 1e placed on higher ground. Even those wishing to move
uphill oftentimes find themselves stymied by insurance stipulations, Road Home re-
straints, an{1/dvight regl-istate market, and resign themselves to rebuild in place. If apy
elevation(Telated hisrorical tradioSn regained popiiianity since the storm, it’s raisitiy
structur>s dbove thi{grade,motdlustering on highesground.

These“ge. s will Zirange as the recoveryyiogresses. Not until the 2011)/ahd
2026 cerisuses will we leann with reasonable coriSd ince to what extent New Or!caaians
sta pat, rebuudyor vertically or horizontally migrate again.*”

F—‘\» J 'l__/}\
Neyw Oflepns’ Ethnic Ceography ina.Nativnal Colntext

Similarities and distincions compared tolo-her Amérivan cities

Vrote geographer 2ei ce F. Lewis, “it itieas to comatiide ... that ivew Orleans’
urbaligrowth ... obeyed special rules which applied onlygfo re—and (1dwhere else. It is
a tampting conclusion, huttuntrue.””® Indeedfail impgetant lessomto’be drawn from
NewOrleans’ shifting.elsiic and racial geographies is thatthey,gencrally parallel those
bbserved elsewhere.(The correlation of s2=ican-Ani(rican ayd ¢ther minority apd
noor populations with areas of high eli%ronimentar ¥sk and nuisance areas has beea
documented far {na'wide, spawning the®environme al judiice ‘'movement. Likgusise,
the centrifugal pattern of immigrant®seitlemen( 1) anteb&lum times, the centripetal
clustering in ti¢ furn-of-the-centu: v era, andsthe centrinigul suburban settle neat of
recent decadeshave all been witn€ised inathorlarge /merican cities. Ernest W. Bur-
gess’ classigy“Concentric Zoné Model” (‘ee T he Risa and Fall of the Immioromt Belt)
was amopg die first (1920) fo/iscribe the concantiie’patterns of class,a¥?ethnicity
around sierican cities” centraiDusiness Gistrigfsh Burgess” investigatidn ¢r Chicago’s
early“ventieth-century ethnic geograply’ reveaid striking parallels 3 those of New
Orled.gin the same era.

Nevertheless, some unuguaivaspects™t.tinguish New Orleans’ experience
from the norm. The Crescent Cityaisdrgudl z thle oldest genuinel(z/rfulticultural city in
the nation, and may well have widacssed certain ethnic spatial pArterns before other cit-
ies replicated them on grandes scales. Its Franco-Hispanic colgnial heritage, deeply in-
fluenced by Afro-Caribbean cullures and further rendered by sieer isolation, spawned
the enigmatic notion of Upaole, a home-grown ethnicityz titt#'in time would manifest
itself spatially in New Ot1i{ans. (How many cities rendeftheir own ethnicity?)

Sudden political Americanization, followed U)sgradual cultural American-
ization, would create \¢rhaps the greatest ethnic-geographical chasm in New Orleans
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history: the downtown Creoies and the uptown Anglos. This underlying dichotomy
informed the residential gaographies of numerous other groups: Saint-Domingue refu-
gees, foreign French, an'! Ita' ans, for example, gravitated to the Creole side, while Jews,
Scandinavians, and emancipated African-Americans settled on the Anglo side.

N/ Orleangens also one of the few placegsin the United States to harbor
three-tierTsial caste system ((valte, free people of Celor, and enslaved black), whic:
further dinérentiatedl/Crecla/ringlo ethnic geographies. The Creole side of town; fo~
examj(1&uexhihitec ' threef one ratio of free puaple of color to slaves in 1860 the
Ang'; side of town'had tha exact opposite.””

Phys.cul, geography also differentiated New Orleans’ experiencessthnucity’s
adltaic topo rabhy corls'ricted urbanizatiori s the narrow natural levee be :we¢ a river-
front whagves and thé bickswamp, creatint a pifurcated environment in which empow-
eled growpiigravityied o the more desi/(ble middle groundaiiyt the digedfranchised
pooralisiered aldngthe troubled margins. These aged pattefing—akin 1ii caeory, (f 15t
in fogmm, to the ginfurdnes de miséria fm.sery belts) surrouhditig Latit A neriean eapi-
tals—mainwviv.tly apparent in m@tern racial distribut{®ns. In ggmsireas tod'ay, the
intelfice be wesn black and whitaneighborhoods (such a§ Central City and, Lie Gar-
demDistrict) marks the edge of tnl\backswamp at th¢'iime of er.iacipatiot.nMost cit-
ie< pave riatural barriers that rgetrict expansion, butdlew Orle{ns backsvizn'p formed

n adjusiable constraint: with Gminage, it recededwanid eventually disapbeured, leaving
behin(t /(imprint in the dis xib utions of humai. . $oils of dhaormerhacswamp also
subs(tud substantially, giving New Orleans a dynamic vesficaidimen5in to its residen-
tialsettlement patterns=a ¢laim few other citifs can, opmould wams to, make.

How does New©Drleans’ racial geography compize tomathis American cities?
Tt depends on how of e reasures integraticitond segie tion. ‘Qne cool is the “dissinai-
larity index,” whicli‘salculates the perCat Of one giup that would have to move ta
another geograpl{ica’ unit (block, censusitract, elc.! ¥ maf:hithe distribution gfthe
other group. Perfect integration prodwcis a digsupilarity £3dex of zero, while a sam-
pletely segregd:edicity would measiire 100. Magt 1arge Aih2iican cities have dilsin.ilar-
ity indices in{ch%) 60s, 70s, and 80sgiieaningthasloughly™iree out of four pegple of one
group woukthhave to relocate intaraer to (nteg rate with the other group.”’2.C_&mpared
to the nine Wirgest Americar’ ¢ (js in which nonwh.set outnumber whiteyNew Or-
leans’dist*=ilarity index of 70.0ankedmre in#€yratéd than those of Chicago (87.3),
Atlafit)) (53.5), Washington, D.C. (81.5)/ Philad¢!phia (80.6), Cleveiind (79.4), and
Baltitizare (75.2). Only Memphis ((8.5) andqDetroit (63.3) prodficed lower (more
integrated) indices.””” Looking to @ttiér Ameria: cities, New Orleans ranked more in-
tegrated than New York (85.3), Miariii (86:) Eoston (75.8), Ho{'scén (75.5), and Los
Angeles (74.0), not to mention weurby Baton Rouge (75.1) artsyther prominent cit-
ies. But three Southern ports,mdst historically comparable tgsNew Orleans—Mobile
(63.3), Pensacola (65.3),sand L harleston (63.8)—ranked,mure integrated than the
Crescent City. Perhaps, in‘Jaese data, we are seeing vestiges:fthe ancient “back-alley”
pattern (see “Two Centuri{sof Paradox”) persisting in t!&e oldest Southern entrepots.
According to these measures, the popular impression o yrelatively high level of racial
integration in New Otlsins proper (albeit much less than it used to be, and perhaps not
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as much now after Hurrica trina) seems founded.
The ethnic geo ies of New Orleans are notable, too,
cultural source regions.

as a city thatlooked not to England and northern Europe
to people its land and inform its society, as did most elder cities of this nation, but to@
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