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Abstract
THE DYNAMICS OF NEIGHBORHOOD DEFENSE:
A SOCIOIDGICAL ACCOQN? 9? GREENPOIdTp BROOKLY&
Coe ,5§ . S
JUDITH N. DESENA

Adviser: Professor sg}i'v'i'a Fava

ThlS research focuses on the response of Greenporntp
a predomlnantly whlte: blue collar ne1ghborhood in
Brooklyn to the chang1ng metropolls. Res1dents of
Greenpo;nt have responded by creatlng a "defended
nelghborhood" (Suttles' 1972) Th1s research describes
the strategles of defense that res1dents of Greenpo;nt
employ in order to maintain a predomlnantly whrte: non-
Hlspanlc neighborhood

Interv1ews w1th 55 res1dents of Greenp01nt suggest
that the nelghborhood ls segregated into northern and
southern areas, and that th1s segregatlon is based on
ethnlclty. Northern Greenp01nt ls composeo malnly of
‘Poles and Hispanlcs. Because of the presence of
Hlspanlcs, res1dents discuss a d1v1slon in the
neighborhood Southern Greenp01nt is made up of Pollsh:
Irlsh. Itallan, and Hlspanlc groups. _

Resrdents of both northern and southern Greenpoint

attempt to re51st mlnorlty growth by employlng a number of

defens1ve strategles. These strategles 1nclude° an



1nforma1 hou51ng network, where available hou31ng never
reaches the market. but is absorbed beforehand
Sponsorship, the practice by local re51dents who recommend
potential tenants to homeowners w1th available hous;ng, is
described 1n detail. The state of local realty businesses
is also presented Realtors do not oepend solely on
hous1ng for their eristence. They sell insurance and
offer 1ega1 serv1ces. |
Local surveillancep both 1nforma1 and formal: is

examined as a strategy of defense in southern Greenp01nt
This dissertation depicts the ways that re51dents "keep an
eye" onv one another 5 property: watch the block, and
part1c1pate in 01v111an patrols. The role of neighborhooo
women in oefenoing southern Greenp01nt from change is
explored The findings suggest that women are involved in
a variety of neighborhood actiV1t1es. Non-Hispanic
re31dents in northern_ Greenp01nt employ strategies of‘
defense that are somewhat 51m11ar to those existing in the
south except that defense is by building rather than
block -

The ways of Hispanic res1cents, who are the target of
these strategies, are' also examined This includes a
portrayal of how Hlspanics obtain housing, and .”the

relationships between them and their non—Hispanic

neighbors.



vi

Further, this research focuses on why non-Hispanics
defend. Four explanations. from the point of view ,of .
nelghborhood res1dents, are presenteo. the prevention of
crime, the prevention of physxcal deteriorationu the
1ncreas1ng threat of mlnority growth, and the 11mited
options of resmdents of Greenp01nt. Greenp01nt's future
is also discussed It enamines such factors as minority
. growth, an increase in POllSh 1mmigrants, and
gentrification. Finally: the implications of thls study
for theory are addressec: 1nc1uding hou31ng as the focus

P

of neighborhooc oefense. the role of the Church in

P

Greenp01nt. an examination of women as a unit of analysis,

and the consequences of "1n51der" research
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INTRODUCTION
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The position of ufban neighbofhoods within society is
" a tdpic of reseérch for ﬁany social scientists. The
neighborhood cannot be viewed in isolation, but must be
addressed in the ways that it is linked to the forces of
the larger society. The rouﬁines and practices of
neighborhoed residents must therefore be examined in light
of their relation to the 1larger societyr but also as
factors in their own right.

This study focuses on fhe response of a predominantly
white, blue collar neighborhood in Brooklyn, Greenpoint.,
to the changing New York metropolis. Residents of
Greenpoint have responded to these éhanges by creating a
"Gefended neighborhood®™ (Suttles, 1972). This study
éescribes the strategies of defense that Greenpoint
residents employ in order to maintain a predominantly
white non-Hispanic neighborhood. Findings suggest that
white, non-Hispanic residents of Greenpoint are attempting
to regulate minority growth, while also relegating
minority residents to a particular area within Greenpoint;

Metrorolitan decentralization of city residents and
activities Dbrought about a number of related urban
problems. As residents mace their exédus t6 the suburbs.
Ehe city's tax base eroded., Sections ¢f the city began to
deteriorate physically and municipal services were cut
back. The city's industrial base also eroded with

industry moving to the suburbs, the Sun Belt, other parts
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" of the world, or closing completely. Moreover, racial
segregation increased. because the suburban movement was
largely a movement by whites.

Theée changes in the metropolis affected blue collar
neighborhoodé. As whiﬁeé m;ved beyénd city limits, the
ethnic composition of inner city neighborhoods changed.
Minority individualé became a numerical majority in some
citiess, moving into what were once predeminantly white
neighborhoods. This phenomenon |is illusﬁrated in the
sociological literature on "white £flight." Blue collar
groups in changing neighborhoods were therefore faced with
increasing minoritj populations. On the other hand. some
inner city neighborhoods underwent gentrificétion,1
housing affluent city residents and therefore excluding
blue collar groups. Blue collar neighborhoods experienced
increasing pressure bf the changes taking place in the
metropolis, minority growth on one hand and gentrification
on the other. Further, with an eroding industrial base
there was a decline in blue collar iobs in the city.

The meaning of blue collar neighborhoods has changed
along with the metropolis. Blue collar individuals
experienced a reduction 1in residential choices. Many d&o
not have the economic wherewithal to participate in the
suburban movement. In additioﬁ: the pool of other blue
collar neighbqrhoods to choose from as a place of

residence has greatly diminished. Moreover, blue collar
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groupé are not affluent, and cannot move to gentrified
areaé: and some find racially mixed areas unacceptable.

The effects of the changing metropolis on blue collar
individuals is reflected in Greenpoint. Greenpoint's
residents have these limited options. One way Greenpoint
residents are managing these changes in the metropolis is
by defending their neighborhood. Ih the past.,
neighborhood defense ib CGreenpoint may not have been
necessaryr given the availability of a pool of potential
white residents and other blue collar neighborhoods. At
present.s héweverp'defense is a ratiénal response by these
peopler given their lack of viable alternatives.

Residents of Greenpoint aﬁe also attached to the city
because of their iobs. Iﬁ 1980, 89% of Greenpoint's
residents worked in New York Cityr, while 11% worked
oﬁtside the City.2 OfA those who worked in the Cityr, 43%
worked in Kings Coﬁﬁty (Brooklyn). their éoﬁnty of
residenée' and 41% worked in New York Coﬁnty (Manhattani.
The remaining 16% worked in another part of New York City.
This faétor may help to explain defense by residents of
Greenpoint. Moét work in the éity anéd 1live a éhort
distance from their jobs. Ih 1980, the mean travel time to
work <for residents of Greenpoint was approximately 31

minutes.3 One reason they defend Greenpoint is because of
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its proximity to their place of work and because of their
limited options in choosing an alternative place of
residence,.

This dissertation begins with a review of the
literature on neighborhoods and resistance to neighborhood
change followed by a description of'the research methods
used in the study. Chapter 1II foc;ses on a description
and  history of Greeﬂpoint anc attenpts to 1link
contemporary Greenpoint with its past. Chapters III agd
IV describe the strategies of ﬁefeﬁse ﬁsed by white. ﬁon-
Hispanic residents. They focﬁs on éhe exiséence of an
inforﬁal housing network ., informal and formal
surveillance, the role of neighborhood women, and the role
of the Roman Catholic church in neighbofhood defense. 1In
addition, a discﬁssion of Hispanicss, as the targets of
these strategies of defense 1is presented. Finally. in
Chapter v a projection. of Greenpoint's f&tﬂre is

considered, along with the impact of this study on theory.

Literature Reviey

The }stafting point of any research related to an
urban neighborhood must begin with an assessment of the
principal themes found in past writings. Robeft BE. Park

of the University of Chicago, was a major influence and
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Pioneer regardéing the stuoy of urban nelghborhoods. Iﬂ
his article, "The C1ty° Suggestions for the Investlgatlon
of Human Behavior in the Urban Envxronment" (1915) » Park
outlines a massive research program. He suggests that
sociological studies focus  on the ™neighborhood" as a
means of determining demographic characteristics of the
populations, the areas where people live, and the types of
dwellings they occupy. In addition, he suggests a series
-of case studies on the various types of people that
comprise the neighborhood. These suggestlonq were carried
out by some students of the Chicago School (Lofland. 1983)
and were later broadened by examining ecological aspectsy
developed by Bﬁrgess. Their combined influence shaped éhe
focus of the Chicago school. where a number of studies

were conducted., These studies include Eng_aghg (Anderson:

1923), zhg_ggng (Thrasher, 1927), The Ghe t (Wltthr
1928) , and The gglg Qoagt and ;hg s;g. (Zorbaugh, 1229).
Iﬁ addition. Park and Burgess investigated etﬁnic
neighborhoods in Chicago _and desqribed them as
transitional. Thef argﬁed éhaﬁ as ﬁeqpie assimilated.,

ethnic neighborhoods would gradually disappear.
\ .
Huch later, a number of studies challenged Park and
Burgess' ideas. These researches focused on ethnicity in

urban neighborhoods and affirmed the persistence of ethnic
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neighborhoods within cities. Studies on ethnic
neighborhoods in Boston (Whyter 1955; Gans. 1962) and
Chicago (Sﬁttles. 1968; KRornblum, 1974) are éart of this
genre., These researches view eéhnic neighborhoods as a
form of community within cities, and emphasize social
integration and local attachments (Olson., 1980; 1982).
Whyte's study of Cornerviile (1955) » én Italiaﬁ slﬁm in
the North En¢ of Boston: is an éxample. Wh?te selected
Cornerville because he was interested in stﬁdying a slum
district, and Cornerville bhest fitted his sense of what a
slum Gistrict should look like.  He f£focused on the
interaction of "corner boys" (The Nortons), "college boys"
(the Italian Community Clﬁb); "racketeers " and
"politicians."

The intensive examination of Ehese groups enabled
Whyte to wuncover the status of group members; and the
social structure of Cornerville, which held individdal
members in their places. This sfudy also helped to dispel
a widely held idea that slums weré disorganized. The
area's physical decay dicd no£ reflecﬁ its social
structure. _ '

Like Whyte, Gans (1962) studied an Italiaﬁ.American
cémmunity in Boston. Gans studied the West End, which was

bulldozed between 1958 and 1960 and replaced by 1luxury
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housing in contrast to Whyte's North End which still
exists as an Italian American area. Gans' research began
ih an effért to test the validity 6f the approach used bf
professionals to help low income populations improve their
living conditions. He argued that professional
"caretakers®™ (city planners, social workers: etc.) impose
their middle class values on low income populations: by
making policy decisions regarding the future existence of
slum districts. His research, therefore. focused on the
lifestyles of a working classthaliah Aﬁerican subculture
in West End, a Boston neighborhood that had been
previously declared a slum. Gans concludes from his sgudy
that "caretakers" were wrong about the West End, since it
was not really a slum. West Endérs' way of iife
constituted a distinct, complex, and independent- working
class subculture. Thus, £for Gans, ﬁhe values and
lifestyles of this population should first be understood
and considered by "caretakers" before policy decisions are
made. These conclusions, however, were too 1a£e to have
an impact on West End, £for it has'béén redéveloped uncer
the federal renewai program, and no longer exists in the
way that Gans studied it.bLike Whyte in the North End.,
Gans found a viablé social structure in the West End and

not a disorganized slum.
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Suttles' research is another example of an ethnic

neighborhood which émphasizes territory and 1local
attachments. Suttles (1968) studied four ethnic groups:
Italians, Mexicans, Puerto Ricans and Blacks in the Adcams
area of Chicago. Territory has been divided among thesge
four groups and residents are fragmented. In the Addams
area an "ordered segmentation™ has been createdl tﬁat
allows for orderly relationships among groups. Turf is

clearly dGefinecd. Groups only combine in instances of

opposition to outside threats. Ethnic groups are
separated by location: institutional arrangements
(religion. recreation) and comaunicative devices

(language, clothing). Street corner gangs maintain ethnic
boundaries.

Kornblum's research focuses on the impoftance on
local attachments in the development of a unified working
class. Kornblum's (1974) study of blue collar workers in
south Chicago attempts to answer a classic sociological
éﬁestion: why is there no powerful political movement
among the working class in the United States. As a
participant ébserver. Kornbldm examined community
institutions, iocal unionss and local ward politics. He
found that workers identify themselves as labor while they

are in the mills. Yet as soon as they go home they become
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Poles, Croatians, and Mexicans. Kornblum concluded that
ethnic and racial Aéeparation continues to divide the
American w&rking claés. Katznels&n (1981) makes a similar
point in his study of Washington Heights-— Iﬁwood in
Manhattan. He finds that urban politics has emphasized
ethnicityr, racer: and territoriality instead of social
class. Iﬁdividuals haver thereforer se?arated the
"politics of work™ from the "politics of community."”
According td Kornblum, the potential for breaking
down these barriers exists at the local level, in
neiéhborhood institutions. Within iocai institutions.,
such as mills, unions, and political organizations, groups
of friends are formed whose members are from highly
diverse subcultures. Iﬁ additioﬁ, the desire to wih a
voice in decisions of union policyr, and in selecting
future leaderss not ethnicity or rﬁce are overriding
issues for those who participate in wunion affairs.
However, the intimate relations that develop among union
members are formed through competition and co-operation in
neighizorhood institﬁtions: such as tavernss churches. and
block associations. Theéé inséiﬁutions are staging areas
for resolving disputes among various ethnic and racial
groups. Thus, £for Kornblum, the future of a unified

working class is dependent on the part played by unions
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and local party organizations in national politics.

There is one recent social science study
(Susser ,1982) whicﬁ includes Greenpoint as part of the
larger GreenpointQWilliamsburg arear Brookl&n's Community
Board 1. Like the Kornblum and Ratznelson studiesr Susser
focuses on tﬁe lack. of political organization among the
urban working class. Sﬁe examines the effects of New
York's £fiscal crisis on working class people. Sﬂe
demonstrates the conflicts in Greenpoint-Williamsburg

between working class people and pressures from the state.

i

usser argues that working class residents haQe been
Gislocated as a social class. One- wéy that she
illustrates conflict 1is by describing the relationship
between officials of the welfare system and their clients.,
some of whom are residents of Greenpoint;Wiiliamsburg.
Clients are often harassed by officials and in this way.
are discouraged from applying for assistance.

Susser also focuses on "landlord-tenant" relations.,
discussing the actions of resident and absentee landlords
toward potential tenants. Resident landlofds ont fof
security. They do noﬁ fent to recipients of welfare as
often as absentee landlords. When resident landlords rent
to welfare recipients, they charge them a rent higher than

they would someone who did not receive welfare. This
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practice was also applied to minorities. Minorities and
those receiving public assistance were relegated to
buildings that were poorly maintained and owned by
abéentee landlords.

Another way thét Susser illustrates conflict is
through a description of a block association that
experienced problems which were based on divisions of
class, race, and gender.

Finally. Susser demonstrates exploitation of
residents by describing a conflict between the community
and the City of New York,. A fireﬁéﬁse was élosed in
Greenpoint-Williamsburg. Residents ofganized in an
attempt to influence tﬁis policy decision. They occupied
the firehouse, picketed at dinners held for politicians.,
and stopped traffic on the Brooklyn-Queens ZExpressway
during rush hour. After éne and one half years of
collective actions the firehouse was re-opened.

‘ Susser conclﬁdes that deterioration of neighborhoods
cannot be attributed to poverty and racism. There are
larger forces at work, such as the policies of the state.

The study of neighborhood change in éhe United States
was also initiated by the Cﬁicago School. The spatial
distribﬂtion of popﬁlation is constantly changing.

Individuals or groups usually vary their location for a
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variety of reasons. As individuals 1leave neighborhoods.,
they are usually replaced by others with the same; ageneral
statué as the dfiginal residents. H&wever, newcoﬁers may
have dJifferent social characteristics, such as race or
ethnicity, from original residents.

Th;ough the development of human ecologyr Burgess
(1928) traced population movements and Gescribed areas of
"invasion." Accdrding to 3Burgessy neighborhood”change
occurs through a process of "successién." The firs£ séage
of this process is called "invasion." This occurs when a
differené group gradually penetrates a residential area.
The second stage in this process is called ‘"reaction.®
During this stage local residents show resistance (ranging
from' mild to violent) to the newcomers. This sﬁage
results in an "influx" of newcomers and the conssquent
flight by o0ld time residents. The final séage in Ehe
process of succession is called "ciimax." It occurs wheﬁ
a neighborhood experiences stability once again with
newcomers as residents, Fuch later, Duncan and Duncan
(1957) developed a somewhat similar fdur stage process of
neighborhood change. which was based on their studies oﬁ
black migration in Chicago. The séages they discﬁss are:
penetration, invasion., cbnsolidgtion, and piling up.

Unlike Burgess' scheme, Duncan and Duncan ¢id not include
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resistance as part of the succession process. Burgess
notess however, that "every residential community offers
resistance to the intrusion of a new qroup of imputed
inferior status whether on the basis of racer economic
standings, or cultural difference."4
Resistance to neighbofhood change has taken a variety
of forms. In some cases, local residents have committed
acts of violence toward newcomers. Iﬁ othner instancess
realtors have been the "gatekeepers" of ﬁeighborhoods:
steering and discouraging minority "homeseekers" (Pearcer
187%). Anéther examéle is when indivicduvals are prevented
from moving into a éarticular area because of restricted
covenants or zones (Xrase, 1982) in that area. A final
illustratidn is of local residents who resist change by
attempting to "manage®™ it (Molotch, 1972),
. Molotch'é study of the Soutﬁ Sﬁore of Chicago 1is an
example of local resistance to nsighborhood change. It
illﬁstrates ah "attempt to inhibit succession through the

> a

creation of a racially integrated community."
c&mmissiqn of residents "managed integration"‘in'South
Sﬁore through a number of strategies. South Sﬁore's
- leaders attempted to make the community "the place to

live," for in this way they would maintain the existing

white population and compete for new white residents.
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Making South Shore the "place to live" meant creating
conditions tﬁat would attract whites, such as a quiet,
safe neighborhood with "good neighbors™ whose children aré
good students. One way that the commission attempted to
create safety was by developing a "Youth Guidance
Program." This program was set up to keep black youths
"out of trouble.” Under the diregtion of a South Shore
volunteer psychiétrist, vhite residents invited black
youngsters on family outings and assisted the fouths with
school work and job needs, "0 The commission élso
encouraged other 1local youth érograms to expand their
services..

The commission _atﬁempteﬁ to raise the quality of
education in South Sﬁore for tﬁe purpose of attracting
whites to the area. It checked oﬁ the academic curricula
to make sure that they had not changed. Iﬁ additions it
established a program for gifted children at one of ;the
six local elementary schools. Moreover, the commission
worked at providing white reéidenté with schools in the
area which were comprised of a large proportion of white
children. An attempt was therefére made at altering the
racial composition of the local schools in order to avoid
"resegregation.” 1In other words. the Cqmmissioﬁ attempted

to retain whites by making South Shore's schools more
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attractive than those in other areas.

Ih order to attract white residents, housing in South
Shore also needed to be maihtained; hence the commission
established a "housing service center." This center
conducted building inspections, assisted residents in
obtaining federal home improvement loans, and prevented
overcrowdlng and structural changes.

A positive image was created for South Shore so that
Chicago whites would view the area as "the place to live.,"
The commission sponsored an annual "Open House Day" which
consisted of tours through South Shore's more impressive
homes., These eours brought the area positive publicity.

AAnother strategy used in attempting to keep white
resicents and attract new ones was through the development
of a tenant referral service. The goal of fhis service
was to draw whites into the area and then move them into
integrated buildings. The commission believed thah this
tactic would al;o keep present white residents from moving
out. "Those interested in rentlng an apartment in South
Shore = visited the Tenant Referral Service (TRS).
Ihdividuals would specify thelr - needs: financial
capabilities, and feferences. In return., .they would be
presenhed with a 1list of apartments that suited their

needs. TRS received its listings from local real estate
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firms. It should be noted that TRS served blacks as vwell
as wﬂites. This pfacﬁice was advantageous iﬁ managiﬁg
integfation. Blacks applying for apartments were eitﬁer
discouraged from living in South Shore or they were placed
in buildings "where their presence would be least damaging

n? In addition, the

to the commission's racial goals.
service coulcé screen out those viewed as undesirable.
Krase's study of Lefferts Manor (1982), an area
within Proépect—Lefferté Gardens: Brooklyn: illustrates
how established residents reséonded to inhabitants of a
new ethnic qgroup. Newcomers are met with hostility and
sometimes the "silent treatment® from established
residents. Newcomers are 'gradually acceptecd into the
community, but are socialized by established fesidents
about “their residential duties. Established resicdents
wouid write letters -to the editor of a community
newsletter reminding newcomers to sweep their sidewalks or
to shovel snow. Letters were also used by established
resicents to voice complaints about the  habits of
newcomers, such as their noise level and the placement of
garbage cans. Acc&rding td Krasers Manor residents were
extremely diverse except for social class. Social class
was maintained in the Manor by a restrictive covenant,

which was established in 1893, The covenant prohibited
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owners <£f£rom using Manor homes £for anything other than
private., 51ngle family homes. In 1960 the New York City
Plannlng Comm1551on also zoned the pefferts Manor area
"one-family only." Violators of the single family
covenant have been taken to court by a local groups the
Fanor Association.

Suttles (1972) has cénceptualized local resistance to
neighborhood change as the "defended neighbofhood." He
defines the defended neighborhood as ®"the residential
group which seals itself off through the efforts of
Gelinqguent gangsr by restricti?e covenantsr by sharp
boundaries, or by a forbidding reputalﬁion."8 The defended
neighborhood is an attempt at haintaining ethnic, racial.,
anc/or economic integrity. Its bouﬁdaries can expand or
contractr, anC 1its activation is episodics a reaction to
threatening events.

Features of the defended neighborhood are street

corner gangs, vigilante groups, doormen in uniforms, and

the use of door buzzers and TV monitors. Sutt;es
illustrates defenalve measures in The Social Qrder of the

Slum where he examines four ethnic groups (Italians,
Mexlcans, Puerto Rlcans, blaqu) that regide in the Addams
area of Chlcago. These ethnic groupa have withdrawn into

small territories, wvhich are relatively indepencdent:, and
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have created an "ordered segmentation." This ordered
segmentation suggééts that the relationship among ethnic
groups (territorial units) is a well structured one, where
ethnic groups are separated by location and institutioconal
arrangements, where street corner groups maintain ethnic
bouncaries.

Another important element of the defended
neighborhood is its reputation. Some neigﬁborhoods are
identified as toughr dangerous: snobbish, or are simply
unknown to outsiders.. The reputation of a neighborhood is
a cdefensive strategy which restricts the spatial movement
of outsiders.

According to Suttles, a resident's investment in
neigiborhood defense depends on his or her stage in the
life cycle. Mothers with young children have a
considerable investment in neighborhood defense because
they spend most of their time in the neighborhood. and are
therefore concerned about their personal safety and the
safety of their children. The elderly also invest in
neighborhood defense. They provide a certain amount of
surveillance. However . those who are young and single
remain detéched from the neighbofhood: choosing
alternative loyaltieé.

The defended neighbhorhood is a product of an urban
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environment:, ané a response to the fear of invasion by
other ethnic, racial, and/or economic groups. External
alliess such as adjacent neighborhoods, are therefore
essential to a neighborhood's defense. AccorcCing to
Suttles, the development of the defended neighborhood
occurs "naturally" without intentional effort by its
members,

This last characteristic of the defendecd ngighborhood
implies the Chicago Scﬁool{s notion of "natural area."
developed by Park. Park compared human actions to plant
ecology. He argued that individuals coﬁpeted for scarce
resources; sﬁch as housing anc¢ food, Conseqﬁently; the
city took on a spatial form which was comprised of a
series of '"natural arcas.® It was believed that these
areas were not intentionally planned. They were the
product of the proverbial "chips falling as they may" as
groups coumnpeted with each other in the market. For
according to Parks "there are forces at work within the
limits of the urban community - within the limits of any
natural area of human habitationr in fact - which tend to
bring about an orderly and typical grouéing of its
poéulations andc institutions."g‘ Changes within the city

were also explained in terms of this process.

In contrast to Suttles' suggestion (following Park)
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that the defended neighborhood - is a natural occurrencer

the dynamics of defense at work in Greenpoint are
deliberate and intentional attempts to "manage
segregation," not integration. They appear to be based on
shared values of residents. These issues will become
apparent in subsequent chapters.

. Both Burgess (1928) and Molotch (1972) acknowledge
that the 1literature on urban neighborhooéé hés given
little attention to the notion of resistance to
neighborhood change. The ‘literaﬁure has focused on
invasion and succession with particular reference to
"white £light."

“This disserfation examines resistance to neighborhood
change in Greenpoint. It focuses on the existence of a
defended  neighborhood by documenting a number 6f
strategies that are used by residents in their attempt at
maintaining a predominantly white., non-Hispanic
neighborhood. These strategies include: the way that
available housing 1is obtained and rented or sold, local
surveillance by residentss and the role of neighborhood
women in defending Greenpoint from change.

Unlike most neighborhood studies which focus on
formal structures, this study examines the informal

practices of residents regarding neighborhood defense.
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Housingr, for exampler has not been a variable in most.
studies of urban neighborhoods. In those studies that
examine housihg and housing cdiscriminationr, the focus is
on institutional discrimination, Racial steering by
realtors (Pearce, 1979) and screening committees (Molotch,
1972; Schoenberg and Rosenbaums 1980) have been the formal
vehicles through which housing has heen examined. This
disserﬁation focuses on the informal way that housing is
rented and sold in Greenpoint, without being placed on the
local market. Findings indicate that residents use an
informal network to 1learn about vacant apartments and
houses for sale, from neighbor to neighbor. Residents act
as theif own m"gateKkeepers™ as opposed to relying on
realtors for this task. The result, however, is the same.
Racial segfegation is perpetuated through this informal
strategy of neighborhood defense.

In addition, urban sociology has ignorecd women (Favar
Abu-Lughod., ahd Gist., fdrthcoming). Women have not been
investigated in studies on urban neighborhoods. One notes
from reviewing the iiterature that £findings and
conclusions regarding urban neighborhoods are based on a
male perspective. Whyte focused on "corner boys" and
"coilege bbys." He notes in a response to a critique of

his research (18978), that because of loéal customs s he
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could not become involved with young women in Cornerville.,
for he would have been expected to marry a woman whom he
Catel steadily. Gans also collected more of his data
from men than women. Liebow studied "streetcorner men" and
Rornblum presents male spheress the steelworker's union
ané party organizations, Ioflané (1975) argues that in
studies on wurban sociologyr women are merely "there."
They are part of the backgrounc¢, but not included in the
action. Lofland points to the emphasis on formal
community as a model of social organization as a factor in
creating the "thereness of women.," Lofland arques that
the use of social organization as a model of community
difects researchers away from wonmen's activities. The
enphasis on this model of community may account for
studies on housing édiscrimination focusing on
institutional discrimination and not informal practices.
Moreover, most researchers have been men. This
creates a problem of access into various research
situations., Gans notess for example, that communication
between the sexes is limitead ip a working class
neighborhood. Thus, gaining access ﬁo women's groups or
obtaining interviews with Qomen' are difficult tasks for
male researchers.. Women will be the focus of urban

research when more urban researchers are womens or when
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male urban researchers realize the possibility of "taking
the role of the other." According td Daniels (1967) .,
researchers can penetrate a social setting even when they
do not fit into roles that are tracditionally acceptable.
In her study of U.S. army subgroupsr, Daniels describes tﬁe
tactics angd strategies she employed in order to overcome
the resistance of military officers to a sociologist:, a
civilian, and a woman. Howell, in his study of Clay
Street (1973), spent a great deal of tiﬁe witﬁ two
respondents who were women, Bobbi Jean Sﬁackelford and
June Moseby. He attributes his being ﬁarried and having a
child as major factors which enabled him to gain access to
women neighbors. Howell lived in the neighborhood and his
wife and child were often with him when he visited Bobbi
Jean and June. As Howell explainss his family was
friendly with their families.

Horowitz's study (1983) of a Chicano community in
Chicago suqggests that being a woman is advantageous in
field work. She freguented street corners and park
benches with male gang members in order to understand
their process of groﬁing up. She gained access to these
gangs becauser, as a womanr, she did not threaten them.
Because of her sexr she also had access to the young

wolien .
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Criticisms have been male by professionals from other
fields who rely on this literature. Wekerle (1980) notes
that detailed research on women in urban settings might
provide information £for planners and designers, which
would enable them to create environments that are more
responsive to women's needs. This dissertation examines

the role of

women in dJefending Greenpoint. Findings
suggest that women are involved in a variety of
neighborhood dJdynamicse particularly formal and informal

surveillance and the informal housing network.

S _N dé

This is a qualitative study cafried out by
conéucting a total of 55 open ended interviews (liaccoby
and Maccoby, 1954). An interview échedule waé develbped
(see Appendix A) but it was nét followed strictly. Many
interviews vere quite unstructured, with the interview
schedule serving only as a guide, Many iééues raised in
the interview schedule are not discussed in the
dissertation. Respondents coulé not relate to some
guestionss and wefe not Kknowledgeable about certain
issues; During the interview, I used a technique called
"projective interviewing"™ where I asked respondents to

tell me about the practices of their neighbors.
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Respondents seemed comfortable with this approach and
talkecé freely. Many qualified their responses by opening
with "this ién't-what I do or thiﬁk but my ﬂeighbors..."
Respondents were obtained by using a snowball
Samplinglotechnique. In addition., the sample was
stratified for sex: ethnicity, and age. Initially it was
hoped that these groups would be proportionately
represented iﬁ the sample. I quickly lea;ﬁed that
perfectioh is difficult wheh snowballing is used. Since
ethnicity was an impoftant variable fof this studyr I
began sampling by identifying ethnic clusters through
block anéd block group datall from the 1980 census,

Clusters12

were identified for four majof ethnic groups in
Greenpoint, Hispanicss Irish, Italiaﬂs; and Polish. Once
these ethnic enclaves were .abparent, I began contactiﬁg
individuals I knew 13who resided in these clusters (see
maps of ethnic clusters). These individuvals were used as
key informants. I told them about my research and they
directed me to other residents (their friends and
neighbors) who identified themselves as being of the same
ethnicity as the designated cluster. These people made up
the sample. I asked each respondent at the end of the
interview if they could refer me to other individuals.,

Some respondents obliged and other did notr explaining
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that they did not Kknow anyone else. Consequentlye
interviews were conducted with a total of fifty-five
individuals, 51 of them were with "ordinary" residents.
ané. the remaining 4 were with the community leaders or
employees of Jocal organizations.

Of the 51 residents, 23 were men ancd 28 wefe women .
Fifteen respondents were Irish, 13 were Italian, 15 were
Polish, and 8 were Hispaﬁics.14 In terﬁs of ager 17 were
betweeﬁ the ages of 20 to 35 , 11 were 36”to 49 aﬁd 23
were 50 and older. A large majérity of resﬁondeﬁts _were
life-long residents of Greenpoint. A& very small number
"marriecG into" the neighborhoocé¢ ané had lived there over
twenty years. Respondents were not asked ébout their
incomer level of education, occupation, or age, since I
was warned by key informants that such information would

be considered "too personal." I wasr however:. able to

th

collect information on the occupation ancé age o
responcents through a reputational approach'ls from key
informant=z. The distribution of occupation of the sample
was as follows: 6 semi professionals, 24 sales/clerical
workers, 9 laborers, 4 self employed, 3 housewives, 6
retireds 3 unemployed. All respéndents were Roman

Catholic. All interviews were recorded on tape.

Respondents were assured that the interviews were
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confidential and that they woulé remain anonymous. Most
respondents were éatisfied with that and spoke freely.
One respondent asked me to turn off the recorder at a
particular point in the interview. During another
interview I felt that the responcent ¢icd not feel at ease
s¢ I voluntarily turned off the recorcer and asked him if
he preferred to finish the interview without the recorcder.
He became much hore relaxed and articulate. These
iﬁterviews were then reconstructed from memory.
Researchefs often have a numbef of experiences during
the course of their work that immediately come to mind
when thinking about the research situation. I, too, have
had my sharer, particularly since respondents (especially
the white ethnic ones) regarced and treated me as one of
them, a neighbor-and an "insider." At times respondents

16 On one occasion: an

expected something from nme.
interview was interrupted because a family member of the
responcent became ill., I volunteered to drive her to the
.hospital anc¢ actually did so. This was something that a
"good neighbor™® woﬁld do. Some respondents. however. were
initially apprehensive about the interview and did some
"checking up" on me before our appointment. This was

apparent in one interview. After I arrived I began with

some small talk to develop rapport. The respondent
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started discussihg a loéal "hangout"™ and I mentioned the
Aame of my husband's uﬁcle (this was celiberate on my part
because I knew that the respondent ané¢ this uncle
periodically frequented this hangout). He answered me by
saying "you're Neil Sheehan's wife, not that I was
investigating." It became obvious that we had both done
ouf "homework." On a few occasions I was reunited with
individuals whom I had ﬁot seeﬁ in ten or more years:s
friends with whom I had attended school:, or parehts of
these friends. Xey informants linkedb me to these
individuals. The last experience that I recall occurred
while I was making contacts in the Irish cluster. After
several interviewsr respondents were referring me to the
same people; the same individuals were being mentioned as
potential respondents. This suggested that I ha¢ come
upon a social network., probably part of CGreenpoint's Irish
network. In general, most respondents and informants
referred me to women for interviews. This suggests that
the neighborhood is women's responsibility.

There are some major weaknesses with research of this
nature, The sample is small and because of the way
respondents were selectedr, they may not represent

completely Greenpoint residents. In facts given the

method of research, the researcher may have in some way
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been predisposed to these respondents or selected a
particular "type®" of resident. Although the sample is
small., reasdnable generalizations are made based on the
accounts of those interviewed. In addition, there is a
‘controversy within sociology regarding the relationship
between the researcher and those he/she is studyiné.
Sociologists present the advantages and disadvantages of a
researcher's position as an "insider and outsider"
(liertons 1272) of the research situatioﬁ. Some social
scientists argue tﬁat taking an insider's view is a
precondition for research (Wax . 1971), since the
researcher must learn new forms of communication an¢ new
neanings of everyday life. in order to be able to think
accorc¢ing to the symbols of those uncder study. Others see
the insider as claiming a monopoly on knowledge that is
based on ascribed statuses (Merton. 1972). A contrasting
view is that outsiders may have better prospects for
insights, since they will observe with detachment.

In retrospect: I think that an insider's position and
being a woman were advantageous for this study. I was
able to represeht the ethnicity of éach non-Hispanic
group. My mother ié Polish; my father is Italian, and my
husband is Irish. Duriﬁg interviews, I emphasized the

appropriate ethnicity depending on which group the
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respondent belonged. Because of this position I wvas
iﬁvited into people's homes: they were not threatened by
me; in facts, most trusted me. Several - respondents opened
their social network to me so that I could approach more
- responcents. In addition, those interviewed appeared
quite frank in their answers and many said that they had
enjoyed the interview. I think an outsider would have had
a Cifficult time gaining access to residents and therefore
the data.

Howevers I was an qutsider to the Hispanic community.
My role aé an outéider ié beét illustrated by the fact
that I was uﬁable to obtain ﬁany interviews with
Hispanics. I found the role of outsider to be quite
awkward. At one points, I completed an interview with an
Hispanic man and asked him £for a referral to another
Hispanic resident. Hé referred me to a friend of his but
alsc gave me a warning., "Are you sure that you're ready
for this?" Needless to sayr I felt anxious about this
next interview. The interview went well. The responcent
was frank and raﬁher militant in describing the position
of Hispanics in Greenpointr, and the way they are treated
by whiter 0ld time residents. In retrospectrs I realize
that I was being warned about his friend's frankness and

straightforwardness,
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I have a personal history in Greenpoint. Although I
grew up aﬁd presently reside iﬁ.Williamsburg, I attended
elenmentary schdol ih Greenpoint, My mother was born and
raised in Greenpoint, and so was my husband. His family
currently resides» there. Unlike other researchers who
lived in the neighborhoods they were studying for a short
period of timer, I have been interacting with Greenpoint
all my 1life. My husband aﬁd I also have a long term
commitment to Greenpoint as a place of residence. We plan
to buy a house there. TI therefore have the experience of
a local. This position enabled me to get information
unavailable to others. It also made the interviewing
process more possible and more productiver, particularly
with non-Hispanics. Moore (1978) notes in her study of
gangs and prison in Los Angeles that "interviewers who are
comfortable with ... a controversial act elicit from

responcents more admission of such acts."17

The study on
Greenpoint seems to support this point. An outsider would
have inhibited the responses of residents in discussing
their informal practices. Because of my experience with
Greenpoint, I was not surprised nor uncomfortable by the
actions described by residents,

The urban working class has been viewed as powerless.

naiver, ané exploited. My access to insider information
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from my experience and from interviews with resicdents
indicates that tﬁe urban workihg class does atfempt tb
control its own destiny. They are organized. but often in
wayss such as informal networks. whichiare not apparent to
outsiders.

Although the method has its limitations, I think it
was fruitful, given the nature of the researchr the
sensitivity of the topic being investigatedr and the focus

on informal practices.



34w

HOTES

1 Gentrification is a term used to describe the
movement of professional individuals into bhlue collar and
poor inner city neighborhoods. This process upgrades
neighborhoods, but usually displaces the original
" residents,

2This information was obtained from tract data on
"Journey tco Work"™ from the 1980 Census. They are sample
data. Moreover: they are approximations since two tract
boundaries did not conform to neighborhood boundaries.

3

31pic.
4 Ernest Burgess, "Residential Segfegation in
Anerican Cities," a Y: e i 2 o
Political and Social Sciencer CXI. (November 1928) : 112

5 Harvef L. Molotch,mgngggg_lgzgg;g;ign(Berkeley:
University of California Presé; 1972) ., b.s

®1bic.s p.90

Tibid., p. 119 |
8Gerald D. Suttles. ghg_sggigl_ggnggggg;ign_gg

Communities. (Chicago: University of Cﬁicago Press, 1972),
p. 21

IRobert E. Parkr "The City: Suggestions for the
Investigation of Human Behavior in the Urban Environment.,"
in Robert E, Park and Ernést W. Burgess.The City (Chicago:

University of Chicago Press, 1974) p. 1 The article was
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originally published in 1915 in the American Jourpal of
Sociology

loIﬁ tﬁe.snowball sampling techniqﬁe each person
‘interviewed is asked to suggest other individuals for
interviewing.

1lRace and ancestfy data were examined for this
pPuUrpose.

12Information for 1980 on ancestry is based on sample
data. A cluster was classified as a particular ethnicity
if there waz a majority of that ethnic grbup residing in
it.

13A discussion on my role as an ninsider" follows.

141t wags C¢ifficult for me to gain access to the
Hispanic community since I am an outsider, "una blanca."
Levine (1977) notes that special .techniques are needed when
studying minority communities.

15Reputational approach refers to a technigue where
residents are asked to rank other residents. In this study
key informants were asked to furnish ihformation about
individuals to whom they cdirected me.

16paniels (1983) discusses the reciprecal
relationships that develop in fieldwork.

1730an Ww. Moore. Homeboys (Philadelphia: Temple

University Press: 1978) p. 202



CHAPTER II

DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY OF GREENPOINT
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The study of a neighborhood is incomplete without a
descrlptlon of it. The purpose of thls chapter is to
provide that descrlption. It beglns w1th an overv1ew of
Greenpoint's geography followed by its demographlc
characteristics in 1980, Characterizations of the
neighborhood by residents are then presented
Subsequentlyr a brlef history of Greenpoint from ‘the 17th
to the 20th century is glven. The chapter ends with an
explanation of the apparent change in local tradition.,
which is exemplified in white resistance to neighborhood

change.

RICRIPTTION REEN NT:

Geodraphy

Greeapoiat is a peﬁiasﬁla at the northernmost tip of
Brooklyn. It is bouﬁded on the north and the east by
Newtown Creekr and on the west by the East River. There
is disagreement among residents regarding the southern
boundary. Some point to a City park. wﬁile otﬁers to the
Brooklyn-ﬁueens Expresswayr or to another border. For
purposes of this research: the Brooklyn-aueens Expressway
(neeker Avenue) andé North 7th Street have been selecteo as
Greenpgint's southern boundary (this is the boundary cited
by the New York" C;ty Plannlng Comm1551on in 1969). 15

additions the Brooklyn Queens Expressway is an elevated
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structure through Greenpoint. 80 it breaks up the
éontinuity of residential areas. |

Greenroint lies across the river from Manhattan. In
fact, the Citicorp building is visible from Greenpoint's
main shopping strip (Manhattan Avenue). Greenpoint's
waterfront overlooks lianhattan's east side. Manhattan is
easily accescsible from Greenpéint by car. One can choose
amcng the Williamsburg Bridge, the Queensborough _Bridge
(5%th Street): or the Queens Midtown Tunnel. Iﬁ takes
about fifteen minutes driving time with any of these
crossing to get from Greenpoint to Manhattan.

Greenpoint is connected to neighborhoods in AQueens,
namely Iong Island City., Sﬁﬁﬁyside. aﬁd Maépetﬁ by tﬁe
Pulaski Bridge, the Greenpoint Avenﬁe Briége andé the
Kosciusko Bricger respectively. The Kosciusko Bricdge also
links the Brooklyn Queens Expressway with the Long Island
Expressway.

Adjacent to CGreenpoint in Brooklfn, lying just across
its southern boundary is Williamsburg. Greenpoint and
Wwilliamsburg share many municipal services, and together.,
they make up Brcoklyn's Commﬁnity Board 1. Accérding to
New York City's charterr city services are to be co-
terminous with Community Board bboﬁndaries. This is not
the case in Brocklyn's Community Board 1. Albng with a
small part of Williamsburg, Greenpoint is serviced by the

94th Precinct. . Williamsburg is mainly serviced by the
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90th Precinct, An attempt was made by the Koch
Aéministration to close the 94th Precinct, leaving Green
point to share the 90th Precinct with Williamsburg.
Greenéoint residents found this decision unacceptable and
organized a number of rallies and meetings. The 94£h
Precinct will continue to serve Greenﬁoint. However, it
had to be teﬁpérarily moved so that the precinct house can
undéergo maior renovations, It.is expected to reropeﬁ in
1885,

CGreenpoint and Williamsburg plus another smaller
adjacent section from Fort Greene make up School District
14 . Although there 1is a Scﬁool Board elected to manage
the schocl districtss in realitf it is controlled by the
United Federation of Teachers (UFT). To be elecéed to the

School Board, one needs UFT endorsement (Susserr 1982).

TRANSPORTATION |

Gfeeﬁpéinf is served by Eﬂe Iﬁdependenﬁ Subway Line.
the G tréin. This train runs Erom Roosevelt Avenve in
Queens thr&ugh Greenpoint to Hoyt and Schermerhorn Streets
in Brooklfn: an érea coﬁmonly referred to as "downtown
Brooklyn.“ However s the subway ﬁourney to lianhattan £from
Greenpoint is indirect: one must ride to Queené Plaza in
order to obtain a Manhattan bound train, namely an E or F.
However ., reéidents who 1live on the "northside" of

Greenpoint (streets named North 7 through North 13) have
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access to the BMT Canarsie Line, the L train. It is a
short ride (three stops) to the Unioh Square station in
Manﬁattan where one can tfansfer to other BMT Qrainé as
well as the IRT line. Surface transportation in
Greenpoint cover about the same Brooklyn-Queens route as
the Independent subway. None of the buses serving

Greenpoint are Manhattan bound.
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Gréoopoiot is a workihg claés neighborhood. Sincé
the early 1900's CGreenpoint has been a wﬁite-ethnic
neighborhood¢ comprised mostly of Irish, Italian, ahd
Polish families. The Irish were the largest groop through
the 16%20's.  However, resideﬁts report that the Irish
populatioo has diﬁioished; many of Greenpoint's Irish have
moved to suburbs.

A significant influx of Polish immigrants occurred in
Greenﬁoint after Worléd wWar 1II (Susser., 1980). lore
receotly there has been an additional wave of Polish
refugees who f£led martial law in Poland. These immigrants
are aide¢ by local Polish organizations and churches.

A cCegree of ethnic segmentation exists in Greenﬁoint.
Indivicdual ethoic groups seem to cluster around churches.
The Irish 1live arouod Sf. Anéhony -St. Alpﬁonsus, whilei
the Italiaos surrouod Our Lady of Ht. Carmel, and the
Poles clﬁster around St. Stanislaus.Kostka and Sts. Cyril
and Metoodiué. The area éurrounding Sts. Cyril and
Méthodioé parish 1is Poliso and Hispanic, but tﬁe area
immediately surrounding the church is mostly Polish. Most
areas in Greenéoint, however, are fairly heterogeneoos.

In 1980, the population of Greenpoint was
approximately 39:310.l Like the population of the city

that it 1is part of, Greenpoint's has been declining.
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Between 1970 and 1980, Greenpoint loét approximately
11,900 resicdents,

Ih 1980, residehts of non-Hispanics white ethnicities
made up 75% of -Greenpoint's population. Since 1950,
however» northern Greenpoint has seen an  influx of
Hispanic residentss whe ih 1880 coﬁprised 21% of the
neighborhood's pomulation. Althouah the Hispanic
poprulation increasel Detween 187C and 1520, the Puerto
Rican population grew very slichtly in this ten year
period., In 1270 there were 5€)4 Puertc Ricgns living in

2

Creenpoint, In 198C, the Puerto Rican population was

5166, the largest Hispanic group in Greenpoint (63% of
Hispanics). Puerto Ricans fesidents stated in theif
interviews that the increase in the Hispanic population in
Greenpoint has been aﬁong Latin Aﬁericans, Célombians and
Bcuadorians. The remaining 4% of Greenpoint's population
was made up of Asian (2.5%) and black (.50%) indi?iduals.
One percent icdentifiecd themselves as “6ther." Thus, in
1380, 75% of Greenpoinﬁ's population was made up of whites
(non-Hispanic), while the reﬁaining 25% was ﬁade up of
minority residents,

The racial diséribution in Greenpoint differs from

population trends in other parts of Brooklyn and New York

City. In 1980, 48% of Brooklyn's population was white
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(non-Hispanic), and 52% belonged to minorities. Of this
minority population, 31% was black' 18% was Hispanic, and
3% was “"other." The black pbpulation in Brookljn was
substantially larger than that of Greenpoint.,” However:
the proportion of Hispanics in CGreenpoint is about the
same as in Brooklyn as a whole. The racial distribution
in New York City (all 5 boroughs) is slightly dJifferent
than in Brooklfn, but 1like Brooklyn as a wholer it is
different when éompared to Greenpoint. In 1880: 52% of

New York City's population was white (non-Hispanic)., and

oD

48% was ﬁade ﬁp of minorities, Blaéks comprised 24% of
the population, Hispanics made up 20%, and "other" were
the remaining 4%. 1In summarf, in 1980 there was a higher
percentage of blacks in Breoklyn than in New York gity.
The blaék population: in Brooklyn as a whole and New York
Cityr however, was &a much laréer percentage than in
Creenpoint, The proportion of Hispanics in all Ehree
areas (Greenpoint, Brooklyn as a wholer and ¥ew York City)
was aboﬁt the same while the proportion of whites (non;
Hispanic), is much larger in Greenpoint than in Brooklyn

anC ¥ew York City.
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In 1980, 44% of Greenpoint's population were high

school graduates.3

The proportion of graduates in
Greenvoint is much lower than that of Brooklin as a wholer
and substantially Jower than the proportion of high school
gracduates in New York City. In 1980, 61% of New York City

resicents were high school gracduates,

IHNCOME

Average mediaﬁ family inéome ih 1979 in CGreenpoint
waé 514,464 ,00, It waé slightly lowver thaﬁ the mediaﬁ
family income for Brooklyn. which was $14,664.00 in 1979.
These are lower than New York Cify's medi&n family inéome:

$16,818.00 in 1979.

OCCUPATION

Ih 1980, Greenboint residenﬁs helé¢ a variety of
occupations. The largest group was in technical and sales
occupations (32%), followed by oﬁerators ancé¢ laborers
(28%) and service occupations (16%). Cnly 9% of
Greenpoint's residents held professionaI: or managerial
occupations in 1980. This was a substantially lower

proportion of professionals and managers than lived in the
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borough as a whole. Iﬁ 1980, 21% of Brooklyn's residents
were professionals or managers., The proporéion of
Bfooklfn residents who helé technical and sales
occupations (40%) was also somewhat higher than in
Greenpoint.

A majority of Greenpoint resicdentz (86%) were
employees of the private sector in 1080, while 11% were
government workers. The remaining 3% were self enployed.
This differs from £he borough és a whole., 1In 1680, 76%
of Brooklyn residents workel in the private sector, 20%
were government workers, anG 4% were self emrployed. A
larger proportion of Greenpoint residents were ewmployees
of the private sector than Brooklyn residents as & wholes
while a larger proportion of Brooklfn residents were

government workers.

U e
While a ‘ﬁajority of Greeﬁpoint's housing was built
before 1939, many structures were built before 1900. "More
than 60% of the residential bullolngs are made of wood
(New York Clty Dlannlng Comm1551onr 1974). There are a
few streets in Greenpoint made up of brownatones and brlck
townhouses, remnants of Dutch settlement from the 17th

century. These particular streets are presently part of a
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seven block historic district borcered by Franklin Street:s

- °

Manhattan Avenue, Calyer anc Xent Streets. Inclucec in

this district 1is the Jlarcdest collection of commercial

struoctures remaining from the 1Sth century. Creenpoint

-

has witnessed very little new housing, with the exception
of some new construction along lMc Guinness Boulevarc.
zesidential structufes in Greenpoint are not higher
thar six stories, and 71% of them contain four or fewer
dwelling units per structure (New Yo;k City Planning

Commission, 1574). A small number of housing units were

owner occupied, anc 81% of them were renter occupied in

1980, However "the ercentage of owner occupied
) L
s . . . . : 4 o
buildings with rental units iz unusually high."” Yinites

made up the majority of both owner (21%) and renter (75%)

occcvpied@ housing units, Hispanics made up 7% of owner

e

ccctied ané 18% of renter occupled uvnits., In 1880, the

&

& redian rent in  Greenpoint waz 5140, In
intervievs; residents repert some lower rents than the
zcevie. of tenure and rent coptrol  Jaws,
Aleneg with the City trenlr repte in Greenpoint heve heern
crt nenthly rents as Ligh as
S86GC6  ard  2CCC, These rernts are usvally chargeé for
apartrnents in hrovnstones or townhouvse:.

In cuner occupied housinc units in 1¢8C: €64% cf the
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housekclcCers moved into the CdJwellincs hefcore 1969, This
contracts with 36% in renter occupied houzing uvnites. In
1¢83 a sixty unit apertment buildinc was converted into a

co-opr., This is the first one in Greenpoint.

BRETTCION

Thefe are a number of churches in Greenpoint “Bﬁt
most with large congregation [arel Catholic,®” 2e stated
previously, Catholic churches in Greenpeint are the center
of ethnic clﬁsters. Residents report that each chu?ch is
associated with an ethnic group. There are two types of
Roman Caﬁholic chufches in Gfeenpdint. diocesan - and
national. Diocesan churches have territorial boundaries
or parishes and are part of a larger territory or diocese
with other churches. The parishes of diocesan churches do
not overlap. Nationai churchex are those that serve a
particular etunic grovp. They are usually located within

the boundaries f a diccesan church., There are three

0

national churches in Creenpoint: two Polish and one
Italian. There is also one diocesan church ihat is
reported to be dominated by Irish residents. The national
churches offer mass in their national 1language and

Bnglish. The diocesan church offers mass in English and
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Spanish. Each church has an elementary school connected

to it.
DRSCRIPTIONS BY RESIDENTS

Those Greenpoint residents interviewed were asked to
describe their neighhorhood. Their descriptions take a
variety of forns, Some reszidents highlight

neiaghborliness,

I 1love Greenpoint. It's 1like a 1little town and
everybody knows evervbolCye-and its just very nice,
T love Greenpoint I viculd never leave.

I think it's a good neighborhood. 1It's really a
"neighborhood. Everyoner at leest I thinkr, you know
your neichborsy your fawmily live herer there is a lot
of marriages between families, you know their sons

and dauchters from school,

I like it. People are very friendly. I go on the
Avenue everyboCy meets me, I can't come back in time
to Go anythincs very friencdlye.

I brought a guy here from work. he was amazed at when
I was going through the streets, driving him around.
had to go to different stores, how many people I Kknew
who would say hello, you know from all over, they're
used to a couple of people here, a person on the
block, your neighbor over here, they can't see 10-15
blocks away you knowing everybodyr it's really a
pretty good neighborhood where you can dJet to Know
people.
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These descriptions suggest' that Greenpoint is a
neighliorhool where there is a high degfee of neighboring.
Neighbors meet each other on streets: while shopping and
stop to chat. The cuotation above suggests that outsiders
are amagzed at the dJdegree of neighboring and interaction
that exists in Greenpoint.

Others describe Greenpoint by discussing generational
continuity. Many familieé have "planted rooté" in the
neighborhoocd. In some casesr their graﬁdchildren have

remained and have made CGreenpoint their home.

It's fairly closed, somewhat closed conmunitys you
know my mother was born a £few bhlocks from here and
she still lives here, and you know I was born here
an¢ my friends from grammar school are still here:.
people can't believe I  still have £riends £from
grammar school, they think it's very strange that it
could happen these daysr, and you can always come back
no matter how long you're awayr, you can always come
back to the neighborhood and stayr, and meet people
you haven't seen in years and, you know, it doesn't
matter, they'll say Hir, how you doing., It doesn't
matter because you always belong here no matter how
long you're aways you always belong here: ané there's
still people who are here when you were yound.

Fhere I am is just a section of Italian people that
have been here for many many generations., their
grandparents ané great grand parents have settled
herer and that's how it has remained here even though
they might buy a house. I Kknow a few people gone
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outside this neighborhood, bought houses on the
Island or Staten 1Island or Jerseyr wherever, but
alwvays manage to come back to the little nest, and
stay here and refurbish it.

I live in-a six family apartment house. 0X, that the
family owns. They're all my aunts,; I mean usually
there were three aunts, my mother and my two aunts.,
now another aunt moved in. other people had been in
and out there., but-a select grou» of people. My aunt
moved inrs everyone's Italian, then my mother, her
aunt lives downstairs. Uncle 1lives .across the
street, another aunt lives two doors down. And my
gister still 1lives in the neighborhood, she's
marriecd, she has children. My brother moved away and
then he came back into Hiddle Village to be closer.
His wife's family in Brooklyn and in Queensr, so they
moved, they 1lived in Staten Island for short time.
andkwere miserable away from everyone so they moved
back. '

Thesz responses imply that 'kinship and neighboring
are elements at work which allow Greenpoint to be called
"a tightly - knit ethnic comrunity I[wherel... a feeling of

small town f£friendliness and informality characterizes

interchanges among residents.“6 It appears that residents
agree.
Some residents expressed concarn about the

neighborhood changing.

I rather people “don't know about us [the
neighborhood]l because I like it the way it is. ‘
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This respondent prefers that Greenpoint not get bublicity
from the media because “outsideré" may be attracted to the
neighborhood. For this respondent, newcomers woulé change
the neighborhood.

Other resicdents described Greenpoint in terms of its
safetyr which enabled them to gc out at night without any
fears. Others describe its gecgraphic location and

s evident from these

[*8

accessibility to lManhattan. As
responses, interviewed residents had positive images of

their neighborhood.

HISTORY OF GREENPOINT
Greenpoint was purchased from the Canarsie Indians hy
the Dutch West India Company in 1638. A parcel of land,

which included Rushwick, Williamsburg, and Greenvpoint. was

3
o)

securel from the Incdians for the price of ight fathoms

of duffels, eight strings of waﬁpun, twelve kettles, eight
éhip axesr eight hatchets and some knives, beads, and
awls."7 At that time. Greenpéintlwas‘partlof the wanship
of Bushwick: which was governed by Peter Stuyvesant.
Greenpoint remained an isolated area for many years

because of its geograpny; it was surrounded by water on

three sides and partially on the south. The BRushwick



——54——

- Creek separated part o Greenpoint's soﬁth Erom
Williamsburg. This Creek was laéer filled  and is
rresently lic Carren Park. Dﬁring the.Revolﬁtionary War
there vere conly five families in Greenpoint: the Rennets.,
Calyers, lieseroles, Provoosts, and Van Zandts. These
families ané their slaves  farmed the land. They
transported their produce across the East Rivér to -
Manhattan by a large boat which each family had. Some of
the streets in Greenpoint have been named after these
families,

Creenpoint resisted commercial development until the
late 1830's. In 1838 the first public highway, Franklin
Turnpike, was compleéed. This highway includeC a bricdge
over Bushwick and Newtown Creeks. It was Greenpoint's
first link to industrializing areas:. such as Williamsbhurg
and Astoriasr Queens, The opening of this highway marke§
the end of CGreenpoint's isolation and pastoral existence.

Like its neighboring communities, Greenpoint began to
industrialiée. A shipbuilding industry develéped on the
waterfront. It was the major iﬁdustry in Greenpoint until
about 1870« empldying over half of the local population.
A variety —of vessels ‘were built in Greenpoint (clipper
shipss steam ships) by renowned shipbuilders, such as John

Englis, Henry Steersr, ané John Ericcson. Ericcson was
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: résponsible for designing and building tﬁe nyioniteor." an
iron-clac¢ shipys ﬁhich is credited with changing the course
of navel history. It saved¢ the Union Navy by Gefeating
the Confederate "Merrimac® in the Civil WVar, The
"Monitor™ was builf at the Continental Shipbﬁilding
Corporation at 64 Calyer Street.

The growing shipbuilding indusﬁry brought laborers
from TIreland and later £from 1Italy. Emigration from
Irelaﬁd began around 1850 because of a famine. Bj 1855,
one third of New York Citj's voters were Irish (Glaiet aﬁd
Moynihan, 1970). Iﬁ the éame years Italiaﬁ§ began
crossing the Atlantic. stever, it was ndt until the
1870's that mass migratidn- from Italy begaﬁ. Immigraﬁts
from both groups had few skills and little industrial
training. The initial place of settlement in Greenpoint
for both groups of immigrants was in its northern section.
since that was the area that was first developed because
of its proximity to waterfront industries,

Residential and¢ shopping afeas weie developed in
order to accommodate workers, Three and four sﬁory frame
houses were built near the waterfront. The Asﬁral
Apartments: a six-stgry apartment complex, was built by
Chérles Pratt tb lodge workers. 1In additioh: brownstones

were built along a few streets to house the local elite,.
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By the mid 1340'51 Protestant denominations obened
churches. Greenpoint's first school also opened at ‘this
time. The first Caﬁholic chﬁrch was not established ﬁntil
1854.

Ardund 1850, a steam ferry service began vhich ran
from East 10th Stréet in Manhattan to Greenpoint Avenue,
a éecsnd ferry was later established which ran from East
23rd Street to Greenpoint Avenue. The ferry service was
started by Neziah Bliss. Bliss was influential 1in the
development of Greenpoint. " He was originallf froﬁ
Connecticﬁt. bﬁt married lary Meéerole; the daughter of
one of Greenpoint'é firét families, and made Greenpoint
his home. 1In 1855, Greenpoint was annexed to the city of
Brooklfn. Neziah BRliss was chosen as a Greenpoint
representative on the Board of Allermen for the citf of
Brooklyn.,

During the 1870's, the shipbuilding incdustry began to
decline because of increasing costs for lumber anc¢ the
emergence of ‘iron ships. However, this was not the end of
incdustry in Greenpoint. Other industries developed on
Greenpoint's  waterfrontr, such as jﬁte _ﬁills, oil
refineries (Charles Pratt refined Astral Lamb 0il) : and
manufacturing concerns ., including ironr glass: and

porcelain. The growth of these industries brought
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numerous Polish immigrants to Greenpoint. During this
timer, immigration from Poland to the United States was
increasing. These individuals: However: are considered
early immigranﬁs" since immigration from Polanéd was
extensive from the turn of tﬁe century to arouné 1530
(Lobatap 1976) . Between 1871 anc¢ 1890, 64,776 Poles
immigrated to the United States (Lobata, 1876). Moét
immigrants were farm and unékilled laboreré, coming from
rural areas in Polanc.

By £he turn of tﬁe century. Greenéoint was
industrialized, The waﬁerfront was lined with heavy
incdustry and 1light industry developed in other parts of
the area. Moét of the houses that presently exist had
already been built. Mew housing construction was at a
minimun,

During the 1950's, Greenmoint began ekperiencing
minority growth. Immigration to MNew York City from Puerto
Rico was at its peak in 1952 and 1653 (Glazef and
Moynihan, 1970). At the éame time, white ethnicé began
moving ffom innef city neighborhcocods to the suburbs.
Greenpoint. especially the éeétion of Greenpoint between
the waterfront and Greenpoint Avenue (from here on
referred to as northern Greenpoint) experienced both of

these changes. At present, this area is comprised mostly
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of Hispanics and Poles, illustrating those trends.

Those resicdents from' northern Greenpoint who were
intervieved point to a number of factors which contributed
to mincrity growth in their area. These factors are
movement te the suburbs in search of the American Dreames
closing of a local bridge, incdustryr, slum lords, and white

flight.

MQVE TO THE SU3YRRARS

Interviewed residents discussed how many of the

{=ds

younger people n the neighborhood "were 1looking for

something better than they hal." They were searching for

-

-

the "2Zmerican LCream." They wanted backyards and swimming

pools, Scr when their parents died, the children sold the

-

house 1in Greenpoint and moved to places such as Long

Island and New Jersey. As one respondent said

I think a lot of them left because they wanted sort
of a better more countrified, they went to Aueens: or
they moved out to HMiddle Villager or out to Long
Island like a lot of people dic when they married.s
the young peonle dién't want to stay in Greenh01nt:
it wasn't gool enough for them so they ieft.
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NG O A BRT

Until the 1950's, there wés a bridge at the foot of
Manhattan Avenue which crassed the >Newt6yn Creek and
linkec Creenp01nt with Long Islaﬁd City ih Dﬁeens. This
bridge was at one end of Greenp01nt s main merchant strlp.
Resicdents recall how they woula walk Manhattan Avenue.
shOﬂ: ané walk across the bridge 1nto Long Island Clty to
‘ contlnue their act1v1t1es. They also report that Long
Island City resiaents woulq cross the bridge and shop in
Greenpoint. ' )

During the 1950's New York City deéided to tonstrtct
a major tréffic artery through Greenpoint that would 1link
the AQueenborough Bridge and Queens Midtown Tunnel with
Brooxlyn Queens and Long Island Expressways. “This major
arterj is presently lc Culnness Boulevard in Green001nt
(previously Oakland Street). In addition to the
construction of Mc Guinness Boulevérd, a new bridge known
as the Pulaski Bridge was built at the foot of Mc Guinness
Boulevard crossing the Newtown Creek and coméleting_this
traffic pattern. The Manhattan Avenue Rridge was closed.

Residents see the closing of this bridge as havxng a
major impact on northern Greenpoint. The merchant strip

on Manhattan Avenue in northern Greenpointe between
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Creenpoint Avenue and the waterfront, began dJdeteriorating
because residents no longer walked this portion of the
neighborhood, According to some residents, these effects

contributed to minority growth in northern Greenpoint.

Sure, that's 1like a deadend therer now before, all
the trolley cars and everybody used to walk across
the bridge, and on the way back and forth they'c¢ shop

-

and that changed.

When they put the bridge on the next block over [hic
Cuinness Boulevardél they actually segregated the
nerthern part of Greenpoint: because a lot of people
would take  the subway there, people <£from that area
[Long Island City] woulé come to Greenpoint to shop.

It was basically the influx of Puerto Rican people.
Now why they moved down there ané why there was so
much room available, you know, pecple move where
there is -space, and I think that area  was
detericorating csomewhat, especially once the bridge
closed down. I think that was a factor. Once
there's no more bridge, then a lot of the stores
closecd, less traffic and there's empty buildings. anc
there are a lot of nice apartments there.

IEDUSTRY
A few residents point to the existence of incdustry in
the neighborhood as a "pull® factorr a reason for

Kispanics, in particular, to be attracted to CGreenpoint.
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During the late 19th Centuryr it was commoﬁ for workers in
maﬁufacturing incdustries to live close to their workplace
(Hershberg, 1981). This seems to be the case for Buroypean
iﬁmigrants settling in Greenpoint. Ihdﬁstry attracted
them, Puerto Rican migrants and other Hispanic groups
that followed seem to have continued this trend. Some
Greenpoint resifents therefore believe that industry is
responsible for "the change®™ in northern Greenpoint, the

growth of an Fispanic population.

S1gt TORDS

Some residents say that absentee landlords. who are
slum lords, are responsible for minority growth in
northerﬁ Gréenpoint. Accbrding to residents., these
lanclor’s were only concernecd with ccllecting rents from

their buildinns

)

It was a good neighborhood., What happened, well vyou
got a lot of landlords that didn't live here, They
bought the big buildings and they took anything and
everything in, just for the money, it didn't matter
to them what happened to the buildings.
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Susser (1582) notes that minorities have been relegated to

these buildings.
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WHITE FLIGHT

Once Hispéﬁics began moving into northern Greenpoint.
white residents started leaving. Census information
suppeorts this point. In 1950, Greenpoint was

predominantly Cerman, while in 1960 it was mainly Polish
vith lesser numbers of Irish and Italiag. By 1980,
hovever . Hispanics eherge as an ethnic gqroup in
Greenpoint. Moreover, it seems that the Germaﬁs were one
of the first groups to arrive and also one of the first to
leave. The descriptions that residents give illustrate
theories on ecological succession (Duncan and¢ Duncan.

1957).

[There arel all kinds of factories over there and
that's why it went downs I guess, it went Cown
cduicker ancC then one things, when the other element
came ins, they come in therer and then the whites
start getting away from them, you know: and that's
another thing cause once they come in, the other ones
start pushing, they're afraidr they're afraid, so
they're pushing out. :

They [slum lords] brought in these peopler and like I
say they were all Puerto Ricans and the Polish people
wouldn't put up with this sort of thing, and they
started selling their houses. aAh, to a lot of
people in this neighborhood who own houses:
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especially my block over herer I know 5 or 6 Polish
Eeople got scared and they left. And they sold their
ouses for ridiculous prices.

Then you get the Lysteriar, "The Spanish are comin
ins I'n seliling the hotses, I'm getting the hell
of the neighberhcol.®

3 -

hece accocunts which Cescribed the factors

3

contributing to Fispanic growth in northern Creenpoint,

: -

were obtained by asking resicdents about neighberhood

change; most answvered immeciately by discussing the
existence of Hispanic residents in northern CGreenpoint.
However, the responses obtained from a few older
residents, who were Kknowledgeable about Greenpoint's
nistoryr suggest that northern Greenpoint has

traditionally been the staging area for immigrants.

Everything above Greenpoint Avenue was called
Irishtown, and that was considered the poorer section
way backr cause many of the immigrants that were
cceming in were Irish, and those sections there were
less elaborate than those south of Greenpoint
[Avenuel » those south of Greenpoint were pretty much
owne¢ by what was the remainder of the o0ld Dutch
settlers.

This here section of Greenpoint changeé sc oftens it
used to be different ethnic- groups, at first it
started off with the 1Italians, then it was the
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Germans, then it was the Polish, and right now it's
Hispanics that seem to be taking over, and then-I
think they'll probably go their way ancC then, I think
there's an influx of Orientals.

t should be remembered that northern Greenpcint was
the first section of the neighborhood to be developed.
The‘developﬁent of shipbuildin§ and other industries on
tihe waterfront led to the conatruction of housing in the
northern perticn of Greenpoint. Given this history:, it is
uncerstancable that northern Creenpcint experienced
successive waves of Européan immicrants, Howévere it
appears that this tradition continues in CGreenpoint with
Hispanics. As immigrant ogroups assimilate and become
vywardly mobile, some incivicduvals mncve to an area that
represente their status, 1leaving northern Greenpoint to
the next wave of imnmigrants.

Vhite ethnic residents in Greenpoint responded to the
growth of an Hispanic commﬁnity by cefending their
neighborhood. Accérding to respondents:; non-Hispanic
residents employ a number of defensive strategies in an
attempt to maintain a white ethnic neighborhood. 1In
acditionrs it seems that the growth of an Hispanic
co{ﬁunity in Greenyoint has led to the neighborhocod

becoming segregated between the northern portion (north of

(3
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Greenpoint Avenue to the waterfront). and the southern
portion (south of Greenpoint Avenue to the 3rooklyn-Queens
Expressvay). Mést Hispanic residents live in northern
Greenpcint. A small percentage live in southern
Greenpointr, anC are usually found in larger buildings (six
or more units) with absentee landlords. It was suggested
in interviews with resicdents that non-Hispanic residents
froﬁ both the north and the south of Greenpoint are
defending their neighborhood, However, given the
c¢ifferences between these two areas: the way that

s ™

-residents of each area defend is somewhat different, The

[
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.ve strategies for each area will be discussed in
subsecuent chapters. Accérding to residents, northern
Greenpoint hecame viewed az an undesirable area. Northern
Greenpcint residents are avere of this "stigma" (Goffmany
1963)., Respondents point to Gfeenpoint Avenue as the
symbdlic bouncary between the north and séﬁth areas.
-This street is a major thoroughfare anc incluces a bus
route, truck router and train station. lioreoverr there
are no banks north of Greenpoint Avenue. The annual
street fair and outdoor Chrisémas lighfs proviced by lopéi
merchants do not go farther north than Greenpoint Aven&e.

Respondents sayr however, that the boundary is probably a

few blocks Ffurther north, at Java or India Streets:
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because nortii c¢f these streets is where the residential

™m

clustering of Hispanics becomes more obvious, In

additions moxt residents interviewed hold the southern

la nortnern CGreenpoint residentl.....Like T said, I
been here 2% years and after Greenpoint avenue to me.
that's white neichborhocd that's what it is, and this
£iCe is more to the Puerto Rican.

[a southern  Greenpoint resident].eeecsl alvays
remember, once you cross Gresnpeint Avenuer except
for a few white blockss that wasn't the good section
of Greenpoint.

[a southern Greenpoint residentl.....We never really
went cown that enér we had St. Anthony and we never
really associated with 8t. Alphonsusz, that was like
tihve other territery cor something.

[ northern CGreenpeint residentl.....As Johg as I
rernenber, that was the pocrer end of the neighborhood
GCown there, you just never went, all the stcres and
everything were always up thiz way you just
never...when you went up my block on Kent you just
never macde the right, you always made & left cause
that's where all the stores and everything were, up
this wayr you never went down that ways, you just
¢icn't go.

There is a marked difference as one crosses

Greenpoint Avenue going north. The grounéd begins a steady
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downhill pattern. Bodegas are numerous on a number of
street corners. During the summer it is gquite common to
hear salsa music being played in the streets, Buildings
show signs of deterioration to a qreater degree than those
in the scuth. Some buildings ﬁave been condemned and only
their shells remain. Houses in the north have a lower
market wvalue than those in the south, and it is more
Gifficult to obtain mortgages and home improvement loans
for housing in this area. Local folklore has it that one
of the major lending institutions, the Greenpoint Sa#ings
Banks gives out mortgage money for properties "as far as

it can throw a rock." This distance happens to go no

cr

r

tn
a

lier than north Greenpoint Avenue, Sduthern Greenpdint
is different. It teﬁds to be better kept. Homes are
renovatecd and buildings show 1less deterioration than in
northiern Greenpoint. . Fthnic  specialty stores are
tynically Polish: butcher shobsr bakeriesr: ancd corner
grocery stores, The south holds the local shopping strip
where all kinds of retaijil stores can be found, Because

-

there are apparent differences as one crosses the divisi

e

o
in the neighborhood, Greenpoint Avenue, I asked resicents
héw this boundarf is maintained. They respondel in a
varieﬁy of ways. Howevers the ﬁost prominent explanation

is that white ethnics 1in southern Greenpoint will not
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allow Hispanics to cross the boundary.

-

There was a recognition among the Hispanic and the
white that you =tay to your end of the neighborhoodr
and I'll stay to miner I Jjust think. it was an
understood thingrs they preferred to be with their
cwvnys the Hispanic preferred to live with the
Hispanic, ‘but I think they also didn't like the
Gifference in housing, but weren't politically sure
gnough or organized enough to change it.

Pecple are not moving...[on this street] 90% of the
houses are owned by either the people who had them 40
years agor or their sons live there, ané I'm saying
that T think that's typvical of some of the other
streets too.

I just don't think that they [scuthern residentsl
rent to anyboly other than their own...you'll never
see anyboly I[who] lives on that side [the southl come
anc live Cown here.-

These statements sugcest that thhe relaticnship
between Hispanics ané white ethnics in Greenpoint is far
less than ccngenial. In addition, these responses inply
that there is an attempt at keeping distance between theée
CroupsS. White, non-Hispanics view Hispanics as a
different.race. Yet a éistinétion wouid be ﬁade about
soﬁeone whose ancestry is European, Spain for example or

Cuban, rather than Puerto Rican. This sugoests a class
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distinction. They see somecne from Sgain or Cuba as a
"beifer class®" of Hispanic. Soﬁetiﬁes neon-Yispanics will
ﬁse this class cdistinction to rationalize their acceptance
of an Hispanic with whom they have become f£riencly.

Contemporary Greenpoint appears to be a proluct of

it~ history. It began as an isolated territory in tlh

-

S

17tn centvry:. anc¢ 1its present white ethric residents, in
some wayss want to maintain their isolation. HMany of the
neighborheoec tracditions that are part of its history seem
to have continuecd. New immigrants start in northern
Greenpoint ané move farther south as they assimilate and
become upwardly mobile, Hispanics: however: seeﬁ to have
been blocked from continuing this tradition because white
resicdents from southern Greenpoint want them to stay4in

the north,.
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1 . ‘I.IQT E E . . . .
Information on total population and race were

obtained by examining block data from the 1980 census. The
white and black counts ¢o not include Hispanic persons.
Hispanics viere countel as a =zeparate categoryr since white:
ncn-Hispanic resicdents perceive Hispanic residenﬁs as a
separate race,

2 Dhis was obtained by exaﬁining tract data from the
1¢70 Censﬁs on Puertoe EHican Bifth or Parentage.

3Information on education refers to Eersons over 25
years old. It was obtaihed from the 1980 Census.

4 _Christopher Wellisz, "If Yoﬁ're Thiﬁkiﬁg of LiQing
In Greenpoint," New York Timess . 12 Deéember 1982, sec.
8., p. R9. )

> Ida Susser: Norman 5&; gE, (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1982), é. 35,

G_New_York City Landmarks Preservation Commission,

rcoxlyn Svrvev: Greenpoint, Proposed Historic District.
7 ®"Greenpoint'™ unpublished pamphlet, sponsored by the

Brooklyn Union Gas Companyr p.l



CHAPTER III

STRATEGIES OF DEFENSE IN SOUTHERN GREENPCINT
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Tﬁis cﬁaéter focuses on the ways that southerﬁ
Gfeenbeint atteﬁbts to iesist miﬁority growth, It
deseribes the strategies of éefeﬁse that are ﬁseé Ey
residents. Those examined are: an informal housing neéwork
and informal and formal surveillance. This chapter begins
by presenting a demographic picture of southern
Greenpoint. Housing as a sﬁfapegy of defense will then be
discussed. This will include éhe ways that apartments are
rente¢ and hoeouses soldr how one goes about £inding an
available apartment or house, the role of local realtors,
" the reaction of neichbors to an available arpartment or
house on their blocks and a possible way for minority
families to gain access to owner occupied housing in
southern Greenpoint. Local sur&eillancer both informal
an¢ formal, will then be discussed as a strategy of
Cefense. This will focus on "block waﬁchers" and
civiliarn patrols as examples of informal ané <formal
surveillance. respecﬁively. Last. the tqle of

neighborhood women in defending southern Greenpoint £from

change will be explored.

DESCRIPTION

Southern Greenpoint is’ that portlon of the

R

nelohborhood bouncec by Greenpoint Avenue on the nortb' to
the Brooklyn-aueens Expressway on the south, the FEast

River on the west, and the Newtown Creek on the east. As
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mentioned previouslyr interviewed residents pointed to

Greenpoint Avenue as the "division " in the neighborhood.
In 1G8C., sbuthefh Greenpbint had a population of

approxinately 26:648.1 Of these perscns, 83% were white,

2 13% were

less han one percent (.25%) were black:
Fisvanice énd i% were 1icdentifieé¢ as other. The vwhite
population is male up of those whe identify thenselves as
Trish, Ttaliar and . Polish. The averace mecéian family
income in 187% wag 515,210, Ih 1680, ohly 42% of éhose
over 25 years were high school graduaﬁes, Iﬁ adéition.
one?third of soutﬁern Greenpoint's population held
technical and sales occupations: followed by operators and
laborers.

With regard to housing, 78% of the housing units in
1980 were renter occupied, Whites inhabited an
overwheiming majority of both owner (943%) and renter (83%)
occupieC housing units. The median rené in 1980 was S$139
in soufhern Greenpoint. Moét owners (64%) moved into
their housing units in 1969 or earlier. The majoriiy of
renters (£3%) moveld into their housing units between 1970
and 198C. Of southern Greenpoint's housing structures in
1980, 44% hac between one and four units., 45% had five to
nine units, and the remaining 11% hacd over ten units in
the building.

According to residents who were interviewed, southern

Greenpoint is the more desirable area in the neighborhood,



-—78=-

There is a higher sﬁatus attached to this area by
residents from both areas.  One reason for its higher
stétus is that it has a small percentage of minority
residents. Interviewed residents were able to name
streets aﬁd housesr on them that were "Spanish." 1In
5dditioﬁ, they were certaiﬁly aware of ahd céﬁcerned about
minority growth in northern Greenpoint. They are
attempting to "hold the 1line" at Creenpoint Avenue and
maintain this boundary because they do not want northern
Greenpoint to expand into their area. They are deﬁermined
to prevent southern Greenpoint £from becoming another
northern Greenpoint. 1In fact: these residents maintain a
series of defensive strategies in their attempt to resist
minority growth in southern Greenpéint.' The sfrategies of
defense that were uncovered by this research focus around

houvsing and surveillance,

BEQUSING

It is difficult to reﬁt éﬁ apartment or purchase a
house in southern Greenpoint. Local realtors_haﬁe said
that "there isn't a oner two or three £family house
available," The local newspaper 1lists only a few
apartments and houses for sales vwhile the length of its

"APTS. WANTED" and "HOUSES WANTED" coiumns increase.
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Residgnts‘afe particularly cautidus about fenting theii
vacanf apaftments. Not only 60 they want tolcontfol
figidly tﬁe type of tenants they may get, but they also
want to dcetermine who will be informed about the
availability of an apartment, All respbndents in southern
Greenpcint, regardless of  ethnicity, claimed that

available apartments are rentel "by word of mouth.”

There are some ads in the local paper, but I think
most of the time it's by word of mouth. I think they
nostly don't put ads 1in the paper. because when you
put an ad in the paper, you édon't know who is gonna
come.

Yehs definitelyr they um, there's I guess the thing
in the entire neighborhcod, and even probably up
around Grand Avenue, cause -they're all the same, all
the same type of people. You knows middle class
people. working people, mostly 1Italian or 1Irish or
whatever, and ah when there's an apartment vacant, no
one knows about it. They're very hush, or word of
mouth um -even: even if they're not Hispanic:, they
still watch who they rent to.

Resident homeowners go about f£inding a tenant by an
informal network through which they inform family
friends, and neighbors that an apartment is available.

This is evident by the following statements:
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Ads far as I can sees vhen there is & vacant
apartmnent, they'll always go ané ask their neighbors
éo they know anycne whe's interested.

There was an apartment right across the street, and
vell she just said, "Tell the neichbors, you Know
anyone that's interested in an apartwent," and that's
the way they get in. Other than that how wouldé you co
it?

Somebody on the block usually tells somebody:, "Do you
know somebody that's looking for an apartment." or
"If you hear of rooms in the neighborhood." through
the grapevine. :

Conseqdently; if one of these informants knows someone who
is "in the market"™ for an apartment, he/she will recommend
this individual to the owner, Iﬁ other words, individuals
. seeking apartments are "sponsored® by locals to

homeovwners,

Recommendations absolutely. .You want roomsr, I Kknow
that lary has rcooms, I'll sayr "Hery: I know so and
sos she seems to be a nice person: why don't you give
her the rooms?%

You keep it to yourself and rent it word of mouth. If
you're a frienc¢ of mine ancd you hear of an apartment.,
you sayr "Here I got a good friend." you .guarantee
him.
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What they do is they don't want strangers that they
don't know in their house. They want people to come
who are recommendedr or people who may be friends of
people that they know. -They're cautious because
they're not necessarily anxious for the dollars that
would be coming in, a family type of residence.,
vecrle that they can get along with, They do that for
their own security and for their own bhappiness
because sometimes you can rent to somebody ancé not
know who they are. AncC you know, they may be flamingo
Gancers for all you know ané you're subject *to this
sort of stuff ail the time,

In this kiﬁd of situation, a homeowner selects those
he/she trusts to tell about an available apartment. Those
who are selected as informants aré assumed to be similar
to the homeowner and to possess the same values. It is
therefore presumed by both parties that aﬁ iﬁformant would
only sponsor a potential tenant who is the "type" of
person the homeowner is seeking. Thus » if is eﬁpecﬁed
that an informant would only sponsor an individual who

would be acceptable to the homeowner.

She saids "If they're friendés of yours they must be
OX!" no she didn't say anything else.

The practice of sponsoring an individual as a

potential tenant to a homeowner places the reputation of
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the sponsor "%on the 1line.® His/her standing in the
coﬁﬁuhity could be tainteé¢ 1f a tenant he/she sponéored
turned out neot 'to be the ¢type of K person “initially
expected. One presumption is that selected informants
will sponsor white ethnics: not minorities. When a
neighhor is selected as an informant by & homecwner, the
homecwner does not need to list his/her requirements for a
tenant. Informants know what homeovners eépect.
Likewiser homeowners select informants who they presume
will know the characteristics expected in a tenant. Gi?en
this relationship . between homeowners and their selected
informartss most minorities are unable to gain access to
apartments ir southern Greenpoint. I;formants would
feopardize their reputatiohs if they recommended a
minority individual to homeowners who wanted and expected
to consider only white ethnics as tenants. There is
liﬁtle possibility that this kind of situation occurs
because it seems that homeowners are cautious about whom

they select as informants., They do not choose informants

vho may kreach the expected relationship. As one stated,

They tell you because they know you're not gonna tell
Spanish or black.
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A few respbndents, not sponsored by another resicent,
recalled their m"apartment hunting®™ experience. One ccuple
(an Irish womaﬁ anC a Puerto Rican man) was ~asked "what
are you?" by the lancdlord. The woman said that she was
Triczl: and tle nan said Eispenic, The landlord asked bhim
"whet KinC of Hispernic?" andé he answered "Puerto Rican."
The lancClorcd then asked if they had any "crawling thinge®
ir their precsent aﬁartnent. She refused to rent to theﬂ

ar.¢ accused  thew c¢f tryineg to deceive her. Another

-3
|

accerrt ig of & sinpgl

e

=

‘telian man who was looking for an
apartment in CGreenpoint, £11 of the landlorcds that he
spoke with askel hinm if he wase Puerte Rican.

According to soutlrern CGreenpoint residentsr renters

[EN

realize that in order tec £ind an apartment they must look

to be sponsored by someone who is part of the network.

T have two friends right now that wouléd really like
to get an apartment: end they have just said to meq
"Gee if you hear of anything.™ And I have other
friends of my own that might hear of something too:
that live in the neighborhood and I'll mention it to
them.

Another respondent summed up the practice of securing an
apartment in southern Greenpoint by saying "apartments in

Greenpoint, it's the same as g¢getting a job, it's who you
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know,"

These practices are illustrated by examining the
accounts of responcdents who explained how they came upon

their present apartment.

[Ny wifel found out that people upstairs were moving
out, and she knew the landlord cause she was frienés
with the lancicrcé's sister, sc¢ then the sister moved
up to konroe, New York, so then when the sister left
we were getting married, my sister-in-law heard. she
tcld my sister~in-law, and that's how we got this
arartmnent., ‘

iy mother, she called¢ me when I was planning tc move
and I told her, "Finéd me an apartment in the
neichborhoods" and she said OK fine and she went to
visit her friend, and [told]l her family, and she
founé out that this apartment here was ¢cing to be
empty because the lady that 1lived here: was the
landloréd's niece and she was moving.

My sister-in-law Jjust moved across the street: the
man came over to me, he's a friend of the familyr he
said, "My tenant is moving outs I have this
apartment, I'm re-doing it would you like it? ...well
éo you know of anyone that would like it? ... Keep it
closed," meaning any of my friends or relatives, and
my husbané went over to his sister and said, "Would
you like to 1live on Withers Street," and she came
an¢ took the apartment.
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In each iﬁstance the apartments are founc¢ through an
informal network. In all the cases noteé above:r a
relative played the role of the sponsor. Ih the last
apecdote the owner approached a potential tenant Ccirectly
but she was not interested.’ This respenCent became an
informant an¢ she gponsored her sister-in-law., She also
followed the owner's instructions, she kept informastion
ebovt the availability of this apartment within her
family, The owner ¢id not want her to reach outside of
her own social circle., Based on his impression of this
respondent, the owner presupposed that any of her cldse
friends or relatives would be acceptable tenants.

Accérding tb respondents, many houses are sold in the same

way that apartments are rented, by an informal network.

The people next door just sold their house, and they
s0lC it to the people [hext to them]l. They own this
houser anC the son is getting mdrried so-he bought
the other houser you know that type of thing., It also
happene¢ with the other house alongsice, her daughter
was getting married.,...it seems it stays basically
within, that they know who it is,

There's alwvays scomebely on the block that cdon't have
a hevse [ancd micht be interestedl].

Cre responcent explained the networking process for
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both, apartments and houcses.

It's all throuch word of mouth, same as a house when
it's vy for saler it's ¢gone kLefore it. I woull say
after three people know it then know scrmeboly's
buying it.,..somebody Jjust says I was thinking of
renting an apartment, or so and so is moving out of
an apartment, andé they'll just mention it to
somebody in passings and then they'll say oh I will
know somebody looking for an apartment., or somebody
will meet you on the Avenue and say do you know of
any apartments availabler and the next thing you know
you éo hear of oner so you call them and sayr I heard
of an apartment available, very few of them that are
worth even looking at, or a house worth looking at is
in the paper.

Some responcdents recallec¢ how they came to purchase

their present home.

The lacdy that lived here just cot friendly with my
mother and used to bring her cdown herer and my mother
kinda fell in love with the house, she 1liked this
roor ané everything elser, ané she started saying.
"Wouldn't it be better to have a one family?" She
was actually setting her vp so to speaks so she set
the whole thing up and my mother saié, "Yeh I'G
really like to have the house," and sold that house
an¢ we bought this house. She wanted someone to comne
in who would 1love the house, she was born here and
she Cicdn't want it anymore, ané¢ she wanted to give it
to someone that she knew personallyr, that was just
the way she felt ‘and that's how we wound up here.

This account is an example of how houses are sold through

an informal network in southern Greenpoint. It is common
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to hear anecdotes = such as this ohe, where homeowners
select a buyer for their house before the house is
actually up for sale. For example, homeowners may watch a
family grow over the years and when they decide to sell
their home, they may approach that family. As with
apartments, this illustrates an;ther way that the network
operates.

In some casges: respoﬁdents saic¢ that homes are more
likely to be soid through realtors than by ®"word of

mouth," because sellers are lookin for a fair price,.

lu

There is an assumption thet when one rents or sells
.threcugl: the Jocal network, the price will be at a level
that lccals can afforc. This raée tends to be lower than
mnarket value, Ir instarces vwlere respondents menticned
the vee ¢ realtorer they cited the name of one perticular
rezitor: a lecal reéicent. Sorre neighbors glve her their
business because she liQes in the neighborhood and can.,
~therefore, presumably be trusted ancé expected to follow
tradition. There is an assumpéion macde by fhese
responcéents that her Joyalty to maeintaining the
neighborhood's status quo comes before her loyalty to her
profession. Thereforer, she would not engage in any
activities that may change the ethnic composition of

southern Greenpoint.
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Given the apparent existence of an informal housing
network in southern Greenpoint one cguestions the
financial state of local realty  Dbusinesses. In
Greenpoint the licensed real -estate brokers are also
licensed insurance brokers. Local realty businesses:
therefore, sell insurance in adlition to =selling and
renting property. In some cases, local realtors are also
lawyers., 50 they maintaiﬁ their business by coffering legal
serQices £o locals as well,

Iike South Shore in Chicago (Molotch. 1872) .
Greenpoint has not experienced the pressure from realtors
that 1is commonly hearé about in other inner city
neighborhoods. Iﬁ some neighberhoods they have gained the
reputation of being block husters. If aﬁythihg, Greenpoint
realtors probably screen their clients and, therefore;

Ciscriminate, Pressure, hovwever. ceems to exist within

+

bhe informal housing network. Accérding to respéndents:
neighbors sometimes ﬁressure one another about the tybe of
person that will be rented an apartment or sold a house,
The major focus is for minoriéy,individuals Eo be unable

to gain access to available apartments or houses.

When the guy across the street was selling his house
somebody came out and saids, "I hope you're not
selling to Blacks," something like that.
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This house was almost bought by a Cuban gentlemany
an¢ the lady on this side of us told our landélord
that they are not welcome here, in very choice words
she used, and they almost threatened him, don't sell
ancG the sale did not go through.

I just know of an instance just lately: a ¢irl couple
of houses down, she'd sell to anybody for the price,
anc the girl that lived next door to her never talked
to her since because she felt, you grew up in this
neighborhoo¢ ané you're gonna ¢&o this, as it = turned
ocut she did sell it to black peopler ancd the last
thing she said as she was moving iss I hope your
neighbor does the same thing to you.

These respoﬂses illustrate the pressure that some
neighbors apply to one another when an apartment or house
is available. Iﬁ some instances threats are mace. These
accounﬁs suggesf tha£ applying pressure sometimes works ih
Greenpoint but not always.

Other respondents indicated that applying pressure is
unnecessary because there is an "unwritten agreement.,"”
analogous to a "pact," among neighbors. They agree ihat

they will not rent or sell to minority individuals.

It's ar how can I put it, it's an ‘unwritten laws, I
woulGd say in other words: you know your family's
conne heer it if you rent to a black...I- know what
they would c¢o through:, that's why T woulén™t really
do ito' :
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This response sucgcests that this pact operates without any
cvert Dressure, Tt further suggests that residents who
viclate the poct will be confronted by tbeir neighbors.
Cne responcent recalled a timeb wvhen she ancC her
family moved. She stated that her father did not sell
through the local informal bousing netwerk. but advertised
in & Catholic hewvsnaper, 89 éoiné_so he presumeé that he
woull ¢get acceptable buyers. To their surpriser, a black
family became interesteé in the house and came by to see

it.

My father Gidn't know what the heck he was going to
dor but he felt that the neighbors would probably
never speak to Lin again.

Her father knew that if he sold to this black familv, he
Qould face wunpleasant reactions‘ from his neighbors. A
likely cdnsequence' he thdught was that his neighbors
would not speak to him again.

An;ther respéndent spéke about a friend who fé;

develops abandoned housing in Greenpoint. This developer
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was thinking about renting to blacks.

A friend of mine is doing a renovation job in
Greenpoint...he's asking pretty big rents $650 to
$725, plus you pay your own heat. Now this is in an
area of Greenpoint that I[for] most people who are
from Creenpoint: it's on Guernsey Street: they would
£ell off a chair. Ané¢ in talking to him ore Qay, he
hes & tremendove amcunt of mnoney invested in thisey
nox he muvst be able to get the tyre of terant that
can afforé to pay this rent, &nd just teiking one Cay
he mentioned, "What do you think about renting to two
black men that are gay?" "Hy feeling on it or what I
think about it?" "Both(" he said. I said, "y feeling
is I Ceal with toc many pecple to judge them by their
color," I said, "For what your £future plans are,"
because he plans to develop more housing in
Greenpoint, I =said, "I think it will hurt vyou
tremencously and I don't see that you shoulé cdo
that...because of their color...the politics of the
area seems to be that you can rent to almost anybody
except to blacks...it seems that the power brokers
don't want any more minorities [than]l they have
already.

This respondent advise¢ his friendr, the developer, not to
violate the pact: in order to avoid unfavorable

repercussions which may cauze his business to suffer.

[

An adGcéitional respondent recalled an instance in
which her neichbor asked other homeowners on the block if

they woulé be upset if she rented te a Cubar family.

She asked her neighbor, her neighbor had friends and
ghe came te us and said, do you miné, I'm geing to
rent to these pecrler they're Cubans and <o you mind
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if I rent to them...an¢ there was no [roblem: she
asked ug ancd evervhboly agreed,

There are a number of implications brought to 1light by
this account., First, it svggeste that this hemeowner (id
nct want to viclate the pact. She thereforer not only
informed her neighbors of her intention:, but also asked
for their opinion con the matter. FSecond, it is apparent
thet this Cuban fewnily was being sponspre€ by another
neighlzcr, The cother hanecwners were comfortable with this
arrangement anc tLus svespenCed the pact in this instance.
Thirdr, it seems that the way for minority families to gain
access to owner occupiecd housing in southern Greenpoint is
to be sponsored by a respected resident. Residents who
are selling their house do not alwvays respond
appropriately to pressure £rom their neighbors. If by
their move, they are leaving the neighborhood completely.,
aﬁd they are hot 1eaviﬁg anyone behind, then they have no
reason to come back. Uncder these conditions, the selier
is more concerned with the price he/she can get for the
sale of the house, rather than consicering the étandards
of neighbors. However, 1if faﬁily ané friends of the
seller reﬁain in Greenpoint, and the seller intends tb

visits then he/she 1is 1likely to succumb to pressure
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exefted by neighbors when selecting a buyer.

Iﬁ summaryr it can be said that it is by defehding
accessibility to housings, that residents of southern
Greenpoint resist minority growth. Most apartments are
rented through én informal bhousing neﬁwork,' by which
residents sponsor individuals as tenants. Sbme ﬂouses are
also sold this wayr» while others are sold through realtors
who are trusted not to "blockbust.® Pressure seems to
operate among resicdents concerning the type of ferson to
whom a homeowner rents or sells his/her éroperty.
However, some report that a "pact® exists among neighbors
maxing pressure  unnecessary. This pacﬁ is an.unwritten

egreement whereby resicdents dc¢o not rent or sell to

TiEs In scre  instancesr when the pact wvag

—

mincud
viclatelr the vicleter faced consequences. This wes
ilivetrate Ly respenzes  wlere peighbore arcued ezhovt to

1 - e ]

wicn & Icnecuner was selling: and alge by the concern
expressel by & homecwner regarcding the reactions of his
neichbore should he sell to minorities, In another
instance the pact was suspended by neighbors, allowing a
homeowner to rent to a minority fanily because they were
sponsorec by another homeowner. This seems fo be one way
that minority individuals gain access to owner occupied

housing in southern Greenpoint. It can be ceoncluded that
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in most cases, available housing never reaches the
legitimate market, but remains part of the neighborhood's
"underlife®™ (Suttles., 1974). Moreover: by keeping the
availability of houéing out of the market. éouthern
Creenpoint residenté are not Ciscriminating in the
traditional sense (they are not turning minorities away).
Instead, residents take an offensive position and prevent
minorities from applving for housing. This is done by

keeping availahle housing within an informal network.

SURVEILILANCE

Another way that residents defené scuthern Greenpéint
is through local surveillance. Surveillance in southern
Greenpcint can be divided into two categories:, informal
an¢ formal. Iﬁformal surveillaﬁce refers to actﬁvities
where individuals "watch" the block. These indivicuals
are no£ sanctioned by any authority to "block watch." nor
are they tied to any local organization for this purpose.
Formal surveillancer, on the other hand, operates Ey a
Civilian Observation Patrol (cop) . The Civilian
Observation Péirol is a local org;nization whose bﬁréose
is to train and coordinate incdividuval block or small area

(a number of blocks) patrols. In both casesrs the
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objective is to protect the neighborhccd (i.e.r neighbors:
children, propertyr, etc.) from criminal dJdisturbances.

Both types of surveillance will now be cdiscussed,

Infdrmal éﬁryeillance in souﬁhern Greenpoint operates
in a_vériety of ways. One ié by residents informing their
neighhors when they are going out £for the day or on
vacation: and by asking them Eo watch theif property while
they are gone. This kind of surveillance is different
from that used to keep "undesirable" people from moving

in.

(My neighbor] might call me and sayr "I'm gonna be
out all day today keep an eyer" - and [another
neighbor]l might =say the same thing, and a third
neighbor will bring me her stuff andé sayr. "You watch
it in your house necbedy's in mine.,"™ We co that.

Well now for instance, myself, when there's just my
mocther and I in the house, and I was going away and I
vas gone liker you know, maybe over the weekené or
something, and I was gecing where it wasn't cocnvenient
for my mother to go or she didn't choose to gos I
would call several people anc made sure that they
knew that I wasn't going to be home,-and told them a
number where they could reach me, and I knew that I
coulé cdepend on them here, and just in little ways.
you know,
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I go away in the summer and I always tell-the people,
"I'm going away. nothing's gonna happen in my houser
no TVis, no refrigerator, nothing's gonna be
repairedr so if you see anyone coming out."

They're very conscious of the community, I'll give
you and exampler I go away for the summer [and] mace
a cay trip back once a week, my mail was taken out of
my mailbox everyday and put in the hallway so that no
one would know that I was not home, [I] did not ask
them to do it at all,

These responses incCicate that there is concern about homes
being burglariéed. Resicents thefefore try to prevent
such occurrences by putting neighbors "on guard."™ This
strategy is proactive, as opposel to being reactive. Iﬁ
other words, residents attempt to preveﬁt burglaries from
happening as opposed to feacting after the incident has
occurred.

Andther way that informal surveillance 6perateé in
southern Greenpoint is through residents who take it wupon
thenselves td observe block actiéities. These "block
watchers®™ are extremely suspicious of outsicders (Gans.

1962).

We have certain people, 1like mainly men that are
retired. There was one guy we calleé the mayor, he'd
walk up ané cowns he'd know everything.
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I think everyone watches everyone else's home heres
there's always scmeoné outside, on this block there's
a particular person that's always outsicde, it happens
to be an elderly man, he's always out here and he
watches, he watches +the chiléren, he watches the
block itself, and if anything goes wrong he'll alert
us to that fact. If a stranger happens to come I
think he's extra precautious about that, yeh he'll
ask, you know, I saw this girl with red hair, yeh.,
that was my friend, oh ok.

It Seems that residents are suspicioﬁs of a;y
strangers. I can recall bei;g closely wétched by locals
as I looked €£orys aﬁd entered people's homes, when
concucting interviews £for this research. Responcents
pointed out that resicents are able to identify outsiders
anc often confront these inc¢ivicduals about their

intentions,

People from the area basically see the same people
everycaysr constantlyr, and when you see somebody
different you think about what they're doing or who
they're lcoking for, and some of the people ask:. "Are
you looking £for somebody in particular?" which is
good.

Strangers: strangersr, any stranger that come to the
door, we'd ask them, "Hello who are you looking for?"
and they'll tell us; if we weren't satisfied we'd
just sayr "Sorry they're not home," and watch them
leave.
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I'm only here like six weeks and there's this club on
the cornerr the members sayr, "Hello Mrs._- ___ how
are you." they know that I go to the park [and] they
wait for me to. come back, "Hellor ah someone was
here, I think someone was here looking for you. we
tolé them you wasn't home but you'll be back at such
a time." Um, people just say, "Hello," they khow your
face,r they don't know your name, 1I'll call ané I'll
call my scon and the lady will say, "Is that your
little boy he's over there." They Jjust
automatically know who belongs here and they tencd to
just watch, It's djust like an unspoken agreement.
An¢ I know myself., the glrl up the street was ]ooklng
for her little girl, I said, "Gee she went around the
{cornerl.® You just ean't help f£ind yourself saylng
she went around the [cornerl. You watch l[and] you-do
watch. If I see somebody strange coming out ofr not
here, because I'm not here long enough cause I don't
really know everyone, but when I lived [on the other
street] if I seen someone going into my neighbors
hall who didn't look [quite rightl., I would go into
the house and call her and, you know, run-right back
out and see if they came out. If they didn't come ocut
I'd- call the police and I'd stay there and say:
"Don't worry." You just did it, you know, you can
Just tell by the 1look. -You just know:, um you can
just see bad, I think you can sense 1t' you can just
sense something's up.

This last response suggests that residents not only
"watch." but also have a "sense® or a working knowledge of
who does ancd Ccoes hot belong. Surveillants obseive the
aétivities of strancers ané often confront them and
guestion them,

Interviews incicated that there is yet another method
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of informal surveillance in southern CGreenpoint that is
reactive. This method 1is illustrated by block observers

who witness crimes and contaect the police.

During the summertime, the girl across the street:
she works and sometimes her grandchildren come
arounds and they have bicycles in there. And -this
here car stopped this day and went into the house,
and came out with the bicycles. But the guy next
coor, "the watcher," had taken down the number of his
car, anc¢ as soon as they left he went and called the
cops. AnG the cops lookeé up the number of the car:
looked up the kid and sure enough they got the bike.
Ané that's where it was. Oh they're always watching.
There's five men in particular that's retired. It's
not a block association they're on their own.

F—

I walked up Calyer Street towards Manhattan Avenuer I
got as far as Guernsey Street and. I'm croqs1ng
Guernsey Street and I see these two men coming, and
one with a television on his shoulder, and I said.,
"Ceer they could have robbed that television.m So I
turned around to see if I could get the license plate
number. There was no license plate number on the
front of the car. So I made believe T forgot
something and turned around like that, fas if I werel
the copr anéd I walke¢ back, --and I crossed Guernsey
Street back again, and I turned around just as they
were 'pulling away. And I got the license plate number
of the <carr and it was a Bonneville, - and I forgot
about it. I-did write it down but I forgot about it.
But later on in the evening, see-this is what I mean
about being a nelghborhoodp now I happened to be
walking up the Avenue again and I saw [a neighbor]
sitting and --few other people sitting on the stoop
down Guernsey Street,  &and they called me there to
ask me a guestion of some kind. When I was leaving I
saié, "By the-way if anybody lost a “television on
this block I know where it is, I'm a detective." The
next morning [the neighbor] calls me, she says: "Do
you still have the 1license plate number," -she said.,
"The lady across the street was robbed yesterday and
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they took her television." So the two of us went
around to the police station and I understand they
did get them.

1

These skeiches exemplify the action that is taken by
surveillants, who encounter questionable events that may
be criminal.l Observers respond to the event by contécting
the police. Alsé reported, however, are instanées where é
suspect was CdCetained by locals,v while waiting for the

police to arrive.

On [this] street there was a young girl down the
train station and a fellow or a young bhoy -tcokx her
purser and on [this] street there is a pizza parlor
an¢ there's a bar where a 1lot of men, Ttalian men
stayr and they ran after this fLellow and they got him
I think they must of roughed him up a little bit by
the time the police -came, but they seem to get
control of the situation after that.

Described above is an ihstahce where a criminal activity
was handled by the local residents in what is suggested as
a vigilante style. Locals responded to a crime that Vas
committed against another resident.

These accounts describe the way that some southerﬁ
Greenpoint resicdents informally'oﬁersee street actiQities.

ResponCents report that in scme instancess residents will
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céntact neichbors to %"keepr an eye"™ on their property whilg
they aré cut for the day og on vacétion. Like the‘
informal housing network discussecé earlier: this informal
method of surveillance is an offensive strategy.A
Residents infofm theif neighbors of their absence in an
attenpt to prevent a crime from occurring. Likewise, the
informal housing network is an offensiée strategy in that
it attempts to prevent minority individuals £from knowing
about available housing in southern Greenpoint, Iﬁ _both
strategies, the emphasis is 65 prevehtion. An;ther
proactive | strategy of informal surveillance was
illustrated by the résponse of some southern Greenpoint

derse anc to suspicious events.

(9N

residents to outs
However, upon witnessing crimesr residents use reactive
surveillance methods., By these methods residents respond
to the  occurrence of criminal activitiesr, as oppesed to

attempting to prevent them,

FQRICAT, SURVEILLANCE

Formal surveillance in southern Greenpoint operates
through a Civilian Observation Patrol (COP), a voluntary
organization in Greenpoint, It first began as part of a

block association in southern Greenpoint. It developed in
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respoﬁse to humerous complaints by block association
members about auto thefts and break-ins. The result wés a
gsystem, where two residents ride- around a particular
segmenf of the neighborhood in their own cars., which are
ecuipped with CBR racdios. If they eﬁqounter any criminal
activity or any event which appears suspicious. theyvreléy
the event to their "baée station," The base séaﬁion
consists of a C2 radio in someone's home and a resident to
respond to calls. If a call is relayed from a civilian
patrol car to the base station:; the base statioﬁ operator
responds to the call by alertiﬁg policg of the iﬁcident.
According to a COP member, most base station oferators are
wonieny while most car patrols are nade ﬁp by rmen. He

¢escribes the method of relaying a call as follows:

B call comes in from the mobile unit, gives a
Cescription of what's geing on: notifies the base
station. The base station in' turn . icdentifies
himself, like a block watching unit. They dial 911,
[he's] only repeating what the mobile unit says. And
[hel calls it in judging on the type of call, That's
where [his] training comes in. If it's an emergency
call naturally 91l. Not ‘an emergencyr [he's]
instructed to call the precinct and identify
[himself] at the precinct desk, "Civilian patrol, I
have a bunch of kids on the corner," you knowrs
something like that. But the 911, [hel identifies
[himself] not only that [he's] a member of a civilian
patrolr, also gives J[his] block watcher's number:
which is given no priority but it's considered a
lecitimate professional call. Remeboly that Knows
what they're doing out there.
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Patrol member d&o¢ not beccome directly involved with
neighborhood disturbances. They act as additional "eyes
an¢ ears" for the local éolice. Patrols wusvally oéerate
on weekend nights and follow a schedule that was developed
by members. However soﬁe added a day patrol which is
comprised mostly of local women.

As previously mentioned, civilian patrols began as an
activity of one block association in southern Greenpoint.

The local police precinct captain was initially skeptical

about this activity. He was concerned that it was a
vigilante oréanization. This original pa£r01 was closely
monitored by the local police ancd eventually recognized as
a - legitimate civilian activity. Accbrding to patrol

menbers, crime decreased substantially in the area that
wvas patrolled by civilians. The effecéiveness of this
patrol was publicized. Residents in other areas of the
neighborhced were }experiencing cfime waves., The patrol

neé their method.

[N

founders met with these groups ané expla
! - IS

Accordéing tc one founder:

From: there we started blossoming intoe cdifferent
sections of Greenpoint. At ocne give time we
Gevelopel into twelve active areas being covered by
patrols.
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Subsequentlyr, the patrol founders saw it necessary to
uhite the individual patrols into one organization, and
the 094th Civilian Observation Patrol was formed.‘This
organization was a consortium of civilian éatrolé in
Greenpoint, The 84th COP actec as a liaison between the
loéal police anc member éatrois. Iﬁitially. each civilian
patrol operatec incdependentliy. During the summer of 1983,
the 24th COP wés_prepérihg to supervise and coorainate thé
operations of all civiliap patrols that were members. At
that peint in time, they had ohtained new radio eguipment
an¢ had plarnec¢ on ceﬁtralizing patrol activities and
administering dutiés. Instead of each patfol working with
its 6wh base station, all membef patrols would work with
one central base station, _ Iﬁ additions the 94th COP h%d
¢ivided the neighbofhood into a number of small sections.
By doing so they planned to expand the areas to be covered
by each patrol, in an attempﬁ to patrol more streets. ) In
addition, the 94th COP would ;rréhge éatrol schedales
instead of each patrol devising its own.

At the time 6f data céllectién (sﬁmmer: 1983) ohly
fdﬁr member patrols were active in ‘Greenpoint; two iﬁ

southern and two in northern Greenpoint. A respondent who
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was a block patrol member explained the inactivity of

patrols.

Once there isn't too much crimes, pecple start to drop
ocvt. They Con't have too much time. Once things do
start happening they all participate and they c¢o a
very goocC jcb.

This information suggests that the existence of active

0is ip CGreenpcint are episodic and sporadic (Suttles:

=
G
c
~

€72). They are organized anc become active when events
cecur thet ¢&ll for their energencer, such as  an increase
patréls become ddrmant,
oriy to re-emerge with the next crime wave, Therefore.,

civiliar peltrals  ir CGreenrcint are viewed ar 2 Cefebge

Thece Cescriptions of informal anc fornal
strveillance illustrate the way that southern Creenpcint
residents further dGefend the neighboriioad, 2s a wh&ler
Greenpéint was Cesignated a low crime ares wit
City. Iﬁ acddition. aééording to a local police c=erceant:
southern Greenpoint is the 1lower crime area within the
neighborhood, Some residents agree that the area has 1low

crimer, while others disagree and are very concerneé about

local crine, Given a higher incidence of crime in
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northern Creenpoint.s Williamsburgs the acjacent

neighborlocodr ané the city as a wholer southern Greenpeoint
residents are cuite suspicious of strangers. 1In additions
nertherr Greenpeint and Williamsburg are populateC by many
rcre KHisperice then scvthern Greenrcint. It aprears that
sorthern Creenpoint resicdents associate high crime with
Crale, Tt herefore, gseems that locelis
sct as surveillants ir crdfer tc nanace the activities of
pircrity incdivicusler who Ppass  throucgh® and live in  the

erens &f vwell ac stternpt te rrevenit crire,

TI'T FCLE OF I'DTCIRGLEQCOD VCImK

As noted earlierrs past research regaréincg urbhan

s

mn

neighborhocCs has bkeen Laze cn @ rale rersrectiver and
has not examined the role of womwen (Cans,; 1962: Rornblum:
1674; Svttless 1968; thyte, 1955). VWhyte examines "corner
beys® anc "cellege boys." Gans states in Lis
neti:céological note that meore of his data were gathered
from anc about men rather than womenr anc that his report
on the peer grour scciety emphasizes men. Liebow focuses
on "streetcorner nen." anC Xornblum's presentation of the
steelworker's union ané 1local party organizations are

largely male worlds. When women are discussed in these
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studies: they are presented as eztensions cf mren. Whyte
describes the '"sex cocle" cf Cornerville (1843) by
discussing the standards of sexual behsvior in Cornerville
centers around male values ané mzale ©perceptions:
exmectationsys and classifications of womenr who rence frem

virgin te professional prestitute, ILiebow Ciscusses wemen

or
I—l-

iy terme of their relaticnshipy te Mstreetcorney nen® as

r

viver and  lovers. 6rce ageirn: accetrnts of rervines
releticnslipe and consensval vrnicns ere Cescribed forn the

vict ¢ nen.
Icfland  (1878) . arcres thet ir vrher zociclogical

Ziterature venern @re nmerely "there.® Tley are part ¢£ the

-n

cores but ere rneot rart of tle seticn. The plete ¢f svch
strdier rinply meve around ther o ..Ag Cigcuzied
srevicrsly s tiue "irererecg of wermen® iz & result of  the
eLLlhesis cn cenrnvrnity  in uvrlan sgeciolocvr the fundling of
reseerchs anc the sex of the researcher. The emphasis on
corntrnity as a reCel of social organization is presently
the Cdominsert one within sociology.  For Léfland: ££is
moCel creates a problem of ceonceptualization. Emrphasis on
this model confines the recearcher's view of urban forms
to those which the molel can be applied. Other possible
urban forms are therefore not investigated. Thus: the use

of this model of community points researchers to empirical
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settings where women are only "there," and directs them
away from settings where women are present. Researchers
have missed women's activities in studies of urban
settings because women' activities are largely informal
and behiné the scenes (parkss beauty parlorss coffee
shops). The dJominant conception of community focuses on
mcre formal associations: where men are prevalent.
Loflancd's argument seems to be surported by this research.
It appears that women play a major role in southern
Greenpcint's informal housing netwerk. They seem to "pass
along the worC," regarding the availability of housing to
family, friencés: and neighbors. Women have replacec the
role ¢f realtors. The follewing anecdote reportecd by a

lccal woman illustrates this point.

I wae in a butcher one cay and we wvere talking, and I
just happen to mention that my niece was looking for
roomses anc¢ this woman says:s "Hellor" she tolé me vwho
she wass anC that she had rooms. So there right in
the butcher sherr not that I ever got the rooms. But
[if I wanted]l rooms for a £friend of mine or for
anyboly I woulcl spread the word aroundéd in the scciety
[a women's religicus organizationl]. That would be
the first placer right 1I'd sayr "Girls, anybody hears
of rooms let me know." They would tell someone.

This account suggests that women's activities are

largely informal andé occur in places like a butcher shop.
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It further suggests that when women are members of formal
organizationss the corganizations tend to be made up of

cstly viomen. 'ale researchers are therefore unable to

g

reacl: then. Iloreovere it suppcrts the idea that women's
activities are "behind the scenes." Scuthern Greenpoint's
irfoernel lbeouvsing netwerk is a scund exanrle.

This research has also implied that retired men: and
weren of all ades are invelveld in defendinc sovtlern
Greerpcint. This notion contracdicts Svttles' impressiocn
tihet "rcetlers with youne chillren sre rrohebliy the most
confired and inveived in the cdefending neighborhoo&.“3
In addition to their invelvement in sovthern Creenpoint's
informna surveillancer, neighborhool wemen asked their
women neighbors to watch their property while they were
cut for the day or on vacation. DMoreovers neighborhood
women &s well as men act as informal surveillants,
witnessing and reporting suspicious events and crimes to
the police.

Women in southern Creenpoint are also members of
civilian patrols. As mentioned earlier most operate base
stationss as opposed to policing the area in cars at
night. However, it was reported that one of the active

patrols, under the 94th COP in southern Greenpoint:

inclucde¢ a day patrol which is made up of local women.
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The day patrol 1is a foot patrol. Teams of women walk
. aroundé the area with CPR radios ané relay dJdisturbances to
their base station. They patrol an area around the
Greenpoint Eavings BRank on the <first few days of each
months Curing which time, senior citizens receive anG'cash
their Social Security checks. This patrcl tries to
rrevent robberies. lcrecvere there is an organization is
sctithern Creenpoint callel Friends of Fc Colrick Park. It
is rade uvp mostly of women. The najor objective of thié
Grovy is tﬂe restoration and beauvtification of the park.4
The droup encountered some problems with drug'aaﬁicté
congregating in the park. To help alleviate this broblem
they formed a day patrol. The patrol is comprised solely
of wonien. The patrol is called Park Anti-Crime Teams
(PACT). PACT was originally a member of the S4th COP. but
withdrew its membershin, The qroup felt that they were

being Fiscriminated against hecavee they were vomen.

They took almost a year in training us before we
coulé get out on patrol. They didn't like the icea
of two women in a car:s they wanted a man. And I
always felt that they had no right to make a
decision. I[Then at a fundraising event they wanted
us]l to sell raffles... and all hell broke loose anc
my whole group left and we formed our own [patroll.
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These fiﬁdiﬁgs regardihg the role of women in
neighborhaod Cefeﬁse sugoest thét women are involve¢ in a
nunber of rneighborhood Cynanics, They can no longer be
Cisregarced or not he sericusly congidered in  urban
neigiiboriocC resesrch, These finlirge also indicate that
workipg class woenen ere rovipng fron a Trreditional vorking
wile to & "molerp vorking clase® lifestyle by

Lelenging te  wore greugps cuvteile the fanily (e Courtrs

=

1277). .
This clegter focvsed on  the ways thet residents in

southern CGreenpoint attempt to resist minority growth by

erploying a number of Ccefensive strategies. These
strategies 1incluGe: an informal hotsing netweorke where

vailable hcusing never reaches the market ut is absorbed

Q

-

befcrehand, The notion .of sponscrship was alee dlscussed,

This refers to the yrpractice by Jocal residents of

recomnencing petential terants to homeowrners with

ilaliie heovsing., The state of local realty businesses

wes else  presented. Realtors do not Cepenc solely on
housing £for their existence.- They sell insurance and

offer legzl services, Iocal surveillance, both informal
and formal, was examined as a strategy of cefense in
southern Greenpoint. This discussion depicted the ways

that residents "keep an eye" on one another's property.,
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watch the blccks and participate in civilian patrols.
Finally: the role of neighborhood women in defending
southern Greenpoint from change was explored. The
findings sucgest that wonen are involved in a variety of
neichborhicol activities. It is therefore imperative that
they he rovtinely inclucedl in stucdies on urban

neichhori.cc e,
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: NOTES ’ :
lthese cata are aprroximations since tract houncaries

are not the sane as those given by resicdent

m

”
“The white and l:lack counts o not include Fispanic

perscns, Fisparics were ccunted as & serarate category.

< Gerald I, Stitiliesr The Sccial Ceongtructicn of

Conpunities (Chicado: University of Chicago FPresse 1672)

~]

['v ) - .
“See Dabrowski (1%82) for a dizcussion on the

irvelverert of verking clases wenen in veluntery

o

rganizations s which focus on meintairing and improving
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This cherter £focuses on the stratecies ¢f Cefense
that orerate in nertherrn CGreenpcint, &g in tle souths
thecee evenined ere: &r irferrsl leveing netwerk snd
irferreld er ¢ Ferral eurveillance, It hegiﬁs with é
ceccre i ic end  Cerncgrepbic  cGescripticn: felloveld Ly a

-

Clgcvesicrn ¢f the gtrevrecier of CGefense ernplceyed Ly wiiter
rey=bigmeric iIr tle rcritil., Tlese stretecies are conjared

ctices

o1}

te tlcere uncevered in scttherr CGreenpoint, The pr

o

arric residents in northerrn Creenpoint will b
exained, Tt will inclufe a portrayval of the wey that
housing is obtained, and the relationships between them
an¢ their white non-Hispanic neighbors. Finally.
neighborhood.segregation will be discussed. Segregation
between northern and southern Greenpoint will be examined.,
followed by a description of segregation witﬁin the north.
Housing. recre%tion, religious services, ané church
ectivities are the areas to be investigated within
nrorthern Greenpnoint regarding the existence of

secrecgation,

DRESCRIPTTON

Northern Greenpoint is the part of the neighborhood

from the waterfront to Creenpoint Avenue, 'In.l980;

northern Greennoint had & population of approximately
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12562r1 lese thern helf that of socuthern Greenpoint,
Likewise, northern Greenpcint is  mwech  snaller
geographically than sobthern Creenpcint. Ih 1280
northern Greenpoint was 583 white: 1% black,? 37%
Hispanic: 2% Esians and 2% were icdentified &s other. The
wvhite population is macde of mostly of Poles. HoWwevVer s
there are fewer non-Eispanics ané substantially ﬂore
minorkties regiéing in northern Greenfcint than in
southern CGreenpoint., The a#erage heCian family income in
187¢ vas £11.852, 83,358 less than in soufhern Greenpoint.
Forthern Greenpoint also has é somewhat smaller percentage
of high school araduates than souvthern Greenpoint. Iﬁ 1980
40% of those over 25 vyears:, who resiced in northern
Greenpoint were high'school graduates. Like residents in
southern Greenpoint. one?third of northern Greenpocint's
population held technical and sales occupationss followed
by operators and laborers.

In 1980 86% of the housiﬁg vnits in northern
Greenpoint were renter occupied, a larger percentage than
in southern Greenpoint. Like southern Greenpoint, whites
made up an overwhelming majority of both owner (81%) and
renter (70%) occupiea housing units. The average mediap
renf in northern Greenpoint in 1980 was $143, somewhat
higher than in southern Greenpoint, Like southern

Greenpcint, most owners (61%) in the north moved into

their houvsing uvnit in 156% or earlier. The majority of
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renters (56%) moved into their housing unit between 1870
anc¢ 198C, Of the hcusing structuvres in 1%8C, the majority
(53%) ha¢ between five ané nine units: fellowed by 31%
wvhich had between one and four unite, The remaining 16%
hac over ten units in the buiidirg. Eousing structures in
the ncrtl: were somewhat different tlear those in the south.
The north ha¢ more structures which held five to nine
vnitss while the south had more structures with one to
four units, |

This housing information indicates that buildings in
northern Greenpoint are larger than in southern Greenpoint
in that there are more units in each dwelling. 1In
additioﬁ} there are. substantially fewer owner-occupied
units in the north. 1In generals reéident landlords éc not
rent to those receiving public assistance. Absentee
landlords rent to welfare recipients and charge the
maximum amount allowed by the Department of  Social
Services. This amount is usvally higher than what is asked
of non-welfare tenants (Susser, 1982). This may explain
vhy the mediah renﬁ is higher in the north thaﬁ in the
south. loreover, resident 1andlordé are concerned that
tenants care for propertyf and as previously discussed:
ére quite cautious about the type of persons to whom they

rent. Absentee landlords are not tied to the local
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housing network ~and therefore rent to Hispanics and
welfare recipients more often than resident landlords
(Susserr 1982). Tﬁe absenﬁee lancdloré is interested in
collecting the best rents, but their buildings are poorly
maintained, differentiating them froﬁ buildings owned by
resident landlords (Susser, 1982), In addition: there
appears to be a relationship between 1larger housing
structures owned by absentee lancdlords anc¢  Hispanic
occupants. In Creenpoint, most Hispanic residents liﬁe in
build@ings with £five or more dwellings, owned by an
sbsentee lanclcerd,

Northern Creenpoint is Qiewed as the uncesirable part
of the neichbcorheced because of the nuﬁber of minority

re~iCents, &5 one resident from the north remarked

A lJot of people don't want to come down this end
becatuse everyhody thinks being there's an awful lot
cf Spanish here

As previously stated¢, minority growth occurred in
northern Greenpoint during the 1950's, It appears to have
beeﬁ precipitated by sﬁch factors as movement to the
subdrbs. the closing of a bridger local industry. ahd

white flight. In addition, the northern portion of the
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neighborhood seems to be the traditional staging area

In the

settlel in northern CGreenpoint, so too dic Hispanics,

of

northern Greenpoint: which

for

same way that European immigrants

-

The

in 1C¢AG

was mostly Pelish and Hispanics, represents these trends,

that since mipcority growth

has

occurrel in the perthy white resistance to it would no
loncer exist. This research uncovered that like in the
sovthy nortier: CGreenpeint's nen=Hicsranic resiclents

continud to waintair a series of Cefensive strateqgies,
These strateglies &l focus arcund hovsing and
gurveilliance, Hovever, the sccye oFf these stratecies
erieers Cifferent frorn thst in the gonth, They occur ch &
ruch eneller ccale,
LEFENSE RY IHITR ERSID™TR
HQUSING

As in the south, white, non-Hispanic resicents

homeowneres from the north are

those to  wheon  they rent.

interested in controlling

In acd¢dition, they want to
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determine who knows about a vacancy. Apartments are

therefore rented by "word of mouth."

Cheek to mouth so to speaks somebody moves out
another family saysr: hey you're looking for rooms I
know these people that are gonna move out in the next
month or sor why don't you talk to the landlord.

You have to know somebody whose renting an apartment.
otherwise your gonna get an apartment that really
doesn't look like anything.

Sometimes apartments are rented through advertisements in
different 1languages which are displayed 1locally. In
northern Greenpoint notices are often in Polish so that
only Poles can understand them. It is another way of

keeping Hispanics at a distance.

I walked into the delir, Polish grocery store: I
walked in there and I had bought something and I
seens I was with my mother-in-law thank goodness: and
they had a cardr a couple of cards taped to the
display case but it was written in Polish, which now
written in Polish probably because unless you could
read Polish you wouldn't know about the apartment.
that keeps a certain element out I guess...my mother.,
"I said, what does that say is that about some sort of
cold cuts or somethingr so she's reading and says no
those are ads for apartments, I said oh gosh: I asked
for a paper bag and a pencil, they know me a long
time: ma read it to me in English and I wrote it
down.
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In this case the ads appeared in a Polish grocery
store and were written in Polish. The respondent could
-not read nor understand Polish, but her mother-in-law was
able to read it. She first fhought that  the message on
the cards referred to grocery items. Probably other
individuals who could not read Polish though the same
thing. Like those in the south, this instance exemplifies
a defense strategy' used in ﬁorthern Greenpoint against
Hispanics.

It has been indicated that white residents in the
north attempt to keep "outsiders" from learning about a
vacant apartment. Théy do this by using an informal
housing network. However, in northern Greenpoint there is
also a concern with éhysical appearance; does the

apartment "look" vacant?

A lot of people keep bl%nds and shades on the windows
and don't tell anybody.-" : '

Residents do this so that it appears that someone is

living in the apartment. Moreoverr they do not tell
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anyone whom they do not trust that the apartment is

actually vacant.

Some residents say that houses are also sold through

an informal housing network.

Both

when

part

view

some

[If my mother was selling]l she would let the people
around us know she's selling, the neighbors.

Oh, I found mine, I found my house through word of
mouth. [Like]l the house up the block's for sale.

respondents discuss the use of an informal network
buying or selling their homes.

Northern Greenpoint residents are aware that their
of the neighborhood is viewed as undesirable. This

affects the housing market in the north.

We're the forgotten end down here, nobody's gonna buy
a house at this end

Anybody that's looking for a house, when you mention
Greenpoint down to Box Street nobody wants to touch
it. : ‘

Because of the "stlgma" that the north possesses:

residents report that houses are sold through
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realtors.

If they want to get rid of it they'll do anything:
they'll put it in a real estate.

When they sell the property it's by realtyr for some
reason there seems to be a better pricer in other
words realty wants to get as much as they can.

Their responses suggest that this is the only way to £find
a buyer who is willing to pay a price that is worthwhile.
Unlike southern Greenpoint, residents in the north
report that neighbors do not pfessure one another about
the kinds of people to whom they rent and sell. However
it appears that white, non-Hispanic. resident landlords
maintain white, non—ﬁispanic buiidings. This suggests
that defense aﬁong white ethnics in northefn Greenpoint
has contracted to one's own house. There is no immediate
concern about the ethnicity of one's neighbors on the
blocks as exists in the south. Instead, wvhites in the
north.are Einterested in the ethnicity of their tenants.
In fact, whites in the north are accustomed to having
Hispanicé as next door neighbors. but not as neighbors in

the same house.
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'SURVET LLANCE

As in southern Greenpoint, white ethnic residents in
the north are involved in local surveillance strategies.
Surveillance in the north is also divided into two
categories, informal and formal. As mentionedbearlier:
informa; sﬂrveillance refers to activities where residenté
"watch" the block. Formal surveillance operates by the
ﬁse of a civilian patrol.

As in the south: some residents in the north take it

upon themselves to observe block activities.

[Wel have persons [whol sit outside. They see. if
they see anything suspicious. No:, we don't have a
schedule we do haver 1like the person across the
street, when it's a nice dayr, is always out there.
Man and woman, and then, we have the same thing up
further, he does the same ‘thing. [It'sl] something, I
come down I says you know,"let's see what's going
on.ﬂ - .

We have block watchers, some of the retired people
they have nothing do to so they stand outside and
they look around. On this block everybody looks out
for one another. If somebody sees somebody coming
along and they 1look suspicious they‘'ll, you know.
"are you looking for something," you know, they're
really nice., - :

These responses indicate that as in the south, white
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ethnic residents respond to block activities by observing:
confronting, and questioning those who look suspicious.
One resident recalled confronting someone who appeared to

be stealing a car.

This one time this fella's by the carr so I don't
know whose car but he's sort of suspicious. He's up
there he's trying to get into the car, he says "I
lost my keys I can't get into the car." I saysy
"well what are gonna dor" he saysr, " well -I'll have
to break the lock," I saysr, "well can't you get a key
from ther another key from the car dealer or
something.”™ "Oh no," he saysr "can't do it." So
then I called- the cops but by that time the person
took off, he figures that there's something, so he
took off. ' ~

According to this respondent, he prevented a car theft by
confronting an individual wha seemed suspicious.

Formal surveillance in northern Greenpoint operates
through a civilian patrol, as it does in the south.
However, only one civilian pétrol existed in the north at
the tiﬁe that interviews were conducted. This patrol
includes three streets and was originally organized out of
the block association which included these streets (these
three streets together formed one block association).
This patrol is a member of the Civilian Observation Patrol

(COP) » and operates in the same way as patrols in the
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south. The overwhelming majority of this patrol is made
up of whiter non-Hispanic residents. There are a few
Hispanic homeéwners who are members of both, the block
association and civilian patrol. |

It is evident that white ethnics in northern
Greenpoint are engaged in the same strategies of defense
as those used.in the south. However, defense in the north
seems to have diminished in coméarison to the south.
White, non-Hispanic residents appear to be unconcerned
about the ethnicity of their neighbors on the block. 1In
addition, it seems that pressure does not operate among
white néighbors regarding the renting and selling of
property. They are concerned however about with whom they
share the house, Most resident owners, therefore, rent
only to white, non-Hispanic individuais. Moréover,
surveillance ,e£ists in northern Greenpoint, on a much
smaller scale than it does in the south; Informal
surveillance in the north seems to focus on the activities
of Hispanics. Hispanics are suspected of criminal acts.

Formal surveillance in the north also exists on a
smaller scale than in the south. There is only one
civilian patrol in northern Greenpoint. It is possible
that the strategies of defense used in Greenpoint

developed after a fair amount of minority growth occurred
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in northern Greenpoint. If so, then residents in the
south, being threatened. resisted minority growth by
developing and employing the strategies discussed. White
residents in the north may be using them "to hold on"™ and
maintain their place in northern Greenpoint. Many
residents have no where else to go. Their "roots"™ are in
Greenpoint and they lack the economic ability ﬁo leave.
Others have made a conscious decision to stay (maybe
because they too lack alternatives). They are concerned
about the wvalue of their property and are attempting to
prevent northern Greenpoint from becoming a burned-out
neighborhood 1like Bushwick or South Bronx. Moreover.
residents associate a decline in property value and
deteriorated conditions with minorities.

In general, white residents in the north would 1like
to see their afea change. They point to two main ways
that change could occur. One way is by the 1large number
of Polish immigrants residing in Greenpoint. Some of
these immigrants are here illegally. They left Poland
before martial law was instituted. Many work as skilled
~laborers, renovating houses in Greénpoint. Many of these
Poles aré buying property in northern Greenpoint. They
obtain mortgages from a federal credit union, which is

affiliated with a 1local Polish organization. White
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residents say that these immigrants are displacing
Hispanics. Although there are some reservations about the

habits4

of these Poles: white residents prefer them to
Hispanics. |

The second possible way for northetﬁ Greenpoint to
change 1is through géntrification. Residents are not
defending against gentrification. In fact, they welcome
it. They see gentrification as a wa} to displace
Hispanics. They do not realize that they themselves may
be displaced. White ethnics look with hope toward the
development of Greenpoint's waterfront. In fact, the
block association and civilian patrol in norﬁhern
Greenpoint: which was previously discussedr, have been
developingAa plan to construct a promenade at éreenpoint's
waterfront. They have met with a number of City agencies
about it. Moreover, resident landlords would like to see
the waterfront deQeloped because property values Qould

increase. Northern Greenpoint would therefore 1lose its

stigma.
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Hispanics in northern Greenpoint are the targets of
the practices used by non-Hispanic residents. Hispanics
appear not to engage in defensive strategies in the same
way as their non-Hispanic neighbors. Hispanic residents
are not trying to keep non-Hispanics out of the north, nor
are they trying to get rid' of them. They arer howéver:
trying to maintain their place in northern Gfeenpoint;

since it is more difficult for them to live in the south.

HQQSLNQ
Hispanics in northern Greenpoint, like white ethnic
residents in both the north and the south, look for an

available apartment through an informal network.

Most of the peopler the Spanish, how they get their
apartments is by  somebody who had been living in
their apartment before. Like myself, my sister used
to live in this apartment and she moved and I moved
here. So that's how the people get apartments., the
Spanish people. They get in touch with all the
people: "oh you let me know if this place if there's
any vacancies in your building." Like I'm doing that
right now too. I'm trying to get another apartment
and move out of this one and I've been talking to
friends, and hey you know, and that's the way most
people do it. :

Through friends, like this apartment, the woman was
still in here when 1I came ¢to see it with all her
furniture and everything. I was 1living on Dupont
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Street and the apartment was too small and T told my
girl friendr, "look I'm looking for an apartment.,"
she goesr "well I know my girlfriend's leaving here®
so I saids: "well can I see it?" and she said, "a
huh.” I came-and I saw it and I liked it. I didn't
even see the landlord, he took it by word of her.

-~

These responses indicate that Hispanics conduct an
apartment search in the same way as white ethnic
residents, through an informal network. However, it is
also suégested that Hispanics and whites ,do not
participate in the same network. These networks seem to
include one's "own kind," individuals of the same
ethnicity/race. | |

Hispanic respondents explained why they d4id not use

local realtors.

From my own belief realtors over here in this area is
working for white not for Hispanic. I believe if I
go there I'1ll be treated different, and probably most
likely I will not get any apartment anyway. So
that's why I wouldn't go to a realtor. '

I think there could be apartments, but I don't think
this down side of Greenpoint, there's any realtors
working for, say like owners of something. I think
the other side is where it works more for them.
That's why I wouldn't go there because I think it's
more mainly for white people. Because if you see.
there's a real estate up all the way after Greenpoint
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Avenue, say like Noble Street near the church and all
the way up. You keep on going you see the other ones
and I wouldn't dare to go in there and ask for an
apartment when I really know that it's not gonna go
for me. And probably the apartment's in the white
arear and if the person there in the real estate
would give it to mer sayr "OK you go to this
address," probably the -owner's not going to give it
to me. ‘So that's why I wouldn't go.

These Hispanic respondents are aware of their position in
Greenpoint. They will not use realtors because they see
them as representing white interests and, therefore., do
not serve Hispanics. It is also suggestéd that eveﬂ if
the realtor services them, the owner would not rent to an
Hispanic. Moreover tﬁe last response indicates that
local realtors do not'operate in northern Greenpoint. In
fact, at the time of this interview, there were not any
realéy businesses located in nortﬁern Greenpoint. The
first realtor encountered was on Manhattan Avenue off the
northern side of Greenpoint Avenue.

According to respondents, Hispanics in northern
Greenpoint use informal network.in their apartment search
and avoid local realtors because they believe it is the
only way for them to obtain housing. Moreover, the use of
an informal housing network is a way fof Hispanic
residents to maintain their place in northern Greenpoint.

This becomes necessary dgiven their position in the
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neighborhood. Some respondents described the relationship

between Hispanics and white ethnics.

There is discrimination, you can see it when you go
to the store and between other people. Say when you
go shopping there's white and Spanish ‘and everything.,
and you see how some people just move away from you.
You know the supermarket here there's a C-Town, so I
used to go there and shop: and I used to see o0ld
women and they just don't want to get involved with
Puerto Ricans. And some white people they don't say
Hispanics, and they don't see the difference between
the Hispanic themselves, they just sayr "ah this is
another Puerto Rican." S

When the police come here, for say like Hispanic
trouble, they know that it's from the Hispanic
communityr they come more like aggressive against the
Hispanic people than when they come for white person.
They don't act the same way.

Thesevrespondents claim that Hispanics are treated as an
inferior class in Greenpoint. One respondent summed up the
relationship between Hispanics and white ethnics by saying
"the white community doesn't want to change they want to

keep it all themselves."

NEIGHBORHOOD SEGREGATION

Greenpoint Avenue was described by residents as the
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dividing 1line in the neighborhood. As previously
discussed: some residents say that this division may
actually .be a few blocks fu;ther north. However
Greenpoint Avenue is cited as the neighborhood's :symbolié
boundary because it is a major thoroughfare. Residents in
northern Greenpoint, both white ethnic and Hispanic say
that the neighborﬁood is segregated' into northern and
southern areasr and this segregation is based on

ethnicity.

From Greenpoint Avenue down to Box Street you'll find
that there's more well, to me [in] this territory I[I]
find more Puerto Ricans than on that side. But you
find more Puerto Ricans mingling with white people.
And up there you won't find. anything [you'll]l only
find one type. This side is more integrated than
that side I ‘think, then again this side has more
apartment buildings. -

Here we go. They're really Archie Bunkers on the
other end. ' They just won't 1let um cross. Because
like I said to you again there is no big -apartments
except, they have one on Noble Street.

It's a division because you look, take a day say like
Saturday. Everybody's shopping. You go to
Greenpoint Avenue and look down to this end [northl.,
you'll see 1like different shades of people say
Hispanic, and you'll see a little bit of white and
Polish people. But if you go all the way up [southl]
say like to Nassau Avenue, look at the people that
are walking around, they're all white...Because the
people over here I[northl like Polish, they have their

houses and everything:. they rent their houses to any
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persons say. But if you go all the way up the Polish
people is 1less I think. If there is they're very
discriminating and they won't 1let [youl in their

house. They won't rent apartments for Hispanics.
And that's why you see the area very big, you don't
see Hispanic 1in the area. They will go only for
shopping and come back to this end.

Respondents describe northern Greenpoint as the area which
is made up of different ethnicities. It is also comprised
of more Hispanics than the south. It is for this reason
that residents discuss a division in the neighborhood.
These responses also accuse' residents in southern
Greenpoint of maintaining segregation by not renting to
Hispanics. In addition, residents suggested that there is
a relationship betweeﬁ the presence of Hispanics in
northern Greenpoint and the existence of larger housing
structures. They imply that this ¢type of housing is
difficult to control, and that as newcomers, Hispanics
initially reside in this kind of housing. |

Another resident from the north proposed that

The Puerto Ricans don't get in there. I[There'sl] a
higher class [of] people there than here. They pay
‘more rent. There it's a better section put it that
way. It's considered a better section, it always
was. '
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This response suggests that Greenpoint is not only
segregated according to ethnicity, but also according to
social class. The south is considered the superior area
because it is méde ﬁp of individuals from a higher social
class. As previously discussed, those who live in
southern Greenpoint tend to have hiéher incomes. Southern
Greenpoint is also viewed as the more attractive part by
residents of both areas. Moreoverr this response shows
stereotyping at work. There is. an assumption that
residents in the south pay more rent than those in the
north. However, census data indicate the reverse to be
the case. Averaée median rent in 1980 was somewhat higher

in the north than in the south.

SEGREGATION IN NORTHERN GREENPOINT

Northern Greenpoint has been described as the area
that is more heterogeneous as compared to southern
Greenpoint. It is comprised of "different shades of
people" integrated together. Thig apbears to be a valid
portrayal, based. on surface observations. Closer

examination, however, shows that segregation exists in
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northern Greenpoint between white ethnic and Hispanic
residents. This research found that residents are
separated in hdusing. recreation, religious services, and

church activities.

HOUSING

White non-Hispanic resident homeowners appear to be
defending by maintaining white. non—Hispahic homes. In
other words, as previously stated, they rent apartments

through an informal network to other whites.

In some places like Kent Street. and some other place
like [Huron Streetl, there's houses that only [havel
white people. 1It's -all white and they won't rent to
Spanish. Those are private houses that they won't
rent their apartments for anybody Spanish.

Although northern Greenpoint appears integrated, with
whites and Hispanics 1living side by side« reéidents
indicate that this is not the case. They éuggest that
there are houses which are occupied exclusively by whites.
This respondent says that they are "private houses,"

meaning that they are owner occupied and have a few units.
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Segregated housing seems to exist where one finds "white

houses" and "Hispanic houses."

RECREATION

A variety of recreational activities exist in
-northern Greenpoint. These include: taverns:, local
organizations, and street gatherings such as | block
parties. Résidents indicate that these activities are
also segregated.

Turf, in terms of local establishments. seems to be
Cclearly défined.‘ Residents report that theré is a "sense"

5

of one's territory. Local taverns illustrate this

"sense." Residents are privy to which taverns welcome and

are frequented by people of their ethm‘.city.6

-

On this side there's only one Puerto Rican bar that I
would say. And it's probably on Dupont and Manhattan
Avenue. Any other bar from Box to Greenpoint Avenue
is probably a white bar. : ‘

With reference to a particular tavern in northern

Greenpoint, it was reported.,
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There they hardly gor Spanish people. There's
another one on India that don't go Hispanics. -

Not anyone would just walk in there, you'd have to
know somebody.

These statements illustrate that taverns are segregated by
ethnicity. Moreover, they exemplify how turf is defined
in terms of taverns.'

Local voluntary organizétions are also segregated
Thera are organizations which are made up largely of whlte
residents, such as the block association and civilian
patrol diecussed earlier. One resident discussed the
separation of whites and Hispanics by describing the
positions of each group regarding block assooiation

membership.

Big issue [in thel block association. They want to
get more Puerto Rican people to come to join the
association. But they don't want to be part of the
block association. Why, because they think it's run
by whites, you understand. But the white people want
them to come there. Not all the white people, the
executive board. They don't go to the meetings so
then these other people think that they don't want to
be bothered. What else could they think., they don't
come.
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This characterization point to a way that segregation is
maintained. It shows that integration is not encouraged
because "not all the white people" want Hispanics to join
the block as3001atlon. Hlspanlcs are: therefore, acting
approprlately by not getting involved w1th it and WhltEr
non-Hispanic residents.

Similarly. there are local organizations which are
comprised of .Hispanic residents. In fact, during the
course of an interview, I learned about a ﬂew Hispanic
.organization that was‘ formed in northern Greenpoint.,
called Hipanos Unidos de Greenpoint (United Hispanics of
Greenpoint). In their first newsletter, it was stated

that the purpose of the organization was to

Stand up for the Hispanics and their needs. 90% of
other organizations in this area are controlled and
under the direction of other ethnic groups. [Theyl
do not proylde any type of service to the Hispanic
community.

Street gatherings were cited as another example of
segregation 1in northern Greenpoint. One resident

described a block party that she attended.
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Right there on that street you can see the big
difference because he had a block party. You see the
difference because the Hispanics stay on one side and
they have their party. All the Spanish there they
get all together and ‘they make food for everybody.
Everybody eating for free, sodas, and the kids having
a good time. The only ‘people that they get along
with is the 1little kids. So you see the Hispanics
the grown ups separate and the white have their own
little party in the same block. Because I remember
this last here summer I brought my son over there to
the block party and the Spanish had their food, they
had pig. And the other side I was looking and - there
were the other white people in the bottom of their
houses. They were cooking for themselves and they
had a big table. I'm not criticizing, I can see the
difference and I'm aware of everything.

Although the block is integrated: whites and Hispanics did
no interact at this gathering.' This response suggests
that segregation is an accepted part of everyday 1life in
Greenpoint.

The examination of particular recreafional activities
in northern Greenpoint shows that segregation exists.
Although whites and Hispanics 1live together on the same

streets, they do not mingle with one another.

THE CHURCH

There are a number of Roman Catholic churches in
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Greenpoint. As previously mentioned, there is a
difference between a national church and a diocesan
church. National churches were established for the
purpose of serving ta particular ethnic group. On the
other hand, a diocesan church has geographic boundarles,
and serves individuals within those boundarles.

In northern Greenpoint there are two Catholic
churches both of which were national churches. One was
Polish, and the other German. The Polish cﬁurch, Sts.
Cyril .and Methodius is 1located in the heart af the
Hispanic community. This church holds masses and other
services in Polish and English. It does not accommodate
the Spanish speaking community.8

The other national church, St. Alphonsus. is 1located
on the boundary which d1v1des Greenp01nt s north and
south. Since the German population in Greenpoint has
diminishedr, the church's congregation also decreased.
This churcﬁ was purchased by the Diocese of Brooklyn a few
years ago and merged with Greenpoint's diocesan church,
St. Anthony of Padua. St. Anthony's is 1ocated‘one block
south of Greenpoint Avenue, the symbolié boundary. The
parish is présently called. St. Anthony - St. Alphonsus:.

and consists of two church buildings which are

approximately two blocks apaft. St. Anthony's church
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building is a large elaborate' ornate, cathedral type.
Its main entrance is on Manhattan Avenue; Greenp01nt ]
main shopping strip. Shoppers are informed of the time of
day by the tolling of church bells from St. Anthony's
church., St. Alphonsus church is located on a side street.,
Kent Streett It is much smaller and less elaborate thah
St, Anthony's church.

‘ St. Anthony - St. Alphonsus parish serves the Spanish
speaking community. It offers masses in English and
Spanish. This is understandable since the Hispanic
community is within parish boundaries and is not serviced
by any other church. However it appears that the parish
segregates Spanish speaking and English speaking
congregations by the church building to which each group
is assigned for masses. According to the parish's
bulletin, two weekly masses are held in St. Alphonsus
church, ane on Saturday evenings in English, and one on
Sunday. mornings in Spanish. The remaininé six weekly
masses are held in St. Anthonf's church in English.
Hispanics are physically separated from other ethnic
groups; not only by a different mass, but also because
Spanish masses take place in a separate bu1ldlng. It was
reported, however, that the Hispanic congregation was

happy to have thelr "own“ church.
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In addition, it appears that parish activities are
also segregated.

Whenever it is social, for example., they don't allow
it. [The parish] is going to have a dance for St.
Valentine's Day but we are all going to be Spanish
theres not one English speaker is going to go. They
don't cross lines. I am trying to do something in
that respect. Not only to bring the Hispanics into
the English community, but I want to do the opposite
too, take the English - speakers and invite them over
to our activities. Otherwise you're going to
continue on and on with this problem of segregation
because it's real. You have two parishes in one and
I don't like that. ‘I would like for all the people
to be one. '

This respondent was not pleased with parish social events.
Yet, by his displeasure, the distinctions made among
ethﬁic groups in church acfivities were brought to 1light.
It was also noted that parish committees are dominated by
white ethnics, mostly Irish parishoners.

It is | therefore apparent that through these
practices, and the presence of national churches in
Greenpoinf that local churches participate in neighborhood
defense. National churches serve a particular ethnic
group. .In northern Greenpoint, Sts. Cyril and Methodius

is a Polish church. It does not cater to the Hispanic
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population, which 1lives clbse by. The 1local diocesan
church haé segregated the Hispanic congregation from
church services and activities. It seems that clergy are
responding to pressure exerted~by their parishoners.

This chapter focused on the strategies of defense
that operate in northern Greenpoint. It began with a
geographic and demographic description of northern
Greenpoint. This was followed by a discussion of the
strategies of defense employed by white ethnics in the
north., It was found that these practices were somewhat
similar to those existing in the south. The ways of
Hispanic residents were also examined. This included a
portrayal of how Hispanics obtain housing, and the
relationships between them and their ﬂon-Hispanic
neighbors. Finally:. the existence of neighborhood
segregation was discuésed. Segregation between northern
and southern qreenpoint, as well as within the northern
area was described. Witﬂin northern Greenpoint. housing.,
recreation, religious services and church activities weré
investigatéd. Segregation seems to exists in all of these

areas.
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- NOTES

1These data are approximations since tract boundaries

are not the same as those given by residents.

. 2Thé white and black counts do not include Hispanic

persons. Hispanics were counted as a separate category.

3Sussér (1982) noted in her study that her landlord

told her to put curtains on her windows because Hispanics

were asking if the apartment was vacant.

4There are accounts where these immigrants have been

seen numerous times intoxicated, staggering around the
neighborhood. This behavior is frowned upon by most

residents of Greenpoint.

5See Rornblum (1974) and Molotch (1972) for a

discussion on local taverns.

6Molotch (1972) discusses segregation in taverns.

7

This quotation is a translation. The newsletter was
written in Spanish.
8See Molotch (1972) for discussion on the exclusionary

practices ¢f churches.
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In this concluding chapter., we focus on why
Qreenpoint{s white ethnic resideﬂts employ defensive
strategies. Four explanations, f£from the perspective of
residents, are discussed: éhe prevention of crime.
physical deterioration: the increasing threat of minority
growth:, and the limitéd options of Greenpoiﬁt residents.
This éhapter also examines such factors as minority
Qrowth. an increase in Polish imﬁigrants, and
gentrification in discussing Greenpoint's 'future.

Finally, the implications of this study for theory is

presented.

There are a number of reasons which white ethnic
Greenpoint residents cite for defending their
neighborhood. Crime 1is one of them. These residents

associate crime with minority individuals,

Iook back on statistics. They can prove a lot of
things, you know. Good ' people like good people.
It's not if you're white or black, but if you look
at statistics, black and Hispanic people bring in a
lot of crime. - And so what else can you do. You're
scaredr, just scared. But I really don't want to
characterize somebody like -that. I, that's just how
I feel. I wish I didn't have to feel like that, but
I have no choice. Because when I look in the paper:
you know, and I think most crimes are committed by
those people. And statistics show it. I think
that's what I read. I can't remember now. but that's
how I feel., BAnywey I'm more comfortabler I'm more
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comfortable with my own people. Say if there 1is a
good black family moved in ‘and with statistics.
somehow somewhere somebody else might come in and
just might ruin it. I mean I'm not the only one who
says this. You  see it, where the Polish or the
whites live, and you see how the other section lives.
I'm sorry to say that, really I really don't like
saying that, but it's the truth.

I think most of our crime can be traced back to the
influx of Puerto Ricans. I think most of the bombed
out areas,- I mean I 'walk up past. Grand Street on
Union Avenue and I see these, what were gorgeous
buildings at one time were taken over by Puerto
Ricans and now they're not there. I mean they're so
completely bombed out, who'd 1live in them. I think
they're just destructive people.

These statements suggest that a notion of "perceived
securlty" operates among Greenpoint's whiee ethnic
residente.; Because residepts associate crime with
minorities, residents in southern Greenpoint believe that
they are secure because most minorities live in the north.
In addition, they come in contact with few minorities
during theif daily activities within the neighborhood.
’Por example: it is striking that when the G train stops in
Cleenp01nt (the first stop in Brooklyn from Queens) on its
way to Brooklyn and white passengers are d1scharged' the
remaining passengers are mostly black and Hispanic. This
is an example~of perceived security. Greeopoint residents

feel safe because they left minority individuals back on

the train.
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Other respondents cited the condition of other
neighbdrhoods as a reason | for their defense of

Greenpoint.

-

People may be trying to keep the neighborhood white
because of the conditions of neighborhoods that are
no longer white,

They want to keep what they got. They're afraid of a
black community because of the burned out buildings
[wherel they are. ‘ '

There's a part that you can actually see where most
of the Polish or Italian or Irish are and you see all
the other ones. Gthers are., you can see the
differencer of course, you can see just the way the
houses are. How clean these are kept and how dirty
the others ‘are. I mean you could be poor but there's
just, you don't have to have open windows, curtains
flying out, dirty rooms, horrible, the music, the I
don't like ‘that, : = -

As is evident in these responses, defense in Qreenpoint is
affected by poor conditions in other inner city
neighborhoods (and probably in northern Qreenpoint{.
Their interpretation of these conditions does not go
beyond the race and{or ethnicity of those who inhabit
these neighborhoods. These statements indicate that

respondents do not consider the multitude of factors that
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can help to explain such poor living conditions, such as
poverty, disinvestment practices, slum lords, etc.
Another explanation for defending Greenpoint has to

do with the increasing threat of minority arowth,

Years &cc you didn't have this different people
coming in. It could be another Southside I[of
Williamsburgl. ' '

Although residents say that ghey have been defending
for as long as they can remember. defense probably became
a routine part of residents{. activities only when the
threat of mninority growth increased and expanded into
their area. As this response suggests, some years ago
minority individuals were not a threét. Since their
numbers have increased in New York Cityr, Greenpoint
résidents resist change so thqt. it does'nnt hecone &
nmirority neighborhood like Williamsburg.

Finallyr residents in Greenpoint resist change
because they.have limited options. Economically, they do
not have many choices. They are not affluent péople who

can pack up and move somewhere else. As one commented,

[There are those whol cry« "I have this Spanish
person living next to me, what's gonna become of me.,
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what's gonna become of my property. It's the only
thing they have. :

This respondent was dramatizing the concern that his
heighbors express about Hispesnics 1living nearby. He
interpreted their concern by realizing that "it's the only
thing they have." For many residents, ownihg their home
is all they heve after years of Ihard work. Many
homeowners are not any better off than their tenants
(qusser, 1982) In addltlonr their options are limited
because there are not many places left for them to move.
The number of predominantly whlte: Catholxc' blue collar
neighborhoods in New York Clty has certalnly dlmlnlshed.
Hence: the p0351b111t1es for Greenp01nt residents are
gujte. Darrow, since  the economically available
neighborhoods sre unacceptable on racial or ethnic bases.
Residents therefore will remain in Greenpoint and defend
what they have. For them: Greenp01nt 1s not a "community
of lindted 11 b:]:ty" (Janow1tz, 1967) Ih provides
residents with amenities which satlsfy thelr needs. In
essencer neighborhood defense can be viewed as a
“culturslly sanctioned rational response to struggles over
scarce resources, n? It is one way for whites in genera1,

and Greenp01nt s whltes in partlcularp to cope with the
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demands made by minorities.

IMPLICATIONS FOR THEORY

'“"ihé theoretioai"place of this study in the field
originates in Burgess' notion of resistance (a stage in
the invasion-suocession model) and with Suttles' concept
of a defended neighborhood. Findings in Greenpoint
support Park and Burgess' idea of neighborhood.
Qreenpointvis a spatial' community with residents who are
invested in it. It however departs from Parkp Burgess:
and Suttles in that a defended neighborhood is not a
"natural area. Residents of Greenpoint intentionally use
the strategies discussed to resist minority growth.
Hispanics' as the focus of defense; are aware that most
long-time residents do not welcome themp and they are.
therefore' not treated fairly. Indeed' Qreenpointfe
white., non-Hispanic residents use these tactics 1in a
deliberate attempt to reach their goal: the maintenance of
a predominantly white ethnic neighborhood, and management
of segregation.. Neighborhood defense‘in Greenpoint is
accomplished by the "oe0151ons of individual neighborhood
re51dents" (Tanr Taylor, and Dunhamp 1984)' who as a

groupr attempt to regulate ethnic and racial change in
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greenpoint.

This 'study focuses on the informal practices of
residénts in Greenpoint. It is a "people's
approach“(”avap Abu- Luohnd, anc Cist, forthcoming). By
focusing on 1nforma1 practlces, this study shows that one
way in which the area is defended is by the control of
information through a network. This network of
information excludes those who are not part of the group.
The network helps to create the sense of continuity and
boundaries. For example, residents share the 1local
shopping strip. Those inﬁerviewed claimed that it was
difficult for theﬁ to shop quickly because they meet a
number of f£riends and neighbors and stop to chat. Some
may look forward to shopping because of its social
features, Moreover, many residents of Greenpoint have
continuity. Some ,ﬂave three generations of family in
qreenpoint; Many neighbors were schoolmates and famillies
sometines intérmarry. Greenpoint exemplifies the notion
of “communlty saved" (Wellman: 1979). Communal ties
per81st. By focusing on 1nforma1 practlces and networks:
thls study deals theoretical issues which have not been
addressed fully in the 1literature., nor in a unified way.
These issues include: |

1. housing, as the focus of neighborhood defense.,
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2. the role of the Church in Greenpoint:
3. the examination of women as a unit of analysis in

the neighborhood.

Housing
| Housing plays a critical role in neighborhood
defehse. Housing has not been examined in this way in
other studies. As pointed out in Chapter 1, Suttles'
discussion of the Addams area does not 1nclude hou51ng.
Perhaps this is because he studied the young men of the
area for whom housing was probably not a very salient
feature of their activities, given their gender and stage
in the life cycle. |

In their attempt to control who lives in Greenpoint:,
residents 1limit who resides in the neighborhood. Thé
informal processes used by residents differ between
northern and soutbern Greenpoint. Northern Greenpoint is
defended on a building by building basis, while southern
Greenpoint is defended on a block bf block basis. A
crucial difference is that Northern Greenpoint contains
many absentee landlords. o

This study also discovered that the absentee landlord

is an important aspect to understand neighborhood change.
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This study indicates that turnover from resident lahdlords
to absentee landlords isb an important factor in changing
neighborhoods. In addition, this study demonstrates that
larger housing structures Are more difficult to control
than smaller ones. When absentee 1landlords own larger
structures, control over the building by neighborhood
residents is typically lost. This is especially the case
since absentee landlords tend‘not to be tied to a local
network. They therefore are -not responsive to the wishes
of residents particularly about the "kind" of people to
whom they rent. . .

Absentee landlords sometimes intrude on a
neighborhood's way of 1life. They not only change
neighborhoods whose residents do not want change, but also
exploit those to whom they rent. They tend éo charge
rents higher than resident landlordé and do not provide
essential services. They also cheat the system, They
charue welfare recipients the highest rent allowable, do
not maintain the building and let it deteriorate. Yetlthe
building serves as a tax shelter for the aSsentee
landlord. When the building becomes a problem, the
landlord abandons it by no longer paying taxes. fhere
have also been cases where abseﬁtee landlords .have

profited through arson.



--157--

Susser{s' study of Qreenpoint-Williamsburg does
include a discussion on landlord-tenant relations.
However, this study of informal bhousing networks in
Greenp01nt begins where her discussion ends. She
discusses the differences between resident and absentee
landlords in terms of the deterioration of buildings owned
by absentee 1landlords. But she does not examine the
dynamics of how segregatien of Hispanics in bhuildings

owned by absentee landlords occurs.

The Church

:The study of the Church in the local community has
not been part of the mainstream of sociological literature
on community in the United States. For example, Suttles
notes that the Roman Catholic Church is paet of ' the
territory belongin§ to Italians‘ in the Addams area which
enables them to exert greater control. He does not deal
with Churc¢h involvement in neighborhood defense, and does
not discuss the recreational activities offered by the
Church to young locals. The studies by Gans: Susser: and
ﬁornblum barely mention the existence of religious
facilities. in contrdet. Howell notes that part of his

participant observation occurred at Sunday services
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especially Southern Baptist and Pentecostal. We can infer
from Howell's discuséion that he had some familiarity with
these.churches. Whyte's Study of Cornerville includes an
extensive description of the "festa" and an analysis of
this event as part of working ciass culture. This
activity 1links religion with the 1local communitf in
southern Italy. The "festa" celebrates the feast of the
patron saint ofvé paéticulér town in Italy. Including
religious institutions as part of one's research is a
sensitive and difficult task, but the results are quite
rewarding. |

| The Church in Greenpoint is involved in defense
because itt is a forum for interaction among residents.
Iocals attend religious services: church socials, and sit
oh various committees. The TChurch serves ‘a social
function as well as 'a réligiéus one. As discussed in
Chapter 4, the national churches in Greenpoint ¢o not
service tﬁé Spanish community. The local diocesan church
offers Spanish masses: but segiegates Hispanic and non-

Hispanic congregations at masses and church socials.

Hnmen

Women play a major role in neighborhood deflense.
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Wbmen are mostly responsible £for information £flowing
through the informal housing network. It may be said that
‘to a large extent, women have replacéd reallestate agents.
This is clearly. a major £inding since women have been
icnored in community studies. In Greenpoint., women are
involved in a number of activities. Their roie as real
estate agents in Qreenpoint can be viewéd negatively since
they discriminate against minorities and therefore violate
Civil Ridhts Rets, From a power énalysis: however, local
women can be vieWed quite favorably ‘in that éhey are
deciding who lives in Greenpoint.

Models of community need to be constructed which
"build in" women to the ongoing actions of the local area.
in his éiscussion of & Jdefended neichborhoodr Suttle§
includes women but refers only to mothers with small
children. According to Suttles, these women have a great
investment in the defended neiéhborhood because they are
confined to it. They are therefore concerned about their
personal safety and the safety of their children. However
findings in Greenpoint go beyond Suttles' model.. They
suggest that women are quite active in various strateéies
of neighborhood defense. Women appear to be the
"networkers™ of available housing. They participate in

informal surveillance activities, as block watchers, and
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are found as civilian patrol members. In Greenpoint.
~women of all ages, not just mothers with small children.,

are active in defending the neighborhood.

E EN E 0

| éindings'from.this study édgéést that the concept of
a defended neighborhood should be expanded. Factors to
consider wheh studying a defended neighborhcod are:
informal networks of lousing allocations the role of
neighborhood women s local churches., | recreational
establishments, and. local gatherings. . In addition to
these points. .there are other major differences between
this study gnd Suttles' model of defended neighborhood.
Greenpoint does not have many of the characteristics of
the defended neighborhood presented by Suttles. There are
no street corner gangs, militant conservation groups.
uniformed doormen. door. buzzers, or TV monitors iﬂ
qreenpoint. Accofding to Suttles; it is‘through these
measures that the defended neighboghood creates cohesive
groups because of the joint action that these measures
require. However, it seems that in Greenpoint cohesion

must first exist and therefore be in place in order for
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the strategies of defense uncovered to operate. For
example, relationships must first exist among neighbors in
order for an informal housing network to develop.
Likewise, neighbors would not be able to ask one another
to "keep an eye" on property, if a relationship had not
alreauv been eqtabllshed

Suttles says that strategies of neighborhood defense
are episodic. The activation of formal surveillance is
episodic. It was reported that civilian patrols developed

out of local concern over a number of burglaries that had

occurred, The patrol was therefore a response to the
issue of crime. However, once the crime rate had
decreased, many patrols became inactive. However:

Qreenpoint(s informal housing network and 1nforma1
surveillance are strategies of cefense which are
constantly active. These strategies are in place and are
part of the residents' daily routines and act1v1ties. The
informal houslng network and informal surveillance do not
‘emerge as a response to a threatening event; these
strategies are part of Greenpoint's everyday life.
Susser's study is especially important to consider
because it includes Greenpoint as part of its study area.'
My study supports Susser's contention that working class

people bhave been cdislocated. They are faced with
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gentrificationp disinvestment practices, minority growth.,
and the fllght of industry. Sussera however, takes a neo-
Marxist perspective and she focuses on confllct between

the working class population of Greenpoint-Williamsburg

and: the welfare system, landlord-tenant relatzons, and

the Clty of New York Thls perspective leads her to

present the people of  Greenpoint-Williamsburg as
3

exploited, powerless, and politically naive.- However .,
Susser's ewn study indicates that the atteﬁpt te retaie
the Firehouse was successful; but she regards the
organization and political effectiveness of the residents
as the "ekception rather than the rule.” She cites
another esample of unsuccessful local organizetions, block
associations, which she regards as more typical ef the
residentsi‘ieeffectiveness. She does not include a roster
of viable organlzatlons. such as People s Flrehouse which
developed as a result of the collective action previously
described, and long-standing block associations.

By focusing on the informal interaction of local
residents in neighborhood defense of housing, my study of
Greenpoint moves toward the construction‘ of models of
neighborhoodhaefense which are more optimistic and more
dynamic, and gives 1locals more control over their own

lives.



--163--

IHE FUTURE

o 'Gfééupoint{s future is very difficult to predict.
Moreover: this study does not deny the influence of larger
forces. such as national and city-wide policy decisions on
neighborhoods, as well as broad economic and demographic
shlfts. Unuil now, white residents have been able to
maintain a predomlnantly white neighborhood. There has
been a pool of white individuals who want to rentnand buy
in CfeenpanL However, as minority populations in ﬁew
York City and Greenpoznt increase, and as o0ld time
re51dents dies, the possibility of. maintaining a white
neighborhood séems unlikely. As in South.Shore (Molotch.
1972) in the long run the efforts of residenté cida nnu
affect the neighborhood's future. South Shore did become
a black community because blacks were attracted to the
very same things that were used to attract whites (Taub.,
Taylor, and Dunham, 1984). The influx of Polish
immigrants in Pzeenp01nt muqt alsu be considered. It is
possible for them to displace Hispanics in northern
Qreenpoint and continue employing défensive strategies in

the northern and southern sections., especially since they
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seem to be the neighborhood's major'investors. These
refugees, some of whom are here illegally., work' a number
of diffefent jobs and live under substandafd conditions in
order to save money. Some buy houses with cash and others
obtain moftgages from the Polish Slavic Federal Credit
Union. One respondent remarked that these Poles are

presently Greenpoint{s power brokers because they have the

capital.
Another possibility for Greenpoint's future is
gentrification.f There are a few streets in Greenpoint

which are made up of brownstones anc brick townhouses.
Qentrification has taken place on one of these streets,
and is illustrated by an asking price of $200,000 for oné
of the brownstones. This is consideréd An outrageous
price for Greenpoint. Mofeoverp the availability of this
house waé advertised in the Néﬂ_XQLL_ximgg. Greenpoint
residents are not defending agéins£ genfgification. Like
homeowners in Long Island City. Greenpoint homeowﬁers
would 1like the. neighborhood to‘ be gentrified. Their
housing investments would pay off., the neighborhood ﬁould
be up-graded, and Hispanics woulé be displaced. They do
not realize. thatt many other residents such aé their
tenants, neighbors, and possibly they themselves would be

displaced. Howeverr large scale gentrification seems
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unlikely because most of Greenpoint{s housing is not
brownstone, but wood frameo. Yet gentrification by
renters is possible: especially since Greenpoint has been
described as an area with "affordable rentals"® (Hlnds,
1984) And the impact that the redevelopment of Iong
Island C1ty; which is just across the Creex; will have on
CleehpOlnt remains to be seen. The Port Authority has
proposed an investment of $100 mlllion for infrastructure
work and an additional Sdoo\million from private investors
to ' construct "offices; apartnent.  buildings, stores,
performing art' spaces, and scientific ‘ researcﬁ
facilities."s |

The iméect that changes in the subway system will
have on Qreenpoint is unclear. The Metropolitan Transit
Authority (MTA) wants to limit tﬁe humber of traiﬂs and
therefore iﬁ&ividuals vsing the Queens Plaza station. One
part of this.plan is that the G train (which serves most
of Greenpoint) will terminate at the Codrt.gquare station
instead of Queens Plaza. A tunnel will be built
connecting Covurt Sqﬁare and 23rd Street-Ely Avenue
stations. This walkway will allew passengers from the q
train to connect with the E and F trains. This will be a
new pattern of transportaﬁion for Qreenpoint residents.

They will lose access to the N train. Residents are
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resisting this change. lee Susser 8 description of the
action taken against the closing of a firehouse, locals
are ready and willing to fight this decision. S public
hearing was held with an MTA representatiVe.. ”\e
cormunity voiced@ its concern about the possibility of
muggings while walking through a tunnel to change trainSp-
and its anger that the C1ty is "cheatlng" the community of
serv1ces. Thelr w1111ngness to “flght Clty dall" suggests
that Lesloents are not naive but are politically actlve.
Elnally, there are fundamental value dec1elons
underlying tne future of Qreenpoint. Thus, attempts to
stabilize Qreenpoint facilitate the actions”of informal
housing networks; they also limit the housing options of
racial and ethnic m1nor1t1es. For example. this study of
Greenp01nt supports the policy suggestion that government
agenc;es, planners. and developers should keep tihe nunher
of units in dwellings low and/or control housing ownership
in order to maintain neighborhood stability. It was
indicated that absentee landlords: especially of large
bu11d1ngs, permit rapid neighborhood change and the entry
of new ethnic groups to the area. These new groups are
sometimes exploited by absentee landlorGSp as in northern
qreen901nt. New York C1ty 8 DepartmenL of Hou51ng

Preservation and Development (HPD) has recognlzed the
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injury caused by absentee landlords, and has apparently
planned on a city-wide basis to try £o minimize absentee
ownership. Thus, the City requires that perties
interested in Abuying a city-owned building must commit
themselves to 1living in the building for a specified
period of time (sometimes for as long as ten years).

The basic question raised by this dissertation is the
extent to which the interests of a variety of groups are
balanced. Some neighborhoods, 1like Greenpoint, wish to
maintain their 1local culturé and therefore. Attempt to
exclude minorities. On the other hand: the fofmal policy
of the city and national governments ié one of equity and
social justice., FReo-Marxists, bhowever, argue that policy
decisions are based on the iﬁterests 65 a small groué of
elites. Thus. the question raised is how will policy

decisions juggle these competing values.
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NOTES

lgrase (1982) discusses the feeling of security among
residents in Prospect-Lefferts Gardens.

2Dav1d T. Wellmanp "Prejudlced People Are Not the Only
Racists in Amerlcap in Ronald Berkman and Laura W. Kltch
(eds ), 2egplg;_ggygg;_gnﬂ_ggli;iga (New York' Brookiyn
College Press, 1984) pP. 131 R

3In contraet to quser', po:nt, DlFa51o notes in his
study of longshoremen that he had to read the gg;lx_ﬂens
and the ngn_xQxx_limgg every morning before meeting with
the men, so that he would be able to discuss political
events oith them,

4D. Chall: "Neighborhood Changes in New York City
Durlng ‘the 1970 8: Are the "Gentry" Returniné: Aﬁg;iggL
Qemgg;gphigsr (October 1984) 19 45 Chall cites Greenpoint
as having a elgnlfxcant amount of 1n-mlgrat10n.

5Barry Jacobs, "A Golé Coast in Gueens?." Village

Yoice, May 8, 1984, p. 17.
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APPLNDIX A

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE



live?
2.
?
.
4,

5.
changed?

6.:

7.

8.
(,;' .

continue

9A.
10.

10A.
11.
there any

these

12.
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What do you call the neighborhood in which you
Iooking at this mapr what are the boundaries of

How would you describe (Greenpoint) today?
How long have you lived here?

Do you think the neighborhood (your area) has

If sor describe the change that has taken place?
What ére the main things which brought about this
change?

If not; how or in what way hasn't it chanded?

' Lo gou think Greenpoint will change or.will
to

change?

If 80, how?

Would‘you iike to see Greenpoint become a luxury
neighborhood?

If sor why., if not - why not?

Is Greenpoint all pretty much the same or are
distinct sections in it? (Hunter) Name and locate

sections.

How would you describe the crime rate in

Greenpoint?



13.
14.

14a.
14B.

15.

15a.
16.

16A.
IéB.

iéc;

17.
17A.
8.
18A.
183.
18C.
1.
yeaxs? |

20.

--171--

Where are the high crime areas?

Has the crime rate always been this way?

If sor why has it remained the same? .

If not, what do you think caused the change?
Are there any problens which concern people.in
Greenpoint?

If so, what are they?

Do you feel attached to this nelghborhood?
Iif’ so, why?

If nou: why not?

Dlﬂ you feel dlfferently at another time?
Would you like your children to live here?
Why or why not? ‘
ﬁo any of your:relatives live in Qreenpoint?
Is that important to you? .
If not, where do they live?

poes tﬂat bother you? .

Do you think you will move within the next 5

Do you think you will ever move from this

ne:ghborhood’

20A.
20B.
21.

Why or why not?
What keeps you here?

Wbuld you recommend Greenp01nt to other people as

place to live?



21,
22,

would

22a.
23,

N
[
™
L]

N
.o
. @

24A.

Joes

24B.
24c.
25.

Patrol

25A.

éSB.
25C.

25D. -

25E.

25G.

25

< ay
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Why or why not?

If you were to move, what kind of neighborhood

you move to?

Ideal charaéteristics?

Do you have any partiéular place in mind? Why?
Would you describe Greenpoint as an‘inteérated‘

° .
peighiborhood?

.. If so why, if not why not?

Do you or your neighbors watch the block and each
other's property?

Is there anyone 'in_particular on this block who

du

thisT

(meny women - age =)
What kinds of things do you watch for?
What do you do if something like this happens?

Have you ever heard of the Civilian Observation

(cor)?

Is this block part of a COP?

If not, what do you thinkléﬁout COP'S?

Why is.a COP necessary? |

If so which neighbors ére members? (men(women).
What kinds of things has your patfol encountered?
ié the COP successful? |

Would things be different without it?
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26. Is there a block association here?
26A. What blocks comprise the association?
26B. Do you belong to it?

26C. Are you an active member?

N .

6D. Are most active members men or womnen?

).

5%, What are some of the issues discussed at block

A\S

Q

association
meetings?

27. Qo you bélong to any other neighborhood groups?

R (church, community organizations, politics) |

27A, If so. thch-ones? :

éfB. Are éhe active ﬁembers of these groups men ot
womené“

| Who are officers?

27cC. ﬂhat do you do with these groups?

é%é. How often do you meet? i

253. Are there any specifié membership requirements?

25?. Must one be a specific ethnicity (netionality‘or-
race)é. |

279. How does one become a member?

Zfﬂ. Could an Hispanic  or black resident become a
membefév |

25. Do you consider yourself a member of any informal

N groups (neighbors gathering. mother's group.
people you |

meet with regularly).
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28A. Are members of these groups mostly men, women or
both? |
‘283. What do you do with these groups?
256. Kow often do you gather? |
Zép. Any specific membership‘requirements?
ééE. Any ethnic or race requirements? ‘
25?. How does one become a member? .
ééé. :Could an Hispanic or bléck resident become a
membeff
25. How would you describe the way white residents of
' ﬁifferpnt n%tionalities get along?
ZQA. po you know of any conflicté that occurred
becauéé of
differences between nationalities?
29B. Can you give me some concGrete examﬁ?es?
ﬁG: Ecw would you describe the way -that white
residents get ’
along with Spanish or black residents?
30A. Where do Spanish live? |
308, De yon know of aﬂy conflicts that occurred
betweenl |
these groups?
30C. Can you give.me some concrete examples?
31; If you had an apartment t6 rent; would you
reéistér

with & realtor? Vho in your household would be



31A.
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responsible for finding a tenant?

If so0. would you give the realtor specific

requirements

advertise

apartments

did

33.

33A.

338.

33C.

33D.
34,
35,
35A.

36.

36A,

317.

for a tenant?

What requ1renents sye01t. iv?

Few Co realtors respond to these requests?

Would you advertise in the local newspapet?

" If you did not register with a reaitor or
in |

the local newspaper, how would you find a tenant?

Do residents talk to each other about vacant

or houses for sale? - mostly men or women?

Do they refer peop?e? .

Would you give your neighbors requirements for a
tenant?

What klnds of people do they prefer?

How does someone find an apartment here?

For renters: How did youn £ind this apartment?

In looking for an apartment., what kinds of things

owners ask you?

How does someone find a house to Iy here?
Fox hcmeowners: How did you find this house?
If you were looklng to buy a house in this

neighborhood, how would you go about it?
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33. Do your neighbors pressure each other about who
they |
rent or sell to?
39. Do you rent thié house (apt.)?
QQA. Qo you own any property in qfeenpoint?
3§B. If not, who owns this bouse?
39C. poeS'tﬂe owner live here? |
49. Some of the people thﬁt I have spoken to have
said Ehat
they are trying to keep the neighborhood white.
Do you
think they are trvine to keep it white.
40A. Why are residents trying to keep the neighborhood
| white?
41. Can yéu tell me of any ways in which people are
tryingi. |
to keep the neighborhood white?
42, Do you think that men and Qomen do different
thingé.
| regarding this?

42A. How do neighborhood women try to Kkeen

the

neilghiborhood
vhite?
42B. What ébout neighborhood men?
45; How long have residents beeﬁ doing this?

43A. Have they been successful in keeping the
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‘neighborhood
white?
44, Do : you think the non-white population in
qreenpdint is
increasing or decreasing?
44A. If 1ncreasxng, how are they getting in if white
' resldents are trying to keep them out?
44B. If decreamna, vhv'> ‘
:5. ﬁo veu tblnk there are advantéges to a
neighbdrhood
being composed of one nationality?
4§A. If so, what are they? o
458. If not, why not?
456. Are there any Gisadvantages?
459. If sor what are they? .
45E. If no£: why not? .
46. I have been told that about 45 years ago: a
publiéi ' |
housing project was planned for Qreenpoint? po
you .
know anything about it?
47. ZRbout two years ago thére was some talk that the
osth
' precinct was going to be closed. Do you remember
hearing about this? How ¢id you feel about it?

47A. It is now being said that the precinct will be



do
leave the

48.
C;jhjén.
you

0.
Wy
Tor

50.
you :
about
that
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temporarily moved to Herbert Street so that the

Meserole Ave precinct house can be renovated. How
you feel about this? Why is it important to

precinct on Meserole Ave.?

A few years agor residents wanted the Metladone
relJccated., How did you feel about it? How would

feel if it was moved to an area nearby?

How do you feel about the closing of Greenpoint

hospital?

Hospital? Why? Did you ever use this
is it important to keep it where it is? Are you
concerned about what will be done ﬁith the

hospital/property? Have you heard of any plans

this property?

School Board elections were held during May. Do
vote in these elections? Do you know anything
them? Was there anything about these ‘elections

caught your attention? Wwhat about campaign ads



in the
5;7
from
they
Vohe?

52.

53.

54.

[$) ]
[€]]
.
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Gazette?
During general elections I often see posters on-

Manhattan Ave. of black or Hispanic candidates
other neighborhoods. Why are they there? Do
influence the way in which Green@oint residents

How? What about campaign ads in. the ggzg;;g?

Are‘thére problems with youths in Greenpointé
A, If so why? |
R. If not. wﬁy not?

Any youth ggngs? | |
A, ﬁhat do they do?

Any conflicts among youths? t
A, Different wﬁite nationalities?
B. White vs. non-white? |

Fow mneh o rent Jo you pay?
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age sex
occupation: husband: wife:
length of occ husband: wife:

where do family members work?
how do they get to work? |
level of formal education conpleted: husband:
wife:
marital statds:
length of marriage (divofce)
sex of children:
where do children attend school? why there?
where do children work? | |
do children live at hoﬁe:
'if not, where do they live? When Jdid they
nove? | |
Iwhy ¢id they move?
type of dwelling :
number of years live in neighborhood
number of years in particular house
where did you live hefore this place

why éid you move

religion: which church do you

attend

Is this church ‘associated with any particular
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nationality?

Is the congregation mostly white? Tnoes the church

serve Spanish residents? How or how not?

Are any parish residents members of church groups? Do

their children attend church schools?

How do  you identify yourself regarding your

nationality?

What does being -mean to you

How do you maintain your nationality (customs, fooC.

¢lubs: events)

Is that important to you?
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APPENDIX B

MAPS USED TO RECRUIT RESPONDENTS
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