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Executive Summary

Rather than clustering in ethnic enclaves, Census data show that most Latinos live
scattered through neighborhoods where they are a small share of the population. Some
20 million Hispanics—57 percent of the total—lived in neighborhoods in which
Hispanics made up less than half of the population at the time of the 2000 census. These
Latinos lived in census tracts where only seven percent of residents were Hispanics on
average. This pattern of dispersal even holds for Latino immigrants and for low-income
Hispanics although to a somewhat lesser degree.*

Of course, this leaves a sizeable share of the Hispanic population—43 percent—in
neighborhoods where Latinos are a majority. These communities are large, and the
Hispanic population that lives in such neighborhoods is growing faster than the Hispanic
population that lives dispersed among non-Hispanics. A comparison of data from the
1990 and 2000 census counts shows that as the size of the Hispanic population increased
in big cities with already large Hispanic populations, such as New York and Los Angeles,
these majority-Latino neighborhoods spread across the urban landscape. Although such
neighborhoods where Latinos dominate can be highly visible and sometimes
controversial, they are not the norm for the Latino population.

Thus, the recent growth of the Hispanic population has produced two
countervailing trends in residential settlement: dispersal and concentration. The increase
of the Hispanic population between 1990 and 2000 was almost equally shared between
neighborhoods where Latinos are a majority of residents (6.5 million) and neighborhoods
where they are a minority (6.9 million). As of 2000, however, more Hispanics were
dispersed than were concentrated. Moreover, a variety of different types of Latinos—
immigrant and native born, poor and middle class—Ilive in predominately Hispanic
neighborhoods.

The Hispanic population is classified as a minority group, and it is growing
rapidly through immigration. On both scores questions arise about patterns of residential
settlement: Are Latinos segregated into neighborhoods where they constitute the
dominant population? What are the characteristics of Latinos who live in neighborhoods
populated mostly by non-Hispanics? In order to help resolve these and other related
questions, the Pew Hispanic Center conducted an analysis of data from the 2000 census.
Each of the nation’s more than 65,000 census tracts was sorted according to whether or
not Latinos constituted a half or more of the population in the tract. Then, the
characteristics of the Hispanic population in what we have termed “majority-Latino”
tracts were contrasted to those in “minority-Latino” tracts. Further analysis examined the
residential distribution of the Hispanic population in these kinds of tracts in the 1990
census to determine how patterns changed over the course of a decade. In addition, this
analysis was applied to states where large numbers of Latinos have lived for many years
and to states that have recently experienced rapid growth of the Hispanic population to
determine whether these residential patterns differed in traditional and new settlement
areas.

* The terms “Latino” and “Hispanic” are used interchangeably. The terms “white,” “African American”
and “black” are used to refer to non-Hispanics who identify themselves in those racial categories. The
terms “immigrant” and “foreign born” are used to refer to any person who was born outside the United
States its territories or possessions regardless of their citizenship or immigration status.



Overall, this analysis shows that by a significant measure most Latinos live in
communities that they share with non-Latinos. And, while majority-Latino
neighborhoods are large and growing, especially in the nation’s biggest cities, those
neighborhoods contain a mix of native-born and foreign-born Latinos, Spanish speakers
and English speakers, the poor and the middle class. On balance, Balkanization is not the
defining trend. Most Latinos are not conglomerating into densely packed, highly
homogenous communities characterized by a prevalence of Spanish-language and
immigrant cultures. Rather, most are living with non-Hispanics and even neighborhoods
where Latinos dominate show considerable variety.

Some of the major findings:

e In 2000 most Latinos, 57 percent, lived in neighborhoods where Latinos
constituted less than half of the population while 43 percent lived in census tracts
where Latinos were a majority of the population

¢ By this measure the Hispanic population is somewhat less concentrated than the
African-American population. Some 48 percent of the black population lived in
tracts with a majority black population.

e The number of Hispanics living in majority-Latino neighborhoods grew faster
(76%) than the number in minority-Latino neighborhoods (51%) between 1990
and 2000.

e A greater share of the Hispanic foreign-born population (48%) lived in majority-
Latino neighborhoods than the native-born (39%). But, most people in both
nativity categories lived in minority-Latino neighborhoods.

e Language is a powerful factor in neighborhood distribution. Over three-quarters
of Latinos who speak only English lived in minority-Latino neighborhoods.
Spanish-monolingual Latinos were more evenly divided between neighborhoods
where Latinos predominate and those where they do not.

e Spanish is spoken to some degree by most Hispanics living in neighborhoods
where Latinos are the majority population, but English is also a strong presence.
In 2000 more than half (58%) of the Latino residents of these neighborhoods were
bilingual in English and Spanish and another sizeable share (14%) spoke only
English. Individuals who spoke only Spanish constituted a little more than a
quarter (28%) of the population in census tracts where more than half of the
residents were Hispanics.

e Although Latinos with higher incomes are more likely to live in minority-Latino
neighborhoods, all income ranges are well represented both in majority- and
minority-Latino communities.

e Nearly half of the Latino population living in poverty was located in communities
where most of their neighbors are not Hispanics.

e In states with large, long-standing Hispanic populations, Latinos were almost
evenly divided between majority- and minority-Latino communities in 2000. In
the new settlement states, however, the number of Hispanics in non-Latino
neighborhoods was more than three times larger than the number in heavily
Latino communities.



Introduction

Throughout U.S. history, as well as in many other nations at various times, some
commentators have expressed concerns that immigrant populations tend to cluster in
ethnic communities where they cling to native languages, cultures and political beliefs.
For example, Samuel P. Huntington, a prominent political scientist at Harvard, argued in
Who Are We: The Challenges to America’s National Identity that previous waves of
immigrants to the United States had scattered across the landscape rather than
concentrating in homogeneous enclaves. This, he said, was both an essential element of
the national heritage and a critical factor in the nation’s historical success in absorbing
immigrants, concluding, “The Founding Fathers were right. Dispersion is key to
assimilation.” Huntington worried that contemporary “Hispanic immigration has
deviated from the historical pattern of dispersion” in a manner that will slow or even
prevent assimilation. '

Latino population growth in the past decade has been characterized by
countervailing trends of concentration and dispersal. We find that most Latinos live in
neighborhoods that are not predominantly Latino. In 2000 more than half of the Hispanic
population—20 million people—Ilived outside of concentrated Latino neighborhoods,
while fewer—15 million— lived in concentrated Latino neighborhoods. However, we
also find that the rate of growth has been faster for Hispanics in majority-Latino
neighborhoods. On a larger geographic scale, we show that over the past two decades
both immigrant and native-born Latinos have dispersed to states other than those with
long-standing Hispanic populations, here called the “traditional Hispanic states.”
Overall, the Latino population in the eight states that collectively make up our “new
settlement states” grew by 130 percent between 1990 and 2000. Nearly 4 million Latinos
lived in these new settlement states by 2000, and growth in minority-Latino
neighborhoods accounted for nearly three-quarters of all growth of the Hispanic
population in these states. As of 2000, as many as 3 million Latinos lived in the
minority-Latino neighborhoods within new settlement states. On the other hand fewer
than one million Latinos in these new settlement states lived in concentrated Latino
neighborhoods.

Methods

The findings we present here are derived from an analysis of 1990 and 2000
Summary File 3 data from the United States Census Bureau.” A neighborhood in this
report refers to what the Census Bureau terms a census tract. About 4,200 people live in
an average census tract which makes it small enough to give a picture of the kinds of
people who live in close proximity to each other. We define a “majority-Latino”
neighborhood as a tract which is more than 50 percent Hispanic. If a tract does not fit the
definition of a majority-Latino neighborhood we refer to it as a “minority-Latino”
neighborhood.” We use the summary data that characterize the residents of both
neighborhood types to look for differences between Latinos who live in concentrated
Latino neighborhoods and those who do not. No data source other than the decennial



census permits an examination of population characteristics in such small geographic
areas, and as such there is no reliable means to assess trends since the 2000 count.

At a higher geographic level, we examine dispersal patterns by dividing states
into traditional Hispanic states and new settlement states. We define new settlement
states as those in which the Hispanic population grew by at least 200,000 between 1980
and 2000, and roughly tripled in size. New settlement states include Arizona, Nevada,
Georgia, North Carolina, Oregon, Virginia, Washington, and Massachusetts. Traditional
Hispanic states include California, Texas, Illinois, New York, New Jersey, Florida and
New Mexico. In 2000, nearly 90 percent of the nation’s Latinos live in either traditional
Hispanic or new settlement states. As in the analysis of neighborhood data, we use the
summary data that characterize the residents to see how Latinos who live in traditional
states differ from those who do not.

Majority-Latino versus Minority-Latino Neighborhoods

Although the dividing line between majority-Latino and minority-Latino
neighborhoods in this analysis is a simple matter of whether half or more residents are
Hispanics, these communities have very different characteristics. On average, 71 percent
of the residents in Latino-majority census tracts were Hispanics in the 2000 census.
Meanwhile, the minority-Latino tracts averaged a Latino population of only seven
percent. Thus, Hispanics tended to live either in neighborhoods with a very high or a very
low density of Latinos. Overall this population is both highly concentrated and highly
dispersed.

As might be expected, a considerably greater share of the Hispanic population of
majority-Latino neighborhoods is made up of immigrants (43% on average) compared to
minority-Latino communities (27% foreign born on average). However, this does not
mean that majority-Latino neighborhoods are necessarily immigrant enclaves. On
average, 57 percent of the Hispanics living in majority-Latino neighborhoods are native
born. Other evidence suggests that significant shares of these native-born Latinos are the
U.S.-born children of immigrant parents.” Not surprisingly, Spanish is widely spoken in
majority-Latino communities but not to the exclusion of English by any means. Only a
little more than a quarter (28%) of the residents of majority-Latino neighborhoods speaks
just Spanish. Of the rest, 14 percent only speak English and 58 percent are bilingual in
English and Spanish.

The Hispanic population of majority-Latino neighborhoods is more concentrated
in the lower income brackets than in minority-Latino communities. That does not mean,
however, that Latino-majority communities are populated primarily by lower-income
households. While 42 percent of the Hispanic households in majority-Latino
neighborhoods had incomes of $25,000 a year or less, 33 percent had incomes of $50,000
or more.

In summary then, the Hispanic population in Latino-majority communities is
considerably diverse in terms of nativity, language and income. While low-income,
Spanish-speaking, foreign-born Latinos represent a large share of the population in these
neighborhoods, they are by no means the dominant type.



Characteristics of Neighborhood Types 2000

Average Number Hispanics
Median Number Hispanics

Average Share Hispanics
Median Share Hispanics

Average Number Latino Foreign Born
Average Share Latino Foreign Born of Total
Latino

Average Number Native-born Hispanics
Average Share Native-born Hispanics of Total
Latino

Neighborhood Type
Latino Minority Latino Majority
330 3549
116 3228
7% 71%
3% 70%
121 1600
27% 43%
210 1949
67% 57%

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.

Characteristics of Latino Majority Neighborhoods 2000

Average Language Distribution Hispanics
English

Bilingual

Spanish

Average Income Distribution Hispanics
$0-25,000

$25-50,000

$50-75,000

$75,000 plus

Latino Poverty Rate
Latino Child Poverty Rate

14%
58%
28%

42%
33%
15%
10%

28%
34%

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.



More Latinos lived in minority-Latino neighborhoods than in majority-Latino
neighborhoods in 2000. Over half of all Latinos, 57 percent, lived in minority-Latino
neighborhoods, while the remaining 43 percent lived in majority-Latino neighborhoods.

Latino Population by Neighborhood Type, 2000

N (%)
Latino Minority 20,207,127 57
Latino Majority 15,031,354 43
Total 35,238,481 100

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.

Between 1990 and 2000 the Hispanic population counted by the census increased
by more than 13 million, and this rapid growth was accompanied by a trend towards
greater concentration in Latino neighborhoods. In 1990, 61 percent of all Hispanics lived
in minority-Latino neighborhoods while 39 percent lived in neighborhoods where Latino
constituted the majority.

Between the two census counts, 6.5 million Hispanics were added to majority-
Latino neighborhoods and slightly more, 6.9 million, were added to minority-Latino
neighborhoods. However, because the Hispanic population in majority-Latino
neighborhoods started out smaller, the rate of growth was faster there.

Latino Population Change by Neighborhood Type 1990-2000

Absolute Change Change  Share of Total

1990 2000 1990-2000 (%) Change (%)
Latino Minority 13,353,581 20,207,127 6,853,546 51 51
Latino Majority 8,546,340 15,031,354 6,485,014 76 49
All Latinos 21,899,921 35,238,481 13,338,560 61 100

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3 and Geolytics for 1990 data converted to 2000
boundaries.

Clustering into ethnic enclaves is commonly thought of as an immigrant trait, and
indeed a greater share of the Hispanic foreign-born population (48%) lives in majority-
Latino neighborhoods than the native-born (39%). Nonetheless, most Hispanics of both
nativity groups lives in minority-Latino neighborhoods. Indeed, while the native-born
dominate the Hispanic population in minority-Latino neighborhoods (63% vs. 37%), the
Hispanic population of majority-Latino neighborhoods is more closely divided and
includes sizeable shares of both native-born (55%) and foreign-born Hispanics (45%).



Number and Percent of Latinos by Neighborhood Type and Nativity, 2000

All Latinos Foreign-Born Latinos ~ Native-Born Latinos

N (%) N (%) N (%)
Latino Minority 20,207,127 57 7,380,192 52 12,826,935 61
Latino Majority 15,031,354 43 6,777,625 48 8,253,729 39
Total 35,238,481 100 14,157,817 100 21,080,664 100

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.

English monolingualism is a more powerful factor in the neighborhood
distribution of the Latino population than nativity. Three-quarters of Latinos who speak
only English live in minority-Latino neighborhoods, whereas fewer than half of Spanish
monolingual Latinos residents live in such neighborhoods.

Distribution of English Only, Bilingual and Spanish Only Speakers by Neighborhood Type, 2000

English Monolingual Bilingual Spanish Monolingual Total
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
Latino Minority 5,044,211 75 9,426,453 55 3,490,820 47 17,961,484 57
Latino Majority 1,720,533 25 7,771,282 45 3,947,660 53  13,439475 43
Total 6,764,744 100 17,197,735 100 7,438,480 100 31,400,959 100

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.
NOTE: The sample excludes those under 5 years of age.

For Latinos, residential patterns correlate to income but only to a limited extent.
As household incomes increase, the share of Latinos living in minority-Latino
neighborhood increases as well. So, most middle and upper income Latinos live in
minority-Latino communities. However, most Latinos in the lowest income bracket also
live in neighborhoods where Latinos are a minority, and sizeable shares of those with
higher incomes live in majority-Latino neighborhoods. Thus, the full range of incomes is
represented in both kinds of communities. More than seventy percent of Latinos in the
highest household income class (annual incomes $75,000 or more) live in minority-
Latino neighborhoods. Moreover, about half (52%) of Latino households in the lowest
income category (annual incomes of $25,000 a year or less) also live in communities
where non-Hispanics are the dominant population. Conversely, densely Latino
neighborhoods include sizeable shares of Latino middle and upper income households.

Number and Percent Latino Hous eholds by Neighborhood Type and Hous ehold Income Class, 2000

0-25K 25-50K 50-75K 75K+ Total

N (%) N (%) N %) N (%) N (%)
Latino Minority | 1,746,681 52 | 1,778,864 59 1010477 64 | 919,061 71 | 5,455,083 59
Latino Majority |~ 1,634,007 48 = 1245348 41 558,547 36 | 379,625 29 3,817,527 41

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.



Not surprisingly given the income distributions described above, a majority of
Hispanics living in poverty, both adults and children, reside in majority-Latino
neighborhoods. But, it is a slim majority because this segment of the Hispanic population
is also significantly dispersed. Both in terms of absolute numbers and proportion, nearly
half of the Latino poverty population lives scattered through neighborhoods where
Latinos are a distinct minority.

Number and Percent Latinos in Poverty by Neighborhood Type, 2000

All Latinos Latinos in Poverty Latino Children in Poverty

N (%) N (%) N (%)
Latino Minority 19,598,968 57 3,693,483 47 1,533,465 46
Latino Majority 14,851,900 43 4,104,391 53 1,805,705 54
Total 34,450,868 100 7,797,874 100 3,339,170 100

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.
NOTE: Sample restricted to civilian noninstitutionalized population.

The correlation between income and residential patterns among African
Americans is similar to that of Latinos with one exception: In 2000 larger shares of
middle and upper income black households lived in neighborhoods where blacks are a
majority than was the case with the distribution of Hispanics among Latino and non-
Latino neighborhoods. Otherwise, as with Latinos, very large shares of the black low
income (48%) and poverty population (46%) lived in neighborhoods where most
residents are not of the same racial/ethnic category.

Overall, nearly half of the black population (48%) lived in census tracts where
blacks are a majority of residents. That is a somewhat larger proportion of the population
than is the case for Hispanics who lived in majority-Latino neighborhoods (43%).

Number and Percent Black Households by Neighborhood Type and Household Income Class, 2000

0-25K 25-50K 50-75K 75K+ Total
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
Black Minority 2,530,640 48 1,897,717 54 1,015,521 57 879,800 59 = 6,323,678 53
Black Majority 2,696,073 52 1,606,919 46 781,346 43 615,950 41 5,700,288 47

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.



Number and Percent Blacks in Poverty by Neighborhood Type, 2000

All Blacks Blacks in Poverty Black Children in Poverty
N (%) N (%) N (%)
Black Minority 16,950,557 52 3,742,999 46 1,566,329 45
Black Majority 15,763,667 48 4,403,147 54 1,901,571 55
Total 32,714,224 100 8,146,146 100 3,467,900 100

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3.

Traditional Versus New Settlement States

Between 1990 and 2000 large numbers of Hispanics were added to a handful of
states where Latinos have long been concentrated. In addition, several states that
previously had comparatively small numbers of Latinos saw very rapid growth in their
Hispanic population. The change in the population numbers for Latinos was largest in the
traditional states (8.9 million vs. 2.2 million), but the pace of growth was fastest in the
new settlement states (130% vs. 50%). In 2000 nearly nine of every ten Hispanics (87%)
lived in what can be termed either a traditional or a new settlement state (see “Methods”
above). The rest lived in states with relatively small Latino populations that underwent
modest growth in the 1990s. There are striking differences between traditional and new
settlement states in the ways that Latinos cluster at the neighborhood level.

Hispanic Population by State Type, 1990-2000

A bsolute
Change 1990-
1990 2000 2000 Change (%)
Traditional States 17,734,157 26,595,484 8,861,327 50
N ew Settlement States 1,720,219 3,960,188 2,239,969 130
All Other States 2,445 545 4,682,809 2,237,264 91

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3 and Geolytics
for 1990 data converted to 2000 boundaries.
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Traditional and New Settlement States, 2000

- Traditional Settlement States
|:| Mew Settlement States

Traditional Mew Settlement
Califarnia Arizona

Texas MNevada

lllinois Georgia

New York Marth Carolina
MNewy Jersey Oregon

Florida Virginia

Mew Mexico Washington

Massachusetts

In traditional states the Hispanic population was almost evenly divided in 2000
between communities in which Latinos constituted a majority of the population and those
in which they were a minority. In the new settlement states, however, the number of
Hispanics in minority-Latino neighborhoods was more than three times larger than the
number in heavily Latino communities.

Hispanic Population by State and Neighborhood Type, 1990-2000

1990 2000
Percent Percent of
Hispanic of All Hispanic All
Population Hispanics Population  Hispanics
New Settlement States 1,720,219 7.9 3,960,188 11.2
Latino Minority 1,399,343 6.4 3,055,043 8.7
Latino Majority 320,876 1.5 905,145 2.6
Traditional States 17,734,157 81.0 26,595,484 75.5
Latino Minority 9,704,220 443 12,967,389 36.8
Latino Majority 8,029,937 36.7 13,628,095 38.7

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3 and Geolytics for 1990
data converted to 2000 boundaries.
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In the new settlement states, about three-quarters (74%) of the growth took place
in non-Latino neighborhoods. Thus, as the Latino population dispersed to new areas of
the country the vast majority of these new arrivals settled in neighborhoods where
Hispanics were a sparse presence. This runs contrary to the classic model of ethnic
clustering in which new arrivals in an area seek out each others’ company. Given that
there were relatively few Latinos in these states as the process of dispersal got underway
in the 1980s, these new arrivals did not have the ready option of seeking out already
established Latino communities of the sort that exist on a large scale in the traditional
Hispanic states. On the other hand, this process has already been underway for a decade
at least and involves many thousands of people, and yet the census data suggests that the
primary trend in the new settlement states is not the formation of high-density Latino
communities. Rather, dispersal on a national level is being mirrored by dispersal at the
local level in the new settlement states.

Hispanic Population by State and Neighborhood Type, 1990-2000

New Settlement States

Absolute
Change
1990- Change Share of Total
1990 2000 2000 (%) Change (%)
Latino Minority 1,399,343 3,055,043 1,655,700 118 74
Latino Majority 320,876 905,145 584,269 182 26
Total 1,720,219 3,960,188 2,239,969 130 100

Traditional States

Absolute
Change
1990- Change Share of Total
1990 2000 2000 (%) Change (%)
Latino Minority 9,704,220 12,967,389 3,263,169 34 37
Latino Majority 8,029,937 13,628,095 5,598,158 70 63
Total 17,734,157 26,595,484 8,861,327 50 100

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3 and Geolytics for 1990
data converted to 2000 boundaries.
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In the traditional Hispanic states, the relationship between growth and residential
settlement is very different. While the rate of growth was faster in the new settlement
states, the number of Hispanics started out far higher in the traditional Hispanic states and
the number added was also much greater. While the new settlement states saw a process
of dispersal, the addition of nearly 9 million Latinos to the population of the traditional
states was accompanied by an increase in the number of Latinos living in neighborhoods
where Latinos are a majority of the residents and in the geographic scope of such
communities. This is evident both in measures of the number of people involved and of
the pace of growth.

The 5.6 million Hispanics added to heavily Latino communities in traditional
Hispanic states represented 63 percent of the overall growth of the Hispanic population in
those states. Moreover, the population in these communities grew twice as fast as in low
concentration neighborhoods. Given these very large numbers, this process could not
simply have added residents to existing enclaves because there was simply not enough
room in the existing majority-Latino communities for so many more people. Indeed,
those neighborhoods overflowed. Mapping the change in several of the major
metropolitan areas where this growth took place shows a process of geographic
expansion. Existing Latino neighborhoods did not merely grow denser; they grew bigger.

Examples of Growth in Traditional and New Settlement States

Illinois

After a process of Hispanic settlement that dates back to the 1920s, substantial
communities with contiguous majority-Latino tracts had developed in several parts of
Chicago by 1990. A scattering of Latino neighborhoods had also emerged in suburban
areas.

[llinois added 650,000 Hispanics between 1990 and 2000, and this increase was
overwhelmingly (92%) registered in the Chicago metropolitan area (the Chicago PMSA
which includes the five counties shown on the map below).” So, within the state the
growth was geographically highly concentrated. And, 55 percent of this additional
population of Hispanics was located in majority-Latino neighborhoods in the Chicago
area. Another, 37 percent of the increase in the state’s Latino population went to “non-
Hispanic” neighborhoods in metropolitan Chicago. As shown on the map below, the
growth of the Latino population led to the substantial geographic expansion of existing
enclaves. Yet, at the same time, a smaller but still substantial process of dispersal was
taking place as a third of the added population was scattered through “non-Latino”
neighborhoods.



13

Chicago Hispanic Tracts 1990 and 2000
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New York

The state of New York added 713,275 Latinos to its population between 1990 and
2000. As in Illinois, nearly all (91%) of the increase took place in a single major
metropolitan area, the New York City PMSA.® In 2000, half of this growth was to be
found in majority Hispanic neighborhoods within the New York PMSA, and another 41
percent was added to minority-Latino tracts in the same area. Again, as in the case of
Chicago, non-Hispanic communities that were geographically contiguous to majority
Hispanic neighborhoods in 1990 had gained a majority Latino population by 2000. An
increase in the Hispanic population was accompanied by a process of geographic
expansion of the largely contiguous majority Hispanic neighborhoods even as a sizeable
portion of the Latino population found homes in non-Hispanic communities.

New York Hispanic Tracts 1990-2000
‘\\\\\:5

Legend
[ mew vork Prsa Par

Mewy York Tracts = 50 % Hispanic 2000
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Florida

Florida’s Latino growth pattern was much more geographically diffuse than in
other traditional Hispanic states. This may reflect the attractiveness of the state to both
domestic and international migrants. While other studies have shown that the Miami-Ft
Lauderdale CMSA was a magnet for immigrants over the decade, the Tampa-St.
Petersburg-Clearwater and Orlando metropolitan areas (not shown in map) attracted
Latino movers from elsewhere in the United States.” Of the 1.1 million Latinos added to
the state of Florida between 1990 and 2000, fewer than half (45 percent) were added in
the Miami-Ft Lauderdale CMSA. More (55 percent) were added outside the bounds of
the Miami Ft. Lauderdale CMSA, and most of them were found in “non-Hispanic”
neighborhoods in 2000.* Only 32 percent of the increase in Florida’s Hispanic
population was added in the Latino neighborhoods of Miami-Ft Lauderdale CMSA.

California

California’s Latino population grew by 3.4 million people between 1990 and
2000. A little over half (55 percent) of California’s Latino growth was in and around Los
Angeles, and in that swath of Southern California almost all of the increase went into
majority Latino neighborhoods. In the Los Angeles-Riverside-Orange County CMSA,
the Latino population grew by 1.9 million, and 1.7 million were added to Latino
neighborhoods within that area.” On the fringes of the metropolitan area, large expanses
of majority-Latino neighborhoods developed where in 1990 there had only been a
handful of majority-Latino tracts. Meanwhile, an almost equal number (1.5 million) of
additional Latinos found homes in California outside the Los Angeles metropolitan area.
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Los Angeles-Riverside-Orange County CMSA, Hispanic Tracts 1990-2000
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Arizona

Among the new settlement states, Arizona was the only state that added more than
half a million Latinos between 1990 and 2000. Compared to Illinois and New York, a
lesser share (72 percent) of the Latino growth was in state’s largest metropolitan area, the
Phoenix-Mesa MSA. And, compared to California, a smaller share (38 percent) went
into majority-Latino neighborhoods.

Phoenix-Mesa Arizona Hispanic Tracts 1990-2000

Seottadale Morth

Efioenix--hMesa

Goodyear North Avaniale
=1 [ ]
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Gueen Creck

0 5 10 20 Miles [ | Arizona Tracts > 50 % Hispanic 1990
Lo L L Arizona Tracts > 50 % Hispanic 2000

Georgia

Georgia had no neighborhoods that were more than 50 percent Hispanic in 1990
and only a handful in 2000. Only six percent of the Hispanic population of Georgia
resided in these concentrated Latino neighborhoods in 2000. Most of the Latino
population growth was in the Atlanta metro area, with most Latinos added in minority-
Latino neighborhoods.'” However, among the non-metro areas, Dalton, GA. attracted
many Latinos. Work in the carpet industry drew many Latinos to this small town in
Georgia. And similar settlements in non-metro areas of Georgia have been established
around poultry processing plants.
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Appendix Tables

Hispanic Population in Traditional States, 1980-2000
Change 1980- Change

1980 2000 2000 (%)
Florida 858,158 2,680,314 1,822,156 212%
California 4,544,331 10,969,132 6,424,801 141%
llinois 635,602 1,529,141 893,539 141%
New Jersey 491,883 1,116,149 624,266 127%
Texas 2,985,824 6,670,122 3,684,298 123%
Colorado 339,717 735,099 395,382 116%
New York 1,659,300 2,865,016 1,205,716 73%
New Mexico 477,222 765,610 288,388 60%

Hispanic Population in New Settlement States, 1980-2000
Change 1980- Change

1980 2000 2000 (%)

Nevada 53,879 393,539 339,660 630%
Georgia 61,260 429,976 368,716 602%
North

Carolina 56,667 372,964 316,297 558%
Oregon 65,847 273,938 208,091 316%
Virginia 79,868 327,273 247,405 310%
Washington 120,016 439,841 319,825 266%

Massachusetts 141,043 427,340 286,297 203%
Arizona 440,701 1,295,317 854,616 194%
Pennsylvania 153,961 392,121 238,160 155%

Colorado 339,717 735,099 395,382 116%
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Hispanic Population by Neighborhood and State Type, 2000
Hispanic Population in Traditional States, 1990-2000

Absolute
Change 1990-

1990 2000 2000 Change (%)
Florida 1,555,041 2,680,314 1,125,273 72%
Minority Latino 830,085 1,532,980 702,895 85%
Majority Latino 724956 1,147,334 422,378 58%
California 7,557,534 10,969,132 3,411,598 45%
Minority Latino 4,291,142 5,060,278 769,136 18%
Maijority Latino 3,266,392 5,908,854 2,642,462 81%
lllinois 878,672 1,529,141 650,469 74%
Minority Latino 551,296 842,027 290,731 53%
Majority Latino 327,376 687,114 359,738 110%
New Jersey 720,343 1,116,149 395,806 55%
Minority Latino 515,183 726,194 211,011 41%
Majority Latino 205,160 389,955 184,795 90%
Texas 4,294,116 6,670,122 2,376,006 55%
Minority Latino 1,924,044 2,809,028 884,984 46%
Maijority Latino 2,370,072 3,861,094 1,491,022 63%
New York 2,151,741 2,865,016 713,275 33%
Minority Latino 1,335,321 1,692,457 357,136 27%
Majority Latino 816,420 1,172,559 356,139 44%
New Mexico 576,710 765,610 188,900 33%
Minority Latino 257,149 304,425 47,276 18%

Majority Latino 319,561 461,185 141,624 44%
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Hispanic Population in New Settlement States, 1990-2000

Absolute

Change 1990-
1990 2000 2000 Change (%)
Nevada 121,346 393,539 272,193 224%
Minority Latino 121,346 307,178 185,832 153%

Majority Latino 0 86,361 86,361
Georgia 101,383 429,976 328,593 324%
Minority Latino 101,383 404,715 303,332 299%

Maijority Latino 25,261 25,261
North Carolina 69,020 372,964 303,944 440%
Minority Latino 69,020 372,964 303,944 440%

Majority Latino 0 0 0
Oregon 110,608 273,938 163,330 148%
Minority Latino 110,608 262,531 151,923 137%

Majority Latino 0 11,407 11,407
Virginia 155,355 327,273 171,918 111%
Minority Latino 155,355 311,455 156,100 100%

Majority Latino 0 15,818 15,818
Washington 206,019 439,841 233,822 113%
Minority Latino 187,420 352,104 164,684 88%
Majority Latino 18,599 87,737 69,138 372%
Massachusetts 275,855 427,340 151,485 55%
Minority Latino 228,861 345,772 116,911 51%
Majority Latino 46,994 81,568 34,574 74%
Arizona 680,633 1,295,317 614,684 90%
Minority Latino 425,350 698,324 272,974 64%
Majority Latino 255,283 596,993 341,710 134%

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3 and
Geolytics for 1990 data converted to 2000 boundaries.

Neighborhood Totals, 1990 and 2000

1990 2000

Total Neighborhoods: 65,443 65,443
Latino Minority: 62,629 61,208
Traditional States 22,284 21,128

New Settlement States 9,622 9,479

All Other States 30,723 30,601

Latino Majority: 2,814 4,235
Traditional States 2,586 3,742

New Settlement States 134 277

All Other States 94 216

SOURCE: Authors' calculations from Census 2000 SF3 and
Geolytics for 1990 data converted to 2000 boundaries.
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Endnotes:

! Huntington, Samuel P. Who Are We: The Challenges to America’s National Identity. New York: Simon &
Schuster, 2004. p.192-195

? Summary File 3 consists of 813 detailed tables of Census 2000 social, economic and housing
characteristics compiled from a sample of approximately 19 million housing units (about 1 in 6 households)
that received the Census 2000 long-form questionnaire. Data from 1990 have been converted to match
2000 boundaries. More detailed information about the correspondence techniques can be found by
accessing the Geolytics website.
http://www.geolytics.com/Pages/CensusCD708090/WeightingMethodology.htm

The 1990 data converted to 2000 geographic boundaries are not considered official census data.

* Appendix 1 provides tallies for majority-Latino and minority-Latino tracts.

* Suro, Roberto and Passel, Jeffrey S. The Rise of the Second Generation: Changing Patterns in Hispanic
Population Growth. Pew Hispanic Center, 2003

> DeKalb, Grundy, Kendall and McHenry Counties are also within the Chicago, Illinois PMSA.

6 County based area includes, Bronx, Kings, New York, Queens, Putnam, Richmond, Rockland and
Westchester Counties. Putnam, Westchester and Rockland counties do not appear on the map due to their
sparsity of Latino neighborhoods.

" Frey, William H. Metropolitan Magnets for International and Domestic Migrants, Brookings Institution,
2003.

¥ The Miami-Fort Lauderdale CMSA is made up of Broward and Miami-Dade Counties.

’ The Los Angeles-Riverside-Orange County CMSA includes Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San
Bernardino, and Ventura Counties.

19 The Atlanta MSA is composed of Barrow, Bartow, Carroll, Cherokee, Clayton, Cobb, Coweta, DeKalb,
Douglas, Fayette, Forsyth, Fulton, Gwinnett, Henry, Newton, Paulding Pickens, Rockdale, Spalding,
Walton Counties.
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