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INTRODUCT ION

This volume is called "Continuation Studies " because the findings
presented in it are deri"ed from data collected in an earlier , comprehen-
sive study of The Homele3s Mall on Skid Row In the earlier study, which
was performed under a contract with the City of Chicago , the goal was to
describe and analyze the situation in which the homeless men on Skid Row
find themselves. Their being on Skid Row was accepted as an already-
accomplished fact , with the major practical problem being what to do about
them 

-- 

how to improve living conditions and otherwise to change the situ-
ation until the typical Skid Row characteristics disappear.

In Chapters 1 to 4 1:vhich follow , an effort is made to discover'
and evaluate basic sociological and psychological forces that have had a
part in bringing homeless men to Skid Row. The findings presented in
these chapters will probably be of little immediate practical use to city
planners and others interested in urban rene1:val cause they discuss factors
which single pe sons or local organizations are powerless to modify substan-
tially or to control. Only programs that begin to operate in the pre-
Skid Row lives of people 

-- 

programs which cannot be expected to bear
fruit until they have been operating for a considerable number of years 

can modify the influence of these factors. Yet for the student of
sociology and psychology, the types of deeper- lying, more diffuse factors
that are dealt with h re are likely to be matters of prime interest and
utility. While it is chiefly to such theoreticians that these chapters
are addressed , they will not be without interest for practitioners.
Everyone who works with homeless men and other Skid Row residents is
interested in knowing "how people get that ,;ay" and "what makes these
people act the way they do.

The remaining chapters , 5- , are only partially concerned with
basic sociological and psychological characteristics of Skid Row men and
with the long- run factors that account for them. Chapters 5 and 6 present
some significant data on the recreational activities of Skid Ro\v men and
on their religious , political , and racial attitudes. Chapter 7

, "

Negroes
and Indians on Skid Row , H is really a research note bearing on a develop-
ment concerning which the data obtai ned in the study were not of sufficient
quantity to yield reliable statistical measures of trends. Despite its
somewhat conjectural character , this chapter sets forth some important
su gges tions.

The Homeless Man on Skid Row , Nationa 1 Opinion Research Center
Report No. 65, I (Chicago , October 1959). a research report on Housing and
Home Finance Agency Demonstration Project No. III.D-l; supported , also , by
a grant of funds from the Wieboldt Foundation , Chicago , Illinois.

The analytical and other costs incident to these continuation
studies were covered by a Ford Foundation grant to National Opinion Research
Center for studies of metropolitan problems.
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Chapter 1

FAMILY BACKGROUND OF HOMELESS MEN ON SKID ROW

In assessing the sociological and psychological forces acting.
on the lives of men on Skid Row, it is essential that two variables be con-
trolled: these are drinking behavior and marital status. Inasmuch as
this premise determines the organization of the entire analysis which fol-
lows , the arguments in support of it should be stated.

(a) Drinking behavior Certain findings of earlier chapters have
made it abundantly clear that Skid Row men differ widely on one basic
trait 

-- 

drinking behavior. Some of them are complete teetotalers, while
others are hopeless alcoholic derelicts. The two groups of men, the uncon-
trolled drinkers on the one hand , and the controlled drinkers and non-
drinkers on the other , dis like and avoid each other. This suggests the
hypothesis that living on Skid Row may result from different causes for
different groups of men. It is reasonable to assume that the forces that
influence a teetotaler or light drinker to come to Skid Row may be quite
different from the forces that bring a chronic alcoholic there , or that cause
a person to become a chronic alcoholic after he arrives. Pooli the data
for all Skid Row men and making a single analysis might lead to rather
vague findings , whereas a separate analysis for men of each type of drinking
behavior group may lead to more incisive findings. Incidentally, introducing
this contro1 also f rnishes an unusual opportunity to study the factors in
Skid Row alcoholism. All too often, studies of Skid Row alcoholism have been
devoid of adequate control groups. Alcoholics from Skid Row have been com-
pared withnorrna1 persons in the generql population or even with subjective
impressions of what the non-alcoholic pop lation is like. All differences
between the Skid Row drinker and the g neral public or general non-alcoholic
public have been attributed to alcoholism. The present study compares Skid Row
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alcoholics with Skid Row non-alcoholics. Thus we have a situation where the
result IIliving on Skid Row" is separated from "being an uncontrolh d drinker.
Since both the control group of controlled drinkers and the experimental
group of uncontrolled drinkers live on Skid Row, the inference that dif-
ferences between them are attributable to alcoholism appears more warranted
than in earlier studies.

(b) Marital status The men on Skid Row are almost
and in this sense are very atypical of the general adult
they fall into three significantly different groups with
status:

all without family
population. But
respect to marital

(1) Men who have never married It is quite extraordinary for
a male to attain the age of 45 or 50 without marrying. The
sociological and psychological factors that are involved in
this life-pattern must be very different from those involved
in marriage at the usual age.

(2) Nen who marry and are then divorced or separated from their
wives Unlike the first group, these men have risked mar-
riage but either have found it unsatisfying or else have
proved to be unsatisfactory mates.

(3) len who marry and are then widowed These men risked marriage
and supposedly remained married until the deaths of their
spouses.

It is quite plausible to hypothesize that each of these groups
comes to Skid Row for somewhat different reasons and in response to a differ-
ent combination of factors. Among the never-married one might seek 
explanation for the handicaps , fears , or aversions that caused them to turn
away from the usual pattern of family living. This is , in itself , a most
worthy topic for research. The findings of the present analysis may be of
even more fundamental importance for theories of courtship and marriage and
family life than for theories dealing with alcoholism. Among the men with
broken marrfu ges one might seek for evidences of personality disturbances
that might lead to marital dissolution , or for psychological mechanisms that
would cause a person to react so violently to the breakup of his marriage
that he would renounce normal community life and retreat to the all-male
society of Skid Row. Among the widowed one might seek for evidences of
over- dependency upon the wife , personality deterioration and disorganization
resu 1 ting from the loss of family, or a desire to escape from the disgrace
of being a conspicuous and unwanted dependent in the home of a relative.
Following the principle already stated above , pooling the data for all these
types of men and making a single analysis without regard to marital status
might lead to vague and inconclusive findings , whereas a separate analysis
for each group may lead to more definite and unambiguous findings.



Because drinking behavior and marital status undoubtedly are them-
selves interdependent and highly correlated factors , it is indicated that
they should be simultaneously controlled. This is the procedure that has
been followed; each of the statistical tables from which the material in
this and the following chapters has been derived is a three-variable table
in which each factor regarded as potentially related to living on Skid Row
has been simultaneously cross-classified with drinking classification and
marital status. 

The line of reasoning followed is simple: If a factor is signi-
ficantly and meaningfully related to the presence of alcoholic men on Skid
Row , but not to the presence of teetotalers or light drinkers , it is inter-
preted as being a factor in Skid Row alcoholism. This factor is then examined
separately for never-married and divorced-or-separated men for each drinking
group to learn how marital status affects the picture. This process is
repeated over and over for a wide variety and a large number of items.
Thus , a catalog of significant relationships is compiled for each of the
following few groups of homeless men on Skid Row:

Chronic a1coholi

-- 

never married.
Chronic alcoholics

-- 

with broken marriages.

-- 

never married and with broken marriages.Moderate drinkers
Controlled drinkers 

-- 

never married.
Controlled drinkers -- with broken marriages.

. A theoretical synthesis is then attempted.

Unfortunately, this study design contains a serious flaw. It ex-
plicitly assumes that each factor is not equally important for each of the
above groups and that it is of little or no importance for at least one
group. There is no way of determining, except by contrasting homeless men
with the general male population (for which no data on most of these topics
are available), the variables that are COmmon to all groupings of Skid Row
men. Wherever possible , this defect is somewhat compensated for by informal
and conjectural comparisons with "normal" conditions , but as has been indicated
this is a very unsatisfactory and possibly misleading mode of analysis.
Luckily, the factors that bring non-alcoholics to Skid Row are so different
in most respects from thff e associated with alcoholics , and the factors that

Because the sample of interviews for homeless widowed men is con-
siderably below the minimum number necessary for such detailed analysis , it
was not possible to carry out a separate analysis for widowed men. Hence
most of the material in Chapters 1- 3 refers to never-married bachelors and
men who were separated or divorced.

is equivalent
sificaticn.

this and subsequent chapters , the term "chronic alcoholics
to the combined "heavy drinkers and .alcoholic derelicts II clas-



bring bachelors to Skid Row
broken marriages , that this
might appear.

are so different from those that bring men with
limitation is much less serious than at first

Another very important qualification must bere-emphasized at
this point: The findings presented here are based upon data furnished by
the men th mselves Although the interviews were conducted in a climate
that appeared to be one of a1mos t complete frankness and truthfulness in
all but a very few cases , it must be remembered that all kinds of selective
biases could have been at work. It has often been observed that these men
are likely to dress up their life histories to gain sympathy from mission
workers or to impress fellows , and their improvements upon fact have often
been rehearsed so many times that they themselves may sincerely believe
them. In remembering his childhood , the homeless man may be tempted to
compare it with his present situation and paint a picture of himself as a
normal happy boy who was later victimized by fate. Or he might project all
of his difficulties and failures upon his family and the poor start he got
in life. In any event , the data report what the man apparently thinks was
the situation , but this may be only a crude approximation or even a distor-
tion of the situation that actually existed. We have only his side of the
story. The maj or bas is for trus ting the data presented in the next three
chapters is that there is a surprising absence of the kinds of response
that would indicate deliberate deception or unconscious distortions in defense
of self. Nevertheless, all of these findings must be regarded as tentative
until tested by ob ective observation via other means.

This
which follows,
on Skid Row of

study design may be summarized as
a search is made for factors that
three groups of men:

follows: In the analysis
help to explain the arrival

Controlled drinkers -- teetotalers and light drinkers.

-- 

homeless men who are somewhat heavy drinkers
by general standards.

Moderate drinkers

Uncontrolled drinkers 

-- 

heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts.

In making this search , the independent effect of marital status will be as-
sessed , controlled , and interpreted.

Method
generated by the
in this report.
The responses to
cross-classified
ing categories.
format. 1

of pre2entin the e idence The quantity of materials
three-variable tabulations is much too large to reproduce
As a compromise, the following procedure has been adopted.
each major inquiry are shown as percentage distributions,
singly with marital status and a three- fold set of drink-

Table 1- 1 and the tables that follow it illustrate the

Since there are many tables with exactly the same headings , in

order to save space , they have been presented in continuous running form,
divided only by the subject headings.
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appiness of parents I marriage (Table 1-1). In response to the
ques tion

, "

How happy was your parents t marriage? It , more than 70 per cent of
the men claimed their parents t marriage 1v-as either "unusually happy" or
happy, " while only about 13 per cent reported it was "unhappy,

" "

very un-
happy, II or that the parents were separated or divorced. A fairly high per-
centage of Skid Row men (11 per cent) had been reared by only one parent or
by no parent (guardian, other re1at , or institution) or had parents who
were separated or divorced. The percentage of men whose parents had been
unhappily married or who had been reared by one parent or by other persons
was slightly greater among men who had been divorced than among men who had
never married. Thus, there was a tendency for the sons of unhappily-married
parents to be in the group of men with marital problems , in comparison with
the widowed or single men.

When the data are examined in detail , it is found that a dispropor-
tionately large percentage of the Skid Row men who had unhappily-married
parents turned out to be heavy drinkers or alcoholic derelicts. This is
true both for men who had never married and for divorced or separated men.
Conversely, men 11hose parents had been unusually happily married tended to
be concentrated in the teetotaler or light- drinker class. Surprisingly,
Skid Row men who came from broken homes (had been reared by only one parent)
had no greater tendency toward alcoholism than Skid Row men who had been reared
by happily-married parents. Thus , the oft-reported slogan that "Skid Row
alcoholics come from broken homes " with the implication that the broken
home caused the alcoholism directly, is not supported by these materials.
Coming from a broken home may have predisposed a man to end up living on
Skid Row but apparently tended much less, if a tall , to predispose him to
become an uncontrolled drinker.

Since all but a comparatively small fraction of Skid Row men come
from homes where both parents were present and reported to have been .happily
arried , and since the percentages of heavy drinkers d alcoholic derelicts.

were only moderately higher among men whose parents were unhappily married
than among men whose parents were happily married , it must be concluded that
unhappiness of the parents t marriage could not possibly have predisposed
more than a few of the men toward alcoholism.

Characteristics of the father In designing the interview to be
administered to the homeless men, it was hypothesized that perhaps the basic
characteristics of their parents might be associated with the presence of the
men on Skid Row. Accordingly, a variety of ques tions concerning the charac-
teristics of the father and mother were asked. Following is a summary of the
inquiries concerning the father.

Occupa ion of father (Table 1- 2). The men on Skid Row are
drawn predominantly from workingmen t s families. More than four out of five
of those interviewed had fathers who were operatives , craftsmen, unskilled
non farm laborers , or farmers. Only about 17 per cent of the men came from
families where the father was a flwhite-collar lt worker. A higher percentage
of the divorced or separated men on Skid Row came from middle-class families
than did the men who had never marrre d. Thus, when the sops of middle-class



families arrive on Skid Row , mar.ital discord seems to be a more significant
factor in their problems than is the case for men coming from lower-class
famil ies .

Moreover , a higher percentage of the men who claimed a higher-than-
average socio-economic status for their fathers tended to be heavy drinkers
or alcoholic derelicts than did the men who were teetotalers or light drinkers.
Skid Row men whose fathers were in business, either as managers and officials
or as sales workers , were especially inclined to be alcoholics. This was

true both for single men and for men with broken marriages, but was much more
pronounced for the married than for the never-married men. Chronic alcoholism
was also especially prevalent among single men who were sons of unskilled
laborers.

Contrary to what might be expected, of Skid Row men with a farm
background , a disproportionately small share were among the uncontrolled
drinkers. Both the never-married and the previously-married sons of farmers
and farm laborers were concentrated among the teetotalers and light drinkers
rather than among the uncontrolled drinkers. Also , the fact that 80 per cent
of all the residents have a non- farm background is itself significant. This
contradicts a presently widely held sociological theory that Skid Row is a
haven for rural folk who migrate to the city, get disorganized as a result
of the conflict of urban and rural ways of living, thinking, and behaving,
and seek refuge on Skid Row.

Father s income (Table 1-3). The men were asked to classify
their family into one of four broad income groups: livery poor

" "

poor , II

comfortable 1I or "\vel1-to- do. 1I Almost t,,,o-thirds of the men reported they
came from "comfortable" families, while only seven per cent said their fami-
lies were livery poor. This also contradicts a \videly held theory that
extreme poverty of the family drives men to Skid Row , either because of lack

of economic opportunity or because of drinking caused by lack of hope for a
better level of living. While poverty of the family apparently has some
effect , it appears not to have been a factor in the case of at least seven
out of each ten men on Skid Row; however , poverty seems to have been a
very definite factor in explaining why a high percentage of men on Skid Row
have never married. A much higher percentage of the single men were from
very poor and poor families, and fewer were from well-to- do families than

were the separated or divorced men.

Poverty in
to drinking status;
comfortable families
average proportions

childhood appeared to have no positive relationship
however , men who claimed to be from well-to- do and
were heavy drinkers or chronic alcoholics in above-
both among single and among separated and divorced men.

, Only two sets of significant relationships developed from the
income-of- father classification with respect to drinking. A dispropor-
tionately large share of the separated and divorced men who came from very
poor families were also teetotalers or light drinkers , while a dispropor-

tionately large share of men from well-to- do families (both single and

separated and divorced men) were moderate (neither controlled nor uncon-
trolled) drinkers. Since both of these findings refer to small groups of



men, it is difficult to assign any great explanatory value to them. Thus

poverty of the fathers seems to help explain the arrival on Skid Row of
some men for economic reasons but to have little , if any, effect upon their

arrival there for reasons of drinking. Nor is Skid Row a collecting-place
for the alcoholic sons of wealthy fathers. Only about six per cent of the

men claimed to have come from wealthy families , and of these only about

35-40 per cent (an average share of all Skid Row men) were uncontrolled
drinkers.

When taken together , the evidence accumulated so far suggests

that more than one-ha1 of all homeless men on Skid Row, and perhaps as many

as two-thirds , come - from families that were comfortable or well-to- do and
where the parents were happily married. Thus , the search for explanatory

factors must probe more deeply into the family background.

Persona1 characteristics of father (Table 1-4). Each respond-
ent was asked , t'What kind of person was your father?" , and his responses were

probed to bring out the basic temperament and personal characteristics of the
parent without biasing the responses. Replies to this open-ended question
were coded into a rather detailed set of categories. The codes are divided

into two broad groups: "good" traits and "bad" traits. It is abundantly
clear that all but a small minority of the men reported nothing but good
traits for their fathers. Affection and hard work or industry were the two

traits of the father most often mentioned. Those who did voice criticism of

their fathers most frequently mentioned that they were hot-tempered or given
to fits of rage , were mean and abusive , or domineering and demanding. 
general , the men who were separated or divorced tended to praise their fathers
more than did men who had never married.

Although most men said only kind things about their fathers , the

men who were heavy drinkers or chronic alcoholics were much more inclined
to report fathers with "bad" traits than were the teetotalers or light drinkers.
For example , of the men who indicated that their fathers were emotionally
unstable , domineering, unfriendly, mean , unaffectionate , or lazy, an extra

ordinarily large percentage were uncontrolled drinkers. This was especially

the case among the never-married men. But the relationship is not a clear-
cut one; there was a smaller but nevertheless significant tendency for an
extraordinarily large percentage of alcoholics to claim their fathers were
gentle, friendly, or gregarious. Thus, many of the heaviest drinkers showed

an unusually large degree of negative reaction to their fathers , while other

cases showed an extraordinarily positive degree reaction.

evaluate
over-all

Attitude toward father (Table 1-5). Coders were asked to
the respondent s description of his father and then to classify his
feeling for the father into one of the following categories:

Very critical of father , with evidence of intense dislike.(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

(e)

Critical of father, with evidence of moderate degree of dislike.

Not critical of father , but little evidence of affection.

Critical of father, but also expresses liking for him.

(f) Uncritical of father, with evidence of great affection.

Not critical of father, with evidence of a moderate level of
affection.



Table 1- 5 summarizes the percentage of men falling in each of these categories.
The typical reaction fell into Category (e) or (f) 

-- 

one of affection for

the father , with no criticism whatsoever. More than one-half (59 per cent)
of the men voiced no criticism of the father while showing evidence of
moderate or strong affection. Intense dislike of the father was inferred
from the interview responses for only seven per cent of the men , rod moderate

dislike was indicated by an additional six per cent.

Of the men who openly expressed dislike for their fathers, a higher

percentage were chronic alcoholics than were the men who either were not
critical or showed some active affection. This relationship was especially

strong among the never-married men. Among married men it also seemed evident
that a disproportionately large share of those who were completely uncritical
of their fathers and showed great affection for them were also light drinkers
or teetotalers , while those who showed lack of affection or dislike tended

to be uncontrolled drinkers.

ther s treatment of children (Table 1-6). Each respondent
was then asked describe the t;er ' ment of the children and his

attitude toward them. The results of this inquiry are summarized in Table6. All but a small fraction of the men (roughly 80 per cent) claimed
favorable treatment from the father. Only a small minority claimed that

the father was abusive, gave too much discipline , or that he was neglectful

or was otherwise to be criticized for his treatment of his children. However
alcoholism was more prevalent among the minority of men who did report mis-
treatment by the father than among those who gave the father an unfavorable
report. This was much more prevalent among the never-married men than among
those who were divorced or separated.

Father s prison record (Table 1- 7). More than 90 per cent
of the men interviewed said their father had never served a prison sentence,
and only six per cent said he had served such a sentence. Where the father

had served a sentence , the son was much more inclined to be an uncontrolled

drinker.

Father s drinking (Table 1-8). Only about 20 per cent of all
homeless men had fathers who were heavy or periodic drinkers. This propor-

tion , however, was much higher (31 per cent) among the Skid Row men who them-
selves were chronic alcoholics. Thus , having a father who drank heavily

is positively correlated with alcoholism among Skid Row men.

Characteristics of the mother.

Persona1 characteristics of the mother (Table 1- 9). When
asked

, '

vhat kind of a person was your mother?" , all but a very few men

extrolled their mothers ' virtues in words of high praise. Following are
the traits that were attributed most frequently to the mother:

Total

Loving, affectionate , good to children. 

. . 

. 59%

Gentle , kind. . 

. . . . . . 

. 32

Good housekeeper , good cook

. . . . . . . . 

. . 34

Understanding, sympathetic. . 

. . 

Hard worker , industrious. 

. . . . . . . . 

. 22

Vague but positive (Ita good woman

" "

no bad habits

). 

. 43



As Table 1- 9 shows , the derogatory categories , such as IImean
abusive " "hot-tempered

" "

not understanding,

" "

no affection for children

"depressed or morbid , II "reactionary or old- fashioned , II "stingy, II "spend-
thrift

" "

lazy,

" "

dishonest, " or "emotionally unstable " were each used

by only one or two per cent of the men. Thus , the homeless men on Skid
Row place almost no responsibility for their troubles upon their mothers.
This was true both of the uncontrolled drinkers as well as of the teetotalers
and light drinkers. Actually, there was a slight tendency for the chronic
alcoholics to be even more laudatory of their mothers than the non-alcoholics.
Whereas the teetotalers were more inclined to describe their mothers in
less emotional terms , such as "hard-working,

" "

industrious, " or "a good
housekeeper " the heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts were a little more
inclined to use the categories of "loving,

" "

gentle and kind

" "

understand-
ing and sympathetic.

If Table 1- 9 on the characteristics of the mother is compared
with the corresponding Table 1-4 for the father, it can be seen immediately
that far more virtues and fewer faults were ascribed to the mother than
to the father. In view of this testimony, it can only be concluded that
as reported by the men , the personal characteristics of their mothers were
not of a type that would be conducive to heavy drinking or to a life of
social isolation.

Attitude toward mother and implied 1eve1 of affection (Table
10). The extent of this adulation may be seen more clearly in Table 1-

which measures the over-all level of criticism of the mother and the implied
level of affection for her. This table corresponds to Table 1- 5 for fathers.
Almost 80 per cent of the men implied a moderate or high level of affection
for their mothers and made no comment of any kind that would imply criticism
of them. About 17 per cent did venture some criticism, but of these, more
than two-thirds immediately indicated that they a1 so had affection for
their mothers. Only about five per cent of the men were both critical of
their mothers and showed evidence of dislike. Among single men there was
a slight tendency for the men with little affection for their mothers to be
uncontrolled drinkers. But the fraction of chronic alcoholics who had such
a reaction to their mothers was so small that at most it could be only a com-
paratively minor factor in the over-all etiology of alcoholism. 

Before the interviews were undertaken , the reputation of these

men as "mother- lovers " was appreciated. The interviewers were given special
coaching to help them encourage the men to express any critical thoughts
they might have about parents or spouse. As the statistics show , despite

almost open invitations to the respondents to criticize their parents, the
interviewers failed to evoke responses showing any high level of criticism
or resentment of parents, and especially the mother.

It is significant that the men shO\ved no restraint in expressing

criticism of other men on Skid Row , of the hotels , their employers , the

missions , or almost any other topic about which they were resentful or
critical. It is, therefore , quite plausible to assume that they lacked
such feelings about mother and father.
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Mother I S treatment of children (Table 1- 11). In view of the
above findings , it is not surprising that less than two per cent of the men
reported that their mothers were "abusive" or "neglectful" of their children,
and that almost all of the comments concerning treatment of the children
were favorable. About one man in ten reported his mother was "strict , II and

an additional nine per cent said the mother was more protective than the
father, but they approved of this treatment. In neither case was there any

positive association between these descriptions of the mother and alcoholism.
Thus , there is no evidence whatever that poor child-rearing practices by the
mothers were responsible for the presence of homeless men on Skid Row.

Mother I S drinking (Table 1-12). Less than one per cent of
the men reported having a mother who was a periodic or heavy drinker. More

than 80 per cent of the mothers never drank; about 15 per cent were light
drinkers; and only three per cent were moderate drinkers. There was a

slight tendency for 1ight- or moderate- drinker mothers to have sons who

are uncontrolled drinkers , but , again , so few uncontrolled drinkers had

drinking mothers that this could at best be a very minor factor in explain-
ing drinking behavior.

ary It can be concluded only that if the treatment given
to the homeless men by their Inothers during their boyhood predisposed them
in any way to a Skid Row career , the sons certainly were not sufficiently
aware of it to report it or else had long since erased it from memory. In
fact , one might easily get the impression from these results that the men
exhibited an abnormally low level of criticism and an equally abnormal high
level of affection for their mothers. Whether this is a neurotic trait or
simply a rather normal idealization of the past by persons who are living
in a very lonesome and familyless present cannot be evaluated at this point
al though some evidence is presented later in this chapter.

Attachment to parents . After asking the
mother individually, the interviewers then asked a
signed to bring out any unusual attachments to one
an unusual degree of dependence upon parents.

men about
series of
parent or

the father and
questions de-
the other or

Which parent w s liked most (Table 1- 13). When asked

, '

hich
of your parents did you like most, your father or your mother? " , about one-

half readily stated it was the mother, and only eight per cent (one-sixth
as many) stated they loved the father most. About 30 per cent said they

loved both parents about the same. Men who loved their mothers most were
somewhat more inclined to remain single than were men who showed no parental
preference or preferred the father. There was a small but significant tendency
toward uncontrolled drinking among more mother- lovers than among father-

lovers or men with no prefetence for either parent.

Which parent helped you the most when you were growing up?
(Table 1- 14). This question tended to elicit answers similar to the one
concerning liking for parents, except a slightly larger proportion of the
men indicated that the father had helped them the most than were willing
to admit affection for the father. About one-half of the men insisted
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that the mother had helped them the most , while about 30 per cent said the

parents had helped them equally. As before , a slightly higher proportion

of the men who believed their mothers had helped them the most were chronic
alcoholics. Also , chronic alcoholism was extraordinarily prevalent among
the small group of men who reported that "neither parent helped very much. 

Coders t evaluation of excessive attachment to parents (Table
15). The coders were asked to study the entire section pertaining to

home and family life and to try to determine whether there was evidence of
excessive or abnormal attachment to one parent. They were asked to code

each man into one of the following categories:

(a)

(b)

(c)

No evidence of excessive attachment to either parent.

Definite evidence of excessive mother-attachment, dislike for father.

Definite evidence of excessive mother-attachment , toleration for

father or no father.
(d) Definite evidence of excessive father-attachment , dislike for

mother.

Definite evidence of excessive father-attachment , toleration of

mother or no mother.
(e)

(f)

(g)

Definite evidence of excessive attachment to both parents.
No pa ents , unable to classify.

The coders could find no evidence for excessive attachment to
either parent for 60 per cent of the men, while one- fourth of the men showed

definite signs of excessive attachment for one parent or the other, or both.
About 23 per cent of the men showed mother-attachment , while about four

per cent showed father-attachment , and four per cent showed excessive attach-
ment to both parents. The differences in this respect between never-married
and separated-and- divorced men were negligible.

Among men who showed no evidence of attachment for either paren::
there was a small but highly significant deficit of chr nic alcoholics , while

for men with a mother-attachment there was an excess of alcoholics. Where
the attachment was to the father or to both parents, there seemed to be
very little extraordinary predisposition toward alcoholism. Thus , if the

evaluation of the coders was reliable and unbiased by their knowledge of
the drinking behavior of the men (they were warned to guard against such
a bias), there appears to be a moderate but unmistakable correlation between

an abnormal or unusually intense attachment for the mother and excessive
drinking. However, these facts must not be overlooked: (a) A great many
or the men on Skid Row who are not chronic alcoholics also have an excessively

. strong mother- love; perhaps this is a factor predisposing a man to live
apart in a familyless situation rather than a factor predisposing to patho-
logical drinking behavior. (b) A very high percentage (in fact , more than
65 per cent) of the chronic alcoholics did not show evidence of excessive
attachment to the mother. On balance, excessive mother-love could not alone
account for the presence of more than five per cent of the chronic alcoholics
on Skid Row. Thus , although it is a very consistent and unmistakable factor
it is also a comparatively weak one as an over-all explanation of chronic
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alcoholism. It might be concluded that the signs in the missions saying,
Have you written to your mother lately?" , the many mission sermons that

make use of the mother theme , and the oft-observed deference and obedience
which homeless men show for matronly welfare workers who fit the mother
stereotype , have a solid basis in observable fact, for more than one-half
of the men loved their mothers more than their fathers , believed their
mothers helped them more than their fathers . and about one in four showed
an abnormally strong attachment to the mother. But this seems to be an
outstanding characteristic of both teetotalers and light drinkers on Skid
Row almost as much as among the alcoholics.

Overdependence on mother or mother-substitute (Table 1- 16).
In addition to evaluating the degree of emotional attachment to the parents
the coders were asked to evaluate whether or not the men displayed evidence
of over dependency upon the mother or the mother-substitute (guardian, step-
mother , or female relative in whose home they lived). Some psychiatrists
have observed that persons with "dependent personalities . II who rely upon
more dominant and autonomous personalities for guidance and direction, often
fall victims of personal disorganization when that source of support is re-
moved. The Skid Row men are commonly thought to be highly dependent upon
their mothers , the supposition being that herein lies the explanation of
their living pattern. In about ten per cent of the cases the coders believe
they did detect very strong evidence of such overdependence , while in an
additional 20 per cent of cases they found an evidence of a moderate degree
of overdependence. Thus, in about 30 per cent of the cases there seemed
to be evidence of at least some overdependence upon the mother. In about
56 per cent of the cases the coders could find no evidence of over dependency ,
while in about 13 per cent of the cases they were unable to make a dependency
classification.

Overdependency upon the mother as rated by the coders was somewhat
higher among the men who were separated or divorced than among those who had
never married. Also , overdependency was significant ly re la ted to chronic
alcoholism among both single and separated and divorced men. Overdependency
and alcoholism were more closely correlated among the single than among the
separated and divorced men. Thus, the coders ' ratings do lend tentative
support to this theory, although the explanatory effect is small.

Reasons for preferring one parent (Tables 1- 17 and 1- 18).
When a man reported that he liked one parent more than the other, he was
asked

. "

Why do you think you liked your (father) (mother) the most?" The
responses given are reported in Tables 1-17 and 1- 18. Where the mother was
preferred . the reasons given were (in order of frequency of mention):

Per cent of all homeless
men who preferred mother

She was more interested in me 

. . 

She was more companionable. . 

. . . . . .

She was more unders tanding. 
She took care of me 

. . . . . .

She gave me presents. 

. . . . 

She was more affectionate

. . 

She defended me , took my part
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Approximately the same ranking and proportions were found for never-married
men as for separated or divorced men. In comparison with all men, a con-
centration of chronic alcoholics was found among the men giving each of
the above types of response, but were especially concentrated among single
men in the categories "more companionable

" "

defended me, " and "took care

of me. II Among the married men, alcoholism was most pronounced among men

,..hopreferred their mothers because they were "more understanding,

" "

more
interested in me, II or "other parent behaved badly. 

The most impressive single thing about these categories is that
together they indicate an extraordinarily egocentric view of the parent.
Almost all of the reasons given for liking the ;rent express selfish plea-
sures derived from association with the parent , use of the parent for

psychological self-gratification , or appreciation for personal services

rendered to them by the parent. There is very little expression of liking
of the parent in terms of appreciation for his desirable characteristics
or for altruistic motives. These seem to be the responses of a dependent
the kind of answer one would expect from a child or a teenager. It is dif-

ficult to pass jud nent on these responses because one does not know how

a cross- section of the "normal" adult popu1a tion would respond to this

question. I It is quite possible that' a high percentage of persons would
revert to a childlike point of view and would interpret the situation as
they did when they were children , if asked to answ"er this question.

tic disco in parental home . After querying the res pondents
about their liking for their parents and their parental preference , if any,

the interviewers then asked a series of questions about domestic discord
in the respondents ' childhood homes.

Quarreling by parents (Table 1- 19). The men were first asked
whether or not there was quarreling by the parents. About 75 per cent repor-

ted that their parents did not quarrel a lot, and only about 15 per cent
reported a substantial amount of discord in their home. Among this minority

of men where there was domestic discord, however , the proportion of heavy

drinkers was substantially above the expected proportion. An above-average
proportion of heavy drinkers came from homes where there was severe family
discord. Conversely, an above-average percentage of the teetotalers and
light drinkers came from homes where the parents did not quarrel a lot.

Who was to blame for quarreling (Table 1- 19). About one-
half of the men whose parents quarreled a great deal placed the blame on the
father; only about nine per cent blamed the mother; another nine pe r cent
blamed both; and more than one- fourth said they did not know. These pro-
portions were roughly the same for both the never-married men and the men
'11110 were separated or divorced. Among men who blamed the .father, a dispro-

portionately large share of both the ever-married and single men were heavy
drinkers or chronic alcoholics.

Reasons for parents I quarreling (Table 1- 10). When asked to
give the reasons why their parents quarreled , of the 15 per cent of men whose

parents did quarrel frequently, 29 per cent reported that drinking by the
father was a major reason. The second most important specific reason given
was that the father was unfaithful and ran around with other women. The
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mother was reported as unfaithful by none of the married men and by only
about three per cent of the single men. About one-half of the men gave vague
or general reasons for their parents I quarrels which did not involve either

drinking or marital infidelity. Thus , domestic discord appears to have been
present in the homes of only a minor fraction of the homeless men on Skid
Row. It was more prevalent in the homes of men who later became drinkers.
However , since drinking by the father was a major topic of discord , and a dis-
proportionately large share of drinking sons had fathers who drank, it pro-

bably is aafe to conclude that , aside from the problem of drinking by the
father , there was not a great deal more domestic discord in the parental
homes of men who later became chronic alcoholics on Skid Row than in the
homes of men who later ended up on Skid Row as teetotalers or light drinkers.

Other children in the family

Size of family (Table 1- 21). Men on Skid Row come from families
of all sizes , with no particular concentration at any specific number of
family members. In comparison with the general population , however, a dis-
proportionately large share of the Skid Row population is drawn from large
families. That this is true . may be seen from the following comparison.
The right-hand column of the table below shows the number of children ever
born in 1940 to native white women 45- 49 years of age who had completed
only 5-6 years of grammar school (a rough approximation of the soci a-economic
level from which Skid Row men come). The left-hand column shows the size
of families from which Skid Row men come. It is evident that a dispropor-
tionately large share of the Skid Row men come from families wi th seven or

more children, and a disproportionately small share come from families with
One to four children:

Number of children

Total. . . 

. . 

1 child. . . 

. . . .

2 children

. . . . . .

3 children. . .
4 children

. . 

6 children

. . . . 

9 children

. . 

10 or more children. 

Families of
Skid Row

men

Native white women 45-
years of age in 1940
with 5-6 years of

grammr school
100.

12.
l7.
15.
13.
l8.
14.

100.

15.
20.
27.
12.

However , this characteristic applies to the teetotalers and light drinkers
as well as to the uncontrolled drinkers. Hence , coming from an unusually
large family seems definitely to predispose toward living on Skid Row but
is not necessarily a factor predisposing a man to heavy drinking.

Source: 1940 Census of the United States Differential Fertility
Women by Number of Children Ever Born , Table l09.
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Birth order of homeless men (Table 1-22). In about 60 per
cent of the cases the man on Skid Row was either the youngest child , the oldest

child , or next to the oldest. This is a somewhat higher proportion than
would be expected on the basis of chance , given the size distribution of

families. Also , being the youngest child or the oldest child is significantly
related to being an uncontrolled alcoholic drinker. Occupying an intermediate
position between oldest and youngest seems not to have any significant re-
lationship with being an uncontrolled drinker. One might speculate that

perhaps Skid Row men are often the oldest or youngest children of their
families because they came from large families and stay d in the parents 

home probably until the mother ' s death.

Relatiotl with siblings (Table 1- 23). The men were asked how
well they "got along" with their brothers and sisters while they were still
living at home. About 20 per cent of the men reported that they got along
unusually well with their brothers and sisters, vlhi1e 65 per cent said they
got along !fall right" with comparatively little trouble. Only about 15 per
cent reported serious trouble among the children. Of these , about one-half
said they got along fairly well , but that there was a considerable amount
of bickering. The remainder were about equally divided between those who
reported serious difficulty with only one child and those who reported severe
trouble with two or more brothers and sisters. Wherever there was bickering

reported in the family, the percentage of men who were chronic alcoholics
increased. This was true for both never-married and married men.

Favoritism b arent (Table 1- 24). The men were asked whether
or not the parents showed favoritism toward one child , and if so , which parent

and toward which child. About 62 per cent of the men reported that the parents
had no favorite. This question is of importance in testing two hypotheses:
(a) that homeless men are overprotected boys who have become disorganized
after death of t e overprotective parents , and (b) homeless ff?n are rejected
boys who were "pushed aside" in favor of other brothers or sisters. ExchJding
from consideration persons who were the only children in their families,
about 37 per cent of the respondents reported that there was definite favor-
itism in their families. . In about 14 per cent of the cases , the respondent

claimed that he was the favored child, and in about 13 per cent of the cases,
the parents were said to favor another child. In only about four per cent of
the cases did the respondent say he was definitely rejected by one or both
parents. Among single men, both the hypo heses of overprotection and of re-
jection get mild support from the dsta. Although the number of cases is
small , a significantly higher percentage of the single men who claimed they
were their mother s favorite child were uncontrolled drinkers, and a signi-
ficantly higher per cent of those who indicated they were definitely rejected
by one or both paTents were uncontrolled drinkers. A small but significant
percentage of those who claimed there was no favorite child in their family
were also uncontrolled drinkers. Strangely, among the single men who repor-
ted the parents favored a brother or s is ter, there was no tendency toward
alcoholism. Among the teetotalers who had never married, the love of the
parents for another child was a significant variable -- a disproportionately
large share of these men reported that one or both parents favored a brother
or sister.
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Leaving home and death or remarriage of parents

Age at 1eaving home (Table 1- 25). In comparison with the
general population , the Skid Row men seem to have left home either at a very
young or an unusually old age. About 11 per cent of the homeless men left
home before they were 16 years of age , and about 50 per cent left home after
the age of 20. Those who were separated or divorced left at an even earlier
age than the single men. It has been said that there is a great concentration
of men on Skid Row who did not leave home until they were nearly middle-age
and this seems to be true for a substantial proportion of the never-married
men. Almost 20 per cent of the single men did not leave home until after
they were 30 years of age, and 10 per cent were 35 years old before they
left home. (There were two cases, one single and one divorced , who left
home after reachin3 55 years of age!) A minority of both the single and

the ever-married men left home at the "normal" ages of 18- 24 (33 per cent
of single men and 48 per cent of the ever-married men). Even those who
married appear to have done so either at extraordinarily young or unusually
older ages.

Among single men who left home at extraordinarily young ages , a

significantly higher than average percentage were uncontrolled drinkers.
The single men who left at older ages (above 30 years of age) tended to be

teetotalers or light drinkers but not chronic alcoholics. Actually, except
for the small group who left before age 15, all of the drinking differences

were found to be small; approximately the same proportion of men were in

each drinking classification irrespective of age at the time of leaving
home. Among separated and divorced men , the age of leaving home is completely
unrelated to drinking status , except that those who left at a very young age
tended to be teetotalers.

Status of parents at time of leaving home (Table l- 26).
About 43 per cent of the men left their parents 

t homes when both parents

were still alive and living together. In about 14 per cent of the cases the
father had died and the mother was still living as a widow , and in 10 per cent

of the cases the mother had died and the father was a widower. In only about
six per cent of the cases (equally divided) had one parent died and the other
parent remarried. In 15 per cent of the cases both parents had died. It is

often said that homeless men are those who have remained with a widowed mother
until her death or remarriage. The coders were asked to make a special
count of such cases; 13 per cent of the single men and 4 per cent of the
married men had remained with the mother until her death. Only about one

per cent had left home after the remarriage of a widowed mother.

uncontrolled drinking occurred with unusual frequency among the
very small group of single men whose parents were both living but were
separated or divorced at the time the men left home , or whose fathers were

deceased and whose mothers had remarried. There was a preponderance of

teetotalers among the men who had lived with the. mother until her death.
In other words, this pattern seemed to cause men to be living on Skid Row
but not to be alcoholics. Among the separated and divorced men, the greatest

concentration of alcoholism is found among the group of men whose parents
were both alive and living together when the men left home. Thus , the status

of the parents at time of leaving home has little effect upon the drinking
behavior of the married men.
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Present status of parents (Table 27). At the time the men were

interviewed, about 70 per cent of the single men and 60 per cent of the sepa-
rated or divorced men had lost both parents. In only about five or six per

cent of the cases were both parents still alive and living together. This,
of course , is due to the older average age of the men themselves; in many

cases their parents had died since the men left home. Only about seven per
cent of the single men had a widowed mother , and tllree per cent had a mother
who had remarried. About five per cent had a father living. Since they
are a younger group, a higher percentage of the separated or divorced men
tended to have one or both parents still living.

Uncontrolled drinking among unmarried men was significantly con-
centrated where both parents were living together , where both parents were

living but separated or divorced , or where the mother had remarried. As just
pointed out, however , these are only small groups of men. Among se rated
and divorced men , uncontrolled drinking was concentrated among men whose
parents were living together, or who had a widowed mother or a widowed father.

Age at death of father (Table 1-28). Almost one-third of the re-
spondents reported that they were not fully grown (had not reached 20 

years)
when they lost their fathers through death. In those cases where the father

death occurred when the boy was only 10- 14 years of age , it is positively

associated with uncontrolled drinking, if the man never married. Among the

married men there is no significant relationship between drinking and age
at death of the father.

Age at death of mother (Table 1- 29). Only a very small percentage
of the men lost their mothers through death before reaching 20 years of age
(13 per cent of single men and 22 per cent of married men). Among the men
who had never married , there was a significant tendency toward uncontrolled

alcoholism for those who were between the ages of 15 and 19 when they lost
their mothers. Alcoholism was also concentrated among men who were 35 or

older when their mothers died , or whose mothers were still living. A similar
though less intense relationship was present among ever-married men.

Age at which widowed or divorced parent remarried (Table 1- 30).
It was pointed out above that about six per cent of the men had a widowed
parent who had remarried , and that among the single men of this group there

was a small excess of alcoholism. This group was further subdivided to learn

whether drinking behavior was affected by the age of the respondent at the
time of the parent' s remarriage. Almos t two- thirds of the remarriages of

mothers of single men occurred before the man was 15 years of age, and it is
among this group that alcoholism is especially concentrated. In contrast

the separated or divorced men were older , on an average, when their parents

remarried , and there was no significant relationship between the remarriage
of the parent and alcoholism.

Effect of remarriage of widowed parents upon the homeless men (Table

1-31) . Each man whose parent had remarried was asked a series of questions
concerning how he was affected by the remarriage. Almost one-half of them
said that it had no effect 

-- 

that they considered the foster parent as a
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real parent. Nevertheless, among the single men in t his group there was a
significantly higher percentage of alcoholism. About 40 per cent of the
single men whose parents had remarried reported some effect. In about one-
fourth of the cases they felt strange or neglected as a result of the re-
marriage, and in this group there was an excess of alcoholism. One- fifth
of the cases reported open conflict and hostility, either with the foster
parent or their own parent. Strangely, in this group there was a deficit
of alcoholism. Instead , these men tended to be teetotalers who had retreated
to Skid Row without ever marrying.

Coders I evaluation of childhood home 1ife of the homeless men

After reading through the entire interview and keeping in mind the comments
made in response to all questions , the coders were asked to make a series of

ratings concerning the home life of each man. They were asked to make these

ratings as objectively as possible , without reference to the present charac-

teristics of the man at the time of the interview.

Unfavorable conditions in the respondenes boyhood fami1y situ
ation (Table 1- 32). A list of conditions which would seem to predispose a
child to develop a disorganized , unhappy, abnormal adult personality was

drawn up, and the coders were asked to state whether or not each of these
situations existed in the families of the homeless men. Following is a 
list of these conditions , with the percentages of the single men and of the

separated and divorced men who fell in each category:

Percentage of
single men

Percentage of
separated or
divorced men

Disorganized , alcoholic , neurotic

psychotic parents. 

. . 

Broken home

. . 

Parents neglected children , showed
lack of affection.

Parents pampered and babied the
respondent

. . . . . . . .

Family was uneducated or poor , low

socio-economic status. 

Home was filled with strife and
conflict

. . . . . .

Parents inflicted severe physical
punishment

. .

Man had no home as a boy, was brought
up in institution. 

. .

Parents ignored boy, or else bullied
him or gave other ego-destroying
treatment. . . 

. . . .

Boy was victim of parental unlove
was shown little, if any, affection

j .

None of the above

. . . .

12.

27.19.

12.

19. 17.

12.

10.

31.3 31.0
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Aside from broken homes, (b) above , and low educational and socio-

economic status, (e), each unfavorable family situation applied only to a
minor share of the population -- 7 to per cent. However , these conditions

tended to be only partially duplicative , so that about 70 per cent of the

men had one or more of these unfavorable conditions in their home life.
The childhood home life of men who had married and divorced or separated
was consistently poorer than that of men who had never married. Thus, there
is unmistakable evidence that unsatisfactory home life as a child is asso-
ciated with lack of success in marriage.

With respect to alcoholism , among the men who had of the un-

desirable conditions in their boyhood family life, there is a comparative
deficit of heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts and an above-average pro-
portion of teetotalers and light drinkers. This is true both for men who
had never married and for the separated and divorced men. Thus, a comparative
absence of all undesirable family conditions is conducive to a lower incidence
of alcoholism. The following summary illustrates the point:

Per cent of men who are
ncontrol1ed drinkers

Nmr- married Separated ormen divorced men
Total. . . 

. . . . 

26.

13.

41.l
34.With none of the "bad" family conditions.

When the "bad family conditions are examined singly for their
effect in promoting alcoholism , the following items seem most conducive to
heavy drinking among unmarried men:

Parents "pampered" and "babied" them

Parents di30rganized , alcoholic , neurotic, psychotic

Home filled with strife , conflict

Broken home.

Neglect and lack of affection , coming from families of low socio-economic
status , parents inflicting severe punishment or giving ego destroying treat-

ment , or. being unloved, showed no significant relationship toward promoting
alcoholism among single men.

Among the separated or divorced men, the following items were as-
sociated with chronic alcoholism:

Parents disorganized , alcoholic , neurotic , psychotic.

Parents "pampered" and "babied" them
Home filled with strife , conflict

Parents inflicted severe punishment

Parents ignored , bullied , or gave ego- destroying treatment

Was a victim of unlove.
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Thus, not only did a higher percentage of the separated and divorced men ex-
perience each of the undesirable types of family life, but a greater number of

these variablBs were related to alcoholism. It may be that these experiences

made it difficult or impossible for the men to enjoy a satisfactory marriage
and that the combination of an unsuccessful marriage and a poor childhood
family situation together account for the higher rate of alcoholism among the
separated and divorced men.

Favorable condition in the respondent' s boyhood fami1y situa-

(Table 1- 33). A list of conditions which would seem to predispose a
child to live a normal , happy, mentally-healthy adulthood was drawn Up. and
the coders were also asked to state whether or not each of these conditions
existed in the families of the homeless men. lowing is a list of these

conditions , with the percentage of the single men and of the separated or
divorced men who fell in each category:

Percentage of
single men

Percentage of
separated or
divorced men

Parents normal well-adjusted
stable personalities 55. 38.

Parents were compatible marriage
was happy. 63. 41. 7

Parents loved their children cared
for them 'vell. 56. 42.

Parents appeared give children
good training for adulthood. 25. 21. 2

Family income ,Jas adequate. 52. 45.

These ratings , of course , were mad on the basis of the material given by
the men ar.d hence reflect their own interpretation of their home situations.

On an average , the men who had never marr.ied exper.ienced more fa-
vorable family situations than did the men who were separated or divorced.

It was impossible to determine these factors for about nine per cent
of the single and 23 per cent of the separated or divorced men.

The meaning of these statistics is subject to the interpreter
point of view. If one begins with a theory that poor family conditions are
the leadirg cause explaining why men arrive at Skid Row , then it would be

surprising to find that roughly one-half of the TILen report excellent or

go::d family situat.ions. If one begins with the preS, mptlon that it is desirable
that 100 r r cert of all persons should c:r.e frvff good family situations , then

the propoxtions shown above a e discouragingly low. Since similar measures
are not 8.vailable for the general population, one cannot lca.:n just hml7 much

lower these prop9 tions are than among the general population and among
other low-income groups.
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The coder s summary of home conditions was cross-classified by
marital status and drinking behavior, and the cross-tabulation has been re-
produced in full as Tables 1- 32 and 1- 33. From these tables a very discon-
certing fact emerges:

Contrary to what might be expected, the men with "good" family
background factors have drinking behavior that is only very s lightly better
than the average of Skid Row. One might have hoped that a very hi gh pro-
portion of the men from boyhood homes rated as "favorable" would be teetotalers

or light drinkers and that there would be a comparatively large deficit of
heavy drinkers or chronic alcoholics among them. Instead, roughly one- fourth
or one- fifth of the men with "good" family background factors were uncontrolled

drinkers, and this is only a very little less than what one would expect on
the basis of chance selection from the Skid Row population.

It is clearly evident from Tables 1-32 and 1- , from the above

summary, and indeed from all the tables of this chapter, that poor family

situations, taken singly or taken all together , cannot account for more than

one-half of the alcoholism among the single men and more than one- fifth of
the alcoholism among the sep.arated or divorced men. (Among single men,
13. 7 per cent of those with none of the undesirable family background factors
were chronic alcoholics , whereas 26. 8 per cent of all single men were chronic

alcoholics. If all single men had had no adverse family background factors
but were like the homeless men in all other respects , the percentage of alco-

holism would be reduced , at most , by 13. 1 percentage points , or by about one-

half. A similar line of reasoning was followed in calculating the percentage
for separated and divorced men.

Summary Materia Is reported in this chapter give strong support

to the hypothesis that a poor home environment is conducive to marital discord
failure to marry, and alcoholism among men who are found living on Skid Row.
In general , chronic alcoholism tends to be associated with:

Homes where the parents are unhappily married and where there
is quarreling and discord between husband and wife.

Homes where the husband has " bad" personal traits 

-- 

drinking,
infidelity, has served a jail sentence.

Homes where the children are mistreated.

Excessive emotional attaclcment and overdependency upon mother.

Lack of affection or dislike for either parent.

Serious quarreling between siblings.

Development of an egocentric attitude toward parents.

Bei.ng the mother s favorite child.
Death of either father or mother during adolescence.

Leaving home at an extraordinarily early age.

Parents disorganized neurotic , or psychotic.

Being th youngest or the oldest child in a large family.
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The analysis makes it abundantly clear , however, that family back-

ground factors alone cannot account for all of the Skid Row phenomena.
Coming from a good home is no insurance against living on Skid Row , either

as an unmarried or as a separated or divorced man , or as a teetotaler or a

chronic alcoholic.



========================

F=====

-========= ===== =========-=================

I All Harital status , Drinking classification

! :

1 Testo- I Heavy
j home- . \ Separa- i talers I drinkers
i ess i I te an i ; 0 erate i

i Swgle: d' \W1.do d \ and ' d . k ; and A1co-
I men ; 1.- ; I' ht , r1.n ers I h l'I vorced j 

; .

1.8 1.C

! !

drinkers i derelicts

Iloo.
0%; 100. 100. 0'70 l00. 1QO. O/o 

i 100. 
01'0 

. . 

. j 32. 5 i 31.1 ! 35. 4 i 31.7 35.4 28.

. ,

38. 1 \ 44. ! 33. 6 46. 41.1 33.
. i 6. 5 I 6. 2 i 7.6 4.1 4.7 4.
. i 4. 1 4. 7 \ 5.5 2.1 3.5 3.

0 I 1.7 t
2 j 7.
1 ' 5. 0 i
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TABLE 1-

HOW HAPPY WAS YOUl PARENTS I MARRIAGE?

Response

Total. . .
Unusually happy
Happy
Rather unhappy.
Very unhappy. .
Parents separated or

divorced

. ,

Only one or no parent . t
No answer , vague ans,ver

1.9 1.0
10. 12.

15.

100. 0"/0

31. 7

37.
10.

========================= ==== ====== ======= =======

I=================r=========
Total. . . 

. . 

OOo OI' lOO. O/J 100. 0% 1 100. 0%1 JOO. O% ! 100. 0'7 ! 100. 0'7"

Professional , technical

. j

I !
kindred worker

. . 

. 4. 3 I 3.6 5. 3 I 3. ! 3. I 4.

Farmer , farm manager. 20. 0 j 19.6 20. I 23.
; 24.4 21.

Manager , official , pro- !

! \

prietor , excluding far t 8. 1 11. \ 5. 0 j 7.4 6.
Clerical , kindred worker: 1. 7 I 2. 1. 2 ! 1. 2 0.
Sales worker. . . ! 1.9 I 2.0 2.2 i 1.2 
Crafts'nan , foreman, 
kindred worker ! 23. 0 1 19.3 25. ! 29. ! 19.8 23.

Operative , kindred 
worker

. .

\ 18. , 23. ; 14. 13 . 3 f 17. 9 21.1
Private household \ I
worker, service worker \ 3. : 4. : 2. 2 i 4.4 \
Farm laborer , foreman ! 0. \ 1. 2 \ O.
Laborer , excluding farm

and mine . j l1.9 I 11.8 12. ) 14. 13.
Occupation not reported' 5. I 3.

: 4.3 l 6. 6 j 4.

TABLE 1-

FATHER' S OCCUPATION

1.6

10.

13.

13.

26.

16.

1.8

11.

TABLE 1-

FATHER t S INCOME STATUS

------------------------.

----------___".M______--

---------------------------------------~~~~~~------------ ~~~~ ~~~~

T.-

~~~

T--

~~~

Very poor

. . . . 

1 7. 2 I 9. 3 i 1 8. 3 j 9.3 5.5 5.
Poor. . . 

, . 

. i 19. 8 I 21.2 ! 18. ; 19. 3 I 20.9 17.9 19.
Comfortable . 63. 2 I 63. ! 66. ! 57. : 61.3 62.7 66.
Well-to- do. . 

. . . .

. 6. ; 8. ! 8. ; 5.1 7.7 6.
Income not reportcd 3. . 2. 2 i 1.6 i 6. ! 3.4 6. 1.8
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TABLE 1-

KIND OF PERSON FATHER WAS

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.------------.-----------------.,----------------------------

Tota 1.

. . . . .. .

All Marital status Drinking classificationTeeto- Heavy
home- I : Separa- i

, :

. talers dr1.nkersless j j ted and: Moderate
! Single i iWidowedi and and Alco-

men 1.- r1.nters 

, '

J.g t J.Ci ' vorced I ; drinkers, derelicts
lOO. O%IIOO. O%i 100. 0% 1 100. 0%: 100. 0% \ 100. 100.

Response

Good traits of father:

Happy, good-nat red. 12. 10. 14. 11.2 13. 15.
Gentle and kind. 16. 18. 15. 15. 16. 19. 15.
Friendly , popular

liked him. 10. 12. 14. 11.2 10. 10.everyone
Even- tempered calm
hard get excit 11.2

Understanding, syn.pa-
thetic empathetic. 10. 17. 11.0

Loving, affectionate
good children. 44. 40. 47. 48. 50. 38. 41.4

Hard worker good
provider ambitious 52. 50. 50. 70. 55. 52. 47.

Honest defendable
kept his ',JOrd 11.3 10. 13. 11.0 12. 11.3

Emotionally stable

. . 

1.8 

Quiet uncOJumunica ': i 

not h::is tP.I. ous. 1.6
Gr.eg,1J:ious. iked

ar:cund peQple.
Libe::E, ;:ogressive

v;.ews. 

., 

LO 1.6 1. 2 1.6
Good dssoci.:tes,
straight, home-man. 12. 10. 13. 14. 14. 10. 11.3

Other positive but
vague 42. 45. 40. 35. 42. 46. 38.

- - - - - - - - - - - - L - - l - - -

- - - _ - - - - ';- - - - .. - - - - - - - -
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TABLE 1- 4 -- Continued

-------------------------------------------------- --.-------------------------------------------------------------------------------.--,,-------------------------

. All Marital status Drinkin classification

, .

! Teeto- . Heavy
; home- : :Separa- 

' ta ers n ers
! less ted and Moderate 

, 1.ng_ e, 1. owe : an an 
\ men i L' ht 

n ers: h l'
!vorced

:-C; rl.n ers: ; ere 1.C s

Bad traits of father:

Depressed, unhappy,
morbid , b ooding. . . , 0. 5 i

Mean , abusive. 

. . 

i 6. 9 i
Unfriendly, hostile,
disliked people , not

liked

. .

' 1.

Hot-tempered , grouchy" 
given to fits of rage \ 8. 1 !

Not understanding, 
unsympathetic , incon-

siderate , cruel

Cold, distant, little 
affection for children 3. 7 j

Lazy, poor worker , not

stea1y, not ambitious
Disht"Y'lest , cheating.
Emotionally unstable
Boisterous , loud

show-off , talkative
Solitary, liked to be
alone , withdrawn. . .

DomiIl.,erin3, demanding,
asce dant . . 

Meek , easygoing, let
people take advantage

Reactionary, conserva-
tive , old- fashioned
Stingy, miserly, not
will:.ng to have
comfort

Spendthrift , couldn I
handle his money. 

Rough-tough associates
rough character

Other negative but
vague

. .

; 6.

Response

2 !

1. 7 !
5 i

1.5

1.6

1. 9

1.5 !

1.5

6 !
5 i

9 !

9 i

1. 7 !
6 \
0 i

1.9 I

6 i

1.5 

1.1 '

1.6

1.4

1.6

1.1

1.4 ,

4 i

1.2

1. 7

1. 2

1.2

1. 7

1. 7

1.0

1.1

1.1

10.

1.9

1.9

1.9

1.1

1.1

11.1

1.6

10.

1.3

1.6

10.
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TABLE 1-5

ATTITUDE TOWARD FATHER

=======;======================================================================

. All 
ital st tus Drinking classification

Teeto- : Heavy. home-l iSepara- i ; talers i drinkersless ited and , 0 erate.ng e. , owe . and iand A1co-men j di- 

! - 

1. t dr nkers I 
; L gl1 

Ivorced i i drinkers! derelicts
100. 1100. \ 100. 0%, 100. 0%:

Response

Tota 1. 

. . . .

Very critical , intense
dis like. 

. . . . . . 

Critical , moderate
dislike. . 

. . . . . '

Not critical , little
evidence of affection.

Critical but liked. . .
Not critical , moderate
affection.

Uncritical , great af-
fection. . . 

. . . ..

13.

10. 12. 11.

'-,

11.4
17. 17. 20.

37. 39. 35. 36. 49.

21.4' 17. 22. 25. 19.

TABLE 1-

FATHER' TREATMNT OF CHILDREN

100. 0'/0 100. 0'7.

11.

13.
20. 27.

28. 25.

25. 20.

=====~~~

%r= :;%1=l;;:;%= l;;:;%=f==l;;:;%=
Strict , rigid but not
abusive. . . 

. . .

11.5 i 12. 11.3 j 10. ! 10.

. .

, too str:Lct

too much di3cipline. . ! 10. 9 i 11.1 j 11 6 

! ,

Neglectful, ignored 
. chi1djen \ 3.

. "; 

Abandoned children, as-: 
sumed no responsibility 2.3 2.5 1.0 7.

Companionable, played 
with children. . . 

. .

17.1 20. 2 i 14.
Tried to train , teach
rea:w:! with children

. I 16.
11. 6 ! 18.

Protective from other 
parent, a go-between . j 0.5 I 

Vague but positive
treatment. . . . . ! 54. 9 .
Vague but negative 
treatment. . . 

. .

! 3.

1.8

12. 20.

12. 21.1

64. 49. 43. 60.

1.2

10.

20.

12.

1.2

50.

13.

11.8

18.

15.

51.0
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TABLE 1- 7

DID YOUR FATHER EVER SERVE A JAIL SENTENCE?

======================== ;=;== ==== =============================================

! All
Marital status Drinking classificationI , : Teeto- Heavy

1 home- I iSepara- i : talers drinkers
I less i Ited and 

j .

0 erate
: S Lng1e' hdo led ; and ; and Alco-

! men . L- ' L' , t 
rLn ers, h 

orced i Lgn 0 LC

i idrinkers derelicts 

Total. . . . . i100. 0/0 !100. O%i 100. 1 100. :"100. O% i 100. 0% lOO.

! 90. I 92. 5 i 89. i 90. : 94.2 89.0 86.
; 4. ! 5. ! 4. 2 i 4. : 3.9 3.5 6.
! 1.0 : l.l ! 1.1 ) 0.8 2.

'; 3. I 1.3 ! 5. ! 4. 1.9 6.7 4.

Response

Never served sentence
Served minor sentence
Served major sentence
Doesn t know. 

TABLE l-

DID YOUR FATHER DRINK?

============================== ==============

9================

======== =========

Total. . . . 1100. 0%1100. 0%\ 100. 100. 0%' 100. 0% 100. 100. 0/0

Never drank . 36. ! 31.8 I 41.8 I 29. ' 36.8 37.2 34.
Light drinker ' 12. I 13. ! 10. ! 17. ' 14.7 14.5 8.
Moderate drinker. 10. 0 10. 6 i 10. I 8.2 6.8 10.8 14.
Periodic drinker. 5. . 5. ; 5. 7 i 4.5 3.3 6.7 8.
Heavy drinker I 13. 12. 15. 11.2 i 8. 12:3 22.
Not heavy drinker but
no other information 21. 6 i 26. I 15.9 29. ! 29.5 18.6 l2.

TABLE 1- 9

KIND OF PERSON MOTHER WAS

======================= ============= ======= ============================== ====

Total. . . 

. . 

1100. 0% i 100. 100. 0/0 i 100. 0%: 100. 0% i 100. ; 100.

Good traits of mother

Happy, good-natured. . I 5. 8 I 4.3 7.
Gentle , kind

. .

I 31.8 I 29. 34.
Friendly, popular, 
everyone liked her. . I 7. I 6. ! 8.

. Even-tempered, calm
hard to get excited I 4. ! 3.2 5.
Understanding, sympa-
thetic, empathetic. . i 20. 5 ! 22. . 18. 1 i

Loving, affectionate
good to children. 

. .

\58. 58. 54.
Hard worker , good pro- 
vider , ambitious. . I 22. 5 ! 23. 2 i 23. 3 j

Honest , dependable
kept her word . i 3.5 3.

Emotionally stable

. . 

i 4.6 4.9 3.
Quiet , uncommunicative
not boisterous. . . .' 5. 5 1 

Gregarious , liked to 
be with people. . . . i 2.8 2.

I 2.
I 8.

ber , progressive 
Ll VLews. . 

. .

i 0.
0 i 0.

Good associates
straight , stay-at-home' ILl ! 13. 1 I 10. J 14.

Good hou sekeeper, cook
wife. . . 

. . . . 

. I 33. 32.8 33.6 36.0 32.
Other vague but positive 43. 2 I 45. 41.5 41.9 

I 46.

- - - - - - - - - - - - 

t- - 

- ., - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

6 i
27. 9 i

9 i

4 i

23. 5 j

77. 9 I

15. 4 I

9 !
6 j

33.

20.

58.

26.

28. 32.

LI.

24. 18.

58. 59.

23. 16.

l.l

39.
36.

30.
43.

- - - - - - -



Res ponse

Bad traits of mother:

Depressed , unhappy,

morbid , brooding.
Mean , abusive.

Unfriendly, hos ti le,
disliked people, not
1 iked 

. . 

Hot-tempered , grouchy,

fits of rage.
Not understanding,
unsympathetic , incon-

siderate , cruel

Cold , distant , little

affection for children 0.
Lazy, poor worker, not
ambitious

. . 

Dishonest, cheating.
Emotionally unstable
Boisterous , loud

talkative, show-off
Solitary, liked to be
alone , withdrawn. 

. .

Domineering, demanding,
ascendant

. . 

Meek , easygoing, let
others take advantage

Reactionary, old-
fashioned , conservativein views. \ 1.3

Stingy, miserly, notwilling to have 
comfort ! 1.2

Spendthrift ) couldnhandle money. I 0.
Rough-tough , ran with rough crowd 
Bad housekeeper) sloppy;
neglected home. i 0.

Other vague but negative
traits. . 

. . 

! 0.

28-

TABLE 1-

-- 

Continued

1.3 i

1.1 

1.1 I
1.3 

0 \

1.5 

6 i

0 l

0 i

45.

0 ;
1.1 I

0 ;

5 !

5 i

4 I

4 I

1.4 

1.1 I

1.6

1.6

42.

2 i

15. 4 i

3. 7 

1. 7 1.1

=================== ===; ===-======-======================== ====================

AIl Marital status ' Drinkin classification
Teeto- Heavy

i home- I Separa- talers drinkersiless , (ted and! T.' I 0 erate:
i 1.ngJ.e, ; ..1. owe : and . 1 and A1co-

; men j 1 1. - : r1.nKerS' 

ivorced i 19 :LC

drinkers! ' derelicts

O. !, 1.9 1.6

1. 9

1.0 1.1

1.5

1.1

10.

1.9

1. 7 1.6

1.6

1.1
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TABLE 1-

ATTITUDE TOWARD NOTllER

--===--=--=-==============

f======

====================== ===========================

Uarita1 status j Drinking classification
! All . eeto-

I -

eavy
Response home- , separa- drinkers\ ta..ersless I

Ited and

Moderate d Al
t S ng1e 

,. 

I W

dowed and an co-men I 
I Li ht

nkers h l'vorced 

. g

r1nkers derelicts
Total 100. 100. 010 100. 100. 0% 100. 0'70 100. 100.

Very critical, intense
dislike 1.9 1. 7

Cri tical moderate dis-
like

Not critical, little
evidence of affection 5 I

Critical but liked 11. 10. 13. 19.
Not critical, moderate
affection 36. 43. 31.3 31.6 46. 33. 24.

Not critical great
affection 43. 36. 45. 53. 38. 47. 46.

TABLE 1 11 
HOTHER' S TREATMENT OF CHILDREN 

=========================--======

f======-=======F=======

,================= : ==========

Total

. . . . .

. 100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% lOO. O% 100. 0% i 100.

Strict , rigid but not 

10. 11.abusive

. . . . . . 

. 10.9 9.8 13.
Abusive , too strict , too 

much discipline

. . 

1.6 1.3 I 2. 1.2 2.
Neglectful , ignored 

chi1 dren 

. . . .

. 1. l. 6 1.2 2. 2. 2 1.
Abandoned children
assumed no responsi- bility . 0.

Companionable , played 

\-lith hildren . . 

. . 

I 3.4 2. 7 I 2. 1 8. I 3. I 4.
Tried to train, teach, 
reason with children ' 20. 1 20. 20. 16.

I 21.9 16. I 20.Protective from other 
parent, go- between 1 8.9 8. I 9. 10. : 6.6 11. I 10.
Vague but positive 

treatment
i 72.

0 1 70. 71. 74. I 71.7 71. : 72.

Vague but negative 
treatment

. . . .

! 0.8 i 1. 6 4 I

1. 7

1.1

TAilLE 1-

DID HOTHER DRINK?

====;:;: ======= ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~===

Never drank

. . . . . . 

i 80. 80. 5 I 80. 3 79. 7 85.5 77.2 75.
Light drinker

. . .

. 15. 0 14. 15. 1 l5.8 10. 17.0 19.
Moderate drinker . 2. 0 2. 1.7 . 2.3 2.
Periodic drinker 

~~~ ~~~~

: b t : 0: 3 I I u ____

"-.

no other information 1.8 1.9 1.1! 4. 1. 7 ! 2. 1.6
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TABLE 1-

muCH PARENT LIKED HOST

---------------------------- ------ :;------_. ---------------------------- ::=-==========--------------------------

l------l----
it;i-

;-----

i;s ; i fica t ion
All ; S Teeto- I Heavy

Response 
ome- j ara- i talers !drinkersess 

!Sing1e te
' an 

Widowed! and 

. 0 . e e land Alco-
men neIs

(Y t vorced 

'" 

i idrinkers ,derelicts

100. 0% 1 100. 01'.1 100. \ 100. 0% (100. 0'70 100. 0% I 100.

5 29.l 29. I 28. : 30.2 26.1 28.
. 8.2 8.3 9. I G.

8 6.0 9.
I 48. 151.5 46. 2 56. I 47. 5 42.6 53.
I 0 I

J. ! 7. 2 10. ! 9. 5 12.0 6.
! 6. I 3. 9 i 4. : Lf.O 13.2 2.

Total

. . . . 

Liked both same
Liked father best
Liked mother . best
Lived with only one
parent or none

No informat ion

. . 

TABLE 1-14

WIlCn PARENT HELPED HOST WHILE GROWING UP

==;;====================== ======== ==== =========== ===-========;==== ===== ========

Total

. . . .

t100. O% 1100. ; 100. 0.1 100. 01'0 i loo 100 OI'. I 100.

Neither one very much. I 1.8 1.6 'I 2. I 0.
! 0. i 3.

Father helped the most. i 13. 8 15. ! 13. 11.7 ; 16. \ 10. I 13.

Hother helped the most. ' 48. 45. ! 52. 54. : 43. I 48.
0 57.

Equal help

. .

i 27. u 32. ! 25.4 26.2 34.7 22.5 22.
Not living with any i '
parent

. .

I 1. 
i 0. 1. 5 : 3. 1. 7 ! 2.

~~~

:r 

, :

J 3.

\.- 4.

?:. ... ~~~ ...--

TABLE 1-

CODERS I EVALUATION OF EXCESSIVE ATTACHMENT TO PARENTS

============----------------------------------------- ------- -------------------

Total 

~~~~~ ~~~~~%--

;%T-

~~~~~% - ;%- - ;%- -- ;%--

evidence e2Cces-
sive attachment
either 60. 59. 61. 71. 64. 56. 58.

Mother attachment,
dislike father

Mother attachment,
toleration of father

father 19. 20. 20. l2. l5. 17. 26.

Father attachment,
dis like of mother 1.4 1.4

Father attachment
toleration of mother

no mother
Excessive attachment

both parents 

parents unable
classify 1.4 1.5 1. 7

information 14.
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TABLE 1-16

CODERS' EVALUATION OF EVIDENCE OF OVER-DEPENDENCY ON MOTHER OR MOTHER SUBSTITUTE

================================= ====================== ============================

Marital status Drinking classification

~~~

sePara-

~~~

te an Moderateless ISing1e I di- dowed and drinkers
men I Light. vorce ' drinkers

R:asposc

Heavy
drinkers
and Alco-

holic
derelicts

Total 100. 0% lOO. O!. 100. 100. 07. 100. 100. 100.

Yes , very strong
evidence 10. 13.

Yes but only
moderately 20. 18. 23. 16. 17. 24. 21. 7

No evidence of over-
dependency 56. 59. 53. 68. 63. 55. 47.

Not enough information
to classify 13. I 12. 12. 11. 11. 17.

TABLE 1-

REASONS FOR PREFERRING FATHER

=========================,======; ;===== ;======-======= ========

T===================
Total 100 . 0% 100. 0% 100. lOO. 01'. 100. 100.

More affectionate
More companionable,

spent time with him. 36. 48. 26. 37. lf5. 15. 35.
110re understanding 15. 11.8
l10re interested his
'vel fare 22. 18. 22. 37. 17. 40. 18.

Took his part, defended
against other parent

Let hi.m have 10. 11.8 15.own way.
Gave him presents 13. 10. 62. 17. 10.
Other behavedparent

bad1 y 16. 37. 11.8 10.
reason for the

preference 25. 16. 35. 19. 25. 32.

TABLE 1-

REASONS FOR PREFERRING MOTHER

=======

=9=

~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~

l==

~~~~~;'==

More affectionate

. .

. 7.6 7.9 7.3 7. 1 12.7 2.
More companionable 23. 1 22. 6 25. 14. 6 18.2 22.5 29.
More understanding 17. 1 21. 1 10. 1 28. 0 i 18.2 15.5 16.
Interested in him
normal to prefer

. .

. 41. 3 37.0 42. ! 53. I 40.

Took his part, defended i. 
him

. . . . .

8 . 2 
I 9 

. 1 5. 9 ' 13 . 4 
Let him have Qwn '-Jay

. -

. 3. I 2.6 3.8 7.
Gave him presents 14. 2 i 15. 16. I 3.
Took care of him

. .

. l4. 1 I 17. I 12.
2 i 11.

Other types of reason 0 9 
Other parent behaved . I 11.

~~~

. 10. 6 I 9. 4 i 11.

preference

. .

. 7. : 7. ! 8. ; 3.

40.

16.
17.
1.1

10.

16.
14.

42.

1.8
10.

1.4

17.
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TABLE 1-

HIUCH PARENT llLAJ.JED FOR QUARRELING

--------- -------------------------------------

------_w_-

-------------------------------------------

l---

:::-

T----

---- :::: :::::---

hOTJe- , 

ara-
talers 'drinkersesponse I te an 

., 

0 era e

::: 

,ng1e di- d I '"owed 

t Idrinkers
' an

\vorce rinke derelicts

Total 100. 0%\100. 0/0 1 100. 0% \ 100. Olo 100. 010 lOO.

BlameD father 1 45. 49. 1 16.
I 33.

27.5 58.
Blames mother 9.1 7.0 12. I 14. I 12.5. 3.
Blames both I 9.

1 \ l2. ' 8. I 9. \ 7.5 9.
Blames neither 1.6 " 4. I 4.
Unable to assess I '
the blame

. . 

I 27. 3 22. 5 \ 26. 1 50. 27.lf ! 30.0 25.
No information . 7.

I 4.
! 5. i 33. " 4. i 22.5 2.
TABLE l-20

RESONS FOR PARENTS' QUARRLING

======;:;: ~~~

fi;; i;;

====

28. 9 33.8 30. ! 19.

1 2.
14.12. 8 16.9 l2. I 22.

16.53. 5 53. l
I 58. 

I 40.

\ 50. ! 22. I 30.

! 33. ! If.
I 15.

Father s drinking
Hother i s unfaithful-
ness, ran around

Father I s unfaithful-
ness , ran around
Reasons other than
drinking

Mother s drinking
Too young to know
reason 0 . .

No information

40.

\ 49.

I 20.

48.

i 12. 20. 14.

TABLE 1-21

NUNBER OF CHILDREN IN THE FANILY

=======================

F=======F======F====;;;f====;==f========

======

F=========

Total

. . . .

' 100. 0% 1100. 0% 100. 0'70 lOO. 100. 010 100. 0% i 100.

One

. . . . . . .

7 . 9 ! 8 . 0 6 . 2 lO . 8 4. 9

Two

. . 

I 9.
i 7. : 10. 11. 7 8. 7 I 10.

Three

. . . .

i 8. 7 I ll:. 11.7 7. 11.3

Four

. . .

I 14.
0 114.

I 13.
4 17. I 12. ! 15.

Five I 9. '11.3 I 8.1 8.3 8. 10.
I 9.

Six I 8 . 1 8 . 0 9 . 2 6 . 2 9 . 2 5 . 1 9 . 1

Seven

. .

I 8. i 10. I 5.3 l5.9 9. I 9. ' 7.
Eight

. .

I 6. 7 1
! 6.6 6.2 6.4 6.0 7.

Nine

. .

i 9. I 8. \ 10.8 9. I 7.3 9. 13.

Ten or more

. . .

i 10. 2 112. ! 9.7 6. \ 12. . 8.1 8.
No information I 5. 7 2. : 2.
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I=======l====

~~~~~~====
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I All
I Teeto- - Heavy

! home- sePara-
talers drinkerste an 1'0 erate

I less S ng1e dowed and and Alco-
I r n ers 

men 
0 lCvorce \ drinkers derelicts

100. 0%1100. 0% lOO. O%: 100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100.
9 I 8. 0 I 8. I 6.2 3. I 10.8 4.

19. 4 i 15. 9 20. 33. 8 19. 6 13.5 24.
14. 9 1 15.0 15.5 13.8 16. 5 16. 11.3
15.

I 15.
5 17. 3 \ 13.8 13. 2 15.6 20.

12. 1 i 15. 0 10. , 10. I 12.
8 13.2 10.

. 6. 6 6. 0 5.1 8.5 5. . 4. I 5.9 0.9 4.
9 3.7 4.0 5.5 4.3 2.1 4.

! 3.3 2.9 2.l 2.1 4.2 2.
9 I

24. 9 t
0 i

TABLE 1-23

RELATIONS WITH SIBLINGS

======

;;'I=

Got along unusually I 
well with all . I 21.1 1 18. I 19. 31.1 20.5 24.
Got along alright, 
little trouble . i 62. 66. I 63.3 49. 2 66. 61.9
Got along but there I 
'-laS bickering . I 8. I 7. 8 i

Got along ,.;Uh all 
but one sibling I 6.0 4.
Severe trouble with 
two or more

. . .

2. 3 I 3 . 0 ;

Response

Total

. .

Only child
Oldest child

. . . . . . 

. I

Next to oldest

. .

Third child. 

. . 

. I

Fourth child

. . 

. i
Fifth child

. . . .

Sixth child

. . 

. I
Seventh child 

. . 

Eighth child
. INinth or higher 

order

. . . !

Youngest

. . .

. INo lnformatlon
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TABLE 1- 22

BIRTII ORDER OF RESPONDENT

30. 5 I
7 !

:; 

26. 16.
13.

29.

--------------------

100.

19.

58.

12. 7. () 11. 6

1. 2 9 \

, !



Response

No favori te
poth favored the
respondent

Nother treated
respondent as
favori te , not

father

. . . .

Father treated
respondent as
favorite , not

mother
Both parents
favored another

Hother favored
another, father
none

. .

Father favored
another, mother
none

. . . . 

Both parcnts re-
jected respondent.

Father rejected, 

not mother
Nother rejected
not father

No information
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TABLE 1- 24

DID PAP NTS llAVE FAVORITE CHILD?

Of those with parents and siblings

65.

! 4.

I 1. 

1.9 
1.1 I 0.

I 8.

1. 7

100. 0% 

59.

9 i

1.1 

100. 0'70 lOO. 100.

62.

==================== ============================= -==;;=======================

Marital status Drinking classificationAll 
I home- !Separa- I Teeto- avy

ta ers r:Ln ers
I less ted and I Moderate 

f :Lng e d' . :L owe an ' . 1 an co-
men 1- ht Gr:Ln,-ers holic

! .

' I
vorced ' drinkers . derelicts

Total . i 100. 0% 100.

I 61. 

I 5.

. i 3.

1 7.

69. 66. 53.

1.0

1.2 1.3

1.6 1.0
17.

TABLE 1-

AGE A T LEAVING nmll

1.3

=====================;======================F=========

==;=== ======.============

Total

. . 

. . 100. 0% OO. O% 100. 0% 1100. ' 100. 0% i 100.

Under 15 year s 

. . 

' 11. 1 ! 8 . 8 12. 8 13 . 3 9. 9 13 . 2 11 . 3

16- 17 years

. . .

. 17. 9 119. I 18. 16 0 18.6 16.3 18.
18-19 years

. .

. 16. 9 14. 7 i 19. 18:2 17.5 9. 21.7
20-21 years

. . .

. 14. 7 12.8 14.2 25. ! 16. 5 16.5 11.
22- 24 years

. . .

. 11. 8 10. 7 13.9 9. I 10.
7 14.8 11.

25- 29 years

. .

. 12.4 13. 5 11. 1 14. 12.4 13.4 11.
30- 34 years . 5.7 8.9 3. 1 7 7.0 3.8 5.
35- 44 years . 4.1 7.3 2. 5 4.3 4.
45-54 years

. .

1.3 2.3 0. 1.3 1.9 0.
55- 64 years

. .

. 0.
I 0.

1.2
65 and over
No information

. . 

I 3. ! 0. I 3. 1. 7
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WERE PARENTS LIVING AT TillE RESPONDENT LEFT HOME?

=======================

7======

'===;====;============= ==========================

J Marita.l status Drinking classification
I All Teeto- i Heavy

epara- . home- i rl d talers N d drinkers
1eSS iSingle te . an 

Widowed and . erate iand A1co-1.- r1.nters 

men i LJ.ght hohcvorce Idr1.nkerS dere11.cts

Total

. . 

1100, 0%1100 0% 100. 0%1 100. 0%! lOO,O% 100.
; 18. S 13. 6 14. 5 I 14.0 22.2 11.

55. 41.9

Response

Both parents deceased
Both parents living,
living together

Both parents living,
separated or
divorced

. . 

Father deceased
mother a widow. 

. .

Father deceased
mother remarried

. .

Mother deceased
f"ther a widower

. .

Mother deceased
father remarried

Lived with mother
until her death,
then left home

. . 

Lived with father
until his death,
then left home

Lived with widowed
mother until her
remarriage , then 
left home 

Lived with widowed

' .

father until his 
remarriage
left home

No information

. . 

42. 39. 45.

!+. 0 

15. 8 I

2 I

1 I

0, 5 I

1 I1.0 

PARETS LIVING OR DEAD NOW?

TABLE 1-

39. 47.

I 3.

14. 3 !l4.
6 \ 3.

6 \12.

\ 3.

\ l2. 8

I 1.2 

1.1 

1.9

17. 15.

12.

1.5

1.0

1.6 1.8
12.

============================== ======================-============================

Total

. . 

. 1 100. 0% \loo. o-:d 100. 1 100. a'?, 100. I 100. 0% 100. 0J.

Both parents deceased 65, 70. 59. 73. 62. 55.

Both parents living,
living together 1.4

Both parents living,
separated or divorced 1.0

Father deceased
Dother a widmil 13. 16.

Father deceased,
mother remarried 1.4

Bother deceased,
father a widow

l10ther deceased,
father remarried

information 15.



=================== ====- ======;-==============

9========

===================

Narita1 status i- Drinking classification

! All 

I home- !

I less Single

I men 

Total

. . 

j100. 0'70 ! 100.

~~~

I 80 1 3.
10-14 years old 6 6.
15- 19 years old . 6.5 5.
20-24 years old ! 9. 6 11.
25-34 years old

. i 15.
6 17.

35-44 years old . ! 15. 1 14.
45-54 years old I 5.3 4.
55 years old and 
over

. . . . 

I 2 
. 2

Father living , 14.
No information

. . 

I 15.

I Teeto- Heavy
iSepara- I drinkersta ers '
ited and! \.. d d i l10derate and A1 co-1- owe ana d1.- ! Li ht dnnkers

ho li c

lVorced I drinkerS derelicts
100. 100. 0%.. 100. 100. 100.

9. 7 I 7 . 6 10.
9 I 6.2 7.

7. D I 7.
10. 10.

15. 12. 17. 12. 15.
16. 12. 15. 18.

13.

1.5 1.6
18. 11.1 13. 20.
10. 22. 16. 23.
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TABLE 1- 28

AGE OF RESPONDENT AT DEATH OF FATHER

Response

13.
15.

TABLE 1-29

AGE OF RESPONDENT AT DEATH OF MOTHER

=================================--=======================

r========

==========

Total

. . 

. ilOO. O% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% i 100. 0% 100. ' 100.

Less than 10 j ars 
old. . 

. . . . 

. i 7.4 7.2 7. 3 I 10.
10-14 years old

. I 

9 7.
15-19 vears old 9? 7 8 4 1 
20-24 ;ears old : i 6:4 6:9 I 4:l 
25-34 years old 15. 0. 19. 0 11. 8 I 17.
35-44 years old . 12. 8 13. 0 11. 17.
45-54 years old . 10.6 9. 5 10.2 16.55 years old and 

') 

over

. . . . .

2. 9 3 . 3

Mother living

. . 

! 19. 9 16. I 27:1 I 4.
No information ! 12. 4 ! 12. : 7. 4! 15.

16.
14.
11.

15.
11.8 i

TABLE 1-30

AGE OF RESPONDENT \olHEN PARENT RENARRIED

19.

1.8
15.
21.0

11.

13.
12.

30.

=================== =-===================

===============F========

==========

. Total 100 100. 100. 0% 100. 0'70 1 100. 0'70 100. 0% I 100. 0'70

Less than 10 years 

old

. . . .

O I 19.0 8. 5 29. I 12.0 7.1 23.
10- 14 years old . 33. 46.0 26.4 35.

I 44.
6 26. 21.

15- 19 years old . 16.1 3.2 23. 6 17. 6 i 15.2 31.0 5.
20-24 years old 7.5 10.4 17. I 6.5 7.
25-34 years old 11. 8 17. 5 10. I 13.0 14.3 7.
35-4L years old . 7.5 9. 7 5 - 3. 11.5
45- 54 years old 55 years old and 

over

. . . . 

No information . 9.1 4.8 13.2; ! 14. 21.2
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TABLE 1-31

EFFECT UPON RESPONDENT OF RENARRIAGE OF PARENT

=========================== '======

1======================
1============================Marital status Drinking classification

All Separa-
Teeto- Heavy

home- talers drinkers
Response less \Single ted and Widowed and IModerate and At co-

di- Light drinkers
men vorced

holic
drinkers i derelicts

Total 100. 0% 100. O 100 . 0/. 100. 0%. lQQ._ r 10.0..:7, 100.

effect fos ter parent
treated as own 47. 47. 48. 47. 53. 38. 46.

Some effect felt es-
tranged from other
parent 17. 23. 17. 16. 14. 23.

Open conflict with
foster parent not own. 19. 14. 17. 52. 21.7 35.

Open conflict with own
parent, not compatible
with foster parent 1.6

Child sent live \\1ith
other relatives
orphanage 11.

Remained with parent
not remarried 11.

information 11.

TABLE 1-32

UNFAVORABLE CllARACTERISTICS OF BOYlIOOD SITUATION

===========================,============= =======-======= ======== ========-==========

Total

. . . . . '

100. 0% loo. O%i 100. 0% 100. ' 100. 0% 100. 0% 100.
Disorganized, alcoholic
neurotic , psychotic
parents

.. . . . 

Poor, uneducated family.
Home filled with strife
and conflict

. . 

Broken home

. . . .

Parents inflicted
severe punishment

. . 

Neglect, lack of
affection

. . . .

Pampered and babied
Ignored, bullied , ego-
destroying treatment

Victim of un10ve 

. . 

Wild , irresponsibJe in
youth. . . . 

. .

Strong wanderlust in
youth. . . 

. . 

No home, institutional
1 i ving 

. . . . 

Ho unfavorable con-
dition reported

. .

i 10. I 9.

117.
! 19.

! 10. I 9. 9 I
! 23. 19 4I I
i 9. ! 7.

I 9. ' 9.

110. 3 9.
I 4.

I 4.

I 6.
2 5.

I 9. 6 i 7.

I 20.
I 23. 7

7 i 2.

: 33. 6 I 31.

12.
17.

12.
27.

10.

12. 3 I

11.0

20. 4 I

31.0 i

13.

12. 4 I
24.

14. 5 i

1 I
3 I

14.

17. 9 I

1 \

39n

21.0

23.

16.

33.

11.1
13.

11.
24.

11. 7

11.1

12.

39.

14.
15.

14.
22.

13.

16.

15.

33.
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TABLE l-33

FAVORABLE CllARACTERISTICS OF BOYHOOD SITUATION

;;;;;============================

1===

:===== ~~~~:;= ~~~:===

All ! Teeto- 

i Heavy

home- , 
ara- talers .,,, drinkersResponse 

less 'Single ' an 
vlidowed and 

. erate and Alco-1.- r1.n ers
men I Light holicvorce jdrinkers! derelicts

100. 0%1100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 100. ! lOO. O% 100.

50. 3 1 55. 7 313. \ 57. 9 55. 13 I 42.

56. 0 I 63. 1 41. 7 I 63 . 4 58.

53. 1 1 56.9 42.8 55.
1 58.

24. I 25. I 21.2 23.4 28.
53. I 52. I 45.

5 60.7 49.

45. I 41.6 \
45. 460

34. I 29.

I 20.

9 1 12.
! 8. 9 i

Total

Parents normal , well
adjusted

. . . . 

Parents compatible
marriage happy

. . . .

Parents loved, cared

for children. . . 

. .

Parents offered good
training for adulthood

Family income adequate.
Man was well-adjusted
during adolescence and
early manhood

. .

School per formance
average or better

Early work performance
normal

. . . . 

Age 20- 25 man appeared
socially and psycho-
logically mature

Unable to determine

39.

39. 7 I

31.1 \

20. 7 i
22.

60. 45.

51.5

42.

21.9
53.

47.

39.

31.8

20.
16.

48.

56.

54.

22.
59.

43.

60.

36.

17.

42. 39.

43. 34.

31.0 22.



THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUM I I

Continuation Studies

Chapter 2

COURTSHIP , MARRIAGE , AND FIl ILY LIFE OF SKID ROW MEN

Almost one- half of the men who live on Skid Row (about 45 per cent)
have never married , and almost all of the remainder have married but have

been divorced or separated from their wives. These facts lead one to the

hypothesis that the present status of these men is somehow related to their
courtship and marriage experiences. The present chapter focuses on this
sector of their lives. The topic equires two separate inquiries:

(a) Why didn I t the single men ever marry? Did these n ever parti-
cipate in a courtship, and if they did ? why did it not culminate

in marriage?

(b) What caused the marriages of the separated and divorced men to fail?
In what ways are these failures related to the preseuce of these
men on Skid Row?

The material assembled suffers from certain limitations which must
be pointed out before beginning the analysis. Although the findings are con-

sistent and meaningful , it is nevertheless true that the single-interview

approach allowed "only one side of the story" to be obtained. To the extent
that courtship and marriage are potent and emotion- laden factors relating to

a man I S presence on Skid Row, it is a subject about which he might be highly
sensitive 

-- 

especially if the story reflects upon him as a person. It is
surely possible that Skid Row men would be inclined to revise the history
of their courtships and marriages in order to lessen whatever feelings of
guilt . failure , and regret they might have about them. Thus , distortion may
occur which is not intentional but merely the unconscious or semi-conscious
effect of brooding over the past. It would have helped to have a parallel

interview with the woman or women involved, as well as the testimony of one
or more objective observers, but obviously these sources of data were beyond
reach. 1

Unfortunately, it is impossible to determine what form the biases
may take. One man in a state of self-hatred may blame everything on himself
and will tolerate no hint that his wife or fiancee failed to do everything
she could to make the relationship successful. Another man may place the

entire burden of guilt upon the female party, implying that "she would have

driven any man to drink " etc., and showing little awareness that he might

have been at least partly responsible for what happened. Still others may
project their difficulties onto third parties 

-- 

family members, in- laws,
or others who "interfered" with an otherwise normal and happy courtship or
marriage.

39-
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The subj ect of courtship and marriage was introduced while the
respondent was deeply engrossed in describing his boyhood and young adult-
hood. The effect , in many cases, was to produce an emotional upset. Some

declared

, "

It is too personal , do 1 have to tel!?" or " 11 talk about any

thing but that!" Not infrequently the interviewers were faced with the un-
pleasant choice of pressing the issue and risking termination of the inter-
view , or of giving in and glossing over this subject which appeared to be
of paramount importance. The tactic , in these cases, was to make a few
gentle efforts toward getting the conversation flowing on this subject , but

if it seemed to threaten the whole interview, the conversation was shifted

to other topics , and an attempt was made to re-open the subject later in the
interview.

As a consequence of such difficulties, another limitation of the
material is that because of unavoidable failures in interviewing, no infor-
mation was obtained about several really acute cases of emotional stress
and personality disorganization associated with courtship and marriage.
The statistic presented here probably understate the prevalence and intensity

of courtship and marriage problems, simply because several men refused to
discuss the subject. Thus , there is the built- in bias that if the factor is
of critical importance , in a certain percentage of cases no information is ob-
tained; but if the factor is of lesser importance, it is more readily discussed.

The courtship experiences of never-married homeless men

\..ere you ever epga&ed to be I:arried (Table 2,.). If a man
has never married he first question that comes to mind is whether he ever
contemplated marriage seriously enough to become engaged. Of the men who
had never married , about three- fourths (74 per cent) reported that they had
never been engaged. The one- fourth who had been engaged reporte of course

that their engagements had been broken. This tends to cast doubt on the
hypothesis that large numbers of single men retreat to Skid Row after failing
to get the woman they want. Instead , it may suggest that a large share of
the never-married men either were under-active in courtship matters or else
held unconventional ideas about marrying the women they courted. Strangely
enough , chronic alcoholics were much more prevalent among the once-engaged-
but-never-married men than were teetotalers or light drinkers. There was

a tendency for men who had never been engaged to be non- drinkers or controlled

drinkers. Nevertheless , about one- fifth of all never-engaged men were chronic

alcoholics.

Were you ever in love? (if never engaged) (Table 2- 2). . Probing
further , the interviewers asked the large group of never-married and never-
engaged men whether they had ever been in love. Approximately one-half said

yes " and one-half said "no. Again the chronic alcoholics were more inclined
to have taken an active interest in the opposite sex; the teetotalers and

light drinkers tended to deny that they had ever fallen in love.
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When taken together, these two questions lead to the conclusion that
more of the chronic alcoholics led an active and normal courtship life than
did the teetotalers and light drinkers , who appear to have been more repressed

timid , or disinterested. Among the chronic alcoholics for whom information

was available , 92 per cent had had some definite heterosexual interest (had
married , been engaged , or been in love), while among the teetotalers and

. light drinkers the percentage who had had any heterosexual interest was 78
per cent.

Hhy was your engagement bJ:oken (Table 2-3) The

of the single men who had been engaged were asked how their
broken. Following is a tabulation of the reasons given , in

one- fourth
engagement was
order of frequency:

Per cent of all ever-
engaged single men

Fiancee died. . 

. . . . . . 

Drifted apart during military service

. .

Respondent moved away, girl obtained another
boy- friend

. . . .

Feelings toward each other changed. . 

Quarrels , reasons other than "drinking.

. . 

Respondent moved a\-1ay; failed to write. . .
Girl' s parents forbade the marriage
interfered

. . . . 

Quarrels over respondent s drinking

When one searches these responses looking for an explanation of why

the man is on Skid Row , the results are rather disappointing. Instead of
responses showing tragic personal disorganization and withdrawal from society
following a thwarted romance , one finds a rather conventional set of reasons

of the type that one would expect from a cross-sectional survey of unmarried
persons in the general population. It could be suspected that at least some
of the very arge percentage of men whose fiancees "died" were giving evasive
responses to ward off further questioning. But even without accepting this

tragic explanation at its face value , it is nevertheless clear that at least

one-half , and perhaps more , of the engagements were broken off because the
man either lost interest in that particular girl or did not want to marry
anyone.

Who broke the engagement (Table 2-4) In order to determine more
clearly how seriously the man had taken his engagement , the interviewer

asked him who took the initiative in dissolving it. Excluding those who
reported that the fiancee had died , only about one man in three said that

the girl broke the engagement. In about one-half of the cases the man claimed

he had initiated the separation or that it was by mutual agreement. This
reinforces the conclusion suggested in the preceding paragraph. A higher
percentage of the chronic alcoholics admitted that the girl suggested break-
ing the engagement than did the men who were teetotalers or light drinkers.
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Did you ever fall in love again after your engagement was broken?
(Table 2-5). Only a very few (18 per cent) of the single men with broken
engagements reported that they ever gave love a second chance.

Why do you suppose you never marri (Table 2-6). After exploring
the history of their engagements and love-affairs, interviewers asked all
single men the somewhat challenging question , "Why do you suppose you never

got married?" This question was followed by a series of neutral probes
aimed at getting a full picture of the man s own interpretation of why he had

never married. Following are the types of reply given, arranged in order
of frequency mentioned:

Per cent of a 
never-married men

Stayed single from choice: did not want to get
married. 

. . .. .. . .. . . . .. . .

Could not afford to get married; income was not
large enough

.. .. . . .. . . . . .. . . .

Could not interest a girl of the type he wanted
Was afraid marriage would not succeed for him

. .

Did not care for women , not interested in girls
Had to support other relatives (mother , sisters,

etc. ). 

.. .. . .. .. .. . . .. . .. . 

It . . . 
Knew his drinking would ruin a marriage
Did not know. . . 

. . . . . . . .

Unless these responses were pure rationalizations , the men made

it abundantly clear that they had remained single either from preference
for economic reasons, or because they were unable to meet and win the kind
of girl they wanted. ly a small minority (about 9 per cent) had stayed

single because they were afraid a mar iage would fail b cause of their

drinking or other factors. With the possible exception of men whose fi ancees
died , there was no evidence of heartbreak and life-long personality blight
resulting from a broken engagement. Apparently the small percentage of
single men who had been engaged did not regard the experience as a severe
personal blow. Instead , the picture that emerges is that of a rather low
level of interest in marriage and perhaps even in sex.

Do (did) women interest you much sexuall

y? 

(Table 2-7). In order
to help interpret the meaning of the evidence concerning why unmarried home-
less men had never been engaged or even in love , each was asked

, "

Do (did)
women interest you much sexually?" One man in six excused himself from

answering the question , except retrospectively, on the basis of age , while

one in fourteen failed to answer at all. Of those who were willing to give

either a yes-or-no answer (counting as "yes " those who used to be interested),

Many of the ever-married men on Skid Row are definitely homely
(ugly) or even have disfigured faces or unusual features that wouM cause them
not to be taken seriously as a suitor by many women. Hence , just as the

least employable members of the labor market tend to drift onto Skid Row
so the male leftovers of the marriage market may tend to follow the same
path -- especially when they have low incomes and no social contacts.
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30 per cent said " ft and 70 per cent said "yes. II All but a small fraction
of the men who said that women did not interest them sexually were teetotalers
or light drinkers; only 13 per cent of the chronic alcoholics reported that

they had no sexual interest in women. When considered with the other evidence
about the engagemen and love-affairs of heavy drinkers and chronic alcoholics,
this constitutes a rather strong denial of the hypothesis sometimes suggested
by psychiatrists that chronic alcoholics have latent homosexual tendencies.
The evidence accumulated makes it far easier to believe that most of them
have a heterosexual drive but that in a disproportionately high percentage
of cases (a) it is directed, consciously or unconsciously, toward inappro-
priate persons , such as mothers or other female relatives, (b) they are very

repressed and , due to internal conflict , are unable to express themselves

sexually as they want , or (c) they dislike or fear the institution of mar-

riage and must rely on casual and promiscuous sex contacts. Drinking can

also be a substitute for infidelity for men who have fallen out of love with
their wives or whose wives have fallen out of love with them.

Present association with women (Table 2-8). Pursuing this line
of inquiry, the men were asked , liDo you associate with \.Jomen nmvadays?" More

than one-half of the men (including those who said they were too old) reported

the remainder said that they did. Most of the men interpreted this

question as a polite way of asking whether they were having intercourse.
Hence these statistics tend to indicate the proportion of men who are cur-
rently heterosexually active. A much higher percentage of chronic alcoholics

claimed to be sexually active than did the teetotalers and light drinkers.
(Almost two-thirds of the latter group said they do not associate with women
nowadays, whereas only 40 per cent of the chronic alcoholics said this.

Since most of the men were inclined to interpret the question

, "

How

often do you associate with women nowadays?" as referring to frequency of
intercourse, the responses can, with caution , be interpreted in this vein.

The median frequency for all single men apparently was twice a month
, but

the median frequency.reported by the unmarried chro nic alcoholic s was four
times a month. On the one hand , these data indicate considerable disinterest
and perhaps non-participation, in sex , but they also indicate that sex relations

with women are not as rare among Skid Row men as many observers believe.
It appears that more than one-half of all unmarried Skid Row men who are

not too old are still sexually active. Among these , the chronic alcoholics

appear to be much more active than do the light drinkers.

Attitudes toward homosexuals (Table 2- 9). The large proportion of
single men who showed no interest in sex, who do not associate with women

and who have never been in love , raises the question of homosexuality on Skid

Row. The men were asked

, "

Some people say that some of the men living along

West Madison Street (other Skid Row area) have sex experiences with other men.

Hmv do you regard this?" In coding this material, it was assumed that respond-

ents who showed either approval or extreme and violent disapproval would tend
to have either active or latent homosexual tendencies , while most of those

who showed mild dislike or disgust but not an extreme emotion of reaction to
the subject were considered not to have such tendencies. About two per cent
of the men confessed approval of homosexuals , and 10 per cent showed violent

disgust and hatred. (It is difficult to assert that all of those who gave
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a violently negative reaction toward homosexuals are themselves latent homo-
sexuals. For example , a very high per cent of the widowed men reacted in
this way. Chronic alcoholics tended to show a little less tolerance for
homosexuals than did the teetotalers and light drinkers.

Estimated percentage of homeless men who are homosexuals (Table 2- 10).
The men were asked to estimate what percentage of the men on Skid Row they
thought had sex experiences with other men more or less regularly. A large
share (32 per cent) of the men pleaded ignorance and claimed they did not know.
An additional 30 per cent thought there were "almost none" or "less than five

per cent. Among those who thought there was a significant number, the
estimates varied all the way from five per cent to more than 50 per cent,
with the estimates tending to be concentrated somewhat at 10 , 25, and 50

per cent. In general , separated .and divorced men estimated more homosexuals
than did the single men , and teetotalers and light drinkers gave higher
estimates then did the chronic alcoholics.

From this material , the following tentative conclusions might be
drawn regarding homosexua Ii ty:

There is a significant number of actively homosexual men on Skid Row.
The percentage is probably about five per cent of the men.

The attitude toward homosexuals is only slightly less intolerant
than it is in the general population.

Homosexuality probably is just as prevalent among the teetotalers
and light drinkers as among the chronic alcoholics.

The hypothesis of homosexuality alone cannot account for all of
the large number of single men who have never been engaged or in
love who live on Skid Row.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Coders ' evaluation of courtship and sex history (Table 2- 12). 
order to integrate all of the material assembled concerning the courtship
history and sex activities of the single men , the coders were asked to classify

each respondent in one of the following seven categories:

Man was never engaged, never in love
not interested in women. . 

. . . . .

Man was a heavy drinker , was afraid his
marriage would fail. 

Man was engaged , but engagement broken.
Man was never engaged , but once in love
Man was never engaged, never in love
but interested in women. . 

Man led a merry life , active sexually,
but not willing to marLY

Man remained in parents t home , had
family responsibilities , until too
old to marry

. . . . 

Not enough information to classify. 

Teetotalers
and light
drinkers

Heavy drinkers
and alcoholic.

derelicts

25%
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This classification , which takes account of several different

variables at once , helps to clarify the picture somewhat. First, it shows

that the single men on Skid Row have remained single for a variety of reasons
and that these reasons vary according to the man ' s drinking behavior (see
Table 2- 6). The unmarried teetotaler or light drinker who lives on Skid
Row shows definite signs of being sexually inert. One-quarter of these men

reported they had never been in love and confessed that women had not inter-
ested them, An additional 33 per cent had never been engaged but said that
women interested them or that they had once been in love. Only ten per cent

could be classified as unwilling to marry but having led an active sexuallife. Since the evidence already presented makes it implausible that all
of these men could be homosexual , it can be concluded only that a very large

proportion of them have spent a lifetime of comparative sexual inactivity.
It is therefore tentatively concluded that one reason why many non-alcoholic,
unmarried , low-income men live on Skid Row is that they have been undersexed
autosexual , or else sexually shy and repressed to the point of having had
very little sexual expression throughout their lives.

The unmarried heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts present a very
different picture , however, for they show a much greater level of sexual
activity. Only five per cent of this group had never been in love and had
not been interested in women sex ally. An additional 13 per cent had been
sufficiently active to have been interested in women but not to have fallen
in love. While larger proportions had been in love or had been engaged, one-
fifth of the single alcoholics said they had never married because they feared
their drinking would ruin the marriage. The chronic alcoholics apparently
have had much more conflict than have teetotalers and light drinkers regarding
their needs for marriage , family life , and sex. This may help to explain why,

as reported earlier
, 1 very few of them expressed a liking for the Skid Rowlife. 

Previous fami1y lire of men who are separated or divorced

How long did you and your wife live together? (Table 2-13). It 
not true that the marriages contracted by homeless men were dissolved quickly
after the wedding. The average (median) duration of marriage for homeless
men who were widowed or divorced was seven years. The proportion of Skid

Row marriages dissolved during the first year probably is no greater than
in the general population; 85 per cent or the marriages lasted two years
or more. Many (10 per cent) lasted twenty years or more. This is evidence
that the couples made an effort to make their marriages work and gave up
only after months or years of trial. Therefore these separations and divorces

were not the actions of tempestuo s young people but of couples approaching

middle-age , very of ten with young or adolescent children in the household
In many cases the men appear to have stayed with their wives until the children
were grown and then to have deserted to live on Skid Row.

omeless Man on Skid Row , National Opinion Research Center

Report No. 65, I (Chicago, 1959), Chapter 5 , pp. 90 et sub
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How 'vas your home life? (Table 2- 14). About two-thirds of the men

claimed that at first the marriage was happy and well-:adjusted but.. that
quarrels and troubles occurred later. Almost one- fourth reported that the
marriage was never well-adjusted and that there was trouble almost from the
start. A very few of the separated and divorced men (six per cent) refused

to concede that th marriage was ever anything but well-adjusted , calm

happy, and norma1. Trouble tended to crop up early in the marriage more
frequently for men who were chronic alcoholics than for men who were tee-
totalers or light drinkers.

What kind of a wife was she? (Table 2-15). Despite the fact that
they were estranged , only 14 per cent of the men would declare that the spouse
had been a bad '-life , and only four per cent accused her of being livery bad. 
Instead, more than 50 per cent rated their wives as either "good" or livery
goodll almost one- fourth of the men were neutral and stated that their
wives had been neither unusually good nor unusually bad. Interestingly
enough. the chronic alcoholics were generally less critical and more appre-
ciative of the virtues of their estranged wives than were the teetotalers
and light drinkers.

Hhat did you like best about your wife ? (Table 2-16). Almost every
man was able to specify at least one trait about his wife which he liked
even though he tended to be quite vague about it. The traits mentioned , in
order of frequency. were:

Good housekeeper

. . 

Nice personality
Good mother to children.
Pretty, sexually attractive.
Vague but positive

. 39%

. 16

These ratings did not vary much according to drinking classification; however
fewer of the alcoholics rated their wives as pretty or sexually attractive
and emphasized instead their virtues as mothers.

Hhat did you dislike about your wife? (Table 2- l7). Even though
the interviewers tried hard to make the men see that IInobody is perfect"

and "everybody has at least one fault " more than one- fourth of the men (28

per cent) refused to name anything they dis liked about their estranged wives.

In the cases where a criticism was voiced , two types of statement dominated

all of the others:

(a) She was always restless, always on the go 

. . 

. 28% of the men

(b) She nagged and complained , argued all of the time . 21% of the men.

A few men complained that their wives were poor housekeepers , were extravagant;

that they were frigid and not interested in sex; that they "put on airs " and

A few of these men were only temporarily separated ftom their wives
while searching for work in the city, or ,.hile on a "lost weekendll spree on

Skid Row. Some were TI n who projected the blame for their marital troubles
upon relatives or other persons.
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thought they were better than other people; or were poor mothers and neglec-
ted their children. These , however , were only secondary and minor complaints
in comparison with the tvlO major criticisms. The teetotalers or light drinkers
tended to cite restlessness as the trait they disliked most in their wives.
Chronic alcoholics, on the other hand , n!ore often mentioned nagging, com-

plaining, and arguing as the trait they disliked . most.

Who was to b1ame for the separation or divorce? (Table 2- 18).
Hhen asked which party was primarily at fau1 t for the separation, 40 per

cent of the men frankly shouldered the blame. Only one-third placed the
blame completely on the wife , while about ten pe r cent thought that neither

or both were at fault. Relatives were blamed in three per cent of the cases
and ten per cent of the men failed or refused to answer. The chronic alco-
holics accepted responsibility for their marital failures more than twice
as often as did the teetotalers and light drinkers , who were more inclined

to blame their wives. Only one- fourth of the non-alcoholics thought they
were primarily at fault, although a sizable proportion admitted that both
husband and wife were at fat1lt.

Cause of the separation or divorce (Table 2-l9). When asked to

specify the cause of the separation or divorce , the men listed the followingas major causes: 
Quarrels over matters other than drinking . 43%

Drinking by the respondent. . 

. . . . . . . . 

. 27%

Wife i s infidelity.. . 

. . . . 

25%

Husband' s infidelity. . 

. . . . . . 

5%.

Incompatibility, independent of drinking, was rated as the leading cause
of dissolution of marriage among Skid Row men. Among chronic alcoholics,
however , the man I s drinking was cited as the major cause and explained almost
one- half of the cases.

Infidelity of the wife was given as the cause for one- fourth of

the broken marriages. This reason was given even more frequently by the
teetotalers and light drinkers than by the chronic alcoholics. If t
this could. be most powerful on of why men are on Skid Row

Few events can happen in the life of an American male that will disorganize
him more , subject him to greater egoudestroying torture , and make him feel

more disgraced in the eyes of others , than to discover that his wife is
"having an affair" with another. Homicide and suicide commonly result from
this situation , and most men who undergo this experience probably incur
lifelong personality effects. Hence, it is quite plausible that discovering
he has an unfaithful wife could be sufficient cause to many a man to retreat
to Skid Row. On the other hand , it must be recognized that many separated
and divorced men may have attempted to reverse an unfavorable reaction to
their own behavior as husbands by claiming that their wives had been unfaith-
ful. A careful reading of the interviews where the accusation of infidelity
was made leads to the impression that many, if not all, of the reports are
true , however. Some of the emotional scenes mentioned in the opening para-
graphs of this chapter turned out to be based upon this theme. One cannot
help suspecting that some of the refusals to discuss the matter at all may
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be additional uncounted instances of the same phenomenon. Hence, it is ten-

tatively concluded that the disorganizing effect of infidelity by the wife
is an important factor in the presence of many separated and divorced men
on Skid Row. In view of the tentative nature of the data, however , it would

be improper to affix the proportion at exactly 25 per cent (as the statistics

indicate); it could be more than this or considerably less. Also , this

finding does not mean that the husband is completely innocent of any wrong-
doing or that he lacked personality traits that would provoke or tempt a wife

into infidelity.

Table 2- 19 makes it clear that nearly ene-half of the separated
and divorced men who are chronic alcoholics admitted that drinking broke up
their marriages.

Coders ' eva uation of
The coders were asked to review
to categorize it in one of five
are as follows:

reaso . for separation or divorce (Table 2- 20).
the entire marital history of each man and
broad classes. The results of this evaluation

Marriages broken b rinking
Total

.. . . 

Marriage unstable
to di'inkiJ;g. . .

Marriage happy at
due to drinking.

from beginning, due

.. . .. . . .. .

first , later broken

. . .. .. .. .. .. .

Marriages broken by incompatibility
(other than drinking)

Total

. . . : . . 

Marriage unstable from beginning, due
to incompatibility

. . . . . . . . 

Marriage ha?py at first, later broken
due to incompatibility 

. . . .

Marriages normally happv, still in
effect , separation temporary

. . . . 

Per cent teeto-
talers and

light
drinkers

Per cent heavy
drinkers and
alcoholic
derelicts

These are men who said they were once heavy drinkers but who were
teetotalers or light drinkers at the time of the interview.

The coders were not asked to judge the validity of the claim that
the wife was unfaithful but were instructed to classify it simply as "incom-
patibility. II If the respondents ' reports were unbiased , and if the coders



49-

subjective interpretations were correct, it should be concluded that basic
incompatibility (independent of drinking) was responsible for the dissolution
of the majority of marriages of Skid Row men. Even among the chronic alco-
holics , incompatibility for reasons other than drinking was only slightly
less important than the husband I S drinking. As has been admitted, the in-
terviewers were able to obtain "only one side of the story, II and there is
no way of determining how closely the basic material corresponds to fact.
Even allowing a generous margin for bias, however, the impression remains
that many men are on Skid Row because of an unhappy marital situation. 
is suggested that the reactions of Skid Row men to their unsuccessful mar-
riages may be an important factor in their drinking.

Summary and conclusion.

Single men It appears that the sizable concentration of
single men on Skid Row contailis a large group of undersexed or sexually shy
men who , although not active homosexuals , have a very low level of interest

in women and no desire for marriage. In addition , there appears to be a
small but significant proportion of active homosexuals. In both of these
groups chronic alcoholism is less prevalent than among the Skid Row popula-
tion generally. Among the never-married men there is also a group who are
sexually active but who have never married because of lack of interest.
A disproportionately large share of this group are chronic alcoholics. Some

of them believe they would fail in marriage because of their drinking. Thus
among unmarried men on Skid Row there is a positive correlation between al-
coholism and interest in the opposite sex. Responsibility for uncontrolled
drinking and for remaining single should be sought among the family background
factors . and the personality factors (see Chapters 1 and 3, respectively).

Separated and divorced men It appears that many of the sepa-

rated and divorced men flee to the Skid Row environment in confusion and dis-
organization as a rather direct result of the failure of their marriages.
Skid Row houses several hundreds of men who do not drink excessively and
who appear to have come there as a result of a broken marriage caused by
incompatibility for reasons other than drinking. This is the reason given
for about 75 per cent of all separa tions or divorces.

Heavy drinking (from whatever cause) is the basic reason for the
dissolution of at least one-half of the marriages of separated or divorced
alcoholics on Skid Row. In the remainder of cases , other factors are present
in addition to drinking: (a) unfaithfulness in the wife , (b) nagging, com-

plaining, or arguing by the wife , (c) restlessness , unhappiness of the wife , or

(d) other basic incompatibilities that mayor may not have been accompanied
by moderate or heavy drinking by the husband. In many of these cases the man
admits that he was primarily responsible for the breakup of the marriage.
But it appears that in the. interaction or husband and wife over these diffi-;
culties, the personality of the man undergoes disorganization , and drinking

increases. The act of separation or the events that precipitate the separa-
tion appear to have such a disorganizing effect that the man ' s drinking becomes
uncontrollable , and he eventually lands on Skid Row.
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Drinking classification
Teetotalers Heavyand ! Moderat ! drinkers and

Light J drinkers 
' Alcoholic

drinkers i gere1i

i 100. 070 -; 100.0% ! 100. r 100.

r- 20. 19. 36.
i 73. i 80. . 80.6 59.

-- 

Response

50-

TABLE 

WERE YOU EVER ENGAGED TO BE RIED?

Single men , by drinking
classification

Total
single

men

Total

Yes. . . 
No . . 

. .

No information

TABLE 2- 2

WERE YOU EVER IN LOVE?

Single men , never engaged , by

drinking classification

========================= =====-================================ =========

Response

Total Drinking classification
single i Teetotalers 

men and I Moderatenever Light I drinkers 
engaged drinkers 

--00' 0'l j 100.0% 
I 100.

! 47. I 36. I 56.
\ 46. I 54. I 39.

. .

; 6. ! 8.7 3.

Heavy
drinkers and
Alcoholic
derelicts

Total

Yes. 

. . . .

No . . 

. . . . . .

No information

100.

62.
34.
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TABLE 2-

WHY liAS THE ENGAGE ilNT BROKEN?

Single men , once engaged; by
drinking classiftcation

=====;==;===================== =========== =====================================

Total E:king classificationonce- Teetotalers I Heavy
engaged 

I and
. Moderate ' drinkers and

! single Light I dr.inkers . Alcoholicraen drinkers i I derelictsi ------

-: 

Total. . . 

. . . !-

100. 070-l 100. 0% 100.
Quarrel over drinking J 3. \ 5.
Quarrel other than drinking i 8. 11. 5

Feelings toward each other 
changed. . . 

. . . . 

I 12.
Respondent moved away and 
failed to write. . .

Respondent moved away 

found other boy- friend 
Drifted apart while in . i
m:Llitary service

. . 

Girl parents objected and 
convinced her it was un\-Jise. !

Fiancee died. 

. . . j

Other general reasons , no money,

other family interfered. . 
No information. . 

. .

Response

100.

30. 10.

15.

14. 19. 15.

15. 17. 18.

21.4 21.2 55. 10.

10. 11. 15.

TABLE 2-

WHO BROKE THE ENGAGEMENT?

Single men , once engaged , by

dri king classification

======='= ::::::::===".' ===

r='

~~~ ='== ::::::~~~~~~~ :::~~~

::f

:::::::===

I engaged and : Moderate 
I drinke,rs andsingle Light I drinkers i A1ooholicmen drinkers i '. dereli 1:s

Total. 100. 070 100. 010 100. 100. O

Respondent broke engagement 35. 36. 15. 40.
Girl broke engagement 26. 21. 2 15. 35.
Mutual agreement. 14. 15. 15. 13.
Fiancee died. 21.4 21.2 55. 10.

information.



52-

TABLE 2-

DID YOU EVER FALL IN LOVE AGAIN AFTER
YOUR ENGAGEMENT HAS BROKEN? 

Single men , once engaged , by

drinking classification

===;==;=;=;==;==;;============

r==

===

l=======

:;= ::::;::: :::========

once- II Teetotalers Heavy
!I \ engaged ' an ; Moderate i r n ,ers an

; single ' Light ! drinkers i Alcoholicmen drinkers 
I der:elicts

100. 0% 100. 0/0 100.0% 100.
Yes

. . . . . .

! 18.
No. . . 

. . . . .

7 9 

No information. . 

. . 

Resp onse

Total.
21.2
73. 100.

22.
78.

TABLE 2-

WHY DO YOU SUPPOSE YOU NEVER MARRIED?

All single men , by drinking classification

=============================p=========== ===== =========================

Drinkin classification
Response

Total Teetotalers Heavy
single and Modera te drinkers and

men Light drinkers \ Alcoholic

drinke derelicts
Total. 100. 01. 100. 01. 100. 100.

Knew his drinking wou 1 d ruin
a marriage

Had support mother
brothers sisters. 1.9

\-Jas afraid marriage would not
succeed for him.

Could not interes t girl
type he wanted 19. 21.9 15. 19.

Could not afford, situations
prevented. 31.5 32. 29. 31. 7

Did not want get married
wanted single. 34. 26. 47. 39.

Didnot care fer \ilOmen, not
interested them l1.2

Does not know why he never
married.

information. 10.

...
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DO WOMEN INTEREST YOU MUCH SEXUALLY?

All single men , by drinking classification

=;:;=====;;======== :=========;===================================== =========

Response Total
single

men

g classification
i Teetotalers i Heavyand ! Moderate ; drinkers and

Light ; drinkers 
I Alcoholic

drinke) relicts
100. 0% ! 100.0% 100. 010

36. I 29. I 13.
43. 45 . I 68.
11.5 , 16. ! 12.t 8. \ 5.

Total. .

. . 

0 . 

No. . . 

. . 

Yes

. . . . . . . . . . . . 

Used to but too old now

. . . !

No information. . 

. . . . , .

100.

28.
51. 7

12.

TABLE 2-

HOW OFTEN DO YOU ASSOCIATE WITH WOMEN NOWADAYS?

All single men, by drinking classification

===========================================

r====================================
L- 

Drinking classification

I Teetotalers I 
Heavyand 110derate drinkers . and

Light drinkers \ A1coh
drinke::s ! derehcts

I 100.

61.1
11.1
10.

Frequency

Total. . . 

. . . . 

Never

. . . . . . . . .

Yes , once per month

. . 

Yes , twice per month. 

. . 

Yes , three times per month. 
Yes four times er month 
Yes , five times per month
Yes , six times per month. 
Yes , seven times per month.

, eight times per month. 
Yes , nin.e or more times per 
month. . 

. . . . 

Yes , times per month not 
specified. . . . iNo information. . 

. .

Total
single

men

100.

57.

1.5

1.6

100.

65.

1.6

100.

40.

10.

17 .1.4

5,. 12.
1.4
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TABLE 2-

ATTITUDES OF SINGLE HOMELESS MEN TOWARD HOMOSEXUALS

==========================;=== ;=;======= ====;===== ;==;========= =============

! L_.QE classificationTotal 1 Teetotalers Heavy
single and ! Modera te ! Drinkers' andmen ght -- drinkers ?:i

d!.1nke,-" c.e."elH;t

_.-

Total. . . 

. . . . . . 

\ 100.

+- 

100. OO' 0% ! 100. 0/0

I 25. I 28. I 25.
19:81.8 1.3 I 3.8 4. I 13.

I 29.

I 18.

Response

K. if they leave him .alone
or indifferent 

... . .

Likes them, they are O K. . .
Sorry tor them but does not

1 ike 

. . . . . . . . 

Mild dislike , tolerates them
if they leave him alone. 

Moderate dislike , disgust
avo i dance. 

. . . . . .

Violent , extreme dislike
hatred

. . . . . .

Something wrong with them
. mentally

. . . . . . . .

Something wrong with them
physically

. . . . . . 

Never had any experience with
them. . . 

. . . . . . . .

No info1f ation. 

. . . . . .

25. 24. 25.

22.

10.

17. 14.

28. 14.

15. 14.

19. 18.

12.

12. 17 .

TABLE 2-

ESTIMTE OF P OPORTION OF HOMELESS MEN WHO ARE HOMOSEXUAL

All homeless men, by marital status and drinking classification

====================== ========================= ======;=======================

Marital status Dri king c1assifi
; SeDara- ! i; Teeto- ; Heavy

i, ta lars ( drinkers1 ted i .
! Single \ 

and 
idowed h and !Moderatei and

!di vorced ! :; Light :drinkers i A1coho lic
drinkers derelicts

100. C%i 100. 0% i 100. 07. :;

18.

1.8 

1. 2 

30.

Per cent of
hOI:eless .men

\ All

i horee-
\ less

i men

Total. . . . . 1100. 0' (

Ah.1ost none

. . 

; 19. 6 \
4 per cent. ! 10.
9 per cent. . 

. . 

I 5.10-14 per cent. 
per cen t. i

20-24 per cent. ! 4. 7 \
25- 29 per cent. . I 6.
30- 39 per cent. . 

. . 

1.5 j
40-49 per cent. 1. 2 !
50 per cent or more 5 I
Does not know. 32. 1 I
No information. . . 7. 3 .

22. 3 i
14. 2 I

6 1

2 i

1.1 !

1 '
33.

2 (

15.
4 n

1. 7 
2 ii

1. 7 Ii"

7 n
1. 7 Ii

7 H
41. 6 n

100, 010. 100. 0%\ 100.

19. 18. 20.
10. 11.1

10.
1.0

1.2 1.4

40. 28. 23.
10.
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TABLE 2-

ATTITUDES OF HOMELESS MEN TOHARD H0l10SEXUALS

All homeless men , by marital . status and drinking clas.sification

================== ======== =================== ====== ======================

Mari ta1 st

~~~

Qking classification

'; Tef'L3 , Heav
!Separa- j li

- j 

Ii talers I i drinkerse I ii I
f S ng1e dow3djl. and !i'oderate ' and

I an

. .

\I Ligl' j d-:. inkers !Alcoholi
IC._vorce: . l l' rln srs i . ere c s\ i

"._'

-r----r"'---

:, 

100. 100. 0% Ofo 100 O% 
1 100.

0% \ 100.ij 
21. 9 i 25. 1 21. 2 \ l6 . 3 \\ 24 . 2 17 . 9 21. 9il 
1. 7 1.8 1.4 3. ii 1.8 1.4

7 8 i 10 G 4 

25 . \ 25. 9 \ 26. \ 25.
1\ 25.

18. ' 17. 1 19. \ 23.

II 17.

11.1 ' 11.8 16. i\ 11.3

19. 2 ' 19. I 19. 23 0 1\ 22 8

12. 3 \ 15.0 7.
11 11.6

4. 1 4. 9 3 . 5 . 1 i\ 4. 
12.

II 12.
0 i 8.8 6. it 12.

I men

Total. . . . I 100 0%

o. K. if they leave 
him alone or 
indifferent. . . . I

Likes them, they are
K. . . 

. .

Sorry for them, but
does not like. 

. .

Mild dislike, tolerates
them if leave him
alone. . . 

. .

derate dislike
disgust , avoidance . I

Violent, extr2me 
dislike , hatred. . .

Something wrong with 
them mentally. 

. . 

. I

Something rcng with \
them phys cally. . .

Never had any experi- j
ence W1 em . 

. .

No information. . . i

Response

All
home -
1e,;5

10.

23. 27.

21.1 18.

11. lO.

16. l6.

13. 14.

13. 10.
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TABLE 2-

CODERS I EVALUATION OF COURTSHIP AND SEX HISTORY

Single men , by drinking classification

======================================================== ============== =======

Total
single

men

Total. . . 

. . . . 

Nan was heavy drinker , afraid 

marriage would fail. 

. . 

Man led a merry life , active
sexually, not willing to marry

Man remained in parents I home
family responsibility, too old

Man was engaged but it was
broken

. . . . 

Man never engaged but once in 
love

. . . .

Man never engaged , never in 
love , was interested in women 

Man never engaged , never in 
love , not interested in women 
Not enough information to 
classify

. . . . .

Evaluation

100. 0i. 

.. 

Drinking classification
etotalers i Heavyand Moderate drinkers and
Light drinkers Alcoholic

drinkers derelicts
100. 0% 100. 0% 

18.

19.

15.

17.

17.

16.

16. Z

25.

13.

13.

27.

16.

16.

100.

21.1

24.

19.

13.

TABLE 2-

NUMBER OF YEARS EVER-MARRIED MEN LIVED \oJITH THEIR WIVES,
BY DRINKING CLASSIFICATION

============ ===== ====== ========== ==============================;========;===

Response

arated and divorced
!Teetotal- Heavy

i ers and j Moderate idrinkers and!
: Light ; drinkers ! Alcoholicdrinkers i derelicts

100. 0%.

Tota 1

Total. .

.. . . . . .

Less than one year.
1 year. . 

. . . . 

2 years

. . . . . . . .

4 years 

. . . .

6 years

. . 

7.. 9 yea:cs 
10- 14 years
15- 19 years
20- 24 years
25 years and over

. .

No information. . 

. . 

100.

13.

16.
14.
11.4

14.

13.
11.0
14.

1.4

100.

14.

16.
23.

100.

13.

15.
21.4
11.3

Widowed
total

100. 0'7.

13 ..

13.
13.

15.
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TABLE 2-

HOI.J WAS YOUR HOHE LIFE?

Ever-married men , by drinking classification

================= ===== =================; ===========;============= =========

. Res ponse

eEa ed and divorced
' Teetota1- ! Heavy

ers and ! Moderate i drinkers and iTotal ; Light ; drinkers I Alcoholic ii drinkers ! derelicts!
lOO. O% I 100.0% j 100. 9L! 100. 0'7.

1 5.6 5.
I 8.

I 63.0 63.
I 68.

23.9 23. ! 18.

Widowed
total

Tota 1. 

; . . . 

lOO.

Well-adjusted , calm
happy, normal. . 

. .

Well-adjusted followed by
quarrels , trouble.

Never well-adjusted from
start. 

. . 

0 .
No information or not
enough to classify

75.

59.

27.

13.

TABLE 2-

HHAT KIND OF WIFE HAS SHE?

Ever-married men , by drinking classification
===========================F==========================

===-== ==========?=========

Response

. . 

Total

Separated and divorced 
: Teetotal- ! Heavy

ers and i Moderate \ drinkers and!
Light i. dri nkers ! Alcoholic \drinkers derelicts!

Widowed
total

100. 100. 100. 100. 100.

16. 25. 19. 46.
39. 39. 43. 37. 40.

24. 23. 21.1 27.
17.

Total. . .
Very good wife. 

. . 

Good wife

. . 

Neither unusually good
or bad

. . 

Bad wife. 

. . . . 

Very bad wife

. . 

No information. . 

. . 
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TABLE 2-

WHAT DID YOU LIKE BEST ABOUT YOUR WIFE?

Ever-married men , by drinking classification

============================================ ===================================

Response

Total.

. . . . . .

Was pretty, sexually
attractive

. . . . . . 

Nice personality, easy to
get along with

. . . .

Good mother to children
Good wife to him (vague
general) . . 

. . . .

Was good housekeeper
good cook. . 

. . 

Helped him in his work.
General and vague likes
Nothing mentioned as liked;
No information. 

. . . . 

arated and divorced
Teetotal- Heavy Widowed,
ers and ! Moderate drinkers and!Total total
Li gh t j drinkers Alcoholic

drinkers de:t.e1icts
100. 100. O 100 . 0% 100. 010 100.

16. 16. 22. 12.

22. 21.9 21.1 22. 43.
18. 16. l1. 7 24. 13.

11.4 la. 13. 14.

39. 41.0 35. 39. 50.
1.6

18. 20. 19. 15. 10.

TABLE 2-

-JHAT DID YOU DISLIKE ABOUT YOUR WIFE?

Ever-married men, bJ drirl ing classification

===================================================;================= ========;==

Response Total

?arated and civorced
, Teetotal- Heavv 

ers and i Moderate : drinker and
Light ! drinkers ; Alcoholici drinkers . derelicts

Widowed
total

100,, 0% i 100. 100.Total. . . o . . . 100. 100 . 0%

Was not pretty, did not
keep herself up. 

Was a poor mother , did
not care for children.

Was a poor housekeeper
poor cook. . . 

. . 

W3S restless , on the go
drank too much

. . . .

W2S extravagant , spent
!f:ore than they could 
af ford

. . . . . . 

Nagged , complained , argued 
, cold ot enOUgh

ncerest n sex. . . 
PLt on airs , thought sh

\1.1:3 better than others
General . vague dislikes 
Nothing mentioned as 
di 31 iked . . 

. . . . 

No info;:mation. . 

. . 

1.9 1.4

27. 41.9

21.2 16.

1.5 1.4
10. 11.

27. 19. 64.
13.

17. 21.0

21.9 24.

14.

43. 26.
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TABLE 2 -

HHO WAS TO BLAE FOR THE SEPARATION OR DIVORCE'?

Ever-married men, by dri king classification

========================= =====================-=- ================= ============

sponse
.. Total

I separated
and

! divorced

Drinking classification
! Teetotalers: 1Heayyand I Moderate ! drinkers and

Light : drinkers . Alcoholicdrinkr;rs derelicts

Tota l. 100. OlD lOO , 100. 0/0

Wife was blame 32. 46. 21.9 26.

Respondent was blame 39. 24. 39. 53.

Both fault 12.
Neither just incompatible. 1.0
Relatives 1.4

information. 14.

Separated temporarily: work
living conditions.

TABLE 2-

WHAT \lAS THE CAUSE OF YOUR SEPARATION OR DI\WRCE'?

Ever-married men , by drinking classification

========" ::::::::=========== ~~~::=

"i::::::

~~~~~~:;=: ::: ::::::::==.

ar.d j Moderate \ dr nkers andana Lig i drinkers ' A co 0 

1. vorcec 

; .

I "___ Cir rs ere t.L
100, 0/Tota 1. 

. . . . 

100.

. . 

Temporary because of work . i
Respondent' s drinking
Wife was unfaithful

. . . . 

Respondent was unfaithful

. . 

Quarreling other than drinking
Lost weekend , II not estranged

Wife s drinking

. . . . . . 

No information. . 

. . 

27.
24. 37.
5" 1

42. 44.
1. 7

1.5
10.

100. 0/0

1.6
25.
10,

50.

16.

100 .

42.
21.8

37.
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TABLE 2-

CODER' S EVAWATION OF RESPONDENT'S MARRIAGE

Ever-married men, by drinking. classification

============================== ============ ===-=======-=========================

Drinking classificationTotal 
i Teetotalers 

Heavy
1 separatedd and ! Moderate \ drinKers and

an . Light ! drinkers Alcoholic! divorced drinkers j derelicts

Total. . . .

. . . . 

Marriage normally happy, 
still in effect , separation I
temporary. . . 

. . . . 

Marriage first happy, later 
broken due to his drinking

. \

Marriage first happy, later
broken due to incompatibility

Marriage uns table from begin- I
ning due to drinking

. !

Marriage unstable from begin- i
ning due to incompatibility. 
Not enough information to 
classify

. . . . . . 

Evaluation

100. 100. 100. 0'7. lOO.

22. 20. 34.

37. 50. 39. 24.

1.4 12.

19. 24. 18. 15.

14.



THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME II

Continuation Studies

Chapter 3

PERSONALITY TRAITS OF SKID ROW MEN

Family backgrounds and the courtship and marital histories of Skid
Row men were explored in the two preceding chapters. In this chapter a third

type of factor that may help to explain why homeless men are on Skid Row
wi.ll be examined -- the personality traits of the Skid Row men. These traits,
which vary from one individual to another and are not themselves to be wholly
explained in terms of differences in family background and courtship-marriage
experiences , may be related to the presence of the men on Skid Row. The
interviews that were conducted with homeless men made a special effort to
get at this particular set of variable factors.

A note on methodology Before these findings are presented , how-

ever, it is necessary to take note of some important limitations of the
survey-type interview as a means of developing valid data on the personality
traits of individuals.

It is evident .that one cannot discover and measure the basic per-
sor,a1ity characteristics of individuals by simple, direct questions. They
presume a kind and degree of self-knowledge which individuals seldom possess.

They also presume a degree of frankness tvhich respondents at.e seldom willing
to give. But in the one-shot , survey-type interview, the researcher. need

not be limited to such simple ) direct questions; nor, when he does use direct
questions , does he need to take the answers given at their face value. In
any case , hE: would not , unless he wete terribly r.aive , depend upon anyone
or two questions to provide .a basis for assessing the more comp1e and often

quite subtle aspects of a respondent 
9 s personality.

In the interview schedule administered to our sample of homeless
men , batteries of questions were used ) some direct and some indirect , some

open and some closed, and some desiglied merely to open up a field of inquiry
which was then explored through intensive , non- directive probing. The tech-

nique was to question each reupondent in such way and to such an extent that
a fairly large and varied sample of his behavior (verbal and non-verbal)
was evoked. Thus , many questions asked were not intended primarily to

elicit factual infornlation or categorical self- jud ments but to stimulate

a flow of conversation about some aspect or area of the respondent I S exper-

ience.

In recent years there has been a great deal of experimentation in
survey research with the use of "projective techniques " to obtain informa-

tion of a kind that clinical psychologists use in an assessment of basic
personality traits or conditions. This experimentation has included not

61-
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only the use of "thematic apperception" test items , but also the use of short

descriptions of hypothetical situations concerning which the respondent is
asked to state his views or to anticipate what his reactions would likely
be if he himself were actually involved in such a situation. In the explora-

tory and pretest phases of the present study, devices of this type were
tried , with very discouraging results. It seemed that they just would not

work for this group of respondents. The fact that they didn I t work was
thought to be due to a combination of several different factors: (a) The

homeless man was already involved in a situation of personality stress far
more acute and dramatic than most of the situations that could be simply
portrayed by pictures or hypothetical stories. At best , most of the situa-

tions into which the man might be asked to project himself would seem better
or more normal than the situation in which he was actually involved. At

worst , these situations seem puerile or humorous in the sense of being a
bitter jest or indirect mockery of the homeless man. (b) Many of the home-

less men appeared incapable of "projectingll easily. Their inability to
think in terms of abstractions or to imagine themselves in another situation
completely free of the Skid Row element , their short attention-span, and

their inability to understand or remember all of the significant details
of a projective device , appeared to underlie this incapability. (c) Another

important element was disinterest and lack of motivation. The men were

generally highly egocentric and hence were quite anxious to talk about them-
selves, but acted as if they had far too much trouble of their own to care
very much about lithe man in the picture" or "what l'r. Jones should do" about
the situation in which he was involved. In short , it appeared early in the
study that as long as the interview concentrated on the man himself and his
own present situation and problems (or the background of these problems),

the respondent tended to be lively, spontaneous, and confident; but when

projective techniques were introduced into the interview, the man became

confused and self-conscious and often thought that the interviewer was
playing games " with him. Rapport fell rapidly, the man seeming to conclude
that the interviewer really did not understand what the Skid Row situation
was like after all.

Perhaps this limitation on the method of collecting personality
data might have been largely overcome had it been possible actively ta inv01ve
trained clinical psychologists to subject each respondent to examination.
But even if the costs of doing so would not have been prohibitive , there

would have been no way of getting our sample of homeless men on Skid Row
to cooperate , and probably few clinical psychologists would have been willing
to spend the endless hours in Skid Row hotels that would have been required
of them. Whether or not they would have been able to circumvent the obstruc-
tive factors mentioned above is , of course , not known.

Actually, the method of handling the interv-iewing which was used
represents admittedly a compromise with the realities of the situation.
Little use was made of projective-type devices , but a great deal of experi-

mental effort went into the development of questions that would encourage
the respondent to give a full and free expression of his thoughts and feelings
about himself and about important aspects of his life situation. In addition
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to the prepared questions that were carefully designed to present standard
stimuli or comp1e :es of stimuli , neutral or non- directive probes were em-

ployed throughout the interview to draw the respondent out as fully as
possible.

By rigorous selection and training of interviewers , with persistent

emphasis on the importance of establishing rapport with this particular type
of respondent , an effort was made to approximate, as closely as could be,
given the limitations set forth above , the diagnostic clinical interview.

Interviewers who were not quite able to elicit a high degree of confidence
and trust on the part of respondents were replaced.

Corresponding care had to be taken in the coding and analytical
phases of the study in order to derive from the recorded responses a rea-
sonably accurate classification of the homeless men in terms of important
personality differences among them. Two procedures suggested themselves
at this point: a statistical and a clinical procedure. The statistical
procedure would have required the development of a quantitative index or
scale-rating of each respondent with respect to each of the several per-
sonality items deemed to be relevant for purposes of the study. Given these
detailed ratings , the full range of techniques of scaling 

-- 

latent-structure
analysis , factor analysis, and analysis of variance -- would presumably have
been available for arriving at appropriate classifications. Actually, however
too little clinical material has been statistically analyzed for purposes
of classifying personality traits to make this approach feasible.. The second
approach 

-- 

the .clinical -- requires that the coders perform substantially
the same mental tasks as those performed by the clinical psychologist when
he makes a diagnosis. Thus, the coders are instructed to examine the
materials developed in the interviews, taking into account every bit of
information available, and to arrive at an over-all judgment concerning
the correct classification of each respondent in terms of each relevant
aspect of his personality. This approach places a heavy responsibility

on the coders.

In this study the latter of these approaches 

-- 

the clinical 

was adopted. This decision was a logical follow-through from the orientation
that had been adopted in the collection of the data. Although this decision

made the coding phase of the study very time-consuming, it avoided the
necessity of extensive methodological research before the data could be
quantified and statistically analyzed; it avoided having to build up sta-
tistical scores, item by item, before summary clas fications could be de-

vised. Put somewhat differently, the coders ' classifications in terms of

the predetermined list of personality traits were used directly as
statistical codes ,

The author acknowledges with pleasure the very helpful advice
and assistance of Dr. Arthur Hartman, Director of Psychology and Research

of the Psychiatric Department of the Municipal Court of Chicago. As a clinical

psychologist who has perforce made rapid one-sitting diagnostic evaluations
of a wide variety of persons brought before the courts (including many home-

less men), and also as a psychologist well- informed concerning the use of
projective techniques in personality assessment , Dr. Hartman gave much en-

couragement and many helpfu 1 suggestions. He is not, however, to be held
responsible for the details of the procedure that was actually followed.
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Graduate students in sociology or psychology (who had had formal
training in social psychology and/or psychology) were employed as the clinical
coders. They were carefully coached on the type of classification that was
to be undertaken. Their first coding efforts were checked by the study
director and supervisors to make sure they were all following identical
definitions. Coders were repeatedly instructed to make each classification
independently of the other classifications. Special emphasis was placed
upon the necessity of ma ntaining independence between the drinking clas-
sifications and the classifications indicating neurotic or psychotic traits
and the other sets of categories.

As was emphasized above , the clinical approach to survey interview-
ing yielded results that were only rough approximations of what might have
been achieved under real clinical conditions; it must also be emphasized
that the clinical approach to coding these materials could be expected to
yield only rnugh approximations of the diagnoses that would have been made
by professional clinical psychologists. Moreover.. , the coders were robbed
of the rich information of facial expressioll., tont: of voice and other non-
verbal aspects or the communication between interviewer and resp ondent which
a clinical psychologist would have had if he had conducted each interview
and then made his own diagnosis.

If this clinical approach to survey research were to be carried
to its highest point of refinement , it would call for carefully-selected
and high1y- trai ned persons to obtain an interview and then immediately to
code it. The experience gained on this project indicates very strongly that
graduate students in sociology and psychology can be taught the techniques
of clinical psychology well enough to accomplish this with a high level of
reliability and validity.

Basic l?_ rsonality traits pr sent in boyhood . While he was describing
his family background , the man was asked the following question: hat kind
of a person were you when you were 15- 20 years old? (Probe:. What other
traits did you have?)" After all the man had to say about himself had been
recorded in full , he was then subjected to eleven additional probes , each

dealing with one aspect of personality:

Were you happy or unhappy? (What kinds of things bothered you?)
Did you know then for sure what you wanted to be? (What were your
ideas about what you wanted to be then?)

Were you a hard worker , or were YOIJ inclined to be easy- going on
the job?

Were you restless and
Did you have a lot of
of a "lone wolf"?

How did you spend your free time?
Did you date girls before you were 20 years old? IF IIYES" : How
often? )

Did you have any close friends who were boys?
Did you run around a lot with a gang of boys?
Did you have a reputation for having a quick temper? (IF "YES"
What kinds of things made you flare up? How angry did you get?)
Did you ever get into trouble with the police when you were young?

IF "YES" : What kinds of troubles did you have? Were you arrested?
Were you sent to a reformatory or a prison?)

always wanting to be on the go? (In what way?)
friends , only a few friends , or were you more

.L .
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All of the information furnishe4 py the man was pooled , together

with all the material available in other parts of the interview , and the

coder was asked to identify whether the respondent did or did not have
each of several specific personality traits in his youth. These traits were

divided into two groups: "positive" traits , which theoretically should
have helped to keep the man off Skid Rowand away from chronic alcoholism
and "negative" traits , which theoretically might be exp ected to predispose
him toward a Skid Row career. Table 3- is a tabulation of the positive

traits, and Table 3- 2 is a tabulation of the negative traits , each by marital

status and by drinking classification. These statistics represent the coder

interpretation of wh t the man said he was like in his youth. (In some cases
what the man actually said in response to Items a through k above was not
used if he had given more precise data on some of these points in other
parts of the interview. These tables report the percentage of homeless
men in each marital status or drinking classification who possessed each
of the positive or negative traits.

Following is a list , of positive traits possessed by
Row men that it must be concluded that they are comparatively
in keeping a man off Skid Row:

so many Skid
ineffective

Per cent of all
homeless men

Was happy in youth. 

. . . . 

Had no trouble with police. 

. . . . . . 

Had close friends who were boys
Was a steady worker , good worker. 

. . 

Did not have a reputation for a quick temper. 
Had many friends ) or a few very good friends. 65.

The above data indicate that roughly two-thirds of the Skid Row men remember
themselves as having lived a very normal boyhood. Their image of themselves
is that of having been happy, even-tempered , law-abid.ing, with normal or

above-average willingness to work, and with many friends. It will be re-

called from Chapter 1 that they also said they were from normally happy
homes where both parents. had many admirable characteristics. These two sets
of information lead to the very definite conclusion that the great majority
of the homeless men feel that in their youth they lived under rather normal
conditions.

However, a smaller percentage of the men who were chronic alco-
holics (heavy drinkers or alcoholic derelicts) were inclined to report these
positive traits (holding marital status constant) than were the men who were
light or non-drinkers. (The items concerning friends tend to show no dif-
ference with respect to alcoholism.

A larger percentage of the men who had attempted marriage (espe-
cially the widowed men) possessed these positive traits than did the single
men.

When the list of negative traits of Table 3- 2 is considered, it

could be hypothesized that they might predispose a man to migrate to Skid
Row, because their proportion among homeless men seems to be much higherthan could be for the general population:
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Per cent of all
homeless men

.. . . 

14.

Did not have a definite occupational goal
Was restless , always on the go. 

. .

Ran with a gang

. .

Did not date girls. 

. . 

Had a quick temper. 

. . 

Had only a few friends or o close friends. . .
Had some trouble with the police. 

. . . . 

The top three items on this list , when taken together , are most revealing.

Fully one-half of these men , almost all with average or better intelligence

could not recall ever having "wanted to be something" (even a fireman or a

policeman) as a boy. Instead, they were filled with unchanneled energy
expressed through restless wanderlust and running with a gang.

The men who remained single possessed the following negative traits
to an extraordinary extent , in comparison with ever-married men:

Had no occupational goal
Was restless
Ran wi th a gang
Did not date girls
Had only a few friends.

Men who later became chronic alcoholics possessed the following traits
to an unusual degree, in comparison with non-alcoholic Skid Row men (holding
marital status constant):

Was restless
Ran with a gang
Had a quick temper
Had some trouble with the police
Was not a hard worker , was inclined to loaf.

Free-time activities in youth (Table 3-3). Eleven per cent of the
homeless men said they had little or no free time for recreation during their
youth. For the vast majority who did have time for recreation, the most
popular activities were outdoor sports such as hunting or fishing, going to

the movies , and dating. Yet 12 per cent said they loafed in taverns or poo1-

halls or associated with rough people , and six per cent said they loafed on

street-corners. In comparison with ever-married men, the bachelors tended
to exhibit the following leisure-time traits to an unusual degree:

Had no free time for recreation
Did not participate in sports or outdoor activities
Engaged in indoor activities such as reading, music
Did not date girls.
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Chronic alcoholics exhibited the following leisure-time traits more frequently
than did non-alcoholics , holding marital status constant:

Loafed in taverns , associated with rough people
Loafed on street-corners
Participated in sports
Attended sports events
Attended the movies
Dated girls more than once per week.

prnary . The general picture which one gets of the personality
of the homeless man as a boy is that he was happy and well-adjusted in the
boyhood situation but that he lacked occupational orientation , was restless

and ran with a gang. His free- time activity was of a physically active or
thrilling" type , with very little emphasis on vocational or avocationa1
preparation. Those of this group who were more withdrawn , who did not date
gir1 or who had less free time because of the necessity to work, ended by

coming to Skid Row as bachelors. Those who dated girls often, were quick-
tempered , had trouble with the police , were inclined to be a little lazy,

and/or who loafed on street-corners and in taverns, tended to become chronic
alcoholics on Skid Row.

Mental abilities of Skid Row men It was impossible , of course

to measure exactly the mental ability of the homeless men. A rough attempt
was made , however , by giving two very short tests , an arithmetic test and
a word test , as follows:

Arithmetic test

: "

Here are some problems like they used to
give you in school. See if you can remember them:

3 x 3 =
9 x 9 =
6+4+9 =
llxll =

7 =

Is core: Number of correct answers , from none to five
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in reading.

Word test

: "

And here are some words they used to teach you
Do you still remember what they mean?

Level of ability

eyelash
roar
scorch

DEFICIENT

muzzle
haste BORDERLINE

lecture
Mars
skill

DULL

jugg:i
brun;:tte
regard
lotus
incrustation
achromatic 

AVERAGE

SUPERIOR

This test was adopted , without change , from the Department of psychiatry,

Municipal Court , City of Chicago. The ratings of the level of mental ability
indicated by the words were also advpted without change. It was not possible
to administer these tests to a substantial share of the men. Several men
of foreign birth were literate only in a language other than English. Several
men refused to try because they were afraid they could not succeed.

At the time the interview was conducted
to rate the respondent' s intelligence, independent
one of the following categories:

the interviewer wa asked
of the test results , in

Superior intelligence (should have gone to college)
Quick , alert , intelligent
Average
Dull, borderline intelligence
Deficient 

-- 

feeble-minded , moronic.

These three sets of infornlation are presented as Tables 3-4, 3-5,
and 3- 6, respectively.

Arithmetic score (Table 3-4). With respect to the arithmetic
score, almost one- fourth of the men who were asked the questions were able
to get all of the answers correct. An additional one- fourth missed only one.

Only one- fourth were so poor at arithmetic that they were able to get none
or 6nTy6ne it:em correct. This would suggest that roughly one-half of the

men remembered their third-grade arithmetic adequately, even though they may
have h d little occasion to use it for a long time. But at least one- fourth
of the men were unmistakably deficient even at this simple level, and an

additional one- fourth were "weak. About 12 p.,r cent were mathematically
illiterate , being unable to answer none or only the item "3 x 3.
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Reading test (Table 3-5). On the reading test , only about
one- fifth of the men were rated as below-average , while about 40 per cent
were rated as above-average or superior. An additional one- fourth were rated
as average.

Interviewers I rating of intelligence (Table 3-6). The inter-
viewers tended to be a little less generous in their estimates of mental
ability than the tests. Instead of rating only eight per cent as being
"dull:i or "borderline " they rated 18 ,per cent in one or the other of these
categories (almost all in the "dull" category). They rated almost one-half
as being "average" and more than 30 per cent as being above-average in in-
telligence. Thus, al1 three forms of evidence agreed that the average mental
ability of Skid Row. men is somewhat above average and that only 15 to 25 per
cent of the men are du1l, borderline. or deficient in their mental ability
It is not lack of brainpower , apparently, that is primarily responsible
for most of the men being on Skid Row.

The bachelors of Skid Row showed a lower level of mental ability
than the ever-married men. They scored lower on the two tests , and the inter-
viewers tended to rate fewer of them in the "superior" or "above-average
group. However, the widower group tended to rate lower in mental abi lity
than did either the single or the separated or divorced men , by all three

measures.

In comparison with non-alcoholics on Skid Row, the chronic alcoholics

definitely rated higher in mental ability than did the non-alcoholic men.
This was a most consistent relationship in all three measures , with differ-

ences in marital status controlled. Therefore not only are Skid Row men
of average or above-average intelligence, but the chronic alcoholics on Skid
Row are more intelligent , on the average , than the Skid Row men who are not
chronic alcoholics It is clear that with respect to mental ability, at least
80 per cent of the homeless men would have been capable of holding down a
good job and performing as any other member of society if other factors had
not been involved. This is a highly positive factor that should be taken
into account in planning for their rehabilitation.

Did the man en;oy school? (Table 3-7.. About two-thirds of
the men who ans l7eredthis. question said. that. they did enjoy school. In
view of their lower average mental ability, it would be expected that a
higher percentage of the Skid Row bachelors would report that they did not
like school , and this was the case. However despite their above-average
inte1ligence , a disproportionately 1arge number of chronic alcoholics said
they did not 1ike school . Without attempting to assess responsibility.
this finding sugg sts that a substantial number of -chrcJV.ic alcoholics on 
Skid Row are men of above-average intelligence or of average intelligence
whom the school did not "reach" or " inspire. Although they were completely
capable of completing high school , most of these men dropped out during
grammar-school or early high-school years.
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Mental health of homeless men Scattered through
were several questions which , considered together, provided
information for the coders to classify each man into one of
four very broad categories: 

th e intervie\'l
sufficient
the following

Per cent of all
homeless men

Normal mental heatlh 
Aberrant (has some "odd" per-
sonality traits but not suf-
ficiently disorganized. to be
classed as neurotic). .

Neurotic

. . . . . . . . 

Psychotic. 

. . . . 

One homeless man in five was rated as definitely neurotic or psy-
chotic , while an additional 36 per cent were rated as aberrant , or with some

odd" or "queer" personality traits not sufficiently disorganizing to be
classed as neurotic or psychotic tendencies. There was too little informa-
tion to classify about five per cent of the men. Thus , only a few more than

one-third of the men on Skid Row are of average or normal mental health
a little more than one-third show aberrant traits , and 20 per cent are defi-
nitely in need of mental-health care.

In addition to those of Tables. 3-9 and 3- , items used to deter-
mine this mental-heal th rating were:

Hypochondria -- reporting three or more current physical ailments that
had not been disabling and for which no medical care had been sought.

Tattoos -- in connection with other symptoms, are thought by psycholo-
gists to symbolize personal disorders.

Military punishment -- types of offenses while in military service.

Questions:
Do you ever see strange things like visions , fairies , ghosts, or

things like that?
Do you have any extraordinary powers or abilities no t possessed by

other persons?
Do you ever hear people talking to you or about you when there is
no one around?
If you were asked to describe yourself , what ind of a person would
you say you are?

Do you think there are some people who want to hurt you? What kind
of people are they?

Are there any special kinds of people you hate?
If you had your life to live over again , what kinds of things would
you do differently?

If you could make three wishes and they would all be granted, what
would you ask for?

Interviewers t ratings on: mood , talkativeness
anxiety, delusions , and hallucinations.

Interviewers ' ratings of the degree of personal

aggressive behavior,

maladjustment of the men.

The questions in the above list were scattered at several different points in
the interview , so as to reduce threat to the respondent.
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Table 3- 9 and Table 3- , which represent responses of the men to

specific questions , are presented to help substantiate the ratings of the
coders. When asked

, "

How are your nerves?"

, "

Are you inclined to be nervous
or on edge?"

, "

How often do you feel this way?lI , roughly one-half of the

. men reported that they were "almost never" nervous , whereas 22 per cent

reported they felt nervous IIfrequently" or ''most of the time. II This 
significant because "feeling nervous " is a phrase which neurotic persons
commonly use to describe their symptoms. The men were also asked (much
later in the interview), IIHave you ever seen a doctor or psychiatrist or been
in the hospital because of a nervous condition?" Table 3- 10 summarizes the
responses to this item. One man in six (16 per cent) reported he had been
given medical attention because of a nervous condition. About one-half of
this group had been examined by a psychiatrist , either in an office or while

in the hospital.

If Tables 3- , 3- 9, and 3- 10 are examined to determine the rela-
tionship of mental health to marital status and chronic alcoholism, it is

found that widowed men h ve much better mental health , on an average , than

separated and divorced or unmarried men. (The mental health of single men
and separated and divorced men was roughly equal. Holding marital status

constant , it is evident that all but a sma1l fraction of chronic alcoholics
suffer from poor mental health . The proportion of psychotics or neurotics
among the chronic alcoholics was more than twice that of the teetotalers
or light drinkers, and in addition, a much higher percentage of chronic a1-
cholics were classified as having "aberrant II personalities.

Intervie ers ' r tings of personality adjustment (Table 3- 11).
At the conclusion of each interview, the interviewer was asked to rate the
respondent i s personality adjustment. The term "personality adjustment" was
defined in terms of ability to participate in social situations without an
unusual degree of interpersonal conflict. The results of the interviewers
reports are as follows:

Per cent of all
homeless men

Man has
Man was
Man was
Man was
better

Man was

always been well-adjusted , still is 
maladjusted in past but is adjusted now
once well-adjusted but not now. . 
never well- adjusted but formerly wa
adjusted than now

. . . . . . 

always poorly adjusted. 

. . . . 

32.

Thus, the interviewers believed that three- fourths of the homeless men were
suffering from personal maladjustment. In comparison with the ever-married
men, they tended to classify an extraordinarily high percentage of bachelors
as "always poorly adjusted " while in a disproportionately large number of

cases they tended to classify the. separated or divorced men as

. "

once well-

adjusted but not now. II The interviewers rated only six per cent of the chronic

alcoholics as still well-adjusted and more than 70 per cent of them as never
wel1-adjusted.
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Integration of personality and interna1 conf1ic (Table 3- 12).
The coders were asked to assess the degree to which the men were disorganized
because of internal conflicts operating at the time they were interviewed.
According to their estimates, only 29 per cent of the men evidenced no internal
conflict. One-half were rated as somewhat disorganized because of internal
conflict , while 16 per cent were rated as badly disorganized because of in-
ternal conflict. Men who were separated or divorced were rated as more dis-
organized than single men, while widowed men were rated as experiencing less
conflict than either single or separated and divorced men.

Only nine per cent of the chronic alcoholics were rated as showing
no internal conflict , and 31 per cent were thought to .be badly disorganized
by conflict. The reverse situation was observed for teetotalers and light
drinkers; only eight per cent of this group were rated as having severe
conflict , while 42 per cent appeared to be without internal conflict.

Hence , the analysis of the responses of the men themselves , the

interviewers ' ratings of personality adjustment , and the coders I ratings of
psychotic or neurotic traits and degree of internal conflict all indicate
that a high percentage of Skid Row men are in poor mental health and are
poorly adjusted in their relationships to other people. The chronic al-
coholics are in far worse condition than the teetotalers and light drinkers.
a disproportionately large share exhibit symptoms of psychosis, neurosis,
or personal maladjustment with respect to other people.

Personality characteristics In addition to the over-all evaluations
of intelligence and mental health , the coders were asked to classify each
homeless man according to a series of basic personality characteristics.
In the analysis which follows , the relationship of these characteristics to
marital status or chronic alcoholism (with marital status held constant) is
assessed.

Emotional stability (Table 3- 13) . The coders were asked to
indicate the degree of emotional control exercised by each man. More than
one-half (56 per cent) of the men were classed as emotionally stable , while
almost 40 per cent were classified as unstable. Of the unstable group,
almost one- fifth were identified as having violent tempers , while the others
were regarded as unstable with respect to other emotional reactions. Men who
were separated or divorced were rated as less emotionally stable than were
men who were single , while widowed men were rated as much more emotionally
stable than either single or separated or divorced men. Holding marital
status constant , men who were chronic alcoholics were much less stable than
teetotalers or light drinkers. Both those with violent tempers and those
unstable with respect to other emotional factors were chronic alcoholics
in a disproportionately high share of cases.

Extroversion-introversion (Table 3- 14). Although two-thirds
of the men on Skid Row were rated as being ambiverts (neither e troverted
nor introverted, but varying as the situation requires), motE than one- fifth
were rated as introverts and only ten per cent as extroverts. The men who
had never married or who were widowed were rated as introverts much more
frequently than were the men who had been separated or divorced. Chronic
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alcoholics were rated as extroverts relatively more often than were teetotalers
or light drinkers , although the percentage of extrovert alcoholics still was
not large (14 per cent). When the relationship between drinking and this
classification is controlled by nlarita1 status, it is found that the equiva-
lent of all of the excess extrovert chronic alcoholics are unmarried. The
excess of introverts among the teetotalers and light drinkers was present
both among the single and the separated and divorced men.

Conformity (Table 3-15). Each man was rated according to the
degree to which he appeared to be a conformist or nonconformist with respect
to social norms. Hany people have regarded Skid Row men as being "social
rebels " who delight in defying social rules of accepted or customary behavior.
Only three per cent of all homeless men could be classed by the coders as
definitely nonconformists, while there was evidence that 47 per cent were
conformists. An additional 43 per cent were categorized as not strongly
influenced by custom but not rebels. Widowed men were classified as con-

formists more frequently than were single or separated or divorced men.
Teetotalers or light drinkers were found to be conformists more often than
were chronic alcoholics. However, only a very small percentage of the
chronic alcoholics (six per cent) could be classed as definite rebels or
nonconformists; the bulk of this group just was not strongly influenced by
custom. Thus, although there is a low level of compliance with social norms
this non-compliance appears to be based on lack of knowledge or concern (or
both), but not on rebellion.

Hedonism- scet:i cism (Table 3-16). It has been said that one

of the reasons men land on Skid Row is that they are hedonistic 

-- 

their
primary motive is to satisfy today s needs for pleasure rather than to defer

present joys in the expectation of later reitlards. When asked to classify

the men on a scale containing the three categories of "hedonistic, 11 "normal
or "ascetic" (given to self-denial), the coders graded almost 60 per cent
of the men as nonaal , but of the remainder , almost all were rated as hedonis-

tic. Thus , there appear to be few ascetics living on Skid Row who deny them-
selves a more comfortable residence in order to save money, etc. Occasionally
one hears of a miser who lives in this area and hoards pennies while growing
rich off stock-market , real estate , or other business operations, but these

cases are definitely exceptional. Immediate- p1easure-seeking seems to be

a definite personality characteristic of almost one-third of the men. The
bachelors were rated as more ascetic than the ever-married men. Few of the
widowed men were classified as hedonistic, whereas an above-average propor-
tion of the separated or divorced men were given this rating.

Hedonism seems to be an outstanding trait of chronic alcoholics
for almost two-thirds of the men were given this rating by the coders.
(Coders were warned that drinking itself was not to be regarded as a symptom
of hedonism. Almost none of the teetotalers and light drinkers were clas-
sified as hedonistic.

enden se1f-reliance (Table 3-17). Homeless men have

often been said to have I1dependent" personalities. By this it is meant that

they need to rely on someone who is more forthright and decisive than they
to guide them and to make decisions for them. The coders were asked to
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review the relationship between each respondent and his parents , his spouse
and oth r persons with whom he had had close associations , to determine the
extent to which he was dependent. Fifty-nine per cent of the men were rated
as dependent to some degree , and 19 per cent as "very dependent. II Widowed

men were classed as "self-reliant!! in more than one-half of the cases
whereas both the single and the separated and divorced men showed a high
level of dependency. The alcoholic men were rated as considerably more
dependent than the teetotalers or light drinkers. In fact, 30 per cent of
chronic alcoholics were rated as livery dependent-II Although this relation-
ship was present among both single and separated or divorced men , the correla-
tion between alcoholism and dependency appeared to be much higher among the
bachelors than among the men with broken marriages.

Ambition (Table 3- 18). From the work history of the men
their comments about the jobs liked and disliked , and their reasons for leaving
one job and accepting another , the coders pieced together an ambition rating.
This classification had four categories and should be of interest to those
who plan to do rehabilitation work among these men:

Per cent of all
homeless men

Very ambitious , energetic , hard-workihg 

. . . .

Average level of ambition , striving to get ahead
Low level of incentive, little drive. 

. . . .

Very low level of ambition, lazy, "bum

" .

Unable to classify. 

. . . . . . 

Widowed men received a much higher ambition rating than separated or divorced
men.

When cross-classified by drinking behavior , the findings show a
very high correlation between low ambition and chronic alcoholism. Almost
no chronic alcoholics were classed as ambitious , energetic , or hard-working,
while more than one-half were rated as having low incentive or little drive.
Teetotalers and light drinkers showed the reverse pattern -- a much higher
level of ambition and lower percentage of "low drive. It should be noted
however , that 42 per cent of all chronic alcoholics were rated as having an
average level of ambition or striving, and that 30 per cent of the teetotalers
or light drinkers were rated either " low incentive ll or " lazy. 11 Thus , it is
not an all-or-none relationship. Also , there is no answer here concerning
the cause-and-effect problem between low ambition and heavy drinking. 
can be claimed only that , throughout their working lives , men who are chronic
alcoholics on Skid Row have never shown a really extraordinarily powerful
ambition drive , and a below-average share of them even showed a normal or
average amount of drive.

Sociability (Table 3-19). It has also been claimed that Skid
Row is a collecting- place for people who hate other human beings and who are
anti-social. By retreating to Skid Row a man can "pull into his shell" and
have a minimum of social interaction. To test this idea the coders were
asked to review the description each man gave of his life before coming to
Skid Row , his "typical day " on Skid Row , the number and types of friends he
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had, and what he did for recreation , and , on the basis of this information
to classify him as being either "sociable

" "

asocial " or Uanti-social.
This classification was made with respect to the man s attitude toward

associating with people generally and not just with the people on Skid Row.
More than one-half of the men (56 per cent) were rated as "sociable " while

33 per cent were rated as "asocial " and only four per cent were rated as
definitely "anti-socia1." Thus , although there seems to be very little
avoidance of human contact on the part of Skid Row men , a substantial share
of them can "take it or leave it alone" vThen it comes to having friends or
communicating with other human beings. The bachelors were definitely more
asocial and anti-social than were the men who had been married. The correla-
tion between sociability and drinking, holding marital status constant, was
almost zero. Thus , the heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts are no more
and no less sociable , according to these data , than are light drinkers or
teetotalers.

Assimilation into life on Skid. Rmv (Table 3-20). How v1e11

have the men managed to adjust themselves to Skid Row, to reconcile them-
selves to living there , and to feel Ila part of things " there? By reviewing
each man likes and dislikes for the life on Skid Rowand the people who
live there , together with his projected evaluation of himself in relation
to his opinions of Skid Row, the coders rated each man as "assimilated
accommodated" (adjusted but not reconciled), or a "stranger" (feeling

of intense dislike that could not be reconciled or adjusted). Only one-
fourth of the men could be rated as definitely assimilated into Skid Row life
but 48 per cent were rated as accommodated 

-- 

they were "getting by. Twenty
per cent were rated as feeling like strangers who could never get reconciled
or adjusted to Skid Row life. The bachelors were assimilated in a higher
percentage of cases than were the ever-married men, while the widowers were
much less assimilated than either the bachelors or the men with broken mar-
riages.

Teetotalers and light drinkers were rated as strangers in a higher
percentage of cases than chronic alcoholics. Chronic alcoholics , however,

tend to be only accommodated to , but not assimilated into , Skid Row living;
50 per cent of them claimed they were living on Skid Row unwillingly 

-- 

that
they were more resigned to it than enamored of it.

Attitude toward self (Table 3-21). It was hypothesized that
the men could have three possible attitudes toward themselves as a result
of being on Skid Row. They could indulge in self-hate while accepting full
blame for their failure; feel self- pity while excusing themselves for what
had happened and rationalizing their failures; or they could feel self-
respect , believing that they had done as well as could be expected under
the circumstances (including those who did not sense they had failed).
Table 3- 21 classifies each man according to the rating the coder gave him
on this scale. Almost one-half of the men seemed to feel respect for them-
selves. On the other hand , 28 per cent were rated as feeling self-pity
and 18 per cent as feeling self-hate. The separated or divorced men were
much more prone to feel self-hate and self- pity than were the single men
while the widowers felt very much more self-respect (and hence less se1f-
hate or self- pity) than either the single men or the men with broken marriages.



76-

The chronic alcoholics showed a very low level of self-respect. More than
one-third expressed self-hate , and an additional one-third expressed self-

pity. In fact , of those for whom a rating could be made, more than three-
fourths expressed one of these two attitudes, and only 20 per cent were
rated as feeling they had done as well as could have been expected. Among

teetotalers the situation was quite different; almost two-thirds of this

group felt self-respect . and most of the rest felt self-pity. Only eight
per cent expressed self-hate and the attitude that they were fully respon-

sible for their being on Skid Row.

Summary This chapter has presented strong evidence that individual

personality characteristics, quite independent of family background and
courtship and marriage factors , are highly correlated with the presence of

homeless men on Skid Row. Skid Row alcoholics tend to be men who in their
youth were filled with wanderlust and comparatively below-average levels
of aspiration or ambition to "get aheadtl who were inclined to run around

with a " tough crowd" 

-- 

traveled in gangs , spent ti"fe in taverns and poo1-
halls, boycotted school , looked for a good time without much concern for
the future. Skid Row alcoholics show much evidence of being in poor mental
health; a high percentage indicate deviant personality traits that, in
roughly one-third of the cases , are serious enough to cause the person to

be classed as neurotic or psychotic. Alcoholics were shown not to be de-

ficient in intelligence , and they are probably considerably above-average
in intelligence in comparison with the social and economic strata from which
they are drawn. With reference to specific personality traits, chronic
alcoholics were shown to be more extroverted , less conformist . more hedonistic

more dependent , less ambitious, more sociable, more assimilated into Skid Row
life , and more inclined t feel self-hate than teetotalers and light drinkers.
These personality characte istics , combined with irregular employment or

prolonged unemp1o nt, low level of living, an unhappy family background
or a family where the fpther drank or was himself disorganized , or marital

discord (perhaps because of personal poor mental health) probably constitute
the best possible lIexp1anationll of Skid Row alcoholism that can be made. .

at the present time.
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SyNTHES IS OF CHArTERS 1 , 2 , AND 3

Conditions That Existed Before Arrival on Skid Row

Throughout the last three chapters several factors have been dis-
cussed as potential "causes " for a man IS being on Skid Row. At times it has
not been clear to what e tent these conditions existed before the man came
to Skid Rowand to what extent they were developed after he arrived there.
The matter of drinking is of paramount importance in this connection. The
coder was asked to review the respondent' s drinking history carefully and
to determine whether chronic alcoholism existed before the man came to Skid
Row or whether it developed after he arrived. Table 3- 22 shows that in 84
per cent of the cases of chronic alcoholism, the man had a severe drinking
problem befor.e coming to Skid Row

, ,

that in 9 per cent of the cases the man
acquired the drinking habit after he arrived , and that in 7 per cent of the
cases the timing could not be determined. These proportions indicate that
of the 3 000 chronic alcoholics on Chicago Skid Rows , roughly 2 600 had a
drinking problem before they came , while about 300 became a lcoho1ic as a
result of (or at least while) living on Skid Row. Therefore , although Skid
Row can be criticized for embroiling a man even deeper in alcoholism and
allowing him to drink so incessantly and to such a degree of into cication
that rehabilitation is almost a hopeless matter , it cannot be claimed that
more than a few hundreds of alcoholics are IIborn if on Skid Rm,y. Of the men
who did begin their drinking careers on Skid Row, roughly one-half appear
to have done so out of the desire to be sociable, and one-half to. escape
conflict or ease other personal problems. Conspicuous among the latter
group are the widowers.

This analysis makes it abundantly clear that the way to prevent
Skid Row alcoholism is to take action to help the man with a drinking problem
before he separates himself from his family or neighborhood; when he arrives
on Skid Row because of drinking, he has progressed far toward alcoholic
dereliction.

But , as this study has attempted to make clear, alcoholism is not
the only force that helps to create Skid Row, and in fact is not even the
leading one. A list of twenty different conditions or factors that might
be thought to help "cause" a man to come to Skid Row was drawn up. The
coder was instructed to search the entire interview, including the information
and ratings of the interviewer , to determine whether each one of these factors
was or was not present in the case of the homeless man. Some of these factors
refer to family background, some to courtship and marriage , and some to psy-
chological factors. Table 3- 23 summarizes the results. Following, in order
of frequency of rating, are the conditions which existed in the lives of the
men before they arrived on Skid Row , as rated by the coders:
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Irregular employment or unemployment
(not due to drinking). 

. . . . 

Chronic alcoholism, problem drinking.
Marital discord

. . . . . .

Low standard (level) of living.
Social maladjustment. .
Wanderlust , restlessness. . . 

. . 

Emotional instability

. .

Discontinuance of family (death of
wife or parent). .
Poor health , impairment of eyesight
Cultural conflict because of ethnic
religious background

. . 

Conflict with relatives other than
wife

. . . . .

Poverty as a child. 

. . 

Physical handicaps. . 

. . . .

Failure in realizing ambitions.
Poverty in old age , too old to work

limi ted income , not a heavy drinker.
Extreme egocentricity (self-centered)
Criminal record

. . . .

Borderline intelligence

. . . 

Laziness. . . 

. . 

Orphanhood. . 

. . . . . . . .

None of the above:
impossible

evaluation

. .

Average number of causes per
homeless man. . 

. . 

of all homeless men
Heavy Teeto-

drinkers talers
and A1co- andholic light
derelicts drinkers

Per cent

Total

As the last two lines of the table indicate , one or more of these
causes. appeared to be operating in all but about three per cent of cases.
But the "causes II were not unitary. On the average , for each homeless man
three of these causes appeared to be operating in combination. Heading this
list , and much greater than alcoholism, are the hard facts of economic life.
Our system seems to create a residue of cbronic (though not necessarily cul-
pable) losers , and Skid Row is the home of many of this group. Irregular
employment , unemployment, and low income , taken together, seem far more
powerful than alcoholism in explaining why people come to Skid Row. Moreover
it is commonly supPo3ed that economic failure is, itself , involved in much
uncontrolled drinking. If one looks for signs that the man is reaping punish-
ment for his own miscalculations , misdeeds . and mistakes in his past life
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one can point only to such items as wanderlust , failure to realize ambitions
criminal record , and laziness (assuming that alcoholism is not a voluntary
act) . Even if all of these were not duplicated (if no man had two of these
traits), only about one-third of the men would be involved. It seems that
the Skid Row resident is differentiated from the "normal" or "average" citizen
more by the differing condi tions of economic life than by matters of personal-
ity, intelligence , or personal background , when separately considered. 
the findings presented in these three chapter') are correct , the "average
citizen , standing on Skid Row pitying its victims , can truthfully. say,
There , but for the grace of God , go 1. 



======-============ ==== ======;==-================= ===========================

Marital status I Drinking classification
i All t i 'Teeto , Heavy
I h . ",epara I l

' '

d . k! . ome- 
; ted and L.. 

: ta ers ' Moderate ; r

! less lSl.ngie, iWl. owe i an an co-1- rl.n -ers ' men ! I Light i 1 hohc

! '

ivorce ldrinkers! iderelictx

! 100. Oj 100. 01 100. 1 100. 0 i 100.! I
Happy

. . 

. j 81.3j 80. \ 85.5 i 88. 3 j 84.
Had definite occupa- 
tiona1 goal. . . ! 42.41 37. 1\ 47. ! 51.0 I 41.2 42.

Hard worker , good 
(steady) worker. 1 77. 74. 81.6 \ 86. 85.

Was not restless. I 44. 0i 40.41 47. ! 55.
I 56.

Had many friends or a
few very good friends. ! 64.5 60. 8! 70. I 69.

! 62.

Dated girls more than 

one time per week. . . 36. 1, 24. 71 47.
I 37.

27 6

Dated girls, one to four i !
times per month. 30. 6\ 35.3 27. \ 35. I 31.2

Had close friends who 
were boys. . 

. . . . 

, 79. 3 i 79.41 82. I 84. I 79.
Did not run around with 

a gang

. . . . . . .

. 58.4. Sa 91 61. 1 67.6 67.
Did not have reputation 
for quick temper I 70. 2 j 75. 71.7 I 61.4 i 78.
Did not have trouble 
with police. . . 

. . 

i 79.6! 81.91 81.3 ! 85. 1 87.

No information. . . I 6.4; 4.71 3. ! 2. 1 j 2.
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TABLE 3-

POSITIVE PERSONALITY TRAITS POSSESSED
BY HOMELESS MEN IN THEIR YOUTH

Per eent of men possessing each trait

Positive traits
in youth

Total. . . 100. a

73.

67.
42.

59.

35.

29.

75.

54.

65.

73.
15.

100.

82.

44.

73.
28.

70.

48.

31.0

82.

48.

61.

73.
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TABLE 3-

NEGATIVE PERSONALITY TRAITS POSSESSED
BY HOMELESS llN IN TEllIR YOUTH

Per cent of men possessi g each trait

============================== ====================== ==============-====-===

Marital status Drinking classification
All ; i . H

; Separa- f
\ Teeto- \ eavyome-' ; talers i drinkersi 1 I i tea and i 0 erate,

; .LeGS IS1nge; i iowe i and i ' jandA1co-
'. d1- 

" '-

idr1ncersl holivorced ' i 19idrinkers! derelictsI '
Total. . . 

. . 

10q O I lOO.O 100. I 100. t 100. 100. ! 100.

t happy

. . : : 

. .1 5.
. 4.9\ 5. ' 5. 5 i 5.0 4.

D1d not have defl.n1te 
occupational goal. . . 50. ' 56.5 49. 6 j 42. i 54.

41.7 
Not a hard wm:ker , in- 
:lined to loaf , take i j
1t easy. . . ; 12.5 15. ' 11.1 

I 9.
! 8.1 12.

Was restless. 

. . . . 

43. l, ! 47. 45. I 32. i 32. 1 40.
Did. not have many
friends

, "

lo;:ie wolf" 
type

. . . . . . 

1 8. 10. 2 j 3. ! 9.5 6.
Had only a f""" friends. ! 20. 3 26. l5. 8 j 22. 8 i 23.4 18.
Did not date girls. i 25. 0 j 33. 4. 20.

I 22.
1 ' 37.1 18.

Had no close friends 
who were boys. . lUe I 12. ! 11.0 \ 15.9 9.
Ran with a gang ; 31.9 : 36. 30. ! 28. ! 26.3 27.
Had reputation for 
quick temper

. .

23. i 19.4 24. ! 34. \ 18.0 18.
Had SOlf,'; trouble with 
police

. .

13. , 13. lS. ! 10.3 9. 11.4 j
No information. . ! 6. \ 4. 7: 3. ; 2.1 2.6 15.

. j 

Negative traits
in you th

51.4

18.
61.9

17.
13.

10.
43.

33.

22.
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TABLE 3-

LEISURE-TIME ACTIVITIES OF HOMElESS MEN DURING THEIR YOUTH

Per cent of men having each activity

============================= =====;======== :==========;========================

Leisure- time
activities
in youth

Marital status
All i :: Secara- i

: nome- i ;I ted and i
u. i ess I ng e 

!..

owe
men j 1- 

i vorced 

Drinkin classification
Teeto- , Heavy
talers !drinkers

i 0 erate and . 1. , and A1co
r1n.ers I 

. 19 0 1Cdrinkers; dere licts

Total. . ; 100. :100

Had little or no free
. time

. . 

. \ 10. ; 13.

Participated in sports. i 41. i 35.
Observed sports

. .

1 8. I 7.
Outdoor activities, 
hunting, fishing, etc. ! 36. 32.

Movies. . . . 1 24.8 23.
Indoor activities, 
reading, music , games, I 
church , family . l 16. I 19.Loafing on street- 
corners , lazy. . . 6. I 7.Loafing in taverns, 
pool-halls, associating 
with rough people. . . : 11.5 1 9.Went to parties, dating, 
dances

. . 

. 20. 4 )16.
Other , studied. . . 0. I 1.
Boys t clubs , worked on
cars, machinery.

No information. . 
1.8 I 1.4

10. ! 11.1

100.
I 100.

0 i 100

10.
46.

40.
26.

14.

14.

22. 9 I
8 j

7 i

53.
12. 4 i

46. 2 j
31.0 j

22.

10.

29.

12.
41.6

36.
22.

17.

16.

i 100.

11. 7

37.

41.4
25.

15.

22.

1.5
19.

100.

45.

32.
28.

16.

20.

24.
1.2

1. 7

TABLE 3-

MENTAL ABILITY OF HOHELESS Y1EN

AS DETERMINED BY ARITHMETIC TEST

================ ================ =============================================

Marital status I Drinking classification
: All ; Teeto- , i Heavy
i home-

\sePara- ! talers drinkers, i ; te an I . , 0 erate i 1es s is wg1e: dowed ! and and Alco-

; '

1.- . r1n (ers 
, men ! Light I ho vorce i ! i 'dn.nkers' !derehets

I 100. : 100. 0 i 100. 1 100. j 100.

1 6. I 6.7 2. 1.3
! 12. , 8.4 13.2 9.

12. I 13. I 14.7 8.6 13.
20. ! 23. 16.7 17.9 20.
22. I 15. 7 20.2 17.5 25.
26. : 14.0 i 16. 6 28.0 24.

! 14. ! 16.6 12.7 6.

Score

Total. . . 

. . 

. i100.

None co rect. 

. .

: 3.
One co rect . . 

. . 

. .; 9.
Two cor r.ect I 12.

Triree correct

: : : : 

: I 18.
Four correct... . ! 21.

Five correct. . . 

. . 

i 21.No information* . ! 12.

100 . 0

\ 3. 9 I
10. 5 j

i 13.
j 16.

j 21.8 
1 20.
! 13. 9 !

Foreign-born with severe language difficulty are in "No information" -- question
not asked.



Mental ability

Deficient

. . 

Borderline. . . 

. .

Du ll. 

. . . . 

Average

. .

Above average

. . 

Superior. . . 
No information*
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TABLE 3-

HENTAL ABILITY OF HOMELESS HEN
AS DETERMINED BY READING TEST

100. 100. 100. 100.

1.6
14. 13.
20. 24. 24. 27.
30. 23. 38. 40.

23. 23. 15.

====-= ==-= ====

F======

:===================== =========================

Marital status i, Drinking classification
All 1 Teeto- : Heavy

'Separa- ' 

: j

! home- ; talers drl.nkersI ' ; te an ' 0 erate,
i less ; Sl.ng1e : Wl.dowed' and . and Alco-1.- , rl.n,-ersmen \ : Light i holicIvorce idrinke rs 1 derelicts

. Total. 

. . . . 

100. 0 110 0 ! 100.0 ! --
! 6. 1 I 6. ! 5. 9 i
I 2. ; 2. 1.8
! ILl! 9. ! 12.

t 25. 5 I 26. 9 j 26.
! 32. 7 ! 30. ! 37.
! 5. ! 5. 1 \ 7.
i 16. ; 19. 6 j 8.

Foreign-born with severe language difficulty are in "No information!! -- question
not asked.

TABLE 3-

MENTAL ABILITY OF HOMELESS MEN
AS RATED BY INTERVIEWERS

================;=;=========== ====================== ===========================

Level of
intelligence

Total. . . 

Deficient
Dull , borderline.
Average

. . 

Quick , alert. 
Superior. . . 

. . 

Not able to evaluate.

Marital status Drinking classification

All i ;s _ ; Teeto- ; Heavy

I home-
; ePara I talers i i drinkers: te an I ; 0 era e'

: less j Single; : Widowed, and : and A1co-
i 1.- ' rl.n ers, men, j Light ho11.c
. vorce
! . Idrinkers derelicts

100. 100. 0 I 100. 0 i 100. ! 100. i 100.0 100.

f 0. 7 i 1.2 j 
\ 17. . 20. 0 \ 16.

1 47.
5 47. ! 45.

i 24. 1 23. 0 i 27.
! 7.3 6. 5 I 9.5 2. 1.4

1.2
12. 20. 13. 17.
60. 48. 51. 7 43.
20. 21.2 22. 29.
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TABLE 3- 7

HOHELESS HEN' S 'ENJOYMNT OF SCHOOL
DURING THEIR YOUTH.

============================== ================= ==== ===========================

Did respondent
enjoy school?

Total.
Yes

. . . . 

No. . . 

. . 

Did not go to school.
No information. . . 

Marital status . Drinking classification

All j Teeto- Heavy
home- i Separa- \ i talers (drinkers:ted and; \ 0 eratei

i less : Single: d' (Widowed i and j d . ,and Alco-
men j 1 L' ht ; r n(ers! ho1icvorced ; Idrinkers i !derelicts

:100. 0 ! 100. 0 i 100. 100. ! 100.
1 lOO.

; 100.-i 
. \ 64. 7 ! 56. 72. ! 75. : 66.

. i 27. 1 35. 7 i 23. 9 i 17. ' 25.

! 2. ; 4. : 0. 1 6.2 5.
: 3. ; 2.

64.
21.3

13.

62.
33.

MENTAL HEALTH OF HOMELESS MEN AS RATED BY CODERS

TABLE 3-

=======================9======T======================

==========================

Marital status j Drinking classification
All ; Teeto- i : Heavy! Separa- i ; talers drinkers

, l
ome- i 

1 I ted and i
w- 

; 0 era te 
ess ! ng e di- owe i and i ' k jand Alco-

! men ! Light I nn 
ers I holici jvorced Idri kersi tderelicts.

Total. . . . 

. . 

P20. ! 100. 0 \ 100. 0 ' 100" ; 10 00. lOOo

. i 38. 5 : 37. 1 35.8 61.8 ! 53.7 39.

. . .

136. 2 ' 39. 37. 21.9 j 30.2 35.
i 16.

0 i 14. ! 19.7 9. 1 9.7 l2.

. . 

I 4.
4 5.5 j 3.3 3. 3 3.

classify. ! 5. 0 i 3. 1 j 3.7 3. ; 2.0 8.

Mental health
status

Normal. .
Aberrant.
Neurotic.
Psychotic
Unable to

17.
44.
26.

TABLE 3-

RESPONSES TO QUESTION

, "

HOW ARE YOUR NERVES?"

=======================

i======

===== ~~~~ ~~~::======= ~~~ ::: ::; :==

d t All i T -ow 0 ten you 1 eeto- eavy
feel f Separa- i drinkersnerV01JS

I home- d: ' taLers
edge? \ less S' 1 I tea an 'w' d d Moderate I 

d A1kng e 

I d 

. - 

owe . an co-
drinkers hI'

men i Light 0 1C

I vorced i d . k derelictsn ers
i 100. 0 iTotal. 1100. 100. 100. 100. 100. 100 Q 0

Almost never nervous. 50. 5 ! 45. 61.2 62. 53. 30.. ! 49.
OEcasionally. . j 27. 30. 27. 13. 23. 28. 31.4
Frequently. . I 9 I 10. 15.
Most the time. 12. 16. 15. 10. 20.

. ,

NO knformat10n. 

. . 

1.44 \ 7 i5 ;



======================= ====== =;=====-============== ===========================

Marita1 status i Drinking classification
i All 

. .

! Teeto- Heavy
; home- I Separa-j l talers I drinkersI ted and; . \ O erate! and Alco-
, less i Single! di- i Widowed i nkers' ' men 0 1C! vorced ' !drinkers derelicts
;100. 0 IIOO. O : 100. 0 ' 100. \ 100.

. . 

i 8 2 . 0 i 85. 9 78 . 2 91. 6 \ 90 . 6 
! 2.0 i 1.5 i 2. 2! 3.4 i 1.9 i

. \

. j 3. ! 3. ! 3.4 i 1.2 

. I 6. ! 5. 1 8.8 4.
7 I 3. 8 i 6.6 i 2.

! 0. 4 i 1.7 i

Treatment received
for nervous
conditions

To ta 1 . . 

. .

No treatment. . 

. .

Saw medical doctor
Saw psychia tris t. 
Was in hospital

. .

Saw psychiatrist and
was in hospital.
No information. . 
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TABLE 3-

EXTENT TO WHICH HOMELESS MEN HP_VE RECEIVED
TREATMENT FOR NERVOUS DISOP ERS

100.

82.

100.

70.

11.3

10.
1.1

Excludes men in hospital.

TABLE 3-

i'BRSOHALITY ADJUSTl!EUT or nOlffLESS rum

AS RATED BY INTERVIEWERS

;=;=;===;;====================================================================

Marital status Drinking classification
All r ; Teeto- Heavy
home- j l sePara talers l drinkersI te an : 0 erate.

: '

less lSingle Widowed) and ; and Alco-
j 1- ; r1n ers. 

i men i ' 1gnt i 0 1C!vorced : drinkers I derelicts
Total. . . 

. . 

. 1100. 0 \100.

Always well-adjusted. . ; 24. i 24.
Maladjusted in past but! 
no t now. 

. . . . . . 

0 . 5 
I 0 

. 8 
Once well-adjusted but 
no t now. 

. . .

\ 14. 9 I 9 . 6 
Never well-adjusted but
formerly in better
shape.

. .

!24. 1 122.
Always poorly-adjusted. \ 32. i 38.
Unable to classify. 

. .

! 4.

Adjustment
situation

100. 100. 100. 100. 100.

19. 48. 37. 24.

21.8 10. 11. 7 13. 19.

27. 17. 17. 25. 31.2
28. 20. 29. 27. 39.
1.8
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TABLE 3-

DEGRE OF PERSONALITY INTEGRATION AND EXTENT OF
INTERNAL CONFLICT AMONG HOMELESS MEN

======================= ======

f======================

===========================

Marital status Drinking classification
All t Teeto- i ! Heavy

home- : Separa- ! ; talers drinkersr ted and 0 erate'
i less S1.ng1e I ;Widmved i and land A1co-
! men 

1.- . L' ht idnnkers i h : vorced 1.g 1.C

:drinkers I
Iderelic ts

j .

Well-

::::

' i

lOO ! l 100. : lOO. O \ 100. \ 100.

I 100.

internal conflict. . . 1 28. 81 29. 9 i 23. 7 i 52. 8 ; 42. 31.1 i 9.
Somewhat disorganized . ! 49. 1 I 53. 0 I 51.2 i 30. ; 45. ! 45. I 55.
Badly disorganized

21.much tension , conflict! 16. 5! 12.8 i 11.2 7.6 12. 31.1
Unab1e to classify. 

. '

! 5. ; 3. 7 I 5.1 4.5 10.
I 3.

Integration and
conflict status

TABLE 3-13

EMOTIONAL STABILITY OF HOMELESS MEN
AS 1 \TED BY GODillS

---------------------- ---------------------------==-- =========================

=--------------------.-- r.-----

~~~~~~

-- T- Drinking classification
i All ! Teeto- Heavy

Emotional iSepara-: . d ' 
t b 'I ' ! home- i ted and I talers Moderate I un ers

s a 1. 1.ty I less Single, i Widowed 1 and and A1co-status i (11- r1.n ers, ! men j Light i 1.Ci vorced fdrinker derelic ts
100. 100.Total. 1100. i 100. 100. 100. 100.

Emotionally stahle
norma 1 control 56. 60. 52. 71. 9 71.8 56. 35.

Emotionally unstable
violent temper . i 10. 10.

Emotionally unstable
other than anger

32. 31.6 37. 16. 20. 27. 50.reactions. . t

Unable class ify. 1.8 1. 7 10.



EXTROVERT- INTROVERT RATING OF HO llLESS MEN BY CODERS

======================= ======

T======================

===========================

Marita1 status i Drinking classification
! All ! Teeto- ' . Heavy

Extrovert- introvert : Separa- i 
ome- , . ' ta ers i : r1n cersstatus : ted andj !Moderate!

! less jSingle: W1.do edj and and Alco-1. j i i r1.n cers 

.. 

i men ; L1g t J.C: vorced drinkers; derelictsI. 
1100. O I 100. 0 100. 0 100. i 100.

:; 

! 25. 9 i 18 . 0 i 24. i 26. IS. 4
! 3. 1 j 3. 4 I 5. ! 2.4 10.

87-

TABLE 3-

Total. . . 

. .

1100.

. . 

. I 

. i 63.
'! 21.9

classify. . . i 5.

Extrovert
Ambivert.
Introvert
Unable to

100.
14.
63.
18.

============================== ==================================================

. All 
Marital status : Drinki g classi ication

I Teeto- i Heavyome- I i Separa- j : d ' 
! less J ted and i talers iModerate! r1n 

cers

men tSingle di- 
dOWed drinkers !and A co-

J.g1t i J.Cvorced , r1n ers; t ere 1C s
Total. . . 

. .1
100. 0 1100. O , 100.0 I lOO. O I lOO. ! 100.

Conformist. . . 

. . 

. i 46. ! 45. ! 46. 61.8 I 60.2 45.
Not strongly influenced! 
by custom but not a 
rebel. . . 

. . . .

l.c2. I 47. 8 i 42.
Nonconformist

. . . .

, 2. 8 i 2. ! 2.
Unable to classify. . 1 7. ! 4. 2 I 8. 7 I

TABLE 3-

CONFORMIST-NONCONFORMIST RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

Conformis t-

nonconformis t
status

29. 8 i
1 !
4 i

32.
1.6

42.

11.2

100.
29.

57.

TABLE 3-16

HEDONISM-ASCETICISM RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

=======================

1==

:::=

1====

::======= ~~~~~ :::~~~~ ~~~~! , 

i Teeto- Heavy
l:Jedoni ascet1 ome Separa- i : , talers ! drinkersstatus ! less 

' ,

; ted and i \ Moderate r
i men SJ.ng1ej d' 

!W1dowed! and j d . ! and Alco-
. Light r1.ncers j holic

! vorce drinkers! derelicts
Total. . . \ 100. 0 1100. O ! 100.

1 100.
I 100.

! 100. ! 100.

Hedonistic. . . 

. . . .

j 29. ' 26. 1 38 ; 6. ! 9.4 19.9 62.
Normal. . . 

. . . . 

. .J 53. 7 59. 9 f 53. 9 83. 7 i 77.6 64.1 29.
Ascetic I 2. f 4. ! 0. I 2.8 ' 1.4 0.
Unable to classify. . :! 9. I 8. ! 7. 2 I 6. 7 i 8.1 14.6 6.
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TABLE 3-

PERSONALITY DEPENDENCY RATING .OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

======================= ======

T======================9========================
i All 

!-arital stC)tus I Drinking classification
I Teeto- Heavy

. :lOme- ! epara- 
! talers (drinkers

i less I I ted and iu' ft 
jModerate! 

; . l.ng e 

" - 

: w 1. owe ! an ; an 
, men 1. : rl.n cers 

l.g. t 1.Corce 

! :

! r1.niCerS; , ere 1Cts
. I

IOO. 100. 100 ! 100. 100 1 100.0 100.
. ! 36. 0 j 36. . 32. 9 55. I 45. ! 35.4 23.
. i 39. 38. I 43. 8 i 30. 1 37. ! 37.8 42.
! 1 21.2 : 20. ! 12. 7 17.0 29.

. .

5. 4. 2 i 3 0 3 5 . 1 3 . 8 9 . 8 4 . 5

Dependency-
self-reliance

status

Total. . . 

. .

Self-reliant. . . 
Somewhat dependent.
Very dependent. . 
Unable to classify.

TABLE 3-

AMBITION RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

=================================================================================

, All 
I Ma7ital status . Drinking classi ication

Teeto- i ! Heavy
ome- I epara-. 

less I S' i ted and ' d d I
: tal rs !Moderate 

j men 
\ 1lg e di- 1. owe drinkers f . co-

d i ! 19 0 1Cvorce i Idrinkers derelicts

Ver ' :n
100 100 0 I 100 0 I' 100. i 100. ! 100.

I 100.: Iking. ! 6. 7 i 5. ' 6.
1 12.

11.7 . 5. 1 0.
ambition , striving . I 49. 6 ! 48. ! 50. 3 I 59.0 53.8 51.9 L,2.

Low level of incentive, I ;
little drive . .135. 8 i 37.

8 i 

' ,

27.9 32.
Very low level of ambi- 
tion , lazy, "bum . \ 2. 6 j 4. 1 i 

Unable to classify. 

, .

! 5. ! 3. ; 4. 1.7 I

Level of ambition

48.

TABLE 3-

SOCIABILITY RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

======================= ===== ====;:;: :=====

1===========================
I All I Drinking classification

, ,

, Teeto- i Heavy
' home- I Separa- j j talers j drinkersless i ted andi i 0 erate!

I 1ng e 1. owe ! and and Alco-
I men ' 1. I rLn ers'

Sociability rating

Light holicvorced drinkers I ! derelicts
. 1100. 0 ! 100.Total. 100. 100. 100. 100. 100.

Sociable.
156.

51.4 61.2 66. 56. 57. 54.
Asocial 32. 39. 29. 24. 33. 27. 36.
Anti-social ! 4. 4:3
Unable classify. 1 7. 12.
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TABLE 3- 20

ASSIMlLATION-ACCO llODATION RATING
OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

========================

F=====

====================== =;================;==== ===

Degree of
assimilation

Marital status
I All i .
! home-; ; Separa-! 
I less j ,ted and!

f men 
j Smgle di- ! dowed!

vorced 

Drinking classification
Teeto- i : Heavy
talers drinkers

, 10 erate;
! drinkers i co-

g, t 
jdrinkers Idere1icts
! 100. j 100. , 100.Total. / . 

. . . . 

!100. 0 (100. 0 i 100. 100.

Assimilated , feels he 
be longs. '

. . . . .

j 25. 2 j 27. 2 25 . 8 I 19. 7

Accommodated, unwilling j 
adjustment , reconciled !48. 1 i 0 i 47. 2 I 60.

Stranger , forced to 
live here , intense i
dislike. . . 

. . 

20. , 20.4 i 21.8 \ 18.
Unable to classify, . j 6. 3 i 5.4 5. 1.7

21.3

48.

25.

31.1 25.

45. 49.

15. 17.

========== =============

r=====r======================
9===========================

i All 

Marital status Dr inking classification
home

j Teeto- i : Heavy
i Separa- ; 1 i d . k

I less !ted and u' 
1 ta ers i Noderate j rLl ersI i ng ej owe i and i land A1co-' men! 1.- nkers; 191t i 

i vorced ' Idrinkers derelicts
100 100 0 I 100. 100 . 100.

40. 1 j 65 . ! 63 .

30. ! 17. ; 22.

22. 1 !

TABLE 3-

ATTITUDE OF HOMELESS MEN TOWARD THEV ELVES
AS RATED BY CODERS

Attitude toward
self

Total. . . 1100.

Self-respect , believes 
he has done as well 
as he cou ld. . 

Self- pity, rationalizes,
excuses failures

Self-hate , accepts
blame for failure.

Unable to classify.

46. 6 !

27. 6 i 27. 3 i

17.
6 i

7 i
10.

i l8.
. \ 7. 8 I

100.

51.0 20.

25. 35.

11. 7 36.
12.
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TABLE 3 - 22

EXTENT TO WHICH ALCOHOLISM DEVLOPS
AFTER HOMELESS MEN CO ll TO SKID ROW

=========================================== ================================

When drinking began
All 

i homeless 
men Single

Martta1 status
Separated:and 

! divorced
Widowed

Total 100. 100. 100.

Chronic uncontrolled before
arrival Skid Rmv 84. 82. 86.

Became chronic drinker after
arrival , . to socialize

Became chronic drinker after
arrival escape.

Unable classify . i
lO.

100.

78.

21.4
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TABLE 3-

CODERS I RATINGS OF CONDITIONS THAT EXISTED
PRIOR TO THE HEN I S ARRIVAL ON SKID ROH

;;==;;================= ===== ================== ======= ================

All ita1 st tus ; Drinkin classification
. Teeto- i Heavy

j home- tSepara- ! , ta ers 'M d ' r n cers
j less ; S" 1 i ted and iW" dawed ! and

! 0 erate i 
and A1co-

men \ 
ng e f di- ;dr nkers: 

191t !vorced i !drinkers ! \derelicts

Total. . .

. .

. 1100.
0 ; 100. 100. 0 i 100. 100. 100. i 100.

Chronic drinking. 

. .,

37. 8 f 30. ! 49. 6 , 19. 7 9. I 25.
Irregular employment 
(not due to drinking). ; 42. 3 ! 45. t 40.

I 43.
Marital discord

. . 

. 28. 62 6 1.7
Conflict with relatives 
other than wife. . . . 8. ! 10.

Low standard of living. 26. 
I 34.

! 22.

Poverty as a child. 8. .: i 8. ! 7.
Orphanhood. . 

. . 

1.7 i 3. I 1.l
Physical handicaps. 6. 6 I 4. I 7. 2 i
Poor health , eyes . 10. I 7. I 9.
Wanderlust , restlessness 25. 0 i 30. i 22.
Laziness. 1 2. 2 i 4. 1 i 0.
Borderline intelligence! 3. ! 6. ! 4.
Crimina 1 record

. . .

! 5 . 4 i 3. 7. 2 I
Emotional instability . \ 20. ' 15. i 29. 1 j
Social maladjustment. .1 26. 2 29. i 28.0 i
Egocentrici ty 

. . . . 

. i 6 1 8 0 i 4.
Failure in realizing
his ambitions. . . 

. .

! 6. I 6.
I 7.

Cultural conflict 
because of ethnic
religious background ! 9. 7 I 13. ! 5.
Discontinuation of 

respondent I s family, 
wife , or parent. . ; 15. 6 / 18.6 i 5. I 47.

Respondent too old to 
work , small or limited! 
income , no family, not i
a heavy drinker, . 1 6. ! 5 .7 2. 6 i 25 .

Unable to evaluate. 

. .

: 3. 4 I 3.6 1.. 1.7

Condition

20.
10.

11.8
27 .
14.

1. 7

I 48.
! 19.

, 7.
1 33.
1 10.

1 2.
! 10.

I 14.
i 16.

1.5
! 4.
I 3.
l 9.

I 21.6
! 6.

I 6.

! 15.

\ 15.

\ 12.

50.
26.

20.

1.2

21.1
1.9

l7.
22.

19.

84.

27.
40.

10.
23.

1.6

39.

37.
35.

13.

1.1

Includes men who at one
etc. are no longer heavy
drinking problem at time

time drank heavily but because of age , finances , health

drinkers; may have been on Skid Row for some time;
they came.



THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUM 

Continuation Studies

Chapter 4

HOW HONELESS MEN ARRIVE ON SKID ROW

Although it probably cannot provide many additional clues concern-
ing the reasons why they have gravitated to Skid Row, it is instructive to
learn from our sample of homeless men the sorts of events that immediately
preceded their shifting to residence on Skid Row. The present chapter tries
to trace the sequence of events precipitating some of these moves.

In obtaining information about this subject , the interviewers
asked a series of open-ended questions , as follows:

How did you happen to choose (West Madison Street) (other Skid Row
area) as a place to stay? 

Have there been any events or circumstances in your life that caused
you to move here? \.Jould you tell me what they are and what happened?
LPROBE: Well, you are living away from any family in a (hotel) (rooming-
house) where only men stay. Many people would consider it an unusual
place to live. Is there any particular reason for being here in your
casefJ"

The interviewers were instructed to use this sequence of questions
(plus any other of a similar non-suggestive type) to stimulate the men to
te11 their stories " in their own words. Interviewers were also asked to

be particularly conscientious about recording the responses to these items
verbatim. This part of the interview was timed to come about fifteen minutes
after the start , following a series of rapport- building questions on health
living conditions , and things liked or dis liked about Skid Row.

it has orten been claimed that when a homeless man "tells his
story, II much of it is likely to be pure fabrication, designed either to im-
press. provoke sympathy, or to accomplish some other ego- satisfying need of
the teller. The interview tried to minimize this type of response by starting
with a few simple topics about which the man would have no particular reason
to lie. Consequently, whenne started to "tell his story, " he found he had
inadvertently given much informaion about himself and was , therefore , in a

position where he must either tell the truth or else skillfully incorporate
into his answer the information he had already given. Moreover , the approach
made to respondents in this study, which succeeded in assuring the homeless
man of the interviewer ' s genuine interest and permissiveness , convinced him

that choosing to tell some things and to omit others , or to " improve the
facts " a little . would net him nothing. seemed to evoke rather full and frank
answers.

92-
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Mode of introduction to Skid Row The responses to the above ques-

tions were first reviewed for an answer to the query, "How did this man get

to be familiar with Skid Row; how did he learn of its existence , and under
what guidance did he come?" Table 4- 1 summarizes the information obtained.
The ways in which the men became familiar with Skid Row, in order of frequency

of occurrence , were as follows:

Per cent of all
homeless men

Needed a cheap place to stay, had heard that
this area provided cheap lodging; or else

inquired about cheap lodging and was directed
her

" . . ' . . . . . . . . 

Came here
ployment
that you

primarily to get a job from the em-
agencies; had heard from others
could find work here. . 

. . 

Had worked on job s located near Skid Row;
got familiar with Skid Row through work
including deliverymen). . . 

. . 

Had friends who lived here; got acquainted
with Skid Row through them.. 

. . . . 

Came here by accident , just happened to land
here , not familiar with Skid Row before. 

. .

Lived near here;
neighborhood

. .

was living in a nearby

. . . . 

Was introduced to Skid Row by a welfare organi-
zation that sent him here for lodging or meals,
having had no previous contact with any Skid
Row anywhere

. . . . . . . . 

Was living in another part of
here for an occasional drink
spree in the taverns

. . . .

town and came
or drinking

. . . . 

Came here to buy second-hand goods in
pawnshops. . 

. . . . . . . . 

Less than 1 per cent.

(NOTE : The abo e categories add to more than 100 per cent because
they are not all mutually exclusive. For example, a man could both
have "lived near here" and "came here occasionally for a drink. "

If one were searching for a few categories in which to summarize
how the men happened to get acquainted with Skid Row , he could subsume all

of the above into four major ones, as follows:
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The empty billfold" :introduction , in which cheap

lodging, search for work , hunger, lack of shelter,

or ,other conditions. associated with poverty guided
him to Skid. Row , often with institutional help. . . about 72 per cent

The rotten app1e" introduction . in which Skid Row

is the rotten apple which infects those who come
in contact with it through living in adjoining
neighborhoods or working in the vicinity. 

. .

. about 17 per cent

The "hidden trap" introduction , whereby unsuspec-

ting victims wander in and settle out of curiosity.
ignorance , or because they have accepted the gift
of a welfare organization which has sent them to
Skid Row for the first time

. . . . . . . . 

. about 12 per cent

The "birds of a feather" introduction , through

which a man comes to Skid Row because he likes
to drink there , has friends there , or feels

affinity for the life that goes on there. 

. . 

. about 15 per cent.

Even this rough allocation of the modes of introduction into these
four categories suggests that the "birds of a feather" category ranks next

to last , and that the man I s first introduction to Skid Row takes place in
response to poverty more than four times as often as in response to uncon-
trolled drinking. Moreover, the "rotten apple" and the "hidden trap" cate,.:
gories each seem to be as important as the "birds of a feather " category.

There is unmistakable evidence , however . that all four of these categories

are valid simultaneously, and that no one of them is unimportant.

Table 4- 1 indicates that the method of introduction is not too
dissimilar for the chronic alcoholics (heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts)
and the teetotalers or light drinkers. In general , the teetotalers and light

drinkers were somewhat more influenced by the "rotten apple" and ''hidden
trap" forces , while (as would be expected) a larger percentage of the chronic
alcoholi.::s were introduced via the "birds of a feather " route. It is highly

significant. according to the men ' s stories. that the first introduction to
Skid Row for about 82 per cent of all chronic alcoholics came through a

search for employment. cheap lodging, by accident . or through some channel

other than alcoholic friends or the taverns.

Married men were introduced to Skid Row via the "birds of a feather

channel more frequently than were the single men; this was especially true

of married men who were chronic alcoholics in comparison with single men who
were chronic alcoholics. Except for this difference , however , the mode of

introduction of single and formerly-married men was nearly the same.
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Motives for coming to Skid Row In an effort to clarify further

the above findings , the replies of the men were subjected to a separate special

content analysis which attempted to determine the motives they had for moving
into a Skid Row residence from a place outside Skid Row. Here, instead of
asking, "How did he get to know abou t Skid Row? 11 , the ques tion was, IIWhat

was he looking for; what needs was he trying to satisfy?" . The motives

as revealed by this analysis were as follows (see Table 4- 2 for full details):

Per cent of all
homeless men

a . Needed a cheap place to live. . 

. . . .

(1)
(2)

Was pensioner, on public welfare

. . . .

Was looking for a job , had had no previous

contact with Skid Row

. . . . . .

Was looking for a job , had had contact

with other Skid Rows. 

. . . . . .

(3)

Was "down and out" (needed food, lodging,

other direct and urgent help) 

. . 

(2)

Was looking for work , with no previous

contact with Skid Row

. . 

Had had previous Skid Row contact , or

not necessarily looking for work.

(1)

Was seeking anonymity, isolation from family
because of chronic drinking; desired to con-

tinue drinking uninhibited by community forces

Was seeking anonymity, isolation from family
or community because of a crisis or unpleasant
situation other than drinking

. . 

Wanted to be near his work. 

. . . .

Other motives

. . . . . .

Not able to determine motive. 

According to the men themselves , their original motives for moving

onto Skid Row were overwhelmingly economic. Almost 80 per cent of all men
interviewed claimed they first came to Skid Row under economic duress , with

no motive other than to live in a cheap place or to seek temporary succor
from a mission because they were 

IIdead broke ll and desperately in need of
material help. Only about 11 per cent (one man in nine) admitted that the

motive for coming was to drink without inhibition or to escape attention
from friends or relatives because of drinking. As would be expected , almost

all of the men who came to Skid Row for this reason were chronic alcoholics
at the time of the interview.
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The great prevalence of economic motives and the comparatively
low frequency of drinking motives furnish a very different picture from
the impressions that the general public seems to have of Skid Row. Instead
of being just lia bunch of drunks who come down to Skid Row so they can stay
drunk indefinitely or get drunk as often as they please " the men pictured

themselves as losers in the competitive labor market or victims of monetary
inflation.

Table 4- 2 reveals two very important differences between the mo-
tives of single men and of separated and divorced men: (a) The single men
appear to have been motivated much more by economic considerations than were
the men who had been married; (b) the married men were motivated much more
by the desire to escape and to seek obscurity than were the single men.
This was true for both drinking and other reasons: 16 per cent of the separated
and divorced men admitted that they came to Skid Row seeking anonymity because
of their drinking; 11 per cent claimed to have sought obscurity for other
reasons , presumably after having been separated or divorced for reasons not
associated with drinking. Thus , although economic motives are very powerful
and are operative among all groups of homeless men, the desire to find obscurity

and the desire to escape from the former social setting are especially power-
ful motives among married men who have been separated or divorced because of
drinking or for other reasons. This may be due , at least in part, to the
fact that the single man who drinks heavily or who is experiencing other
personal crises is under less compulsion to move in order to escape censure
than is the married man.

How the first lodging on Skid Row was obtained In a further effort

to clarify the situation surrounding the first contact with Skid Row, the

coders were asked to review the material for an answer to the question, "How

did the man get his first lodging on Skid Row? " Table 4- 3 sunnarizes the
results. In more than three- fourths of the cases, the man chose his own
lodging-p1ace and paid for his own room. About one man in nine (11 per
cent) started his career on Skid Row by sleeping in a bed given to him by
a private or public welfare or charitable organization. (In a comparatively
high proportion of cases 113 per cent? the interviews did not provide enough
information . to yield an aswer to this question.

Men who were separated or divorced were somewhat more likely than
were single men to have been the guests of welfare or charitable organizations
on their first night. These facts should not be construed to mean that the
welfare and charitable agencies are responsible for starting these men off
on careers of drinking, although in their desire to help down-and-out but
inexperienced young men , they could have done this by placing them in a Skid
Row environment. The facts seem to indicate that all but a comparatively
small fraction of men arrive on Skid Row of their own volition and choose
their first residences themselves , acting under no compulsion other than the
motives that have already been described.
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Events that precipitated coming to Skid Row Speculation about

arrival on Skid Row might lead one to ask, 'Mhy did this man arrive on Skid

Row at the particular time he did? Presumably he was under pressure to
make a move for some time; what happened during therew days or weeks im-
mediately preceding his move that might have ' triggered' or precipitated
the moving?" Each homeless man s story was examined carefully to try to
piece together a picture of the events that sent him to live in a Skid Row
cubicle or rooming house. In many cases the coders found it .difficu1t to
locate a single precipitating event; instead., they often found that a
condition had existed until it finally became intolerable and led to the
change of residence. Hence, the classification that was finally devised
listed several specific types of incident and also a few general types of
situation which, if continued long enough, could lead to a shifting of
residence to Skid Row. Following is a list of the categories which express
the events or conditions that seemed to have precipitated the decision to
come to Skid Row.

Prolonged unemployment , loss of job
exhaustion or savings

. . . -. . . .

Chronic heavy drinking (all forms). . . 

. . 

a. Chronic heavy drinking, followed by breakup
of marriage. . . 

. . . . .. . . .

b. Chronic heavy drinking, followed by flight
from fantily. . 

. . . . . . 

c. Chronic heavy drinking, other circumstances,
general s atement. . 

. . . . 

Seasonal or irregular employment , obtained
through casual- labor employment offices

. .

Search for cheaper place to live while getting
established (young man new to city)

. . . .

Marital discord , not a chronic drinker pre-
viously or discord not connected with drinking

Wanderlust; had led a life of wandering, was
restless, on the go 

. . . . . . . . . .

Lack of or inadequate source of support --
pension or job (elderly man). 

. . . . . . 

Lack of adequate income , no family help, no
training; always had lived in cheapest type
of places (younger man) 

. . 

Breakdown of health, no funds to live elsewhere

Lack of family contacts -- became old or disabled
but had no family with which he could live. 

Had an accident that caused loss of ability to
work or severe handicap so that he was nO
longer eligible for his regular employment.

10.

11.

Per cent of all
nome1ess men
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Per cent of all
homeless men

12. Had experienced intense sorrow, grief

loneliness , or lack of orientation after
death of a parent or spouse. . 

. . . .

Had been disgraced , with prison record, not
accepted most other places

. . . . . 

13.

14. Had experienced personal disorganization
resulting from military service. 

. . 

Needed or wanted to be near his work or near
ern loyment offices

. . . . . . . . . 

15.

16. Had experienced conflict with family. relatives
other than wife , not a heavy drinker before
coming to Skid Row

. . . . . . . .

According to the statements of the homeless men themselves , employ-

ment and prolonged unemployment were the major precipitating factors in their
coming to Skid Row. In more than half the cases it was claimed that a work-
connected situation "triggered" the move. In some cases it was n? more than
a search for casual day- labor or a job as a gandy-dancer as a last resort

after having exhausted all financial resources while looking for better jobs.
In other cases it was a move to conserve money in order that the search for
a better job could be prolonged a few more days or weeks. Although uncon-

trolled drinking is th secolld item on the list of precipitating factors
it is only one- half as powerful as employment and unemployment. It is highly

rtant that Tee out of every four men said they were dragged down to
the 1eve1 of Skid Row.?y lack of suitable emp10yment or by financia1 distress
All too of ten we see t bro r.. discourage.d man who has taken to drink to

forget hin discou e!(t.' t and. to make 1if tole?- , and who cannot visualize

how he was on th day of his arrival here . While it is true that we have
only the men s own word for it , the evidence presented is sufficiently strong

to suggest that future efforts to attempt to deal with Skid Row should include
preventive action to help discouraged and unsuccessful job-seekers in the big
city, especially when they are young men.

Skid Row, how ver, creates some chronic alcoholics, and it collects
some. Tab1e 4-4 shows that 65 per cent of the men who were c1assified as
heavy drin as alcoho1i derelicts had a drinking problem before they

came to Skid Row and t at th presumably helped to precipitate their decision

to move . Much of this , however, was just general drinking behavior and pre-
vious general contact with Skid Row taverns. About one- fourth of all chronic
alcoholics came to Skid Row after breakup of their marriages over drinking
or as a flight from family because of drinking.

Especially noteworthy in the above list is the group of precipi-

tating forces that could be classified as "just plain bad luck " such as

breakdown of health , industrial accidents , and lack of a family to care for

one in old age. These are hazards which most unskilled workingmen must risk
and for which Social Security is only a partial and inadequate protection.
More than one- fourth of all residents on Skid Row landed there because of
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such reasons. Taken together , this group of precipitating factors is greater
than the force of alcoholism. Men who are sickly, disabled, or in poor health
and who live on Skid Row , apparently often turn to drink as a way of handling
their problems , so that after several months ' residence, we see only a chronic

alcoholic and not the sick man who was forced to move to Skid Row by bad luck.

Also worthy of notice , although the group is small, are the men

who like living on Skid Rowand have no motive to move away because they do
not sense its poverty, dirt , and abnormality; such men have never lived
on a higher plane and do not hope for more. It is said that many hillbilly
migrants to Chicago respond this way.

Two other sets of precipitating events are worthy of note:
indicating that the man had done something to 

!lbring it on himself , II

spending a life of wandering instead of sticking to a steady job , or

ting a crime and getting a prison record; and those that suggest the
emotionally unbalanced or disturbed due to loss of parent or spouse
service , or flight from home after a quarrel, etc.

those
such as
commit-
man was
military

Summary The present chapter has tried to describe the situation
that existed in the few days or weeks just preceding the move to Skid Row.
In a sense , it is a review of the materials of the preceding chapters, looked
at from the view of a man faced with a problem or a decision concerning where
he should live. The mode of introduction to Skid Row , the motives for coming

to Skid Row, and the events that precipitated the move were discussed in terms
of the following concepts:

The "empty billfold" phenomenon -- poverty, economic distress,
unemployment , irregular employment.

The "birds of a feather" phenomenon -- chronic alcoholics gravitate
to this community of alcoholics.

The "rotten apple" phenomenon -- familiarity through propinquity
leads to acceptance

The "plain bad luck!! phenomenon -- breakdov. of health , industrial
accidents, lack of family.

The "wayward boy" phenomenon -- ,V'anderlust , criminal career , prison
record.

The "emotional disturbance" phenomenon -- disorganization after
death of a spouse, flight after quarrel with wife or family.

The "hidden trap" phenomenon -- curious people

Row to experience a thrill , and ignorant ones
by accident and be trapped by the environment
leave.

The "uncritical acceptance" phenomenon -- men who are unaware that
they are living in squalor and hence are satisfied to stay on
Skid Row.

may move to Skid
may wander there
and find they cannot

The arrival on Skid Row of at least some men is surrounded by each of
these types. According to the tes timony of the men, by far the most important

of these is the first. The homeless men claimed the "empty billfold" was

far more powerful than all of the others combined in precipitating the decision
to rent a room on Skid Row. Comparatively unimportant are the prior drinking
habits. Drinking, the men say, comes with tenure on Skid Row.
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home- Separa- I talers i dr1nkers
Response less ted and W' 

d I
Moderate 

d A1men 1ng e di- . 1 owe drinkers t . co-, 191 0 1Cvorced I d . k ; d 1. t

-. -- ------ -- --- - -

u -

---+-

; n ere 1C s

Total. . . . i 100. 0% 100. 1 100. 0% 100. 0% i 100, 0% 100. 100.

Needed cheap place to 
stay, inquired for such 48.5 52.3 43.0 61.2 53.4 49. , 40.

Worked near here before l I
coming here to live. . ! 10. 9 11.6 11.7 6. ! 10.5 12.

Lived near here, in 
nearby neighborhood. . 1 6.0 5.7 4.5 13.5 7.6 5.Had friends living here! 
learned of Skid Row 
from them. . 

. . . .

1 10.8 9. 9 12.0 6.7 8.4 12. ! 12.
First came to Skid Row
to buy second-hand goods
in pawnshops

. .

: 0.5 0.4 0.4 1.
Came to Skid RdW for an
occasional drink in th
taverns. . ' 3.

Came for a job , heard 
about jobs available 
here

. . . . . . 

I 23.
Sent by a welfare organ
ization , no previous 
Skid Row experience. 

Accident , just happened
to come , not familiar
with Skid Row. 

. . .1 8.
No information. . 

. . 

I 7.

100-

TABLE 4-

HOW HOMELESS MEN GOT INTRODUCED TO SKID ROtJ

24. 13. 22.24.

5 I

1.1

20. 27.
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MOTIVES FOR COMING TO SKID ROW
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i All 

l'larital status l Drinki g classificationr' i Teeto- . HeavyI :lome-; ,..epara- , 

! :

i .,_. ! talers

' . 

dnnkers
i less ! ted a.d.;u. l'J.oderate, 

men
ng e! owe 1 an jan co-

' .

i rl.n ters 1.6 t)vorce 
! --inkers 

derelicts

. . ! . 

Total. . . 

. . 

100. 0/'0 :100. 0'70 1 lOO. lOO. O% J.O% ! 100. 0% ! lOO.

Cheap place to live. tota1J.?9. 70. 67. 1 79. I 77.
71.8 56.

On a pension , or sent 

-- 

I --
by \.Jelfare organiza- i 
tion . . 

, . .

116, - 13. ! 16. 1 ' 33. 7 23. 11.0
Working or seeking
wor , W1. nou - prev ous i

76) f, 
Skid Row contact, . 33. I 39. ! 28. 9 ; - "

I 37.
Working or seeking i

'.Jork . with previous 
Skid Row contact. . 18. 1 \ 16. . 19. ! 13. ! 16.

10.

! 5.

1 i

TABLE 4- 3

HOW RESPONDENTS OBTAINED THEIR FIRST LODGING ON SKID ROW

=====;:;: ~~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~~~ ;'= ~~~ ;'==

Through public welfare de
fA.rtment. disburing order ! 4. 9 I 3. I 6.4 j 6.7 4.7 5.5 4.

Through private charity 1- 
mission gave him bed . 6.0 5. I 6.

2 f
Rented own room, chose 
own place. 

. . 

. 75.8 76. 8 i 75. 9 I
Slept out in open, had 
no room. . 

. . . . 

. I 0.2 0. ! 0. 3 I
Unable to determine . 13. 1 14. 1 I 11.

Response

Was tlbroke I1 or "down andw.--
out, II needed emergency
help, total

. . . . . . 

10. i 11.3 
Had no place to go
looking for. work , no 

Skid Row experience. 7. I 8.

Had no place to go
with previous Skid 
ow exper:Lence . . . i. 3. 3 I

Desire for anonymity, 
isolation from faoily,
because of drinking

. . 

\ 10.

6 8 1 2.

l..

Desire for anony1mity,
escape from convention
causes other than
drinking. . . 

1 i

Desire to be near
sources of work

. I
work

1.9 j

6. 9 

4 j

Desire to be near
friends , relatives
welfare

. . 

Not enough information 
to determine..... .

. . 

. I

15. 5 \

10.

1.3 !

3 i

(3. 4 i

77.

0 I

78.

12.

38.

18.

75.

11.

11.3

23.

19.

12.

27.

72.

15.
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TABLE 4- 4

EVENTS THAT PRESUMBLY HELPED TO PRECIPITATE
THE DECISION TO MOVE TO SKID ROW

===== ;================

1======1=====================

=============== ;==== =====

I All
: Marital status ! Drinki g classification

; Teeto- , I Heavyome- r Para-
! talers j drinkers

es s i e an ! 0 era e I , Singl d' I Widowed I and I d . land Alco-
I men L- ; L' ht j r1n ers I hI'. vorced ! 19 J, 0 1C

. ! 

drinke:t I. derelicts
Total. . . 

. . 

IIOO.
O%1100.

i 100.
0/o 0%i 100. 0% ' 100. 0% ' 100.

Chronic heavy drinking, follml/ed by breakup 
of marriage, -

. .. . . 

. j 8.6 ! j 19. 1 j
Chronic heavy drinking, i 
followed by flight 
from family. . 

. .

0 ! 2.8: 4. 1 I
Drinking in general
occasional previous I
Skid Row contacts. . 118. ! 19.8 18. 2 I

Marital discord , pre-
vious ly not heavy 
drinker , trouble not 
connected wi th drinkin 12. I 27.8 i

Conflict with family, 
relatives other than 
wife , not connected
with drinking. . . 

. . 

I 0.
;9 ! 1.2 0.

Prolonged unemployment

, j 

loss of job, exhaustioni 
of savings

. .

. !32. ! 33. 31.7 '
Seasonal employment
starting to work for I
railroad , labor con- 
tractor. . . 

. .

. (26.5 !30. l 24. 2 i 25.
Accidental injury, 
causing loss of employ-
ment , unable to perform! 
type of work for which
trained. . . 

i 5.
6 ' 1 7.

Breakdown of health , no i 

funds to live e1se rl1erei 7.6 5.
Disgrace due to prison 
record or other cau se, 

not accepted in former
place of residence or 
desire to remain away. ! 4. ! 4.6 4.5 i 1.7
Wanderlust, restlessness, I
need to be on the go . 10. ; 14.6 7. 6 j' 5. I - 7 7.

Sorrmv, grief, lack of orientation after death 
of parent or spouse. . 6.2 6.1 2. 21. 9 6.6 7.Lack or inadequate source 
of support-elderly menf 9.6 8.0! 7. 1 j . 28. \ 15. . 6. I 4.t I

., - - - - - - - - - - - -" - - - _. - - - - 

1- 

- - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - - -

Response

1. 7 !

11.2 I

1. 7 j

34.

15.

1.5

30.

23.

11.5

19.

11. 7 38.

12. 16.

1.4 1.1

44. 26.

25. 30.

5-.

17.
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-: 
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Lack of family to care
for him -- elderly
and disabled men

. . .

; 9. 3 ! 10. 3 i 6. 1 I 21.3 i 13.
Personal disorganizatio

resulting from militaryi 

service. . . 

. . 

: 4. ! 3. 8 i 5.

2 . ( 20.

Response

Needed a cheap place to
live while getting
established -- young
men" 

. . 

Lack of or inadequate
income , other vague
financial. . 

Needed or wanted to be
near his work , near 
employment offices
Other types of events, 
vague statements of 
events

No information. . 

. . 
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TABLE 4-4 -- Continued

13. 18. 12.

1.3 1.5 1.4

1.4

10.

1.3

1.4 1.8
1.1



THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME II

Continuation Studies

Chapter 5

RECRETION ON SKID ROW

What do the homeless men on Skid
What recreation would they like but cannot have
it or because there are no facilities for it on
are the subject of this chapterp

Row do for recreation?
because they cannot afford
Skid Row? These two topics

Current recreational activities . A list of ten types of recreation
was drawn up. As each homeless man was interviewed , he was asked how often
he engaged in each type of recreation. Following is a list of the activities
and the percentage of men who engaged in each type on an average of once a
month or more:

Per cent of men doing
once a month or oftener

Watching television

. . . . 

Going to a tavern or bar. 
Going to movies

. . . . . . . . . . 

Attending mission services. . 

. . . . . .

Playing cards

. . . . . . . . . . . .

Going to Reading Room

. . . .

Playing checkers. . . 

. . . . 

Gambling, playing horses , playing numbers

. .

Going to penny arcades , shooting-galleries. .
Going to burlesque shows. . 

. . . . . . 

The last three items on this list form such a small part of the recreational
activity of the men that they are dropped from the analysis that follows.
It is well-known that penny arcades and burlesque shows are usually located
on the Skid Row fringe. But it appears that these activities are not for
the homeless men. As one informant said, IIThey are for the college boys.
Servicemen on liberty, tourists, thrill-seeking couples, or people who are
just curious enough to venture onto Skid Row are the economic life-blood
of the tattoo artist, the burlesque queen, and the barker s wares at the

penny arcade. This includes the "daring " bars and taverns which hint that
there is s tripteasing to be seen inside. The homeless men ignore these
places.

evision is the leading form of recreation on Skid Row. The sur-
vey shows that 51 per cent of the men watch TV every day, and almost two-
thirds of them watch it twice a week or more. Most hotel lobbies now have

a television set which plays almost cOntinuously from 10 :00 A.M. until 10 :30
M. It is probably true that at almost any time of the day or early evening

the number of men watching television in .hotel lobbies and the City of
Chicago Reading Room is greater than the number of men in all taverns. Thus,
the coming of television has created a major recreational competitor to
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drinking, and the hotel lobby is a more attractive gathering- place than it

formerly was. Limited seating space and poor acoustics in the hotels make
it impossible for more than a small fraction of the patrons to enjoy TV.
The Reading Room helps partially to allay this shortage and provides a
quieter setting for watching, away from the noise of the typical cubic1e-
hotel lobby. Being able to watch several hours of television each day,
without having to sit in a tavern to do so, has probably done more to combat

excessive drinking by recreational means than any other thing. If one were

to make a quick visit to the lobbies of all Skid Row hotels on a winter
evening, he would find almost every seat filled with either TV-watchers
or card- players i and in many hotels there would be men standing to watch
the television.

Despite its popularity, there is much grumbling about television.
There are disagreements over which channel to watch, over inability to hear

because of noise , and over the great distance some men must sit from the
screen.

Taverns . One-half of the total Skid Row population goes to
a tavern twice a week or more , and almost one-third go every day. A very
high percentage of these daily patrons , of course , are the chronic alcoholics

\iho drink until they are intoxicated. But many of the moderate drinkers and
light drinkers have the custom of drinking a litt.le beer or "having a shoti!
with friends on one evening or more during the week. More than one- fourth
of all homeless men use the taverns in this moderate way. Since, however
the chronic alcoholics come every day and the moderate drinkers come only
a few times per week , on anyone evening the chronic drinkers greatly out-
number the moderate and light drinkers on Skid Rowand are very conspicuous
because of their behavior. Many observers insist that if the three hundred
worst drunks were to be taken off Skid Row , the taverns would no t be much

different from taverns anywhere else. This action, if taken as part of a

rehabilitation program, probably would improve the taverns ' atmosphere very

drastically, as these persons say. It would also greatly reduce the police

jackrolling, and other drink-related problems.

In the effort to combat chronic alcoholism, it would be very easy

to overlook the fact that the neighborhood tavern is one of the best- liked
and most universal forms of recreation among men who work with their muscles 

and especially men who are without families. It would do no good to try to

abolish workingmen r s taverns , for they would only spring up at the closest
possible point. The taverns, however, need to be regulated so that they do
not become simply factories for getting the men intoxicated as fast as pos-
sib Ie , for selling the maximum quantity of liquor to each cus tomer, or a

If the City were to keep its Reading Room open later in the
evening and provide even more television-watching space (with two sets
tuned to different channels), it would probably also be used to capacity.
(This , however , would require police protection against jackrolling for
elderly men returning to their rooms later in the evening.



106-

convenient setting for prostitution, jackro11ing, or tie- in activity with

employment offices or hotels whereby the man owes his paycheck before he
is paid.

Movies are very popular, and one- fourth of the men go twice

a week or oftener. Skid Row has its own movie houses , and there are other

neighborhood theaters nearby where many men go when they want to IIget off
the Row.

Attendance at church services , in a sense , is recreational.

It gives the men something to do during the evening instead of sitting in
the lobby (where many have sat all day) or in the tavern. They can parti-

cipate in group-singing and get something to eat at the end. About one

homeless man in fourteen makes this a part of his daily life , and more than

one- fifth go twice a week or oftener. Yet about one-half of the men boycott
the mission services altogether. It is quite possible that if the recrea-
tional aspect were emphasized a little more and the accusational aspect
were tempered somewhat , the attendance wou 1d be larger and more frequent.

Reading Room It is difficult to believe that as many men

actually make use of the City of Chicago 
f s Reading Room as their reports

say they do. If the eight per cent of the sample who stated that they use
this facility nearly every day is generalized to the entire Skid Row popu-
lation, it implies that almost 975 different men are served every day in
this one facility. It is true that during the winter months the Reading
Room is filled to capacity almost continuously and that men line up outside
in a long queue a1.Jaiti:-:g their turn to get in. (The queue sometimes gets
half a block long and would be longer , but the men know they lnust wait for
an hour in the cold before they can get inside. Probably no single muni-

cipal facility for education , recreation , or welfare gets mor.e intensive

use than the Reading Room. It provides facilities not only for reading,
but also for shaving, bathing, washing clothes , playing checkers, watching

television 

-- 

all in a quiet atmosphere where there is no drinking. Many

of the men who spend time here are those who have no place to go 

-- 

who

sleep in freight-cars , warehouses , and other outdoor places. If the Reading

Room were doubled in size , operated for longer hours, and its functions

expanded , it could be made into an even more effective recreational weapon
against alcoholism. 1 It badly needs the assistance of both public support
(bigger budget) and of private charitable agencies.

Despite the fact that it is used almost to capacity throughout
the day, the Reading Room needs to be improved. Many of the books are simply

cast-offs of interest to no one. The magazines are often inappropriate.
During a peak hour in the winter, a man wandering in off the street can find
no magazine more interesting than a year-old 

Congressiona1 Record to read.

This unit has a devoted director and is well-run , but an effort should be

made to convert this establishment into a rehabi1itational-educationa1 influ-
ence by increasing the budget and by stocking books that are of greater
interest to the men and which would help arouse the men s interest in getting

off Skid Row. Books and magazines on vocational subjects (mechanics, automo-
biles , electronics, photography), on sports , adventure , travel , health , etc.

are conspicuously lacking. Even a carefully selected but small reference
collection of books on psychology, personality problems , and a1cohalism

would probably be much-read by men who would really like to understand them-selves more. 
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PlayinB. cards and playing checkers are pastimes for a substan-
tial number of men. Most hotels have the necessary cards and boards for this
and the clerks on duty are ordered to prevent gambling. However , two-thirds
or more of the men never play cards or checkers. Among those who do find
these games interesting, many play almost every day.

Recreation by drinking- disability-age statuE . The above over-all
picture of recreation on Skid Row does not apply equally to all homeless men;
their recreational activities differ according to age, extent of drinking,
and extent of disability. Tables 5-2 through 5- 7 present the recreation
information for six different groups of men:

Elderly men who are severe1y or moderately handicapped (Table
2) . This group of men has far less recreation than any other set of men

on Skid Row 

-- 

the great majority of them participate in no recreational
activity except watching TV in the hotel lobbies and taking an occasional
drink in a tavern. Although a small percentage of them attend church ser-
vices , go to the Reading Room, and attend movies , the rate of their parti-
cipation is much below the average. When one considers what little recreation
they engage in , playing cards , going to the Reading Room, and attending
mission services head the list.

E1derly men only slightly handicapped or not handicapped at
all (Table 5-3). The picture of recreation for this group is similar to that
for the first group, except it is somewhat less severe. These men partici-
pate in recreation more often than do the handicapped elderly men , but still
to a small extent. The Reading Room is especially important for this group.
Television , cards and checkers , and mission services are the other leading
forms of recreation. About 20 per cent of these men go to the taverns rather
frequently, and the rest almost never go.

Young and middle-aged men (20- 64 years), severe1y or moderately
handicapped , who are teetotalers, light drinkers, or moderate drinkers
(Table 5-4). Like the elderly men , these younger disabled men tend to be
inactive and to have little recreation. Since they are rD t chronic alcoholics,
they visit the taverns only one to three times per week (one-third never go).
While they attend movies , play cards , go to the Reading Room, and attend
church services more often than the elderly men, they nevertheless participate
less than do the men who are not handicapped (see below).

Young and midd1e-aged men (20- 64 years), slight1y handicapped
or not handicapped at all, who are teetotalers, 1ight drinkers, or moderate
drinkers (Table 5-5). As would be expected , this is one of Skid Row s more

active groups. More than two-thirds go to movies (almost one-half attend
twice a week), and many have contacts off Skid Row. Their attendance at church
services, use of the Reading Room, and watching TV are all slightly below-
average for Skid Row, probably because many spend leisure time in other parts
of the city. Because they are not chronic alcoholics , they go to the taverns
only one to three times per week (one-third never go to Skid Row taverns).
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Young and middle-aged men (20- 64 - years), severely or moderately

!ldicapped.. whqED vy drinkers or chronic alcoholics (Table 5-6). Men
in this group have a double -problem -- physical disability and alcoholism.
Almost two-thirds of them are in the taverns every day. (Many of those who
do not go to the taverns daily are bottle-drinkers. ) However , they attend
church services much more frequently than do the non-drinkers; they watch
TV more often (possibly in the taverns); they make more frequent use of the
Reading Room; and a higher percentage of them play cards than among the
groups of younger men who are not heavy drinkers. Many of the men in this
group are recovering from illnesses or injuries and cannot work. Although
they are of working age . they have the problem of filling up a whole day
as well as the evening. For this reason , they make more intensive use of
Skid Row s recreational facilities than any other group.

Young and midd1e-aged men (20- 64 years) , slightly handicapped
or not handicapped at all , who are heavy drinkers or a1coholic derelicts
(Table 5- 7). This last group are the most frequent patrons of the taverns.
(They share this honor with the preceding group. Since many have jobs
they attend movies oftener. Also, they go to mission services somewhat
oftener than do the alcoholics who are handicapped.

Recreational activities the men want but do not have In an effort
to help find out what might be done to improve the recreational set-up on
Skid Row , each man was asked to list the activities he would like to engage
in but could not -- either because he could not afford it , because there
were no facilities available to him, or for other reasons. Almost one-half
of the men mentioned nothing. (For many of these men the "cure" 'vou1d be
to get off Skid Row, not to improve the recreation. Of those who answered
the following are the types of thing wanted, in order of mention (for 
tabulation of suggestions by the above six categories of men , see Table 5-8):

Per cent of men who
suggested new types

of recreation

Bowling, participation in sports. . . 

. . . . 

Attending sports events -- baseball , football
game s. 

. . 

el .
Going to the movies

. . . . . . . . . .

Pursuing hobbies -- shopwork , handicrafts
Going to other parts of the city, getting better
social contacts. . . 

. . . . . . 

Going to concerts , plays, talks

. . . . 

Painting, playing musical instruments

. .

Watching TV . listening to radio , hi-fi. 
Thus , comparatively few men feel the need for TV (they may want

improvement but have some access to it). A highly meaningful aspect of these
suggestions is the desire to do something active , such as participation or
making something. So very many of their waking hours are spent sitting
and most of the recreation now available on Skid Row is also of this type.
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After weeks of reading papers , watching TV. playing cards and checkers
and talking to other people . the hotel lobby seems like a prison to the
men. Many of them get out and walk 

-- 

drift along Skid Row 

-- 

just because
they can t sit any longer.

It is important to note that the younger men, especially, vote
for participation activities. Workers in missions. in welfare agencies
and in private charitable organizations have urged that these men be given
a small park where they can pitch horseshoes . play baseball, or converse
without having to be either in a bar or loafing on the street. Also . if a
high-school gymnasium were made available to them in the evenings, it might
do much to provide recreation of a more active type.

It is also important to note that although the teetotalers and
light drinkers were most in favor of new forms of recreation , impressively
large numbers of heavy drinkers also showed interest in changing Skid Row
recreational structure.

Reasons why the men do not pursue the forms of recreation suggested
The men were asked why they do not engage in the forms of recreation they
suggested. In almost one-half of the cases the reason given was that they
could not afford it. In about one-eighth of the cases there were said to
be no facilities available , while in about one-seventh of the cases the men
were just doing wishful thinking about an old hobby they had allowed to lapse.
This table emphasizes that cost to the man is a very important part of any
recreational program that is devised. When a man is barely making ends meet,
even a dime can be a large sum.

Summary and implications The recreational fad 1ities that are
provided on Skid Row are used almost to capacity. The hotel lobbies are
filled with TV-watchers and card-players; the Reading Room is filled and
has a long waiting- line during the winter; the missions have nearly full
houses every night during the winter. Actually, the taverns have more spare
capacity than other facilities . and several taverns on Skid Row are not doing
well.

Yet all of the taverns together reach fifty per cent more men than
do the missions combined. Even though it is filled to capacity, the Reading
Room can serve only a small fraction of the men, even on a part-time basis.
Many men on Skid Row have almost no recreation. This is especially true of
the elderly and handicapped men.

When asked what kinds of recreation they wanted, the men mentioned
types of recreation that would permit them to be more active. The things
they mentioned are of the same sort that welfare workers have found to be
conspicuously successful in assisting elderly people who do not live on
Skid Row. It is entirely possible that a rather conventional program for
elderly and handicapped persons would do much to relieve the monotony of
life for these men and would start many on the road back to rehabilitation
from drinking.

The information assembled concerning recreation also makes it clear
that the tavern , as a friendly meeting-place for workingmen. provides impor-
tant recreation for men who are only light drinkers or moderate drinkers. In
mapping out the plans for a future residence for homeless men, the tavern

should be reformed , subjected to very strict law enforcement , and forced to
"have a conscience and a heart" 

-- 

but it cannot be abolished.
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TABLE .

PER CENT OF HOMELESS MEN ON SKID ROW WHO PARTICIPATE
IN SELECTED TYPES OF RECREATION

Elderly men who are severely or moderately handicapped

========================================= ========== ===========================-

;Taverns lP1aying : Playing ; Watch- l Reading : ChurchFrequency ! Movies ! and bars ! checkers : cards ; ing TV : Room services

. 100 . 0%

92.
Total. . . 

. .

i 100.

None. . . i 6 6' 

.. . . 

1-3 times per monthi 8.

" "

10-29 " 
30 or more. . . . i

No information.

1.8
1.8

100. 0'70

38.

10.

16.
10.

100. 100. 0% . - 100. 0'70 100.
80. L,L 31.0 77. 67.

1.8 10.
1.8 1.8

1.8
1.8 1.8

49.

1.8

TABLE 5-

Elderly men only slightly handicapped or not handicapped at all

=================== ========;============;================ ===== ===========

Total. . . . j 100. 0'70 i

None. . 

. . 

. i 42.

3 times per month! 7.II 
10-29 " 
30 or more. . . 
No information.

100. 0% '

50.
100. 0% 100. 0% :

64.3 57.
100.
35.

14.

100. 0% 

57.
100. 0% 

35.

21.4
14.

14. 35. 14.
14. 14. 14. 21.4 28. 14. 21.4

TABLE 5-

Young and middle-aged men (20- 64 years) who are severely or moderately
handicapped and who are teetotalers, light drinkers , or moderate drinkers

======;============ ======== ======== ====

===7========

================= ========

Tota 1. 100 . 0% 100. 100. 0% 100. 100 . 0% 100. 100. 0'70

None. 8. . . 49. 34. 71. 60. 29. 65. 48.
times per month: 13. 11.5 14.

10. 11.2 1.9 12.
1.2 1. 2 1.2

10- 29 12.
more. 21.5 15. 44. 1.2

information.
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TABLE 5-

Young and middle-aged men (20- 64 years) who are slightly handicapped
or not handicapped at all, who are teetotalers,

light drinkers, or moderate drinkers

Frequency

============================ ======== ======== === ============= ======== ========

i: 
,Taverns !Playing !P1aying

1. ov es ' and bars; chec! ers cards
..0. O% \ 10 0% ; 100. 0% 100. 0/0

None. . . 

. .

24. 7 33 . 0 73 . 7 
3 times per month: 15. ! 7.0 9.11 15 . 2 18 .0 2.

Ii 3. ' 2.11 " 21.6 8.
10-29 " " 15.5 10.
30 or more. . . 0.8 17.
No information. . . ! 3.9 3.

Total.
57.

Watch- : Reading Church
TV Room ! services

100. 0% .

26.

52.

100. 0% !

69.
100.

57.
11.
13.

TABLE 5-

Young and middle-aged men (20- 64 years) who are severely or moderately
handicapped and who are heavy drinkers or alcoholic derelicts

=================== =================

T========f===== ==7========7========

:========

Total. 100. 010 100. 100. 100. 100. 100. % 100.

None. 50. 10. 76. 52. 15. 58. L,O.

times per month 12. 15.
10. 1.8
1.2 1.8 1.8

10- 29 12. 1.8
more. 64. 13. 57. 11. 13.

information.

TABLE 5- 7

Young and middle-aged men (20- 64 years) who are slightly handicapped
or not handicapped at all , who are heavy drinkers

or alcoholic derelicts

=================== ======== === ==== ======== ======

;=======T=================
Total. 100. 100. 100. % 100. laC. 0% 100 . 0% 100. 0/0

. j

None. . i 31. 9 10. 71.8 48. 17. 58. 39.
times per month I 13. 1.3 1. 7 18.

1.3 1.3
17. 10.

10- 21.8 10. 13.
more.

. I

57. 54. 10. 14.
informat ion.

. j
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TABLE 5-

PER CENT OF HOMELESS MEN ON SKID ROW WHO WOULD LIKE TO ENGAGE IN
RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES, BY TYPE OF ACTIVITY AND

REASON FOR NOT PERFOfu ING , BY DRINKING-

DISABILITY-AGE CLASSIFICATION

======== ============================= ================================;;;=;======

': Elderly men (65 i Youn and middle-aged ment.t 
years and over) : (20-64 years)II Teetotalers, light : Heavy drink:rs\ All and moderate i and a1cohol

!i evere y: 1.g 

! homeless;! and mod- and not dr1.nkers derel cts
II t ! t 11 ISevere1yiS1ightly\Severe1YiS1ight1y

i men ra e ' Y I ! and mod- ! and not land mod- and notan L- , an L- 
i! capped ! capped ! e Y ! t a 1 l

y i 
t :

an andl.- l an L- t an 
, capped f capped I capped i capped

Watchin listen 'I 
ing to radio , hi- fi 2. 1.2 2.

Attending sports 

events: baseball, ii 
16. il 7. I 13.8 16. . 18.football, etc.. .

;) 

Going to movies. . i 16.0 'I 11.9 19. 1/..4 t 23.

j, 

Going to concerts

I 3.

' 8. 9 14. 1.2 1.3 

l.on :m sports. I 20.5 12.5 18.5 22. 9 20.
Reading, studies II It 
letter-writing. . I 5. I 5.

4 4.6 3.
Hohbies: shopwork, I 

ndicrafts . . i 11. J 5.4 19.6 12. I 15.Painting, playing I! 
musical instruments 2. 11 7.1 4. 1.5 

Goin to other arts 1: if of city: better 1, 
social contacts . 8.

I! 3.
6 8.8 7. 1 12.

Had no spare time. II 
None m ntior,"d . 43. Ii 49.'!- 64.3 43, i 46. 40.
No answer g ven. 6.

-=. -,_

3 5.

Activity

26.
15.

1.8

28.

14.

29.

Reasons for not peTforming: 
Can I t afford 
No place to do 
them. . . 

. . 

Old hobbies.

L,c. 35, 14. 48. 46. 47. 52.

12. 10. 10. 17. 18.
14. 10. 21.9 12. 15. 11.



THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUM I I

Continuation Studies

Chapter 6

RELIGIOUS , POLITICAL, AN RACIAL ATTITUDES OF SKID ROW ffN

Many people who are interested in Skid Row have \Indered about the

religious and political attitudes of Skid Row men. Since these men are at

the very bottom of the social scale , are they mutinous cynics and radicals?

Would they tend to embrace a communistic philosophy toward private industry
and religion because they hope for little from the present economic system?
With respect to racial attitudes , it has sometimes been said that the white
men on Skid Row, because they have lost all vestiges of status except race
tend to be most intolerant of Negroes and other dark-skinned people. Others
have thought that the sharing of hardship and rejection by society, together
with Skid Row s general tolerance of unconventional modes of behavior , might

make the homeless men more unprejudiced on the subject of race. Although
the social attitudes of the men have comparatively little immediate practical
relevance, scientific curiosity led the research team to include in the
interview schedules a few inquiries concerning religion, politics, and race

relations. The present chapter summrizes briefly the information that was

obtained.

Re1igious attitudes

Church bership (Table 6- 1). To the questions ere you

ever a member of any church? II and ' hat church was that?" , 79 per cent of the

men reported the name of some religious group to which they had belonged.
A total of 17 per cent reported that they had never had any religious affili-
ation. Although this is a much greater proportion of non-affiliation than
among the general population, it must be noted that all but Q small minority
of the homeless men have at one time cons:idered themselves to be church mem-

bers. Lack of church membership was not associated with drinking status;
chronic alcoholism was just as prevalent among church members as among
those ,vhQ did not belong to a church.

In terms of actual membership, the religious background of the
men was as follows:

Per cent of all
homeless men

. . 

Roman Catholic. 

. . . . 

Bapt is t . 

. . . . . . . . . .

Methodist
Lutheran. . 

. . . . 

Presbyterian. . .
Episcopalian.
Greek or Roman Orthodox

. . 

Jewish.

. . . . . .

Other

. . . . . . . .

0. .. . .
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There is no way of determining how typical or atypical this is of
Chicago s religious composition , and especially the religious composition
of Chicago s low- income groups. because statistics are completely lacking.
It is evident , however, that all of the major religious groups are represen-
ted in the approximate order of their magnitude among Chicago s genera 1

population. Of people who claimed same religious membership, almost one-half
were Roman Catholic and one-half were Protestant. It cannot be claimed

that the disproportionately large share of Catholics is significant from a
religious point of vie because it has been sho n1 that Skid Row contains

a concentration of fin;t- and second.- genel'ation members from v..;ltions of
eastern and souther.n EtE'Ope , P'Jerto Rico , and Nexico , where Catholicism

is the dominant religion. Al&o , the large concentration of Baptists re-

flects the large numbers of persons from the American South. The Methodist

and Lutheran contingents reflect the contributions of the Midwest and
Chicago s large German population, respectively. Perhaps the only definite

statement that can be made is that the Jewish group definitely is under-
represented. Upwards of five to eight per cent of Chicago t s population 
Jewish, yet less than one per cent of the men on Skid Row are Jewish.

In comparison with all men on Skid Row, a disproportionately large

share of the never-married men are Roman Catholic , while a disproportionately

large share of the separated and divorced men are Baptist. Except for these

two findings, there were few , if any, differences in religious affiliation
correlated with marital status.

A careful examination of the data , holding marital status constant

reveals that there is surprisingly little variation from one religious group
to another in the percentage of the men who are chronic alcoholics . For

e"rample , among the single men who are Catholics , there is a slight deficit

of heavy drinkers and chronic alcoholics in comparison with all single men
of other faiths. But among separated and divorced Catholic men (35 per cent

of all separated or divorced men on Skid Row are Catholics), there is a com-
pensating slight excess of chronic alcoholics in comparison with separated
and divorced men of other faiths. Although they are slight , a few other
differences in drinking status , relative to religious affiliation , may be

worthy of mention:

(a) Even though Episcopalian membership is very small
on Skid Row (2. 6 per cent), a very high percentage of the men with Episcopalian
background are chronic alcoholics. In general , members of this religion tend

to be from middle- or upper-class families , and when they appear on Skid Row

it is for reasons of drinking, not for economic reasons.

(b) No case of alcoholism was found among the very small
contingent of Jewish men on Skid Row. It is known that the true size of the
Jewish population on Skid Row is somewhat larger than that indicated by
these statistics , for some of the refusals to be interviewed were received
from men with Jewish names 

-- 

presumably they were self-conscious about

being interviewed. Informal observation indicated that these refusals , like

the Jewish men interviewed , were not chronic alcoholics. This deficiency of
chronic alcoholism among Jewish persons has been observed in other studies.
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(c) A disproportionately large share of Baptists tended
to be alcoholics. Although the size of this excess is small , it was especially

marked among single men. It reflects the substantial number of heavy drinkers
from the South who are on Skid Row.

(d) Methodist and Presbyterian men who were single tended
to have a slight deficit of chronic alcoholics.

(e) Lutheran men who were separated and divorced tended
to be alcoholic in unusually large numbers. Like the Episcopalian group,
the middle"class Lutheran man tends not to land on Skid Row unless he has
a drinking problem.

It must be re-emphasized that all of these differences between
re1ig ious groups in the extent of members who are chronic alcoholics are
small and are not to be taken as measures of the efficacy of the various
religious groups in preventing a man s descent onto Skid Row. Probably
for the most part they merely reflect indirectly the economic, ethnic, and
racial composition of the low-income gJDUpS in Chicago , the Midwest, and
the South 

-- 

the areas from which the Skid Row population is predominantly
dr awn.

How rel ious are the homeless men? (Table 6-2). Three questions
were asked the men in au effort to learn their religious attitudes at the time
of the interview: "Do you believe in God?"

, "

How do you feel about churches
in general?" , and "How often do you attend church services at one of the mis-
sions?" Table 6- 2 summarizes the responses. Only three per cent of the
men professed not to believe in God, while an additional five per cent ex-
pressed dislike for all churches even though they were believers. Thus, only
a total of about eight per cent of all homeless men could be said to be cur-
rently inimical to organized religion , and more than 90 per cent are not only
believers but are sympathetic to religious organizations generally. (Since
these questions came late in the interview , when the men were fully aware

that they cou 1d talk freely and frankly without shocking the interviewers , it
can be presumed that they were being truthful and that there are comparatively
few confirmed infidels on Skid Row.

Only a small share (eight per cent) of the men, however , could be

classified as "quite religious. The vast majority of them have a rather
casual attitude toward religion. About 35 per cent of the men say they be-
lieve in God but never go to mission services , and an additional 46 per cent

say they believe in God but go to mission services only occasionally. Actually,
religious attendance probably is somewhat greater than the men indicated, be-

cause in dead of winter the sum of attendance each day at all mission services
is about six to nine per cent of the Skid Row population. Also , a few of

the Catholic men attend mass at churches off Skid Row. (Almost none of the
Protestant men attend regular Protestant churches. The mission is the only
form of church attendance for all but a very small fraction of the men.

An analysis of the data shows that a disproportionately large share
of the small group of men who claim not to believe in God were heavy drinkers.
But of the men who did indicate a belief in God and who attended mission ser-
vices at least occasionally, an above-average share also tended to be heavy
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drinkers or alcoholic derelicts. The teetotalers and light drinkers on Skid
Row tended to be men who believed in God but who seldom, if ever , attended
mission services. This finding may reflect the fact that by going to a mis-
sion service a man who has spent all of his money for alcohol can get a free
meal as well as a chance to worship.

How homele Jeel C!bout the mission pr gra!).E (Table 6- 3).
When asked how much they liked the mission programs held for homeless men
by the Salvation Army, Pacific Garden Mission, Christian Industrial League
and other missions, 70 per cent of the men said either that they liked the
programs 01" liked them very much. Only 12 per cent sho,,,ed active dislike
of these programs. However, the e ttent to which th y liked these programs
varied according to drinking status. Teetotalers or light drinkers liked
the mission programs more than the chronic alcoholics did. Among tIle men
who were classified as alcoholic derelicts , 20 per cent expressed dislike
(14 per cent saiq "dislike very much") for the mission programs.

How relig:ious Here their , par,

!!.

ts? (Table 6-4). One- fourth
(26 per cent) of the me :;ep ted that both t ir parents were very religious
and an even larger share (28 per cent) said both parents were "moderately
religious. Host of the remainder reported that one parent w:as either very
religious or moderately religious. OnlynLne per cent reported that neither
parent was religious. Thus , more than one-half of the Skid Row men came from
homes where religion was respected and taken seriously by both parents , and
less than one-tenth of them came from homes where religion was completely
absent.

The degree of religious interest shown by the parents seems to have
some effect upon the drinking behavior of the man. A slightly larger percen-
tage of the men who said both parents were very religious or moderately re-
ligious lilere teetotalers , and a slightly larger pe,. ::entage of the men .,ho
stated that neither parent was re1igiou or that the mother was not religious
tended to be heavy drinkers. But in all cases the differences were small;
the percentage of homeless men who were heavy drinkers was almost as high in
the former group as in the latter. This , coupled with the fact that all but
a small fraction of the men had religious parents , makes it clear that lack
of adequate religious training in childhood could not be a very important
cause of Skid Row alcoholism.

Church affiliation of parents (Tables 6-5 and 6-6). The reli-
gious affiliation of the parents tended to coincide very closely with that
reported by the man for himself ? and in a very high proportion of cases both
father and mother belonged to the same religious group as the respondent.
As a result , no new information is contributed by the tabulations of church
affiliation of parents in addition to that already presented in Table 6-

Su. Ttary . From the evidence assembled here , it appears that
every major religious group has members or ex-members on Skid Row , in approxi-
mate proportion to its membership size. None of the large major religious
creeds can claim to have been conspicuously successful (except apparently
the Jewish religion) in preventing Skid Row alcoholism from appearing among
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its members. Sons who were on Skid Row but not alcoholic tended to have
parents who took their religion seriously. But even this difference was
small and may have been due to other indirect factors correlated with re-
ligion, such as interest in the welfare of the children.

Political attitudes.

hat itical party do you 1ike best? (Table 6- 7). When
asked which of the political parties they preferred , 61 per cent of Chicago I

Skid Row men said they were Democrats; only nine per cent expressed a pre-
ference for the Republican party. Almost none voiced any interest in the
Socialist or other minority parties. About 20 per cent of the men declared
they had no interest in politics (eight per cent) or were independents with

no party preference (12 per cent).

There is only a small variation in party preference according to
drinking behavior. The more alcoholic men on Skid Row showed even less pre-
ference for the Republican party than did the teetotalers and light drinkers.
The teetotalers tehded to be less interested in politics than the men who
were heavy drinkers. But the fact is that the Democratic party has such a
dominant majority on Skid Row that all of these differences are minor.

How do you fee1 about the Republican and Democratic parties
(Table 6-8). Regardless of their political preference , the men were asked
to make a statement of what they thought of each of the two major parties.
(The attitude toward each party was probed separately. The responses, which
were obtained through open-ended questions and which , therefore, reflect the

extemporaneous thoughts of the respondents , are highly stereotyped versions
of the political world as it is interpreted by Democrats. Specifically, the
homeless men viewed the Democratic party as:

(a)

(b)

The party

The party
strikes.
The party that rescued desperate people in the 1930' 

a f the common peop 1e .

that maintains prosperity, takes action when depression

(c)

Ma0Y of the men had experienced the full wrath of the Great Depression and
mentioned the effect which WPA, CCC. and other Democratic-sponsored emer-
gency programs had had in their lives.

The men tended to view the Republican party as:

(a)

(b)

The party of wealth, power, the privileged few.

The party that gets the country into depressions.

In addition, there was much expression of preference for the Demo-
cratic party and opposition to the Republican party for rather vague reaso ns.
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The very large part which employment and unemployment play in the
lives of Skid Row men is clearly evident in their evaluation of the political
parties. As men who are first to feel the pinch of a recession , they tend
to view politics in terms of employment levels. It is also significant that
all but a very small fraction of the men were able to verbalize a distinction
between the parties and to state the reasons for their preferences in rather
abstract terms.

One other significant fact which emerges from Table 6- 8 is that
most of these men do not give the Democratic party principal credit for
Social Security and other social legislation. Instead, they tend to re-
gard such arrangements as more or less permanent parts of the national life
that are no longer matters for political credit.

How do you feel about the Socialist Party? (Table 6- 9).
If America were to have a revolutionary proletariat that was disillusioned
with the present economic system and felt it "had nothing to lose but its
chains " one would certainly expect to find it among the perennially unemployed
and underemployed men who haunt the Skid Row employment offices. It is true
that during the first quarter of this century the Skid Rows of America were
swept by various radical po1it ical ideologies that were a mixture of trade
unionism, radical socialism , and anarchy. The loW.W'- was the most powerful
of these , and at one time Chicago s Skid Row was a major capital of this
semi-revolutionary grou whose members were largely itinerant agricultural
and lumber workers. In order to de termine how much , if any, of this tradition
has survived . the men were asked

, "

How do you feel about the Socialist Party?"
The results , shown in Table 6- , indicate rather conclusively that socialism
on Skid Row is all but dead. One-half of the men frankly confessed they knew
too little to have an opinion . and all but a small fraction of the rest ex-
pressed disapproval. Only about two per cent were even able to mention in
a tolerant or favorable way something specific about the Socialist party,
and much of this was said in the past tense. Thus, in political preferences
in political ideology, and in political activity, Skid Row today is liberal
but not radical. The men strongly support the Democratic party, primarily
because they believe it best represents their economic interests. There is
very little evidence of loss of faith in private business and wish for a
socialistic economy. No evidence whatever was obtained that would indicate
communistic inclinations.

Summarv . A surprising aspect of these data is that they re-
veal a much higher degree of political awareness and sophistication among
Skid Row men than might have been anticipated. Perhaps the explanation is
that these are men with much time on their hands, for ..hom politics offers
a perennially acceptable but impersonal topic of co versation; also, the
daily newspaper is still the best buy in reading material , and daily newscasts
on TV sets invade many Skid Row hotel lobbies. It is an impressive fact that
substantial proportions of the men voluntarily undertook to approve or
criticize the foreign policy, to evaluate socialism in terms of basic prin-
ciples , to evaluate the abilities of the President or Vice- president, to state
their political preferences in relation to the economics of their own situa-
tions , etc. Undoubtedly much apathy, ignorance , and uninformed prejudice
underlie what political thinking most Skid Row men do; however , it is entirely
possible that, on the average , homeless men are only a little less interested
and qualified in this area , if at all , than are other low-income groups.
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Racial and ethnic attitudes (Table 6- 10). Each man was asked the
question

, "

How do you feel about 

-- 

(ethnic group)?" , for those four of
the following groups of which he was not a member:

Negro
Puerto Rican
American Indian
Mexican
Other (European-Anlerican).

The replies given with respect to each group were probed to bring out not
only the level of acceptance or prejudice for each group, but also the basis
for the dislike , if any. Table 6- 10 summarizes the findings of these inquiries.

In general , all white residents of Skid Row exhibit a high degree
of racial and ethnic prejudice , while non-white and other groups exhibit
distrust but a low degree of prejudice. All but a small fraction of those
with prejudice were able to state specific reasons or to give a basis for
their attitudes. When the men tried to justify their feelings toward colored
or other ethnic groups, they tended to emphasize two sets of traits:
they expressed fear at the brutality, belligerence, lawlessness, and stealing
of the groups, or (b) objected to ways that they thought Were aggressive
demanding, or arrogant. As Chicago has absorbed large numbers of Negroes
and Puerto Ricans , the men on Skid Row have felt the competition of these
new groups for jobs. This resentment may be a significant element in explain-
ing Skid Row prejudices.

Negroes have the lowest degree of acceptance; about 80 per
cent of the white respondents (many of whom are from the South) who expressed
an opinion admitted dislike for them. The basis for this dislike is general
and vague , and much of it is tempered with admission that the rights of the
Negro as a human being and citizen should be respected. It is important to
note that there was comparatively little mention of belief in the biological
or innate inferiority of Negroes while expressing this prejudice.

Puerto Ricans are disliked almost as uch as Negroes , but the
reasons given are more clear-cut. Homeless men fear the Puerto Ricans and
uspect that they come to Skid Row to jackroll or rob. They think the
Puerto Rican jackroller is even more likely to kill or brutalize his victim
than other jackrollers. Also , they emphasized the clannishness and cultural
differences between Puerto Ricans and other Americans; many asserted that
Puerto Ricans are lazy or dirty.

Mex are disliked also , but considerably less than Puerto
Ricans. The Skid Row men have lived adjacent to Chicago I s large Mexican
settlement for many years. In addition , they have worked with Mexicans who
also ship out as gandy- dancers. Over the years the Mexicans have been gradually
accepted by some men , but almost sixty percent still reject. them for rather
vague reasons or reasons similar to those stated for Puerto Ricans.
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American Indians are accepted by 70 per cent of the men who
expressed an opinion , and they have the highest rating of any of the minority
ethnic groups. The major criticism of Indians is that they "go crazy" when
they get drunk , and there were many humorous references to "firewater" and
its effect upon Indian patrons in the taverns. When sober , however , the
Indian is subject to comparatively little racial discrimination and is widely
accepted as a real American by the Skid Row men.
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TABLE 6-1

CHURCll !1ENBERSIIIP OF llQJ1ELESS HEN, BY DRINKING CLASSIFICATION

'====.==================

1"== 1===

1==========

:;= ::: :=======.====..

Res ponse hODc-
Light 'Noderate Alcoholicless Teeto- Heavy

fJen talers drinkers I drinkers drinkers derelicts

Total 100. 0% 100. 100. 100. 100. 0% 100.
Baptist 13. 13. 11. 9 13. 12. 17.
Catholic 37. 46. 38. 32. 40. 33.
Episcopalian
Jewish . I 1.2 1.8
Lutheran
Methodist 12. 10.
Orthodox Greek or

Russian. 1.4 1.2 1.4 1.2
Presbyterian

: I
1.2

Other
Not a member of

church . I 17. 16. 19. 12. 20. 13.
information . I 1.2 1.2 1.8

======================

I==========
r========l=========

==========

r=========-

==========

Total

. .

1 100. 0% I 100. 0% I 100. 0'7. : 100. 0/0 I 100.
Does not believe in 

God

, . . .

! 3. ! 2.4 3. 5 i 0.
Believes in God but
does not like 
church

. . .

! 4- 6 2.4 4. i 5.
Believes in G02 but Id ,?es . not go 

on servJ_ces . ! 35. , 48. 40.Delieves in God; I
goes occasionally
to mission services I 46. I 29. I 42. 7 i

Quite religious; be- i 
lieves in God; does 
not o to mission i 
sernces . . 

. . 

. I 1. 3 I 3. 1. 8 
Qui te rel igious; be- i 

lieves in God; goes i I
ofte to fJission 
sernces . . . 

. . 

i 6. ! 12. I 6.No information

. . .

! 3. 1.2 I 1.2

TADLE 6- 2

now RELIGIOUS ARE TIE nmilLESS HEN'?

100.

31.1 27. 27.

lf8. 53. 57.
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TABLE 6-3

HOW HOMELESS MEN FEEL ABOUT THE MISSION PROG

======================= ===

AIl==

================ ======== === ===============

I hom ng class catResponse i tess ' Teeto- i Light Moderate ' Heavy : Alcoholicmen talers drinkers ! drinkers . drinkers derelicts
100. 0% i
30.
41.l

10.

Total

. . . 

High degree of like. . '
Some like. 

. . 

Some dislike
High degree of dislike
Doesn I t know program
No information

100 . 0% 

32. 8 !
39.

8 i
4 i
2 i

100. 0%

34.
36.

11.0

lOO. 100. 100.

28. 37. 37.
40. 38. 35.

14.

12. lj- . 1

TABLE 6- 4

HOW RELIGIOUS WERE YOUR PARENTS?

============== ===== ============;======

r=========F====

====

F=========F========
Total

. . 

I ' 00 O'%! 100. 0'. 100. 0% 100. 07. : 100. 0% I 100. 07..1 . . 

Both very religious. . : 26. 3 i 34. I 32.
6 18.9 22. I 23.

Mother very religious, 
father less religious I 15. 2 '. 9. I 12.7 19.4 17.3 16.

Hother very religious
father not religious. ! 3.0 3. 1.8 2.2 6.2 2.

Father very religious
mother less religious I 2. I 3. i 2.3 3.6 0.9 0.

Father very religious
mother not religious. ! 0. 1. 2 
Both moderately re1i- 

gious

. .

. 27. 6 i 34. i 27.
Mother moderately re- 

ligious , father notl' re ous . .

. .

Father moderately re- 
1igious , mother not 
religious

Neither parent religioul' ! 8. 7 jno very re gLOUS. . 
No parent s . 

. .

1. 0 
Had only one parent. 

.. 

j 5.
No information on one
parent. . . 

. . 

No information on 
either parent 

1.6

l..

24. 26.26.

12.

1.8

10.
1.9

10.

1.4

10.



TABLE 6-

CHURCH MEBERSHIP OF MOTHER

=======================:===

All==l================

======== === ===============

f home- nlnng c1asSJ.f:_catJ.onResponse 
I less ! Teeto- 1 Light Moderate! Heavy I Alcoholic
i men . talers i drinkers! drinkers! drinkers! derelicts

100. 0Y. i 100. 0% : 100. 0% ! 100. 0% I 100. 0'7. ! 100. 0Y.

16. ; 16.5 13.6 17.7 19.
39 . 0 47 . 2 43 . 7 31 . 8 41 . 31.7 i 0.6 0.7 5.
1.0 1.2 3.

! 6.7 7.
1 i 3.5 12.

1. 7 

1 !

Total

. . 

Baptist. . 
Catholic

... 

Episcopalian 
Jewish

. . . . . . 

Lu ther an . 

. . . . 

Methodist. . . 
Orthodox Greek or
Russian

. . . . 

Presbyterian

. . 

Other. . .
Mother not a member of 
a church. . . 

. . . . 

No information

. . 

-124-

19.
29.

10.
15.

1 t

1. 2

10.

1.8 1.2 1.9
15.

TABLE 6-

CHURCH MEMBERSHIP OF FATHER

=== === ==== ======== ===== ========== =========

F========

======

9==========
Total

. . 

100. 0% f 100. 0% ! 100. 0% I 100. 0% i 100. 0% i 100.

Baptist. .

. '

15. i 18.5 12.9 15.1 15.2 16.
Catholic

. . . . . : 

I 37. i 45.3 40.9 30.9 38.4 30.
Episcopalian

. . 

1.6 i 0.6 0.7 4.1 3.
Je\V'ish . 

. . .

! 1. 1.2 3.
Lutheran

. . . . . .

! 8.0 5.5 7.4 11.2 7.9 7.
Hethodist. . . 

. .

' 7. : 2.4 9.6 7.4 5.9 12.
Orthodox Greek or 
Russian

. . 

Presbyterian
Other. . . 

. . 

Father not a member of 
. a church. 

. . . . 

No information

. . . . 

1.8
1.6

10.

15.

TABLE

POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE OF HOMELESS 

=====;:;:

I==

~~~ ~~~ !==~~~

l==

~~~

l===

;;:;;'=

None

. . . . 

I 12. . 14.3 12. r 7.5 16.1 12.
Republican

. . . . 

I 9. 11.8 11.3 I 8.5 7.1 5.
Democratic 61.0 45.8 66. 63.4 59.8 65.
No interest in I 8. 21. 7 5. 5 7.1 4.
No information . . 9. 2 i 6.4 4. . 14.1 9.8 12.
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TABLE 6-

HOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT THE (REPUBLICAN) (DEMOCRATIC) PARTY?

Opinion

================================:================================================

All homeless men

Total

. . . . . . . . . . . . 

If .
Has a tolerant attitude but does not prefer. 

. . . .,

Party represents wealth , power , privileged few

. . 

Party represents the common people , workingman , poor
peop Ie. 

. . . . . . . . . . . "

Good domestic economic policy, runs the country well
maintains prosperity. . 

. . . . . . .;

Poor domestic economic policy, gets us into a depression
They favor welfare , social security measures

. . 

. i
They oppose welfare , social security measures. .

. . 

Have a good foreign policy

. . . . . !

Have a poor foreign policy

. . . . . . 

Loyal to party because parents (influential people) 
be long to it. 

.. . .. .. . . .. . " .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. 

Party represents conservatism, maintaining status quo.
Party represents liberalism, favoring change

. . . . 

Respondent 1 ikes Ike . . 

. . . . . .

Respondent does not like Ike 

. . . .

Believes this party is a party of action , gets things
done. . . 

. . . . . . 

0 . . 

. .

This party has bet ter leadership than the other. 

. . 

This party has poor leadership

. . . . . . . . 

Likes this party because of New Deal , WPA , CCC , NR, etc.
LH- s this party - - reasons given are vague. 

. . 

Dislikes this party -- reasons given are vague
No information j no response. 

. . . . 

Republican
party
100. 0'0

21.8
l7.

20.

1.5
1. 7

1. 2

18.

Democratic
party
100.
10.

20.

25.
1.6

12.

17.

TABI.E 6-
HOW DO YOU FEF.L ABOTJT THE SOCIALIST PARTY?

Opirdon

====;== ====== ====~~~======================================================= ===

. Socialist party

Total

.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

Dis likes , identifies with communists

. . . . 

Considers- inconsistent .with freedom or democracy

. .

Tolerant , nothing speGific 

. . . . 

0 . . 
Tolerant or favorable , mentions Sv. edish , other systems, or the
economic theory

. " , . (, , . .. . . 

II . . 0 . . 
Tolerant or favorable , mentions Norman homas, American Socialist!

art 

y . . . . . . . 

0 . . 

. . . . 

Tolerant or favorable , mentions Jeff Davis, Socialist Workers
pa rt ies 

. . . . . . . . '" . . . 

Distrusts or dislikes , thinks impractical , won I t work in U.S. 
Dislikes the principle , theories , basic ideas of socialism

. . 

. i
Replies that he does not know enough about it to judge

. . 

Dis likes , reasons vague or no reasons given. 

. . 

No information, no response. 

. . . . . . . . . . 

100 . 0'70 .

1.2

1.4

46.
14.
15.
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TABLE 6-

RACIAL AND ETHNIC ATTITUDES OF HOMELESS MEN

=============================================================== ====== =======

Attitude Negroes! Puerto i Indians i Mexicans Whi tes
Ricans i

100. 0% Tota 1 100. 0%1 100. O?o J-OO . 0% 100.

Absence dislike positive

... _..

liking preference. 19. 23. 59. 38. 65.
Dis likes but tolerant their rights

human beings 18.
They are indo lent lazy, think the
world owes them living.

They are clannish culturally dif-
ferent unassimilable 1.9 

They are belligerent brutal not
law-abiding, steal assault 14. 1.8

They drink excessively 1.6 1.0
They are untidy, dirty, filthy
housekeeping and persona 1 habits. 1.6

They are aggressive demanding,
overbearing, arrogant

They irnora 1are promiscuous. 1.0
Believes their native intelligence
biological quality inferior

Dislikes: other reasons vague
dislike 41.2 27. 10. 26. l8.

information reaction stated. 17. 19. 14. 10.



THE HOMELESS MA ON SKID ROW: VOLUM 

Continuation Studies

Chapter 7

NEGROES AND INDIANS ON SKID ROW

Negroes and American Indians both are comparative newcomers to
Chicago s Skid Row. - The appearance of both roups on Skid Row is a by-
product of recent migrations. The Federal Government recently has adopted
a policy of urbanizati for Indians , and as a result many hundreds of them
have moved from reservations into Chicago , Minneapolis, and other major
cities. In Chicago there is a large Indian settlement along North LaSalle
Street just adjacent to the North Clark Street Skid Row. Since 1941 the
traditional in-migration of Negroes from the South into Chicago and other
northeastern cities has been greatly accelerated. As this flow became a
flood , all of the inner slum areas formerly occupied by European immigrants
and their children (Polish , Italian , Czech , Greek , etc. ) became occupied
by Negroes. Inasmuch. as the same processes of poverty and personal disor-
ganization that have selected individual white men for residence on Skid Row
affect these newcomers also , the number of Negroes and Indians on Skid Row
has suddenly increased. Because of intense race prejudice (see Chapter 6),
the white homeless men have refused to share living space with Negroes,
although Indians are able to live in almost any hotel they can afford. In
addition to the segregated accommodations they now have on Skid Row , there

is evidence that new Skid Rows (or slum areas serving the same functions)
are being built for the use of Negroes at appropriate points in the city
(see below). The effects upon Skid Row of these changes have been as follows:

(a) Negroes (and Puerto Ricans) have inhabited all residential
areas that lie adj acent to the th:r.ee Skid Rows in Chicago
so that now each of Chicago s three Skid Rows is a sma 11 white
island in a sea of Negro slums. (Chapter 1 of Volume I shewed
that this was a general process happening in many different
cities. Since many of the new recruits to the Skid Rows are
Southern whites , racial antipathy has been heightened.

(b) Negroes have flooded
for work. They have
daily competing with

into Chicago in large numbers in search
invaded the "spot job" market and are
Skid Row men for work as dishwashers

As was stated in Volume I , Chapter 2 , the number of Negroes and

Indians caught in the sample of homeless men in the Skid Row study was so
small that detailed statistical analysis of these two groups was deemed to
be generally inadvisable; however, certain inferences based on study direc-
tors t and field workers ' rather intensive observations , checked wherever

possible against the summary statistical results , are worth recording. The
reader is cautioned against attributing a high degree of precision or depen-
dabi li ty to specific percentage figures reported in this chapter. This does
not mean , however, that the research team does not have a high degree of
confidence in the trends set forth and in their eventual outcome.
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freight loaders and un10aders , truck hands, bi 11 peddlers,
gardeners , etc. Many large companies that formerly used Skid
Row employment agencies for emergency needs for unskilled
labor now hire Negroes instead, often through other agencies.
Negro workers tend to be younger and stronger than Skid Row
whites , and they do not present so difficult a drinking
problem. Also , all companies are under pressure to show
that they do no t discriminate against Negroes in their hiring
policy, and one of the first ways to demonstrate this is 

allow Negroes to do all possible unskilled wo k. As a result
of this development, several casual- labor employment companies
have set up employment offices in Negro neighborhoods off
Skid Row. Employment offices on Skid Row have suffered from
this competition, and unemployment has become an even more
serious problem among the Skid Row population than it was
before. Many e ployers who use white Skid Row 1abor now do
it from charitable motives rather than because it is "good
business . Even the missions have been forced to set up
small "employment offices " in order to have jobs for men
undergoing treatment for alcoholism.

(c) Many Negro migrants to Chicago arrive with very little money
or "go broke II after a few days of searching for work. The
European immigrant groups solved this problem by developing
mutual assistance societies that helped fellow-countrymen
get started. Thus , the Italian , the Greek , and the Polish
communities in Chicago served as small ''hometowns '' for newly
arrived immigrants from those countries. The Negro community
in Chicago has played no such role for Negroes , however.

Mutual help comes in other ways in this group. Negroes
have lent great assistance to their relatives and friends
from down South who move , and a very high percentage of
Negro homes contain a nephew , cousin , or other relative
(or son of a friend) who is just getting started. However,
the Negroes who arrive without family Or friends to lean upon
and without money, must rely upon community agencies. 
desperation , they show up in the soup- lines and apply for
cheap beds at missions. Like so many other urban institutions,
the missions have been faced with a problem of deciding whether
to try to serve all those who come , irrespective of race , and

run the risk of quickly switching to an all-Negro clientele,
or to strike a compromise by establ ishing an informal quota.
The Casual Labor Office of the State Employment Service, the
Madison Street Reading Room, and other City agencies cannot
refuse service to Negroes , even if they wished. As a result
there has been a slow but steady rise in the percentage of
Negroes in the audiences at the mission services, in the em-
ployment lines at the State Employment Office , and in the
Reading Room. Because these are human beings and citizens,
and because discriminatory behavior would bring adverse public
and political reaction, there is no firm resistance to this
growth , and probably there will be none.
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(d) As low-income Negro migrants have flocked in from the South
there has been a severe housing shortage for them. Rents in
Negro areas have skyrocketed above those charged to whites for
the same or even better accommodations. Many landlords in

Chicago have found they could switch from white to Negro occu-
pancy, raise rents as much as 25 to 35 per cent , mean hi1e
suspending maintenance of the building, and make a very quick
and large profit - in full assurance that the City and the
Federal Government would "bail them out with a redevelopment

program when their property had become too slummy for further
human occupancy. This inflation in rents for Negroes has

placed a very severe burden upon the ne\V migrant just struggling
to get started. As a consequence they will eagerly accept
cheap rental opportunities. The cubicle- hotel businesses on

South State Street have responded , and three cubicle-type

hotels have shifted from white to non-white occupancy. This
was a sound business move because vacancy rates were running
very high when hotels were for white men. The men who live

in these places are similar in every respect to the generations
of job-seeking rural migrants who preceded them and who lived
near the bottom" \-lhi1e they-got started , except in one respect their race. 

As a result of these changes , every Skid Row in Chicago now has

people of both races living in segregated but adjoining areas.
Gradually they are sharing the same establishments. Negroes are
appearing far more frequent ly in Skid Row bars and restaurants.
The stores that sell work clothes , da3'-01d bread , groceries,

and drugs on Skid Row are finding that more and more of their
patrons are Negroes. Negro women now clean the rooms in the
cubicle hotels instead of the job being done by residents who
thus work out their room rent , as was formerly a fairly common

practice. Already the homeless men have had the experience of
having Negro judges preside over their cases and decide their
fates at the Monroe Street Court. More and more Negro children
play in the alleys and vacant lots around Skid Row. Young Negro

jackrollers and Negro streetwalkers..both patrol Skid Row streets

trying to earn a living from the white residents. These changes
added to what is happening at the missions , labor offices , and

Reading Room , indicate just one thing: Skid Row is being in-
vaded by Negroes and within twenty to twenty five years probably

will be either all-Negro or integrated. This change is taking

place gradually enough so that many people on Skid Row seem
not to notice it. An alternative might be that the Negroes
will develop their own Skid Row type of area elsewhere. Recent
developments at 63rdand Halsted, 47th and Indiana , Nadison near

Ogden, and on the Near North Side suggest that because of their
large numbers and the very great disorganization to which many
Negroes seem subject , this may materialize.

It is against this background of change that the results of the
1957-58 Skid Row survey must be interpreted.
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Area of residence (Table 7- 1). It was shown in Chapter 2 of Volume
I that in the winter of 1957-58 there were an estimated 1, 100 Negroes and
230 Indians on the three Skid Rows (9. 2 per cent and 1. 9 per cent , respec-
tively, of all Skid Row popu lation). Table 7- 1 shows how these were distri-
buted among the Skid Rows. Almost two-thirds of the Negroes lived on South
State Street (where the three Negro cubicle hotels and one of the large
missions that will serve Negroes are located). Roughly three- fourths of
the Indians were found on West Madison Street. Although they live adjacent
to the North Clark Street Skid Row , the Indian men prefer to go to West
l1adison Street when they go on a binge. There are two hotels in particular
where they tend to stay when they live on West Madison Street. In general
they are well-treated by the other men who live on West Madison Street
(see Chapter 6 for attitudes toward Indians) and apparently feel more secure
there when they drink.

Type of residence (Table 7-2). More than three- fourths of the
Negroes live in the three Negro cubicle-type hotels , and almost all of the
rest were found in mission soup- lines and dormitories. Almost four per
cent were sleeping out, in the dead of winter. Table 7- 2 shows that the
percentage of Negroes in the missions ' emergency programs was about twice
that of whites. Indians were concentrated in missions also , although a
substantial percentage are able to afford a room in a hotel that is not a
cubicle. Most Indian men can get excellent emergency care through the
Indian Welfare Center on LaSalle Street but show up at the missions when
they have been drinking.

Drinking classification (Table 7-3). In comparison with the general
Skid Row population, there is a very large deficit of alcoholic derelicts
and heavy drinkers among the Negro population. As already explained , this
is due to the fact that many residents of the Negro cubicle hotels are
merely workingmen searching for work who live here because the price of
housing charged elsewhere is above their means. Nevertheless , the seeds
of the Skid Row culture of alcoholism are present in the Negro cubicle
hotels , and 13 per cent of the Negro men (estimated to be about 145 men)
were chronic alcoholics.

In contrast to the Negroes , more than one-half of the Indians were
classified as chronic alcoholics. This is a much higher proportion than
for the white population also. There are two explanations for this. First
alcohol appears to have a very disorganizing effect upon many Indian men
and few Indians on Skid Row are moderate drinkers. Second , the welfare
program for Indians in Chicago makes the economic institutions of Skid Row
superfluous for most Indians , so that they tend to live on Skid Row only to
drink or to escape from the Indian co lony.

Drinldnf; - di!,abili

!: 

age classification (Table 7-4). Because
they are younger, there are far fewer severely and moderately handicapped
men among the Negroes and Indians than among the whi te men on Skid Row.
Conversely, these newcomer groups have a higher percentage of non-handicapped
men. Both in the handicapped and the non- handicapped groups, and especially
at the younger ages , the percentage of chronic alcoholics is smaller for the
Negroes and higher for Indians than for whites.
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One interesting aspect of Table 7- 4 is the disproportionately
large number of severely or moderately disabled Negroes in the working ages 

20- 64 years 

-- 

who were moderate drinkers. There seems to be more of a ten-
dency to assign Negro outpatients and charity patients to Skid Row hotels
for recuperation, even though they do not have a drinking problem, than to
assign low- income whites to cubicle hotels under the same circumstances.

Summary and conclusion In comparison with white homeless men
the Negro residents are less inclined to be chronic alcoholics , and a smaller
percentage are disabled. Instead , they tend merely to be migrant workmen
who are attracted by mission emergency help and cheap living. Although
there are a few Negro alcoholic derelicts in the Negro cubicles and in the
mission soup- lines , they are at present the exception rather than the rule.
The Indians , in contrast , tend to use Skid Row primarily for drinking and
become residents when they go on a spree.

These differences should not be regarded as a permanent and en-
during set of reflections of basic racial characteristics. The Negro popu-
lation is now in the "ambitious young migrant" stage. As the years pass
as many of the men fail , as others turn to crime and gather criminal records
and as still others adopt drinking as a solution to their many troubles , it
may be expected that the number of Negro alcoholics will increase rapid1y.

Drinking among Indians , in contrast , tends to be even
ma Ie pas time than among whites. As the Indian popu 1a t ion grows
it may be expected to help feed the conventional male Skid Row.

more of a
in the city,

The following conjecture is based entirely upon informal observa-
tion and .not upon statistical evidence , but the writer doubts whether the
Negroes will ever build organized Skid Rows after the pattern of the white

. On the one hand , the Negro community is far more heterogeneous and
tolerant than the white community, so that deviant or nonconformist members
are much less conspicuous and are not made to feel so unwelcome and ill at
ease. Second , the Negro standards of sex and family behavior are sufficiently
different from those of the white population that probably fewer Negro wives
would force a man to make a choice between drinking and family, and fewer men
would take to drinking if they were. disappointed in marriage or found their
wives enamored of others. In other words, if the Negro is to have a Skid Row
it is likely to be a community affair, with both sexes participating freely
and with lively music , cheap recreation , vice, drug addiction , crime , and
other sinful pastimes mi)ced together. The result , of course , would be areas
even more undesirable and hard to control than Skid Rows. They would be
simply the worst of the Negro slum communities instead of separate communities

. of unattached males. The interviewers who interviewed in the three Negro
cubicle hotels had the very definite impression that these places were not
really Skid Row units. It was as if t e Negro occupants were more puzzled
than impressed. After all , the cubicle hotel provides worse living conditions
than the shanties down South and is not nearly so private and coeducational.
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TABLE 7-

AREA OF RES IDENCE OF NEGROES AND INDIANS ON SKID ROW

West Madison Street

. . . . . . 

South State Street. 

. . . . . . . . . . 

North Clark Street. 

. . . . 

South Clark Street . Van Buren Street , and others.
Hospital , jail , sleeping out. 

. . . . . . =====================================================

l=================

========

Classification j Total i Negroes! Indians
Total. . . 

. . . . 

I 100.
0%!

. J 63. 31.0 i

. ! 14. , 62.

. ! 5.8 i
1 13.
. i 3.

100 . 0%

75.

5.0
1.3

TABLE 7-

TYPE OF RES IDENCE OF NEGROES AND INDIf,NS ON SKID ROW

================================================:=====

l=================

========

Total. . . 

. . . . . . . . . . 

100. 0% I 100.
Living in cubicle hotels. 

. . . .

1 67. 1 77. 9 i 60.
Large (300 or more) . 

. . . . . . 

I 38.
1. 9 1 37.Medium (200-300). . . 14 9 30 

Small (less than 200) . . 

: : : : . : 

! 45:6 : 22.

Living in hotels with rooms

. . . . . . 

. 1. I 15.
Living in rooming-houses. . . 

. . 

. .! 6.
Living in missions. . . 

. . . . . .

! 8. 2 j 15.
In Cook County Hospital

. . . . . . . . .

1 3 i
In House of Correction. 

. . . :

1:4 I 1.3
Sleeping out. 

. . . . . . 

. 0. I 3.

20.

TABLE 7-3

DRINKING CLASSIFICATION OF NEGROES AND INDIANS

ON SKID Rm-r

::::::::: :=:' :=::'

l"-

~~~

l==Light drinkers. . . 

. . . . . . . . 

. J 28. 4 i 32. 3 i 32.Noderate drinkers

. . . . . . . . . . 

. I 24. i 36. 1 i 7.
'1 J. ea 1; y era. 

.. . . 

.. . Q. . 

.. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. 

.. .. t J.

: .. .. 

Alcoholic derelicts

. . . . . . . . . . .

1 12. ! 7. 6 j 27.
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TABLE 7-

DRINKING-DISABILITY-AGE CLASSIFICATION OF
NEGROES AND INDIANS ON SKID ROW

===================================================;=========;==========p=======

Classification ! Total i Negroes i Indians

. . . . . .

; 100. O% i 100. 0% i

Severel and oderately handica ed j 46. ! 36.

Elderly (65 years of age or older). 

. . . . . . 

14.
I 3.

Teetotalers and light drinkers. 

. . 

I 9. f 3.8 i
Mo erate and heavy drinkers

. . . . . . .

: 4.

Young and middle-aged (20- 64 years) . . 

. . . . . .

! 19. 4 I 24.

12. , 12.
! 12.

13. ! 7. 6 j
r 1.9

I 5.
53.

3 i
1. 2 !

31.9 
18.
13.
l8. 1 i
10.

Total. . . 

" " 

Teetotalers and light drinkers. 

. . . !

Moderate drinkers

. . . . 

Heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts. 

. . . . 

. I
20- 44 years of age.
45- 64 years of age.

. . 

" . i

" " . " . j

ii " " 

., " "

Slightly and Not handicapped

. . 

Elderly (65 years of age or older). 
Teetotalers and light drinkers. 

. . . . 

Moderate and heavy drinkers'

. . . . . j

Teetotalers and light drinkers. 

. . . . 

Moderate drinkers

. . . . . . . ... . !

Heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts. 

. . 

20-44 years of age. . 

. . . . . . 

45- 64 years of age. . 

. . 

Young and middle-aged (20- 64 years)

" , 

" l

64.

1. 9

1. 9

55.

32.
22. 2 i

1.9 

100. 0%

22.

15.

77 .

32.

32.

45.

32.
12.



APPEDIX A

SKID ROW AND SKID ROW PROBLEMS:

A Selected Bibliography

INTRODUCT ION:

In the course of the background research, an extensiv.e review
was made of the literature in selected problem areas which might
contribute to a better understanding of the homeless man and
Skid Row areas. The following list of materials is not exhaustive.
It became clear in studying the works that much of the literature
was duplicative or not direct ly pertinent to the subject of our
research efforts. In the fields of gerontology or housing, for
example, there is a voluminous body of material which might have
been expanded indefinitely if the criterion of relevance to our
Skid Row study were not adhered to. The items appearing on the
following pages were selected in the belief that they would
contribute directly to understanding the homeless man , as well
as stimulate planning efforts toward solving the problems created
by the existence of Skid Row areas.

We wish to acknowledge our indebtedness to the authors of the
items listed , as well as to the local agencies and resource
persons. Together, these sources generated most of the hypo-
theses which were explored in the interviews with the homeless
men and in other phases of the study.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of opuln and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Commnities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950 , and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1)

..--..-,-... ._-_.-.

All ei ties, averag Akron,- Oh:!o

._,_,,--,"...."-

Item SkJ.d City Differ- skfcr ffer-row row J. y
tracts tota enee acts total enc

:.-

POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 

19. 765. 31. 274. 243.
1940. 

. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

21. 823. . ':801 29. 244. 215.
Change 1940-50...... 92. -91 1.4 29. 8 t 28.

5 Pop., pet. change 191. 50. 15. 12. 12. -7.
6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)... ; 40 31. 26.Pet. of pop. homeless , 1950 32. 27.

8 Living in:
Reg. households, pet., 1950 64. 94. -30. 90. 98. ..70Different house than 1949 27. 18. 19. 15.

11 Sex ratio (males females)12 1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1 72 . 940 78. 106. 95. 11.
194 o. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. i80 97,, 83. 109 . 98. 11.Change 1940-50....... 1.4 -3.

15 Percent nonwhite
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

0 . .. 22. 13. 27. 18.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

16. 15. 5.. 10.Change 1940-50....... 11.

19 Pet. foreign born white
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . ..

10. -0.
1940... 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

0 . . .. 15. 11. 11.Change, 1940-50.......
23 Pct. 6 yrs. or less of school

1950. 

. . . . . . . . 

0 . . . . . . . . 

. . . ..

30. 17. 13.Q 23. 14.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . ..

34.. 21.0 26. 16.
Change 1940-50....... -3"

27 pct. 65 years or over
1950.. 

.... . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . 

11.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Change, 1940-50....... '1.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

All cities. average Akron. Ohio
Skid SkidItem row City Differ- row City Differ-
tracts total: ence tracts total ence

31 Percent unemployed32 1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

1.. 5.7

' ,

9.0 11.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . It. 29. 15. 13. 32. 20. 12.

Change, 1940-50......" 13. 10. -3. 20. 13. -7.
35 Laborers, pet. of employed

1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 12.
1940 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

10.
Change , 1940-50....... 1.3

39 Pet. earning income less
40 than $1,500 in 1949.......... 48. 26. 21. 30. 18. 12.

HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:43 Number (hundreds)44 1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .

53. 2365. 2312. 86. 829.0 -743.
19400 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

62. 2440. 2378. 78. 679. 601.
Change, 1940-50..... 386. 388. 150. 1.2.

Percent change, 1940-50.... 19. 18. 10. 22. 11.

Occupied by owner, pet.
1950 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

12. 45. -33. 39. 62. 23.
1940. . CI . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . ..

34. 25. 29. 47. 18.
Change, 1940-50..... 12. 10. 1..

Occupied by nOTIfhites , pet.
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 22. 11. 11.0 21. 14.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

16. 10. 15. 10.
Change, 1940-50.....

Vacant, percent
1950 

. . . . . . . . . . . " . . . ..

1.1
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

Change 1940-50..... -3.
Substandard, pet. of total

1950. 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

54. 19. 35. 33. 16. 17.

Built prior to 1920, pet... 83. 50. 32. 77. 45.9 31.

Pet. wi tlj 1.51 pers ./room
19.50. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

13. 8.3
1940. . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . 13.

Change 1940-50.....
QJ!L,.,,, 395
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)

Baltimore , Maryland Birmingham, Alabama Boston Massachusetts
ijk:id City Differ- Skid City Differ- Skid City Differ-row total row total row totalence ence encetract. tracts tracts

50. 949. 899. 326. -316. 21.5 . 801. -779.
47. 859. 811. 267. 258. 20. 770. -750.

90. 87. 58. 58. 30. 29.

10. -3. 21. 19.

27. -24. 52. 45.
18. 15. 29. 22.

94. 96. 79. 97. 17. 70. 92. 22.
18. 13. 29. 21. 17. 11.

103. 94. 98. 43. 93. 49.
114. 97. 17. 115. 90. 25. 140. 93. 47.
10. -7. 17 . 16.

55. 23. 31. 46. 39. 14.
43. 19. 23. 55. 40. 15.
11. -9.

1.1 23. 18.
: 11. 1.9 1.7 32. 23.

-1. -5. -3.

55. 29. 26. 37. 27. 10. 31. 15. 15.
65. 35. 30. 47. 32. 15. 35. 18. 17.
-9. -3. -9. -4.

13.
11.

-0.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2 , continued)

.".."

- _"n -

... . - .

Bal timore. Maryland Birmingham. Alabama Boston Massac usetts

...

SKid City Differ-: Skid City Differ- Skid City Differ-row row row
tracts total- ence tracts total ence tracts totaL ence

--...

13. 15. 7 .21. 10. 10. 17. 15. 27. 19.
-7. 10. 1.0 ll. 12.

22. 13. 16. 10.
24. 14. 12.

-1.

52. 26. 25. 45. 30. 15. 49. 28. 21.

43.
135. 2779. 2644. 26. 955. -929. 55. 2221. -2166.
134.. 2364. 2230. 24. 737.. -713. a 60.. 2115. 2055.

1.0 415. 414. 218. 216. 106. 111.

17. 17. 10. 29. 19. -7. 12.

14. 50. -35. 45. 41.4 - 24. 15.
14. 39. 25. 28. 25. 19. 10.

10. 10. 16. 15.

49. 18. 30. 41. 35. 15. 10.
40. 16. 24. 59. 40. 19. 10.

- -

18. 13.

1.6
14.

-0. -3. 12.

60. 16. 43. 48. 38. 10. 47. 15. 32.

87. 61. 26. 28. 39. 10. 98. 17. 21.

11. 15. 10.
26.. 13. 13.
11. -3. -7.8
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Com,nunities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, ar Change , 1940-50 (Part 1)

Buffalo. New York Chatanooga. Tennessee

Item Skid City Differ- Skid City Differ-row row
tracts total ence tracts total enee

POPUIA TION STATISTICS

1 Population total (000)
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 10. 580. 569. 13. 131. 117.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 10. 575. 565.

. . . .. . . . .

Change 1940-50......

. . . . . . . . .

5 Pop., pet. change 1940-50...

... .. . . ..

6 Homeless pel's., 1950 (000)... 20.
Pet. of pop. homeless , 1950 - 39. 35.

. 8 Living in:
Reg. households, pct., 195o 60. 95. - 34 , 9lel 97.
Different house than 1949. 20. 11. 17. 20. -3.

11 Sex ratio (males females)
19.50. . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . 178. 94. 83. 95. 87.
1940. . . . . . . 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

207. 97. 110.

. . . . . . . . .

Change 1940-50....... 29. 2 . 5. 260

". . . . . . . .

15 Percent nonwhite
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 25. 18. 7L7 30. 41.
1940. . . . . . . . . .. . e 8 . . . 

. . . . . .. . . . . ..

.. 4

18, Change 1940-50....... 16. 13.

. . . . . . . . .

19 Pet. foreign born white
1950. . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . 

. . . ..

17. 12.
1940. e 

* . . . . . . . . . . . . . * . . . . . 

29. 15. 9 . 13.

. . . . . . .. .

Change, 1940-50....... 12. -3. 8 i

. . . . . . . . .

23 Pct. 6 yrs. or less of school24 1950. . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38. 17. 20. 54. 31. 22.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 . . .. . . 21.0 i 27.

. . . . . . . .

Change, 1940-50....... 10. -3. -7.

. . . . . . . . .

Pet. 65 years or over
1950. . 0 . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . &

5..
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

.. . . . . . . 

0 ..

. . . . . . . . .

Change 1940-50.......

. . . .. . . . . .
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Hous ing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Commni ties and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950 , and Change , 1940-50 (Part 2)

Item

31 Percent unemployed32 1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

.3 3 1940. 

. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

34 Change 1940-50.......
35 Laborers , pet. of employed36 1950.......................37 1940. CI . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

38 Change, 1940-

39 Pet. earning income less
40 than $1 500 in 1949..........

HOUSING STATISTICS

Buffa10 New York
Skid
row CJ.ty ! Differ-
tracts total! ence

27.
56.
29.

24.
22.

55.

42 Dwelling units:43 Number (hundreds)44 1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

45 1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

46 Change, 1940-50.....
47 Percent change , 1940-50....

. -

48 Occupied by owner, pet. 49 1950.. 

. . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. 

18.50 1940.. . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . .

: 17.
51 Change, 1940-50..... 1.

52 Occupied by nonwhite , pet.53 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23.54 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ., 11.55 Change, 1940-50..... i 12.

Vacant, percent 
1950. . . . ."

. . . . . . .. . . . . .

1940 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -

Change , 1940-50.....
Substandard, pet. of total

1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 . .

Built prior to 1920, pet...

Pet. with 1.51 pers./room
1950 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

a 8 . .

Change, 1940-50..... 

-.... ... . ..,, _. , 

20. 7 :
-13.

2 '

23.

20.
35.
15.

16.
14.

32.

18.0 ; 667.0 -1649.
19. 578.0 -1559.
0 89.0 -90.

44.

92.

43.
31.0
12.

12.

67.

10.

24.
14.

-:J0.

18.

10.

32.0 !

24.

Chatano ga nessee
Skid C' t Differ-
row 

tracts total ence

.. .. . .

14.

. . .

56.

.. ... ... . . . ... .

34.

.. .

38.0 390.

. . .. ... . .

11.

.. .. . .

72.

.. .. . .. . .. ..

77.

72.

19.

. . .. . . . . .. . .

39.

.. .. . .

28.

. . .. . .

1.3

. . .. . .

38.

52.

. . .. . . . . ... .. . .. .. .

21.

352.
e . .

. . .. . .

28.

. . .. . .

44.

. . .. . .. . .. . .

39..

19.

10.

. . .. . .
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)

- --. - . ------.- .....- -. .".... .. - _... --.

Chicago, Illinois Cincinnati, Ohio Cleveland Ohio

-,--.;

Skid Skid Skid
row City Differ- row City Differ- row City Differ-total enee total ence total encetracts tracts tracts

46. 3621. -3574. 38. 504. 465. 15. 914. 899.
36. 3396. -3360. 35. 455. 420. 15. 878. 862.
10. 224. 214. 48. i -45. 36. -37.
27. 21. 10. -3. -7.
20. 152. 131. 16.

! -

10. 34. 32.44. 40. 14. 10. 1,. 12.

54. 95. 40. 85. 95. 10. 84. 95. 11.
29. 12. 16. 21. 16. 16., 13.

221. 96. 125. 09. 90. 19. 126. 96. 30.267. 98. 169. 08. 91. 17. 118 . 6 99. 19.-4,. 43 . -3. 11.

21.2 14. 34. 15. 19. 16. 16.
34. 12. 28.

18. 12. -3.

15. 14. 18. 14.25. 19. 20.
10. -7. -1.

30. 17. 13. 370 20. 17.. 25. 23.
30. 20. 10. 41. 23. 18. 37. 29.-0. -3. 1.. 12. -5.

11.. 10. 10. 1.8
10.

: J 1.2



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Haws , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2 , continued)

43 . 8 

26.

24.

,;'

ji'

77.

29.
13.
16.

24.

24.
20.
-3.

14.

20.

1.7

-3.

58.

32.

23.

15.

48.
I 29.

11626
11443.

1836

132.
125.

12.

37.
31.3 '

35.
33.

3 -

14.
11.

i 30.

I 65.

20.
22.

83.

96.

";"':' --. ~~~~ ";:", ,...;"'- ;.. .-.

18. 28.

j i 

""-

i c
gL 

Illi

----

Il.

. .

nl! :i.

, -_

9__,- 

.'" 

- C

~~~

1__ S'.- ..... ,
I DO ff - I Skid 

Cit ! Differ- Skid Cit 1 Differ-
row 

er . row I rowtracts tota ence tracts totall ence 
! tracts

t9tal! ence

It 

34 -17.0 j -10.41 - 6 -15.
i -

7 - 8 -17.6 i -lh.

! -

; I36 16.6 j 5.7 10.9 11. ! 5.9 5.5 9.37 9. f 6.6 i 2.4 10. I 5.8 4.6 10.338 7.

! -

9! 8.5 1.0 0.1 0.9 -
19.5 !

105. 106 Q \-10956.
108. ; 9895 0 I -9187i: 1166

O! 116

8\ -14.

29. 8 !
23.

5 !

11.9 i

8 i:

-3.0ii"

19. 6 II

Ii 62. 8 I!

b II
81i
6:!

1494..0 '
1318,,
176

-7.

-33.
29.

21.

-3.

52. I 20.

30.
I, 96.

12.
12. i 4.

; -

32.
25.

3 i
1 i
8 i

21.

2709,,
2499.
210.

1+ i

41.
32.

12.

1 i

-2.

13.

65.

2667 e
24580

2094)

-7.

-9,,
-7.

'" 

-':0

30.

7 ! :-1; , 1.
Lt.

.._._..-:+-,.

;L._. . 4 0 1
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Statistics of Population and HOl1sing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1)

Item

POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Change, 1940-50.......
5 Pop., pet. change , 1940-50...
6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)...

Pet. of pop. homeless 1950.

8 Living in:
Reg. households , pet., 195010 Different house than 1949..

11 Sex ratio (males females)12 1950. 

. . . .. . . . . . : . . . . . . . . .. .

13 1940. 

. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

14 Change , 1940-50.......
15 Percent nonwhite 16 1950 

. . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

17 1940 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .

18 Change, 1940-50.......

19 Pet. foreign born white 20 1950 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I21 1940 I . . . . . . . . 0 

. . . . . . . . . . . 

0 . !22 Change, 1940-50..... o.

23 pet.6 yrs. or less of school24 1950. 

.. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . " . . ...

25 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ( .
26 Change, 1940-50.......
27 Pet. 65 years or over 28 1950. . 0 . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . 

. . .

29 1940 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
30 Change, 1940-50.......
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'---- ------" --_.' ,.,

Columb . Ohio
Skid 
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J. er-

tractE total enee
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Skid er-row
tracts tot a enee

"-'--" ---'---

-1-----'---'"

18 . 7
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1+31.
I -290.
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66.

12. I -11.
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29.8 10.
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17.9 0..
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Appendix Table B:

B;"10

Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

Col mbus Ohio 

_. 

""o" J;:Jq,;!l!'t J:,

.-- - -, ._-,-- ,,-=

Item Skid City Differ- Skid Citrow row
tracts total ence tracts tot

31 Percent unemployed
1950.. . . . . . . -

.. . . . . . . . . . . . ..

10.
1940. . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23. 13. 28. 12.

Change 1940-50....... ;'13 . 20. -9.
35 Laborers , pet. of employed36 1950 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10.
1940. . t . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

1. 7
Change 1940-50....... 5.3

Pet. earning income less
40 than 500 in 1949.......... 38. /23 15. 49. 22.

f! 

HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:43 Number (hundr ds)h4 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 60. 1117. 1057. 12. 12.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47. 868. 821. 12. 895.

Change 1940-50..... 13. 249. 236. 517.

Percent change 1940-50.... 27. 28. 1. 7 57.

Occupied by olvner pet.
1950. . . . . . e- . . 

. . . . . . . ..

10. 46. - 36. So.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35. 28. 32.

Change 1940-50..... 10. 18.

Occupied by nonwhi te pet.
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 13. 10. 120 11.
1940. .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

13. 12. IS.
Change 1940-50.....

Vacant percont
1950. . . . ; . . . . . . . . . . . e 8 0..
1940. . . . 0 . . . . 8 Q $ . . . . o. 108

Change 1940-50..... 1.. -7. -30

Substandard, pet. of total
1950. . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

57.0 18. 39,, 75. 17.

Built prior to 1920, pet... 75. 47. 28. 84. 22.

Pet. with 1.51 pers./room
19.5 o. . . 

.; . . .. ... . . . . . . . ..

13. . 3. 24.
1940. . . . .

, .-... . . . . . . . 

14. 10. 39. 11.
Change 1940-50..... 14. -2.!

-'--'--""""". ...=,= =--

Y ' Differ-
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""":=-

) 4..5
15.

I -11.

27.

1400.

' -

883.

: -
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15.
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Appendix Table B; Statistics of Population. and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Commni ties and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940 -
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)
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.-.--.--.----

415.
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16.

401.
-306.
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41.
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3.. 7
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24.
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).)2.
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13.
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53..
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93.
24.
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15,

43.52.
25.

1'6

173.
170.

JlO .

).)

lobi 0

196. 95.80.
77.

106.
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93.
93.

101.207.
211. o. .

. .. . . ... . . . . . . .. .. 

24.16.
9;3

20.
16.

11.

.. . .. .. . . .. .

14' ,,9.
19.
-4.

7.3
11.

17.
24.
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25.1 10Q2 14. 9 \32. 18.7 0, 26:1 164
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:: : . :. 
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Appendix Table B:

B-12

Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Row, 19
and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 2 , continued)

Denver Colorado etrO MiC ! F
Skid City Differ- Oi ty Differ- Ski
row row row
tracts total ence total ence trarac s

17. 13. 13e 7(1
30. 15. 15. 33. :1. 18.

. .

-13. 11. 20. -7. 12.

. .

12. 12.
11.

0.)

55. 27. 27. 44. 17. 27. .50.

"\ ' ' "

I .

:.,, : .

.t..

.., . 

30. 1337. 1307. uS. 5524. 5476. 10.
41. LOll. -970. 58. 4415. 4357.

-11. 326. 337. 10. 1109. ..1119.

26. 32. 58. -17. 18. -35.

50. 44. 52. 43. 13.
36. 34. 37. -31.
13. -9. 15. 11.

. .

20. 12. 35.
15.

. .

-0.
10.

.59

! 62.70,, 21. 48. 47. 38.

84. 51. 32. 83. 33. 49. 155.

22. 17. 13. 10. 17.
23. 16. 10.

, .
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-._,

City Differ-
total" encec S 
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26. 24.
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. . . .... .. .. .... .. .
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. .. .. .. . . ...

11. 23.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows

, .

1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1)

"'" _-""-_. _."..*-- ;::..."'._-_. _"'. .__. .. .. ;;; ;;;=

" f

~~~ ~~~ -='

racts total enc

._- 

tract tot ence

POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . II . . . . . . 
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

4 Change , 1940-50.......
5 Pop., pet. change, 1940-50...
6 Homeless pers. , 1950 (000)...

Pet. of pop. homeless , 1950

8 Living in:
Reg. households , pet., 195010 Different house than 1949..

11 Sex ratio (males females)12 1950.. . . . . . . 

. . . = . . . . . . . . . . .

13 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .14 Change, 1940-50.......
15 Percent nonwhite16 1950. .. . . . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . .

17 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . II . . . . . 0 . . .
18 Change , 1940-50.......
19 Pet. foreign born white20 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 .21 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
22 Change, 1940-50.......
23 Pet. 6 yrs. or less of school24 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .25 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
26 Change , 1940 50.......
27 Pet. 65 years or over28 1950. . . . . . , . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . 29 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
30 Change , 1940-50.......

:1.

40.

43.9

49.
44.

165.
132.
32.

19.
18.

10.

596.
384.
211.

55.

16.

96.
27.

95.
96.

21.1
22.

20.
24.
-3.

. ,

587.
369.
217.

95.

12.
41.

7 .
17.

69.
36.
32.

16.

1.1

L.___-

..----,-_... .._.._ _-,.

10.

18.

29.

70.
27.

121.
111+.

21.
17.
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19.

12.

427.
387.
40.

10.

10.

96.
19.

I' 418.
!-376.

42.

29.

26.

26..

90. 30.
92.0 22.

I 7.

15.
13.

I 0.

:1.

"'''' ------ '''''-' .-..
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950 and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

Item

- -- 

HC?1Jsto!b Texas ---
Skid 

City ). er-row
tract total ence

31 Percent unemployed32 1950.......................
33 1940. 

. . . .. . .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. ..

34 Change, 1940 50.......
35 Laborers , pet. of employed36 1950.. 

.. . . .. 

.. il .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. . . ..37 1940. . 

.. .. .. .. " .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. . .. . ..

38 Change , 1940-50.......
39 Pet. earning income less
40 than $1.500 in 1949..........

HOUSING STATISTICS

14.

46.

42 Dwel1ing units:43 Number (hundreds)44 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21.45 1940.............. .... 34.46 Change , 1940-50u... -13.

47 Percent change, 1940-50.... -38.
48 Occupied by owner , pet.49 1950. . . 

.. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. ..

50 1940 . . . 

.. . . . .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .

51 Change , 1940-50.....
Occupied by nonwhites , pet.

19.50. . . . 

.. . .. .. .. . . . . . . .. .. ..

1940 . . .. .. . . .. .. . .. . II . .. . .. . .
Change, 1940-50.....

Vacant , percent
1950. . . 

.. . . ," . . . .. 

.. t" . . . .. 
1940. . .. . . .. . .. . . II 

.. . . . 

.. 4J .

Change, 1940-50.....
Substandard, pet. of total

19.50. 

.. . .. . . .. . . 

.. . .. .. .. 0 . .. ,

Built prior to 1920, pet...

-4. e

50.

69.

Pet. with 1.51 pers ./room
1950. . 

.. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . 

1l. 8
1940. . . . . . .. . 

.. .. . .. .. .. .. .. . 

30.
hang 1949-

-,_ ... 

15.

10.

24.

1917
1133.
I 784.

69.

47.
32.
15.

18.
21.6
-3.

18.

15.

22.

1896
1099 .
-797 .

107

41.
28.
13.

15.
17.
1.7

31.

53.

6 8.
10.8 19..

2 -11.

India oli$-'lndiq..l
Skid City I Diff8row tottract 

6 3. I 1.
14.0 13.4 -9.8 1.

21.

26.0 13q.
33.0 ' 1166.
-7. 181.

200 1 15.

37.

19.
17.

50.

83.

12.
12.

15.

1321.
1133..

! -

188.

1 -36.

51.
I -

44.
35. . -32.
16.. 7 

! -

12.

12.
12. 4..

0..

25.

58.

24.

24.
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Appendix Table B:

l.5

statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tr cts Contoining
Skid Row Communities and for Cities ContRining Skid Rows , 1940
and 19.50, and Change, 1940-.50 (Part 1, continued)
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!l"

~~~~
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: -

)fis

."ts ract. total once :L:-
.5 4.56. 6 j -4.54.1 40.2 1970.4 -1930e 2 , I 6. ! 369.1 1-362.

3 2.3 399.2 -396.9 39. 7 1.504.3 -1464 6 7. : 319. ! -312.4 0.2 57.4 .57.2 Oe5 466.1 -465..6 - I 50.0 ! -50.

1.8 I 15. 7 I -17.
1.9 10.

28.0 2.
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22.

1.1
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.5 .
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14.

20.
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17 .

11.

.5 

1.4

16.
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13.
150
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16.

31.Q
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95.
24.

91.
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:i . 3
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13 .
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29. 6 ,

63.
35.

- 35.0 I
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10.

9 I
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29.
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14.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid now Communities and for Cities CQntaining Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2 , continued)

.. ..- _

sas Cit Mis S ouri ; Angeles, California Louisville, KentuckySkid 
C . t

Skid Skicr- 
C' t1. Y Differ City Differ- row l Y Differ-row row

tracts total enee tracts total enee bracts total enee

13.

:..

24. 16.
25. 15. 32. 14. 17. 16. 14.
12. 12. -7. -7. -9. 1. 7

11. Lr. 1.9

60. 26. 34. 57. 27. 30. 47. 26. 21.

J513. 1511. 143. i 6980. 68370 16. 1112. 1096.
D32. 1J'30. 0 11+3,, 15293. 5150 23. 9J.r2. -919 c
181. 181.0 168'1, 168' 170, 17',,

26. 13. 12. 31. 31. 28 ,) 18. 46.

48. 40. 3.. 43. 40,, IJ6. 390
28. 27. 31. 29 . 3 109 34. 32.
19. 12. 105 12. 10. 12. -7.

1l. 10. 12,,
I 24.

15.
10. 5..

' -

29. 15. 13.
1.7 10 .

I -

-4.
-7. 11. -3. -7.

78. 25. 53. 61.1 51.9 66. 31. 34.

89. 56. 32. 89. 23. 66. 84. 56. 27.

32. 27. 13. 10. 21.4 12.
13. 17. 10.
19. 19.

--..--
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Appendix Table B: Staitisti.csof Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Commnities and for Cities Containing Skid Haws, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1)

. Mia!1i, Florida

. !~~~

E;. onsj,JL_-Skid 

-.--...-" -

Skid City I Differ-Item
row City Differ-

total ence row total encetracts tracts
POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population total (000)
1950. . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . 

. . . . . ..

19. 249. 230Q 41.3 637. 596.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

38. 587. 549.
Change 1940-50.......

... . . . ...

49. 46.

5 Pop., pet. change 1940-50...

. . . ... . ..

6 Homeless pers. 1950 (000)... 15. 10. 25. 19.Pet. of pop. homeless 1950 22. 16. 14. 10.

8 Living in:
Reg. households, pet. 1950 76. 93. 17. 84. 95. 10.
Different house than 1949.. 33. 30. 16.

11 Sex ratio (Males: females)
1950. . . . . . 0 . . . . : . . . 0 It . . . 

. " .

112. 94. 17, 109. . 95. 13 . .3
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . 

I) . "" . 0 ., 0

". . . . .

C93 96., I Change 1940-50..,..,.

. . . . . .

0 . .

15 Percent nonwhite
1950..

. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . 

16. 14. 11.
1940. . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . 0 . . . . . 0 o.

.. . .. . . ..

Change 1940-50....... o. .

. . . . ..

19 Pct. foreign born white
1950. 

. . , . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . &- 

18. 10. 7,, 10. 10.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

D i;

. . . . . . ...

17. 14.
Change 1940-so" .'''d

. . . . . . ..

23 Pet. 6 yrs. or less school
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. :J, 12. 16. -3. 22. lS.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

26. 20.W Q.

...

.0.
Change 1940-50 . . . . . 0

. . . .. .

.. c

Pet. 65 years or over
19.5 o. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o. 13.
1940. ,

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e , . a

.. . . . . . ..

Change, 1940-50.......

. . . . . . ...

1. 7
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communi ties and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

Miami, Florida Milwankee, Wisconsin
Skid -Sracr-Item City Differ- City i Differ-row total ence row total! encetracts tracts 

31 percent unemployed
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

It . . . . 
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . ..

30. 17. 13.
Change 1940-50....... 24. 14. -9.

. . . . . . . ..

35 Laborers, pet. of employed
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

11.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . ..

Change 1940-50.......

. .. . . . . ..

39 Pct. earning income less

40 than $1,500 in 1949.......... 40. 33. 33. 19 . 5 13.

HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:
Number (hundreds)

18891950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

66. 875. 809. 122. 1767.
19408 . 0 . . . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . ... . . .

127. 1699. 1572
Change, 1940-50.....

.. . . . . ...

j 190. I -195.

1940-50. . .. -3. 15.Percent change

.. . .. . ...

I 11,

Occupied by owner, pet.
19.50. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

30. 43. 13. 13. 42. 28,
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . ..

31.2 2 2 .
Change 1940-50.....

.. . . .. . ..

11.

Occupied by nonwhites, pet.
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10. 10.
.54 1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . ..

2 -
.55 Change, 1940-50.....

. . . . .. ...

Vacant percent
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

7 .
1940. 0 . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . ..

Change , 1940-.50.....

. . . . . . . ..

-7.
Substandard, pet. of total

19.50. . . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . . 11. 41.6 16. 25.

Built prior to 1920, pet... 14. 82. 62. 20.

Pet. with 1.51 pers ./room
1950. 

. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . 

10.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

Change, 1940-50.....

... . . . . ..
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Communtties and for Citips Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950 W Change, 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)

Min oli Minnesota 

-----. -.------.----------.---.-----..-

shville, Tennessee

~~~

Orleans L01
fisianaSkid ' CUy Differ- Sk"J. City Differ- okJ.d 

Ci ty Differ-raN row rowtotal ence total ence bracts total 

F'-
rac s rac s

10. 521. 511. 174. 172. 11. 570. 559.10. 492. 482. 167. 164. 13. 494. 480.29. 29. -7. 75. -78.
1.4 26. -30. 16. 15. -31.

29. -9. 19. 17.60. 54. 45. 40. 18. 15.

36. 93. 57. 47. 93. 46. 80. 96. 15.26. 18. 32. 22. 25. 16.

301. 91. 210. 165. 86. 79. 111. 90. 21.284. 193. 118. 86. 32. 119. 90. 29.16. 16. 47. 46. -7. 8,,

38. 31. 19. 32. 12.
35. 28. 23. 30. -7.

-3. -5.

20. 11. 1.1
28. 13. 15.

-3.

26. 17. 31. 26. 31. 32.30. 11. 19. 34. 29. 43. 3-8.
-3. 11. 5..

19. 10. 11. 10.:1.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Comnmities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2 , continued)

---

int'1 lis Minnesota Nashvill ?ee SLns , .19Skid City Differ- Skid City Differ- Shd . Ci.tyrow total row total row totaltracts ence tracts ence tracts

24. 19. 11.
42. 16. 26. 15. 14. 21. 19.
18. 12. 10. 10. 12.

15. 11.
13. -3. 10.

-0. -0.

60. 24. 36. 56. 40. 16. 45. 34.

173613. 1620. 1607. 510. 506. 46.19. 14 76. 1457. 475. -467. 44. 1372.
144. 150. a 35. -3. 364.

32. -41. 52. 60. 26.

16. 51. -35. 41. -38. 10. 32.
39. -32. 29. 25. 23.
11. -3. 11. 13.

20. 18. 55. 29. 25. 14. 28.
37. 28. 22. 30.17. 16. 18. 17. -7.

7.1
-3.

52. 20. 32. 80. 48. 32. 31. 25.

97. 63. 34. 95. 51. 43. 97. 54.

20. 10. 3 9.
25. 17. 19.4 13.

-8. 11.1 -. .1 -3 !

.... ._.._"..---

isiang_

Differ-
ence

-3.

103

11.

1690.
1328.
-362.

23.

21.
15.

13.

..2.

43.

I-- Q.!Q_...

.- 



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1)

"'---

:w York , Neyr York
IirfQtf. Vir&fnia

___..

Item Skid City Differ- Sk1d 
Ci ty Differ-row row total encetotal eneetracts! tracts

POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population , total (000)

781919 So 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

72. :7892. 213. -207.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

77. 17455. -7378.

... .. . .. .

Change 1940-50.......
1437.. 441.

... . ..

1940-Pop., pet. change 12.

... ... . . .

6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)... 11. 36. -35.! 293. 281.Pet. of pop. homeless, 1950 15. 12. 22. 17.
8 Living in:

Reg. households , pet., 1950 83. 95. 12. 76. 82.
Different house than 1949.. 20. 27. -7.

11 Sex ratio: (males ! females)12 1950. 

.. .. . . . . . . :. . . . . . .. . . .

146. 93. 52. 108. 124. 16.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

148. 97. 51.

. . .

o. .Change 1940-50.......

... . .. ...

15 Percent nonwhite
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

66. 29. 36.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . ...

Change 1940-50.......

. . . . . . . . .

19 Pet. foreign born white
19.50. 

. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . 

33. 22. 10. 1.0
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

46. 27. 18.

... . .. ...

Change, 1940-50....... 12. -7.

.. . . . . ...

23 Pet. 6 yrs. or less of school
1950. 

. . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . ..

42. 19. 23. 49. 23. 25.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . 

II . . 

.. . . .. . . . . . . ... ...

Change 1940-50....... 0. .

.. . . .. ... ... . ..

27 Pet. 65 years or over
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10.
1940. 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . ... .. .

Ohange 1940-50.......

.. . . . . . . .

4.14



Appendix Table B: statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Commnities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 2)

Item

-- 

New York New York

.- ------"-',-- .-

L. -....,.-.....

.-...-...-.-..

Skid 
City I Differ-row

tract s totaJ ence

I f-_ !fg

!!.

L_-
Skid I 

C' t,r t D' row J. Y ). er-
tracts total ence

31 Percent unemployed32 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

.. . . . .. . . . .

33 1940.. . . . . . . . . It . . . . . . . . . . 0 .34 Change, 1940-50.......
35 Laborers, pet. of employed36 1950.........'.....8.. .....37 1940... . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

38 Change, 1940-50.......
39 Pet. earning income less
40 than 500 in 1949..........

HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:
43 . Number (hundreds)44 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .45 1940.. . . . . . . .. . . . 0 . 

.. . . .

46 Change, 1940-50.....
Percen t change, 1940-50....
Occupied by owner, pet.

1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
1940 . . . . . . . . 

.. . . . . . . . . .

Change, 1940-50.....
Occupied by nonwhites, pet.

1950. . . . . . ... , . . . . . . . . .
1940. . . . . . . . . . 

.. . . . . . . .

Change, 1940-50.....
Vacant, percent

1950. . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Change, 1940-50.....

Substandard, pet. of total
1950. . . . . 

.. . . . . .. . . . . . . 

Built prior to 1920, pet...

Pet. with 1.51 pers ./room
1950. . . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . . .
1940. . . . . . . 

.. . .. . . . . . . . .

Change , 1940-50......

15.

.. ... ... ... .

43.

.. .... ... .. ..

55.

.. .. . .

3..

. . .. .. .

11.

216. 0 e4335 24119 c
246.0 22184.0 -21938
-30,,0 ! 2151.0 -2181.

12. 2 I

... . .

0..
19.
19.

32.

90.

18.
14.

.. .

49.

, 0.

21.

17.
lL,. .

-3.

. .... .

-0.
12.
12.

23.

41.

14.

.. .. ..

16.

.. .. . ..

54.

15.

... ... ".. .... .... .

64.
.. e.

. . ... ... . .

58.

92.

14.

... ... . . .. .. . ... .. ..

39.

561.

.. .. . .. . .

34.

. . ... .

29.

.. .. .. ... .

29..

50.

.. .... .. --.-. .'

. . II

. . ... .

14.

546.

... .. . .. . .

26.

.. .

. e.

35.

.. ..... ... ."'.. .

29.

41.

.. ... .

. 415



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Commnities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1,. continued)

Oakland, California Oklahoma CitYJ Oklahoma Omaha, Nebraska

. ..

Skid City Differ- Skid City Differ- SK:r City Differ-row :bow row
trac ts total ence

trac ts
total ence tracts total ence

_.. ---

33. 384. -351.2 243. 233. 10. 251. 240.
23. 302. 278. 13. 204. 190.

... ... ...

82. -72. -4. 39. 43.

.. . . .. .....

40. 27. 13. 52. 19. -71.

... .. . ...

17. 11. 12.
17. 13.. 29. 26. 38.. 33.

82. 95. 12. 70. 96. 26. 59.. 94.. -34.
27. 20. 44. 30. 13. 27. 18,,

132. 95. 36. 137. 91. 46. 157. 94. 62.
43. 97. 46. 142. 93. 48.

.. " ... ...

11. 1.8" -9.

... .. . ...

49. 14. 34. -3. -3.
15. 10.

".. ... ...

33. 23.

... ... . ....

1.4
17. 14,,

.. . ... ...

-9. 4,,

.. . ... . ..

32. 130 18. 29. 12. 17. 180 10.
31. 13", 17. 25. 13. 11.

.. . ... ...".. ... ...

114.11. 5..10. 2..

... ...

-3.

... ... ...



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2 , continued)

Oakland California ; Oklahoma City, Oklaho Omaha
2- 

Nebr,9ska

"--_.. ...

L____.-Skid 
C . t . D' ff City Differ- Skid City Differ-if ly . 1 er- rowOV t row

tracts Q, 'al ence tracts total ence total ence

23. 13.
34. 15. 19. 25. 14. 10.

... ... . ..

-1l. 17. 1105

. .. ... . ..

21. 14. 12.
14.

.. . ... . ..... ... ...

43. 24. 19. 52. 25. 27. 43. 24. 19.

104. 1333. 1229, 28. 830. 802. 27. 737. -710.83. 1037.. -951+. 35. 646. 611.

. .. . . . . ..

21. 296. 275,, -7. 184. 191.

. . . .. . ...

26. 28. 2119' 28. 50.

. . . ... ...

16. 47. -30. llt 53. -38. 59. 52.13. 41. 28. 31+. 25.

... . . . ...

18. 13.

..,. ... ...

43. 100 32. -3. -3.
51+ 12. .3.

.... ..... ...

30. 23.

... ...

2 c 3,,
0 .. e..

. ..

1.9
. . 0

.. . . ..

45. 1l,, 34. 67. 20. 47. 50. 16. 31+.

80. 44. 35. 70. 21. 49. 83. 56. 27.

12. 17. 11. 11.
28. 11. 16.

. . . . . . . '

1l.
-5. 

... -!'_.,_..

417



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Oontaining
Skid Row Commnities and for Cities Oontaining Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 1)

Item
roW"

tracts
POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

12071. 2062. 78. 676. 598,
1940.......... 

...........

931. 1922. 80. 671. 591.
Change , 1940-50....... 140. 140.

5 Pop., pet. change 1940-50...
6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)... 58. 55. 23. 17.

Pet. of pop. homeless 1950. 40. 37.

8 Living in:
Reg. households , pct., 1950. 59. 96. 36. 91. 95.7
Different house than 1949.. 21. 10. 11. 13. 12.

11 Sex ratio (males females)12 1950 

. . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . . . . . .

182. 93. 88. 99. 94.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .

202. 95. 107. 106. 96.
Change 1940-50....... 20. 180 4..

15 Percent nonwhite
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

35. 18. 17. 36. 12. 24.
1940. 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

21. 13. 25. 16.
Change, 1940-50....... 13. 11.

19 Pet. foreign born white
1950.. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10. 11.
1940, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e , . . . . . 16. 15. . 1. 14. 12.
Change, 1940-50....... -3. -3.

23 Pet. 6 yrs. or Ie ss of school
1950. . . . . . 0 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

38. 22. 16. 34. 20. 13.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

45. 25. 19. 43. 24. 18.
Change, 1940-50....... -3.

27 Pct. 65 ;'le8.

:: 

or over
1950. 

. . . . . ;) 

. . . . . 'I . . . . . . . 12.
1940. . . . . . -s 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. -0.

Change , 1940-50.......
! I

&18



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population ' and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row COfflni ties and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

--'-'4

"'_-'

i1ad enn ia Pi!tsbur h s y 1 vania.

___-

Item Skid City Differ- Skid
Oi ty I Differ-row row tota encetracts tot a ence tracts

-.--.

31 Percent unemployed
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22. 16. 12. 5.41940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 36. 19. 16. 37. 22. 14.Change, 1940-50...... 13. 13. 24. 7 15. -9.

35 Laborers , pct. of emp10ygd
1950....0 .. . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . ..

11. 19. 10.1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.9 19. 11.hange, 1940-50......
39 Pet. earning incomeless
40 than $1,500 in 1949.......... 65. 26. 39. 42. 26. 15.

HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:43 Number (hundreds)
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 18. 5995. 5977. 230. 939. 1709.
1940........ .. .. ...... 24. 5333. 5309. 224. 1799. 1575.Change , 1940-50..... ! 662 . 668. 140. 134.

25. 12. -37. -5.
Percent change , 194

....

Occupied by owner, pct.
1950.. ... . . 

. . . . . . . .. ..

14. 54. 40. 18. 41. 23.
1940. . 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

i 36.
-30. 15. 31. 16.Change, 1940-50.... 17. 10. la. -7.

Occupied by nonwites , pet -
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . t 48. 16. 31. 31. 10. 21.1940.... .. . .. . 

... .. . . '

23. 12. 11. 24. 15.Change , 1940-50..... 24. 20.

Vacant, percent
1950. . . . . i . . . . . . . . . . 
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12.

Change , 1940-50..... -9. -3.
Substandard, pet. of total

1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

...

59. 12. 46. 59. 33. 26.
Built prior to 1920, pct... 99. 71. 28. 83. 72. 11.
Pct. with 1.51 pers ./room

1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . i 13. 10. 11.1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 17.Change , 1940-50..... 
4.19
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing. for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Comm11nities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)

Portland. Oregon Providence, Rhode Island Richmond, Virginia
Skid

City Differ- Skid
City Differ- Skid

City Differ-row row row
tracts total ence tracts total ence tracts total ence

-----

13. 373. -360. 45. 248. -203 . 7 230. 223.2
15. 305. 289. 20.9 253. 232. 193. 186.

68. -70. 24. 28. 37. -36.
12,, 18. -30. 114. 1.9 7 i 7 19. 11.

15. 11. 10. -9.
50. 46. 1.7 24. 19.

46. 95- 48. 93. 94. 42. 93. 50.
34. 23. 10. 14. 11. 27. 17. 109

253. 93. 159. 95. 92. 176. 87. 89.
220. 95. 125. 90. 92. 142. 87. 54.
32. 34. 34. 34.

11. 6.4 46. 31.7 14.
12. 10. 42. 31.8 10.

16. 15. 15. -0. 1.6
20. 12. 18. 20.
-3. -3. -4.

23. 14. 24. 20. 42. 24. 18.
23. 13. 17. 24. 42. 29. 12.

11. 5.6

19. 11.
14.

-1.5

PJ)

': 

f.. ,



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 2 , continued) 

_._--;- ..---------------_._ __.-._-_

QLt a!)9

",,

9!'f2QQ. '--'-'- . gr-? den RhOde J.2_talJcL__ jJ._--- :hQh 1J9J._JTir.gj:iE-._.__._...
Sk:. City Differ- City I Differ- t! Shd i City / Differ-row row i row tracts tota enoe tracts total! ence tracts I total ! enee

. T--

-' .

-t---.---.-
23. 15. 15. 11.
32. 15. 17. 16. 20. 18. 11.

1.9 10. -7.

17. 11.
10.

-0.

59. 26. 32. 39. 32. 61. 28. 33.

36. 1314. 1278. 137. 742. 605. 10. 664. -654.
55. 1087. 1032. 60. 697 . 637. 12. 524. 512.
19. 227. 2Lj6. 77. 45. 32. 140. 142.

34. 20. 13. 128. 122. 21. 2 26. 47.

56. 48. 16. 30. 14. 10. 45. -35.
45. -41. 26. 28. 20.27.
11. -7. 10. 14. 17. 14.

36. 27.
1.5 29. 10.

-3.

1. 7

11.
-3. -3. 1.5

61. 11. 50. 36. 20. 16. 62. 27. 35.

89. 45. !14. 96. 17. 18. 87. 53. 34.

15.
14.

: - ---



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 1)

-.....--,...

ler
, New York ! Sacrament Califo nia

Item Ski 
C . t D' ff

tjkid 
Ci ty Differ-J. y J. er-row row totalTotal ence tracts encerac s

POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population total ( 000 )

130.1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.2 332. -331. 137.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

325. -323.

... . . . ...

Change 1940-50....... -7.

. . . ... .. .

5 Pop. pet. change, 1940-50...

... .. . ...

6 Homeless pers., 1950 ( 000 ) . eo 10. -9.
Pet. of pop. homeless 1950 66. 63. 75. 68.

8 Living in:
Reg. households pet. 1950. 33.4 95. 61. 21. 92. -71.Different house than 1949.. 25. 12. 13. 34. 21. 13.

11 Sex ratio. (males: females)
297 e4 91. 206. 359. 98. 261.119 0.......................

1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

319. 94. 225.

. ; . . . . . . .

Change 1940-50....... 21. 19.

.. . . . . . . .

15 Percent nonwhite
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

18. 10.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . ..

e".

. . . . . .

Change 1940-50.......

. . .

. 8 .

.. .

19 Pet. foreign born white
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

II . . . . . 15. 14. 15.
1940 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

19. 18.

. . . . . . . . .

Change 1940-50....... -3. -3.

. . . . .. . . .

23 Pet. 6 yrs. or less of school24 1950 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

25. 18. 33. 12. 21.
1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

39. 20. 18.

. . .. . .. .

Change, 1940-50...... 0 14. 120

. . . . . . . . .

27 Pet. 65 years or over
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

21. 11. 10. 15.3
194 o. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

15. 7.3

... ... . . .

Change 1940-50.......

. . . ... . . .

422
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tr. cts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows

, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

Rochester New York Sacramento. California

~~~

:;kid 
C' t 

-.'

Item City Differ-
row 

y i 

. er-

tracts total ence total encerac s

31 Percent unemployed
1950... . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...

20. 14. 32. 25.1940. . . . . . . .

' . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

24. 14.

. . . .. . . ..

Change, 1940-50....... -9.

. . . . . . ...

35 Laborers, pet. of employed
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 18. 15. 18. 13.1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 13.

. . . .. . . ..

Change 1940-50.......

. . . ...

39 Pet. earning income less
40/ than $1,500 in 1949.. .. . . 

. . ..

64. 23. 41. 58. 23. 3h.
HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:
Number (hundreds)

1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1012 . -1010. 447. 441.1940. . . . . . . 

.. . . . . . . . . ..

939. 937.

.. . ... ...

Change 1940-50..... 73. -73.

. .. ... ...

Percent change 1940-50....

... . .. ...

Occupied by owner, pct.
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 12. 50. 38. 55. 45.1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 38. 28.

... . . . . ,

Change, 1940-50..... 12.

. . . . . . .. ..

Occupied by nonwhites pet.
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 10. 32. 26.1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

... . . . . ..

Change, 1940-50.....

... . . . . ..

Vacant, percent
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 1.8 1.51940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

.... . .. ... . . . . . . . ..

Change 1940-50.....

. . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . ..

Substandard, pct. of total 

1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53.. 44. 51. 42.
il t prior to 1920, pet... 100. 72. 27. 86. 33. 53.

Pct. with 1.51 pel'S . /room
1950. . . . . . . . . li . . . . . . 15. 12.1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.3

... . . . ...

Change , 1940-50.....

... ... ...---

- 423



Append ix Table B:

B-31

statistics of Pop'!lation and Housing f or Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)

St. Louis , Missouri I i st. Paul, Min:esota I i'san Francisco, Cq.lifornia
Skid - Diffel

': 

ra--
. City Diff'er- I City-' Differ-row' Oi ty I row i , row tracts total ence 

I" tracts 

I total tra,total enee

9 856.8 -849. I 5.9 311.3 -305.4 28. 5:4 -747.1 816.0 -808.9 6.3 287.7 -281.4 20.6 634.5 -613.2 40.8 -41.0 - 4 23.6 -24. '7. 6 140.9 -133.
-3.5 5.0 - 5 0.2 8.2 - 0 1 36.9 22.2 -1!1.

67.

27.
29.

331.
412.
81.

16.
15e

12.

27.
34.
-7.

17 .
15.

110.
4. '7

94.
13.

90.
92.

18.
13.

19.
23.
-3.

'7.
1.8

-36.
62.

66.
15.

241.
319.
-78.

-3.

-3.

11.

o. '7

12.

85.
18..

L20.
J14 .

2 3. 7

14.
22.

28.
36.

11.

1. 7

10. -9. 

96.
11.

18.
65.

-10.
I 34.9 33.

91.
91.

29.0 389.
52.6 , 418.
23.

I -
29.

9 14.0 4.
I 10.

1.5

'7.
11.
-3.

4 16.
10. 31.62 -15.

12.
2..

18.
24.

1.4 3 j

28.
32.

72.

90.
19.

101
103.

10.

15.
20.
-5.

i 13.
14.

12.
13. I 8.

54.
56.

55.
14.

288.
315.
27.

11.
10.

15.
18.

2. '7

-3.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Haws , 1940

and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 2 , continuea)

" \

St. Louis Mil.souri

.. 

-2:h JlP

,-- ' ,

eg.!!J;' ran g.?J ornia .
Skid Cit Difi'er- ' Skie! ' ! Cit . Differ- She! City Difi'er-row y row

' ,

rowtotal ence t total enee t total encerac s rac s rac s

14. 10. 14. 11. 30. 22.
27. 1,. 11. 49. 16. 32. 38. 14. 24.
12. 10. 1. 7 34. -13 21. 2

12. 19. 13. 17. 12.
15. 10. 12.

56. 27. 28. 44. 22. 22. 58. 26. 32.

2630. 2623. 14. 934. 920 . 4011 26,7. 2617.
2516. 2508. 17. 833. 816. 4h. 2222. 2178.

-1. 114. 115. -3. 101. 104. 435 . 439.

15. 4.5 19. 15. 12. 27. -9. 19. 29.

.34 . 28 26. 55. 28 . 35. 27 . 8
1.. 25. 23 . 14. 4,. - 30 . 29. 24.

11. -3.

41. 15. 25. 19. 11.
33. 11. 22. 1.6

1.7 Ih. 10.

13. 1.4 11.
12. -3. -9.

87. 28. 59. 51. 19. 31. 45. 10. 35.

96. 70. 26. 99. 64. 34. 90. 50. 40.

27. 18. 10.
15.
12. 13.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Popula tion and Housing f or Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1)

San Jose, California eattle, Washin ton
Skid SkidItem City Differ- City Differ-row total row total eneetracts enee tracts

POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population total (000)
1950...11 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95. -90. 11. 467. 455.
1940.. . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... ...

11. 368. 356.
Change 1940-50.......

. . . . . . . ..

99. -99.
5 Pop., pet. change 19L 50...

... .. . ...

27. 25.

6 Homeless pers.

, .

1950 (000)... 34. 26.
Pet. of pop, homeless 1950 16. 11. 62. 55.

8 Living in:
Reg. households, pet. 1950 80. 94. 14. 30. 92. 61.
Different house than 1949.. 22. 22. 40. 24. 16.

11 Sex ratio (males females)
19.50. . . . . . . . . . . . : . 0 . . . . 0 . . . 121. 92. 29. 28. 99. 329.
1940 . . . . . . . . . . . . 

& . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .

338. 99. 239.
Change, 1940-50.....

. . . . . . ...

90. 89.

15 Percent nonwhite
1950. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . 14.
1940. . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. .. . . . . ..

12.
Change 1940-50.......

.. . . . . ...

19 Pet. foreign born white
1950. .

' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

17. 11. 19. 11.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . II . .

. . . . ..

25. 16.
Change 1940-50.......

. . . . . . . ..

23 Pet. 6 yrs. or less of school
1950.... . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

26. 16. 22. 13.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . ..

23. 13.Change, 1940-50.......

. . . . ..

27 Pet. 65 years over
1950. . . 0 fJ . . . . . . 0 0 . . 

. . . . . . ..

14. 10. 18. 10.
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . .

11 . 9
Change 1940-50.......

. . . . . . ...

I I
1.4 1. 7
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Appendix Table B:
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Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Communit es and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 194o-5b (Part 2)

Item

31 Percent unemployed32 1950. . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

33 1940. . . . . . . . II . . . . 0 . . . . .. . . . .
34 Change , 1940-50.......
35 Laborers, pet. of emp oyed36 1950, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .37 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
38 Change, 1940 50.......
39 Pet. earning income less
40 than $1, 500 in 1949..........

HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:43 Number (hundreds)44 1950. . . . . . . It . . . . . 

. . . . .

45 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 . . .
46 Change, 1940-50.....

Percent change, 1940-50....
Occupied by owner, pet.

1950. A 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . It . . . ,
Change, 1940-50.....

Occupied by nonwhites , pet.
1950. . , . . . . . . . . . . . . t I .
1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Change, 1940-50.....
Vacant, percent

1950 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,
19Lo. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Change , 1940-50.....
Substandard, pct. of total

195 O. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Built prior to 1920, pet...

Pet. with 1.51 pers. /room
19.50..... . I) . .. .0-
1940. . . . . . . 

.. . . . . . . . . . .

Change, 1940-50.....

San Jo e, C 6rlli , WashingtontHnd 
Ci ty Differ

:: 

sITd Ci ty I Differ-now total ence row tota eneetracts tracts 
16.

. . .. . . .

10.

. . .. . .

43.

14.

. . .. . .. . .

35.

. . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. . .

16.

73.

. . .. . . . . .. . ... .. . .

29.

309.

. . .. . .. . .

60.

.. .. . .. . .. . .. . .. . .

37.

.. .. . . . . .. . .. . .. . .

14.

295.

. . .. . ... .

255.

.. ... .. . ... .. . .. . .

36.

. . .. .. 

31.0

17.
13.

51.9 26.5 I

26.
27.

11.

25.

27.0 1609.0 -1582.
52.0 1348.0 -1296.
25.0 261.0 -286.

49.0

16.

11.

78.

92.

10.

19 -,

54.
41.6
12.

-3.

11.

42.

68.

51.
-41.1
10.

11.

, .

66.

50.
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Commnities and for Cities Cont3.ining Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940 50 (Part 1, continued)

row
tracts

New York

Differ-
ence

Tacoma Washington 

GHy iffer
ow total ence I
rac s

Tol , OgSkid City Differ-row total encetracts

12. 220. 207. 143.. 7 137. 10. 303. 292.
12. 206. 193.

. . . . . . ...

2823. 272 .
14. 14.

. . . . ..

21. 20.

. . . . . . . ..

13. 10. 3.7
16. 10. 25. 22. 26. 23.

83. 93. 73. 97. 23. 72. 95. 22.
23. 17. 41. 24 8 16. 26. 13. 12.

.. '

113 . 6 95. 18. 165. 97. 68. 155. 96. 58.
115. 94. 20.

. . . . . . . .

152. 98. 53.
1.9

., . . . . . . ..

5;0

20. 18. 14. 11. -3.
11. 10.

. .. . .. . ..

1.2

. . . . . . ...

10. 14.
14. 13.

. . . . .. . ..

120

. . . . . . ...

25. 14. 11. 19. 10;3' 26. 15. 10.
30. 16. 13.

... . . . . ..

29. 19.

. . . . . . . ..

-3. -3.

10. 14. 10. 12.

... . . . . ..

10.

. . . . . . . ...

428
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Appendix T ble B: Statistics of Population and Housing f or Census Txa cts Containing
Skid Row Corrnmmities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940

." and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 2 J continued)

Syracuse. New York coma, WashingtoE , Ohiocr C' t D" ff Skid City Differ- S' City Differ-er-row row .i rowtotal ence total ence i tracts
total encerac s tracts

---.

13. 15. i 16. 10.
28. 15. 12.

. .. .. ...

i 30. 19. 11.
-:J5. 10. .5.

... . .. ... ! -

13. 13.

3.5
10. 14. .5.

.5.

.. . . . . ...

.5.

... . . . . ..

r 37.

h6. 30. 1.5 . h.5 . 8 25. 20. 18. 18.

Lt. 35. 6h5. 610. 28. .501. 473. 31. 919. 888.
L,. 40. 596. 556.

.. . .. . . ..

32. 826. -794.
.5 . 0 5h. 0

. . . . . . . ..

93.

12. 20.

. . .. . . ..

-3. 11. 14.

10. !t. 36.. 61. .55. 13. . 3 45.
.50 .5. 32. 26.

.. . . . . . . ..

44. -37.
14. -9.

... . . . . ..

14.

.52
16. 1.6 15.
10.

... . . . . ..

1.1
.5.

.. . .. . . ..

.56

.57
12.

.. . . . . . ..

.59 10. -7.

. . . . . . . ..

.5..

31. 1.5 . 6 16. 66. Ih. 3 .51. 48. 10. 37.

68. 67. 76. 4.5 . 30. 9h. 63. 31.

1.8

. . .

II . .

.... . . . . . . .. ! -,,,., '"

!i29



Appendix Table B:
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Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tr. cts Oontaining
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940
and 1950 , and Change , 1940-50 (Part 1) 

Item

POPULA TION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)
1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3 '19L o . . . . . . . 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . 

0 . .

4 Change, 1940-50.......
5 Pop., pet. change , 19ho-50...
6 Homeless pers. , 1950 (000)...

Pet. of pop. homeless , 1950

8 Living in:
Reg. households, pet., 195010 Different house than 1949..

11 Sex ratio. . (males females) 12 1950. .. . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . . t . . . .13 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
14 Change , 1940-50.......
15 Percent nonwhite16 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .17 1940 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
18 Change , 1940-50.......
19 Pet. foreign born white20 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .21 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 .
22 Change , 1940-50.......
23 Pet. 6 yrs. or less of. school24 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .25 1940. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .26 Change, 1940-50.......
27 Pet. 65 years or over28 1950. . G . . . . . 0 . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . 

29 1940. II . 0 . . . o. . . . . . . . . . . . . . c30 Change, 1940-50.......

Washington. D.
Skid Differ-row J. y
tracts total enee

44.
50.

11.

8,,
19.

80.
20.

99.
105.

74.
64.
10.

, .

39.
40.
1.4

1.4

802 .
663.
139.

21.

73.

89.
20.

89.
91.

35.
28.

15.
18.

-757.
612 . 8
145.

-9.

64.
10.

10.
13.
-3.

39.
35.

23.
22.
1.4

1.3
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows , 1940

and 1950, and Change , 1940-50 (Part 2)

Item

31 Percent unemployed
32 1950. . . . . . . . 6 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .

33 1940. . . e 8 . 00 . .0 . . . . . . . . . . . . .
34 Change, 1940-50.......
35 Laborers , pet. of employed

36 1950. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . "37 1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .

38 Change, 1940-50.......
39 Pet. earning income less
40 than 50e in 1949..........

HOUSING STATISTICS

42 Dwelling units:43 Number (hundreds)44 1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

45 1940.. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

46 Change , 1940-50.....

Washington. D.

Skid 

row f J.Y
tractsi total ence-T' 

\ 3.9 I
10.2 i20.

13.

17.
15.

41. 23.

6,,

11.
10.
1.8

18.

107.0 2297.0 -2190.
124. 0 1851.0 -1727
17.0 446.0 -463.

Percent change , 1940-50.... -13.

Occupied by ovvner , pet.

1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1940 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Change, 1940-50.....
Occupied by nonwhites , pet.

1950. . . . . . . e

. . . . . . . . 

1940. . . II e . . . . . . . . . . . 0 .

Change, 1940-50... Q.

Vacant, percent
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

0 . .

19L o . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 .
Change , 1940-50.....

Substandard, pet. of total
1950 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Built prior to 1920 , pet...

Pet. with 1.51 pers . /room
1950. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1940. 

. . . . . . . . . . . 

GO . 0 . . a

Change, 194b-

....

11.

67.
54.
12.

45.

86.

17.
2)e

7.,

24.

31.
28.

27.
21.

12.

38.

8..
3..

37.

20.
19.

40.
33.

33.

47.

12.
16..
-3Q

q31
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NATIONAL OPINION RESEARCH CENTER
Universi ty of Chicago

5711 Woodlawn Avenue
Chicago 37

Tel. : FAirfax 4-7354

CONFIDENTIAL
SURVEY 395

JULY 1957
Form A

RECONNAISSANCE OF RESOURCE PERSONS-)c

Study of Homeless ? Areas in MetroRolises

NaJe : Position:.lA

Organization:

Address:

This study deals with low-income men who do not live with a family but stay in
hotels , missions, or rooming-houses. Our principal areas of study are the so-called 11 skid rowll or 1I homeless men II areas of the city.
One part of this study is to interview persons who have had experience with the
problems of these areas and the men who live there. You have been chosen as one
of the persons to be interviewed because your work has brought you into contact
wi th the homeless men areas. The object of this interview is to learn from the
knowledge , insights, impressions, and conclusions you have developed out of your
experience. By interviewing several persons like you and pooling the information
they give us, we hope to arrive at a better understanding of these areas and the
problems they present. THE INFORMATION YOU GIVE WILL BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL IN THAT
YOUR NJI.ME AND THE NAM OF YOUR ORGANIZATION WILL NEVER BE LINKED hlITH ANY OF THE
ANSWERS YOU GIVE. We will analyze all of the interviews we take and make an inte-
grated report without identifying or revealing the source of any particular item
of information.

The follovdng questions are intended to take the inventory of your knowledge de-
scribed above; however, please do not let the questions be a straightjacket. 
one of these questions causes you to think of another question that may not be
asked, please II take t.ime out" to discuss the question you think is important.
(If you are filling out this interveiJ without an interviewer, you may add extra
comments on the backs of the sheets or attach extra sheets at the end. ) We are
not sure that we have listed all of the questions we should ask and want you to
volunteer as much additional information as you can.

NOTE: This schedule is designed to be completed either by direct interview or
by an individual "interviewing himself" and recording his own answers.

The questions are worded as if they were being asked by an interviewer. It is
suggested, if you are filling out the schedule 1d thout an interviewer, that you
read all of the questions, then begin to write your answers.
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PART 1. TH GENERAL PROBLE

First, I I d like to know a bit about your job and how it causes you to be
famliar "Wth the problems of homeless men and of homeless men areas.
("What are your duties with respect to the problems of these men?) (About
how many do you talk to directly during an average month?)

How long have you been working "Wth homeless men? years

Some people say that all the men on skid row are pretty much alike. How do
you feel about this--do you agree or disagree? (What makes you say that?)

-2-



What are the main types or kinds of men one finds in the homeless men areas?
The yellow page which follows presents a classification of homeless. men found
in homeless men areas. Flease rip it out to refer to, for we will use your
classification throughout this interview and we will be asking several ques-
tions based on this classification.

Jl1y first question is: What proportion of the men in the homeless men areas
do you think belong in each category? lie realize that no one knovJs the pre-
cise answer , but we want your best guess If we have missed any types or
kinds of men, please enter a brief description of the group Lin one of the
spaces marked "Other. "7 (Enter percentage figures in the right-hand columbelow. If no men fall into a given category, please enter a "0. Be sure
to include percentage figures for each group you add as well as for those
already on the list.

Proportion all
Type or kind of homeless men homeless men who are

this type

Elderly or physically disabled men

Semi-settled settled workingmen

Migratory workers

----

Transient "bums 

Resident bums II

Criminals and workers ille gal enterprises

Chronic alcoholics--unable work--no'C rehabili table.

2. Chronic alcoho Ii c s-- physi cally rehabili table but
mentally ill

g-3. Chronic alcoholics--physi cally rehabili table
serious mental illness 1----
Othe r (SPECIFY)'

Other (SPECIFY)

0 the r (SPECIFY)

TOTAL HOMELESS MEN 100 pe r cent

'j IU 



A CLASSIFICATION OF HOMELESS l'1EN

=== = = = == == =- ===== = = === ======= = = = = = ==== == == == = ==: == == = = = = = = == = = = == == === = = == == ==

Elderlv or physically dis g.lJJ.ed me:t:--unable to "Jerk or retired-- li ving on pen-
sions , public assistance, or private aid. May drink, but are not chronic al-
coholics as defined below (see g-

, g-

, g-3).

Semi-settled or settled workingmn--employed or employable--seeking work. Us-
ly work at unskilled or low-paying jobs. Reside in the aroa rather perma-

nently, although frequently may change residence from one botel or rooJuing-
house to another. May drink, but are not chronic alcoholics as defined below
(see g-

, g-

, g-3).

Migratory workers--seasonal or temporary workers on railroad gangs , farm har-
vest laborers, or other migratory 'llorkers who come to the city between jobs
to spend the winter, or to get a temporary job here before Umoving on tl to
another place. May drink, but are not chronic alcoholics as defined below (see

, g-

, g-3).

Transient tlbmnsll--men who just wander from one place to another, who make a
living by begging and seeking help from charitable organizations in preference
to work. They stay in town for only a short time. Hay drink, but are not
chronic alcoholics as defined belo'Vl (see g-

, g-

, g-3).

Resident tlbums"--semi-settled or settled panhandlers or other shiftless men 1'iho

are physical y able to l.Jork but choose not to work. Hay drink, but are not
chronic alcoholics as defined below (see g-

, g-

, g-3).

Criminals and workers in illegal enterprises professional thieves , gamblers
pimp confidence men , etc. l1ay drink, but are not chrome alcoholics as de-
fined below (see g-

, g-

, g-3).

Chronic alcoholics--men who have passed beyond the " excessive drinking stage
nd who cannot control their drinking enough to hold a job or take care of
themselves. These men are arrested repeatedly for drunkenness or disorderly
conduct and spend a sizable proportion of their time in jailor in other places
for detaining drunks. The following three sub-classes of alcoholics may be
recognized:

(1) Chronic alcoholics--unable to work--elderly or physically disabled
men including derelicts Idth irreparable alcoholic deterioration;

(2 ) Physically rehabilitable alcoholics , mentally ill--wl wont major
physical handicaps or poor healtll that would prevent working, but
with symptoms of mental illness;

Physically rehabilitable alcoholics , no serious mentaJ ill with-
out major physical handicaps or poor health that would prevent work-
ing, no apparent serious mental illness.

---

Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIFY)
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What brings each kind of men to the homeless men areas? For each group, des-
cribe the social or economic forces which attract the men. (Enter in right-
hand column, opposite the name of each group.

Type of homeless men Reasons for being on skid row or
in homeless men area

==== = = == == ==== = = = = = == == = = = == === = ======= == =========== == ========= = =========== == == 

Elderly or physically
disabled men

Semi-settled
settled workingmen

Migratory workers

Transient "bums"

Re sident "bums"

Criminals and workers
in illegal enterprises

g-l. Chroni c alcoholics--
unable work--not
rehabili table

Chronic alcoholics--
physically rehabili-
table mentally ill

g-3. Chronic alcoholics--
phys i cally rehabili -
table serious
mental illness

Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIF'Y)



Form 

6. A. Do you think the character or personality structure of homeless men is
"different!! from just ordinary people who live in other parts of town?
For example , how does the personality makeup of elderly or physically
disabled men on Skid Row compare with that of elderly or physically dis-
abled men who live elsewhere in the city?

L: No real difference L: Different in the following ways:

How about the
Row--how does
workingmen in

No real

personality of semi-settled or settled workingmen on Skid
it compare with the personality of semi-settled or settled
other parts of town?

difference Different in the following ways:

C. And how do migratory workers on Skid Row compare vdth migratory irJorkers
in other parts of the city--as far as personality goes?

No real difference L: Different in the following ways:

D. And how about the character or personality structure of transient !!bumsll?
In what ways, if any, do they differ from transient "bums !! in other parts
of town?

No real difference Different in the following ways:

E. And how about the character or personality structure of resident IIbums ll?
In'tvhat ways" if any, do they differ from resident !!bums" who live in
other parts of town?

No real difference Different in the following ways:



6a.. Form A.

F. Does the character or personality of criminals and workers in illegal enter-
prises on Skid Row differ from the character and personality of comparable
groups found in other parts of town?

L: No real difference L: Different in the following ways:

(l) And now let t s compare the personality of the Skid Row alcoholics who are
unable to work and are not rehabilitable with the corresponding group of
alcoholics who live in other parts of town. How does the Skid Row group
compare personality-wise with the others?

L: No real difference L: Different in the following ways:

(2) How about the mentally ill chronic alcoholic on Skid Rowand the mentally
ill chronic alcoholic in other parts of town? In what ways, if any, are
the ones on Skid Row different?

L: No real difference L: Different in the following ways:

G. (3) And last, letts look at the chronic alcoholics who are physically re-
habili table and who have no serious mental illness. In what ways, if
any, are the ones on Skid Row different from the ones in other parts
of town--as far as personality goes?

1: No real difference L: Different in the following ways:

Other group (SPECIFY)

L: No real difference L: Different in the following ways:

(PLESE USE BACK OF PAGE IF YOU HAVE ADDED GROUPS I. OR 
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UNLESS PREVIOUSLY ANS JERED, ASK:
do you think are heavy drinkers?

What proportion of the men on skid row

Percentage or proportion

ASK EVERYONE: In general, what do you think are the main causes of heavy
drinking among home Ie ss men?

Do you think the "skid row" environment makes chronic alcoholics out
of many homeless men who would be able to control their, drinking if
they lived in a community where heavy drinking was not customary?
Or do you think the homeless men area is simply a collecting-place
for men who would become chronic alcoholics even in a normal com-
muni ty? (CIRCLE ONLY ONE CODE.

In more cases , Skid Row makes chronic alcoholics out of men

who would not be alcoholics if they lived elsewhere

. . 

In more cases , Skid Row simply co llects alcoholics

. . 

Both statements are important explanations. Skid Row makes
chronic alcoholics out of a significant proportion but it al-
so collects a significant proportion of alcoholics

. . 

Why do you feel this way?

10. Do you think anything might be done to help the homeless men inJho cannot
control their drinking? What can be done?



11. What other action do you think the city, sta.te -' and federal governments
might take to rehabilitate the different kinds of men you named earlier?
Let I s take each group separately:

Type or kind of
homeless men

Action which city, state or federal government
should take to rehabilitate each group

==== == = == === == = = = = == ===== = == == === == == == ==== = === == = = = == == == == = === = == == = = = === = =

Elderly or physically
disabled men

Semi-settled or set-
tled workingmen

Migratory workers

Transient "bu.ms"

Resident "bums

.L . Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIFY)

441
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12. 1jJhat do you think the city, state, and federal governments should do for
those men who can't be rehabilitated?

l2X. So far, l\Te Ve been talking about the homeless men areas that have been in
existence for some time. Vhat are the physical boundaries of the area or
areas you Ive been discussing in previous questions? (Please give approxi-
mate locations, using street intersections, if possible.

12Y. Do you feel that any other areas Df this type have been developing in recent
years?

Yes. . . 

. . . . 

. . . 1*

No . 

. . . . . 

. . . . 2

:-IF "YES , II ASK A .AD 

A. Where (are these)(is this)? (Please give approximate locations
using street intersections, if possible.

How do you explain this new development 

-- 

what has caused it?
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Now, getting back to the homeless men areas we were dis cussing earlier 

those that have been in existence for some time 

-- 

do you think that there
are now more or less homeless men in these areas than there were in 1950?

More l?t-

Less

Fluctuating.
change.

*ASK A AND B UNESS "NO CHANGEIJ

A. When did the increase or decrease come?

B. What do you think is responsible for this change?

l),j.. Do you think that the proportions in each of the groups we discussed
earlier (on the yellow page) have changed appreciably since 19501

Yes. 

. . . . . . 

No . 

. . 

"IF "YES, f! ASK A AND B

A. Which types have increased? (Why is that?)

(And why is that?)Which types have decreased?

!i43
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14x. Of course, one could classify the men in these areas by race, nationality,

or by the part of the country they come from. Have you noticed any increase
or decrease in any groups like that?

IF "YE, If ASK A AND ,

A. Which groups have increased (are increasing)?

Which groups have decreased (are decreasing)?

Yes. . .

. . .

15.

No . 

. . . . . .

Do you think these changes have affected the kinds of problems that
exist here (in homeless men areas)? (In what way?)

Do you expect the number of homeless men in these areas to get larger Or
smaller in the next ten years?

Larger
Smaller.

*A. (UNLESS fiNO CHANGEfI):

No change.
Why will that happen, do you think?
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16. We want to interview all the people who have had relevant experience with
these men. Could you tell me some people whom you feel we should inter-
view?

17. And now I d like to know vfuether there are any other questions we should
be asking or any other areas you feel we should explore in this study.
In other words , what haven't I asked you that I should have? (Is there
anything at all that we should cover in order to develop a better under-
standing of the problem of homele ss men areas in large ci tie S7 )
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PART II. WHAT SHOULD BE: DONE ABOUT HOUSING?

Ci ty planners and urban renewal experts are tryng to rebuild the
slum neighborhoods that adjoin homeless men areas. If the skid
row is allowed to remain, the rebuilt areas will not attract the
types of residents desired and may quickly revert to sllUTs. Also
many observers believe that at least some types of the homeless
men would respond favorably to a well- designed and sustained pro-
gram of rehabilitation. THE BIG QUESTION IS: IIvJHAT SHOULD BE

DO!:'E THAT vJILL BE EFFCTIVE IN THE LONG RUN? 

Suppose we use the categories you developed earlier to classify
the homeless men for purposes of planning for their housing and
welfare.

lId like to know what kind of housing should be provided for each
group of men who should provide it, and where it should be. Let's
take these questions one by one.

. !t4 6
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18. The pink page which follows lists six possible types of housing. (Pleaserip out this page to refer to. What type of housing would you suggest
for each class of homeless person? Feel free to suggest some other type
of housing if none of these seems right to you. (Record appropriate code
letter in Colum 1 below.

19. Who should provide new housing for each group of homeless men? The top of
the blue page which follows (rip out for convenience) lists four possibili-
ties or you can add your own idea if you don't like these. (Record appropri-
ate code letters in Column 2 belolrl.

20. vmere should this housing be located? The bottom half of the blue page
lists three kinds of sites that have been suggested. Which would you favor
for each group of men? Again, feel free to suggest your own al ternati ve if
you don t agree with any of these. (Record by code letter in colum 3 below. )

Preferred By whom should Preferred
Type or kind of homeless men type of housing be location of

housing provided housing
(1) (2)

Elderly or physically disabled
men.

Semi-settled or settled work-
ingmen'

Migratory workers

Transient "bums

Residential IIbums ll 

Criminals and workers in
illegal enterprises

Chronic alcoholics--unable to

work--not rehabili table

Chronic alcoholics--physically
rehabili table but mentallyill

g-3. Chronic alcoholics--physically
rehabili table serious men-
tal illness

Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIFY)

Other (SPECIFY)
/, 7
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PO SS IBLE TYPES OF HOUSING

FDR HOMELESS 11EN

Apartments, in which two or three congenial persons could live.

Single-room unts of hotel-type accommodation, with eating and recre-
ational facilities somewhat like a typical yr1CA No liquor served
on the premises:-Bath and toilet facilities shared.

Single-room units of hotel- type accommodation, without other facili-ties. Units to be maintained at the level of cleanliness and comfort
of typical TI1CA Rooms of about 100 square feet in size. ath and
toilet facili tie s shared.

Single-room yni ts of hotel-tYpe accommojation, without other facties. Units to furnish bare necessities of decency and comfort, but
to be clean and livable. ooms of about 70 square feet.

Cubicle- type units (large rooms subdivided into sleeping units by
fireproof wallboard extending up from the floor about 7-8 feet, open
at the top, with protective mesh covering the enclosure). Minimum
adequate light, ventilation. Each room with facilities for storing
clothes and for sitting.

Open dormitorJ- type units Beds located in open barracks- type arrange-
ment, with a metal locker and chair for each bed.

A suitable public institution, such as an old-folks I home or hospital
for indigent persons, where physical or mental ailments would be treated

NO NE. No public funds should be spent on housing for this group.

(SPECIFY. )Other.

NOTE: Each of the above types presupposes adequate
fireproof construction and fire protection
as well as adequate facilities for heating
and ventilation. vmere bath and toilet
facili ties are shared, the number of persons
per unit would not be excessive.
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WHO SHOULD PROVIDE NEl'J HOUSING FOR HOlvlELESS MEN?

SOll8 POSSIBILITIES TO CONSIDER

Pri vate hotel and rooming house owners should provide housing which is regu-
lateci only by our existing zoning and buildill codes This 'lJOuld not involve
public subsidies or special government funds.

Pri vate hotel and rooming house owners should provide new or converted build-
ings in places specified by the city plan commission and regulated by a spe-
cial health, welfare, and rehabilitation ordinance that would specify the
minimum facilities that must be provided, and that would require the manage-
ment to participate in a possible federal-state-local program of rehabili-
tation and treatment of chronic alcoholism by providing space for certain
rehabilitation programs.

e City should provide new or converted buildings at rates which make such
public shelters as nearly self-sustaining as possible. This would be anintegral part of aErogram to rehabilitate present residents of skid row
areas and to prevent the development of new crops of homeless n , insofar as
possible. The principal objective would be to rehabilitate or cure rather
than to recover costs.

The City should provide new or converted buildings owned and operated on a
self-supporting basis by the City. These hotels would be required to charg
rates suffic ent to pay their expenses without subsidy.

Other (SPECIFY):

NOTE: Assmne that this housing would be of a
type sui table to the groups involved.

~~~ - . *" . *" ..

-1*" fo 

*' - ..;

-jf- fo 

p;*" *' ..;

POSSIBLE LOCATION OF HOUSING

At approximately the same sites as homeless men areas are now located.

Scattered throughout the city in small units but located in such a way
that they are readily accessible to the principal industries that offer
employment.

Located in a rural or semi-rural setting (applies only to the groups
clas sed as unable to work or in need of rehabili ta ti on) .

(SPECIFY. )Other

449
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It has been proposed that the Federal Government, as a part of its housing
program, provide funds (matched with local funds) with which to provide low-
cost public housing for elderly persons. Assume that this housing would be
of a type suitable to the way of life of the groups involved. Under these
conditions, WOUL YOU FAVOR TIlE EXTENSION OF THIS PROGRA TO COVER ELDERLY
HOI1ELESS MEN (65 years of age and over)?

21.

Strongly approve

. .

Approve. . ..

. . .

Don I t know

. . . . 

Disapprove

. . . .

Strongly disapprove.

22. (IF NOT ALREADY ANSWERED) Do you think a program of public shelters should
be part of the City I S homeless men program?

A. Why do you think this way?

Approve. . 

Disapprove

. . . .

For whom (what types of men) should they be used?

22X.

Do you think public shelt ers would attract "bums" and derelicts from
other cities?

Yes. . . 

How strictly do you think existing housing codes are being enforced in the
homeless men areas?

HF IISOME LAXITY" OR "QUITE LAX, II ASK

In what way is it lax?

No 

. . 

Undecided.

. . . . . .

Very strict enforcement

. .

Generally strict, some laxity

Enforcement quite lax 

. . 

Don 't know.

27t-

450



23. \Vhat other ideas or suggestions
done about housing

-16a..

can you give us about "What should be

451
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PART III. WHT SHOULD BE DONE ABOUT HEALTH, REABILITATION, vJELFARE?

It is frequently said that prevention of degeneracy and rehabilitation of homeless
men must accompany a major housing at ack on the problem of homeless men if long-run success is to be accomplished. THIS MEAi\TS THAT A WELFARE PROGRA AND A HOUSING
PROGRA 'lST BE INTEGRATED WITH EACH OTHER. The preceding section has inventoriedyour judgments about the housing program. This section undertakes to inventory
your ideas concerning the elements of a welfare program that would be both effec-
ti ve and practical.

We would like you, in answering these questions, to continue to think of the home-
less men area as being comprised of the same principal types of men described in
Sections I and II.

24. In your opinion, what should be the elements of a program of rehabilitation
and prevention of degeneracy in homeless men areas? Here are some possible
activi ties. We would like to know how you feel about including each of the
following activities as part of a comprehensive program for homeless men
areas. For each activity, we want to know whether you strongly approve
a;eprove disapprove , or strongly disapprove (Circle the one appropriate
code number for each activity. If you have any qualifications or comments
please use the space just left of the code categories.

Nothing should be done in addition to present facilities available
for all ci tizens.

Strongly approve

Approve

. . . . . . 

Disapprove

. . . .

Strongly di sapprove
Canlt decide

. .

A unit should screen homeless men applying at health, welfare, or
charitable agencies for assistance. The men should be referred to
the proper agency, wlth preliminary recommendations for a program
of help or rehabilitation.

Strongly approve

Approve

Disapprove

. . 

Strongly disapprove

Can I t de c: de 

. . . .

If the city has a municipal shelter program, the admssion of persons
to this shelter, the conditions under which they rew , and the stand-
ards of conduct they must maintain should be regulated by welfare
authori ties.

Strongly approve

. .

App rove

. . 

Disapprove

. . . . 

Strongly disapprove

Can I t decide

. . 

NOTE: If you do not approve of a public she I ter program, indicate by
placing an X in the box provided. 

. . . . . . . . 
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Continued

Facilities should be provided to counsel and advise applicants con-

cerning personal, financial, or other problems that may be contrib-
uting to their present condition.

Strongly approve

. . 

Approve

. . . . 

Disapprove

. . . . 

Strongly disapprove

Can 't decide

. . 

Facili ties should be provided for obtaining clothing, and arranging
for meals and essential expenses for non-alcoholic men in need of
temporary assistance while finding work and getting their first pay.

Strongly approve

. .

App rove

. . . . . .

Disapprove

. . 

Strongly disapprove

Can't decide

. . . .

Facilities should be provided for helping applicants obtain employ-
ment, both regular and temporary.

strongly approve

. . 

Approve 

. . 

Disapprove

. . . 

Strongly disapprove

Can!t decide

. . 

Facili tie s should be provided for heJping applicants obtain needed
medical, psychiatric, or health care.

Strongly approve

Approve

. . . . . . 

Disapprove

. . . .

Strongly dis approve

Can't decide

. . . .

Facilities should be provided for inspecting and observing the living

condi tions and operating practices in hotels , lodging-houses , restau-
rants , taverns , and other business establishments serving these men
and to bring to the attention of pOlice, health authorities , or others
instances of violations of municipal codes that affect the health
safety, or welfare of the homeless men.

Strongly approve

. . 

Approve 

. . 

Disapprove

. . 

Strongly disapprove

Can I t decide

. . 

453
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Continued

Facili ties should be provided to seek the aid of the men! s fan lies
in an effort to get financial support and assistance in effecting
the ir rehabili ta tion.

Strongly approve

Approve

. . 

Disapprove

. . . .

Strongly disapprove

Can't decide

. . 

Facili ties should be provided for a ci ty-wide progra of low-cost
all-season recreation for low-income homeless persons that would make
it possible to find companionship and recreation without recourse to
taverns. This could include recreation rooms , TV, clubs and interest
groups, therapy classes.

Strongly approve

. . 

Approve

Disapprove

. . . . 

Strongly disapprove

Can't decide

. . 

Facili ties should be provided for occupational retraining and re-
habilitation of non-alcoholic men with physical handicaps or low
degrees of skill.

Strongly approve

Approve

. . . . 

Disapprove

. . . .

Strongly dis approve

Can't decide

. . 

Other (SPECIFY)
Strongly approve

. .

Approve

. . . . 

Disapprove

, . 

Strongly disapprove

Can't decide

. .

454



20-

25. It has been proposed that a Bureau for Homeless and Transient Men should be
established and operated by the City. Its possible functions are those we
just been discussing.

Do you approve of the establishment of a Bureau for Homeless and Tran-
sient Men and its operation by the City?

Strongly approve

ApPl"OVe . . 

. . . .

Disapprove

Strongly disapprove

Can t decide

For each activity listed (in Question 24), we would like to know
whether you would strongly recommend turning the job of planning and
organizing to the Bureau, whether you recommend it but n t so strongly,
whether you disapprove, or 'lJ"hether you strongly disapprove (Record
the code letter for each program listed in Question 2 on the appro-
pria te line belo'lJ".

Strongly recommend the following

Recommend the following

Am uncertain about the following

Disapprove of the follo"Wng as
functions of the Bureau

Strongly disapprove of the follow-
ing as functions of the Bureau

26. And now a question about recreational facilities. What
facilities , if any, do you think should be provided for
ysically disabled men

recreational
elderly. or

And what recreational facilities should be provided for other home-
less men?
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27. In your opinion, what should be the elements of a program of rehabilitation
and prevention for chronic alcoholism in homeless men areas? Below are
listed some possible activities. Please indicate whether you approve or
disapprove having each activity included as a part of a comprehensive pro-
gram for homeless men areas.

The first offense of drunkenness or disorderly conduct involving
drunkenness should be regarded very seriously throughout the city,
and a special program of prevention should be installed. Instead
of being fined or sentenced to jail, each first offender should be
sentenced to an alcoholism-prevention clinic for a period of three
days. During this time he would be interviewed by psychiatric so-
cial workers, physicians and counselers. The reason for the occasion
for acute alcoholism should be ascertained. ftSter all tests and in-
terviews, the patient should be counseled and advised. Social workers
should help carry out the program planned for the individual.

Strongly approve

Approve

. .

Disapprove

. . . .

strongly disapprove

Can 't decide

. .

All heavy drinkers should be considered to be persons afflicted tdth
a chronic disease, not persons given to breaking the law. A program
for chronic alcoholics would emphasize treatment and rehabilitation
rather than punishment, A welfare unit should be operated in con-
junction with the courts before which drunks are brought for sen-
tencing, 

rong y approve

Approve

. . 

Disapprove

. . 

Strongly disapprove

Canlt decide

. . 

Chronic alcoholics who are not also incorrigible should be sent (with
the consent of the man) to a re-training center, instead of being sen-
tenced to a jail term for drunkenness or disorderly conduct. This
center would employ the most modern medical, psychiatric, and socio-
logical techniques in attempting to initiate rehabilitation. This
could be a single , municipally-operated center or could be a special
facili ty of several hospitals.

Strongly approve

. .

Approve

Disapprove
Strongly disapprove

Can I t decide

. .
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Con tinued
Alcoholics who are discharged from a re- training center should be
required to spend several weeks in a IIhalfway-housel! or center
i",here they can be employed at useful jobs and trained by experts
in vocational rehabilitation. They have no access to alcohol on
the premises but would have access to a normal co uni ty. This
program is one of vocational and occupational rehabilitation and
of reinforcing the re- training center's work. Needed psychiatric
counselling, or other assistance could be continued in this phase.
Assistance is given in locating a job upon 11 graduation. 

Strongly approve

Approve

Disapprove

Strongly disapprove

Can! t decide

Chronic alcoholics who will never be self-supporting again because
of age or irreparable physical and mental deterioration should be
insti tu tionalized.

Strongly approve

Approve

. . . . . .

Di s appro ve

Strongly disapprove

Can r t decide

. .

The City should have an integrated program of Health Inio:ration for

Ci tizens one part of which would iniorm ci tizems about alcoholism
its dangers, and procedures for cure. This information should be
a part of the formal training of all junior and senior high school
students. It should be available without charge for adult education
in factories or organizations desiring to inform their employees or
members.

Strongly approve

. . 

Approve

. .

Disapprove

. . 

Strongly disapprove

Gan I t decide

. . 

The program of Alcoholics Anonyous should be made available as a
part of the re-training program for those patients who vnsh to partici-
pa te.

Strongly approve

Approve

. . . . 

Disapprove

. . . . . .

Strongly disapprove

Can I t decide

. .
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27. Continued.

The work facili tie s of the Salvation Army and other chari table
organizations should be utilized as a part of the re- training
program.

Strongly approve

Approve

. . . . 

Disapprove

. . . . . .

Strongly disapprove

Cantt decide

Other (SPECIFY)
Strongly approve

Approve

. . . . . .

Disapprove

. . 

Strongly disapprove

Can't decide

. . . .

28. Please give us any other observations, comments or advice you have about
the health, welfare and rehabilitation of NON-ALCOHOLIC homeless men.

29. And now we'd like any observations, comments, or other advice you have to
offer about the health, welfare and rehabilitation of the homeles s men who
are HEAVY DRINKERS BUT NOT CHRONIC ALCOHOLICS:

30. Any other comments or suggestions about the homeless men who are CHRONIC
ALCOHOLICS, and their welfare, health and rehabilitation?
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31. How strictly do you
alcoholic beverages

think the existing ordinances concerning the sale of
are being enforced in this city?

Very strict enforcement

. . . . 

Generally strict, some laxity

Enforcement quite lax. 

. . 

Don I t know

. . 

32. In your opinion, does strict enforcement of existing ordinances concerning
the sale of alcoholic beverages make the problem of heavy drinking and
chronic alcoholism become less acute and easier to handle in the homeless
men areas?

Yes

. . . . . .

0 . .
*IF "YES" ASK
problem?

In what ways would such enforcement assist in solving this

33. In general do you think the following conditions are prevalent in "homeless
menll areas? Yes 

Owners and operators of flophouses offering less comfort and
safety from fire than the income from their operation would
perIn t? . . 

. . 

eo , . . e , . 0 . . 

. . 

0 . 

Restaurant ovmers and operators prov ding food of lower
quality, and less adequately prepared, than the prices
charged warran t? . n n
Taverns and liquor stores selling liquor on credit? 

. . . . 

Selling cheap liquor at prices for better quality liquor? 

. . 

Stores and taverns selling canned heat and other injurious
alcoholic products with the knowledge that they will be taken
internally? 

. . . . . . . . 

to 

" . . . . . . . . . . 

Other (SPECIFY)

34. .Ad now we would welcome any further comments
you can offer concerning the entire problem of
residents , which we haven r t already discussed.
neces sary. )

information or suggestions
homeless men areas and their
(Use additional pages if
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PART IV. A FEW" ITEr-IS OF INFOID1ATION ABOUT THE RESPONDENT

What is your major occupation at pre sent?

What Vias the highest grade of school you completed'i'

Grade school High school College , Bachelors

.,___..-

Hasters

---"-

Doctors

----

If you have college deg:cees , i"hat was your major field of study for eachdegree? 
Bachelors Has ters Doctors

How old are you? (Age at last birthday)

(Protestant , Catholic
Jewish, Other)

What is your religious affiliation?

(Single , Married, Widowed
Divorced)

What is your mad tal status?

In what state or country were you born?

What was the nationality of your parents? Father 1-Jas born in

Mother was born in

In which of the following categories does your income before taxes ) fall?

Under 500 per year . 1

, 500 - $5, 000 . . . 2

$5, 000 - $7,500 . . 3

$7, 500 - $10 000 . . . . 4

$10 000 or over . 5
In general, which of the poEtical parties reflects best your ideas on
domestic problems and policies? 

pu can par y . 

. . 

Democratic party

. . . . 

. 2

Nei ther party - (am e.n independent). 3

Do you own or rent our house or a artment? Own . . . 1

Rent . 2

How many years of your life have you lived in this city or its environs?
460years.
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Field control number

Hotel or Residence

Address"

....--

CO NPIDENTIAL
SurV8:)t 395

January, 1:; 5::

-".--

CONTENT:Room or bed number

Sampling weight

---

III

;=:= == == ==== == =; == = == === == == ===== = ==== == == = = = = == = = = ===== = == == = = == == == = ===== ==

NATIONAL OPINION PESEARCH CENTER

University of Ohicago

== == == ====== = = = === = == == == == = = == === = = = = == == :==: == == = == = = === = = == == == = = == = = === = = = == = ==

REPONDENT I S 
FirSt

ETHldC TYPE
JYidcUe) Last

Intervieuer

Date assigned Date of interview

Callback record:

Call Date Time ResultsNo. Interviewer Remarks

---.------ ----- -------

GArtD Ii

(1- 3-Interview Number

I AJ1 1rJORIaNG FOR THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO. WE ARE l'!KING A PUBLIC OPINION
POLL OF MEN HiO LIVE ON (WEST 1-'!DISON) (SOUTH STATE) (NORTH CLARK) STREET
AND I HAVE A FE1rJ QUESTIONS TO ASK YOU. WE HOPE TO FIND 1rvAYS TO HELP YOU
MEN WHO LIVE IN THESE AREAS. IN ORDER TO DO THISlrJE MUST LEARN A LITTI:
ABOUT THE llINGS YOU LIKE AND NEED AND '\TANT . MY FIRST QUESTION IS:

How is your health?
poor?

Would you say that it is excellent, good, fair, or

Excellent

. . 

. 4- 1

Good

Fair
Poor

. .

o . .

1..
"h9
': v 
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C.A1D I

FOR EACH AI LME N1' LISTED ABOVE 1\K:

1.vat kind of treatment did you get for it during the past t,vo ueeks?

REATMENT CODE

No medical treatment . Q1

Self medication 111

Talked to a doctor

Went to a clinic

f!l

'"'. .

'4##

Druggist prescribed . . 2# Went to a hospital f:-'
71 Tr

#B. FOR ALL 4ll'gENT IJ.JVtI.QH NO lEATJ''1N:1' 1EDICAUOl\T O -.RUqG:rS
PRESCRIBE2-NLY : M1Y didn't you see a doctor or go to a clinic?

IMc. FOR ALL Alil1ENTS IN wHICH DOCTOR, CLINIC OR HOSPITAL VISIT IIJVOLVED:
HOTiJ 'di' u maM:fSe t'h cOcJt'--reymta" to pa it yo'i81f-;
,-Jas it free, or did someone else pay for it? (HovJ much did youpay?) (Who paid for it?) (How did you happen to get free care?)

Ail- 'lreat- 
!tP,ment ment 
liD.

No. code

#c. Pas7Jent of m expenses. easona or no seelng -

.. . "

. tDoc tor (If 0 1 2 in D Pal d by , man Nho a ' d H 
01rT d1.d you . hapjJen to 

, .

Amt. ($) 1. free care (1.f releve,nt)?

..-. ---

.... 'I5. 

=== =- == ==== = = = = = = = == == = == == == === == = = = = = = == = == == = 

c== = === == T === = = = 

= = == == = = = == = ===== = =

': u



-4-
CARD I

1-2. During the past twelve months have you been a patient in a hospital?

No . .
Yes

IF "YES , \1 ASK:

How many times were you in the hospital? times
FOR EACH TIME PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMTION

B. When did you enter the hospital?
C. How many days were you in the hospital this time?

in the past year.

D. What was the matter? (Anything else?)

(Count only days

Were any operations performed on you during this stay in the hospital?
(What was the operation? Any other operation?)

What is the name of the hospital you were in? (Get location if not
well-known. )

When di d you
How What was

enter the the Were operations Name and location of
hospital? many per formed? hospital

(Month and vear) days? matter?

1-2a. How many teeth have you pulled or had knocked out?

How many teeth have you had replaced by dental work?

How long has it been since you went to a dentist?

ASK EVERYONE , EXCEPT THOSE WITH BQ TEETH

Are your teeth bothering you now or do you need to have dental work done?
(Describe the trouble.



3. How are yO' nerves? Are you inclined to be nervous or li on edge"?
often do J u feel this way?)

CARD V

(Hew

Almost never feel nervous . 30- 0
Occasionally
Frequently

. . 

Most of the time

., . . .

AGE , HEImT , 1rJEIGHT:

A. 1IJhat is the date of your birth?
Day Month Year

- - 

How tall are you? (Estimate if respondent DK)

Feet Inches

(Estimate if respondent DK)How much do you weigh no,Po

Ibs.

How much cJj.d you weigh when you were a young man.,-say 2C-
years old?

Ibs.

. . . .

01-32)

( 33- 3w.

05-37)

(38- 40)



1-3. And nOVI about strength. Host of your lie have you felt that you
were as strong, stronger, or not as strong as the average man
your size?

CARD I

Average strength

. . , . . .

Stronger than average

. . . .

Below average strength. 

. . , .

Do you have any tattoos on your body or arms? (How many
different times have you had tattoos put on? 

Have no tattoos. 

. . . . . . . . . . . .

Number of different times tattood 

. . . . .

How old were you when you had your first one?

25- 0

Years (26- 27)

468



How would you describe your typical day? Take an average day and

think of how you spend it--what thi.ngs do you do? You may start
with getting up in the morning if you want.

(Probes: What time do you get up? Where do you eat breakfast?
Where do you go after breakfast? What do you do then?
Who do you see during the day? Where do you eat lunch

usually? 1rhel'e do you eat supper? What do you do in
the evenings? Who do you spend the ti,ne with'!

CARD v

(4l- 50)



Interview Number

CARD III

(1-3)
III- . How do you feel about living on (West Madison) (North Clark)

(South State) Street? In general do you like or dislike it?

like

. . .. . . . . .

4- 1

Dhl ike 

. . . . 

Dislike, but resigned

Don t know

. . . . 

First, what don't you like (are there things you like)
about living here (Anything else?) (5-6 )

And what do you like (are there any things you like)about living here? (Anything e1se?) (7-

How long do you expect to stay here? (Do you expect to
move away from here? If so , when will i t be



-9- CARD V

How long have you I ived in this neighborhood?
(Refers only to present trip here.

Honths (51-)

How did you happen to come to (West Madisoa) (South State) (North

Clark) Street to live? Have there been any events or circumstances

in your life that caused you to move here? Hould you tell me what

they were and what happened? (Well you are living away from any

family in a hotel where only men stay. Many people would consider
it an unusual way to live. Is there any particular reason for beinghere in your case?) 

(52-61)

LINTERVIEWER: AT THIS POINT, THE RESPONDENT IS TO BE ENCOURAGED TO

TELL HIS STOlW IN HIS OWN WORDS. RECORD IT VERBATIH AS NEARLY AS
POSSIBLE. USE ONLY PROBES T AT STIHULATE HIH TO TALK, BUT NOT TO

EXPLORE ANY PARTICULAR AREA. DO NOT ENCOU GE HIM TO MAKEA LENGTH

STATE ffNT- - JUST GET HIS FIRST- THOUGHTS EXPLANATION. LATER QUESTIONS
WILL EXPLORE SPECIFIC TOPICS.

REMEMBER WHAT HE SAYS, SO THAT IN ASKING SUBSEQUENT QUESTIONS YOU WILL
AVOID MAKING HIM REPEAT ALL OF IT WHEN HE S GIVEN YOU SOME OF THE

INFORMTION YOU NEED

471



10-

III- How do you like living in this (place like this) (hotel) (lodging
place) (mi.ssion)? Like

. . 

Dislike

. . 

Dislike , but like better

Don I t kno\v . 

. . . . , . . . . .

than O LJ2I: a' ::ot21s

" . . . 

re there any things you What things do you like about it?
like about it? (Anything else?)

And what don't you like about it? (Are there any things you:. like-ut it?) (Anything else?)

--... 

i. H 

III- 3. If you could live in the neighborhood you like best, where would
you choose to live--in this hotel , someplace else in this neigh-
borhood, in another ne ighborhood, or some other place?

In this hotel

. . . . . .

Else 1ere in this neighborhood

In another neighborhood
(lNHAT KIND OF NEIGHBORHOOD?)

In another city (WHERE?)

On a farm

. . 

IF OTHER THAN "THIS HOTEL "VIhat kind of a place would you like
to stay in--a men's hotel , an apartment of your own, in an apart-
ment shared with someone else , in a rooming house for men, in a
private home , or some other place?

Hen I s hotel

. . . . 

Rooming house for men

. . . .

Apartment of ovm 

. . . . 

Apartment shared

Pri vate home

. . . . . .

Other (SPECIFY)

. -'

CARD III

lC-l

(11- 12- )

(13-14- )

15- 1

16- 1

472



11..
CARD V

Suppose some of the men IS hotels on (West Madison) (South State)

(North Clark) Street are torn dmID to make ;.Jay for better housing.
And suppose that new housing is to be built especially for you men

live here , to rent at a price you can afford to pay, WHAT KINDS

OF PLACES TO LIVE SHOULD BE BUILT FOR YOU? (Suppose you could tell
the builders what sort of places to put up, IrJat 1V0uld you like to

see built .for you to live in yourself?)

(IF NOT SWERED SPONTANEOUSLY) Here is a list of different kinds
of places: Open dormitories, cubicles or cages, single rooms for
each man, like at a YMCA, apartments where two or three men could
live together and do their own cooking and housekeeping. Which of

these would you like best for yourself?
Open dormitories

. . . . 

Cubicles or cages

. . 

ln3l e roous . 

. . . . 

Apartments or joint occupancy

Apar mentG for Gole occupancy

Other (S;?ECIFY)

. . 

I:: a place like that (the one chosen) could be uuilt GO that it
nodern , clean and Hell run, how much a weel would you be willing ;!t
able to pay to stay there?

62- 1

l:.

(63- 64-

- ..

10 do you think should manage these places--private business men
or a government housing agency run by the City of Chicago?

Private business men 

. . .

Ci ty of Chicago

. . 

Don I t know. 

. . . . . .

What are your reasons for saying that?

D. . Where do you think they should put new housing for men? 
(ir,Jest llladison) (South State) (North Clark), or some other place?

Here near (West Madison) (South State) (North Clark)

Other (SPECIFY)

CODE BOX: Other content:

. . 65- 1*

. 66- 

--.-

(67 473



12-
CARD III

III- What do you think of the other men th2.t live on this street?
In thinking of where you would like to live , would you like
to have people like these men around you, or would you like
to have different people? (COPY RESPONSE VERBATIM)

Don I t like them.

Noncomni t tal

. .

17- 0

Like them

. . . 

B. What do you (Fe there . an/::1: n:: i:;-,at :TOU) li. :e a ::)Ut the men?nything else?) (lD 1. )

What don It you (is ;:he1"8 an/i.h l1S that you ( on 1 1: like about
them? (Anything elce:) (2r;-21)

How many close friends do you have here?

Have no close friends here

. . . . 

Ha ve a few close friends
Have many clo se or good friends

. . 

2-)Hr

IF IINO CLOSE FRIENDS" Why do you suppose you have not found
y friends among 

(23-24)

IF HAS FRIENDS: Are your friends different from the other'in the street? (In what way?)
(25- 26)

III-5.. Hmv much have you lived in cubicle- type hotels (hotel ::ooT:s) (;:ooming
houses) such as th:

' (:,

oout hoo uan:' years

;) _

years 27-

III- During the past year, what kinds of places have you lived in?
(How long in 

? ) 

Months in cubicles

I!Ionths in rooming houses
Months in labor camps 

IJonths living outdoors

Other (SPEC FY)

Total

. . 

. 12 months

(28- )

(29

00- )
01-
(32- ) 474



13- CARD VI

Interview Number 

-----

Now I I d like to ask you about any vrork you did during the pas t week.
Last v-reek d:.d you work at any ,job?

(1-

4.. x-:

F nNO

, .

QG:;ST10r 

-)nF "YES" ASK SERIES A - .J: Tell 1'e about each job you had:

Yes

. .

A. 1tJhat kind of work did you do? (occupa tion)
B. Was it a spot job or a steady job?

C. How did you get this job? (If emplo uent office , name theoffice) (source)
D. l1'1.at! s the name of the company (person) you v;orked for? (firm)
E. Where is the company located? (add:r.'ess)
F. What kind of place is that? (lfihat do they do or make there?)

(industry)
. G. How many hours did you work at this job last week? (hours)

HmJ much did you get paid per hour on this job? (pay)
Where were you paid off? (spe cify exact place as follows:)

At place of work

. . . . . . . .

A t employment office

. . . . . .

At a tavern (SPECIFY)

-- 

Other place (SPECIFY)
11,)110 paid you?

fJ: Num
Question Job Number Jab Number Job Number

Occupation

- -

Steady spot job

Source

Firm

Address

------

Industry
Co&

Hours

Pay- Amount per per per per

--- ---.

Places pay

Who paid

CODE BOX: NV1Iber of jobs Total hOurs worked 16-
Jobs: Type Total money earned 18-

Occupations Average rate of pay 20- 21 475Sources Place S of pay
12_Industries Who paid



14-
CARD VI

9. ASK ONLY IF NO T vrORKING I.ST rEEK:
LAST li1EJfk IP" m:\.AGlr:r -

-- . '--" -_._

(IF EI\1PLOYED ONE OR HORE DAYS

Did you apply for work last week at any place? (vrhere'i

Did not apply for work last week

Applied for w'ork at 

---

\1\1

. 24.. 
i\i\"

-'JA. IF APPLIED: Why do you suppose you didnrt get a job when youtried?--s there any other reason?)
(25- )

HfB. IF NOT LOOKING: What kept you from working or looking for work
or didn't you want to work?

Unable to work (age , etc.

) . . . 

. . 26- 0
Temporary i 11ne88 .

. . . .

Did not care to work

. . . . 

Other (SPECIFY)

476



15-
CARD III

lII-7.

Name of Place

Now I would like to know all of the cities
the past year , how long you stayed in each
had while you were there.

Arrived
Appro

Date
(l1onth)

you have been in during
place , and the jobs you

(33-48)
Left

Approx.
Date

(Honth)

Leng th I
of Stay 

Week,) Cccupation

Jobs held while there -

Industry

No. of
Weeks on
Each Job

Chicago

111-3.

=--=- -=-

1--
!.u

-. ..__. ---

C'J

~~~~

-: s_._..:-r

=:'

"!i!M:!:t"

About how many times hav3 you been to Chicago and then Hlo'ved
away? (Count present residence as a time.
Since coming here this last time, have you lived any place but
on West Madison, South State , or North Clark? Where?

times

!!2!==

!:-

During how many weeks of the past year have you lived on one of
Chicago s Skid Rows (West Madison, South State , or North Clark)?

CODE BOX: Number of intercity moves made

. . . . 

Number of neighborhood moves in Chicago

Where stayed in Chicago (neighborhoods)

Average length of stay in each city

. . 

Number of different jobs

. . 

Types of jobs held

. . . . 

Average length of time on one job 41 . . 

. .

Total months spent in Chicago

.. . .. . 

General occupational classification for year

Number of trips to Chicago

Heel:s on Skid Row this year

.. . ... .. . .. .. ..

477



IV-l,
-16-

ESTIMATED WAGES LAST YEAR. Interview Number

CARD IV

(1-3)

(4- 5 )

( 6- 7 )

per hour (8-9-10)

Do you get a pension of any kind-- because of disability (injury),
retirement (Social Security), or because of age (Public Assist-
ance) or did you get unemployment compensation at any time in the
last year?

Do not receive a pension

. . . . . .

During the past year , about how many weeks did you go without
working even one day?

IV-2.

weeks
During the weeks that you did work , how many hours per week
did you usually work? (I mean during the average week youworked. ) _hours
Think of the best paying and the lowest paid jobs you had and
how long you worked at them; what would you say was your era
pay per hour last year?

Receive a pension of $

Type of pension (SPECIFY)

Number of months payment
ing last 12 months

per

received dur-

.f.

IF PENSION . ASK A AND B

Where do you usually cash your pension check?

How do you arrange for room rent and meals for the month?

tll1li,,
i '

;-:-'''--- -_.''.'.' -.. ;-.- ., :'"" """;;:" ..- :'' :!-;:' '-''. _'--''

:..h''

--'

IV-3.

rNCONE FROH OTHER SOURCES:

IV-4.

Last year did you receive money from rents or interest on property
or savings you own? If so , how much did you receive from this
source last year?

No such income

Amount

(11-11+)

(15)

(16)

17- 0

Last year did you receive money as a gift from relatives or friends?
About how much did you receive?

No money from this source

Amount

18- 0

478



17 -

CARD VI

On this card, r have some groupings of income. vJhich of these group-
ings most near1y matQhes the total income you had last year from all
source s'

INTERVIElJER:

Questions:

Income group (SPECIFY)

CHECK INCN'I AS FOLLOWS:

(27)

IV..hA- Weeks x hours x rate - estimated wages for the yeal'

IV- Income from pension (monthly rate x 12) ':1'

IV - J: Income from interest, rents, investments

;;.

Income from gifts cf money

, . . . . . . .

I' t;;:--
TOTAL INCOJ"E Ii"

((NOTE : If: tot r\c;otJC! :;aGod. on above computations does not coincide
with ::otal incol.$ S:cotJ) dcsisnated by respondent , please try
to get res ondent to reconcile difference, I not ossible,
please indicate below Vlhich :2i urc you ;;hinl is val id and v,hy.

479



18-

CAFJ) III

III-9. Have you ever been in military service? (Hhen did you serve?)
No military service

. . . . . .

World War I 

. . . . . , . . 

49- o-)

. . 

lrJorld War II o . . 

" . . 

2.)Ht

Korean War

. . . . . . 

Yo-;f-

Other, Before \Jorld il/ar II
Other, After W0rld War II 

. . 

D . L:)

~~~

" 0 . . 5-)Hf-

?*'

IF NO MILITARY SERVICE: Why didn't you get drafted?
vias the reasorif g excused?)

(\'ha t

(50)

IF NILITARY SER'y!CE , ASK B-
B. What branch of service 'tfas that and 'tfhat was your assigrunent?

AJhat did you do in the (Army) (NaVlJ) (Marine Corps)? vere
you an infantryman , a gUPBer, a pilot, or what27 (51-52)

---

1'--Air Force 

----

Marine Corps

Other (SPECIFY) 

---== - -- - - 

::r1

"-"'''''--:: - - -- -- --':..- -

I.- --- --

-: - :::" =:- -- - -..- -- -;= -: -- -- - ;;:: - == 

r == - == - 

= ::..

- ;i

Branch Assigr.L2nt
Army

Navy

....... . , .-.

vvhat Has the highest rate or rank you held? 53-

HOH long Here you in the service? e . . 

. "

months 54-

Were you stationed overseas?

Not stationed overseas

. . .

Yes, stationed overseas o . . 

55- 0

Did you ever have combat service? If so , for hOH many months?

No combat service

. . . . 

56- 0

Yes, had combat servce for months

480



III-9

19..

(Continued)

Did you receive a.ny disciplinary action li1hiJe you were in
the service? LrJha.t v,as the offense and what was the punish-
ment? (Army--court martial, con aDY pu ishment; Navy--court
wartial , captain fs mast, were you ever in the brig?; Marine
--court mQrtial, captain' s mast, brig)

No military discipline

. . . . . .

Yes , received military discipline.

" . 

It . . 

. . 

(SPECIFY)

PunislLfent received

H. How did (Army) (Navy) (Marine Corps) (Air Force) life affect
you? Did it change you in any Hay? In what ways? (In any
other uays?)

Did not affect me

. . . . 

Yes, it changed me (SPECIFY)

at type of discharge did you get?

Honorable It . .
Dishonorable (SPECIFY CAUSE)

Without honor (SPECIFY CAUSE--PROBE 1!R HOMOSEXUAL)

__----' '""'

Medical (SPECIiY CAUSE--PROBE FOR 1 UROFSYCHIATRIC)

CARD III

5'1- 0

. 58- 0

59- 1

l:.



20-
CARD IV

Iv- Ithat kinds of work have you done in your life? Have most of
your jobs been pretty much like those you have done during
the past year? Could you tell me which jobs you have held
longest and how long you worked at each? (List ,iobs held
one year or longer. If none in tllis category, list three
best jobs.

(19-38)

--.

P-----
Job (Occupation) Industry Years

-"_

c:.._.-From 

d"""'

....

.3.

-n-- r..

== = = = ===== = = = = = =: === == == = = =- === = = == ==== = == = = = == - = = = = = = =

1M11ich of these jobs did you like best?

Job Number

Jhy did you happen to leave it?

--- .. 

""!I 
IV- Hmv vren do you like. the work you have been doing recently? vJhat

do you (dislike) (like) about it? (PROBE FOR LIKES AND DIS-
LIKE,S. )

(39-42)

IV - 7 . Would you rather have "spot jobs" or a steady job?

Spot jobs

Steady job
steady job?

43- J1f.

I\J
Chi\'

A.. IF "SPOT JOBS"
reason'? 

Why don I t you want a (Any other

-)(

B . IF J. :SFCRS 3TEADY JOB (SEE ABOVE) BUT DOES )\OT N01rJ HAVE A'Sy JOB Do you think you could handlea steady ,j ob
working Iive days a week , eight hours a day? 

(44)

IF "NO" 'lJhy don r t you think so?

No . 

. . .

Yes
).+5- Ef.

(46 )
482
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21..

If you could get free training to prepare yon for a better job
"tould you be interested in taking it?

IF "NO"

B. Sll

No . 

Yes

, . 

Why is that?

\Vhat kind of training would you want?

ASK ALL VETER'lN S OF "\'lO RLD "lIAR II OR KOREA Did you try to
tra ning under eLr bili If not, why not?)

CARD IV

47 - O-)

J:)H

(48)

(49-50)

(51)
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CARD I

(HON
Hm'J do you usually spend your spare time? Do, YOi.--ever
often do you

_-_

Tim.e s

Go to the m.ovies? . 

. . . . . . . 

Go to a tavern or bar? .

. . . . . . 

Go to see a live burlesque shm'J With girls? 

Go to a tattoo palace , penny arcade , shooting
gallery? . 0 . . 

. . 

e . . . 

. . 

per (28)

(29)

(0)
per

-.- 

per 

per 

-.-. 

(31)

per 

-- 

(32)
per 

-- 

(33)

-- 

per (4)
per (35)
per (36)

per -. (7)

In the last week, how many free meals have you had from the
Salvation Army or from a mission?

Play checkers? .

. . . . 

meals (38)

In the last week , how many times have you had a free bed from
the Salvation Prmy or from a mission? times (39)

Play cards? . . 

. . . . . . . . . . .

Bet on orses, play numbers, buy a lottery
ticket? .

. . . . . . 

Did you get any free clothing or shoes this "Qnter since it
started to get cold?

( LrQ)

Watch TV in the hotel lobby of your hotel?

When the weather is warm and sunny, how much time do you spend
on the street just talking to people or watching what's going
on?

to the reading room? 

. . . . . .

Go to church servces at Salvation .!rmy
m:i c c.d on? .

" . . . " . . . . 

or at

Almost none

0ccasionally II ., 1: .. .

" . .. .

41- 0

.. " . . .. .

An hour or two almost every day

Three or more hours almost every day

. . 

vllen the weather is cold like it is now, how much of the time
do you usually spend in your room during the day?

I. 6 . spare time?

that you 1'Tould enjoy that you can't

(44-46 )

hours (

G. What do you do when you are in your room in the daytime?

(43)

(RECORD ON EACLC OF ?AGE.
_01-

How wo ld you like to spend your

A. Are there any special things
afford?
Are there any things that you canlt do because there's no place
to do them?

Have you ever had any hobbies that you I d like to take up again?
lrfa t ?
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CARD VI

11. HaVe you ever been to a doctor or psychiatrist or been in the
hospital because of a nervous condition? (Code all that apply.

No . . 

. . . . . .

28-
Saw a medical doctor. 

. . 

Saw a ps.chiatrist 

. . . . . . 

Was in a hospital

. . . . . .,).

IF SAW "DOCTOR , II IIFSYCHIA:rRIST , II OR "1;J.AS IN THE HOSPITAL , II P.3K

, B , AND C

When was that?

(29)

Where was that?

(30)

Do you know what the doctors said about your case?

(31) .

12. Where were you born? What was the name of the County and the State?

County State
(32-35)

Nation

13. Where did you live during the time you werE3
ages of 6 and 14)

A. What was the name of the County, State

growing up? (Between the

and Town? (RECORD BELO't

B. Did you live on a farm, just outside town , or inside the tOvm?
CORD BELOW.

C. How long did you live there? (RECORD BELOW.

(RE-

Town County State Location Length
Stay

_._-"'j;,,

CODE BOX: Main place youth was spent

Number of moves in youth 

._-

Median length of stay

(36- 40 )

(41)

(42)
?i85
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14. 'i.Jhere were your parents born (STATE OR FOREIGN COUNTRY)

Father born

CARD VI

( 43-44)

(45-46)Nother born

15. ASK FOR EACH PARENT BORN IN THE U. 
What is the nationality of your parents? (E. G., French , German
Danish , etc. (Where did your ancestors come from?)

Nationality of father (L:. - 48)

( 49 - 50)

( 51-52)

53- I

54- o

Nationdity of mothet

..-----

16. What kind
(What was

Job:

Industry:

of work did your father do at the time you were gL)r)L,. : up?
his occupation?) (What kind of place did he vm:1: ;:r;1:

---. '-'-' -"' -'-'

17. What was your father I s income like at
growing up, was your family poor , very
well-to-do?

t:i:La' t.- "D.tP? ::":1 8U were
rOO?' ) r.Cf,ifo;:t. c::ble) 0;:

v(".";,.../ poor

. .

Poor

. . 

l1 . .

Comfortable

Well-to-do

. . . .. . . . 

Did you always have enough to eat at home when you were a boy?

No . .
Yes

. . . .

IF " What was the trouble?

18. How old were you when you left home?
years old

How did you happen to leave home
you leave home? (lJc; e there any
you didn I t go back X:':,g you got
you didn I t go back aiter you got

then? What happened to make
other rcason3 (Ho came
out of the P,cmy?) (How come
out of school?)

( 55- 56)

486
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II-I. "lJhat kind of a person Ttas your father?

What did you like best about him?

CARD II

Intervew Nmnber (1-3)

12)
(Anything else?)

And Hhat did you dislike about him? (Anything eJse?) (Even
though you lil:ed him, what Idnds of: things about him Gathered
you?) (l hat did he do that got on yom: nerves?)

nat kind of a person was your mother?

What (lid you like best about her?

(IF NOT ALREADY MENTIONED)
it. )

Was he a heavy drinker? (Describe

Did he ever serve jail sentence? (What was it for?)

II-
(13- 18)

(Ilnything else?)

And what did you dislike about her? (Anything else?) (What

were some of the little things about her that got on your nerves?)

.;.

Did she ever ch:inl:

!i8!
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26..

How did your father and mother get along with each other?

Did they see eye to eye on most things or did they quarrel
a lot?

CARD II

(19..23 )

II-

Il- 5.

.._ ..,-- ..- -_..-.._~~~

Hhich of your parents do you think you liked' the most , your father

or your mother? (Even though you loved both, you call I t love two
people !xaci12 the same. Which did you like more?)

Loved both about the same

If they quarrelled a lot, why did they quarrel?

Taking everything into consideration, "JOuld you say' they had
a happy marriage during the time you lJ"ere a boy?

Which of your parents helped you the most Hhen you 'ivere grolrJing
up--youx father or your mother?

Nei ther one very much.

. . 

Father
Mother

- .

Equal

. . 

o , . 

. .. ... '. . . ,:,

'fr,

Loved father most

. . 

Loved mother most

-kA IF LOVED ONE I'LRENT i:ortE TIlL1.N Tril OTl'EJl: Hhy do you suppose
you li ed (her) (him) the mo (An ' ot her reasons?)

24- 0

25- X

(26-27)

Row many children were there in your family altogether?
child "\Jere you?

lich

-.----.-.

II- 6.

boys

girls
order' , (Respondent)

How well did you get along with your (brothers and sisters)
(brothers) (sisters) 'i (Hhat did you have trouble over?)

Did your parents treat all their children ali;, e or \'18S there
a favorite I-low did they t"Ceat you compared to the other
kids?

(28)

(2CJ )

(30)

(31-32)

(33- 34)

488
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27-

A. Are either of your parents alive? How about your (father)
(mother)-- is le) (she) living? (CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CODE IN
COJIUJ:ctN Ih 1!DR E.LI.CH.

IF E!'IER OR BOTH A DEAD, ASI\. When did (he) (she) die?
(ENTER IN COLUMN B.

Living?

Yes

Fa the 

liother 

. Date of doath of
deceased parent

I PARENTS ARE STILL LJlING, ASK: Are they living to-
gether, or are they divorced or separated?

Living together. . . 

Divorced

Separated. CI . . Q " e

(:':F ONE PARENT DEAD , FOP:, T BE HVIVING F AR' , AS Ie: Did (he)
she remarry? If so , Whe n?

Did not remarry- . 

Remarried --years after death of
spoua e 

. . . . . . 

II . . Co . .

IF REHARRIED , A?I (l) AND (2

(1) How old were you when (he) (she) remarried? years

(2) How did this marriage affect you? Did it change your
plans any? (Did it have any other effects on you?)

AIi II

(5)
(36)

37- 1

38- 0

\'-

(9)

(40 )
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19G Vhat was the highest grade of school you attended? grade

Did you complete that grade? No 

. . 

Yes

. .

20. Here are some problems like they used to give you in school. See if
you can still remember them. (Start at level you estimate, going up
or down as indicated in Spex.

a. 3 x 3

b. 9 x 9
c. 6+4+9

11 x 11

56 .; 7

CARD VI

(59-60)

(61,

21. And here are some 1rJOrds tt"\' u:;,,d to teach you in reading. Do you

still remember what they mean?

INTERVIEliVER: TRY THE RESPONDENT AT THE LEVEL YOU ESTIMATE. IF HE
PASSES IT GO A LEVEL HICHER. IF HE MISSES ONE OR JiIORE
DESCEND A LEVEL. PROCEED UPWARD OR D01rJN1oJARD UNTIL RE-
SPONDENT DEFINES ALL WORDS IN A SET.

eyelash
roar
scorch

muzzle

haste

lecture
Mars

skill

juggler
brunette
regard

lotus
incrustation
achroma ti c

Level of ability

DEFICIENT

BORDERLINE

DULL

AVERAGE

SUPERIOR

(62)

22. How were your grades in school--very good, good
very poor?

average , poor, or
Very good. . 

. . 

Good

. . . . . . 

Average

. . . .

Poor

. . . 

'Very poor. . .

. .

63- 1
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29-
CARD 

Did you enjoy going to school?

Yes

. . 

. 41- 1

No .

. .

A. 'lhat did you l:ke about it? (Anything else?)

(42-43 )

vJhat did you dislike about it? (Anything else?)

(44.. 45)

C. What were your best subjects in school?

(46-47 )

And what subjects 1'Iere hardest for you or did you dislike
most?

(48..49 )

II.. 9. Jhy did you stop going to school? (vvere there any other
reasons?) (Did you ever think of going on to college? lvhy was
that?)

(50..51 )

II-10. After you left regular school, did you take any special train-
ing, like apprenticeship training, correspondence school, any-
thing like that?

None

. . . . . . 

52- 0

. . . . 

Yes (SPECHY)

Q 1
'1 rJ .
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CARD II

II-II. What kind of a person were you n1en you were 15-20 years old?
(vmat other good and bad points did you have then?)

(53-54)

IF NOT ALREADYANSIAJERBD .ABO VE 

-,.

A. viere you happy or unhappy'
you? )

L. 

-..

(What kinds of things bothered

(55-56 )

Did you know then for sure what you wanted to be?
were your ideas about what you wanted to be then?)

(Hhat

(57-58)

C. Were you a hard 'lTorker, or loJere you inclined to be easy-
going on the job?

(59)

D. Were you restless and always uanting to be on the go?
(In what ioJay? )

(60)

Did you have a lot of friends, only a few friends, or
were you more of a "lone i'Tolftl?

Few friends

. . 

61- 0Lone wolf

. . 

Lot of friends

. . . . .

How did you spend your free time?

(62)

Did you date girls before you IITere 20 years old?

. . 

63- X

Yes

. . 

IF tlYES II How oftfen did you fD.te them?

(63)
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(Continued)

Did you have any close friends who 1-Jere boys?

Did you run around a lot with a gang of boys?

Did you have a reputation for having

No . . 
Yes

No . . 

Yes

. . .

a quick temper?

No . 

. .

Yes

. .

IF "YES" ; What kinds of things made you flare
up? How angry did you get?)

Did you ever get into trouble with the police when you were
young?

. was not arres ted
Yes, was arrested

. .

Were you sent to a refol:matory or

IF "NO " ASK (3) ONLY

.;H
IF "YES " ASK (1), (2), J'iD 0)
(1) Hhat Icnd of troubles did you have? (Could

mare about that? How did it happen?)

(2) Were you arrested?

i/(a) IF ARRSTED
a prison?

(3)

No . 

. .

Yes

you tell me

No . .
Yes

Did any of your brothers or sisters have trouble with
the police?

No . 

Yes

CARD II

64- X

65- X

66- 

67- X-J

~~~

68- X

. 69 - X

. 69 - 2

493
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CARD VI

23. Do you ever see strange things like visions , fairies , ghosts

like that? Gl:.

Oi: thin8s

Yes

. . '..

IF !lYE'S A AND B

A. Could you describe ita little more?

when do you see them?

24. Do you have any F 1.uG1.al pm'Jet'G or abi 1 i ties mOG :,eo )le don I t have

No . . 65- X

Yes

. .

IF "YES" What are these powers or abilities?

25. Do you ever hear people talking to you or about you when there is no
one around?

66- XNo . . 

Yes 11t

. .

lE "YES, II ASK A AND B

A. what kinds of things do they say?

vllen do you usually hear them?

26. separated, or never married?

Never married

. .

Married

. . 

Separated

. . . .

Vidowed . . 

. . 

Divorced. .

Are you now married, divorced, w.do'lfed

67- O

21H

\FiI'NVER MARRIED 11 ASK 
QUESTION 1-7 (not included in Form I Questionnaires)

J;;

'''

IF IIlIARRIED, " "SE ARATED, II !lvlIDGWED, n OR I1DIVORCED 11 SKIFTOQUESTION'I (not
included in Form I Que onnaires
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1: -7. 11 11 NEVER NARRIED ! II P.sK Were you ever engaged to be married?

IF II NEVER E GFn. II A 3r

---- 

rll

!, IlYES , It ASK1L ND .Q

A. Were you ever in love
girl ?

Yes

or did you ever date steady with one

B. What happoned to break your engagement?

No . 

. .

Yes

Why was it Broken?

( 1) Who broke the engagement--you or the girl?

I broke the engagement

1".oe girl broke the engagement. 
(I .. 

.. .

(2) Did you ever fall in love again after that?

ASK::ALJ, RESPONDENTS TrJHO NEVER jV1.RRIED
never got arried? Why do you suppose you

(1) Do (Did) women interest you much sexually?

Yes

No . 

. .

Yes

C A.RD I

48- X 

49- X

(50)

51- X

51- 2

(52)

. .

53- X

f. 0 ''':!hyJ
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1- 8. RRIED , t1 tfSEPAFcATED , II r 'IDov\1ED , II OR IIDfVORC II 

long did you and your wife live together?
;-J O1'J

years

Wna t kind of a wife was she?

(1) What things did you like best about her?
else? )

(Anything

(2) And 1IDat did vou dislike about her?
you disliked bout your vJife?)

(Anything else

(Could you tell me a little moreHow was yoUX home life?
about that?)

:NLESS vIIDOIVED : What caused your separation? Imose ideavJas
the separatio , yours or your Hife! s? 'VJhat were the reasons
for your separation?

(1) Who do you think was most to blame?

My wife was most to blame

I was mos t to blame

.. " 

1-9. NLESS NEYER MAHR r:D , Al3!: How many children do you have? Can you
tell me how old each one of them is? Are they married, widmJed
divorced or single? Are they working? 1at sort of work does each
do? (ENTER ANSV\1ERS IN APFROPRIATE COLmliNS BELOWo

ild 1ari WorK
( sex)

Age Status Status Occupation

.. --..

CODE BOX: Numer of chil dren

Numer under 18
Number marri ed

h1Jnber working

OCC11pa ti.ons
of children

Cf"RD 

(54-

(56-57 )

(58 )

(59)

(60-61)

(62)

63- 1

(64-69)
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Have you wri tten to or visited w-i th your rela ti ves during the
past two years?

Yes, have written to 

. .

Yes , have visited with

. . . . 

Nei ther 0 . . 0. 0 

. . 

CAfil I

70- 1

..411

H01 do you feel t01vard your relatives?

12.

-_.._---

""_I't- 
13.

Suppose you were sick and down and out. irJould your relatives give
you help if they knew where you were and knew you needed help?

, and I wouldn I t want them to
No . 

. . 

t; . . 
Yes 1) . 

. . 

(I Q

Have you ever had persons to support--people that were (1'lllen 70'-' "'81:e

uar:decl , Has you:: i:anily) cOIL1 letel/ 6e:Jenclent on TOU 20:' their food
clothes , and everything7

No . .
Yes

" .

IF II NO II : How do you think you vTOuld feel if you vlere com-
Pletely responsible for supporting a family?

(71)

72- 1

73- o

(74)

!, 0 ry
".V G
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CARD IV

IV-9. l"J'llY do you suppose so many men on (West 1adison) (South State)
(North Clark) Street drink so much? (Any other reasons?)

(52..53)

ASK ONLY IF NOT COv RED ABOVE:

-- .._ ., 

i1_..

Some men say they drink so much because there I s nothing
else to do. Do you agree or disagree with that? (What
makes you say that?)

(54)

Some men say they drink so much because of the envirorucnt--

that is , wIth so many taverns here , it I S hard not to drink a
lot. Do you agree or disagree th that? (vily?)

(55)

Some say that you can't have very many friends here unless you

spend a lot of time in the bars and buy a drink for people when
you have money. Do you agree or disagree with that? (1tfy?)

(56 )

498
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CARD VU I

Interview Number (1-3)

HOH heavy a drinker are you Do you cons ider yoursel f to be a heavy
drinker) a moderate drinker ) a light drinker, a periodic drinker, or
don t you drink at all?

27.

Never drink
Light drinker

- . 

4 .
Hoderate drinker
Periodic drinker

. . 

Heavy drinker
'':IF " r-tEVER DRINK , II SKIP TO QUESTION 29

1'UNLESS '1 NEVER DRINK. jj ASK A 

A. About how much of the money you get do you spend on drinking?
(Specify either fraction or percentage)

B. Do you have spells when you drink heavier than you usually do?

Yes
IF "YES, " ASK (1) AND J2

(1) How often do you have these spells?

(2) Why do you suppose you drink more at those times than at
others?

What do you usually drink?
else? \.Jne . .

. . 

Wine, beer ) Hhiskey, or something

Beer

. . '" . .. . . 

Whiskey

. . 

Somethin else (SPECIFY)

Why do you suppose you drink?- (What pleasure or satisfaction
do you get from drinking?) lHave YOQ ever found anything else
that helps you ( ) (relax) U (\.;s.at. other satisfaction
does it give you?) (How do you feel when you drink?)

(10-11)

4- X*

1**

2*-1,

.:"

-J,'"

( 5- 6)

Ii/:

( 8)

9- 1

499
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27. (Continued)
CARD VII

12- X

13- 1

(14)

E. How do ;irou drink? Do y"ou usually buy at ' a bar or do you
usually buy" a bottle?

Buy at a bar

Buy a bottle

. . 

Half and half

. . 

IF "BUY A BOTTLE n OR "HAF Al'JD HALF" ASK"I 
(1) Where do you go to drink the bottle?

bot tIe , where do you go to drink it?)

(1) AND (2

(W11en you buy a

(2) "Wen you drink from a bottle are you usually alone or
d th 0 thers?

Alone

Wi th othe rs

Do you ever feel guilty or sorry after you have been drinking?

How often do you feel this way?

28. About how many days last week did you ta::e a
"7his: e:l, or anything ''1i th alcohol in it?

Did not drink at all

drink of: 'Jeer, uine

lumber of days

. . . .

'(IF DRANK .AT AIJL): About hOvi much did you drink in one day?

29. IF "NEVER DRINK SK: vJere you ever a heavy drinker?

Yes 

. . . .

IF "YES , II ASK (1)
.M, 

ND (3

(1) When did you stop?

(2) How did you stop?

(3) fuo helped you stop and how did they help you?

15- X

"i\'

(16)

17- X

(18)

(19)

(20)
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SI( ALL, nE e9!I S. lP E::T. .TEOSE. Y!lO)-r V)2.f P.r-1 I'o you ever fe
1i::e :'OU have ::0 'ca. :C a. d4': n:: in tl1G r-o::n:'. nz just Jefo' :c 01- a::ter
bzc:l::;:ast' :-Io\l often does this ha:)pen7

Never or almost never.

. . . .

Occasionally

. . . . . .

A few times a week

. .

Almost every day .. 10 . .

::":.

2) n on ::

-.,.,.

31. ASK ALL HEAVY DRINEERS (FDR THIS Q1JESTION A HEAVY DRINKER IS ANY
PEN REPORTS HIJlSELF AS SUCH IN ITEE 27; (b) WHO DHANK
ON FIVE OR HaRE DIli'FEPtEN'r DAYS LAST IfiEFK AND iotOSE AVEHAGE DAILY
CONSUHPTION IS EQUIVALENT TO A PINT OF TJv1NE OR THREE SHOTS OF
tTEISKEY; OR (c) lrJO DRINKS ALHOST EVERY T'ORNDJG. IF IN DOUBT

.rECT -iER HEAVY DRINKER, ASK THE QUESTION AND EDITORS 1ITLL DECIDE.

A. I-low did your heavy drnking develop? Please tell me about it.
(Ilad you drunk much before that?) (irThat happened to start the
heavy drinking?) (And then what happened?) (And then?)

Were there any especially tough problems that started your

drinking or did you just drift into it? (What ,'Jere the
problems?) (Any family problems?) (Any work problems?)

How did your family act about your heavy drinking?

How did your friends and neighbors act about your heavy
drinking?

How did your boss and the people at work act about your
heavy drinking?

Did you try to take any treatments for it? What kind of
treatments did you take? (Who gave you the treatments?)
(Wny do you suppose they failed to keep you dry?)

21- 0

I:.

(22-28 )

(29 )

(30)

(31)

(32)

(33)

501
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40..

About how many times would you say you have been arrestod
for being drunk?

RD 

57- 0

( 58)

(59)

(60)

(61)

(62)

(63)

IV -ll.

Never

. . . . 

Less than :5 -bimes .

;) - 

10 times

10 - 20 t:I.mes

20 - 30 times

More than 30 tir es.

And how many of those times were you sentenced to several clays
in jail fOi: being drunk'

Hhen was the last time you were arrested ;:or dnml 2nness?

Have you ever been hospitalized for drunkenness or as a
result of being drunk?

(1)

(2) i:fuo took you to the hospital usually?

(3) Wben did this :happen?

How many time s t'Tere you hospitalized?

(4) What kind of treatment did you get?

How many times have you been jackn)lled or robbed in the past
year?

times (64)

n ?
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32. ASK ALL WHO EVER DRMfK
IF P SPONDENT NEVER DP , SKIP TO QUESTION 34

How many times , if any, have you had the D. T. I Never

.. . . . . .

*A. IF EVER HAD D. T. '

Number eft irnes .

When did you have the D. T. '

CARD VII

34- X

(35)

33. Have you ever joined Alcoholics Anonymous, the Salvation Army pro-
gram, or some other program that tries to help people stop drinking
too much?

None

. . . . . .

Alcoholics Anonymous

. . 

Salvation AJ:my . 

. . . . 

Other (SPECIFY)

*A. TF "JOINED A PROGRAN" Did this program help you or not?

No 

Yes

36- X

37- X

34. Have you ever served a jail or penitentiary sentence (for some
offense bes ides being drunk)?

. . 

Yes, one time

. . . .

t . 

. .

Yes, have been in jail

-- 

times

IF "YES, n FOR EACH TERN OF INPRISOmilNT ASK A - D AND ENTER IN
COLUNNS BELOW.

What was the charge?

How long was your sentence?

When did you get out?

Where "\vas that?

Charge Length Date Placesentence release

========== =====================: ------------ ----------- ------------------------- ------ ------------------

38- X

-;':

(39- -l2)
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HERE AP.E SOHE QUESTIONS ABOUT YOURSELF AS A PERSON:

35. If you uere asked to describe yourself, uhat kind of a person would
you say you are?

CARD VII

(43- 47)

(48)

(49)

(50)

51- X

36. Do you ever feel that it is hopel€ss to try to get ahead? How
often do you feel that way?

IF nYES" TO A: Why do you feel that WRY?

37. Do you think there are some people who want to hurt you?
1fThat kind of people are they?

Are there any special kindS of people you hate?
?eo?le are they?)

(tJhat l ind 0::
No . . 

. .

Yes

. .

38. Do you associate with women nowadays?

No . . 

. . 

Yes

. . . .

-it
-' II II AS iT 

--"... 

.2 j , AND D

HOIv often?

l)here do you meet them?

c. 1hat kinds of Tomen are they?

Do you go with the women who live around (West Madison) (South
State) (North Clark) Street?

No . 

Yes

.. 

CI .

IF.' " NO. II HhJynanb1t?

52- 0

(53)

(54)

(55)

56- X#
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.3- C1\HD VII

39. People say that some of the men living around vest Madison) (South
State) (North Clark) Street have sex experiences with other men.

HOvT many of the men do you think do this more or less regularly'
Almost none of them

. . . . . 

About a quarter of them

. . 

About half of them

About 3/4 of them

Almost all of them

. .. . . . . . . . 

I3 . How do you ecl about en who do that sort of thinG;

:....

57- 0

(58 )

40. Here are some questions about religion.

A. Were you ever a member of any church? vJhat church was that?
o . . . 

. . . . 

Name of church

--_. _-(

59- 0

How about your parents?
were grovJing up?

1rJhat church did they attend when you

No church

. . .

Name of mo ,her':; church

Name of father I s church

How religious (were) (are) you :;arent s '

How do cel aoout most churches?

Do you oc1 ieve in God?

No . . 

Yes

Do you attend church services of the Salvation Army, the
Christian Indu8 Grial l,eagl.ce , Cathec;ral Shelters , Pacific Garden
l1ission, and other church groups like that?

. .' . , . . .

Yes

(1) How do you feel about their ro=rmJs;

60- 0

-- 

(61)

(62)

( 63)

64- 0

(64) 1

65- 0
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41.
CARD VII

If you had your life to live over again , what kinds of things would
you do differently?

(66-68)

"'--

42. If you could make three wishes and they weJUld all be granted
what would you ask for?

(6S)

t.Jhat do you think are the chancres for YO Jj:

(Which ones do you think will cume tr e' 

(\, . (

i\7isb/2S to CO: tru(:?
()G\ \i"n t?)

(70)

FOR VISHES EXPECTED TO COr-IE TRUE:
for that to co:ne true?

What would have to happen

(71)

'...

FOR WISHES HC'T :?Xr-SCTED TO CUliS TRUE:
(it) will come tru8?

t-Jhy d8n i t you t:1inl\: (they)

(72)
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IV-12.

45-

:00 you think the police Ol- .5;' .1 doin2; :' 2:ood. .job 2 otecting
the 1'eo;)le "lho live on this ,street '

No . .

. . 

Yes

. .

j.sI\ EVERYONE: In 1:Jhat T;ray is it (good) (bad)?

IV-l3. Considering the prices they charge for a room, do you think the
hotel operators are or are not doinz a 2;ood job of hous: n:: thc
nen of (I'Jest Ladison) ( \th S tate , lJo'ith Clarl ) Street

To . 

. . 

Yes
Are there any things they should (v1hat should they) 
di f ferent ly?

Q . 

. .

IV-14. Considering the prices they charge for meals, do you think the
restaurant operators on (lJest;:S.dison) (,south State) (North Clark)
Street or c10 l,eep thei: places as clean as they should and
are doing a good job of providing meals? No . 

. . .

Yes . 0 

Are there any things they should ('vha.t should they) 
differently?

CARD IV

65- 0-)0

1-)0

66- 0

67- 0

11) ;" .
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CARD IV

IV-15. Do you think the liquor stores , taverns , and bars on (West
Madison) (South State) (North Clark) Street do or ao not
treat their customers fairly and un their places right?

No . 

. . .

Yes

. . 

68.. 0

vllat things should they do differently?
they should do differently?)

(Are there any things

IV -16. Do you think the employment agencies (including railroad hiring

offices) in Chicago are operated fairly and treat the workers
right or not?

Yes

. . 

69- 0No . . 

. .

vllat things should they do different2y?
things they should do differently?)

(Are there any

IV-I? . I am going to list several organizations whose job is to help you
men on (1rJest :i\adison) (South state) (North Clark) Street and ask
you what kind of a job you think they are doing. For the ones you
know, please tell me whether they are very good, good, not so good
or bad. (CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CODE BELOW.) (70-75)

"""

Organization Ranking of job done
Dr\:ery Not so

.._-

good Good good Bad op:\p:jon agency

.... ..--

Chicago Welfare Department

Salvation Army

Referees judges and social
workers at Monroe Street Court 

DavJe s Center
Reading Room

Catholic Chari ties
Pacific Garden Mi asian

Cook County Hospital

The new Alcoholic Treatment
Center.

10. Cook County Department of
11felfare
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III- loJhich :9oli tical party do you like best?
None

. .

(I . . 

. .

Republicans
Democrats

. . 

No interest in politics.

Other (SFECIFYt

How do you feel about the Republican Party? fuy?)

How do you feel about the Democratic partyt (vJhy? )

H01IT do you feel about the Socialist Party' (Why? )

III-

,--._-._. ........... --,-----_.. _.._,, _.-

ASK FOR EACH ETHNIC GROUP TO lA1IICH THE FL"SSPOIJDiliT JX'C;S NOT 3ET,CnTG:

""...,.-_..

How do you feel about Negroes? (Haw ,'()\.lld :- :JU feel ;:bout
living in the s rne building that th y do?)

How do you feel about Puerto Ricans

How do you feel about Indians?

How do you feel about Mexi cans?

How do you feel about white people?

CARD III

60- 0

(61)

(62 )

(63 )

(64)

(65)

(66 )

(67 )

(68)
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CA.RD VII

43. Sometimes we like to make a follow-up stuc to find out how the people
we have interviewed are getting along. That doesn't mean that we villI
qefini"jel,; ask rou to give us another interview some day, but I would
like to know how to get in touch wi th you if we should need to talk
to you again after a few months. lrlould you m:i.r:d. givinr: me you.! social
security number and the names and addresses of 

tiTO relatives or close
friends who might be able to tell us 1rJhore yO:l a::'e or 1,rhere you1 ve been
recently? (If you 'd rather not, that's O.

Social Security Number

" ",

Na.me

Address

City

--_-

_0__.

.'- --_.-_----,

Relationship
to responden t

.....------
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INTERVIENER I S OBSERVATIONS

To be completed immediately after the interview and before
another interView is ertaken. 

CHECK LIST OF RESPONDENT IS BEHAVIOR DURING INTERVIE1iJ

ACTIVITY: AffOUNT

Underactive--Seldom moves , almost stuperous 

. . . . . . . . . . .

Able to sit and converse quietly throughout interview. . . 

. . . 

Unusually restless, but would have more relaxed periods

. . . . 

Acutely re stless and excited

. . . . . . . . . . . . .

SPEECH : PRODUCTION

Uncommunicati ve--responds with only short replies to direct question-
ing 

. . . . . . . . . . . . 

tI . . 

.. . . . ., . .

Enters readily into conversation in a normal manner and in a mod:?:
ate tone of voice

... 

co . . 0 

. . 

0 . . 

. . .. . . 

0 0

Talks excessively. Periodic outbursts of talking

Noisily overtalkative. Sometimes shouts and JTGlJs. Hc:rd to re-
strain e , . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . " . . . , . 

.. . 0 .

SPEECH : COHERENCE

Speaks in a coherent, relevant, and logical fashio:r. Co' vc':sat:on
is logically consistent and connected by some COTllm'JD l";t;D 0:;' 1'

la tionship 

. . . . . . . . 

. 0 

'" \) . . (! !, "' ) (j 

co ,t 

\) .

Tends to speak in an incoherent fashion. C;.:.r; 8;-::jyro CL.JT2 11(' (f tis
thought are frequently inconsistent or do :,Dt hu.DiS ro;;:;dLe:l' Con-
versation rambles or is irrelevant 

. . 

Speech is incoherent to a high degree. It appears to have Uttle
or no associative continuity. Speech appears to be scattered, dis-
connected, or confused

. . 

0 . . 

. . . . . . 

co 0 . . 0 

MOOD LEVEL

Exhilarated, gay, exuberant, laughing and singing. Ignores lU!-
pleasant aspects and difficulties of any situation

. . . . . . 

Euphoric, happy, persistently cheerful even under inappropriate
circu:s tance s . . 

. . . . . . .. . . 

c . . 

. . . . . . . .

Nei ther very gay nor very blue , but appropriate to the situation

Generally sad, depressed. Cries easily. 

. . . . 

Ver, depressed and melancholic. Cannot be cheered

. . . . . .

-49,.

CARD VIII

(4)

(5)

(6 )

(7 )
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CARD VIII

Check- List of Respondent I s Behavior During Interview-- Continued

QGRESSlVE BEHAVIOR: (8 )
Most aggressive and combative. Tries to "pick a fight" at each query.Violent outbursts of temper

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Occasionally or moderately aggressive and combative. Easily irri-
tated and reacts with irri tation or signs of poorly controlled temper

Even temper--seldom irritable. Few signs of being ei ther aggressive
or defensive about the interview

. . . . . . . .

Under-aggressi ve. Frequent self -nega tion, self- cri tici sm, self -ha te.
Does not defend himself or his past actions, but believes he is not
as good as others. Much feeling of inferiority. 

. . . . . .

Extreme self-hate. Does not defend himself or actions in any way.
Real and deep feelings of complete inferiori 4Y . . 

. . . . . . . .

ANXIETY

Extremely anxious and worried, panicky, fill€d with apprehension,
Anticipates disasters , death, and dangers. Symptoms of deep gull t
feelings, At some point in the interve v he may wring his hands
pace the floor, strike head with hands while talking of guilt, sinsfears , problems. . e . . . 

. . 

0 . . 

. . 

D . . 

. . 

Distinctly worried and anxious. May talk about guilt, sins , and un-
worthiness. May wring hands, etc., but not prolonged and uncontrolled

Shows concern only as called for by circumstances

. . . . . .

Careless and unconcerned. Rarely shows uneasiness or uncertainty

Nonchalant; completely unconcerned and without a care as to the
present or the future

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

(9)

MAM ERISTIC BEHAVIOR (lo-
Exhibi ts bizarre , peculiar or fantastic behavior. May repeat over
and over the same words , phrases , movements J gestures , or grimaces.Nay aSSW'ile a fixed posture for long periods of time. May laugh un-
controllably. May mutter to himself a great deal

. . . . . . . . . .

Describe mannerisms:

No u usual mannerisms apparent

. . 

HALLUCINATIONS

The person may report sensations for which there is no stimulus:

a. Seeing visions , ghosts , fairies, or other strange or super-
natural sights

. (12-13)

Hearing voices , ringing, hissing, whistling or other strange
'Sounds for which there is no stimulus

Talking with supernatural or deceased persons--God, the Devilspirits, etc.
eriencing unusually good or bad odors or tastes , or strange

olfactory sensations.
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ClLRD VIII

Check List of Respondent! s Behavior During Interview--Continued

8. HALLUCINATIONS--Continued (12-13 )

Describe kind and evaluate intensity OfE 1Ch hallucinations.

No evidence of hallucinations

. . . . , . . . . . . . . . 

DELUSIONS: (14-15)
The person may report misconceptions or false belief about himself
such as:

Believing that he is a famous , important, powerful , unusually
gifted or otherwise unusual individual--wi th no factual evi-
dence to support his claim

That someone is trying to kill him, hurt him

That society at large or a group of people are trying to harm
oppress, disgrace , him

Describe the content of the delusion and evaluate its intensi ty--
how firmly obsessed with it is the person.

No evidence of delusions' 

. . 

i 5U
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INg=

~~~~

QE=

~~~~ ~~~

= Q

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE P.ESPONDENT:

Build:
Somewhat skinny. 

. . 

Average

Somewhat fat

. . , .. . .

Appearance:
Somewhat ugly. 

. . . .

Average

. . . . 

Nice- looking

. . . .

Missing teeth:

None or few missing. . .
Several missing. 

. . . .

No teeth

. . . . 

CI . .

Unusual facial or other physical features. (DESCRIBE: Big nose
big ears , deformed nose, unusually-shaped face, big scar, birth-
mark, pock-marked face , etc.

IN ANSWERING ITEI1S 5 - 8 COJlPARE RESPONDENT vJITH THE AVEHAGE LO JER
CLASS WORKINffVU--E. G., TRUCK DRIVER.

5. Cleanliness of clothes:
Dirty.
Average

II . .

. .

il 41 Q

Very cle an

Condi tion of clothes:
Torn, worn

. . .

Average

. . . .

Neat, presentable

. .

Condi tion of shoes: Worn-out

Average

Good, new o . . 

run-over -0 . .

. . 

10 10 . .

Cleanliness of hands , face:
Dirty, neglected

Average

. . . .

Clean c . . 

. . . . 

CARD VIII

16.. 1

17- 1

18- 1

(19- 20)

21- 1

22- 1

23- 1

24- 1
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CARD VIII

Were there evidences of recent drinking?
(DES CREE)

Of hangover?

(25)

II. NOTES mT THE INTERVIEW:

How cooperative was the respondent?

Very cooperative tJ . . 26- 1

Some 1a t coopera ti ve

Uncooperati ve . 

. .

Very uncooperative

. . 

vila t appeared to be his a tti tude t01lJara. being intervielJed?
(27- 28 )

3. What subjects did he refuse to discuss fully or seem to be
sensi tive about?

(29- 30)

In general, do you think he gave truthful answers or was
spinning a yarn" some of the time? What parts of the inter-

view do you que sti on?

(31)

Wnat, in your opinion, are the most significant facors in this
personfs being on Skid Row?

(32-33 )
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Do you think he would accept help if it were given to him?
lmat kind of help do you think wculd benefit him?

,-..-."----

7 . IN.at do you think must be done for this man if he is to be
rehabili tated?

"'-

:'l

";''''

--C-

''''=''-

"'''H'''

""' "", """",""'" "-..--

10fua t do you think is his attitude to:JaI':
sibilities of his getting off Skid Row?

J:' '

:. .

; 'G ; e po s 

"..,__...

How would you rate the intelligence of t,hb %;:.

Superior irl ::eJ.:Ugence (should have
gone to coEege) 

. . . . . . , .

Quick, alert, intelligent

. . . .

Average II II fI (J 0 . co II . 0 

. .

CARD VIII

Dull, bordeJ'b.r3 i n clligR:nce

04-35)

(36-37)

(38 )

1r-

..-

39.. 1

Deficient--

::'

ci.

:: '

l.,' d5C , moronic

. .. .. . 

V-- T

10. Has this a person 'Wo seemed to have been llormal and happily
adjusted at one time , or does he strike you as having been
maladjusted since adolescence?

Still is 1vell-adjusted 

. . . . . . . . . .

Once 1vas well-adjusted but hot nOtV . 

. . . .

Prob2cbly never vJOll-adju2+"ed t :lor:-:erly in

much better shapo than nOvr. .

. . . . 

0 .
Probably ah:rays poorly-adjusted since adolescence

40- 1

11. Are there any other helpful insights or information you have
about this respondent that may not be obvious to someone else
reading the schedule? If so, please describe.

(l.j1- 42)
516


