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INTRODUCTION

This volume is called "Continuation Studies'" because the findings
presented in it are derived from data collected in an earlier, comprehen-
sive study of The Homeless Man on Skid Row.l 1In 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 vntil the typical Skid Row characteristics disappear.

In Chapters 1 to & which 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 prcbably be of little immediate practical use to city
planners and others interested in urban renewal, because they discuss factors
vhich single persons or local organizations are powerless to modify substan-
tially or to control. Only programs that begin to operate in the pre-
Skid Row iives 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 cof these factors. Yet for the student of
sociology and psychology, the types of deeper-lying, more diffuse factors
that are dealt with here 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 worlks with homeless men and other Skid Row residents is
interested in knowing "how people get that way' and "what makes these
people act the way they do."

The remaining chapters, 5-7, are only partiaily 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 recreationai activities of Skid Row men and
on their religious, political, and racial attitudes. Chapter 7, "Negroes
and Indians on Skid Row,™ is really a research note bearing on a develop-
ment concerning which the data obtained 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
suggestions.

The Homeless Man on Skid Row, National Opinion Research Center
Report No. 65, I (Chicago, October 1959), a research report on Housing and
Home Finance Agency Demonstration Project No. III.D-~1; 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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THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME II

Continuation Studies

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 thattwo 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, dislike 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, Pooling 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 contrcl alsc furnishes an unusual opportunity to study the factors in
Skid Row alcoholism. All too often, studies of Skid Row aicoholism have been
devoid of adequate control groups. Alcoholics from Skid Row have been com-
pared with normal persons in the general population or even with subjective
impressions of what the non~alcoholic pophlation is like. All differences
between the Skid Row drinker and the general public or general non-alcohelic
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 "living on Skid Row" is separated from “being an uncontrolléd 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 all without family
and in this sense are very atypical of the general adult population. But
they fall into three significantly different groups with respect to marital
status:

(1} HMen 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) Men 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) Men 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 an
explanation fcr 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 1life than for theories dealing with alcoholism. Among the men with
broken marria 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
resulting 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.
Tollowing 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.
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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.l

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:

2

1. Chronic alcoholics® -- never married.

2. Chronic alcoholics ~- with broken marriages.

3. HModerate drinkers -- never married and with broken marriages.
4. Controlled drinkers -- never married,

5. 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 thes e associated with alcoholics, and the factors that

lBecause 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.

2 . ;
In this and subsequent chapters, the term "“chronic alcoholics"
is equivalent to the combined "heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts' clas-
sificaticn.,
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bring bachelors to Skid Row are so different from those that bring men with
broken marriages, that this limitation is much less serious than at first
might appear.

Another very important qualification must be re~emphasized at
this point: ' The findings presented here are based upon data furnished by
the men themselves., Although the interviews were conducted in a climate
that appeared to be one of almost 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. 1In 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 major basis for trusting 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 objective observation via other means.

This study design may be summarized as follows: In the analysis
which follows, a search is made for factors that help to explain the arrival
on Skid Row of three groups of men:

a., Controlled drinkers -~ teetotalers and light drinkers.

b. Moderate drinkers -~ homeless men who are somewhat heavy drinkers
by general standards. ’

c. Uncontrolled drinkers -- heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts.

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

Method of presenting the evidence. The quantity of materials
generated by the three-variable tabulations is much too large to reproduce
in this report. As a compromise, the following procedure has been adopted.
The respomses to each major inquiry are shown as percentage distributions,
cross~classified singly with marital status and a three-fold set of drink-
ing categories. Table 1-1 and the tables that follow it illustrate the
format.

1Since there are many tables with exactly the same headings, in
order to save space, they have been presented in continuous runmning form,
divided only by the subject headings.
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Happiness of parents' marriage (Table 1-1). 1In respounse to the
question, "How happy was your parents' marriage?'", more than 70 per cent of
the men claimed their parents' marriage was either "unusually happy" or
"happy,' while only about 13 per cent reported it was “unhappy,' 'very un-
happy," 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 relative, 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 whose 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 "Sitid 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 at all, to predispose him to
become an uncontrolled drinker.

Since all but a comparatively small fraction of Skid How men come
from homes where both parents were present and reported to have been happily
married, and since the percentages of heavy drinkers and 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' marriage could not possibly have predisposed
more than a few of the men toward alcoholism.

Characteristics of the father. 1In 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 questions concerning the charac-
teristics of the father and mother were asked. Following is a summary of the
inquiries concerning the father. '

Occupation of father (Table 1-2). The men on Skid Row are
drawn predominantly from workingmen'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 "white-collar! worker. A higher percentage
‘0of the divorced or separated men on Skid Row came frxom middle-class families
than did the men who had never married. Thus, when the sops of middle-class
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families arrive on Skid Row, marital discord seems to be a more significant
factor in their problems than is the case for men coming from lower-class
families.

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 alcohblic 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. Alsc, 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: ''very poor,' "poor,"
"comfortable," or "well-to-do." Almost two-thirds of the men reported they
came from "comfortable" families, while only seven per cent said their fami-
lies were 'wery poor.'" This also contradicts a widely 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 tc 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 pcor and poor families, and fewer were from well-to-do families than
were the separated or divorced men.

Poverty in childhood appeared to have no positive relationship
to drinking status; however, men who claimed to be from well-to-do and
comfortable families were heavy drinkers or chronic alcoholics in above-
average proportions, 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
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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-half 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.

Personal characteristics of father (Table 1-4). Each respond-
ent was asked, "What kind of person was your father?", and his responses were
probed to bring out the basic temperament and persomal 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. In
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 uncontrclled 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 reactiom.

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

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

(b) Critical of father, with evidence of moderate degree of dislike.
(¢) ©Not critical of father, but little evidence of affection.

(d) Critical of father, but also expresses liking for him.

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

(£) Uncritical of father, with evidence of great affection. AT
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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 whatsocever. 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, an d moderate
dislike was indicated by an additional six per cemnt.

Of the men who openly expressed dislike for their fathers, a higher
percentage were chrenic alcoholics than were the men who either were mnot
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.

Father's treatment of children (Table 1-6). Each respondent
was then asked to describe the father's treatment of the children and his
attitude toward them. The results of this inquiry are summarized in Table
1-6. 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 criticizedfor 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.

Personal characteristics of the mcther (Table 1-9). When
asked, '"What 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 childremn. . . . . . . . . . 59%
Centle, Kind., . « ¢ v « o o o o & ¢ o o s o 4 s e e e 32
Good housekeeper, good cook . . . & + « + « v o o e 0 e e 34
Understanding, sympathetic. . . . « « o« + « + o ¢ o+ o 21
Hard worker, industrious. . . . .+ « « « « « & &+ ¢ o+ » o 22

Vague but positive ("a good woman,'" "no bad habits"™). . . 43
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As Table 1-9 shows, the derogatory categories, such as 'mean,"
"abusive," "hot-tempered," 'not understanding," 'mno affection for children,"
"depressed or morbid," "reactionary or old-fashioned,” "stingy," '"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-alcoholies.
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."

1f 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. 1In view of this testimony, it can only be concluded that,
as reported by the men, thé 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 level of affection (Table
1-10). The extent of this adulation may be seen more clearly in Table 1-10,
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 impiied 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 al 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, 1

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 ¢yiticize 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 showed 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'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,” 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'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 light- 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 behavioxr.

Summary. It can be concluded only that if the treatment given
to the homeless men by their mothers 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,
although some evidence is presented later in this chapter.

Attactment to parents. After asking the men about the father and
mother individually, the interviewers then asked a series of questions de-
signed to bring out any unusual attachments to one parent or the other or
an unusual degree of dependence upon parents.

Which parent was liked most (Table 1-13). When asked, "Which
of vour 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 preference 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
alcoholies. Also, chronic alcoholism was extraordinarily prevalent among
the small group of men who reported that 'meither parent helped very much,™

Coders' evaluation of excessive attachment to parents (Table
1-15), 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) No evidence of excessive attachment to either parent.
(b) Definite evidence of excessive mother-attachment, dislike for father.

(c) Definite evidence of excessive mother-attachment, toleration for
father or no father.

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

(e) Definite evidence of excessive father-attachment, toleration of
mother or no mother.

(f) Definite evidence of excessive attachment to both parents,

(g) No parents, unable to classify.

The coders could find no evidence for excessive attachment to
either parent for 50 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 parenc,
there was a small but highly significant deficit of chronic 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 extvaordinary 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 moderatebut 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
of the men on Skid Row who are not chronic alcoholics aisc 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 alomne
account for the presence of more than five per cent of the chronic alcoholics
on Skid Row. Thus, although it is a very comsistent and unmmistakable 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 overdependency 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,'" 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 overdependency,
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.K significantly related to chronic
alcoholism among beth 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 explanatorv 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 inme . . . . . . . . 41
She was more companionable. . . . . . . . . . 23
She was more understanding. . . . . . . . . . 17
She took care of Mm@ . . . v v ¢« v 4 « 4 . . . 14
She gave me presents. . . . . + « &+ « « ¢ o « 14
She was more affectionate . . . . + v « « .« & 8

She defended me, took my part . . . . . . . . 8.
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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." Among the married men, alcoholism was most pronounced among men
who preferred their mothers because they were "more understanding,' ‘'‘more
interested in me," 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 parent express selfish plea-
sures derived from association with the parent, use of the parent for
psychological self-gratification, or appreciation for personal services
renderad 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 judgment on these responses because one does not know how
a cross-section of the 'normal" adult population would respond to this
question. 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 answer this question.

Domestic discord in parental home. After querying the respondents
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 per 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
who 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' quarreling (Table 1-20). 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' 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 zafe 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 tte 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 socio-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 with seven or
more children, and a disproportionately small share come from families with
one to four children:

Native white women 45-49

Families of years of age in 1940,

Number of children Skid Row with 5-6 years of
men grammar school
Total. . . . . &« . .« .| 1G60.0 160.6
L chila. . . . . . . . 8.3 12.7
2 c¢children . . . . . . 7.7 17.5
3 ¢children . . . . . . 9.0 15.3
4 children . . . . . 15.2 13.8
5-6 childyren . . . . . 20.0 18.9
7-9 children . . . . . 27.3 14.8
10 or more children. 12.6 7.0

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.

q ,
“Source: 1940 Census of the United States, Differential Fertility,
Women by Number of Children Ever Born, Table 109.
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Birth order of homeless men (Table 1-22), 1In 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 alcoholie 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 cldest or youngest children of their
families because they came from large families and stayed in the parents’
home probably until the mother's death.

Relations 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, while 65 per cent said they
got along "all 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 consicderable 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 by parents (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 the overprotective parents, and () homeless men are rejected
boys who were '‘pushed aside" in favor of other brothers or sisters. Excluding
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. 1In about 14 per cent of the cases, the respondent
claimed that he was the favored chiid, 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 hypotheses of overprotection and of re-
jection get mild support from the data. 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 parents were uncontrolled drinkers. A swall but significant
percentage of those who claimed there was no favorite child in their family
were also uncontrolled drinkers. Strangely, ameng the single men who repor-
ted the parents favored a brother or sister, 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 leaving 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 reachinzy 55 years of age!) A minority of both the single and
the ever-married men left home at the '"mormal® ages of 18-24 (38 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 oY 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 1-26).
About 43 per cent of the men left their parents' homes when both parents
were still alive and living together. 1In 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 1-27). 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 three per cent had a mother
who had remarried. About five per cent had a father living. GSince they
are a younger gyoup, a higher percentage of the separated or divorced men
tended to have one or both parents still living.

Uncontrolled drinking smong 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 sepa rated
and divorced men, uncontrolled drinking was concentrated among men whose
parents were living together, ox 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. 1In those cases where the father's
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. Almost 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 questioms
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 this 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! evaluation of childhood home life 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 respondent’s bovyhood family 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
separated ot
divorced men

Percentage of
single men

a. Disorganized, alcoholic, neurotic,

psychotic parents. . . . . . . . 9.7 12.4
b, Broken home ., . . . + . & « « « & ©18.4 27.5
c. Parents neglected children, showed

lack of affection. . . . . . . . 9.5 9.2

d. Parents pampered and babied the

respondent . 4 4 4 4 e e e e e e 9.3 12.8
e. Family was uneducated or poor, low

socio-economic status. . . . . . 19.4 17.0
f. Home was filled with strife and N

conflict « ¢ v v v v v« 4 0 e e 9.9 12.0

g. Parents inflicted severe physical
punishment . . . . . . . . . . . 7.2 10.7

h. Man had no home as a boy, was brought
up in institution. . . . . . . . 2.9 2.7

i. Parents ignored boy, or else bullied
him or gave other ego-destroying
freatment. . « « « « o & & s o+ . 4.1 4.2

j. Boy was victim of parental unlove,
was shown little, if any, affection 5.8 ' 6.3

None of the above . . . . ¢« « « . « & 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 12 per cent. However, these conditions
tended to be only partially duplicative, so that about 70 per cent of the
men had one ot 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 none of the un-
desirable conditiong in their boyhood family life, there is a cowparative
deficit of heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts and an above-average pro-
portion of teetotalers and light drinmkers. 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
uncontrolled drinkers
Never-married. Separated or

men © divorced men
TOLALe v v v v v o v e e e e e e 26.3 41.1
With none of the Ybad" family conditionms. 13.7 34.3

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 disorganized, alcoholic, neurotlc, psychotic.
Home filled with strife, conflict
Broken home. .
Neglecf 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 31ngle men.

. Among the separated or divorced men, the follow1ng items were as-
soc1at°d with chronic alcoholism:
Parents disorganized, alcoholic, neurotic, psychotic.
Parents "pampered" and "babied" them
Home filled with strife, conflict
Parents inflicted severe punishment
Pavents 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 familylife, but a greater number of
these variables 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 thehigher rate of alcoholism among the
separated and divorced men.

Favorable cenditions in the respondent's bovhood family situa-
tion (Table 1-33). A list of conditions which would seem to predispose a
child to live a normal, happy, mentally-healthyadulthood 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. Following 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
separated or
divorced men

Percentage of
single men

a. Parents normal, well-adjusted,

stable personalities . . . . . . 55.7 38.3
b. Parents were compatible, marriage

was happy. « v v v v 0 e v e e s 63.1 41.7
c. Parents loved their children, cared

for them well., . . . . . . . . . 56.9 42,8
d. Paxents appeared to give children '

good training for adulthood. . . 25.8 21.2
e. Family income was adequate. ., . . 52.2 45,5

These ratings, of course, were mads on the basis of the material given by
the men and hence reflect their own interpretation of their home situatioms.

On an average, the men who had never married experienced 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’s
point of view, If one begins with a theory that poor family conditions are
the leadirng cause explaining why men arrive at Skid Row, then it would be
surprising to find that roughly one-half of the men report excellent or
good family situations. 1If one begins with the presimption that it is desirable
that 100 per cent of all persons should cime frem good family situatioms, then
the proportions shown above ave discouragingly low. Gince similar measures
are not available for the general population, one cannot learn just how much
lower these proportions are than among the general populatiorn 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 slightly better
than the average of Skid Row. One might have hoped that a very high 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 1-33, 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 separated 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. Materials 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 alccholism tends to be associated with:

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

b. Homes where the husband has '"bad™ personal traits -- drinking,
infidelity, has served a jail sentence.

c. Homes where the children are mistrested.

d. Excessive emotional attachment and overdepenéency upon mother.
e. Lack of affection or dislike for either parent.

f. Serious quarreling between siblings.

g. Development of an egocentric attitude toward parents.

L. Being the mother's favorite child.

i. Death of either father or mother during adolescence.

j. Leaving home at an extraordinarily early age.

k. Parents disorganized, neurotic, or psychotic.

1. Being the 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 canmnot account for all of the Skid Row phenonena.
Coming from a good home is no insurance against iiving on Skid Row, either
as an unmarrvied or as a separated or divorced man, or as a teetotaler or a

chronic alcoholic.
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TABLE 1-1
HOW HAPPY WAS YOUR PARENTS' MARRIAGE?

i

Marital status i Drinking classification
A1l ¢ ; : . 7
: : 1 Testo- : ' Heavy
home-~ ! { Separa- . ! N : D gens
Response i ] ! i talers i {drinkers
less .. lted and i . ; iModerate.
iSingle! . Widowed! and e iand Alco-
men | i di- HE ;drinkers! i
! ; ed | { Light | ! holic
! ; | Vore ‘drinkers’ derelicts
} ] : ! : ; ;

Total. . . . « . . i100.0%1100,0%: 100.0% . 100.0%: 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Unusually happy . . . . |32.5 | 31.1 1 35.4 317 | 35.4 | 28.5 31.7
Happy « + « « « o « o « 138,13 4411 33.6 i 46.2 41.1 ¢ 33.3 37.8
Rather unhappy. . . .1 6,5 6.2 | 7.6 ¢ 4.1 4.7 | 4.5 10.6
Very unhappy. . . . . .| 4.6 4.7 5.5 ¢ 2.1 3.5 3.0 7.6
Parents separated or ; % { :

divorced . . . . . . 2.0 1.7 E 1.9 4.1 1.0 3.6 2.2
Only one or no parent . 9.2 7.2 ¢ 10.8 9.7 9.5 12.0 6.4
No answer, vague answer @ 7.1 5.0 f 5.2 2.1 4.9 15.0 3.7

TABLE 1-2

FATHER'S OCCUPATION

Total. . . . . . . 100.0%!100.0% 100.C%}! 100.0% . 1€0.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%

Professional, technical,} % %

kindred worker . . . . i 4.3 3.6 | 5.3 2,3 ¢ 3.2 | 4.8 5.2
Farmer, farm manager. . :20.0 | 19.6 | 20.1 23.8 { 24.4 ¢ 21.1 13.3
Manager, official, pro- ' : !

prietor, excluding farm 9.1 8,1 11.6 5.0 1 7.6 | 6.9 13.1
Clerical, kindred worker. 1.7 2.7 1 1.2 - 1.2 0.5 3.2
Sales worker. . . . . .: 1.9 | 2.61 2.2 - 1 1.2 - 4.1
Craftsman, foreman, j E

kindred worker . . . . 23,0 i 19.3 : 25.4 29.3 19.8 23.7 26.8
Operative, kindred g ;

worker . . . . . . . §18.2 23.0 1 14.9 @ 13.3 ; 17.9 21,1 16.5
Private household § ! ; j

worker, service worker ! 3.5 4.7 E 2.2 ¢ L4 5.4 2.4 1.8
Farm laborer, foreman . ! 0.8 1.2, 0.7 | - 1.6 - 0.4
Laborer, excluding farm | ; o

and mine . . . . . . . |11.9 | 11.8 © 12.1 | 144 13.4 1 105 11.1
Occupation not reported : 5.5 3.9 4.3 1 6.6, 4.3 9.1 4.5

TABLE 1-3

FATHER'S INCOME STATUS

Total. . . . . . . 100.0%1100.0% 100.0%! 100.0%, 100.0% i 100.C% | 160.0%
Very poor . « + « + - o 7.21 9.3 4.9 8.31 9.3 1 5.5 1 57
POOT. « o « « « o « . . 119,81 2121 18.7 19.3 1 209 | 17.9 | 19.7
Comfortable . . . . . .163.2 | 63.91 66.1 | 57,51 613 | 62.7 I 66.1
Well-to-do. . . . . . 6,21 3.41 881 83 51 ¢ 7.7 . 6.6
Income not reporied . 3.6 2.2 % 1.6 ; 6.6 3.4 : 6.2 1.8
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TABLE 1-4
KIND OF PERSON FATHER WAS

: Marital status . Drinking classification
" o 'Separa- | Teeto- ; ; Heavy
Response ; qome -=epa i ! talers ‘drinkers

i less , ited and | .. : ‘Moderate: M

i Single! . Widowed: and i, . ;and Alco-
! men oo di- o ‘drinkers: N

i | vorced ! Light 3 . holic

: ? ‘drinkers . .derelicts

: ] ‘

Total. . . . . . . 100.0%!100.0% 100.0%] 100.0% 100.0% ' 100.0% | 100.0%

Good traits of father:

Happy, good-natured. .| 12.0 | 10.1 | 14.1 | 11.2 |

. 8.7 13.5 ; 15.6

Gentle and kind. . . .1} 16.8 18.6 15.9 15.7 i 16.3 19,5 ! 15.6
Friendly, popular, % ' | §

everyone liked him. .} 10.9 | 12.2 8.5 14.9 : 11.2 10.9 ¢ 10.6
Even-tempered, calm, ! 3 } : :

hard to get excited .| 6.5 | 9.0 3.4 1 11,21 6.9 | 6.8 5.8

Understanding, sympa-
thetic, empathetic. . 9.3 5.6 10.4 17.9 ¢+ 11.0
Loving, affectionate, : ! § ! i
good to children. . .| 44.5 | 40.7 | 47.4 | 48.5 . 50.0 . 38.0 | 4l.4

8.6 i 7.4

Hard worker, good ! i

provider, ambitious .{52.3 ! 50.8 | 50.1 | 70.1 | 55.4 | 52.6 | 47.8
Honest, dependable, i { i i

kept his word . . . .} 11.3 }{ 10.5 ; 13.2 7.5 ¢ 11,0 ; 12,0 : 11.3
Emotionally stable . .| 3.9 | 4.9 . 1.8 9.0 5.0 | 2.3 @ 3.4
Quiet, uncommunicative, i § : i

not hoisterous. . . . 3.2 ¢ 4.7 2.7 - 3.8 1 4ul 1.6
Gregarious, liked to : ; % ; .

be arcund people. . .| 6.0 | 3.6 | 7.4 9.0 4,8 ¢ 3.4 9.5
Liberal, progressive i ; | :

in views. . . . . . .| 1.0 0 0.6 1.6 | - 1 L2 - 1.6
Good associates, é E § j : ;

straight, home-man. .{ 12.4 . 10.1 | 13.9 ;| 14,9 4.2 ¢ 10.2 11.3

Other positive but i i ; :
Vague . . . . . . . . 42,1 1 45,2 0 40,9 ¢ 35,1 | 42.9 [ 46,6 38.0
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TABLE 1-4 -- Continued

' i Marital status | Drinking classification
o . : . Teeto- | Heav
‘home- ; ‘Separa- | gTeeto i seavy
Response ] ! b : i talers ¢ ‘drinkers
iless |, ted and: . i iModerate
i Single , Widowed : and e :and Alco-
| men di~ | i Light %drmkerstE holic
i vorced Las ; : :
i ‘drinkers ;derelicts
1 1 H N H
Bad traits of father: | | % E !
Depressed, unhappy, i i j
morbid, brooding. . . | 0.5 0.6 0.5 - 6.6 ¢ 1.1 -
Mean, abusive. . . . . | 6.9 7.5 7.0 2.2 5.2 ¢ 4.1 ¢ 11.1
Unfriendly, hostile, ! : : : :
disliked people, not : ; ; ;
liked . . . . . . . o ;1.5 3.9 0.0 - 1.2 1.1 . 2.4
Hot-tempered, grouchy, | ; :
given to fits of rage | 8.1 8.4 8.8 4.5 6.3 . 10.5 8.7
Not understanding, : %
unsympathetic, incon- E : i
siderate, cruel . P42 1 4.9 3.6 4.5 3.8 ¢ 5.3 4.0
Cold, distant, little ‘ ;
affection for children! 3.7 2.8 3.8 6.7 3.5 ¢} 4.1 3.7
Lazy, poor worker, not i §
steady, not ambitiocus | 1,7 1.7 1.6 2,2 1.7 ¢ 1.2 | 1.6
Dishouest, cheating. . | 0.5 0.6 0.5 - 0.6 - : 0.8
Emotionally unstable . | 2.2 ; 3.0 2.2 - 1.2 1.9 4.0
Boisterous, loud, | !
show-off, talkative . | 1.5 1.9 1.4 | - 0.6 : 1.9 2.4

Solitary, liked to be

alone, witndrawn. lo.s @ 0.6 0.5 - 0.6 1.1 -
Dominwering, demanding, : } é

asceadant . . . . . . ; 7.6 1 5.1 9.9 6.7 5.6 7.1 10.6
Meek, easygoing, let | ; ’

people take advantage { 1.6 ; 1.5 1.6 2.2 1.2 3.8 0.8
Reactionary, conserva- : i _

tive, old-fashioned . | 3.3 | 3.0 2.7 6.7 4.6 2.3 2.1
Stingv, miserly, not : : |

willing to have [ j ! 1
comfort . . . . . . . | 1.9 ¢ 1.1, 2.2 3.7 1.7 | 3.0 - 1.3
Spendthrift, couldn't i : {

handle his money. . . % 1.5 é 2.6 % 1.1 - 1.7 1.1 1.6
Rough-tough associates, : ; : ; !

rough character . . . | 1.5 | 0.6 | 1.4 5.2 1 1.0 3.4 | 0.8
Other negative but : ; | i ;
‘ i

vague . . . . . ... L6400 5.4 741 6.7 1 40 | 56 | 10.3




TABLE 1-5
ATTITUDE TOWARD FATHER

; Marital status Drinking classification
©OAll : ; ; =
! : : Teeto=- Heavy
. home~- (Separa-' ; i
Response i , talers 1 Idrinkers
: less ited and! ‘Moderate: 1
f T en Slngle, di- :W1dowed and drlnkers.and Alco~
x . Light holie
; %vorced ! drlnkers :derelicts
Total. . . . . . .2100.02 100.0%¢ 100.0%: 100.0%? 100.0% ! 100.0% | 100.0%
Very critical, intense | i : é ; E
dislike. . . . . . . .: 7.4 7.2 ¢ 6.1 : 13.7 i 6.8 ! 6.5 8.9
Critical, moderate § ; i : § ]
dislike. . . . . . . . 6.2} 5.1 : 7.8} 3.8: 2.9 5.3 1 1.4
Not critical, little _ : : ! i ! |
evidence of affection.! 10.0 | 12.6 § 7.4 ! 11.4 ¢ 11.4  13.7 | 5.4
Critical but liked. . .: 17.8 : 17.9 | 20.1 | 9.2} 9.2 i 2065 | 27.8
Not critical, moderate ! ? § : % t ;
affection. . . . .E 37.2 0 39.4 ¢+ 35.7 36.6 ¢ 49.9 | 28.1 E 25.9
. Uncritical, great af- i i f i : } !
fection. . . . . . 21,4, 17.7 ¢ 22,9 25.2 0 19.8 | 25.9 | 20.5
TABLE 1-6
FATHER'S TREATMENT OF CHILDREN
Total. . . . . . . 100.0% 100.0%: 100.0%! 100,0%| 100.0% ; 100.0% ; 100.0%
Strict, rigid but not | |
abusive. . . . . . . . 11,5 12.0 11.3 : 10.9 10.5 10.0 13.8
Abusive, too strict, : §
too much discipline. .! 10.1{ 7.9 ; 11.1 ; 11.6 9.1 9.6 11.8
Neglectful, ignored ; :
children . . . ..l 3.8 4.5 1 4.1 - 2.8 2.8 5.8
Abandored chlldren, as- | % :
sumed no responsibility 2.3 = 2.5 . 1.0 : 7.0 1.8 3.2 2.3
Companionable, played i ‘ {
with children. . . . .| 17.1{ 12.2 ; 20.9 ; 20.2 | 14.5 20.5 18.4
Tried to train, teach, : :
reason with children .| 16,2 } 12,2 { 21.1 11.6 18.4 12.9 15.6
Protective from other ! i
parent, a go-between .| 0.5, 0.7 i 0.6 - 0.6 1.2 -
Vague but positive % i
treatment. . . . . . .1 54,9 64.4 | 49.4 ; 43.4 60.0 50.2 51.0
Vague but negative { % i
treatment. . . . . . .{ 3.5% 2.7 0 3.91 4.7 1.2 6.8 4.3
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'TABLE 1-7
DID YOUR FATHER EVER SERVE A JAIL SENTENCE?

Marital status ' Drinking classification
All , _ : .
Home- Separa- | | Teeto- Heavy
Response nome oepatas | ! talers | ‘drinkers
less . ited and |, . : ‘Moderate:
Single . Widowed; and and Alco~
men - di- Do . gdrlnkers .
0 4 | Light . holic
gvorce ‘drinkers’ iderelicts
; 1 Y 3 [

Total. . . . . . . 100.0%100.0% 100.0% ! 100.0%:.100.0% ; 100.0% 100.0%
Never served sentence . | 90.6 | 92.5 | 89.0 | 90.8 | 94.2 | 89.0 | 86.6
Served minor sentence . | 4.6 5.2 | 4.2 4.6 1 3.9 ¢ 3.5 | 6.5
Served major sentence . 1.0 1.1 % 1.1 ¢ - - : 0.8 2.5
Doesn't know. . . . . . ! 3.8 1.3 ;¢ 5.7 4.6 + 1.9 ¢ 7 b.b

TABLE 1-8

DID YOUR FATHER DRINK?

i
i

Total. . . . . . .%100.0%E100.0%’ 100.0%; 100.0%° 100.0% 100.0% : 100.0%
Never dramk . . . . . .|36.2 | 31.8 | 41.8 | 29.8 ; 36.8 . 37.2 | 3.6
Light drinker . . . . .| 12.6 | 13.3 10.8 17.2 ¢ 14.7 ; 4.5 } 8.1
Moderate drinker. . . .| 10.0 | 10.6 | 10.1 8.2t 6.8 @ 10.8 | 141
Periodic drinker. . . .| 5.7 | 5.5 5.7 4.5 | 3.3 6.7 | 8.4
Heavy drinker . . . .1 13.9 12.7 15.8 11.2 ¢ 8.9 12.3 22,2
Not heavy drinker but o : . ;

no other information .| 21.6 | 26.1 15.9 ' 29.1 ' 29.5 . 18,6 i 12.7
TABLE 1-9
KIND OF PERSON MOTHER WAS

Total. . . . . . . [100.0%/100.0%| 100.0%} 100.C% 100.0% | 100.0% ; 100.0%

Good traits of mother: é | %
Happy, good-natured. . 5.8 4.3 7.0 6.6 1 6.9 | 4.b 5.3
Gentle, kind . . . . .| 3L.8 | 29.6 34,8 27.9 § 33.1 . 28.1 | 32.4
Friendly, popular, : !
everyone liked her. .| 7.3 6.4 8.4 5.9 9.0 ' 3.0 8.0
" Even-tempered, calm, : ;
hard to get excited . 4.5 3.2 5.7 4.4 2.3 4.8 7.4
Understanding, sympa- § :
thetic, empathetic. .| 20.5 { 22.8 | 18.1 23.5 20.3 | 24.4 ¢ 18.1
Loving, affectionate, f
good to children. . . ! 58.6 | 58.8 54,2 77.9 58.4 ; 58.1 59.0
Hard worker, good pro- ;
vider, ambitious. . .| 22,5 | 23.2 23.3 15.4 26.4 1 23,0 16.8
Honest, dependable, {
kept her word . . . .| 3.5 2.3 3.9 5.9 4.8 ¢ 1.1 3.5
Emotionally stable . .| &.6 | 4.9 3.9 6.6 4.0 ;5.9 4.5
Quiet, uncommunicative, ;
not boisterous. . . .| 5.5 5.1 5.6 ANA 3.4 6.7 7.4
Gregarious, liked to ,
be with people. . . . 2.8 2.3 2.0 8.1 2.7 | 2.2 3.5
Liberal, progressive
in views. . . . . . . - 0.0 0.0 - - - -
Good associates, 1
straight, stay-at-home 11.1 | 9.2 13.1 10.3 4.4 7.0 ; 9.6
Good housekeeper, cook, ;
wife. . . . 33.6 32.8 33.6 36.0 32.8 39.3 | 30.9
Other Vaguelnn19031t1ve 43.2 | 45.4 41.5 41,9 46.4 | 36.3 | 43.6
____________ i"‘--’“—'""——"—"————"'———"?“———;“—""‘“
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TABLE 1-9 -~ Continued

A1l Marital status ; Drinking classification
{ Teeto- i ; Heavy
. home- Separa- ; ;
Résponse less red and 5 talers Moderate: ‘drinkers
Single Widowed and and Alco-
men di- tdrinkers: ,
: . Light ¢ . holic
vorced drlnkers fderelicts
~Bad traits of mother: é i ;
Depressed, unhappy, ; ! % ! j
morbid, brooding. . . ! 0.4 1.1 0.0 - i 0.6 1 0.7 -
Mean, abusive. . . . . | 1.3 | 1.3 1.1 2.2 1.7 | 1.1 ¢ 0.8
Unfriendly, hostile, i ! :
disliked people, not : i %
liked « v 2« v « « =« o | - | 0.0 0.0 - - - -
Hot-tempered, grouchy, ! :
fits of rage. . . . . | 1.1 0.4 2.0 - bo0s ¢ 1.9 1.6
Not understanding, f § . : ;
unsympathetic, incon- ! % i f ;
siderate, cruel . . . | 0.6 ; 0.9 0.5 - - 1.9 4 0.5
Cold, distant, little | | i i
affection for children: 0.9 | 1.5 0.5 - 1 1.0 1.1 0.5
Lazy, poor worker, not | ? ; 3
ambitious . . . . . . ; 0.2 E 0.0 0.4 - - - 0.5
Dishonest, cheatlng. .t = = 0.0 0.0 . - - b - -
Emotionally unstable . ; 0.2 { 0.0 0.4 | - - - 0.5
Boisterous, loud, i i
talkative, show-off . { 0.9 0.4 1 1.4 - 1.5 | - 0.5
Solitary, liked to be ; i '
alone, withdrawn. . . ; 0.8 0.6 1.1 - 1.1 - 0.8
Domineering, demanding,i !
ascendant . . . . . . : 6.5 1 6.4 | 4.5 15.4 6.1 10.4 4.3
Meek, easygoing, let | 5 § . ;
others take advantage . 4.3 @ 3.4 5.0 1 &b 2.3 1.9 8.8
Reactionary, old- ; ! l '
fashioned, conservative i
in views, . . . . 1.3 0.6 2.2 - 1.7 - 1.6
Stingy, miserly, not i
willing to have _
comfort . . . . . . . § 1.2 0.0 1.5 3.7 0.6 3.0 | 0.8
Spendthrift, couldn't i
handle money. . . 0.8 { 0.0 ¢! 1.6 - 0.6 - 1.6
Rough-tough, ran W1th :
rough crowd . . . . . | - 0.0 | 0.0 ] - _— - -
Bad housekeeper, sloppy; i !
neglected home. . . . | 0.3 0.0 { 0.5 - - ! - 0.8
Other vague but negatlve i : §
traits. . . . . . . . | 0.5 [ 45.4 | 42,6, - 1.1 § 2.2 -
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TABLE 1-10
ATTITUDE TOWARD MOTHER
1 Marital status Drinkiﬁg classification
All
Teeto- e
Response home- Separa-|; . - tifegﬂ drinEZZs
less |, ted and|__ “T77 Moderate
Single - Widowed | and drinkers and Alco-
men ¢ a Light holic
vorce _ drinkers _ derelicts
Total . . . . . . 1100.0% 100.0%! 100.0%] 100.0%| 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0%
Very critical, intense
dislike . . . . . . 1.9 2,2 1.7 2.3 2.8 3.1 -
Critical, moderate dls— '
like .+« ¢ o v ¢« o & 3.2 3.2 3.0 3.8 2.4 2.7 4.6
Not critical, little
evidence of affection . 4.1 4.3 4.5 2.3 2.8 4.3 5.9
Critical but liked . . . 11.7 10.8 13.8 6.8 7.9 8.5 19.0
Not critical, moderate
affection . « . . . . . 36.1 | 43.4 31.3 31.6 46.2 33.7 24.1
Not critical, great i
affection . . . + .+ . 43,0 ! 36,1, 45.7 | 53.4 38.1 47.7 46.4
; i i
TABLE 1~11
MOTHER'S TREATMENT OF CHILDREN

Total . + . « « « . . | 100.0%|100.0%} 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0% ? 100.0%

Strict, rigid but not |
abusive . . . . . . . . 10.4 9.8 10.9 11,2 9.8 13.2 9.4
Abusive, too strict, too

much discipline . . . . 1.6 1.3 2.3 - 1.2 2.4 1.7
Neglectful, ignored

children . . . .- e . 1.4 1.6 1.2 2.2 2.2 1.2 0.6
Abandoned chlldren

assumed no responsi-

bility e e 0.3 - - 2.2 - - -
Companionable, played

with children . 3.4 2.7 2.7 8.2 3.4 4.8 2.3
Tried to train, teach
reason with children . 20.1 20.5 20.9 16.4 21.9 16.4 20.2
Protective from other :
parent, go-between . G.9 8.0 9.5 10.4 6.6 11.2 10.5
Vague but positive ’
treatment . . . . . . . { 72,0} 70.9 71.9 74.6 | 71.7 71.6 | 72.7
Vague but negative _ ; |
treatment . . . . . . . 0.8 | 1.6 ! 0.4 - i 0.6 0.8 | 1.1
TAGLE 1-12
DID MOTHER DRINK?

Total « o « « » « » » 100,0%100,0%] 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0% : 100.0% | 100.0%
Never drank . . . . . 80.4 ; 80.5 80.3 79.7 85.5 77.2 75.3
Light drinker . . . . 15.0 14.6 15.1 15.8 10.7 17.0 19.6
Moderate drinker . . . . 2,2 3.0 2.2 - 1.7 2.3 2.9
Periodic drinker . . . . 6.3 - 0.5 - - 1.2 -
Heavy drinker . . . . 0.3 - 0.7 - 0.4 - 0.5
Not a heavy drinker but

no other information . 1.8 1.9 1.1 4.5 1.7 2.3 1.6
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TABLE 1-13
WIICH PARENT LIKED MOST

Marital status Drinking classification
hAll §S _ ! Teeto= Heavy
Response ome joepara talers drinkers
less . ‘ted and .. ; Moderate
Single Qi- Widowed and drinkers and Alco-
men ed ' Light holic
i vorce drinkers derelicts

Total . . . . . . 100.0% 1100.0%! 100.0%| 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% 100.90%

Liked both same . . . . 28.5 {29.1 | 29.4 | 28.3 ! 30.2 26.1 28.3
Liked father best . . . | 8.2 3.3 9.2 5.5 . 3.8 6.0 9.1
Liked mother best . . . 48.1 | 51.5 | 46.2 | 56.6 | 47.5 42.6 53.3

Lived with only one

parent or mome . . . - 9.2 | 7.2 | 10.8 9.7 9.5 12.0 6.4

No information . . . . 6.0 3.9 i 4o b - 40 13.2 2.9
TABLE 1-14
WIICH PARENT HELPED MOST WHILE GROWING UP
Total . . . . . . [100.0%[100.0% 100.0% 100.0%? 100.0% | 100.0% f 100.0%

Neither one very much . 1.8 1.6 2.6 - 0.9 | 0.9 | 3.9
Father helped the most, 13.8 15.3 13.9 11.7 16.1 | 10.2 I 13.5
Mother helped the most. 8.7 | 45.8 | 52.3 | 54.5 | 43.2 48.0 | 57.2
Equal help e 27.% | 32.6 25.4 26.2 34,7 | 22.5 ; 22.4
Not living with any . | i

parent . . . . . . . . 1.4 | 0.8 1.5 ; 3.4 1.7 2.4 | -
No answer . . « + « « 6.5 i 3.9 | 4.4 ; 4.1 t 3.5 15.9 i 2.9

TABLE 1-15
CODERS' EVALUATION OF EXCESSIVE ATTACHMENT TO PARENTS

Total . + « ¢« « & 100.0% IOO.G% 100.0%! 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%

No evidence of exces-
sive attachment to

either . . . « « « + & 60.5 59.6 61.9 71.7 64.8 56.2 58.0
Mother attachment,
dislike of father . . 3.9 3.5 3.9 6.2 5.0 0.9 4.7

Mother attachment,
toleration of father

or no father . . . . . 19.1 20.4 20.4 12.4 15.3 17.4 26,0
TFather attachment,
dislike of mother . . 0.8 1.4 - 2.1 1.4 - 0.5

Father attachment,
toleration of mother

or no mother . + . .« 3.2 3.1 4.2 - 2.1 4.8 3.4
Excessive attachment _
to both parents . . . 3.5 5.0 2.7 2.1 3.8 3.6 2.9
No parents oxr unable ’
to classify . . . . . 1.4 0.8 1.5 3.4 1.7 2.4 -
" No information . . . . 7.7 6.2 5.5 2.1 1 5.9 14.7 4.4
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TABLE 1-16

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

i Marital status Drinking classification
All Separa- Teeto- Heavy
Responsn home= ted and talers Moderate drinkers
) less |Single di- Widowed| and drinkers and Alco-
men Light holic
. [vorced drinkers derelicts

Total . . « « + &«

Yes, very strong

evidence . . . . . . .
Yes, but only
moderately . . . . . .

No evidence of over-
dependency . . « . .« .

Not enough information
to classify . . . .

L

160.0%/100,0%| 100.0%| 100.0%{ 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%

9.6 | 8.8 | 10.8

8.5 7.0 5.6 13.6
20.5 | 18.5 23.8 16.9 17.3 24.4 21.7
56,5 | 59.9 53.0 68.0 63.8 55.5 47.6

{ 13.5 | 12.8 12.4 5.6 11.9 11.5 17.1

TABLE 1-17
REASONS FOR PREFERRING FATHER
Total . . . . . 100.0%]100.0%} 100.0%} 100.0%| 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
More affectionate . . . 2.8 7.0 - - - - 3.1
More companionable,

spent time withhim. . 36.1 48.8 26.3 37.5 45.1 15.0 35.1
More understanding . . 8.3 - 15.8 - 11.8 - 8.1
More interested in his

welfare . . . . . . . 22,2 | 18.6 22.8 37.5 17.6 40.0 18.9
Took hig part, defended

against other parent . 2.8 - 5.3 - - - 8.1
Let him have own way. . 8.3 7.0 10.5 - 11.8 15.0 -
Gave hiwm presents 13.0 7.0 10.5 62.5 17.6 10.0 8.1
Other parent behaved . ‘ |

badly . . . . 2.3 | 16.3 - 37.5 | 11.8 10.0 5.4
No reason for the | : |

preference . . . . . . | 25.0 1 16.3 | 35.1 1 - © 19.6 | 25.0 32.4

TABLE 1-18
REASONS FOR PREFERRING MOTHER
i
Total . . . . « . 100.0%!100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0% ; 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
More affectionate . . . 7.6 7.9 7.3 7.3 9.1 12.7 2.3
More companionable . . 23.1 22.6 25.9 14.6 18.2 22.5 29.5
More understanding . . 17.1 1 21.1 10.1 28.0 18.2 15.5 16.6
Interested in him,

normal to prefer . . 41.3 | 37.0 42.0 53.7 40.9 40,1 42.9
Took his part, defended’ '

Bdm . .« ¢ e e e e e 8.2 2.1 5.9  13.4 6.9 10.6 8.3
Let him have own way . . 3.8 2.6 3.8 7.3 6.2 2.1 1.8
Gave him presents . . . 14.2 15.1 16.4 3.7 16.1 16.9 10.1
Took care of him . . . 14.1 17.0 12.2 11.0 17.5 14.1 9.7
Other types of reason . 0.9 - 2.1 - 1.1 - 1.4
Other parent behaved

badly . « « + .+ . . . 10.6 S.4 11.5 11.0 7.7 5.6 17.5
No reason for

preference ., , 7.7 ¢ 7.9 8.7 3.7 7.7 5.6 9.2
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TABLE 1-19

WHICH PARENT BLAMED FOR.QUARRELIEG

"—‘—_Narital status 7-—5f;nk1ng clagsification
A1l Teeto- g Heavy
’ Separa- » {nl
Response homne- ted and ‘ : talers tModerate drinkers
less Single , Widowed ! and N and Alco-
' di- ) ‘drlnkers .
men ced Light holic
vor drinkets! derelicts
s
Total . 100.0%1100.0% | 100,0% i 100.0% | 100.0% l 100.0% 100,0%
Dlames father . . 45.5 | 49.3 3.0 | 16.7 | 38.7 | 27.5 58.8
Blames mother 9.1 7.0 12.2 - 14,5 | 12.5° 3.5
Blames both 9.1 | 12.7 | 8.2 - 9.7 | 7.5 9.4
Blames neither . 1.6 4.2 - - 4.8 -
Unable to assess
the blame . . . L 27.3 {22.5 ! 26.5  50.0 27.4 % 30.0 25.9
No information . 7.5 4.2 5.1 | 33.3 4.8 | 22.5 2.4
: i 9 { i
TABLE 1-20
REASONS FOR PARENTS' QUARRELING
N —— ‘ : _ pm===
Total . . . . . ‘100.0% 100.0% ! 100.0% 100.0%’ 100.0% | 100.0% 100.9%
Father's drinking 28.9 | 33.8 30.6 - 19.4 20.0 40.0
Mother's unfaithful- ' . i
ness, ran around 1.1 2.8 - - - - 2.4
Father's unfaithful-
ness, ran around 12.8 16.9 12.2 - 14.5 22.5 7.1
Reasons other than
drinking . . . 49.7 1 53.5 53.1 16.7 58.1 40.0 48.2
Mother's drinking - - - - - - -
Too young to know i
reason . 20.3 112.7 20.4 | 50.0 22.6 30.0 | 14.1
No information . | 5.9 | - 8.2 | 33.3 | 4.8 15.0 ‘ 2.4
’ ! | ’; '
TADLE 1-21
NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN THE FAMILY
Total . . . . . 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0%.1100.0% |100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
One . o « « o « = 7.9 8.0 8.7 6.2 8.3 10.8 4.9
TWO & v« o o o o o 9.3 7.4 10.8 11.7 8.7 8.7 10.6
Three . . . . 11.6 8.7 | 14.7 11.7 14.0 7.8 11.3
FOUT + « « 4 & « & = 14.0 |1i4.6 13.4 17.9 14.0 12.0 15.5
Five . + o o « « o« & 9.1 111.3 8.1 8.3 8.0 10.2 9.8
SiXx v o 4 i e e e s 8.1 8.0 9.2 6.2 2.2 5.1 9.1
Seven . . 4 o« e e e 8.4 10,7 5.3 15.9 9.0 9.0 7.1
Eight . . . . . . 6.7 7.4 6.6 6.2 6.4 6.0 7.6
Nine . . . « .« . 9.6 8.2 10.8 9.7 7.3 9.3 13.0
Ten or more . . 10.2 112.2 9.7 6.2 | 12.7 8.1 8.6
No information . . . 5.1 3.7 , 2.6 - 2.4 1 12.9 2.5
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TADLE 22

BIRTH ORDER OF RESPONDENT

i Marital status Drinking classification
A1l | Separa- Teeto- Heavy
Response home-~ | ‘ rod and | talers |y 4o e drinkers
less (Single . Widowed| and drink and Alco-
men di Light | 4FPPETS 1 polic
vorced drinkers derelicts
Total . 100.0%{100.0% 100.0%, 100.0%| 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Only child . . . . 7.9 8.0 8.7 6.2 8.3 10.8 4.9
Oldest child . . . 19.4 | 15.9 20.2 33.8 19.6 13.5 24.1
Next to oldest . . 14.9 | 15,0 15.5 13.8 16.5 16.5 11.3
Third child . . . . 15.9 | 15.5 17.3 13.8 13.2 15.6 20.1
Fourth child . . 12,1 ; 15.0 10.8 10.3 12.8 13.2 10.1
Fifth child . . . . 5.8 6.6 6.3 2.1 4,0 5.1 8.8
Sixth child . . . . 4.3 3.5 5.2 4.1 5.9 0.9 4.7
Seventh child . . 3.9 3.7 4.0 5.5 4.3 2.1 4.9
Eighth child . . 2.9 3.3 2.9 2.1 2.1 4.2 2.9
Ninth or higher
order . 6.9 9.9 5.0 6.2 9.4 4.2 5.7
Youngest . 24.9 30.5 22.9 20.2 26.5 16.8 29.2
No information 6.0 | 3.7 4.0 2.1 4.0 13.8 2.5
TABLE 1-23
RELATIONS WITH SIBLINGS
Total . . . 1100.0%i100.0%! 100.0% | 100.0%{ 100.0% ; 100.0% 100.0%
Got along unusually
well with all 21.1 | 18.8 19.7 31.1 20.5 24,2 19.9
Got along alright,
little trouble . 62.5 | 66.2 53.3 49.2 66.0 61.9 58.3
Got along but there
was bickering . . 8.0 7.8 7.3 12.3 5.4 7.0 11.6
Got along with all
but one sibling 6.0 4.1 8.5 2.5 5.7 3.9 7.7
Severe trouble with i )
two or more . . .| 2.3 | 3.0 1.2 4.9 1 2.3 2.2 2.5
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TABLE 1-24

DID PARENTS HAVE FAVORITE CHILD?

Of those with parents and siblings

Marital status

Drinking classification

hﬁ;ﬁ— 'Separa- Teeto- geavy
Response less ted and talers Moderate drinkers
“® 18ingle . Widowed| and o and Alco~
men di~ X drinkers .
Light holic
vorced drinkers derelicts
Total 100.0%{100.0% | 100.0%! 100.0%! 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
No favorite . . . 61.6 65.9 59.9 69.8 66.1 53.3 62.0
both favored the
respondent . . . . 5.5 4.5 6.9 @ 4.7 5.2 4,5 6.5
Mother treated ! )
respondent as
favorite, not
father . . . . . . 5.2 5.1 5.8 2.3 3.5 7.3 6.0
Father treated
respondent as
favorite, not
mother . . . . . 3.3 1.9 3.8 7.0 3.5 4,2 2.3
Both parents
favored another . 7.3 6.8 7.8 9.3 7.0 6.9 8.1
Mother favored
another, father
OONE & + + 4 « & & 2.4 2.1 3.4 - 2.7 1.0 3.1
Father favored
another, mother
NONE « « o + o+ & 3.2 2.6 4,2 2.3 2.3 3.5 4.2
Both parcnts re-
jected respondent. 0.7 1.7 - - C.6 0.7 0.8
Father rejected,
not mother . . . . 1.7 1.9 2.0 - 1.2 3.1 1.3
Mother rejected,
not father . 1.1 | 0.9 1.1, 2.3 1.6 1.0 0.5
No information S.9 8.5 7.6 2.3 8.5 17.3 6.2
TABLE 1-25
AGE AT LEAVING UOME
Total . . . . |100.0% £00.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% ] 100.0% | 100,0% 100,0%
Under 15 years . . 11.1 3.8 12.8 13.3 9.9 13.2 11.3
16-17 years . . . . 17.9 19.2 18.0 16.0 18.6 16.3 18.3
18-19 years . . . . 16.9 14.7 19.5 18.2 17.5 9.3 21.7
20-21 years . « . . 14.7 12.8 14.2 25.4 16.5 16.5 11.0
22-24 years . . . . 11.8 10.7 13.9 9.4 10.7 14.8 11.0
25-29 years . . . » 12,4 13.5 11,1 4.4 12.4 13.4 11.7
30-34 years . . . . 5.7 3.9 3.7 1.7 7.0 3.8 5.2
35-44 years .« . . 4,1 7.3 2.1 - 3.5 4.3 4.7
45-54 years . . . . 1.3 2.3 0.8 - 1.3 1.9 0.9
55-64 years . . . . 0.5 0.8 0.4 - 1.2 - -
65 and over . . . . - - - - - - -
No information . . 3.6 | 0.9 3.6 | 1.7 1.3 6.5 4.3
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TADLE 1-26

WERE PARENTS LIVING AT TIME RESPONDENT LEFT HOME?

E Marital status Drinking classification
All Separa- Teeto- Heavy
Response home- ted and talers Moderate drinkers
less |Single| .. Widowed! and . and Alco-
: di- . drinkers X
men vorced Light holic
drinkers derelicts
Total . . . . . |100.0%[100.0%| 100.0% 100.,0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Doth parents deceased | 135.3 13.6 14,0 22,2 11.5
Both parents living,
living together . 42.9 45.2 41.9 39.3 47.2
Doth parents living,
separated or
divorced « + « « . & 3.6 4.0 1.9 4,8 4.9
Father deceased,
mother a widow . . . 14.3 15.8 17.3 7.8 15.2
Father deceased,
mother remarried . . 3.6 3.4 5.0 3.0 2.2
Mother deceased,
father a widower . . 9.6 9.5 9.9 6.3 12.0
Mother decaased,
father remarried . 3.8 4.2 4.7 3.6 2.7
Lived with mother
until her death,
then left home . . 7.3 3.9 8.1 9.9 3.9
Lived with father
until his death,
then left home . 3.3 3.1 1 2.8 6.6 1.5
Lived with widowed
mother until her
remarriage, then
left home . . . . . 0.2 0.5 1.0 - 0.7
Lived with widowed
father until his
remarriage, then
left home . . . « . 1.1 0.6 1.0 ! 4.1 1.6 1.8 -
No information . . . 6.8 4.5 ; 4.2 4.1 5.2 ¢ 12.9 4.2
i H
TABLE 1-27
PARENTS LIVING OR DEAD NOW?
i
Total . . . . . [100.0%'160.0%{ 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Doth parents deceased | 65.5 59.3 73.8 62.9 55.8
Both parents living,
living together . ., 5.3 6.8 3.8 4.8 7.9
Both parents living,
separated or divorced 2.2 2.9 1.0 3.3 2.9
Father deceased,
mother a widow . . . 9.3 13.6 6.6 5.1 16.5
Tather deceased,
mother remarried . . 3.1 3.9 4.0 2.1 2.7
Mother deceased,
father a widow . . . 4.3 5.0 3.8 2.4 6.4
Mother deceased,
father remarried . . 3.0 3.6 2.4 4.2 2.9
No information . . . 7.4 % 5.0 4.5 § 15.3 4.9




~36-
TABLE 1-28

AGE OF RESPONDENT AT DEATH OF FATHER

Marital status Drinking classification
All ﬁSepara— Teeto- Heavy
home- talers drinkers
Response 1 , ted and|.. . Y Moderate _
ess [Single | . Widowed ! and N and Alco
. di- . drinkers .
men vorced Light holic
drinkers derelicts
Total . . . . (100.0%}/100.0% ! 100.0%| 100.0%; 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Less than 10 years
old . . .. .. .1 8.6 3.2 9.7 7.6 10.1 7.8 7.1
10-14 years old . 6.6 6.8 6.9 6.2 7.1 5.1 7.1
15-19 years old . 6.5 5.0 7,8 7.6 7.1 6.0 5.9
20-24 years old . 9.8 | 11.6 8.4 10.3 9.0 9.6 10.6
25~34 years old . | 15.6 | 17.7 15.7 12.4 17.8 12.3 15.2
35-44 years old . i 15.1 | 14.4 16.8 12.4 15.6 2.9 18,7
45-54 years old .| 5.3 4.1 4,2 13.8 4.3 8.7 3.9
55 years old and
OVEY . « & o o 2.2 3.3 1.5 2.1 1.6 3.6 2,0
Father living . . ! 14,6 | 13.8 18.3 5.5 11.1 13.8 20.1
No information . . |15.9 | 15.1 | 10.8 | 22.1 | 16.3 23.1 9.3
TABLE 1-29
AGE OF RESPONDENT AT DEATH OF MOTHER
Total . . . . 1100.0%/100.0%| 100.0% 100.0%} 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Less than 10 years
old . . . . .o . 7.4 7.2 7.3 10.3 8.5 8.7 4.7
10-14 years old ., 5.0 2.9 7.3 4.1 4.7 6.0 4.7
15-19 years old . 7.7 9.3 7.8 4.1 5.5 7.2 11.3
20-24 years old . 6.4 6.8 6.9 4.1 7.6 5.1 5.7
25-34 years old . }15.0.| 19.0 11.8 17.9 16.5 19.2 9.3
35-44 years old . ! 12,8 | 13.0 11.8 17.9 14.2 9.3 13.8
45-54 years old ., | 10.6 9.5 10.2 16.6 11.6 6.3 12.5
55 years old and
OVEE v v o « o & 2.9 3.3 2.4 4.1 4.2 1.8 2.0
Mother living . . 119.9 { 16.9 27.1 4.8 15.4 15.3 30.0
No information . . |12.4 | 12.0 i 7.4 15.9 11.8 21.0 6.1
TABLE 1-30 <
AGE OF RESPONDENT WHEN PARENT REMARRIED
Total . . . . 100,0%|100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%; 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Less than 10 years H
old . . .. ... }|14,0 19.0 8.5 29.4 12.0 7.1 23.1
10-14 years old . {33.9 | 46.0 26.4 35.3 44,6 26.2 21.2
15-19 years old . | 16.1 3.2 23.6 17.6 15.2 31.0 5.8
20-24 years old . 7.5 - 10.4 17.6 6.5 7.1 9.6
25-34 years old . |11.8 | 17.5 10.4 - 13.0 14.3 7.7
35-44 years old . 7.5 9.5 7.5 - 8.7 - 11.5
45-54 years old . - - - - - - -
55 years old and
OVEr « & + « o . - - - - - - -
No information . .| 9.1 4.8 13.2 ¢ - - 14.3 21.2
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TABLE 1-31
EFFECT UPON RESPONDENT OF REMARRIAGE OF PARENT
Marital status Drinking classification
All s Teeto- Heavy
epara-
R home- ted and talers Moderate drinkers
esponse less |{Single ai Widowed| and ocer and Alco-
- . drinkers .
men vorced Light holic
drinkers derelicts
Total + &+ & o o & 100.0% 1100.0%] 100.0%} 100.0%| 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
No effect, foster parent :
treated as own . . . . 47.8 | 47,6 48,1 47.1 53.3 38.1 46.2
Some effect, felt es-
tranged from other
parent . . . . . . o« . 17.7 | 23.8 17.0 - 16.3 14.3 23.1
Open conflict with '
foster parent, mot own. 19.9 | 14.3 17.9 52.9 2%.7 35.7 3.8
Open conflict with own
parent, not compatible
with foster parent . . 1.6 4,8 - - 3.3 - -
Child sent to live with
other relatives,
orphanage . . . « . .+ . 6.5 9.5 5.7 - 3.3 7.1 1L.5
Remained with parent
not remarried . . . . . | 4.3 - 7.5 - 2.2 - 11.5
No information . . « . . | 3.8 - 1 6.6 - - 11,9 3.8
TABLE 1-32
UNFAVORATLE CHARACTERISTICS OF BOYHOOD SITUATION
Total + ¢« « ¢ « o & 100.0% {100.0%! 100.0%| 100.0%j 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Disorganized, alcoholic,
neuroctic, psychotic
parents . .+ . ¢+ o . s 10.1 9.7 12.4 4,1 6.4 11.1 14.5
Poor, uneducated family. 17.5 | 19.4 17.0 13.1 21.0 13.8 15.5
Home filled with strife.
and conflict . . . . . 10.9 9.9 12.0 12.4 8.1 11.4 14.2
Broken home . . . . . . 23.5 | 19.4 27.5 24.8 23.2 24.9 22.6
Parents inflicted
severe punishment . . . 9.4 7.2 10.7 14.5 7.3 8.7 13.0
Neglect, lack of
affection . « . .« . « . 2.0 9.5 2.2 8.3 7.5 | 11.7 3.8
Pampered and babied . . 10.3 9.3 12.8 6.2 5.0 6.9 16.5
Ignored, bullied, ego-
destroying treatment . 4.0 4.1 4.2 4.1 4.5 3.3 3.9
Victim of unlove . . . . 6.2 5.8 6.3 8.3 4.3 9.3 6.1
Wild, irresponsible in
youth . . . « « « + & 9.6 7.4 11.0 14.5 4.7 11.1 15.5
Strong wanderlust in
youth « . « « « « + « & 20.0 | 23.7 20.4 17.9 16.5 12.6 33.7
No home, institutional
1iving % . .« . 0 s e . 2.7 2.9 2.7 2.1 2.3 3.9 2.2
Ho unfavorable con- '
dition reported . . . i 33.6 | 31.3 31.0 39.3 : 38.0 39.6 22.4
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TABLE 1-33

FAVORADLE CHARACTERISTICS OF BOYHOOD SITUATION

Marital status Drinking classification
All Teeto- leavy
Separa- .
home- : talers |, drinkers
Response . . ited and| . Moderate
less (Single| . Widowed| and . and Alco-
di- . drinkers .

men vorced Light holic

' drinkers derelicts

Total . . « .« « & 100.0%1100.0%! 100,0%| 100,0%| 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%

Parents normal, well

adjusted . . . . . . . 50.3 } 55.7 38.3 57.S 55.8 42.9 48.4
Parents compatible,

marriage happy . . . . 56,0 | 63.1 41.7 63.4 58.8 51.5 56.0
Parents loved, cared

for children . . . . . 53.1 56.9 42,8 55.9 58.1 42.9 54.3
Parents offered good

training for adulthood 24,9 | 25.8 21.2 23.4 28.2 21.9 22.6
Family income adequate. 53.4 | 52.2 45.5 60.7 49.0 53.8 59.2

Man was well-adjusted
during adolescence and

early manhood . . . . 45.3 41,6 39.2 60,0 45.1 47.4 43.7
School performance
average or better . . 45,9 | 46.8 39.7 42.8 39.3 39.0 60.9

Early work performance

normal . . . . . . .. 34,3 | 29,7 31.1 43.4 34.5 31.8 36.1
- Age 20-25 man appeare
socially and psycho- i
logically mature . . . 20.9 ! 12.4 20.7 i 31.0 22.2 20.4 17.2
Unable to determine . . 3.8 8.9 [ 2.1 7.5 16.2 4.7

(3]
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THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME II

Continuation Studies

Chapter 2

COURTSHIP, MARRIAGE, AND FAMILY 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 xequires two separate inquiries:

(a) Why didn't the single men ever marry? Did these men 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 presence 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~intexrview
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'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
oceur which is not intentional but merely the unconscious or semi-conscious
effect of brooding over the past. 1t 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.

1Unfortunately, it is impossible to determine what form the biases

may take. One man in a state of self-hatred may biame 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.
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The subject 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. GSome
declared, "It is too personal, do I have to tell?" or "I'll 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 faiiures in interviewing, no infor-
mation was obtained about several really acute cases of emotional stress
and personality disorganization associated with courtship and marriage.

The statistics 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 couxrtship experiences of never-married homeless men.

Were you ever engaged to be married? (Table 2~1).  If a man
has never married, the first questiocn 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 cemt) reported that they had
never been engaged. The one-fourth who had been engaged reported, 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-angaged-
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
alcohclices.

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-ialf said '"no." Apain 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 alccholics led an active and normal courtship iife than
did the teetotalers and light drinkers, who appear to have been more repressed,
timid, or disinterested. Among the chronic alcoholics for whom informatiocn
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.

Why was your engagement broken? (Table 2-3) The ome~fourth
of the single men who had been engaged were asked how their engagement was
broken. Following is a tabulation of the reasons given, in order of frequency:

Per cent of all ever-
engaged single men

Fiancee died. . . « + « « « o « a4 & + + o« 21
Drifted apart during military service . . . 15
Respondent moved away, girl obtained another

boy-friend . . . . . . .« ¢ ¢ 0 e e e . - 14
Feelings toward each other changed. . . . . 12
Quarrels, reasons other than 'drinking-. . . 3
Respondent moved away; failed to write. . . 7
Girl's parents forbade the marriage,

interfered . . . « « ¢+ ¢ 0 o 4 e e s e e 5
Quarrels over respondent's drinking . . . . 4

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 large 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 maryy
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 vou ever fall in love apain 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 married? (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 all
never-married men

Stayed single from choice: did not want to get

married. . .« v . . v e e e e e e e e e e e e e 35
Could not afford to get married; income was not

large enough . . . v -« 4 ¢ b e e e e e 0 s e e s 32
Could not interest a girl of the type he wanted . 20
Was afraid marriage would not succeed for him . . 6
Did not care for women, not interested in girls . 6
Had to support other relatives (mother, sisters,

EEC.) . v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 4
Knew his drinking would ruin a marriage . . . . . .2
Did not KOOW., « + & « « & o o « o s o s 4 s s s e 9

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. Orly a small minority (about 9 per cent) had stayed
single because they were afraid a marriage would fail because of their
drinking or other factors. With the possible exception of men whose fiancees
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 ipterest you much sexuzliy? (Table 2-7). 1In 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 £rom
answering the question, except retrospectively, on the basis of age, while
one in fourteen failed to answer at ail. Of those who were willing to give
either a yes-or-no answer (counting as "yes™ those who used to be interested),

1Many of the never-married men on Skid Row are definitely homely
(ugly) or even have disfigured faces or unusual features that would cause them
not to be taken seriously as a suitor by many women. Hence, just as the
least emplovable 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 '"no™ and 70 per cent said “yes," 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 engagements 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 2-3). Pursuing this line
of inquiry, the men were asked, "Do you associate with women nowadays?" More
than one-half of the men (including those who said they were too 0ld) reported
“no";  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 questionm, "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 chronic alecoholics 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.
How do you regard this?" 1In 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 than did the chronic alcoholics.

From this material, the following tentative conclusions might be
drawn regarding homosexuality:

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

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

(c) Homosexuality probably is just as prevalent among the teetotalers
yp y P
and light drinkers as among the chronic alcoholics.

(d) 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.

Coders' evaluation of courtship and sex history (Table 2-12). In
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 cne of the following seven categories:

Teetotalers Heavy drinkers
and light and alcoholic. -

drinkers derelicts

Man was never engaged, never in love,

not interested in Women. . . . . . s 25% 5%
Man was a heavy drinker, was afraid his

marriage would fail. . . . . . . . . . - / 21
Man was engaged, but engagement broken. 17 25
Man was never engaged, but once in love 17 20
Man was never engaged, never in love,

but interested in women. . . . . .« . . 16 13
Man led a merry life, active sexually,

but not willing to marsy . . 10 8

Man remained in parents' home, had
family responsibilities, until too ‘
0ld LO MAYEY « v v « o & o 4 o o . . 8 4

Not enough information to classify. . '
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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 sexual
iife. 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.

Tt 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 sexually. An additional 13 per cent had been
sufficiently active to have been interested in women but not tc 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,” very few of them expressed a liking for the Skid Row
life. '

Previous family life of men who are separated or divorced.

How long did you and your wife live together? (Table 2-13). 1t is
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
Pow marriages dissolved during the first year probably is no greater than
in the general population; 85 per cent of 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 separationg and divorces
were not the actions of tempestuous young people but of couples approaching
middle-age, very often with vyoung 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.

1The Homeless 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 was 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 the marriage was ever anything but well-adjusted, calm,
happy, and normal.l 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 drinkexs.

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 wife, and only four per cent accused her of being "yery bad."
Instead, more than 50 per cent rated their wives as either "good" or 'very
good"; almost one-fourth of the men were neutral and stared 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 1light drinkers.

What did vou 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 . . . . . . . 39%
Nice persomality . . . . . . . 22
Good mother to children. ., . . 19

Pretty, sexually attractive. . 16
Vague but positive . . . . . . 18

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.

What did vou dislike about your wife? (Table 2-17). Even though
the interviewers tried hard to make the men see that 'mobody is perfect'
and "everybody has at least one fault," more than one-fourth of the men (28
per cent) refused to name anything they disliked about their estranged wives.
In the cases where a criticism was voiced, two types of statement dominated
alil of the others:

(a) She was alway restless, aiways 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 Yput on airs' and

1A few of these men were only temporarily separated from their wives
while searching for work in the city, or while on a 'lost weekend" spree on
Skid Row. Some were men 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 two major criticisms. The teetotalersor light drinkers
tended to cite restlessness as the trait they disliked most in their wives.
Chronic alcoholics, on the other hand, more often mentioned nagging, com-
plaining, and arguing as the trait they disliked most.

Who was to blame for the separation or divorce? (Table 2-18).
When asked which party was primarily at fault 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 per 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 fault,

Cause of the separation or divorce (Table 2-19). When asked to
specify the cause of the separation or divorce, the men listed the following
as major causes: '

Quarrels over matters other than drinking . . . . . . . . . . &43%
Drinking by the respondent. « « « o« = = o o« o « « « « o+ o o 27%
Wife®s infidelifV.. v v v v v v v o o o o o o o o o e e v s . 25%
Husband's infidelitV. « « v o o + o o « o« o « o « v o o o « o DO

Incompatibility, independent of drinking, was rated as the leading cause

of dissolution of marriage among Skid Row men. Among chronic alcoliolics,
however, the man'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 true,
this could be a most powerful explanation of why wany 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 ego-destroying torture, snd 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 perscnality 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 behavicr 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
on Skid Row. In view of the tentative
be improper to affix the proportion at
indicate); it could be more than this
finding does not mean that the husband

of many separated and divorced men
nature of the data, however, it would
exactly 25 per cent (as the statistics
or considerably less. Also, this

is completely imnocent of any wrong-

doing or that he lacked persomality traits that would provoke or tempt a wife
into infidelity. '

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

Coders! evaluation of reasons for separation or divorce (Table 2-20).
The coders were asked to review the entire marital history of each man and

to categorize it in one of five broad classes. The results of this evaluation
are as follows:

Per cent teeto-
talers and

Per cent heavy .
drinkers and

light alcoholic
drinkexs-’ derelicts
Marriages broken by drinking .
TOtal v i v v 0 e e e e e e 118 41
Marriage unstable from beginnirg, due
to drinking. . . « +« ¢« « v v 0 0 e 1 12
Marriage happy at first, later broken
due to drinking. .« « « & « + « o 10 35
Marriages broken by incompéfibilitv.
{other than drinking)
Total v o« v h e e e e e e e 75 &1
Marriage unstable from beginning, due
to incompatibility . . . . + « + « & 25 16
Marriage happy at first, later broken
due to incompatibility . . . « . . . 50 25
Marriages normallv happy, still in
effect, separation CEmMPOYarY. . .« « » 6 4

a . .-
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." 1If the respondents' reports were unbiased, and if the coders'
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subjective interpretations were correct, it should be comncluded 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's drinking. As has been admitted, the in-
terviewers were able to obtain "only one side of the story," 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. It
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 contains 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 beiieve 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 oncontrolled
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 enviromment 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 separations or diverces.

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. 1In 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, ox
(d) other basic incompatibilities that may or 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. intéraction of husband and wife over these diffi-;
culties, the perscnality 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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TABLE 2-1

WERE YOU EVER ENGAGED TO BE MARRIED?

Single men, by drinking

classification
Drinking classification
Total - Teetotalers § Heavy
Response , single and i Moderate drinkers and
; men Light drinkers . Alcoholic
drinkers derelicts
Total . . . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Yes. . coe e ] 25.0 20.0 19.4 35.6
No . « & v v o & i 73.9 80.0 i 80.6 59.6
No information . E 1.1 - i - 3.7
| i
TABLE 2-2
WERE YOU EVER IN LOVE?
Single men, never engaged, by
drinking classification
Total % Drinking classification
| single }Teetotalers | Heavy
Response | men, | and Moderate drinkers and
] never | Light drinkers Alcoholic -
engaged drinkers derelicts
Total . . . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
VYes. o+ 4 - . . 47.3 36.5 56.6 62.5
‘No . « . . . . 46.5 54.8 39.8 34,4
No information . 6.2 8.7 3.6 3.1
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TABLE 2-3

WHY WAS THE ENGAGEMENT BROKEN?

Single men, once engaged, by
drinking classification

. Total Drinking classification
Response ‘' once- Teetotalers Heavy
engaged and Moderate drinkers and
single Light drinkers Alcoholic
men drinkers derelicts
Total. . . . . . . . . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Quarrel over drinking . . . .| 3.8 5.8 - 3.4
Quarrel other than drinking . 8.4 11.5 - 8.5
Feelings toward each other :
changed. . . . . . . 12.2 7.7 30.0 10.2
Respondent moved away and
failed to write. . . . 6.9 - - 15.3
Respondent moved away and glrl
found other boy-friend . 14.5 19.2 - 15.3
Drifted apart while in
military service . . . . 15.3 17.3 - 18.6
Girl's parents objected aﬂd
convinced her it was unwise. 4.6 5.8 - 5.1
Fiancee died. . . . . , . . i 21.4 21.2 55.0 10.2
Other general reasons, no money,
other family interfered. . . ! - 10.7 11.5 15.0 8.5
No information. . . . . . . . z 2.3 - - 5.1
TABLE 2-4

WHO BROKE THE ENGAGEMENT?

Single men,

once engaged, by

drirking classification

1]

Total Drinking classification
once- Teetotalers Heavy
Response engaged and Moderate drinkers and
single Light drinkers Alooholic
men drinkers . derelicts
Total. . . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Respondent broke engagement . 35.1 36.5 15.0 40.7
Girl broke engagement . . . 26.7 21,2 15.0 35.6
Mutual agreement. 14.5 15.4 15.0 13.6
Fiancee died, . 21.4 21.2 55.0 10.2
Neo. information. . . . . . 2.3 5.8 - -
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TABLE 2-5

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

Single men, once engaged, by

drinking classification

Total Drinking classification
Response cnce-~ Teetotalers Heavy
P engaged and Moderate drinkers and
singie Light drinkers Alcoholic
men drinkers derelicts
Total., . . « « + « « & 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
YeS v v v ¢ o o s o 8 s e o s 18.3 21.2 - | 22.0
No. . . . . e e s e e e e e % 79:4 73.1 100.0 ! 78.0
No Lnformatlon o« e e e e e e 2.3 5.8 - -
TABLE 2-6

WHY DO YOU SUPPOSE YOU NEVER MARRIED?

All single men, by drinking classification

i

Drinkingz clasgification

{ Teetotalers

Response . Total géavy
i single and Moderate drinkers and
3 men Light drinkers Alcoholic
; drinkezs derelicts _
Total. « + « 100.0% | _ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Knew his drinking would ruin

a marriage . « o ¢ « o o« o s i 2.5 - - 8.1
Had to support mother,

brothers, sisters. . . . 3.8 3.1 8.7 1.9
Was afraid marriage would nof

succeed for him, . . . . . . 6.5 | 5.8 3.7 6.2
Could not interest a girl of !

type he wanted . . . . . . . 19.8 % 21.9 15.5 19.3
Could nct afford, situations %

prevented. . .« . . .« 4 . . 31.5 i 32.3 29.1 31.7
Did not want to get married, i 5

wanted to be single. . . . . 34.9 i 26.9 L 47.6 39.8
Did not care for women, not i E

interested in them . . . . . 5.5 : 11.2 ; - -
Does not know why he never E :

married. . . . . . . .. 8.8 | 9.6 | 8.7 * 7.5
No information. . .+ . . .. . 9.2 “ 10.4 xi 8.7 T 7.5
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TABLE 2-7

DO WOMEN INTEREST YOU MUCH SEXUALLY?

All single men, by drinking classification

{

i Drinking classification
! Total Teetotalers Heavy
Response | single i and Moderate | drinkers and
| men !\ Light drinkers Alcoholic
: drinkers derelicts
: !
Total. . . . . .. ... 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
No. v v v e e o] 2801 36.9 29.1 13.0
YeS v v v i u i v e ot 517 43.5 45.6 68.9
Used to but too old mow . . .| 12.8 11.5 16.5 , 12.4
No information. . . . . . . .1 7.4 8.1 8.7 ! 5.6
! ! ;
TABLE 2-8

HOW OFTEN DO YOU ASSOCTATE WITH WOMEN NOWADAYS?

All single men, by drinking classification

i Drinking classification
Frequency i ?otal Teetotalers .Héavy
! single and Moderate drinkers and
i men Light drinkers Alcoholic
drinkevrs derelicts
Total. . . . . . . . . . 10C.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Never . . . . . . . . . . .. 57.0 65.2 61.1 40,5
Yes, once per month . . . . . 7.2 4.8 11.1 v 8.6
Yes, twice per month. . . . . 8.0 5.6 10.4 10.4
Yes, three times per month. . 1.5 1.6 - 2.3
Yes, four times per month . 8.2 5.3 1.4 17.6
Yes, five times per month . . - i - - -
Yes, six times per month. . . 1.6 ; - 4.2 2.7
Yes, seven times per month. . - i - - -
Yes, eight times per month. . 2.3 f 3.7 2.1 -
Yes, nine or more times per !
month. . . . . . . . . ... 3.9 3 3.7 4.2 4.1
Yes, times per month not !
specified. . . . . . . . . . 9.5 J 9.1 5.6 12.6

No information. . . . . : 0.8 ; 0.8 - 1.4

1
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TABLE 2-9

ATTITUDES OF SINGLE HOMELESS MEN TOWARD HOMOSEXUALS

Drinking classification
Response Total Teetotalers Heavy
single and Moderate : Drinkers-and
men Light drinkers Alcoholic
drinkerg derelicts
Total. . . . . . . . . . { 100.0% 100,07 100,0% 100.0%
0.K. if they leave him .alone,
or indifferent . . ... . . . 25.1 28.1 25.7 19.8
Likes them, they are 0.K. . . 1.8 1.3 - 3.6
Sorry tor them but does mot |
like . o v v 0 v v e e e 7.8 4.5 13.9 " 9.5
Mild dislike, tolerates them
if they leave him alone. ., . 25.9 24,9 29.2 25,7
Moderate dislike, disgust,
avoidance. . . . ¢« . ¢ 4 . . 17.7 14.7 18.7 22.1
Violent, extreme dislike,
hatred . . . . . . . . . .. 9.6 9.1 10.4 9.9
Something wrong with them i
mentally . . + . + ¢ &« « . . 19.2 18.7 28.5 14.0
Something wrong with them _
physically . . . . . . . . . ' 12.3 3.9 15.3 14.4
Never had any experience with ‘ v ]
them . . . . . . .. .+ .. 4.9 6.4 4.2 2.7
No infomation. . . . . . . . | 12.0 17.4 2.1 9.5
TABLE 2-10

ESTIMATE OF PROPORTION OF HOMELESS MEN WHO ARE HOMOSEXUAL

All homeléss men, by marital status and drinking classification

Marital status “ Drinking classification
All : : i, Teeto- . Heavy

Per cent of | home- ? S:zzra- ¢ telers | i drinkers

homeless men i less %Single% and Widowed: and  Moderatet and
| men | - ¢ Light | drinkersiAlccholic
3 i divorced o i ; X

i ; drinkers : .derelicts

Total. . . . . . (100.04! 100.C4 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%' _100.0%
Almost none . . . 19.6 + 22.3 18.9 | 15.7 & 19.7 ! 18.7 :  20.3
1-4 per cent. 10.7 | 14,2 8.3 | 8.4 1 10.9 ! 9.6 i 11.1
5-9 per cent. . . . .} 5.8 3.6% 9.2 1.7 . 3.1 8.1 7.7
10-14 per cent. . . . i 6.2 | 7.20 5.7 6.2 | 4.5 1 3.8 10.4
15-19 per cent. . . . 1.3 0.7 1.8 | 1.7 i° 0.4 | 1.0 | 2.7
20-24 per cenmt. . . . 4.7 3.4 6.8 1.7 41 3.4 0 6.5 5.0
25-29 per cent. . . . 6.1 4.3 8.0 6.7 I 5,1 § 6.7 7.0
30-39 per cent. . . . 1.5 1.1 2.0 1.7 0.4 2.6 2.2
40-49 per cent. . . . 1.2 0.7 1.2 3.4 1 1.2} 1.4 0.9
50 per cent or more . 3.5 3.1 3.2 6.7 i 3.9 2.2 3.8
Ddes not know . . . . | 32.1 33.2 30.4 41.6 i 40.2 | 28.9 23.7
No information. . . . | 7.3. 6.2 4.5 454 7.2 0 105 5.2
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TARLE 2-11

ATTITUDES OF HOMELESS MEN TOWARD HOMOSEXUALS

All homeless men, by marital status amd drinking clasgification

' Marital status Drinking classification
All %Separa-j Tecto= | Heavy
R home~ |  ted | - talers % drinkers
esponse less i Ssingle ! %Widowed and iModerate and
men | 3,,and ! Light %dfinkers‘Alcoholic
; sc;vorce% drinters ‘derelicts
Total. . . 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% . 100.0% . 100.0%
0.K. if they leave Z i
him alone, or } i
indifferent. . . . 21.9 25,1 21.2 16.3 | 24.2 % 17.9 21.9
Likes them, they are {
OK. v v v v v v s 1.7 1.8 1.4 3.4 1.8 ¢ l.4 . 2.0
Sorry for them, but ! '
does not like. . . . 8.9 7.8 10.4 8.4 § 7.2 10.5 9.9
Mild dislike, tolerates '
them if leave him
alone. « . .+ . . 25.6 25.9 26.6 25.8 1 25.4 23.9 27.3
Moderate dislike, _ i ;
disgust, avoidance .| 18.8 { 17.7 | 19.7 | 23.0 j 17.5 ©o21.1 , 18.7
Violent, extreme ) i ;
dislike, hatred. . 11.1 9.6 11.8 | 16.3 bo11.3 1 117 10.2
Something wrong with : g ‘
them wentally. . . . 19.2 19.2 19.3 | 23.0 i 22.8 i 16.5 % 16.5
Something wrong with | ; : :
them physically. . . 12.8 12.3 15.0 % 7.9 { 1i.6 | 13.2 | 14.0
Never had any experi- i | i ;
ence with them . . . 4.1 4.9 3.4 | 5.1 4 4.9 i 3.6 1 3.6
No information. . . .{ 12.0 | 12.0 8.8 6.7 | 12.7 13.4 | 10.1
i I .
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TABLE 2-12

CODERS® EVALUATION OF COURTSHIP AND SEX HISTORY

Single men, by drinking classification

{ @ Drinking classification

i Total ! Teetotalersi ? Heavy
Evaluation single § and | Moderate | drinkers and
men : Light | drinkers Alcoholic
‘ __drinkers derelicts
Total. . + . . « « « « 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Man was heavy drinker, afraid
marriage would fail. . . . . 7.1 - 2.9 21.1
Man led a merry life, active
sexually, not willing to marry, 8.6 9.6 6.8 8.1
Man remained in parents' home, | ,
family responsibility, too old 8.0 8.1 ; 13.6 4.3
Man was engaged but it was i
broken . . . . . . . . . 18.9 17.3 13.6 | 24.8
Man never engaged but once in | 1
love . . . . . e e e e s 19.8 16.9 27.2 19.9
Man never engaged never in
love, was interested in women 15.3 16.2 ' 16.5 13.0
Man never engaged, never in . :
love, not interested in women 17.2 25.0 ¢ 16.5 5.0
Not enough information to g
classify . . . . . . . . . . 5.2 6.9 2.9 3.7
TABLE 2-13

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

Separated and divorced :
{Teetotal- | i Heavy :
Response Total ers and | Moderate ;drﬁmersandg Widowed,
! Light ! drinkers ! Alcoholic | total
5 drinkers derelicts | _
Total. . . + « - « . 100.0% | 100,0% & 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0%
Less than one year. . . . 7.2 5.7 L 6.2 8.9 1 6.9
lyear. « v v v v o o o & 6.5 8.6 J 4.7 5.6 ; 6.9
2 years . . . . o0 4w . . 9.9 9.5 | 14.1 8.1 : 6.9
3oL YEars . . . 4 v o4 4 . 13.1 14.8 ! 9.4 13.7 {131
5-6 years . . . . . . 8.9 9.6 | 6.4 | 4.8 ; 4.6
7-9 years . . . o4 o« o« . . 6.6 1 13.3 | 23.4 | 15.7 ' 8.5
10-14 years . . « « . . . 14.8 11.0 L 8.6  F 21.4 13.1
15-19 years . . . . . . 11.4 4.3 | 7.0 | 11.3 13.8
20-24 years . e e 4.9 6.7 ; 3.1 ! 4.4 8.5
25 years and over . . . . 5.8 5.7 v 7.0 % 5.2 15.4
No information. . . . 0.9 1.4 ﬁ - ! 0.8 2.3
i ! %
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TABLE 2-14

HOW WAS YOUR HOME LIFE?

Ever-married men, by drinking classification

Separated and divorced
: Teetotal- Heavy |
-Response Total | ers and |Moderate | drinkersand| Widowed,
ota.l Light drinkers | Alcoholic total
drinkers derelicts
Total. : . « + « + . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Well-adjusted, calm, v
happy, normal. . . . . 5.6 5.7 8.6 4.0 75.4
Well-adjusted followed by
quarrels, trouble. . . . | 63.0 ! 63.3 68.8 59,7 9.2
Never well-adjusted from
start. . .+ . . 4 4 e o 23.9 | 23.3 18.0 27.4 2.3
No information or not i .
enough to classify . . . 7.5 ! 7.6 [ 8.9 13.1
TABLE 2-15
WHAT KIND OF WIFE WAS SHE?
Ever-married men, by drinking classification
Separated and divorced
Teetotai- . Heavy
Response Total | ©TS and |Moderate drinkers and Widowed,
o ; Light :drinkers | Alcoholic total
i drinkers | derelicts
Total. . . . . . . . 100.0% 100.0% ; 10C.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Very good wife. . . . . . 16.4 7.1 . 25.0 19.8 46,2
Good wife . . . . . . . 39.6 39.5 & 43,0 37.9 40.8
Neither umusually good % :
or bad . . . . . . . .. 24.4 23.3 1 21,1 27.0 2.3
Bad wife. . . . . . . . . 9.7 7.1 | 8.6 4.0 2.3
Very bad wife . . ., . 3.9 5.2 : - 4.8 -
No information. . . . . . 6.0 | 7.8 i 2.3 6.5 8.5
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TABLE 2-16

WHAT DID YOU LIKE BEST ABOUT YOUR WIFE?

Ever-marvied men, by drinking classification

¢ Separated and divorced

! Teetotal~ | j Heavy L
Response Total ers and | Moderate ; drinkers and i wtgz:§d’
; _ Light drinkers | Alcoholic
| i drinkers | derelicts
Totai. . . . . . . . .__100.0% ' 100.0% 100.0% _  100.0% . 100.0%
Was pretty, sezually ; E
attractive . . . . . . . 16.0 16.2 22,7 12,5 : 9.2
Nice perscnality, easy to | : :
get along with . . . . . | 22.0 21.9 21.1 22.8 ; 4£3.1
Good mother to children . i8.8 16.7 11.7 24,2 ! 13.1
Good wife to him (vague, ! :
general) . . . . . . . . 11.4 10.0 9.4 13.7  ©  1l4.6
Was good housekeeper, i
good cook. . . . . . . 39.2 41.0 35.2 39.9 : 50.0
Helped him in his work. . ! 2.9 2.9 1.6 3.6 : 2.3
General and vague likes . |  18.3 20.5 19.5 15.7 | 10.0
Nothing mentioned as 1ikedg 4.1 5.7 2.3 3.6 ' -
No information. . . . . . | 8.9 9.0 7.0 9.7 ; 8.5
TABLE 2-17
WHAT DID YOU DISLIKE ABOUT YOUR WIFE?
Ever-married meh, Py drirling ciassification
Separated and divorced :
. Teetotal= | . Heavy -
Response | Total § ers and %Moderate gdrinkersandi Wigg:id’
; i Light | drinkers | Alcoholic |
L { drinkers | . _derelicts
Total. v « v v « o 4 100,07 | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100,04 | 100.0%
Was not pretty, did not § i
keep herself up. . . . . = | ~ - - % -
Was a poor mother, did i §
not care for children. 1.9 | 1.4 2.3 2.0 % -
Was a poor housekeeper, ! ]
poor cook., . . . . . . 7.3 § 5.7 7.0 8.9 f 2.3
Was restless, on the go, ;
drank too much . . . . . 27.6 1 41.9 17.2 21.0 4.6
Wss extravagant, spent ;
more than they could i
afford . . . . . . ... ) 6.7 9.5 4.7 5.2 4.6
Nagged, complained, argued 21.2 16.7 21.9 24,6 2.2
Was cold, not enough ' |
interest in sex. . . . . 3.2 5.7 - 2.8 : -
Put on airs, thought she
was better than others . 1.5 1.4 - 2.4 -
General, vague dislikes . 10.2 11.0 9.4 i4.9 3.8
Nothing mentioned as
disliked . . « « « + . . 27.6 19.5 43.8 26.2 64,6
No information. . . . . . 6.7 | 5.2 4,7 8.9 ; 13.1
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TABLE

2-18

WHO WAS TO BLAME FOR THE SEPARATION OR DIVORCE?
Ever-married men, by drinking classification

Drinking classification
. Total Teetotalers ! ' “Heavy
Response ced | f ST
spon Sepzig ed i and Moderate ; drinkers and
. : Light drinkers . Alcoholic
divorced e
drinkers _ derelicts
Total. « ¢ o0 o o o o+ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% ! 100.0%
Wife was to blame . . . . . - 32.8 46.6 21.9 | 26.6
Respondent was to blame . . . 39.9 24.8 39.1 i 53.2
Both at fault . . . . . . . . 7.5 ] 12.4 9.4 2.4
Neither, just incompatible. 2.4 1.0 4,7 2.4
Relatives . . . . « . . : 3.4 ; 1.4 7.0 | 3.2
No information. . . . . . . . | 9.9 | 8.1 14.1 ‘ 9.3
Separated temporarily: work, | i
living conditions. . . . . . | 4,1 : 5.7 3.9 2.8
TABLE 2-19

WHAT WAS THE CAUSE OF YOUR SEPARATION OR DIVORCE?

Ever-married men, by drinking classification

Drinking classification

% Total Teetotalers i Heavy
Response & separéted ; arsl { Moderate % drinkers and
| and | Light | drinkers { Alcoholic
i divorced . e ; 5 .
; . dripkars | ; derelicts
Total. o « o « « o o & « | 100.9% 100.0% ¢ 100.0% ! 100.0%
Temporary because of work . . | 3.2 5.7 1.6 2.0
Respendent's drinking . i 27.0 95 25.1 ; 42.7-
Wife was unfaithful ., . . . . | 24.9 37.6 10.2 ! 21.8
Respondent was unfaithful . . | 5.1 2.9 7.0 E 6.0
Quarreling other than drimking 42.8 445 50.8 ; 37.1
"Lost weekend," not estranged ; 1.7 ! - 2.3 i 2.8
Wife's drinking . . .« . .« . . | 1.5 2.9 2.3 { -
No information. . « . » « « « | 10.6 2.5 16.4 ? 8.5

i
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TABLE 2-20

CODER'S EVALUATION OF RESPONDENT'S MARRIAGE

Ever-married men, by drinking classification

Total i Drinking classification
_ i Teatotalers i Heavy
Evaluation separated | and Moderate | drinkers and
divzigéd % Light drinkers | Alcoholic
i drinkers :  derelicts
_ Total., + « ¢ o 4« o o « 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100, 0%
Marriage normally happy, i
still in effect, separation
LempoTaATY. « « o + o o s o+ s 4.4 ! 5.7 3.9 3.6
Marriage first happy, later '
broken due to his drinking . 22.5 9.5 20.3 % 34.7
Marriage first happy, later
broken due to incompatibility 37.0 50.5 39.1 24.6
Marriage unstable from begin- |
ning due to drinking . . . .| 6.8 1.4 4.7 12.5
Marriage unstabie from begin-%
ning due to incompatibility. | 19.5 24.8 18.0 15.7
Not enough information to | :
classify . . . . . « +« o . . ? 9.7 8.1 14.1 { 8.9




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
will 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 tske 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-
souality 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 which respondents ave seldom willing
to give. But in the omne-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 were terribly naive, depend upon any one
or two questions to provide a basis for assessing the more complex and often
quite subtle aspects of a respondent's personality.

In the interview schedule administered to our sample of homeless
men, batteries of questions ware used, some direct and some indirect, some
open and some closed, and some designed merely to open up a field of inquiry
which was then explored through intensive, non-directive probing. The tech-
nique was to question each respondent 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 information or categorical self-judgments but to stimulate
a flow of conversation about scme aspect or area of the respondent®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
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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'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. AL
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 '‘projecting'’ 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 "the man in the picture' or '"what Mr. Jones should do" about
the situation in which he was involved. 1In short, it appeared early in the
study that as long as the interview concentrated on the man himgelf 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 to involve
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 interviewing 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 complexes 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 feasibie. The second
approach -- the -clinical -- requires that the coders perform substantcially
the seme 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 personaiity. 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 oriéntation
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 classi 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.l

1The 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 helpful 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 maintaining 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
vield only rnugh approximations of the diagnoses that weuld have been made
by professional clinical psychologists. Moreover, the coders were robbed
of the rich information of facial expression, tone of voice, and other non-
verbal aspects of 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.

1f this clinical approach to survey research were to be carried
to its highest point of refinement, it would call for carefully-selected
and highly-trained 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 personality traits present in boyhood. While he was describing
his family background, the man was asked the following question: 'What 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:

a. Were you happy or unhappy? (What kinds of things bothered you?)

b. Did you know then for sure what you wanted to be? (What were your
ideas about what you wanted to be then?)

c. Were you a hard worker, or were you inclined to be easy-going on
the job?

d. Were you restless and always wanting to be on the go? (In what way?)

e. Did you have a lot of friends, only a few friends, or were you more
of a "lone wolf"?

£. How did you spend your free time?

g. Did you date girls before you were 20 years old? (IF "YES'": How
often?)

h, Did you have any close friends who were boys?

i, Did you run around a lot with a gang of boys?

j. 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?)

k. 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?)
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All of the information furnished by 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 Row and away from chronic alcoholism,
and "negative" traits, which theoretically might be expected to predispose
him toward a Skid Row career. Table 3-1 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's
interpretation of what 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 liist of positive traits possessed by so many skid
Row men that it must be concluded that they are comparatively ineffective
in keeping a man off Skid Row:

Per cent of all
homeless men

Was happy in youth., . . . « . « ¢« ¢« ¢ o v « + « & 81
Had no trouble with police. . . . . « « . + + . . 80
Had close friends who were boys . . « +« ¢« « + .« . 79
Was a steady worker, good worker. . . . « + . . . 77
Did not have a reputation for a quick temper. . . 70
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-abiding, 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 higher
than could be expected for the general population:
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Per cent of all
homeless men

Did not have a definite occupational goal . . . 50
Was restless, always om the go. . . . « « + + . 43
Ran with a 2ang .+ « « +« « ¢ « s & o & o o « o 32
Did not date girls. . . « « ¢ ¢ ¢ « o o« o o 25
Had a quick Lemper. . . . « o « o o o o » o o s 23
Had only a few friends or no close friends. . . 20
Had some trouble with the police. . . . . . . . 14.

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 with 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 ceant of the
homeless men said they had little or mo free time for recreation during their
vouth, 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 pool-
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.

Summary. 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 avocational
preparation. Those cf this group who were more withdrawn, who did not date
girls, 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 abiiities 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 scheol. See if you can remember them:

3x3
9% 9
6+4+9
11x11
5657 = M

ft

il

it

Score: Number of correct answers, from none to five,/
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Word test: "And here are some words they used to teach you
in reading. Do you still remember what they mean?

[ Level of ability

a. eyelash
roar DEFICIENT
scorch

b, muzzle

BORDERLINE
haste

c. lecture

Mars DULL
skill

d. juggi~r
brunzite. AVERAGE
regard

e. lotus -
incrustation SUPERIOR /
achromatic"

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 adopted 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, the interviewer was asked
to rate the respondent's intelligence, independent of the test results, in
one of the following categories:

_Superior intelligence (should have gone to college)
Quick, alert, intelligent ,

Average
Dull, borderline intelligence
Deficient -- feeble-minded, moronic,.

These three sets of information 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-fcurth missed only one,
Only one-fourth were so poor at arithmetic that they were able to get none
or only one item correct., This would suggest that roughly one-half of the
men remembered their third-grade arithmetic adequately, even though they may
have had little cccasion 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 per 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 sbout 40 per cent
were rated as above-averadge or superior. An additional one-fourth were rated
as average.

Interviewers! 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™® 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, all 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 dull, borderline, or deficient in their mental ability.
it is not lack of brainpower, apparently, that is primarily respomnsible
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 ability
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 alecoholics
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 intellipence, 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 enjoy school? (Table 3-7). About two-thirds of
the men who answered this 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 schocl, and this was the case. However, despite their above-average
intelligence, a disproporticnately large number of chronic alcokolics said
they did not like school. Without attempting to assess responsibility,
this finding suggests that a substantial number of chronic alicoholics 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 the interview
were several questions waich, considered together, provided sufficient
information for the coders to classify each man into one of the following
four very broad categories: '

Per cent of all
homeless men

Normal mental heatlh . . . . . 38
Aberrant (has some 'odd" per-

sonality traits but not suf-

ficiently disorganized. to be

classed as neurotic). . ., . . 36
Neurotic . . .« & & & s & & o 16
Psychotic, + o « & & « o o + o &,

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
"5dd" 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.

1In addition to those of Tables 3-9 and 3-10, items used to deter-
mine this mental-health 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 not 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 kind 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' ratings om: mood, talkativeness, aggressive behavior,
anxiety, delusions, and hallucinations,

Interviewers' ratings of the degree of personal 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 3-10, which represent responses of the men to
specific questions, are presented to help substantiate the ratings of the
coders. When asked, "How are your merves?!, "Are you inclined to be nervous
or on edge?", "How often do you feel this way?", roughly one-half of the
men reported that they were "almost never" nervous, whereas 22 per cent
reported they felt nervous "frequently" or 'most of the time.” This is
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), "Have 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 3-8, 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 have 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 small fraction of chronic alcoholics
suffer from poor mental health. The proportion of psychotics or neurotics
among the chromic alcoholics was more than twice that of the teetotalers
or light drinkers, and in addition, a much higher percentage of chronic al-
cholics were classified as having "aberrant" personalities.

Interviewers' ratings of personality adjustment (Table 3-11).
At the conclusion of each interview, the interviewer was asked to rate the
respondent '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 always been well-adjusted, still is . . 24
Man was maladjusted in past but is adjusted now 1
Man was once well-adjusted but not now. . . . . 15.
Man was never well-adjusted but formerly was

better adjusted than NoWw . . . . « « & + &« + & 24
Man was 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 ciassify the separated or divorced men as "once well-
adjusted but not now." 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
well-adiusted,
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Integration of personality and internal conflict (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 separatedand 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' 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 peopie. 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. DMore than
one-half (56 per cent) of the men were classed as emoticnally 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 regatded as unstable with respect to other emotional reactions. Men who
were separated or divorced were rated as less emotiomally 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 alcobolics
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 extroverted
nor introverted, but varying as the situation requires), more 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 contrclled by marital 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. Many people have regarded Skid Row men as being "gocial
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
noneonformists; 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-asceticism (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 rewards. When asked to classify
the men on a scale containing the three categories of '"hedonistic," "normal,"
or 'fascetic" (given to self-denial), the coders graded almost 60 per cent
of the men as normal, 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
vich off stock-market, real estate, or other business operations, but these
cases are definitely exceptional. Immediate-pleasure-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 propoxr-
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.

Dependency-self-reliance (Table 3-17). Homeless men have
often been said to have "dependent" 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 other 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." 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. 1In fact, 30 per cent of
chronic alcoholics were rated as 'very dependent." 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-working . . . . 7
Average level of ambition, striving to get ahead 50
Low level of incentive, little drive. . . . . . 36
Very low level of ambition, lazy, "bum"™ . . . . 3
Unable to classify. . . . . . ¢« ¢« v ¢ ¢« v « o« 5.

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 awmbition or striving, and that 30 per cent of the teetotalers
or light drinkers were rated either "low incentive" or 'lazy." Thus, it is
not an all-or-none relatiomship. Alsc, there is no answer here concerning
the cause-and-effect problem between low ambition and heavy drinking. It
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," Masocial," or "anti-social."
This classification was made with respect to the man's attitude toward
associating with peocple 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-social.' 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" when it comes tc 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 Row (Table 3-20). How well
have the men managed to adjust themselves to Skid Row, to reconcile them-
selves to living there, and to feel ''a part of things' there? By reviewing
each man's likes and dislikes for the life on Skid Row and 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 accommecdated 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 these 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 self-
hate or self-pity) than either the single men or the men with broken marriages.
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The chronic alcoholics showed a very low level of self-respect. DMore than
one-third expressed self-hate, and an additional ome-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 ahead"; who were inclined to run around
with a "tough crowd" -- traveled in gangs, spent time in taverns and pool-
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 persom 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 to feel self-hate than teetotalers and light drinkers.
These personality characteristics, combined with irregular employment or
prolonged unemployment, Tow level of living, an unhappy family background
or a family where the- father drank or was himself disorganized, or marital
discord (perhaps because of personal poor mental health) probably constitute
the best possible "explanation'' of Skid Row alcoholism that can be made ..
at the present time.
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SYNTHESIS OF CHAPTERS 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's being on Skid Row. At times it has
not been clear to what extent these conditions existed before the man came
to Skid Row and 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 alccholism, the man had a severe drinking
problem before 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 alcoholic 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 intoxication
that rehabilitation is almost a hopeless matter, it cannot be claimed that
more than a few hundreds of alcoholics are 'born'' on Skid Row. 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 cnly 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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Per cent of all homeless men

Heavy Teeto~
drinkers talers

Total and Alco- and
holic light

derelicts drinkers

Irregular employment or unemployment

(not due to drinking). . « . . « . . 42 28 49
Chronic alcoholism, problem drinking, 38 85 9
Marital discord ., . . e e e e e . 28 41 19
Low standard (level) of living. . . . 27 23 33
Social maladjustment. . . . . . . . . 26 35 22

- Wanderlust, restlessness. . . . . . . 25 39 17
Emotional instability . . . . . . . . 20 37 10
Discontinuance of family (death of

wife or parent). . . . ., . . . . . 16 14 15
Poor health, impairment of eyesight . 10 6 15
Cultural conflict because of ethnic,

religious background . . . . . . . . io0 2 15
Conflict with relatives other than

wife . . . . e e e e e e e e e 8 10 7
Poverty as a ca11d e e e e e e e e 8 6 10
Physical handicaps. . . . e e 7 3 10
Failure in realizing ambltlons .. 6 8 6

Poverty in old age, too old to worxk,
limited income, not a heavy drinker.
Extreme egocentricity (self-centered)
Criminal record . . . . . . . . .
Borderline intelligence . . . . . . .
Lazimess. « . . .« . . ¢« o . 4 . ..
Orphanhood. . . . + « ¢ ¢ & ¢ « ¢ «

N DWW,y
W N O
[RCRNCRNOSRE S RS g

None of the above: evaluation
Cdmpossible . . L . . 0o L 3 0 4

Average number of causes per
homeless man. .+ « « + & + o o+ 3.0 3.6 2.7

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'' 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 chronic (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 supposed 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 ambiticms,
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 conditions of economic life than by matters of personal-
ity, intelligence, or personal background, when separately considered. If

the findings presented in these three chapters are correct, the "average"
citizen, standing on Skid Row pitying its victims, can truthfully say, -
"There, but for the grace of God, go I." -
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TABLE 3-1

PGSITIVE PERSONALITY TRAITS POSSESSED
BY HOMELESS MEN IN THEIR YOUTH

Per eent of men possessing each trait .

{ Marital status ! Drinking classification
L. . All i | ! Teeto- | i Heavy
i Lless (8ingle’ . Widowed | and P .and Alco-
°TT di- .. i drinkers .
.men ; Light ¢ holic
gvorced drinkers | derelictxs
Total. . . i00,0 100.0% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Happy . . . . 81.3f 80.4; 85.5 88.3 84.6 73.9 82.8
Had definite oc '
tional goal. . . 42,4, 37.1% 47.3 51.0 | &41.2 42.0 44,2
Hard worker, good
(steady) worker. . 77.1 74.8 8l.6 36.2.1 85.8 67.0 73.0
Was not restless. 44,0, 40.47 47.0 55.9 56.2 42.0 28.5
Had many friends or a i v
few very good friends. | 64,5 60.8; 70.4 69.7 62.9 59.8 70.8
Dated girls, more than : '
one time per week. 36,17 24,71 47.5 37.9 27.6 35.7 48.6
Dated girls, one to four
times per month. . . 30.6 35.37 27.3 35.9 31.2 29.1 31.0
Had close friends who |
were boys. . . 79.3 79.41 82.8 84.8 79.2 75.4 § 82.8
Did not run around with . ' ;
a gang . . . . 58.41 56.9¢ 61.1 67.6 67.8 54.4 48.4
Did not have reputation :
for quick temper . . 70.2% 75.9; 71.7 61.4 78.5 i 65.8 61.9
Did not have trouble [ ! ‘
with police, . 79.6 1 81.9] 81.3 85.5 87.7 | 73.3 | 73.5
No information. . ¥ 6.4% 4.7 3.1 2.1 2.6 15.3 | 4.4




TABLE 3-2

NEGATIVE PERSONALITY TRAITS POSSESSED
‘BY HOMELESS MEN IN THEIR YOUTH

Per cent of men possessing each trait

! i

: Marital status |_Drinking classification

. . oAl ; i Teeto~ | {  Heavy

Neggtlve traits home- £S¢§aga— % talers a ‘drinkers

in youth less Singlegteq'and Widowed | and Mo-eﬁate and Alco-
7 di- P drinkers ,
men i i Light holic
Evorced drinkers derelicts

Total. . . . . . .!100.0 | 100.0, 100.0 : 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0

Not happy . .+ « « . . . 5.2 4.9 5.7 5.5 | 5.0 4.8 5.7
Did not have definite §

occupational gosl. . . ! 50.1 56.5{ 49.6 42.8 ; 54.1 41.7 51.4
Not a hard worker, in- !
clined to loaf, take :

it easy. . . . . . . .;12.5 15.7 1 11.1 9.7 i 8.1 12.0 18.9

Was restless. . . . . .1 43.4 47.2 ¢ 45.4 32.4 ] 32.1 40.2 61.9
Did not have many o ' i
friends, "loue wolf™ ! i !

type . . . . . ... . .. 8.0 7.4 10.2 | 3.4 | 9.5 6.3 7.4

Had only a few friends. | 20.3 26.6 | 15.8 22.8 | 23.4 18.6 17.4

Did not date girls. . .| 25.0 33.4{ 20.2 22.1 ; 37.1 18.0 13.5
Had no close friends ;

who were boys. . . . . 12.5 13.8 12.6 11.0 ¢ 15.9 9.3 10.3

Ran with a gang . . . .!3L.9 | 36.7 1 30.7 28.3 i 26.3 27.6 43,2
Had reputation for ! i

quick temper . . . . . :23.1 | 19.41 24.9 34,5 | 18.0 118.9 33.7
Had some trouble with % }

police . . . . . . . .113.7 | 13.4| 15.7 10.3 ¢ 9.2 11.4 22.1

No information. . . . .| 6.4 | &.7 1,1 i 2.1 ¢ 2.6 ¢ 15.3 ! 4.4
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TABLE 3-3

LEISﬂRE-TIME ACTIViTiES OF HOMELESS MEN DURING THEIR YOUTH
Per cent of men having each activity

: § Marital status ' Drinking classification
Leisure-time E .All % %Sepéra-% % Teito- % ;d Ee;vy
activities | nome= . ted and tyr : talers EModerateg rinkers
; less |Single: di. |Widowed| and . . xers 2nd Alco-
in youth men % i i | Light | rink | holic
§ jvorced {drinkers . ;derelicts
Total. . . . . . .:106.0 /100.0 : 100.0 ;| 100.0 ! 100.0 | 100,0 100.0
Had little or no free | ! i . 4 (
‘time . . . . . . . . . 10.6 [ 13.8 { 10.2 4.1 | 12.7 11.7 6.9
Participated in sports.; 41.6 | 35.7 | 46.4 | 53.1 | 41.6 37.2 | 45.2
Observed sports . . . .1 8.4 7.8 1 8.6 12.4 9.5 : .5.1 9.6
Outdoor activities, : ?
hunting, fishing, ete.! 36,6 | 32.2 40.2 46,2 36.4 41.4 32.9
Movies. . . .+ . . . . .} 24.8 23.5 6.0 31.0 ; 22.2 25.2 § 28.3
Indoor activities, | E
reading, music, games, ;
church, family . ., . .1 16.9 19.6 14.4 22,1 17.5 15.9 16.7
Loafing on street- i
corners, lazy. . . . .!. 6.0 7.8 1 6.3 - 6.4 2.7 3.1

Loafing in taverns,
pool-halls, associating ’ !
with rough people. . .: 11.5 9.3 14.2 10.3 | 6.1 9.9 § 20.4

Went to parties, dating, ' ; i

dances . . . . . . . . 20.4 16.3 22.9 29.7 16,1 ! 22.8 24,86
Other, studied. . . . .| 0.9 | 1.4 0.8 - 0.9 | 0.6 1.2
! | H
Boys' clubs, worked on ! : i i i
cars, machinery. . . .i 1.8 | 1.4 | 2.7 - 2.1 1 1.5 1.7
No informacion. . . . . 10.6 | 11.1 | 6.0 5.5 0 8.1 ¢ 19.8 ¢ 6.6
: ;
TABLE 2-4
MENTAL ABILITY OF HOMELESS MEN
AS DETERMINED BY ARITHMETIC TEST
; i Marital status ° Drinking classification
P Al ; ESe ara- Teeto- | Heavy
Score home~ : : g a talers %Moderate drinkers
less [Single tedlan Widowed| and éd . and Alco-
1= X . drinkers .
men vorced Light % hol}c
: drinkers’ derelicts
Total, . . . . . .:1100.0 ;100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
None correct. . . . . .! 3.8 3.9 3.4 6.2 6.7 2.2 i 1.3
"One correet . . . .« .; 9.9 1 10.5 8.7 12.9 8.4 ; 13.2 9.5
Two correct o . . . . o) 12,7 { 13.2 12.6 13.5 4.7 | 8.6 13.1
Thyee correct . . . . .! 18.3 | 16.4 20.0 23.0 16.7 } 17.9 20.6
Four correct... . . . .. 21.2 | 21.8 | 22,9 | 15.7 | 20.2 | 17.5 25.1
Five correct. . . . . .; 21.9 ! 20.3 26.3 | 14,0 i6.6 ; 28,0 | 24.2
No informatiom* . . . .1 12.2 ! 13.9 6.1 | 14.6 16.6 ; 12.7 6.1

“Foreign-born with severe language difficulty are in "No information" -- question
not asked.
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TABLE 3-5

MENTAL ABILITY OF HOMELESS MEN
AS DETERMINED BY READING TEST

i 7 Marital status Drinking classification
TAlLl { i { Teeto- ! Heavy
Mental ability home-~; iSepara-é . %talers i ‘drinkers
ental abiiity less iSinglefted.and§Widowed? and  ihoderater .4 Alco-
: {odi=- L s drinkers .
men vorced , : Light i : holic
drinkers! iderelicts
Total. . . . . 1100.0 {100.0 100.90 100.0 (100.0 ©100.0 100.0
Deficient . .. 6.1 1 6.6 5.9 1 4.5 1 6.9 i 5.5 5.6
Borderline. . 2.1 2.2 1.8 3.4 ; 2.2 . 2.6 1.6
Dull., . . v« & « .« . 11.1: 9.6} 12,2 14.6 : 13.5 . 8.4 9.7
Average . 25.5 26,9 ¢+ 26.7 20.2 24.7 24,4 27.5
Above average . . . b32.7 1 30.0 37.4 1 30.9 : 23.5 38.8 | 40.4
Superior, . 5.91 5.1 7.6 1 3.4 i 5.3 4.8 7.7
No information¥® , 16.6 | 19.06 P 23.0 15.6 7.5

% 8.3 :

23.9

o, . .
*Foreign-born with severe language

not asked.

difficulty are in "No information' -- question
TABLE 3-6

MENTAL ABILITY OF HOMELESS MEN
AS RATED BY INTERVIEWERS

Marital status ' Drinking classification

ALl 'Separa- | | Teeto- . Heavy
Level of ; home-; ;teg andi talers gModerategdrinkers
intelligence less :Single , ‘Widowed! and :and Alco-
e di~ . :drinkers! ,
men | : j Light ¢ i holic
! | vorced i drinkers’ ‘derelicts
Total. . . . 100.0 2100.0 100.0 i 100.0 100.0 E 100.0 § 100.0
Deficient . . . . . . | 0.7 1 1.2 - - 1.2 0.7 % -
Dull, borderline. . 17.9 ; 20.0 | 16.8 | 12.4 20.5 } 13.9 | 17.4
Average . - . . . . . 47.5 | 47.3 { 45.0 | 60.7 | 48.3 | 51.7 L 43.3
Quick, alert. . . 24,1 1 23.0 27.4 1 20.2 21.2 ¢ 22.5 ! 29.3
Superior. . . . . . . 7.3 . 6.5 9.3 | 3.4 6.3 . 7.9 8.1
Not able to evaluate. 2.5 2.0 1.4 . 3. 2.4 1 3.3 | 2.0
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TABLE 3-7

DURING THEIR YOUTH:

HOMELESS MEN'S ‘ENJOYMENT OF SCHOOL

| . Marltal status ! Drinking classification
PoAll » : { Teeto~ | . Heavy
. Did respondent ! home- tegara;. f talers iModer e idrinkers
enjoy school? | less |Single = an Widowed { and @€ 1and Alco-
; di- 3 drlnkers
| men ’vorced : i Light | holic
i ‘ L ldrinkers | derelicts
Total. . . . . 1100.0 1100.0 { 100.0 ! 100.0 : 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
Yes . . . . . 164071 56,10 72.7 ¢ 75.9 | 66.7 | 64.0 62.4
No. « . . . . i 27.2 1 35.7 | 23.9 | 17.9 25.8 : 21.3 33.9
Did not go to school. I 2.6 4.5 0.3 1 6.2 5.4 1 0.9 -
No information. L5500 3.7 0 3.1 - 2.1 . 13.8 | 3.7
i ‘ : i i ’
TABLE 3-8

MENTAL HEALTH OF-HOMELESS MEN 'AS RATED BY CODERS

T H
| Marltal status ! Drinking classification
All | ‘s i Teeto- | i Heavy
Mental health home-! t:ga;i;' . talers iModerate drinkers
status less Single Widowed { and . and Alco-
! di- . drinkers X
men vorced Light holic
: : idrinkers derelicts,
Total. . . . « . 100.0 %100,0 100.0 , 100.0 § 107.0 100.0 100.0
Normal. 38.5 é 37.6 35.8 | 61.8 i 53,7 39.5 17.4
Aberrant. . 36.2 ¢ 39.3 37.5 | 21.9 30.2 35.6 44.5
Neurotic. . . . . . 16.0 | 14.5 | 19.7 ; 9.6 9.7 12.9 26.6
Psychotic . 4.4 ¢+ 5.5% 3.3 3.4 43 3.6 5.0
Unable to clagsify. 5 0+ 3.1: 3.7 3.4 1 2.0 | 8.4 6.5
TABLE 3-9

RESPONSES TO QUESTION,

"HOW ARE YOUR NERVES?"

Marital status

i Drinking classification

How often do you All | L e Teeto- Heavy
feel .nervous or home-| °e?ara‘§ talers derat drinkers
on edge? less ?Single tea.and Widowed and Mo.eraue and Alco-
: di- 3 drinkers .
men vorced Light holic
drinkers derelicts
Total, . . . . . .({l00,0 [100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1.00.0 100.0
Almost never nervous. 49.9 1 50.5 45.4 51.2 62.2 53.8 30.7
Occasionally. . . . . 27.3 | 30.5 27.9 13.5 23.5 28.5 31.4
Frequently. . . . . 9.8 9.7 9.9 10.1 6.6 7.7 15.6
Most of the time. 12.5 1 8.8 16.2 15.2 7.7 10.0 20.8
No informatiom. . . 0.5 ; 0.4 0.7 - - - 1.4
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TABLE 3-10

EXTENT TO WHICH HOMELESS MEN HAVE RECEIVED
TREATMENT FOR NERVOUS DISORDERS

Marital status i Drinking classification
Treatment received All b g “ra—é { Teeto~ { Heavy
for nervous ! home- Et:gaandg- % talers |y ..o drinkers
conditions ! less |Singlej S Widowed ! and ., - "~iand Alco-
‘oodi- | i drinkers .
men ; a % i Light holic
‘ voreed | ‘drinkers; derelicts
g e ! ! :
Total, . . . . . ..00.0 /100.0 ! 100.0 ; 100.0 ! 100.0 100.0 100.0
No treatment. . . . . . 82.0 | 85.9 . 78.2 91.6 { 90.6 | 82.8 70.0
Saw medical doctor™ . 2.0 { 1.5 2.2 3.4} 1.9 2.2 2.0
Saw psychiatrist. . . 3.2 2.7 | 3.8 3.4 1.2 3.8 5.3
Was in hospital . . . 6.4 5.7 4 8.8 - { 4.3 3.3 11.3
Saw psychiatrist and : ; j
was in hospital. . 4.7 3.8 | 6.6 ! - 1 2.0 2.2 i 10.2
No information. . 1.7 0.4 0.4 : 1.7 ¢ - i 5.7 1.1
xExcludes men in hospital,
TABLE 3-11

PERSOUALITY ADJUSTMEUT OF HOMELESS MEN
AS RATED BY INTERVIEWERS

% Marital status ! Drinking classification
L All loe ara-; Teeto- | , Heavy
Adjustment . home- Jteg andz . talers gMdderategdrinkers
gsituation i 'less iSingle , |Widowed: and L ‘and Alco-
| di~ R idrinkers’ .
; men vorced | ¢ Light | holic
i ; tdrinkers: ‘derelicts
Total. . . . . . . 1L00.0 100.0 : 100.0 j 100.0 ! 100.0 | 100.0 ! 100.0
Always well-adjusted. . ! 24.3 | 24.6 19.2 i 48.3 § 37.4 § 24.9 % 6.5
Maladiusted in past but | ! : o :
not mow. . . . . . . .| 0.5 | 0.8 0.3 - | 0.4 | 0.7 1 0.
Once well-adjusted but i ; E E
not now. . .. . . . . . 14.9 9.6 21.8 ; 10.1 ; 11.7 :+ 13.6 19.9
Never well-adjusted but é 5 ? i
formerly in better i : i ‘ i
shape. . . + . . . . . 1241 122.6 27.9 | 17.4 ° 17.8 | 25.6 | 31.2
Always poorly-adjusted. | 32.1 | 38.4 28.9 | 20.8 ' 29.0 ! 27.5 i 39.5
Unable to classify. . . 4.3 | 4.1 | 1.8+ 3.41{ 3.6 = 7.7 | 2.5
“ i i X ) ;
: i ; :
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TABLE 3-12

DEGREE OF PERSONALITY IWTEGRATION AND
INTERNAL CONFLICT AMONG HOMELESS

MEN

EXTENT OF

1
Marital status

i Drinking classification

AS RATED BY GODERS

EMOTIONAL STABILITY OF HOMELESS MEN

LoAllL ' : { Teeto- | Heavy
Integration and ! home- ,epara- | . talers drinkers
conflict status i less Single‘ted,and§Widowed§ and Mo?erate and Alco-
| di- . drinkers .
[ omen vorced | { Light holic
i ; : ; drinkers derelijcts
Total. . 1100.0 :100.0 . 100.0 g 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0
Well-organized, little | ! %
internal conflict. . % 26.8 § 29.9 23.7 % 52.8 ; 42.2 31.1 9.3
Somewhat disorganized . £9.1 | 53.0 51.2 | 30.9 | 45.7 45.9 55.8
Badly disorganized, i ;
much temsion, comflict] 16.51 12.8 | 21.4 | 11.2 | 7.6 12.9 31.1
Unable to classify. . .| 5.6 .37 3.7 1 5.1 1 4.5 10.0 3.8
TABLE 3-13

! Marital status Drinking classification
All ; ! Teeto- Heavy
Emot%o?ax‘ home- ' §Separa-§ talers drinkers
stability 1 I ted and;w.d a a Moderate and Alco-
status ess ;Slngle di- owe an drinkers ,
men : Light holic
jvorced ‘ drinkers derelicts
Total. . . . 100.0 1100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Emotionally stable, : '
normal control . 56.4 | 60.0 52,0 . 71L.9 . 71.8 56.2 35.9
Emotionally unstable, | :
violent temper . . 7.1 6.6 i 6.4 1 10.1 5.1 6.5 10.1
Emotionally unstable,
other than anger
reactions. .. 32,1 : 31.6 37.6 | 16.3 20.9 27.3 50.8
Unable to classify. . 4.4 1 1.8 3.9 ¢ 1.7 2.2 10.0 | 3.2
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TABLE 3-14

EXTROVERT - INTROVERT RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

5
H

Marital status i Drinking classification
T H H - T
Extrovert-introvert All %Separa-i E Teeto : , geavy
home- S : ! talers ‘drinkers
status X i ted andj, .. ; ‘Moderate'!
less [Single , Widowed; and . ‘and Alco-
di- i idrinkers: .
men vorced ; Light | : holic
: ‘drinkers! iderelicts
Total. . . . .1100.0 1100.0 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0
Extrovert . .. .] 9.6 1104 10,0 6.7 8.2 | 6.2 | 14.0
Ambivert. .. = 63.3 | 60.5 68.6 64.0 : 62.6 | 064.8 63.0
Introvert . . . . . . .: 21.9 } 25.9 1 18.0 24,2 | 26.7 | 18.4 18.0
Unable to classify. . .{ 5.2 3.1 1 3.4 5.1 E 2.4 1 10.5 i 5.0
TABLE 3-15

CONFORMIST-NONCONFORMIST RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

All Marital status Drinking classification
Conformist~ héme— ESe ara- Teeto- . Beavy
nonconformist less %teg and talers Moderategdrinkers
status Single; , Widowed| and i, . tand Alco-
men ¢odi- R drinkers! R
i vorced Light z holic
] drinkers' ‘derelicts
Total. .1100.0 :100.0 E 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Conformist. . . .l 46.6 45.3 E 46.7 61.8 60.2 45,9 4 29.1
Not strongly influenced :
by custom but not a ; i
rebel. 42,9 | 47.8 § 42.1 29.8 32.1 ! 42,1 | 57.8
Nonconformist . . . . .; 2.8 | 2.7 1 2.5 5.1 1 1.6 | 0.7 | 5.9
Unable to classify. 7.7 4.2 1 8.7 3.4 1 6.1 11.2 7.2
TABLE 3-16

HEDONISM-ASCETICISM RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

i All Marital status Drinking classification
. . b, . | Teeto- ! Heavy
Hedonism-asceticism | home- ! Separa- ! P
! talers ! tdrinkers
status less . -ted and: .. iModerate
Singlet . Widowed and . and Alco-
men i di- ) drinkers .
i a Light holic
jvorce drinkers derelicts
Total. .. .11006.0 3100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.C 100.0 | 100.0
Hedonistic. . . . . . .; 29.3 | 26.9 | 38.0 6.7 9.4 19.9 | 62.8
Normal. « e e e .: 58.7 59.9 53.9 83.7 77.6 1 64.1 29.6
Ascetic . . « e e 2.7 4.9 0.8 2.8 4.9 | 1.4 0.9
Unable to classify. . .i 9.2 8.4 7.2 6.7 ¢ 8.1 ; 14.6 6.6
! r i ? i i
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TABLE 3-17

PERSONALITY DEPENDENCY RATING OF HOMELESS

MEN BY CODERS

All

Marital status

Drinking classification

Dependency- §1 S - | Teeto- | Heavy
P ey home- epara- | ralers idrinkers
self-reliance less . ited and; .. iModerate
Single| , ‘Widowed and . and Alco-
status men < & ) f{drinkers N
P Light holic
voreed | drinkers | lderelicts
Total. . . . . . . 100.0 1100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 ! 100.0
Self-reliant. . . . . .! 36.0 | 36.4 | 32,9 | 55.1 | 45.9 | 35.4 23.2
Somewhat dependent. . .! 39.3 : 38.2 43.8 ¢ 30.9 | 37.7 . 37.8 42.5
Very dependent. . . . .![ 19.3 | 21.2 20.0 ¢ 9.0 ; 12.7 | 17.0 29.8
Unable to classify. . .| 5.5 4.2 3.3 5.1 . 3.8 ; 9.8 4.5
|
TABLE 3-18
AMBITION RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

Marital status

Drinking classification

All
home- | Separa- Teeto- { ! Heavy
Level of ambition : talers | {drinkers
. less . ted and ., ‘Moderate;
Single . Widowed and R iand Alco-~
men di- ) ‘drinkers .
3 a Light i holic
' vorce drinkers iderelicts
Total. . . «1100.0 :100.0 100.0 100.0 10G.0 100.0 100.0
Very ambitious, ener-
getic, hard-working. . 5.7 5.9 a,4 12.4 11.7 5.5 0.9
Average level of
ambition, striving . .| 49.6 ; 48.5 50.3 59.0 53.8 51.9 42,4
Low level of incentive,
little drive . .« « .135.8 37.8 37.8 27.0 27.9 32.8 48.7
Very low level of ambi- %
tion, lazy, 'bum'. . 2.6 4.1 1.4 4 - 2.3 0.7 4.3
Unable to classify. I 5.2 : 3.6 | 4,1 ¢ 1.7 4.2 9.1 3.8
TABLE 3-19
SOCIABILITY RATING OF HOMELESS MEN BY CCDERS
5 | Marital status Drinking classification
Ail H T H B H
home- :Separa- | Teeto- ! eavy
Sociability rating j P talers i drinkers
less ! ted andi__, Moderate;
iSingle . iWidowedi and ) tand Alco-
men di- ¢ , drinkers X
q | Light holic
vorce drinkers derelicts
Total. 100.0 {100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Sociable. . . . 56.2 | 51.4 61.2 66.9 56.8 57.7 54,2
Asocial . . e e . 32.8 39.9 29.3 24.7 33.5 7.0 36.1
Anti-social . . . 4.1 4.6 3.6 3.4 4.6 2.9 4.3
Unable to classify. . 7.0 4.2 5.9 5.1 5.1 1 12.4 5.4
! ;
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TABLE 3-20

 ‘ASSIMILATION-ACCOMMODATION RATING

~ OF HOMELESS MEN BY CODERS

i

Drinking classification

Marital status
!All - . 7
! ' ; Teeto- | : Heavy
home- : Separa- . | Do
Degree of 1 red a talers 3Moderate5drlnkers
assimilation ess Singlei“e A% idowed| and | oC ;and ‘Alco-
men ¢ di- . ‘drinkers! \
: d : Light i holic
, voreed ¢ ‘drinkers: derelicts
- : . -
Total. v . . . . . 100.0 11380.0 % 100,0 : 1090.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
Assimilated, feels he % g ;
belongs. . . . . . . .]25.2] 27.2, 25.8 19.7 ¢ 21.3 | 31.1 25.9
Accommodated, unwilling ! ! : 5
adjustment, reconciled | 43.1 L7.0 | 47.2 60.1 : 48.3 i 45.5 49.9
Stranger, forced to f ! !
live here, intense ; i i
dislike. . . . . . . .120.4! 20.4 ] 21.8 18.5 { 25.8 j 15.3 17.1
Unable to classify. 6.3 5.4 5.1 1.7 | 4.6 i 8.1 7.2
TABLE 3-21

ATTITUDE OF

HOMELESS MEN TOWARD THEMSELVES

AS RATED BY CODERS

' E Maxrital status Drinking classification
ALl - i ; Teeto- | © Heav
Attitude toward home-! {Separa-| : eavy
- ! i : talers | ;drinkers
self less | . ‘ted and:,. ‘ : Moderate
! Single; . ‘Widowed: and . and Alco-
nen i todi- . . drinkers; .
; : d—g Light i holic
§ vorced. . drinkers derelicts
Total. . . . . . 100.0 ; 106.0 | 100.0 f 100.0 | 106.0 | 10C.0 100.0
Self-respect, believes %
he has done as well }
as he could. .1 46.6 | 50.5 40.1 ; 65.7 63.8 51.0 20.3
Self-pity, rationalizes, i
excuses failures . . . 27.6{ 27.3 i 30.9; 17.4  22.8 25.1 35.7
Self-hate, accepts f j ; 5 r
blame for failure. ©18.1¢ 17.6 22.1 6.7 7.6 11.7 36.8
Unable to classify. . 2, 7.8 4.6 6.8 ; 10.1 1 5.8 12.2 7.2
i i
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TABLE 3-22

EXTENT TO WHICH ALCOHCLISM DEVELOPS
AFTER HOMELESS MEN COME TO SKID ROW

. All Marital status
When drinking began ; homeless Separated
[ men Single and Widowed
é C divorced
Total « « v v ¢ « o o . . . 1000 . 100.0 100.0 100.0
i v
Chronic uncontrolled before : i
arrival on Skid Row . . . . . .| 84.4 82.0 §6.2 | 78.6
Became chronic drinker after i : i
arrival, to socialize . . o 4.1 3.2 ; 5.0 -
Became chronic drinkexr after ; ;
arrival, to escape. . . . « . .} 4.7 4.1 i 4.4 21.4
Unable to classify . . . . . . .f 6.8 10.8 § 4.4 -
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TABLE 3-23

CODERS' RATINGS OF CONDITIONS THAT EXISTED
PRIOR TO THE MEN'S ARRIVAL ON SKID ROW

Drinking classification

All ; Marltal stgtus

H
. home-' Separa- | | Teeto- | Heavy
Condition 1 i P ; ! talers | drinkers
{ less 1, ted and . . { Moderate d Alco-
! men  Single di- iW1dowed£ ?nd {drinkers o7 X
| i i i Light holic
3 : vorced | idrinkers derelicts
Total. . . . . . .:100.0 $1100.0 | 100.0 : 100.0 i 100.0 100.0 100.0
Chronic drinking. . . .: 37.8 | 30.7 i 49.6 19.7 % 9,3% 25.6 84.7
rregular employment : i !

(not due to drinking).! 42.3 45.4 40.9 43.3 48,7 50.7 27.5
Marital discord . . . .! 28.1 - 62.6 1.7 19.3 26.6 40.9
Conflict with relatives

other than wife, ., . . 8.4 : 10.9 7.2 5.1 7.2 8.4 10.2
Low standard of living.; 26.9 | 34.1 22.4 20.2 33.2 20.6 23.2
Poverty as a child. . 8.1 8.6 7.1 10.1 10.4 7.4 5.6
Orphanhood. . . . . . . 1.7 3.0 1.1 - 2,2 ¢+ 1.2 1.6
Physical handicaps., . . 6.6 4.7 7.2 11.8 10.4 i 4.8 3.1
Poor health, eyes . . .| 1G.5 7.3 9.9 27.0 4.7 | 8.6 6.3
Wanderlust, restlessness 25.0 | 30.4 22.6 14.6 16.7  21.1 | 39.0
Laziness., . . . . « . .} 2.2 4,1 0.9 - 1.5 1.9 | 3.2
Borderline intelligence! 3.3 6.2 4.3 - 4.2 2.9 i 2.5
Criminal record . . . .. 5.4 | 3.4 7.2 6.7 3.8 7.7 | 5.7
Emotional instability .; 20.5 | 15.0 29.1 9.6 9.6 17.7 , 37.2
Social maladjustment. .1} 26.2 29.1 28.0 9.6 21.6 22.2 35.4
Egocentricity . . . . 6.1 8.0 4.7 5.1 6.6 3.6 7.2
Failure in realizing

his ambitions. . . . 6.3 6.8 7.2 1.7 6.3 4.3 7.7
Cultural conflict ;

because of ethnic,

religious background . 9.7 | 13.8 5.7 9.0 15.4 9.3 2.3
Discontinuation of

respondent's family,

wife, or parent, i 15.6 1 18.6 5.8 47.8 15.1 19.1 13.5
Respondent too old to
work, small or limited; !

income, no family, not% %

a heavy drinker. . . .| 6.2 5.7 2.6 1 25.3 12.0 ¢ 2.9 1.1
Unable to evaluate. b 3e L 3.6 1.7 0 1.7 3.5 7.2 i 0.4

wha

“Includes men who at one time drank heavily but because of age, finances, health,
etc. are no longer heavy drinkers; may have been.on Skid Row for some time;
drinking problem at time they came.



THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME II

Continuation Studies

Chapter 4

HOW HOMELESS 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? Would you tell me what they are and what happened?
/PROBE: 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. 1Is there any particular reason for being here in your
casel/"

The interviewers were instructed to use this sequence of questions
(plus any other of a similar non-suggestive type) to stimulate the men to
"tell their stories" in their own words. Interviewers were also asked to
be particularly conscienticus 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 disliked about Skid Row.

It has often been claimed that when a homeless man ''tells his
story," 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, when he started to "tell his story,'" he found he had
inadvertently given much informaton about himself and was, therefore, in a
position where he must either tell the truth or elise 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,
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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

a. Needed a cheap place to stay, had heard that
this area provided cheap lodging; or else
inquired about cheap lodging and was directed
Rere v v v v v o v v e e e e e e e e e 48

b. Came here primarily to get a job from the em-
ployment agencies; had heard from others
that you could find work here. . . . . . . . 24

¢c. Had worked on jobs located near Skid Row;
got familiar with Skid Row through work
(including deliverymen). . . « « « « + « - . 11

d. Had friends who lived here; got acquainted
with Skid Row through them.. . . . . . « « & 11

e. Came here by accident, just happened to land
here, not familiar with Skid Row before. . .

co

f. Lived near here; was living in a nearby
neighborhood . « . . « &« ¢« + ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o & 6

¢. 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 . « . . v « o = o &« o &+ = « + 4
h. Was living in another part of town and came
here for an occasional drink or drinking
spree in the taverns . . +» « + « o v o = o+ = 4
i. Came here to buy second-hand goods in
pawnshops. + + « « « +« « « « o« o o « s+ o« Less than 1 per cent.

(NOTE: The above categories add to more than 100 per cent because
they are not 21l 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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a. 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

b. The "rotten apple" 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 viciemity. . . . . . 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

d. 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'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 evidénce, 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 mot 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
alcoholics 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 about Skid Row?", the question was, "hat
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. . . . « . « . &« 69
(1) Was pensioner, on public welfare . . . . 16
(2) Was looking for a job, had had no previous
contact with Skid Row . . . . « . « . & 33
(3) Was looking for a job, had had contact
with other Skid Rows. . . . . « « + « . 18

b. Was "down and out" (needed food, lodging,

other direct and urgent help) . . . . . . . . il
(1) Was looking for work, with no previous

contact with Skid Row . « « « « + « . & 7
(2) Had had previous Skid Row contact, or

not necessarily looking for work. . . . 3

c. Was seeking anonymity, isolation from family
because of chronic drinking; desired to con-
tinue drinking uninhibited by community forces 10

d. Was seeking anonymity, isolation from family
or community because of a crisis or unpleasant

situation other than drinking . . . . . . . . 7

e. Wanted to be mnear hiswork. . . . . . + « « & 5
f. Other mOtLVeSs . . . v + + o « « < s o « o s = 2
Hot able to determine wmotive. . . . . . 5.

According to the men themselves, their original motives for moving
onto Skid Row were overwhelmingly economic. Almost 8C 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 'dead broke' 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 "a 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 summarizes the
results. In more than three-fourths of the cases, the man chose his own
lodging-place 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 /13 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 Ffacts 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 themseives, 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 ome to ask, "“Why 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 the few 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 difficult 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.

Per cent of all
homeless men

Prolonged unemployment, loss of job,
exhaustion of savings . . . . . . . .+ « . . 33

Chronic heavy drinking (all forms). . . . . . 30

a, Chronic heavy drinking,followed by breakup

b.

C.

Of MAYTiage. « « o« « o o = o o + o« = » o 9

Chronic heavy drinking, followed by £flight

from family. . . « ¢ ¢« ¢ o o o 5 s e s . 3

Chronic heavy drinking, other circumstances,

general statement. . . « + « « + . 4 o 18

Seasonal or irregular employment, obtained

" through casual-labor employment offices . . . 26

Search for cheaper place to live while getting
established (young man new to city) . . . « . 14

Marital discord, not a chronie drinker pre-
viocusly or discord not connected with drinking 12

Wanderlust;

had led a life of wandering, was

restless, on the g0 . . + + + ¢ & « ¢« « o & & 11

Lack of or inadequate source of support --
pension or job (elderlyman). . . « o« « « « . 10

Lack of adequate income, no family help, no

training; always had lived in cheapest type

of places (younger mam) . . . . « « « « &« & &
Breakdown of health, no funds to live elsewhere 8
Lack of family contacts -- became old or disabled
but had no family with which he could live. . 9

Had an. accident that caused loss of ability to
work or severe handicap so that he was no
longer eligible for his regular employment. . 6
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Per cent of all
homeless men

12. Had experienced intense sorrow, grief,
loneliness, or lack of orientation after
death of a2 parent or spouse. . « « « « . .« & 6

13. Had been disgraced, with prison record, not
accepted most other places . . . « . « + . . 4

14. Had experienced personal disorganization
resulting from military service. . . . . . . 4

15. Needed or wanted to be near his work or near
ecauvloyment offices . « « ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 o s s . . o 3

16. Had experienced conflict with family, relatives
' other than wife, not a heavy drinker before
coming to Skid Row . . . . . ¢ « v & s o » o 1.

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 no 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 afew more days or weeks. Although uncon-
trolled drinking is the second item on the list of precipitating factors,
it is only one-half as powerful as employment and unemployment. It is highly
important that three out of every four men said they were dragged down to
the level of Skid Row by lack of suitable employment or by financial distress.
All too often we see the broken, discouraged man who has taken to drink to
forget his discouragemant an? to maxe life toleérxsble, and who cannot visualize
how he was on the day of his srrival 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, howaver, creates some chronic alcoholics, and it collects
some. Table 4-4 shows that 65 per cent of the men who were classified as
heavy drinkers ¢z as alcoholic derelicts had a drinking problem before they
came to Skid Row and that this 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 whichk 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 Row and 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: those
indicating that the man had done something to ''bring it on himself,'" such as
spending a life of wandering instead of sticking to a steady job, or commit-
ting a crime and getting a prison record; and those that suggest the man was
emotionally unbalanced or disturbed due to loss of parent or spouse, military
service, or flight from home after a quarrel, etc.

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:

a. The “empty billfold" phenomenon -- poverty, economic distress,
unemployment, irregular employment.

b. The "birds of a feather" phenomenon -- chronic alcoholics gravitate
to this community of alccholics.

c. The "rotten apple" phenomenon -- familiarity through propinquity
leads to acceptance.

d. The "plain bad luck® phenomenon -- breakdown of health, industrial
accidents, lack of family.

e. The "wayward boy" phenomenon -- wanderlust, criminal career, prison
’ record. :

f. The "emotional disturbance" phenomenon -- disorganization after
death of a spouse, flight after quarrel with wife or family.

g. The "hidden tfap" phenomenon -~ curious people may move to Skid
Row to experience a thrill, and ignorant ones may wander there
by accident and be trapped by the envircnment and find they cannot

leave.

h. The "uncritical acceptance" phenomenon -- men who are unaware that
they are living in squalor and hence are satisfied to stay on
Skid Row.

The arrival on Skid Row of at least some men is surrounded by each of
these types. According to the testimony 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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TABLE 4-1
HOW HOMELESS MEN GOT INTRCDUCED TO SKID ROW

AL Marital status Drinking classification
+ Teeto- Heavy
home- Separa- talers drinkers
Response less Single ted'and Widowed and gogeTate and Alco~-
men di- Light |JERRRETSIpo14c
e B vorced drinkers iderelicts
Total. . . . . . .}]100.0%1100.0%! 100.0%| 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Needed cheap place to
stay, inquired for such 48.5 | 52.3 43,0 61.2 53.4 49.8 40.9
Worked near here before )
coming here to live. .i 10.9 | 11.6 11.7 6.7 10.5 12.9 9.9
Lived near here, in
nearby neighborhood. 6.0 5.7 4.5 13.5 7.6 5.0 4.7
Had friends living here]
learned of Skid Row .
from them. . . . . . 10.8 9.9 12.0 6.7 8.4 12.7 | 12.6
First came to Skid Row '
to buy second-hand good
in pawnshops . . . . .} 0.5 0.4 0.4 1.7 0.4 - 1.1
Came to Skid Row for an,
occasional drink in the
taverns. . . . .« « . . 3.5 2.6 5.0 - - 3.1 3.4
Came for a job, heard '
about jobs available :
here . . . . . . . . .] 23.6 | 24.9 24.8 13.5 22.9 20.1 | 27.1
Sent by a welfare organ- i
ization, no previous :
Skid Row experience. .| 3.6 2.4 4.5 5.1 4.3 2.9 | 3.1
Accident, just happened E
to come, not familiar i
with Skid Row. . . . .i G&.0 9.5 8.0 3.4 8.6 6.0 | 8.6
No information. . . . .| 7.3 5.4 9.1 2.8 5.3 8.1 | 9.3
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TABLE 4-2
MOTIVES FOR COMING TO SKID ROW
Marital status Drinking classification
All i . . ;T i B
; - ! eeto~ | . Heavy
home= 1. separa- talers ‘drinkers
Response less |, ted andi_. Moderate:
0 %Slngle ai- Widowed ééd drinkers%and A}co-
: vorced | Light holic
- rinkers derelicts
i i ]
Total. . . . « « . 1100.0%3100.0% @ 100.0%; 100.0% ; 190.0% 100.0% | 100.0%
Cheap place to live, totall 69.2 | 70.0 | 67.5 | 79,2 | 77.8 71.8 56.0
On a pension, or sent ! :
by welfare organiza- |
tion . R I KT/ A 16.1 33.7 23.2 1L.0 11.3
Working or seeking ;
work, without previous
Skid Row contact, 33,0 | 39.2 28.9 | 26.4 37.0 38.5 23.5
Working or seeking | ;
work, with previous
Skid Row contact. . 18.1 : 16.2 19.7 13.0 16.9 18.7 19.4
Was "broke" or "down and
out,' needed emergency
help, total . . . . . .| 10.6 11.3 10.6 9.6 9.5 9.5 12.9
Had no place to go,
looking for work, no ,
kid Row experience. 7.3 8.2 7.2 5.1 6.9 6.2 8.6
Had no place to 2o,
with previous Skid
Row experience . . .| 3.3 3.1 3.4 4.5 2.6 3.3 4.3
Desire for anonymity, § '
isolation from family, |
because of drinking . . ! 10.5 6.9 15.5 5.1 0.4 6.2 27.3
Desire for anonymity,
escape from convention,
causes other than
drinking. . 6.8 2.2 16.8 8.4 4,3 9.3 8.1
Desire to be near work,
sources of work . . . 4,7 6.9 3.0 3.4 4.5 3.6 5.7
Desire to be near ]
friends, relatives, !
welfare . . . . . . . .1 1.9 7 3.1 1.3 - 3.0 - 2.0
Not enough information ? %
to determine... . s . .| 4.9 | 5.4 3.3 . 2.8 2.4 . 6.0 7.4
TABLE 4-3
HOW RESPONDENTS OBTAINED THEIR FIRST LODGING ON SKID ROW
Total. . . . . . .1100.6%{100.0% 100.0%! 100.0%! 100.0% | 100.0% . 100.0%
Through public welfare de-
partment disbursing ordex | 4.9 3.1 6.4 6.7 4.7 5.5 4.7
Through private charity<- }
mission gave him bed . 6,0 i 5.8 6.2 7.3 4.7 7.4 6.6
Rented own room, chose
own place. . . . « . .| 75.8 | 76.8 75.9 77.0 78.1 75.06 72.7
Slept out in open, had i
NO XOOM. + « « « « « «f 0.2, 0.3 0.3 - - - 0.7
Unable to determine . .| 13.1 ! 14.1 1 11.2 | 9.0 12.4 | 11.5 15.3
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TABLE 4-4

EVENTS THAT PRESUMABLY HELPED TO PRECIPITATE
THE DECISION TO MOVE TO SKID ROW

T i
; Marital status ! Drinking classification
All .
i i Teeto~ Heavy
Response home-: Separa-z drinkers
less |, i ted andy__, talers Moderate | “T1™
-Slngle Widowed and . and Alco-
men di- ) drinkers .
vorced | Light holic
£ drinkers derelicts
Total. . . . . . .l100.0% 100.0% 100.0%| 100,0%: 100.0% ; 100.0% | 100.0%
Chronic heavy drinking, :
followed by breakup
of marriage. . . . . 8.6 - 19.1 1.7 1.5 7.2 19.2
Chronic heavy drinking,
followed by flight
from family. . . . . . 3.0 2.8 4,1 - - 2.6 7.4
Drinking in general,
occasional previous
Skid Row contacts. 18.3 19.8 18.2 11.2 6.6 11.7 38.8
Marital discord, pre- '
vicusly not heavy 5
drinker, trouble not .
connected with drinking 12.5 - 27.8 - 2.7 12.4 16.2
Conflict with family,
relatives other than
wife, not connected ‘
with drinking. . . . . i 0.9 1.2 0.4 1.7 0.4 1.4 1.1
Prolonged unemployment,
loss of job, exhaustion
of savings . . 132.6 § 33.2 31.7 34.3 30.8 44.3 26,2
Seasonal employmenL
starting to work for
railroad, labor con-
tractor. . . 26.5 30.1 24,2 25.3 23.9 25.8 30.5
Accidental 1n3ury,
causing loss of employ-
ment, unable to perform
type of work for which
trained. . . . . . 5.6 3.1 7.2 8.4 6.3 3.7 4.5
Breakdown of bealth no
funds to live elsewhere| 7.6 5.0 8.7 15.2 11.5 4.3 4.8
Disgrace due to prison :
record or other cause,
mot accepted in former |
place of residence or |
desire to remain away. | 4.1 4.6 4.5 1.7 3.0 4.3 5.6
Wanderlust, restlessness, '
need to be on the go . {10.6 14.6 7.6 5.6 7.7 7.2 17.1
Sorrow, grief, lack of
orientation after death
of parent or spouse. . ; 6.2 6.1 2.9 21.9 6.6 7.2 4.8
Lack or inadequate source
of support~elderly meni 9.6 8.0 7.1 28.7 15.2 6.5 | 4.3
* +
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TABLE 4-4 -- Continued

NS ? Marital status ’ Drinkiqg classification

' home-| §Separa-§ Teeto- i Heavy
Response éless Lo ted and | talers fModerate%drlnkers

i :Single, . iWidowed: and drink s§and Alco-

e | di- Light (SFTPFETS L polic

( ? ;vorced f drinkers derelicts -

: : t, f
Total, . . . . . . 100.0%!100.0%: 100.0%! 106.0% ! 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
; T

Lack of family to care g

for him -- elderly ;
and disabled men . . . i 9.3 '@ 10.3 6.1 |
- Personal disorganization %
resulting from military v
SEYVICE., « 4 o o o o o é 4,1 3.8 ! 5.5 ¢ - 2.0 1.4
Needed a cheap place to !
live while getting :
established -~ young
MEN. & « & & & o o
Lack of or inadequate
income, other vague i '
financial, . . . . . . 6.0 7.8 5.3 ; 2,8 6.7 6.0 ! 5.0
Needed or wanted to be | ! b
near his work, near
employment offices . .| 2.6 3.5 2.5 - 3.5 2.9 | 1.3
Other types of events, 5
vague statements of
events oL . e e .o
No information. . . . .

21.3 | 13.9 | 8.1 4.1

8.8

13.9 ; 18.4 12.5 2.8 20.0 10.8 8.3
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THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME IIX

Continuation Studies

Chapter 5

RECREATION ON SKID ROW

What do the homeless men on Skid Row do for recreation?
What recreation would they like but cannot have because they cannot afford
it or because there are no facilities for it on Skid Row? These two topics
are the subject of this chapter.

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 Yecreation. 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 . . .« ¢« « & « & « « « o« & 70
Going to a tavern or bar. . . . . .« . . . . . 66
Going tO MOVIES + + v & « « o = s « o o o 4 . 54
Attending mission services. . . . . . . . . . bb
Plaving cards . « . o v « & o o o o = = o o 35
Going o Reading Room . . . . . « +« « & « » & 28
Playing checkers. . . . . ¢« . ¢« « &« « + o .« . 19
Gambling, playing horses, playing numbers . . 6
Going to penny arcades, shooting-galleries. . 5
Going to burlesque shows. . . . . . +« . « .« . &4,

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 fer
the homeless men. As one informant said, "They are for the college boys."
Servicemen on liberty, tourists, thrill-seeking couples, or people who are
just curiocus enough to venture onto Skid Row are the economic life-blood

of the tattoo artist, thé burlesque queen, and the barker's wares at the
penny arcade. This includes the "daring' bars and taverns which hint that
there is stripteasing to be seen inside, The homeless men ignore these
places.

Television 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. DMost hotel lobbies now have
a television set which plays almost continuously from 10:00 A.M. until 10:30
P.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 cubicle-
hotel lobky. 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 om a winter
evening, he would find almost every seat filled with either TV-watchers

or card-players, and in many hotels there would be men standing to watch
the televisidn.i

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
screenm.

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
who drink until they are intoxicated. But many of the moderate drinkers and
light drinkers have the custom of drinking a little beer or "having a shot"
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 any one evening the chronic drinkers greatly out-
number the moderate and light drinkers on Skid Row and 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 mot 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'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-
sible, for selling the maximum quantity of liquor to each customer, or a

llf 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.)
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convenient setting for prostitution, jackrolling, 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 Yoet 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 gcoup-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 oftemer. 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 would be larger and more frequent.

Reading Room. It is difficult to believe that as many men
actually make use of the City of Chicago'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 awaiting their turn to get in. (The queue sometimes gets
half a block long and would be longer, but the men know they must wait for
an hour in the cold before they can get inside.) Probably no single muni-
cipal facility for education, recreation, or welfare gets more 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.! It badly needs the assistance of both public support
(bigger budget) and of private charitable agencies.

1Despite the fact that it is used almost to capacity throughout
the day, the Reading Room needs to be improved. HMany of the books are simply
cast-offs of interest to mo 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 Congressional 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 rehabilitational-educational 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. BRooks 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 alcoholism
would probably be much-read by men who would really like to understand them-
. selves more. ’
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Playing cards and plaving 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 statugs. 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 severely or moderately handicapped (Table
5-2). 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 do engage in, playing cards, going to the Reading Room, and attending
mission services head the list.

Elderiy 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), severely 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 mt 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 middle-aged men (20-64 vears), slightly handicapped
or not handicapped at all, who are teetotalers, light 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-aped men (20-64 years), severely or moderately
handicapped, who are heavy drinkers or chronic alccholics (Table 5-6). Men
in this group have a double problem -- physical disability and alcoholism.
Almest 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 mcre 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 middle-aged men (20-64 vears), slightly handicapped
or not handicapped at all, who are heavy drinkers or alcoholic 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 manyof these men the "cure® would be
to get off Skid Row, not to improve the recreation.) Of those who answered,
the folleowing are the types of thing wanted, in order of mention (for a
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. . . . « « . . - 20
Attending spoxts events -- baseball, football
ZAMES. ¢ 4 o 4 » s 4 4 6 o 4 4 e s e e e w . 16
Going to the movies . . . . ¢« ¢« ¢« ¢« & o o o « & 16
Pursuing hobbies -- shopwork, handicrafts . . . 12
Going to other parts of the city, getting better
social contactS. + + ¢+ « 4 4 e . 4 e e 0w . 9
Going to concerts, plays, talks ., . . . . . . . 4
Painting, playing musical instruments , . . . ., 3
2

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 comverse
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's
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. TIn 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 faci lities 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. 1In
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.



TABLE 5~1

PER CENT OF HOMELESS MEN ON SKID ROW WHO PARTICIPATE
IN SELECTED TYPES OF RECREATION

All homeless men

] i i WﬁmdmﬂSm | Bur- M Penny {Playing memwwsm . Horses,| Watch- |Reading ! Church
Frequency ; Movies land vmumw lesque mmﬂnmmmm ' checkers cards !lottery = ing TV | Room ‘'services
| w | | |
Total . . . . . .M 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100,0% | 100,0% 1 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
None o o o o o o o o o 41,2 m 27.3 ~ 90.7 90,5 75.6 58,8 88.3 24,8 65,6 50.6
1-3 times per month. . 13.0 w 6.8 2.6 1,2 4,8 6.6 1.8 2.4 6.5 12,0
& 4 times per month W !
= (once a week) . , . .1 10,8 M 9.8 | 0.9 1.3 4.3 6.9 1.5 2.8 3.8 10.0
[} i :
5-8 times per month. . .7 1.7 - - 0.7 0.7 - 0.9 - 1.2
9 times per month M
(twice a week). . . .i 14,6 | 7.7 | 0.4 | 1.1 2.7 6.2 0.5 4,2 3.9 5.0
10-29 times per month.| 12.9 | 8.5 | - 0.8 3.1 4.7 1.2 8.6 6.1 7.1
30 or more times per w
month (one or more W m
per day). . . . . . . 1.3 | 3L.7 - 0.2 3.2 10.0 1.1 50.9 8.1 7.2
No information . . . .| 4.5 | 6.6 | 5.4 4.9 M 5.5 | 6.2 5.6 5.4 1 6.1 5.8
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TABLE 5-2 -

PER CENT OF HOMELESS MEN ON SKID ROW WHO PARTICIPATE
IN SELECTED TYPES OF RECREATION

Eilderly men who are severely or moderately handicapped

Fr ! Movies gTaverns Playing fPlaying i Watch- [Reading { Church

equency P ‘and bars checkers: cards @ ing TV . Room  ‘services

Total. . . . .[_100.0% ' 100.C% ' 100.0% _100.0% ' 100.0% _.100,0% _100.0%
None. . . . . . ... 69.6° | 38.1 . 92.9 | 80.4 | 31.0 | 77.4 | 67.9
1-3 times per month! 8.9 ¢ 8.9 | - 1.8 i 5.4 4.8 | 10.7

I *4 7.4 ¢ 5.4 1 - 0 1.8 | 3.6 { 1.8 | 3.6
5-8 wol o0 36 18 0 - - 1 - s

9 " "oy 7.1 0 10.7 - - - | 1.8 i 1.8
10-29 " Moy 1.8 | 7.1 - 3.6 ;5.4 5.4 | 3.6
30 or more. . . . .{ 1.8 § 16.1 | - . 7.1 | 49.4 ; 3.6 i 5.4
No information. 3.6 | 10.1 | 5.4 | 5.4 5.4 ! 5.4 | 5.4

TABLE 5-3
Elderly men only slightly handicapped or not handicapped at all
Total. . .{.100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% ! 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Nome. . . . . . ..l 42.9 | 50.0 64.3 57.1 | 35.7 | s57.1 35.7
1-3 times per month: 7.1 7.1 - - ! - - i 7.1

AT N 7.1 71000 - b ot 143
5.8 " n _ : . _ _ i _ . -

9 = LI S DA R R 5 7.1 - 7.1 7.1
10-29 " L . S - - 7.1 7.1
30 or more. . . . - | 143 7.1 7.1 & 35.7 14.3 7.1
No information. 4.3 | 14.3 | 14.3 21.4 1 28.6 14.3 | 21.4

TABLE 5-4

Young and middle-aged men {20-64 vears) who are severely or moderately
handicapped and who are teetotalers, light drinkers, or moderate drinkers

Total. . . . .{_100.0% ; 100.0% , 100.0% ; 100.0% . 100.0% . 100.0% . 100.0%
Nome. . + . . . . .. 49.6 34.6 | 71.9 | 60.4 | 29.6 : 65.8 48.5
1-3 times per month, 13.5 11.5 4,6 ' 3.5 | - 1 9.2 14.2

& ® "o 1044 11.2 5.8 . 5.8 [ 1.9 f 3.5 | 123
5-8 v wo2.3 1.2 1.2 - 4 2.3 - 1.2
9 molo9.2 1 9,2 - 3.5 ¢ 9.2 4.6 5.8
10-29 n w77 6.5 5.8 6.9 | 8.5 | 5.0 12.7
30 or more. . . S 3.1 21.5 | 6.5 15.8 | 44.2 . 6.5 1.2
No informationm. . .. 4.2 4.2 4.2 4,2 4,2 5.4 4.2
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TABLE 5-5

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

Frequenc ! Movie ‘Taverns gPlaying Playing ; Watch- ;Reading % Church

4 M Les and bars:checkers! cards | ing TV : Room iservices

Total. . . . .|_100.0% | 100.0% ! 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Nome. . . . . . . .. 24.7 33.0 73.7 57.5 | 26.3 | 69.3 | 57.2
1-3 times per month: 15.2 7.0 9.8 9.8 3.1 5.2 7 11,6
4 " "oi15.2 18.0 2.8 8.8 | 3.1 | 3.4 | 13.4
5-8 " " 3.1 2.1 - 0.8 i 0.5 -t 0.8
9 " 21.6 | 8.8 | 5.2 6.7 | 2.3 2.8 5.9
10-29 " "o 15,5 10.3 |} 3.9 5.9 | 8.0 8.5 2.6
30 or more. .% 0.8 : 17.0 0.8 | 7.5 | 52.8 7.2 4.9
No information. . .| 3.9 3.9 3.9 3.1 i 3.9 3.6 3.6

TABLE 5-6

Young and middle-aged men (20-64 years) who are severely or moderately
handicapped and who are heavy drinkers or alcoholic develicts

100.0% : 100.0% . 100.0% : 100.0%

Total. . . . .} 100.0% ; 100.0% | 100.0% |
None. . . . . .. .| 50.0 | 10.6 } 76.5 | 52.4 | 15.3 ; 58.2 | 40.6
1-3 times per monthi 12.4 : 4.7 t 4.1 | 6.5 5.3 ¢ 5.9 [ 15.3
4 " L 10.0 ¢ 4.7 | 8.2 | 6.5 1.8 + 7.1 i 7.6
5-8 " " 1.2 5 - - 1.8 - i 1.8
9 " " 8.8 . 2.9 - . 8.2 [ 4.1 . 3.5 ¢ 5.9
10-29 ¥ " 12.9 : 6.5 1.8 ¢ 3.5 9.4 , 6.5 |, 8.8
30 or more. . . . . - 5 641 P 2.9 132.5 57.6 | 11.2 | 13.5
No information. . . 4.7 1 6.5 1 6.5 9.4 4.7 7.6 | 6.5
TABLE 5-7
Young and middle-aged men (20-64 years) who are slightly handicapped
or not handicapped at all, who are heavy drinxers
or alcoholic derelicts
Total. . . . .| 100.0% ' 100.0% ! 100.0% ‘ 100.0% 3 10C.0% | 100.0% | 100,0%
7 7 f

Nome. « . . « . . i 31,9 . 10,1 71.8 ¢ 48.7 | 17.6 | 58.0 39.9
1-3 times per month| 13.4 | 1.3 1.7 ¢+ 9.2 | - E 18.4 9.7
4 " " 9.2 | 2.1 5.0 ¢ 8.8 ¢ 3.8 ! 4.6 7.6
5.8 " " 0.8 ' 2.1 1.3 ! 2.5 ! - - 1.3
9 " " 17.2 | 6.7 4.6 | 10.9 | 5.5 @ 5.9 9.2
10-29 " " 21.8 ¢ 10.5 2.5 1 2.9 | 13.0 | 3.4 9.7
30 or more. . . . . ¢.8 | 57.6 5.5 § 8.0 | 54.2 | 10.9 14.3
No information. 4.6 1 9.7 7.6 1 3.8 | 5.9 ¢ 8.8 8.4
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TABLE 5-8

PER CENT OF HOMELESS MEN ON SKID ROW WHO WOULD LIKE TO ENGAGE IN
RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES, BY TYPE OF ACTIVITY AND
REASON FOR NOT PERFORMING, BY DRINKING-
DISABILITY-AGE CLASSIFICATION

i

i % Elderly men (65 ! Young and middle-aged men
! ' years and over) | (20-64 vears)
| . ( : . Teetotalers,light: Heavy drinkers
% All %Severelyislightly and moderate and alcoholic
Activity {homeless {and mod- iand not |- drinkers derelicts
§ ! Severely!5lightlyiSeverelyiSlightly
| : ilerately at all { :
| men i ndi- | hapdi- and mod—;and not {and mod- ;and mnot
E | capped | capped erately ; at all jerately ; at all
g i handi- | handi- | handi- | handi-
{ { capped | capped |} capped ! capped
Watching TV, listen+ E i
ing to radio, hi-fi 2.0 ! - - 1.2 | 2.1 i.8 4.6
Attending sports i i :
events: baseball, ! i :
football, etec.,. . | 16.3 § 7.1 % - 13.8 | 16.0 18.8 26.9
Going to movies. . 16.0 11.9 | - 19.6 | 14.4 23.5 15.1
Going to comncerts, ! ]
plays . . . . . . 3.6 % 5.9 14.3 1.2 % 1.3 1.6 5.9
Bowling, participa- i
“tiom in sports. . 20.5 12.5 - 18.5 22.9 20.0 28.6
Reading, studies,
letter-writing. . 5.4 5.4 - 4,6 3.9 6.5 9.2
Hobbies: shopwork, v
handicrafts . . . 11.8 5.4 - 19.5 12.1 15.9 6.7
Painting, playing
musical instruments 2.9 - 7.1 4.6 1.5 4.1 3.8
Going to other parts
of city: better
social contacts . 8.8 3.6 - 3.8 | 7.2 12.4 14.3
Had no spare time. - - - - - - -
None mentiorad . | 43.0 49,4 64.3 43.8 1 46.9 40,6 29.4
No answer given. ; 6.3 { 10.1 14.3 | 5.4 2.8 7.6 8.0
Reasons for not per- f !
forming: | i : §
Can't afford . . | 45.6 | 35,1 | 14.3 | 48.5 | 46.4 | 47.1 | 52.9
No place to do 1. i :
them. . . . . i 12.6 10.7 - 9.6 : 10.8 17.6 18.5
01d hobbies. . . | 14.2 | 10.7 7.1 21.9 : 12.1 15.9 | 11.8




THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME II

Continuation Studies

Chapter 6

RELIGIOUS, POLITICAL, AND RACIAL ATTITUDES OF SKID ROW MEN

Many people who are interested in Skid Row have wondered 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 homéless 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 summarizes briefly the information that was
obtained.

Religious attitudes.

Church membership (Table 6-1). To the questions, 'Were you
ever a member of any church?" and '"What 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 proporticn of non-affiliation than
among the general population, it must be noted that all but a small minority
of the homeless men have at one time considered themselves to be church mem-
bers, TLack of church membership was not associated with drinking status;
chronic alccholism was just as prevalent among church members as among
those whe 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., . . . . + . . . . a8
Baptist v « v v v s 0 s e e e a0 . 14
Methodist . . v . + « + o+ . . e 8
Tutheran., ¢« ¢ ¢« o ¢« + « s « & « « 6
Presbyterian. . « . . . . « . o & 3
Episcopalian. . « « + + o o « o« & 3
Greek or Roman Orthodox . . . . . 1
Jewish., . & ¢ ¢ o o o v o 0 0 o s 1
Other . . « ¢« & ¢« v v v o o a = & 6.
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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 general
population. Of people who claimed some 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 view because it has been shown that Skid Row contains
a concentration of first- and second-generation members from natioms of
eastern and southern Europe, Puerto Rico, and lexico, where Catholicism
is the dominant religion. Also, 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 iarge 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's population is
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 religicus group
to another in the percentage of the men who are chromic alcoholics. For
example, 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 chromic 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) WNo 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 alcoholiecs.

(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 uot to land on Skid Row unless he has
a drinking problem.

It must be re-emphasized that all of these differences between
religious groups in the extent of members who are chronic alcoholics are
small and are not to be taken as measures of the efficacy cof 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 groups in Chicago, the Midwest, and
the South -~ the areas from which the Skid Row population is predominantly
drawn.

How religious are the homeless men? (Table 6-2). Three questions
were asked the men in an 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 could 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 rathber
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 additiomal 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 homeless men feeél about the mission programs (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 ot liked them very much. Only 12 per cent showed active dislike
of these programs., However, the extent to which they liked these programs
varied according to drinking status. Teetotalers or light drinkers liked
the mission programs more than the chronic alcoholics did. Among the men
who were classified as alccholic derelicts, 20 per cent expressed dislike
(14 per cent said '"dislike very much") for the mission programs.

How religious were their paronts? (Table 6-4). One-fourth
(26 per cent) of the men reported that both their parents were very religious,
and an even larger share (28 per cent) said both parents were 'moderately
religious." Most of the remainder reported that one parent was either very
religious or moderately religious. Onlynine 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 were teetotalers, and a slightly larger percentage of the men who
stated that neither parent was religious, 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 5-6). 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 6-1.

Summary... 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.

What political party do you like best? (Table 6-7). When
asked which of the political parties they preferred, 61 per cent of Chicago's
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 tended 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 om Skid Row that all of these differences are minor.

How do you feel 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) The party of the common people.

(b) The party that maintains prosperity, takes action when depression
strikes,

{c) The party that rescued desperate people in the 1930's,
Many 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) The party of wealth, power, the privileged few,

{b)  The party that gets the country into depressiomns.

In addition, there was much expression of preference for the Demo-
cratic party and opposition to the Republican party for rather vague reasons.
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The very large part which emplcyment 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 distinetion
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.

ifow _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 political ideologies that were a mixture of trade
unionism, radical socialism, and anarchy, The I.W.W. was the most powerful
of these, and at one time Chicago's Skid Row was a major capital of this
semi-revolutionary group, whose members were largely itinerant agricuitural
and lumber workers. In order to determine 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 6-9, 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 disappreval. 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 temse. 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.

Summary. 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 whom politics offers
a perennially acceptable but impersonal topic of comversation; 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 poliicy, 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 (Tdble 5-10), Each mdn was asked the
question, "How do you feel about ___ (ethnic group)?", for those four. of
the following groups of which he was not a membexr:

Negro

Puerto Rican

American Indian

Mexican

Other (European-American).

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, belligereace, lawlessness, and stealing
of the groups, or {b) obiected to wavs that they thought were aggressive,
demanding, or arrogant. As Chicago has absorbed large numbers of Hegroes
and Puerto Ricans, the men on Skid Row have felt the competition of these
new groups for jobs, This resentment may be a significant eiement in explain-
ing Skid Row prejudices. ’

Hegroes have the lowest degree of acceptance; about 80 per
cent of the white respondents {(many of whom are irom 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 much as Negroes, but the
reasons given are more clear-cut. Homeless men fear the Puerto Ricans and
suspect 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.

Mexicans are disliked also, but considerably less than Puerto
Ricans. The Skid Row men have lived adjacent to Chicago's large Mexican
settlement for many years. In addition, they have worked with Mexicans who
also ship ocut 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 Rew men. ’
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TABLE 6-1

CIIURCII MEMBERSHIP OF LOMELESS MEN, BY DRINKING CLASSIFICATION

ALl Drinking classification
, home~ : Ps
Response less Teeto- Light Moderate lleavy [Alcoholic
men talers | drinkers| drinkers| drinkers |derelicts
Total . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Baptist . . . . . . 13.5 13.4 11.9 13.9 12.9 17.6
Catholic . ., . . . . 37.9 46.1 38.8 32.3 40,2 1 33.8
Episcopalian . . . . . 2.6 - 2.5 0.7 5.9 4.6
Jewish . . . . . . . . 0.7 1.2 1.8 - - -
Lutheran . . . . . . . 5.5 5.5 4.3 7.7 4,7 5.6
Methodist . . . , . . 8.0 4,7 7.6 12.9 3.8 10.2
Orthodox Greek or
Russian. . . . 1.4 3.1 1.2 1.4 1.2 -
Presbyterian . . . . . 3.4 4.7 3.3 2.8 1,2 4,6
Other . . . ., . . 6.2 3.9 7.4 5.3 746 5.6
Not a member of a
church . . . . . . . 17.1 16,1 19.9 12.9 20.8 13.9
No information ., , . . 3.6 1.2 1.2 9.1 1.8 4,2
TABLE 6-2
. 1lIOW RELIGIOUS ARE TIIE HOMELESS MEN?
S
Total . . . . 100.9% 100.0% 100.0% | 100.9% 100,0% 1090.0%
Does not believe in
God . . . . .. .. 3.2 2.4 3.5 0.7 6.2 3.7
Believes in God but
does not like
churches ., . , . 4,6 2.4 4.3 5.5 6.7 2.8
believes in God but
does not po to
mission services . 35.2 48.4 40,7 31.1 27.6 27.3
Delieves in God;
goes occasionally
to mission services 46,2 29.9 42,7 48.1 53.4 57.9
Quite religious; be-
lieves in God; does :
not go to mission %
services . . . . . 1.3 3.1 1.8 0.7 0.9 -
Quite religious; be- ’
lieves in God; goes
often to mission
services . . . . . 6.4 12.6 6.4 4.1 5.3 5.6
No information . . . 3.4 1.2 1.2 .8 0.9 2.8
i
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TABLE 6-3
- HOW HOMELESS MEN FEEL ABOUT THE MISSION PROGRAMS

~TAI11 o e
home- Drinking classification
Response less Teeto- Light | Moderate " Heavy . Alcoholic
' men talers | drinkers ! drinkers _drinkers ; derélicts
Total . . . . ,} 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%_ ¢ 100.0% 100.0% ; 100.0%
High degree of like. . 32.8 34.6 30.6 %ﬁ 23.0 37.8 f 37.0
Some like. . . . . . . | 39.0 | 36.2 £1.1 | 40.4 3.7 | 35.2
Some dislike . . . . 6.8 5.5 % 7.2 6.5 7.6 6.5
High degree of dislike 5.8 3.1 3.1 i 4.8 7.6 14.4
Doesn't know program . 6.4 9.4 8.0 % 7.9 4.1 -
No information . é 9.2 11.0 10.1 1 12.4 4.1 6.9
i : :
TABLE 6-4
HCW RELIGIOUS WERE YOUR PARENTS?
Total . . . . . . | 100.07%! 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
1 L
Both very religious. . 26.3 34.3 32.6 18.9 | 22.6 EER
Mother very religious, | ;
father less religious 15.2 9.1 12.7 19.4 ' 17.3 16.2
Mother very religious, : :
father not religious. 3.0 2.8 1.8 2,2 . 6.2 | 2.3
Father very religious, g :
mother less religious 2.3 3.5 2.3 3.6 ! 0.9 0.9
Father very religious, § :
mother not religious. 0.3 1.2 - 6.5 ! - ; -
Both moderately reli- j ;
ZIOUS & o 4w 4 4 e 4 . 27.6 | 34.6 27.5 2.4 26,7 ¢ 26.9
Mother moderately re- 3 !
ligious, father not i §
religious . . . . . 8.0 2.4 8.6 8.4 ! 8.2 g 12.5
Father moderately re- } |
ligious, mother not i :
religious . . . . . . 0.7 - - - 18 2.8
Neither parent religioud, §
not very religious. . 8.7 3.5 8.8 10.3 10.8 | 8.3
No parents . . . . . . 1.0 1.6 G.6 1.9 | 0.9 | -
Had only one parent. 5.0 2.4 5.5 5.7 5.0 | 5.1
No information on one : i ’
parent. . . . . . 0.5 - 0.4 0.7 - : 1.4
No information on ! %
either parent . . . . | 6.8 7.1 4,9 10.5 4.7 6.9
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TABLE 6-5
CHURCH MEMBERSHIP OF MOTHER
E h%éé_ ! Drinking classification .
Response less Teeto- ¢ Light Moderate | Heavy Alcoholic
men talers | drinkers : drinkers ! drinkers derelicts
Total . . 100.0%: 100.0% 100.07% 100.0% 100.0% 160.0%
Baptist. . . . . 16.8 16.5 | 13.6 1 17.7 19.1 19.0
Catholic . . .v. .« . . 39.0 47.2 1 43,7 |} 31.8 41.3 29.2
Episcopalian . e e 1.7 - : 0.6 | C.7 5.0 3.2
Jewish . . . . . . . . | 1.0 1.2 3.1 ¢ - - -
Lutheran . . . . . . . ! 8.6 | 6.7 7.4 ¢ 10.5 9.1 9.3
Methodist. . . . . . .} 9.1} 3.5  12.1 ! 7.4 7.3 15.3
Orthodox Greek or : ! : i
Russian . o« v e e a 1.7 3.1 ¢ 1.2 2.2 2.1 -
Presbyterian . . . . . | 3.5 i 4.7 2.3 i 4.5 0.6 7.4
Other. . . e e e e ] 9.1 ¢ 7.9 9.2 i 8.6 10.6 9.3
Mother not a member of ‘ : .

a church. . . . . . . 2.2 1 4.7 1.8 | 1.2 2.1 1.9
No information . . . . : 7.1 ¢ 4.3 4,9 | 15.3 2.9 5.6
TABLE 6-~6
CHURCH MEMBERSHIP OF FATHER

Total . . . % 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% % 100.0%
Baptist. s 1502 18.5 | 12.9 15.1 15.2 | 16.2
Catholic . o v e e 37.2 45.3 40.9 30.9 38.4 | 30.1
Episcopalian , . . . 1.6 - 0.6 0.7 4.1 3.2
Jewish . Ce e 1.0 1.2 3.1 - - -
Lutheran ., e e e 8.0 5.5 7.4 11.2 7.9 7.9
Methodist. . . . . . . | 7.6 | 2.4 9.6 7.4 5.9 | 12,5
Orthodox Greek or 3 : §

Russian . .. . . 2.1 3.1 1.8 2.9 2.1 -
Presbyterian . . . . . 3.4 4.7 | 1.6 4.5 2.3 | 5.1
Other. Ce e 8.5 1 9.1 | 1.8 6.7 106 9.3
Father not a member of E : f

a church. . e e 5.8 | 4.7 5.5 | 5.5 7.0 6.0
No information . . . . 9.4 i 5.5 8.6 . 15.1 6.5 | 9.7

TABLE 6-7
POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE OF HOMELESS MEN

Total . e . 100.0% 1 100.0% 100.0% ¢ 100.0% 106.0% 100.0%
None . . . . 12.4 © 14,3 12,6 ? 7.5 16.1 12.7
Republican . “ .. 9.2 11.8 11.3 | 8.5 7.1 . 5.1
Democratic + . . . . . 61.0 45.8 66.3 | 63.4 59.8 65.0
No interest in politics 8.3 21.7 5.0 6.5 7.1 4.5
No information . . . 9.2 6.4 4,7 14.1 9.8 12.7

§
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TABLE 6~-8
HOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT THE (REPUBLICAN) (DEMCCRATIC) PARTY?

3

All homeless men

Opinion Republican | Democratic
. party { party

e e e e e e e e e ... 100.0% 100.0%

Has a tolerant attitude but does not prefer. . . . . .} 21.8 10.3
Party represents wealth, power, privileged few . . . .f 17.9 0.9
Party represents the common people, workingman, poor
PeoPle. . . v L Lt i e e e e e e e e e e e e 0.2 20.5
Good domestic economic policy, runs the country well, |
maintains prosperity. . . . Ch e e e e e e e e ek 3
Poor domestic economic pelicy, gets us into a depression 20
They favor welfare, social security measures . . . . .|
They oppose welfare, social secur;ty measures. . . . . |
Have a good foreign palicy . . . . . . . . « & « « & .
!
i
i

Total . . . . ., . . .

Have a poor foreign policy . . . .

Loyal to party because parents (influential people)
belong to it. . . . . . .

a e e e e & & &

L S « s e « e -

2.8

Party represents conservatism, maintaining status quo. ! 1.2
Party represents liberalism, fav011ng change . . . . . G.2
Respondent likes Tke . . . . 4.1
Respondent does not like Tke . . . . . . 4.0
Believes this party is a party of action, gets things
done. . . . . . . e e e e e e e e e e e e 0.6 2.7
This party has better leadership than the other. . . . 0.6 2.8
This party has poor leadership . . . . . . 0.5 : 0.5
Likes this party because of New Deal, WPA CCC, NRA etc. - ; 9.4
i 2.3

2.5

7.8

s » & s = e s & e v s e =

I.ikes this party -- reasons given are vague. . . . « 2.6
Dislikes this party -- reasons given are vague . . . . 9.5
No information, no response. . . . . 8.4

e e e e e 1

TABLE 6-9
HOW DO YOU FEFL ABOUT THE SOCIALIST PARTY?

Opinion ZSocialist party
Total . . . . . . . . . e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 100.0%
Dislikes, identifies with communists . . + « + « « & « & o o o o | 6.4
Considers. inconsistent with freedom or democracy « « « o « o« & o ! 1.2
Tolerant, nothing SpeCific « v v o v « o ¢ 4 v v v ¢ o o o v o ., 9.1
Tolerant or favorable, mentions Swedish, other systems, or the ;

economic EREOTT . 4 « v 4 4 4 v e v e e e e e e e e e e e e e ] 0.2
Tolerant or favorable, mentions Norman Thomas, American Socialist!

FATEY o v v 4 v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 1.4
Tclerant or favorable, mentions Jeff Davis, Socialist Workers :

PATEIES & v v v v b e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 0.5
Distrusts or dislikes, thinks impractical, won't work in U.S. . i 3.5
Dislikes the principle, theories, basic ideas of socialism . . . | 4.0
Replies that he does not know enough about it to judge . . . . . ! 46.5
Dislikes, reasons vague or no reasons given. . . . . « . .« « « . § 14.0
No information, NO TESPONSE. « ¢ & « o s o o o o o o+ o + « + o .; 15.2
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TABLE 6-10
RACTAL AND ETHNIC ATTITUDES OF HOMELESS MEN
Attitude Negroes§ ggertoé Indians | Mex1cans Whites
H LCcans
Total . . . v v v v o .. .. 100.0% 100.0%} 100.0%! 100.0% | 100.0%
Absence of dislike, or positive ...... .5 :
liking or preference. . . . . . . 19.8 23.4 59.9 38.5 | 65.9
Dislikes but tolerant of their rlgnts i
as human beings . . . . . . . . 18.2 6.0 5.2 6.2 . 3.7
They are indolent, lazy, think the !
world owes them a living. . . . 0.8 j 2.0 0.2 0.9 -
They are clannish, culturally dlf- )
ferent, unas51m11able e e . . 1.9 7.1 0.6 4.8 -
They are belligerent, brutal, not i '
law-abiding, steal, assault . . . . 6.2 i 14,9 2.4 7.7 1.8
They drink excessively . . . . . . . 0.5 1.6 7.0 1.0 -
They are untidy, dirty, filthy in
housekeeping and personal habits. . 0.4 2.1 0.6 1.6 -
They are aggressive, demanding,
overbearing, arrogant . . . . . . . 4.0 3.9 0.9 2.3 -
They are immoral, promiscuous. . . . 1.0 0.2 - 0.2 -
Believes their native intelligence,
biological quality inferior . . . . 0.3 0.6 - 0.7 -
Dislikes: other reasons, vague :
dislike . . . . . . . . v . < . . 41.2 27. 10.2 26.2 1 18.3
Nc information or reaction stated, . 9.3 17.9 19.1 14.0 10.4




THE HOMELESS MAN ON SKID ROW: VOLUME II

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 groups on Skid Row is a by-
product of recent migrations, The Federal Government recently has adopted
a policy of urbanizatien for Indians, and as a result many hundreds of them
have moved from reservations into Chicago, Minneapolis, and other major
cities. 1In 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 othetr
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 %),
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 adjacent to the three Skid Rows in Chicago,
so that now each of Chicago's thiee Skid Rows is a small white
island in a sea of Negro slums. (Chapter 1 of Volume I shcwed
that this was a genersl 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) Negfoes have flooded into Chicago in large numbers in search
for work. They have invaded the 'spot job'" market and are
daily competing with 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' and field workers' rather intemsive 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-
dability 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 unloaders, truck hands, bill peddlers,
gardeners, etc. Many large companies that formerly used Skid
Row employment agencies for emexrgency 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 not discriminate against Negroes in their hiring
policy, and ope of the first ways to demonstrate this is to
allow Negroes to do all possible unskilled work. 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 emplovers who use white Skid Row labor 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,

Many Negro migrants to Chicago arrive with very little money
or "go broke'" 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. 1In
desperation, they show up in the soup-lines and apply for
cheap beds at missions. Like so many other urban institutionmns,
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 establishing 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, meanwhile
suspending maintenance of the building, and make a very quick
and large profit -< in full assurance that the City and the
Federal Covernment would "bail them out' with a redevelopment
progran 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 new 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" while 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 frequently in Skid Row bars and restaurants.
The stores that sgell work clothes, dav-old 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
piay 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 63rd and Halsted, 47th and Indiana, Madison near
Ogden, and on the Near North Side suggest that because of theirx
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 population). 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
Madison 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, 1Indians 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 aiready 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. WNevertheless, the seeds
of the Skid Row culture of alccholism 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 colony.

Drinking - disabilitv - age classification (Table 7-4). Because
they are younger, there are far fewer severely and moderately handicapped
wen among the Negroes and Indians than among the white 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 rapidly.

Drinking among Indians, in contrast, tends to be even more of a
male pastime than among whites. As the Indian population grows in the city,
it may be expected to help feed the conventional male Skid Row.

1The 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
man. 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 mixed 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 the 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 7-1

AREA OF RESIDENCE OF NEGROES AND INDIANS ON SKID ROW

Classification Total E Negroesi Indians
Total. e e e e e e e e e . 100.0% 100, 0% 100, 0%
West Madison Street . e v e e e e e s e e e 63.1 31.0 ¢ 75.0
South State Street. . . . 4+ + o « & v v v v v . . 14.1 62.7 ! 5.0
North Clark Street. . . e e e e e e e e e e e e 5.8 . 7.5
South Glark Street, Van Buren Street, and others. . 13.4 1.3 7.5
Hospital, jail, sleeping oOut. . . « v v & & o o o + 3.6 5,1 ¢ 5.0
TABLE 7-2
TYPE OF RESIDENCE OF NEGROES AND INDIAKS ON SKID ROW
Total. . . . . . . o e e e e e e e e . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Living in cubicle hotels. e e e e 67.4 77.9 60.0
Large (300 or more) 5 e e s e . e e e e 38.8 1.9 37.5
Medium (200-300). e a e e e . . . . 14.9 30.4 -
Small (less than 200) « . « v v v v v v o 4 o o v W 13.7 45.6 22.5
Living in hotels with rooms . . . . . . . . 14,1 1.9 15.0
Living in rooming-houses. . . . . . . . . . ., . . 6.8 - -
Living in missions. . . v v v v v v v v e e e v e W 8.2 15.2 20.0
In Cook County Hospital . . e s . e v e 1.3 - -
In House of Correction. . . . . . . 1.4 1.3 5.0
Sleeping out. . . . . . . . e . . e 0.9 3.8 -
TABLE 7-3
DRINKING CLASSIFICATION OF NEGROES AND INDIANS
ON SKID ROW
Total. . . . . . . . . . .. e v v e e w v . .l 100.0% 100,0%! 100.0%
Teetotalers . . . ., . . . . . e . s . 14.8 17.7 % 7.5,
Light drinkers. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28.4 32,3y  32.5
Moderate dyrinkers . . . . . . . . .. . 24,4 36.1 | 7.5
Heavy GrinkerS. v v v v ece o o v o v b 4 e 0 e a i9.9 6.3 | 25.0
Alcoholic derelicts o v v v v 4 v 4 v o o o o 12.6 7.6 27.5
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TABLE 7-4

DRINKING-DISABILITY-AGE CLASSIFICATION OF
NEGROES AND INDIANS ON SKID ROW

Classification

Total. . . « « ¢ ¢ 4 o« « & &

Severelv and Moderately handicapped . . . .

Elderly (65 years of age or older). . . .
Teetotalers and light drinkers.
Moderate and heavy drinkers . . . . .

Young and middle-aged (20-64 years)

Teetotalers and light drinkers. .
Moderate drinkers . . .+ + 4 . . . .
Heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts,

20-44 years of age. « v 0 4 v v e o
45-64 years Of AaB. « o o o v e 4 4

Slightly and Not handicapped. . . . .

Elderly (65 years of age or older).

Teetotalers and light drinkers. . . . .

Moderate and heavy drinkers-. . . . . . .

Young and middle-aged (20-64 years) . .

Teetotalers and light drinkers. . . . .
Moderate dyxinkers . . . . ¢ . 4 4 4 . .
Heavy drinkers and alcoholic derelicts,

2044 years of age. . . 4 . 4 o4 4 .
45-64 years 0F @g€. v v 4 v v e 4 4

2 Total | Negroes ! Indians
| 100.0% | 100.0% ' 100.0%
i 46.6 | 36.1 | 22,5
14.0 3.8 -
9.7 3.8 -
4.3 - -
19.4 24,7 ¢ 15.0
12,6 | 12,0 | 7.5
. 6.8 12.7 | 7.5
. 13.2 7.6 | 7.5
AR 1.9 | 7.5
8.9 5.7 | -
! :
53.5 64.0 | 77.5
i
L 3.5 1.9 | -
2.3 1.9 | -
1.2 - -
31.9 55.1 | 32.5
18.6 32.9 ; 32.5
13.3 22.2 | -
18.1 7.0 | 45.0
0.4 51 325
7.7 1 1.9 : 12.5




 APPENDIX A

SKID ROW AND SKID ROW PROBLEMS :
A Selected Bibliography

INTRODUCTION:

In the course of the background research, an extensive 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 directly pertinent to the subject of our
research efforts. 1In 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 Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 19L0-50 (Part 1)

: All cities, average Akron, Chio
Ttenm S oity| pigter-|| 949 | iy | piffer
ow total ence row total; ence
tracts| tracts
POPUZATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)

2 1950-.-.0.'00--u"o.-cno.o. 19'6 765.8 "7)-!6.2 3100 27h.6 -2)-’-3'6

3 19)4.00...--.-..-....--...-. 21'5 82301 ;80106 ' 29!6 21—‘-’4.8 -215.2

b _ Change, 19L0=50440e4. 1.0 92,5 ~91:5 l.h 29.8 =284

5 Pop., pCt. change, 19)_’-0"50.0. 2.9 1530 -12.1 IJ-09 l2i2 "7!3

6 Homeless pel"s., 1950 (OOO)... ‘hb'? 31.0 -2603 2g7 hq9 -2.2

7 Pct. of pops homeless,19500 32,1 L.5 27.6 8.8 1.8 © 7.0

8 Living ins .

9 Reg. households, pct.,1950] 6L.7 L. 7 -30.0 90.5 98.0 =75
10 Different house than 1949, 27.2 18.5 8.7 19.3 15.8 3.5
11 Sex ratio (males 2 females)

12 19500000 ------------ sseavr ]72:2 . 91‘4-01 78&1 106177 9506 ll.l
13 1940eeeerennnn. Cecernenes ool 180,61 97.2 83.h |} 109.9 98.6 11,3
1)4 Change, 19LLO—50....... "‘2»2 -loh -OQB "3.2 _3.0 "00.2
15 Percent nonwhite

16 1950eceaccerenrencennnnnnn. 22,1 13.7 8. 27.1 8.7 18,4
17 l9ho..ononanncooootocco-vt. 1603 ll.h h09 1508 500 1008
18 Change, 1940-50.44e4.. 5.7 2.7 3.0 11.3 3.7 7.6
19 Pet. foreign born white _

20 19500000 --------- ®evs e ) 1001 7.9 : 2‘2 6.9 707 -008
21 19[‘-0.0..:0-0'.-0. oooooooooo 15'6 1102 )-th 11.7 ?t? LI.QO
22 Change, 19&0-50.,..... -Scl -2.7 —2.1{. ")-IQ8 Oco "Llus
23 Pct.b yrse. or less of school i :

zh 1950."....000.000.0 ------ ° 30.3 1703 13.@ 23|l lh|3 - 8.8
25 19)40"'0.0.00 -------- LI I Y 3L|.02 21.0 13.2 26.2 1606 906
26 Change, l9b—0"500.;..00 “303 -303 O‘Q “3..!. '-2.3 “008
27 pcts 65 years or over

28 1950‘000000.0.o-co.ccoo-oo‘ 11.7 8!h 3.3 70h 607 007
29 19’40.0.0c.0.¢.0---voooo-ooc 9'7 7'2 2.5 5.7 ,-,-08 0!9
30 Change, 19&0—50..-.-.- 2-3 1.6 O‘:?; 107 1.9 “002
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Appendix Table B:

and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

B-2

Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940

? All cities, average : Akron, Chio
Ttem Sk ) ity | pigrer|| K11 Gity | Differ-
i‘tractsf totalz ence tracts] total| - ence
i ,
31 Percent unemployed 5 _
32 195().!'0.1--0---l-ocnoo.o-n 1,407 5'7 900 1169 6.9 5.0
33 l9ho..l.lll.l.0-0..‘....0" 29.2 15.9 13.3 32.2 2002 1200
3L Change, 1940-504sessesf =13.8 | =10.1 -3a7 =203 | =1343 =740
35 Laborers, pct. of employed
36 1950ussscsseronssecanannsndd 1247 6.3 6. 8.1 Ly 347
37 19&0‘.....'0"‘..Ql.itll.l. lo.3 606 3.7 803 5.9 z.h
38 Change, 19)-10-50100---0 3.0 ~0,3 3.3 =0,2 "‘1I5 1.3
39 Pct. earning income less
LO than $1,500 in 1949.ever.uend) U487 ] 2649 21.8 30.8 | 18.8 12,0
k1 HOUSING STATISTICS
42 Dwelling units:
L3  Number (hundreds) v
Ll 19500 ceeteranareceasvest 5340 | 2365,0 | -2312.0 86.0 | 829.,0 | =7L3.0
L5 19000csstetecenennnns of 62,0} 2LL0,0 |-2378.0 7840 | 679.0 | =601.0
L6 Change, 19L0~50¢.ceef =2.0| 386,0 | -388,0 8.0 | 150.0 | =142.0
b7  Percent change, 19L0-50....] 1.2| 19.5| -18.3 || 10.1| 22.0| -11.9
L8  Occupied by owner, pct.
Lo 195000seseccierenenes 4 12,1 Ls.9 -33,8 39.4 62.7 -23.3
50 1940uesansnn... Cetenaes 8.3 3L | =25.7 29.2 1 L7.8 ] -18.6
51 Change, 1940-50.....} 3.5] 12,0 -85 10,2 | 149 ~La?
52 Occupied by nonwhites, pct.
53 19500esatersisnnncenas) 22,61 11.6 11.0 21.3 6.1 .9
5L 19L0eetesnrenncnranad 16,91 10.7 6.2 15,1 L3 10.8
55 Change, 19LLO—50..... 5.6 103 )—l-03 602 201 Ll-ol
56  Vacant, percent
57 19500 esetnceasnonnnasns 2kt 1.6 0.8 1.8 1.1 0.7
58 19h0saeeanereneeenanns 8.0 L6 3.4 2,5 2.0 0.5
59 Change, 19‘“0-‘50.0.0. "'b-ts "3.0 "‘105 "007 -009 0-2
60  Substandard, pct. of total -
61 1950esesacerecnnecs o] 5L.2 19.2 3540 33.2 16.0 17.2
62  Built prior to 1920, pct...| 83.8 50.9 32.9 ?7§6 L5.9 31.7
63 Pcbe with 1.51 pers./room
o 19500eesacasrceceancasl 13,0 L7 8.3 L.7 2.1 246
65 19h0eereenannnnnans eeef 13,9 6.2 Te7 L7 2.5 242
66 Change’ 19).10-500-000' "'002 "008 Olé OQO "'O.h OOL’- -



Appendix Table B:

B-3

Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 19L40~50 (Part 1, continued)

Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Birmingham, Alébama

Bgltimore, Maryland Boston, Massachusetts
kA 1 Gity | piffer-] | SKIE T iy [ pifger| | 9K39 | oity | piffer-
Som il total] ence row totalj ence row total] ence
tractg tracts - tracts|
1 R B L : ) ,
2 50.6 9L9.7 | -899.1 9.7 326,0 | =316.3 21.5 | 801.h | «779.9
3 L7 859.1 | -811.7 9.5 267.6 | -258,1 20,6 7708 | ~750,2
b 3.2 9046 { =87.L 0.2 58.0L -58,2 0.9 30,6 | =29.7
5 6.7 10.5 -3.8 2.4 21.8 =194 L7 Lo 0.7
6 249 27461 <2UaT 1.8 Teb -5.8 643 | 5242 | =U5.9
7 5.8 2.9 2.9 18.1 2.3 15.8 29.1 6.5 2246
8
9 9&-1 960h -2u3 7908 97bh -1706 70;2 92.2 —22.0
10 18.7 13,7 5.0 29.7 21,5 8.2 17.3 11.0 643
11 : ,
12 103.8 95 9.3 98,1 89.2 8.9 143.0 93.9 Lo.1
13 112 97.0 17.2 115.9 90,9 25.0 101049 93.8 L7.1
U -10.4 -2.5 =7.9 -17.8 =1.7 -16.1 2.1 0.1 2.0
15
16 55,2 23.8 31 L6.1 39.9 6,2 1.2 543 8.9
17 L3.3 19.4 23.9 55.8 Lo.7 15,1 8.3 343 5.0
18 11.9 Ll-.b. 7.5 ‘-907 "008 "8-9 509 2-0 3.9
19
20 549 Sel 0.5 1.1 1.2 -0.1 | {23.6 18.0 546
21 11.6 7.1 L5 1.9 1.7 02 32.1 23.5 8.6
22 —5.7 -l;? "')-l-co "‘Ou8 "005 '-003 -805 -505 -3.0
23
2L 55.k 29.1 2643 37.6 27 okt 10.2 31,2 15.5 15,7
25 6543 35.1 30,2 L7y 32.3 15.1 35,9 18.8 17.1
26 “9-9 -6-0 "3.9 "908 ")4--9 "')-J--9 ')407 "3-3 "10)4
27
28 5.y Tt 2.0 845 643 2,2 13.2 9.7 3.5
29 5e7 6.4 ~0.7 Le5 L3 02 11.8 840 3,8
30 "003 loo "103 hoo 200 2.0 1;LL 1.7 —0'3

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, 19L0-50 (Part 2, continued)

Baltimore, Maryland

Birmingham, Alabama ! _Boe}tqn, Yassachusetts
SO ity | pigrerd| SKAA T ip T psreer || SKL City | Differ-
Taw total}] ence row total] ence Tow tobalj ence
tracts tracts : tracts ¢
31 ‘
32 13-9 508 851 8.1 J-h8 3-3 15-7 79LI 803
33 21,0 10.3 10.7 17.9 15.6 2.3 2714 19,9 745
34 ~7¢1 L5 2.6 -9.8 -10.8 1.0 -11,7 -12.5 0.8
35
36 22,2 843 13.9 16.2 10.0 642 8.6 5.8 2,8
37 2h.1 9.8 1 - 1k.3 12.2 9. 2.8 743 563 2.0
38 -1.9 -1.5 04 L.0 0.6 3J; 143 0.5 0.8
39 '
Lo 52,0 26,2 25.8 Ls.7 30.0 15.7 L9l 28,2 21,2
b1
L2
L3. '
Lh  135.0 }2779.0 [~26LL.0 26,0 | 955.0 | =929,0 || 55.0 ]2221.0 |-2166.0
LS 13hk.0 }2364.0 |-2230.0 2h.0 737.0 | =713.,0 €0,0 }2115.0 |=2055.0
L6 1.0 §{ l15.0 | -41h.0 2,0 218.0 | ~216.0 -540 106.,0 | ~111.,0
L7 0.3 17.5 -17.2 10,2 29.6 | -19.L -7 5,0 | -12.6
L8
)49 1l-L-8 50.0 -35-2 hoo hgoh "'Lllob- 805 zhoh "1509
50 .1 39.3 25,2 3.3 28,9 25,6 8.8 T 19.5 -10.7
51 0.7 10,7 -10.0 0.7 16.5 ~15,6 ~043 L9 =542
52
53 L9.6 18.8 30.8 41,0 3540 640 15.5 5.1 10.L
L L0.8 16.6 2h.2 59.9 L0 .0 19.9 10.7 3.7 7.0
55 8.8 2.2 6.6 —18.9 -5.0 "1309 l‘os 1.LL 3.14-
56
57 1.6 1.8 042 0.8 1.9 ~1l.1 2.3 0.9 1.h
58 6,2 3.6 2.6 5,0 2.4 2.6 bk 6.5 7.9
59 "'h.é "‘108 -2.8 -)4.2 “O‘S -3.7 "'l2cl "5.6 "6.5
. 60 |
61 60.2 16.8 L3 L8.7 38,5 10,2 L7.6 15.4 32,2
62 87'7 61.6 26.1 28.Ll 3902 -10.8 9808 7705 21'3
63
ey 11.3 3.5 | 748 15.8 10,3 5.5 646 3.2 3.k
65 7.3 3] 3.9 26,9 13.6 13.3 6.7 3.9 2,8
66 ).L.O O.l 3.9 "'11.1 -3;3 "'7.8 -0.1 "O.? O|6

~ 397
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Commnities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 15LO
and 1950, and Change, 19L40~50 (Part 1)

Buffalo, New York Chatanooga, T@nnessee
Tten A4 city | pisrer-{ | SKM | city | piffer-
tracts totall ence tracts total} ence
POPUIATION STATISTICS
1 Population, total (000)
2 1950000000o.ooo.lool.'l'.. 10.7 580.1 -569.“ 4 13.9 131‘0 —11701
3 19&0..00..05‘00’0‘.Dt'.a.. lo.3 575.9 —565.6 se oo & ese
h Change, 19u0-50|-coo- O.h h.2 —3.8 s aee evs
5 Pop., pct. change, 19L0-50444 L1 0.7 3.4 “os .ee ces
6 Homeless perse, 1950 (000)... L.2 20,71 =16,5 1.2 3.5 =243
7  Pcte of pop. homeless,1950F 39,1 | 3.6 35.5 8.3 2.7 5.6
8 Living in: : ,
9 Reg. households, pcta,1950f 60.9 | 95.6} =3L.7 91.1 9740 549
10  Different house than 1949, 20,6 | 11.0} 9,6 17.1 | 20.3 =32

11 Sex ratio (males s females)

12 1950esssessecsacnenavasenes] 178.2 | 9L.6)  83.6 95.1 | 87.9 762
13 19&00-.0.u.---nu-cn-n-o-’uo 207.2 : 9701 11001 ses e 0 LY
lh Change, 19&0-50...--v0 —2990 ; -2.5 2605 tae 00; LR

15 Percent nonwhite E

16 1950ssescencenscssnsennnses) 25,2 | 6,51 18,7 71.7 | 30.0 bl.7
17 19h0‘.|‘lu.o.¢coauou.ool". 8‘3 3'2 j 5 1 c e ere o
18% Change, 19&0—50..-.-.. 16.9 . 3.3‘ 1306 e XX coe
19 Pct. foreign born white !

20 l950.t|0!0nn-...0..¢.-nna.- : 17.0 12.1 hs9 005 008 -003
21 19&0.0.000.o.nnn-.--aul---o 29.h 15¢9f 13.5 ce e en e oo
22 . Change, 19&0—50.-.-.-. -12;h —3.8; -8Q6 ] P XS XX

23 Pct.6 yrs. or less of school f
17.8] 20,5} G5ka3 | 31.6 22.7

. 2h l950|00l..ooso.n.o-uoal.o.t 38.3
25 19hOGOO!I0.0l0IltC|onntccol u8g9 21,0; 27,9 g 'y Coe XX
26 Change, l9h0-50.....-- -10.6 *3.2: -Tou : s cve X
27 Pct, 65 years or over '
28 l950.----.-on00c.--nc.n-o-a 905 8-& 1@1 ] 5.6 6.7 —1»1
29‘ l9u001'ooul-llo.'tc"cooacc 6.9 6.5 Osh ] sse P L3I
30 Changeg 19&0“50-!..!.! 2.6 1.9 Oa? f aae oo LN 3

3
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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)

Chatanogga, Tennessee

Buffalo, New York

LA N

Ttem O city | pisser- SK1d - loity | Difter-
tracts | total f ence tracts {total| ence

31 Percent unemployed j
32 l950.i.-0no-ooo-¢n-nno---lc 27-3 6.8 20.5 853 5'2 3'1
33 19h0000¢-'oo.-..01.-.n---.q 56‘)4 20.7 i 35.7 (XX se e sy
BLI- Chal’]gG, l9ho-5010-00'-‘ -29.1 "'13.9 r "1502 L W] e se
35 Laborers, pcte of employed |
36 l950.000-c.0.0-..00...oont. 2)4.1 70h 1607 11’-07 7!1 7!6
37 19&0.0'!"llll..l.lllll...l 2251 7.2 1h.9 L ] LN 2 L)
38 Change, 19L40-50 2.0 0.2 1.8 .es ces ves
39 Pct, earning inéome less
LO than $1,500 in 1949 .eseesraes | 5543 23.1f 32.2 5647 | 3L.9 21.8
L1 HOUSING STATISTICS
L2 Dwelling units:
L3  Number (hundreds)
L 1950¢4seanseannanneas | 18,0 1667.0 | -2649.0 38.0 [390,0| =352.0
L5 19U0eeencenstseenneeas | 19,0 1578,0 | -1559,0 ces oos cee
)-l-6 Change, l9h0-50..... -1,0 8900 -90.0 oo X ose
L7  Percent change, 1940~50.4se | =Ld6 5.71 =10.3 . ves ves
‘L8 Occupied by owner, pct. '
L9 195080 ecees. teeenenns o 183 | L3.0} -2h.7 11.2 | 39.k -28.2
50 19).1000-.--.-.----.-..0 1?.0 31.0 -1)4..0 oo ese se o
Sl Change, 1911-0"'50‘0-0. 103 12.0 -1.0.7 ees ees ce e
52  Occupied by nonwhite, pcte
53 l9500-0-0-0-..----..-. 23-7 5.0 18-7 72.7 2800 Llho?
5L 19400 eseeeesnssaaeseee ] 1143 3.1 8.2 oee vee cee
55 Change, 19L0-50e4.0s | 12.L 1.9 10.5 . oo .ee
56  Vaecant, percent |
57 19500esesesonsas ceenes O.L 0.5 -0.1 1.5 1.3 0.2
58 19LLO..-.-...' ------ *oa 1 L’-.Ll 30)4- l.O Y ses e
59 Change’ 19L|.0—SO,.... —h.O "239 "101 (XY . e
60  Substandard, pct. of total
61 1950eeetscencnacansos . Lh.s 12,5 32,0 776 | 38.L 39,2
62  Built prior to 1920, pctese 92,6 67.8 2L .8 72.6 | 52.9 19.7
63  Pcte with 1.51 pers,/room
6Ll. 1950...0..-.0------.-. LI».? 1.2-‘- 303 19'9 9'9 10'0
65 l9uo.ll0.0lilio.litllii IJ-'L’- 2.0 2.11- (N N ] a8 s e
66 Change, 19)_1.0—5005-0- i O|3 006 0.9 es e ses

1399
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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

Ay

S| otty | piggere | [SKT | Toie Toierer- Sid | city | pifer-
total ence total | ence total ence
tracts tracts ; | tracts

lA ’ .A :,"‘ 7' . - | . ‘

2 L6,5 |3621.0 |-3574.5 38.2 S50ls0 | -1165.8 15.0 914.,8 | -899,8

3 36 1339648 |-3360.L 35.4 Lo5,6  (-120,2 15.6 87843 | ~B62,7

L1041 | 2242 | 22k, 2.8 LB | ~L5.6 -066 36,5 | -37.1

5 27.8 6.6 1 21,2 749 10,6 2.7 ~3e7 Le2 =79

6 208 | 152.0 | -131.2 St 16,2 | =10, 2. 3he9 | =32.5

7 bLbo L2 Loe7 1b.1 3.2 | 10.9 15.8 3.8 12.0

8 : ‘

9 k.6 95.5 -10,9 85.1 95.3 ~10.2 8l .2 95,6 | =1lcl
10 29,8 12,9 16,9 21,0 16,0 5.0 1645 13,7 2.8
11

12 221.9 961§ 125,5 1091 90,1 19.0 |} 126.1 9641 3040
13 267.2 98,0 | 169.2 108 91,0 17.4 || 118.6 9946 19.0
U -L5.3 1.6 | =U43.7 0.7 ~049 1.6 745 -3,5 11.0
15 . . : : o - : N
16 21,2 1,1 7.1 34 7 15,6 19,1 042 16.3 -16,1
17 238 .803 "'595 3&05 12Q2 22;3 002 9.? "995
18 18-14 508 12 u6' 092 30h "302 0.0 6.6 "6u6
19 '

20 15.3 1h4.5 0.8 2.7 Lol -1.h 18.5 1.5 L0
21 25.5 19,8 Cu7 Le2 5e7 -1.5 26,0 20.4 5.6
22 "1002 -503 "')409 "1.5 "'1-6 O.l -7.5 "509 "'1.6
23 . _

ol 30.3 17.1 13,2 3743 20,0 17.3 2547 2343 2.4
25 30.5 20,3 10,2 h1,6 23.3 18,3 3749 29.6 8.3
26 =042 =342 3.0 ~Le3 =343 -1,0 -12,2 -643 =59
27

28 11.0 746 3.4 10,2 10.0 0.2 9.6 748 1.8
29 10.8 8.5 2.3 8.2 8.5 -0.3 6.0 Sy 0.6
30 O|2 "009 lQl 2.0 105 O.S 3.6 2oh “ 1.2

500
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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, 19L0
and 1950, and Change, 19L0-50 (Part 2, continued)

Chicago, Illinois N“h"M_Q%232§§a§i;m9§ieﬂ.Wwi;vmﬂ.qugzelﬁﬁézﬁthQN_“wW”.
24 Gity| piffer- Sid | City | Differ | o4 | city | Differ-
tracts tota} ence ' tracts total] ence || tracts; totalg ence
31 | | %
32 160601 L8118 || 12,9 | 5.8 T.Ll| 8.3 | 5.5 248
33 33,6 15.2 18.4 28.Y 1L.5 13,9 2549 20411 5.8
3 ~17.0 | -10.k =646 || =15.5 -8.7 =648 || ~17,6 | -1L.61 3.0
35 ,
36 16.6 5.7 10,9 11.h 549 545 9ubt ! 743 241
37 940 6.6 2.1 10,4 5.8 L6 1043 | Beli 242
38 7.6 =049 8.5 || 1.0 0.1 0.9 ~049 ~0.8) =01
39 |
ho  L3.8 | 19.5 23 L84 29.8 1846 || 2845 21.5& 7.0
b1 |
L2 |
LL o 105,0 11061,0-1095640 || 132.0 |1626,0 |=~1L9L.0 42,0 | 2709.0; ~266740
L5 108,0 989560 | ~9787.0 || 125.0 |1kL3,0 |-1338,0 b1.0 | 2h99.0: -2k58.0
L6  =3,0 11166,0! -116p,0 7.0 | 183.0 | =176.0 1.0 | 210,0! =209,0
- |
}47 "2 O3 ‘ 1108 -1’4‘1 5.1 12 07 '-716 lqz 8J~|—§ "702
48
h-9 508 29.8 -2)4.0 3.9 37.1 =3342 32 OLL h—lo9 "905
50 3.2 0 23.3 -20,1 2,2 31,3 | =-29.1 25,1 32,2 =T.1
5L 26 L 651 =39 | LT | S8 | k|l 73| 9.7 -2
52 | | |
53  26.8 ' 11.9 19 35 ok k.5 20,9 0.1 12,9, -~128
5L 2.i 0 1.7 -5.3 33.0 11.7 | 2143 0.2 8.81 =846
55 2hd o Le2 2042 2. 2.8 =O.ly =041 Loar L.
57 2,5 | 0.8 1.7 1.9 1.1 0.8 1.1 0.9 0.2
58 8.7 | 3.8 L9 10.2 5.7 Lie5 2.8 2.9 -0el
59 ~6,42 ’ =3.01r =342 =843 -l o6 ~3.7 -Le7 =240 0.3
60 I
6L 7746 | 19.6|  58.0 834l 3045 5249 20,2 13.7 6s5
62 9h8 | 62,8 32.0 9644 6547 3047 9640 651 3049
63 | .
6h  29.8 & 6. 23 || 2043 840 12.3 2. 0 2,70 0.3
65 13,7 ¢ 5.8 749 22,0 ¢ 9.5 | 12,5 b 3.1 1.0
66 16,1 0.6 1545 =le7 | -1le5 0 =042 =Le7 i =0uhi -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, 19L0-50 (Part 1)

Columbus, Chio

Dallas, Texas

Item ikid City { Differ- Skid City | Differ-
ow row totall ence
tracts total} ence tracts N
POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000) ~

2 1950.00‘!!llo.loooo.-.u-cc. 1?.9 375.9 "358.0 303 1"-314'5 —,"‘31.

3 l9h00000|0.00|lucou-oo-.o:. 15.5 30601 -290e6 lL.O 291},.7 —29007

h Changeg 19)40-50'.‘000. QOLI- 69.8 "6702-,- -007 13908 -111005

5 Pop., pcte change, 19),0=504.. 15.9‘ 22,8 =649 18,71 L7.4 =66.1

6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)..s 2.1 | 16,5 | -1k 0,51 12,3 | -11.8

7 Pct. of pope homeless,1950.v 11.7 Lok 7.3 15,2 2.8 124

8 Living in:

9  Reg. households, pct., 1950 85.5 92.6 ~Tel 8L.8 | 9647 ~11.9
10 Different house than 1949.. 28,0 21,6 6L Lo} 29.8 10.6
11 Sex ratio (males ~ feémales)

12 19504acesccserovesancncsons] 9843 96.4 1.9 137.9 | 91.0 16,9
13 19U0eeeeescocerrennncnencesl 96k 91148 1.6 120,01 9042 29.8
1L|- Change, l9ho""500005¢n0 1.9 1.6 003 17-9 008 1701
15 Percént nonwhite
16 l9500i|-lt-cooﬁ-cn-csna..o. 19.1 1205 6«6 1203 1302 "Oﬂ9
17 191’-0‘.0!!0-.-!‘!!lcc.acac.o 16.2 ll.? )495 9.9 17.1 "'7.2
18 Change, 19L40-50sse.cvel 2.9 0.8 2.1 2y =349 6.3
19 Pct, foreign born white
. 20 195()..0!'0.-.-0..-.0-0.--.- 2&5 2.9 —OOLL 302 1.9 103
21 19uOI'I!IDOOOGIll...l.i..ot 39}4 3.9 —O;\S 30)-1 205 009
22 Change, 1940~50ceessoal =069 ~1.0 0.1 0.2 § =046 0.l
23 Pcteb yrs. or less of school ;
2)4- 19500v~o-oi---¢-c--u-o-oooo 2505 12u7 1268 311-03 1502 i 1901
25 19k0uesneivncioriieianaiecs| 27,1 | 1645 10.6 38.3] 20,2 | 18.1
26 Change’ l9b,0—50.;....o "'106 "308 2e2 "'LLDO *Sao leo
27 Pct, 65 years or over
28 1950-.0.0,---oucotqoc-o--ou 1007 8-7 2.0 lo.;»l 601 )-'-eb-
29 19h0.000‘00.0;.00.-.&00.--. 9.8 707 201 700 !i 502 i 108
30 ChaHgE, 19}40"500000000 009 1.0 "001 3.5 i 009 i 266

feast

]

pae
N

]
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housling for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 19L0-50 (Part 2)

Columbus, Ohio __  E ~~ Dallas, Texas
Ttem ikld City | Differ- |f oid City |Differ-
ow total row total! ence
tracts ota ence tracts

31 Percent unemployed z
32 1950;.0000ll.'!l'.‘li.ll“. 10.1 Soh hl? 7Iu 2.9 )hﬁs
33 l9botliochooyoivtucnao‘Q..- 23{3 13.5 9.7 28.3 lth 15'9
3& Change, l9h0-50do.o--0 ;l3.2 -8.2 ‘5'0 -20.9 ‘905 ‘1l.h
35 Laborers, pcts of employed
36 1950t0000'|lc ------------- . 9.7 S.2 u.S 1007 u.h 603
37 l9ho..tatoonunnoa--uu-.-.-. 6.7 S.O 117 Smh h02 1'2
38 Change, 1940=5040eis.. 3.0 0.2 2.8 5e3 0.2 Sel

39 Pct. earning income less :
ho than %15500 in l9h9.llllllil. 38.7 ﬁ23:l 1506. h9¢6 2206 27lo

ha HOUSING STATISTICS

li2 Dwelling units:
L3 Number (hundreds)

hh l950l¢-1.c--:-o-o-oo-. 60.0 111700 -1057.0 12.0 1&12.0 ;;lhO0.0
L5 19h0seeeieiasiiaiaieesf L7.0 |868.0 | -821,0 12,0 || 89540 | ~883.0
L6 Change, 1940-50essas| 13.0 | 249.0 | -236,0 040 | 517.0 | =51740

L7  Percent change, 19L0-50...s] 27.1 | 28,8 ~1.7 =10 | 57.8 | -58.8

i8  Occupied by owner, pect.

L9 19500 terecansennans oo 10,1 | k6.5 | =364 8.5 | 50.8 | -L2.3
SO l9h0000.0000-¢ ...... LY 7.6 35.7 ‘28.1 6.0 32Q8 -2608
51 ‘Change, l9h0-50...-. 2.5 10;8 —8.3 2.5 18.0 —15.5
52 Occupied by nomwhite, pct.

53 1950 sennssnenoens eossee] 1349 10.5 3.h 12.5 11.2 1.3
Sh 19h0...-..-.-......... 1302 908 BOh 12.8 15.5 —?07
55 Change, 1940=504.4as 0.7 0.7 0.0 -0s3 | =Le3 k.0
56  Vacant, percent

57 1950.00»:0-..0.-.-.-3. an G‘? 003 206 2.5 Ocl
58 l9hoooclaoo-l'oooconoc S.l 3;3 108 999 508 hol
59 Change, 19&0“50...00 -hol -2.6 -1»5 ~Te3 =363 'hoo
€0 Substandard, pct. of total :

61 1950.0;----.-----(-..0 5760 ‘1800 39c0 75.0 1?-& 5796

62 Built prior to 1920, pctess| 75.4 § L7.0 28.L 8.5 22,0 6245

63  Pct, with 1.51 pers./room ‘
945 2L.6 5ol 19,2

6h ' l950-0.6-~d{--...-.--. 13¢l 306
65 l9h0......-........... 1&.5 306 10.9 39ll 11'3 27¢8
66 Change, 1940-50¢¢sus| =1l.lt 0.0

=14 H-1he5 | -5,9 1 8.6 4

2
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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, 19L0-50 (Part 1, continued)

Ty

Denver, Colorado Detroit, Michigan Fort Worth, Texas
Skid  gity | Differ-{| K | Gity | Differ~ || S¥3 | ity | Differ-
row total | ence row total| ence row total] ence
tracts tracts tracts

1 ' '

2 1443 415.8 |-=LOL.5 29,0 [18L9.,6 |=1820,6 Galy 278.8 | ~272.4

3 164 322.L | -306,0 27.9 11623.5 {-1595,6 .se oee .

)4' -2 ‘1 93!h "95 .S 1.1 226.1 —225.0 e e co e

5 -12 06 29 OO -hlté 303 13 .9 -10.'6 [ R X1 e e ere

6 7.3 i | =17.1 || 13,0 8352 | =7042 2.9 104 =745

7 51,0 549 L5.L Ll.9 L5 LoJt L6.2 3.7 h2.5

8 .

9 49.0 9345 S 52,1 953 ~L342 41.8 95.6 -53.8
10 - 3346 2h .1 9.5 25,5 1558 9.7 39.2 28.5 10,7
11
12 173.4 9342 8042 207.1 100 | 10647 19647 95,0 10147
13 170.5 9343 7742 | |211.6 | 10L4O | 10746 veo ves cee
]—h- 2‘9 . ‘Ool 3.0 ")4'5: ‘3‘6 -O-9 s see esse
15
16 el Loy 3.0 2045 18l Ll 2.6 1343 1143
17 3'2 207 005 16.0 9;3 6.7 LN} [ X N ] [ X N
18 h!2 107 2-5 h.s 7;1. *216 LN ] ses e
19
20 Te3 5 1.9 17.1 U9 242 1.8 1.5 0e3
21 11.6 TeT 349 21,0 19.8 - he2 ese cee oes
22 —ho3 -2|3 -200 “609 ’hc9 —2.0 X R see L
23 ) .: S L N " ‘ Lt
3l 25,1 10,2 19 3247 18.7 14,0, 26,1 | 16.4 9.7
25 2}-LOLL lZ-LL : 1200 35!9 2208 13ll aes eo e (XX
26 007 -2.2 2‘9 ”3.2 -h;l' 009 aee . XX XY}
et
28 1557 9tLL 6-3 9.8 507 Llol 10.7 6.6 ll..l

9 1306 8.8 hn8 5;5 h.O llS e s e as 0
30 2.1 0.6 l.S hIB 107 206 L BN ) . L R ) [ X -1

404



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
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Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Row, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940<50 (Part 2, continued)

Denver, Colorado

Detroit, Michigan

Fort Worth,

exas

Skid | gity | Differ~ || K3 1 Gigy | piefer~ |94 | oity | Differ-
ra total ence row total ence Tow total! ence
tracts tracts tracts
31
32 17.4 3.9 13.5 13.4 Ted 6.1 6.7 3.0 347
33 BOGT 15'1 15‘6 330& 1h!7 1807 Dee ase een
Bh —1303 -11-2 -2'1 -2OQO —7-& ‘12.6 XX ose se
35 :
36 12,5 52 743 12,3 5.2 Tel 9.3 640 343
37 800 ho9 3.1 llih 6-3 Sol X X se LN X
38 hts 0-3 hcz Oc9 _lbl 2'0 s e eee e
39
Lo  55.2 2745 2747 Ll.9 17.6 2743 50,6 26.0 2L .6
L1
b2 |
L3 orro B, R RIS RSO S, P oo e
Lt 30,0 [337.0 }-1307.0 L8.0 15524.,0 (547640 10,0  |894,0 [~88L.0
L5 41,0 J011.0 | -970.0 58.0 jLL15,0 }=4357.0 vee .o .oe
L6  -11.0 326.,0 | =337.0 -10.0 11109.,0 [1119.0 ves oee .o
L7  «26.0 32.2 5842 -17.1 18,3 -35.4 ces ees oee
L8
)-|-9 6011 SO -br ")—l-b»oo 909 52 09 "'Ll3 .O 1306 56.8 ")-1-3 02
50 2.1 36.8 —31.’..7 602 37:8 "3106 e 9 a0 LR N}
51 LhB 13-6 "903 3.7 15-1 ll-h s 0 es s XX
52
53 8.8 3.5 53 20,9 12.3 846 3545 11.9 23.6
Sh )-L.O 2.8 102 1502 7.9 7!3 LA N ] [ XN} [ XN )
55 )-J-OB 007 b-.l 5’7 h.h 103 oo 0 LN ] [
56 .
57 1.1 103 —002 039 loo —Ovl 2.9 205 Oohv
58 10‘0 )-’-ll 5.9 70Ll— 305 309 s e [N ) [ X N
59 -809 -2f8 "601 -605 -205 ‘hao e [ XY eave
60
61 70,1 21,2 18,9 L7.8 8.9 38,9 62,3 2l.3 38,0
62 8L 51.6 32,8 83.6 33.8 h9.8 55.8 22,7 33,1
63
él 2245 L.8 17.7 13.0 2e7 10.3 1742 73 99
65 23'1-1' 6.6 16Q8 10.9 3'6 7.3 [ X X1 LB N LR N}
66 =049 ~-1.8 049 2,1 ~049 3,40 yos ass sae

05
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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, 19L0-50 (Part 1)

. Houston, Texas Indianapolis, Indiana
. Skid | AL .. Skid . - o
Ttem City |Differ- ! City Differ-
k row total ence Tow totél ence
tracts °© tracts

POPULATION STATISTICS

8.8 |596.2 |-587.M 8.5 lue7.2 [-h18.7
1940uesecncesrvnanennnnnaes | he6 [384.5 [-369.9 10.5 {387.0 {-=376.5
Change, l9hO-50....... -5.8 211.7 -217.5 ‘2.0 hO.Z '-h2-2

Population, total (000)
l950.!'.0""0!!'!!ln!.!'.‘

a1 ] 55.0 | 9gar [[-18.7 | 10k | -29.1

0
Homeless pers., 1950 (000)ees 3.
3

16,6 | -12.8 2.5 10.6 ~8e1
Pcte of pop. homeless, 1950 | L

1

2

3

L

5 Pop., pct. change, 1940~50e4s |-
6

7 2.8 L1 2944 255 2649
8 Living in:

9  Rege households, pct., 1950 | L49.0 96,9 =749 70.6 96.7 -26,
10  Different house than 1949.. | LL.8 | 27.1 177 27.2 | 19. 7
11 Sex ratio (males = females) .
12 1950..0000'.0--:t----a--o-. 165011» 95-9 ) 69.5 12102 90.8 BO.h
13 19U0ueseeriineeriiinninnnss {132.8 | 96,0 36.8 [111h.9 | 92.0 22.9
1)-'. Change, 191'-0"50. sea s e 32 .6 -Ool 32.7 603 "'102 705

15 Percent nonwhite

16 19500'00'0--.n--ooau.-.o-oo hoé 21;1 ‘1615 21.5 J—S‘O 6‘5
17 19U0uieeeecnenscarorececnne Ly 22.5 ~18.1 17.1 13.2 3.9
18 Change, 1940-50e¢cussss 0.2 -l 1.6 Lk 1.8 2.0
19 Pct. foreign born white

20 1950eecersionsscercsnsonnas h.2 2.9 1.3 2.7 2.1 046
R 1T 5.1 L.o 1.1 Le3 247 1.6
22 Change, 1940-50esacess -0.9 -1l.1 0.2 -1.6 ~0e6 1.0
23 Pcte 6 yrs. or less of school

221- l9500.0.c--oooooc--uoo.o.-c 1907 20-8 "'1cl 20:1 12l7 ?OL'-
25  19h0deesenceerorererncnanne 18.1 2L .2 -6.1 19.5 4.8 Lot
26 Change, 19110,—50.... [ 1.6 "‘3.14- 500 006 "2.01 2!7
27 Pcte 65 years or over

2 1950eesssssssscincnsniaenas | 1042 5.0 5.2 12.1 8.7 3okt
29 19)40..4.0.-Iolo‘o-n'uoucco- 6.3 )-103 2.0 918 70h 20’-’-
30 i Change, 19LLO—SO-- sreee 3.9 0.7 3.2 2.3 1.3 1.0
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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, 19L0
and 1950, and Change, 19L40-50 (Part 2)

Houston, Texas Indianapolis, Indiana
Ttem ig&d City | Differ- iﬁ;d City | Differ=
tractd total] ence tractd total ence

31 Percent unemployed

32 195000000 ---------------- e e 8.3 306 u.? 506 3.8 1.8
33 l9hOooo|ocQ-onlnc-noooctnln lho? l0.0 u.? 1&.0 13.6 O.h
3h Change, l9h0450....... —6oh -6oh 0.0 ‘8-u “908 lth
35 Laborers, pet. of employed

36 1950...--.-....... ----- ser e 5.3 8.0 -217 807 5'6 301
37 l9h0...-.....--............ 30h 8.2 -MGB S!? 607 _l.o
38 Change, 19L40-504eeess, 1.9 | -0.2 2.1 3.0 | -1.1 hoa—

39 Pct. earning income less
ho than $10500 in l9h9"0l0l0'.. h6‘5 2h02 22.3 37!1 2108 15.3

L1 HOUSING STATISTICS

L2 Dwellingvunits:
43  Number (hundreds) |

Ll 1950 e teuerecncnsn eeee | 21,0 (1917.0 |-1896.0 26,0 1347.,0 }~1321.0
uS l9hoo‘ooctoo-.oo-tb--. 3h00 113300 -109900 33|O ‘116600 —113300
L6 Change, 19L0-50sc.a0e | -13.0 | 78L.0 | =797.0 ~7.0 § 181.0 | -18840

L7  Percent change, 1940-50.4.0 | =38.5 69,1 | ~107.6 -20.7 15.5 -3642

L8  Occupied by cwner, pct.

h9 l950|.-. -------------- 5.6 u703. -hlo7 7;2 5107 -hhis
50 19U0eessnennnnncnnns <] 3.7 | 32,1 | =28l 2.9 | 35.0 | -32.1
o1 Change, 19L0=504¢4... 1.9 15.2 -13,3 4.3 16,7 =12.04
52  Occupied by nomwhites, pct.

53 19500eenrcesossenssans 2.9 18.5 -15.6 19,9 12.9 7.0
5L 19h0 e s oteannnasenes o3 21,6 | =17.3 17.1 | 12.h ha7
55 Change, 19&0-500-.00 -1oh =3.1 1.7 2.8 OOS 2'3
56  Vacant, percent ,

57 l950....!l;l.'..rlltl. 808 306 5:2 059 101 ‘002
58 19h04essenncancnncanas 5¢3 5.0 0.3 6.0 3.6 2,51
59 Change, 1940-50.44. 3.5 -1y L9 -5l ~2e5 -2.6

60  Substandard, pct. of total
61 1950..0-.0-o';o-a0u00' 50!3 'lBCh 3109 5056 25‘9 2h°7

62 Built prior to 1920, pctess | 69.1 | 15.6 | 53.5 83.7 | 5849 21,8
63 Pcte with 1,51 pers./room

6u 1950.--...1.00.0-00000 1&.8 606 8.2 12u3 MOB 7'5
65 19L0ceavnaanarennnnn. o1 307 | 10.8 19.9 12,5 L5 8.0
66 Change, 19u0-50‘-o.- '1509 'hoz —11.7 —002 003 -005

¥
o
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Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 19L0O
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)

meliansas City, Missouri = |

N ~Oh VL oo t

-
o

11
12
13
1

15

16

17
18

19
20
21
22

23
2l

25

27
28
29
30

26

Skid
oW -
tracts

City
total

h56¢6
399.2
57k

pumh
0.

2

0.9
ll'é

Los Angeles, GCalifornia i

Louisville, Kentucky

Dirfor- |99 Voigy  [pigrer || ST T gigy ] pirtere
ence tracte total ence tr5cts total ence
-45L.1 Lho.2 §1970.L {-1930.2 |i 6.8 369.1 | -362,3
=396.9 39.7 115043 |-1L6L.6 7.0 319.1 | =312.1

5742 0.5 | 661 | -hé5.6 -0.2 50.0 | =50.2
—805 lbb 31.0 —29-6 "'lq8 1507 —17-5
-18.9 16.0 79.2 ~63a2 1.9 10.3 -8.4
6.0 39.7 k.0 35.7 28.0 2.8 25,2
~76.1 60.3 95.3 ~35,0 67,0 96,6 29,6
15.8 3L.1 2he3 9.8 2647 19.5 Te2
197.2 || 177.8 91.9 85.9 11 130.4 90,8 396
219.1 200,0 95.3 10h.7 128.5 91.3 3752
~21.9 22,2 ~3. ~18.8 149 ~045 2l
-10.7 20,9 10.7 10.2 2l ,2 15.6 8.6
"7.8 8-8 6.5 2.3 2)—lq6 lh.8 908
~249 12.1 L2 7.9 -0.L 0.8 ~1.2
0.7 1l 13 | 12,51 0.9 2.1 1.3 1.1
343 15.4 1.3 1.1 L0 1.9 2,1
—2.6 "'2 0&‘ -1.8 -002 —1.6 —0.6 "lao

S 1742 23.5 12.6 10.9 33.4 19.3 1.1
6,0 20.6 13.5 7.l 30,9 22,6 8.3
11.2 2.9 049 3.8 2.5 =343 5.8
8.3 17.3 9.6 7.7 9.1 8.3 0.8
5'5 160)4 8-5 709 852 7.3 0.9
2.8 009 1'1 —002 009 1-0 "Ool

408
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Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

8kid How Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2, continued)

Xansas City, Missouri

Los Angeles, California

Louisville, Kentucky

fﬁ;d City | Differ- iﬁ;d City | Differ- ig%d City | Differ-

tracts:"total ence tracts total ence bracts total ence
31 |
32 13.0 3'5 905 2)4..5 8.5 16.0 8.8 h!? )-l-cl
33 2543 15.9 91 32,3 1.5 17.8 16.5 1h.1 2.1
3 =123 -12.) 0.1 =78 -6.0 -1.8 =77 =9l 1.7
35
36 11,0 6.2 18 9.1 542 3.9 9.6 Ts7 1.9
37 5.0 5.0 0.0 5e7 5e7 0.0 7.8 8.6 —Ge8
38 6.0 1'2 h.8 3.)..]. —O.S 319 108 "'0.9 257
39 _
Lo 6047 26.0 3h.7 57.8 27.5 30.3 L7.7 2645 2142
L1
L2
43 ’
Lk 2,0  B13.0 |-1511.0 143.0 698040 |=£837.0 16.0 ]1112.0 |{~1096.0
L5 2,0 1332.0 [=133C«0 || 1h3.0 [5293.0 [=5150.0 23.0 | 942.0 | -919.0
46 0.0 181.0 | =181.0 0.0 [1687.0 |~1687.0 =7.0 17040 | =177.0
L7 26.0 1346 12,8 001 31.9 -31.8 «28,6 - 18,6 -L6.6
18
L9 748 “48.0 11042 366 L3.8 “10e2 7.0 L6.7 39,7 -
50 0.6 28 “27.8 2,1 31 -29,3 1.9 32 ~32¢3
51 742 19.6 -12.4 1.5 124 ~10.9 5.1 12.5 =7 elt
52
53 1.0 11.7 -10.7 12,0 8.0 L0 2L.5 15.2 9¢3
‘;}J, 9»8 10.0 ~( 42 Ll-nB .552 ' —009 290’-1, 1505 13-9
55 —8,08 1.7 "lOeS 797 208 Ll-09 ""'}—La9 "003 "}.106
56 -
57 708 1vl 6'7 Sos 207 258 095 l.l '-006
58 3e7 8.1 =L 9.0 6. 2.6 Gel L3 3.8
59 L.1 =70 11,1 -3.5 3.7 0.2 ~Ts6 3.2 ~lboy
60 '
61 78.8 2545 53.3 61.1 9.2 51.9 66,0 31.1 3L.9
62 8947 56,8 | 3209 || 89 | 23.1 | 66,3 ||8hk.7 | 56,9 27.8
63 ;
&l 32.9 Se? 27 ¢2 13.8 3.6 10,2 21,4 9.1 12,3
65 13.2 Se6 7.6 9.9 3.9 6,0 17.5 10.8 6e7
66 19.7 Oel 19.6 3.9 -0.3 L2 3.9 -1.7 5.6

%

09
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Appendix Table B: Staitistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Hows, 1940

and 1950, and Change, 19L0~50 (Part 1)

Miami, Florida 44 Milwaukee, Wiscongin
Ttem ii;d City |Differ- iﬁ;d City | Differ-
trachs total| ence bracts total} ence
POPULATTION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)

2 19500'.'..0.0...'......"". 19.2 2“9.3 -23091 hll3 63701-1 -596.1

3 lghOOOnC!oolc.lo.o-oo...‘tu e n LN ] *se 38.2 58705 -5)4-9.3

Chal’lge, l9’40"50.0..... LB X o ®s0 3.1 h909 -)-L6‘8

S Popc, pC'b. Change, l9h0-50... wse XX (XX 8.1 8.5 "'Ohh

6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)... L.3 15,2 ~10,9 6.0 25.5 ~19.5

7 Pcte of pop. homeless, 1950 | 22,3 6.1 16.2 1.6 4.0 10,6

8 Living in: :

9 Reg. households, pct., 1950 760)4 9306 -17.2 8&.8 95')4 "10'6
10  Different house than 19L9..| 33,3 | 30.0 3.3 23.4 | 16.0 Te
11 Sex ratio (Males = females) ’ -

) —i.’-) l950..ll!.ﬂl.0?:..'e!lllll' 11201 9!-1.2 17)9 :‘_0900 95'7 13.3 ’
13 19L‘-O.l“l".."."lfﬂl‘.o‘,o L ] .l" 0 :“C939 96‘9 1300
1/'-1. Change, 19110-50““«,” cee se s aae “009 -1.2 003
i5 Percent nonwhite
16 1950‘.0..0....0‘ *e s B PANDORIC Oc9 16.3 "1Sol1- lha? 3‘6 1101
17 19&0...‘.0‘.000!.0&!0."090 ] L LN LR R LN 2 857 106 791
18 Change, 19)4-0-Sonoco-al 2e e see ece 600 2.0 )-l-eo
19 Pct. foreign born white
20 1950...9..00.0.0.l.‘...t'ﬁ' 180)-'. 10.8 706 1003 lo.o 033
21 19&0.0l0....0..-;n-uoc'o.bp sew LA N ] e 17&2 ]_}4.3 209
22 Chal’lge, 19&0-5()'- oe e e s ves X XY "'609 "Ll-B —206
23 Pcte 6 yrs. or less of school .

2l 19504sciiieieieniiiniieieias | 12,7 | 264k =37 22,7 | 15.8 649
25 1911000'.0...--00.0-.-.-..-o [ ,‘. voe 26»1 20.8 5.3
26 Change, 191.1.0‘509".'-0 636 se e ®2cC “‘BGLL -’SOO 106
27 Pct. 65 years or over |
28 1950000--‘loooacuuocc!.o-ol 1300 8-5 has 806 801 005
29 19hoto-oc¢-o-uguvou-vo-e--o s e v e e 6.9 6')-3- 005
30 Change, l9u0—500ceonac o0 [N ] L 1.7 107 OOO :

R
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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, 19L0-50 (Part 2)

Miami, Florida Wilwankee, Wisconsin
Ttem Skid 1 014y {pigfer- || °59 | Gity | Differ-
row total{ ence row total| ence
tracts : tracts
31 Percent unemployed
32 l950...|'00..01-.¢'vno.lol' 8'0 6'5 105 6.1 2.9 3'2
33 191-'-0.-000000-‘cooo.lo.oooa. L E N ] L L LN ) 30.8 17‘8 ] 13.0
Bh Change, l9h0‘50'---o.o 'R X XK} LY -2h07 —1h-9 § ‘9!8
35 Laborers, pet. of employed i
36 1950..-.........---.-..-... 107 6.h .hl7 1l.h 508 506
37 l9ho...o..-ooo.-o-n.u.-o-ti [ E X ) s e L) 7.6 507 1'9
38 Change, 19).1.0—50.-..:.- see s . sea 3.8 0.1 3.7
- 39 Pct. earning income less

LO than $1,500 in 1949¢es.ee...] L0.6 | 33.0 746 33.0 | 19.5 13.5
L1 HOUSING STATISTICS
L2 Dwelling units:
L3 Number (hundreds) !
)-lu l950§.l.|lll-o-¢0.noo- 66.0 875.0 "809.0 122.0 188900 "176700
hs l9h0...e.......-.-.‘.. e "0 XX} 127.0 169900' ”157200
hé Change’ 19h0-5005060 LE X2 *e e .io —500 190.0 -19500
L7  Percent change, 1940=50.... - .o ves -3.8 11,2 -15.0
L8  Occupied by owner, pct. .
h9 l950...u.---nuc---co-n 30.1 h3.3 1302 lBoh h2.3 _28!9
SO 191-‘-01010..-.'----...-; se e [ Y [ W) 9.2 3102 -22-0
51 Change, l9ho-5000000 se s ses [ X Y Ll.g 1101 -609
52  Occupied by nonwhites, pct,
53 1950.‘:-.-o-t-¢o-|-'o' 0'3 10.1 ‘9.8 1007 2.5 8‘2
Sh 19)-'-0.00-0.--- -------- . se e see sa 7.8 1.6 6.2
55 Change, 19[}0-500.'00 sen ese ses 209 Oq9 2-0
56  Vacant, percent !
57 1950...-.-----.--....0 9.9 6.7 3.2 0.8 009 "Ool
58 l9ho.-o..;f..“....... LI 3 * o0 L N ) 8l0 3.1 Lll9
59 Change, 19hO“SO-oco. [N ] s e . e —702 -202 _SCO
60  Substandard, pet. of total
61 19500 seieieserenniaces| 9.9 1121,0 -1l.1 L1.6 | 16.k 25.2
62 Built prior to 1920, pot... | 1.8 | 6.1 | 8.7 || 82.8 | 2.0 | 20.8
63 Pet. with 1.51 pers./room
6h 1950..‘0'0.00..0.0.¢-. 3.6 h.2 R -006 1008 301 7.7
65 l9ho.ooooonoﬁono.c-n|c see to e 20 9'0 3!5 5'5
66 Change, l9h0-50..... [ XY a0 es e 108 "Och 202




Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
ities Containing Skid Rows, 1540
~50 (Part 1, continued)

Skid Row Communities and for €
and 1950, and Change, 1940

B=19

Mir.meapolis, Minnesota Ngshville, Tennessee N?W Orleans, Louisiana
4 Gity | Dpigfer~ || SK | gite | pifpore || CKid City Differ-
raw total ence row totall ence row totdl ence
tracts ‘ tracts tracts
1 5
2 10,2 521.,7 |-511.5 1.8 1743 | -172.5 11.L 570« |=559,0
3 10,1 . [ Lo2.h |-482.3 2.5 167.4 | -164.9 13.6 Lok {-L80.9
L 0.1 29.3 2942 0.7 6.9 =T.6 2,2 7549 ~78,1
5 1.4 6.0 ~L o6 26,7 L1 =30.,8 -16.1 15.3 -31.k
6 6.1 29,1 243 0.8 9.8 -9,0 2.2 19.2 -17.0
T 60,3 56 She7 L5.7 5.6 Lo,1 18.9 3ol 15.5
8
9 36.0 9308 "5708 h?to 93&8 -hécs 80.7 96.1 -J-SOLL
10 26,7 18,6 8.1 3245 22,6 9.9 25.9 16.9 9.0
11
12 301.2 91,0 210.2 165.7 8647 7940 111.6 90.h 21,2
13 284.8 91.0 193.8 118.L 8642 32.2 119,5 90,0 29.5
i 16 0.0 16.4 L7.3 0.5 16,8 -749 0. -8,3
15 :
16 3.0 1.6 1. 38.8 31.L Tk 19,7 32.0 -12.3
17 108 l.l 007 35.2 28.3 6.9 23.3 30.3 "‘7'0
18 1.2 OQS 0.7 3.6 3.1 O.S "‘3.6 107 "503
19 ‘
20 20.4 9. 11.0 1.1 0.8 0.3 7.8 245 53
21 28,6 13.0 15,6 3.8 0,9 2.9 9,1 3.0 6.1
22 -8.2 -3.6 —)4.6 -2.7 -O.l "2.6 '-103 "O.S -0.8
23
2L 26,7 9.3 17.k 31.3 26.1 562 31.4 32.3 -0.9
25 30.8 11.3 19.5 3.8 29.7 5.1 L3.1 38.9 L.2
26 a1l 2.0 -2 o1 -3.5 ~3.6 0.l 11,7 «5,6 -5:1
27
28 19.8 9.6 . 1‘0.2 11-6 8.1]. 3.2 1006 7-1 305
29 14,9 7.6 7.3 9.1 6.6 2.5 8.1 5.9 2,2
30 L9 2.0 2.9 2.5 1.8 0.7 2.5 1.2 1.3

512
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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, contimed)

Mi?neaaolis,hyjnnesota Nashville, Tennessee New Orleans, Louisiana
iﬁ;@ gi:y Digfer- || SKAd 1 gity |pierer- gg;d -gitii Differ-
tracts otal ence tracts total ence tracts ote ence
31
32 2.1 Lhe2 19.9 L 3.8 0.6 11k 6.1 53
33 ho.7 16.4 2643 15,2 1, 1,0 21.0 19.0 2.0
3L -18.6 -12,2 64y -10.8 ~10.4 0.4 | -9.6 12,9 33
35 :
36 15.3 L3 11,0 8.6 7.1 1.5 663 943 -3.0
37 13.5 L.2 9.3 L5 7.6 =36l 8. 10,1 ~1.7
38 1.8 0.1 1.7 L. ~045 L.6 2,1 -0.8 ~1.3
39 .
Lo 60,4 2.3 36,1 56.9 L0.8 16.1 L5.8 34,0 11.8
L1 |
L2
L3 :
L - 13.0 }1620.0 [-1607.0 L  |510.0 |-506.0 16,0 117360 {-169040
L5 19.0 |1476.0 [=-1457.0 8.0 L75.0 |-L67.0 L0 {1372.0 {-1328.0
L6 -640 1Lhl.0 | «150.0 4,0 -} 35.0 ~-349 2.0 36Lh.0 | =362,0
W7 =32.0 9.7 | -b1.7 ||-52.9 7.3 | -60.2 3,6 26,6 | -23.0
L8 :
b9 16.2 51!7 _3505 3.0 )4102 -38.2 1005 32.3 "‘21.8
50 Te7 39.8 | -32.1 L6 29 .8 25,2 745 23,0 -15.5
Sl 8.5 11.9 "'3 ob- "'1 06 11.h -13 'O 3.0 - 903 "603
52
53 20.1 1.k 18.7 55.6 29.8 25.8 1.8 28.6 -13,.8
sl 3.0 1.2 1.8 37.1 28.8 8.3 22,1 30.3 -842
55 1701 002 16.9 . 1805 l.O l?.s "7'3 _107 "'506
, 56
57 Oos 0.8 "003 O.S 1.0 "OOS 508 201 307
58 6.0 3.0 3.0 741 3.k 3.7 8.6 2.7 5.9
59 “5.5 "2.2 -3'3 —6.6 "2.)4- -).t.2 -208 -0.6 1 "252
60
61 52.4 20,2 32,2 80.7 48,4 3243 31e3 2547 56
62 97.6 63.6 3h.0 9540 51.7 L3.3 97.2 5L, h3.a
63
6L 9.0 L.l L9 2042 9.5 10.7 8.3 949 -1l.6
65 9.0 L.8 Le2 25,1 17.9 762 19.4 13,0 6ol
66 0.0 —007 007 "l-l~o9 "80)4 3.5 —11.1 —3 -1 N -8.0
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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 1)

New York, New York Norfolk, Virginis
Ttem Skid 1 ity | Differ- || Skid City | Differ-
: POW 1§ totall ence row totdl| ence
tracts§ tracts
POPULATION STATISTICS i
1 Population , total (000) i
2 l950!t.|.‘0!llnccnloc-cccno 72.2 7892.0 ‘7819.8 6.5 21305 —20700
3 l9u000.0‘I.Ol.l.'..l...‘... 7700 7&55‘0 —7378q0 Sea sed LR N J
h Change, 19h0—50-o|o... -h.8 h3790 -hblos ese se e s p
5 P0p.,.pct. Change, 19h0-50 -6|l 5.9 -12.0 eee cas “ee
6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)ess | 1lak §293,2 | -281.8 1.5 36,9 =35k
7 Pet. of pop. homeless, 1950 | 15.7 3.7 12,0 22.5 17.3 542

8 Living in:
9  Rege households, pcte., 1950 | 83.L 95.7 ~12.3 7645 82,6 ~60l
10 Different house than 1949,. 9.0 7.8 1.2 20,6 2747 ~Tel

11 Sex ratio: (males E females)

12 1950..0-.-o-aooo..-:.o-.'.l lhé.? 93.9 52.8 108.6 lQh.? —1601
13 l9h0..-..---.-...o..-...... 1&8.5 97.3 51.2 [ X X3 L ) cee
1h Change, 19&0-50.....:. ‘1;8 —B.h 106 ens ene ces
15 Percent nonwhite

Lé 19500..000.....0-..0-.-ooco 702 9.8 ‘2.6 66.2 29.7 36.5
17 l9ho.....0.....llllonll.Dt. 3.8 6¢h —2.6 ..; e®co LA N
18 Change, 19hO-SO.QI..O| 3‘“ 3¢h OgO L W ave LN ]
19 Pct. foreign born white '

20 1950..'.......l........l.l. 33.5 2206 1009 301 201 1-0
21 l9ho.oococou-coco.o.qon.oo. héol 2709 18.2 ese see oee
22‘ Change, 19&0-50....... -12.6 -5-3 —7.3 s e see tee

23 Pcte 6 yrs. or less of school
2h 1950000¢-oca-cuoe.noo.oooo- h2.8 19.8 23.0 h9.0 23.1 25.9

25 l9ho.0.0..0.0.0‘¢'u000.l... L N 3 LR L) LU LA R ] LR X ]

26 Change, l9h0~50..-.... oo see soe veo s XY

27 Pct. 65 years or over

28 l950¢.o-0.0.o---.0.-.t---UO 1003 7.7 2.6 603 5.1 102
29 l9ho..g..........-....-.-.- 6‘5 5-6 009 LY X1 ved LR N ]
30 Change, l9h0-50....... 3. 201 lo? seo ses e

414



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Communities and for Cities C
and 1950, and Change,

B-22

ontaining Skid Rows, 1940
1940-50 (Part 2)

’

Lé

New York, New York Norfolk, Virginia
Ttem Sid | Gity | Differ- 4 1 ity [piffer-
ractls totaly ence tracts total | ence
31 Percenﬁ unemployed
32 195().'..00-‘-0.-0-'n-utuccq 1506 609 8'7 lh.o 7.1 6’9
33 19hOC|.¢0-.cco-.-.u¢.--o-o. [ X N1 e LN ] sre e o0
Bh Change, 19&0-50.3‘..0. LR N LR B ) oy e LN ] aae
35 Laborers, pct. of employed . - o o Lo
36 1950C0|0000!oocoaaca‘oooooo- 7.)4. Ll-oo Boll. 1605 943 7e2
37 191‘-000.".0.-00.oc--ootnl-t e s ee vee LA N ] ®e9 [ N ]
38 Change, 19&0-50...-.-0 o e eoe Y ove e scve
39 Pcte earning income less
LO than $1,500 in 1949eeeceeesse| L3¢9 55,61 «11.7 She5 | 39.9 U6
L1 HOUSING STATISTICS
L2 Dwelling units:
L3 © Number (hundreds) }
Ll)-l- 19500 Serssveneresaree 216-0 21&33500 —2’411900 15 .O 561.0 -5[16.0
LLS 19&.0.' S8 vevs0s 00 e ss 0 e 2&6.0 ?218&00 -2193800 o080 es e LN ]
Change, l9h0-50..... —BOQO E2151.0 -2181.0 sao XX) see
h? Percent Change, l9h0-50.... -12.2 9.7 ‘21.9 eoae cos seao
48  Occupied by owner, pct.
Ll-9 l950.....5.....-...-.. 103 1805 _1792 707 Bhoh -26.7
SO 19)-10....00..!.-000-'0. OO)-L 1)4.6 "‘ll'.2 @ne LA N LR K}
Sl Change, 19)4-0-50.- sae 0.9 . 3.9 "'300 XX aeo see
52 Occupied by nomwhites, pct.
53 1950!!0-0lo'cl.snoo'coo 8.1 8.1 0.0 6)-!..[]. 29.2 35.2
S}-l- 191‘-0'.---0!..:0-."-.‘ seae aee L N ) “®eo L N see
55 Change, 19LLO_SOOI..Q . sve ‘soe ou; ces e
56  Vacant, percent ,
57 -1950.000---'-.---.-00. 006 1.1 "‘OQS 107 2.0 “0'3
58 19)—’-0.000‘0.00-0-1010.. 1906 7.3 12.3 L X ] LA R 2 eve
59 Change’ 19LLO-50.-..- =-1940 -542 -12.8 Xy eoe ceo
60  Substandard, pct. of total
61 l950‘0..n‘-..000..bl.0 32.6 906 23.0 58.7 2905 2902
62  Built prior to 1920, pctess | 9069 | L9.1 L1.8 92.3 |50.8 | k1.5
63  Pete with 1.51 pers./room v
6h 1950..-0-001-.’--0.0--- 603 h.6 107 lL‘-OS 506 902
65 l9h0"l.'.l|.l‘..0'l‘. 9.0 )-!-.5 hIS aee a0 e aes
66 Change, 1911.0-'50...-9 -2-7 < 0.1 -2.8 "o ees ese

£15




Appendix Table B

B=23

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)

t

Oakland, California

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

Omaha, Nebraska

iﬁ%d City |Differ- gﬁ;d City |Differ- iﬁ;d City |Differ-
tracts total ence tracts total ence tracts total | ence
1
2 334 |38L46 |-351.2 9+9 |2h3.5 |-233.6 10,6 {251.1 |-2L40,5
3 23.8 302.2 {=278.3 13.9 20h el 1=190.5 see  ese see
)-!- 906 820)-1- _72.8 ‘hoo 39.1 _h3’1 [ X N ] e e see
5 L0«5 27.3 13.2 ~5243 19.1 =71k eee eoe .
6 5.8 17.0 | =-11.2 2.9 7.0 . ) L.l 12.8 8.7
7 17.5 Loy 13.1 2944 2.9 2645 38,7 5.1 33.6
8
9 82.5 95.1 ~12,6 70.0 96.9 -26.9 52.6° oh .2 3.6
10 2749 20.7 762 L2 3045 13.7 2742 18.0 92
11
2 132.3 95.8 | 36.5 {|137.8 91y L6t {}157.2 9he3 | 6249
13 LL306 9706 héoo ]l-'rzol 93!5 h8|6 [ -] [N N ] o0
1)-‘- "1103 —1.8 -9-5 ‘h-B "201 —202 CXX ) XX 60
15
16 LI-902 1)4-5 3Llo7 506 9-3 "3-7 3-5 607 "302
17 15-5 h-? 1008 309 906 -50? ooe goe (X XY
18 33.7 908 2309 1‘7 "‘003 2-0 [ KN} L X33 %00
19 ‘
20 8.5 9.9 1.0 2.0 1.1 049 6.l 16,9 -0a5
21 1705 :U.l-ol 30’-‘- 2Qh l.h l.o @se [ X N ) L X N}
22 "9.0 "'1,-02 "'LL'B ‘O.h "'003 -O.l e e oo "0e
23
2L 32,0 13,7 18,3 29.3 12.1 1762 18,3 10.9 Yy
25 31.2 13.8 17.h 2542 13.9 11.3 . ces eeo
26 0.8 -0.1 0.9 L.l ~1e8 549 see ces cos
27 :
28 800 9.5 "105 ll.s 7.0 LL.; lhng 8.6 596
29 lOOO 805 105 7.8 5.3 2.5 [ X N3 [ X X ) *e e
30 —200 l-ao ) -300 3.7 107 2-0 see (XX sae

ke
L




Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

B=2l

Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 19L0-50 (Part 2, contimued)

,vw__wmﬂgggéggglwgg;ifornia Oklahoma City, Oklahoma _Omsha, Nebraska

gg;d Gity | Differ- Dkid City |Differ- piid City | Differe

. : row row

tracts totall ence tracts total | ence tracts total! ence
31 | |
32 23.5 9.6 13.9 T2 3.1 hol 7.1 2.6 L5
33 349 15.L | 19.5 25.1 1L.6 10.5 oee oee vos
31'- "'lllh ""SIB \-506 “17.9 -'1105- —6.h sse ss e er e
35
36 21.6 [N .2 9.8 5.1 Le7 12,1 8.2 3.9
37 1L|-08 702 7'6 603 h03 2.0 de 0 ®oe L X}
38 608 0.2 606 3.5 008 2.7 L X N ] ®o° e LE X ]
39
Lo L3.7 2y 19.3 52. 25.L 2740 43,2 2.2 19,0
L2
L2
L3
Li 1040 [1333.0 |-1229,0 28,0 1830,0 [-802,0 27.0  [137.0 [=710.0
hS 83 OO 103700 "95&!0 3500 61-,-600 "611.0 [N K] [ X eoece
L6 21,0 296.0 | =275.0 ~7.0 184.,0 |-191.0 ves 0es ces
h? 26.1 28.5 -2.L|. -21;9\ 28-6 —50.5 sae g sss sen
L8
Ls  16.6 7.5 ] =30.9 .2 53.0 | -38,8 6 5942 | =52.8
SO lB.O )41.1 -28.1 8.3 32-101 -25.8 o0 s LN X}
51 3.6 6 -248 5.9 18.9 | -13.0
52 '
53 L3.3 10.8 32,5 L 7.9 -345 2.5 5.9 =3l
Sh 120h 308 8.6 2'8 8-)4 "'506 oece ooe 2e 0
55 30'9 7'0 309 106 "'OIS 2.1 scoe a0 e sew
56
57 309 2.0 199 205 362 Y 2.0 0.7 ’ 103
58 305 309 "'Oo}-l 903 7@6 107 [ Y ceoe ees
59 OOh "'109 "'105 ‘ -6.8 "h—lb- "202-1 . se0 XY ses
60
61 L5.9 11.6 3h.3 6749 2047 h7.2 5049 16.6 3443
62 8040 L5 35.5 70.3 21.0 L9.3 83.1 5641 27.0
63
él 12,6 342 9.0 17.2 6.0 11.2 11,6 346 8.0
65 7.L‘- 2.1 503 28'8 11.9 16.9 [N N [N N ] [ X R B -
66 5.2 l.l ).I.cl "11.6» "'5.9 "'5.7 .', [XX] LS

41

»y
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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, 19L0O
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1)

Philadelphia, Pennsylvanig Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

Ttem SKld | gity | pagfer- | SKId | city |piffer-
row total] ence row totall ence

tracts tracts
POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)

2 19504seestscncncnes cesveend 9e¢l [2071e6 {-2062,5 7848 67648 {=598,0
3 l9uo.0.lcclo000000000-'.00. 9.2 1931.3 -1922.1 8002 67107 f59l!5
L Change, 190-50csesssed =0ol |140,3 | -140.L ~ldb 5.1 -645
5 Ppp., pCt. Change, l9h0-50... ‘102 703 ‘8.5 -5.6 0.8 —6lu
6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)s.e 3.7 58.8 ~55.1 5.9 23.1 -17¢2
7 Pcte of pops homeless,1950. L0.3 2.8 37.5 Te 3.k Ll

8 Living ins ;
9  Reg. households, pcte,1950.] 59.7 96,1 | -36.4 91.9 | 9547 -3.8
10 Different house than 19L9.. 21,2 10,0 11,2 13.9 12,2 1.7

11 Sex ratio (males X females)

12 l950.‘|oott-¢cn:oooot.coau. 1823h 9307 88'7 99.h 9&‘3 5'1
13 1940 cierenresanannneanas] 202, | 95.3 | 107.1 |{106.1 | 96. 945
1h . Change, 19&0-50....... —2000 "lqé ‘18¢h _607 -203 -hGh

15 Percent nonwhite

16 1950..0.0.0D..l'.!.'."l'l' 35.3 1803 1700 3607 12.3 ghOh
1? l9h0..l'..l'C.'.C.O!.O.ll.l 21.6 13.1 8.5 2505 9‘3 1602
18 Change, l9h0-50....... 1307 502 805 1102 3‘0 8'2
19 Pct. foreign born white

20 19500ecesnccecascnosannans o 10,7 | 11,2 -0.5 8ols 946 =1l.2
2L 19UOgsescesncavsrrarsnsasae| 16,0 | 15,0 1.0 Wk | 1246 1.8
22 Change, l9h0-50....-.. —503 -308 -105 - -O "3'0 —300

23 Pct.6 yrs. or less of school o T - !

2h 1950000000ooooo.oo.o.-c-o-. 38.8 22.0 16.8 3hc5 20!7 13.8
25 l9h0."'.0'llc.l..l.0.!.... hSOO 2509 1901 h3cl Zu-h 18'7
26 Change’ 19u0—50|00..00 -602 —3.9 ‘2.3 -8o6 —307 - '9
27 Pct. 65 yearz or over

28 1950noouocoato'--a-c-nnotn. 12.2 ) .8.3 3.9 8.0 8-3 ‘OGB
29 19&0.4.0-.omo-o----oooog-oo 10!5 7.0 3o5 5.7 693 -006
30 Change, 19L0-504ssseas| 147 1.3 o 1y 2.3 2.0 0.3

&
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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, 19L0-50 (Part 2)

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

Ttem iﬁ;@ City | Differ- iﬁ;@ City | Differ-
tracts total] ence tracts totall ence

31 Percent unemployed '
32 l950.‘.u0|.---.o-oa-n-ooo.q 22.6 6ah 1602 12'3 609 ° SJl
33 l9h0t-.oooououo-o'-o.o-o-o\ 36.0 19.7 16.3 37-0 2202 1&.8
3h Change, l9ho_50000-ao| “chh %13.3 —Ocl -2h.7 -1503 -9‘h
35 Laborers, pet. of employsd
36 19500...0|loo"c10-o--ooont 1109 5.9 6.0 1900 lo-o 900
37 19hU0seessnenceenainenrnanns 77 5.8 1.9 19,2 11.5 747
38' @hangE, l9b0—50.-...-. h'2 O.l hol _002 ‘1&5 103

39 Pcte earning income less
4O than $1,500 in 1949eeessen... 65.9 26,1 398 L2,2 26.5 15.7

b1 HOUSING STATISTICS

L2 Pwelling units:
L3 Number (hundreds)

Ll 19500 seeruenaininnnas 18,0 5995,0 |-5977.0 || 230.0 1939.0 11709.0
hs 19hogo.c-oocso.c-'soaof Zh.O 5333.0 —5309.0 22h.O 1799.0 "1575.0
L6 Change, 19&0-50.....} ~6.0 ,662,0 | -668.0 6.0 | 1400 }-13L.0
L7  Percent change, 1940=50.,..| =25 12, ~37.8 2.6 | 7.8 ~5¢2
L8  Occupied by owner, pct. | :

h9 1950...-0.‘-00-0'.0000 1“.2 : Shg? -hOQS 18.5 hl.s -23O3
50 l9ho......;bo-o'noc-¢. 60h ' 3609 _30.5 1500 31l3 ”1603
51 Change, l9ho—500100n 7.8 ' 1708 -1000 3.5 lO.S —7.0
52  Occupied by nonwhites, pct,

53 l950..l000..-...1--0.& hB'l 16.8 31.3 31.8 1007 21.1
sk Lh0seusceniinanennend 23,6 12,3 11.3 2L,0 8.6 15.4
55 Change, 19&0"50.0-.. ths h.s 20.0 708 2.1 507
56  Vacant, percent

57 1950¢sssssonsssrencens 2.7 1.3 1.k 0.7 0.8 -0.1
58 19&0-....-..-‘........ 1205 h.? 7-8 2.3 2.h -O'l
59 Change, 1940-504sesa| =9.8  =3.L ~6aly 1.6 | =1.6 0.0
60  Substandard, pct. of total

61 l950....‘.'ll..ll..... 59.2 lzih h6.8 59'5 33'0 26.5
62 Built prior to 1920, pctess] 99.1 71,1 | 28.0 83.1 | 72.0 | 11.1
63 Pcte with 1.51 pers./room

6l 1950uesesertnncnnnnas o1 13.8 2.9 10.9 11,2 5. 5.8
65 19&000-.0.0-0.. ooooo ¢ e 8'5 3.1 Soh 17!1 9.h 7.?‘
66 Change, 1940-50...., 5.3 042 5.5 ~549 -4.0 -1e9




Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing. for Census Tracts Containing
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Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1, contimed)

Portland, Oregon

Providence, Bhode Island

Richmond, Virginia

Skid City | Differ- Skid City (Differ- Skid City |[Differ-
row total ence row total ence row total ence
tracts tracts tracts
1
2 13.5 373.6 | =360.1 L4540 2h8,7 |-203.7 7.1 23043 | =223.2
3 15.5 305.4 | -289.9 20.9 253.5 {-232,6 6.6 193.0 |=-186.4
L 2,0 6842 ~7042 2.1 ~1.8 28.9 0.5 373 -36,8
5 12,6 18.3 =30,9 11,9 -1.9 116.8 Te7 19.3 -11.6
6 6.8 15,6 -8.8 2,9 11.6 -8.7 1.7 10.9 -9,2
7 5005 h.2 L!-6-3 60)4- Lh? 107 2&.0 LL-? 1903
8
9 )-L609 95.11 "')4805 93 05 9)4-08 "103 )-l2'9 93 06 "5007
10 34,0 23.7 10.3 1.6 11,8 2.8 27.9 17.3 10,6
11
12 253,0 93,3 159.7 95.5 92,1 3. 176.hL 87.1 89.3
13 220.7 95.4 125.3 90.1 92.5 =24 2.l 87.7 Sha7
]-h 32-3 —211 Bhvh SJ-L -Ooh 508 Bhoo -006 313--6
15
16 11.5 3.5 8.0 9.9 3.5 6.y L6.6 31.7 14.9
17 12,6 1.9 10,7 2.1 2.6 -0.5 Lho.1 31.8 10.3
18 "lol 106 —2'7 7.8 009 6.9 LI-.S -001 hoé
19 :
20 16.8 9.2 7'6 15.2 15.6 "'ch- 008 1-6 -0-8
21 20.3 12.6 7.7 18.0 20,2 242 2.6 1.8 0.8
22 ‘-305 -30)4- "O.l "2.8 —Ll..é 108 -'1.8 —002 -1.6
23
2l 23.2 8.7 1.5 2L .9 20.1 L,8 L2.9 2L.9 18,0
25 2342 9.6 13.6 17.8 2h o7 ~8,9 h2.0 2946 2.
26 0.0 =0.9 0.9 7.1 L6 11.7 0.9 a7 56
27
28 19.9 11,0 8.9 9.5 9.8 -043 St 8.0 2.6
29 U S 5.0 8.8 7.8 1.0 L.8 5.9 -1,1
30 S'S 106 309 007 200 "103 006 2-1 "195

20



Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
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Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 19L0
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2, contimued)

Portland, Oregon _

Providence, Rhode Island

Skid . Skid . . i1 Skid o 1.

i Differ- - Cit Differ-
row Séﬁii ;nc:r row 33221 Déii:r row tZtil ;nc:r
tracts tracts it tracts

31 |
32 23.4 842 15.2 15,1 9. 57 11.h L9 645
33 32,42 15.1 17.1 16.2 20.1 =349 18.6 11.L 762
3l -8.8 649 1.9 . -1.1 | -=10.7 9.6 T a2 w645 =067
35
36 17.L 6.0 11k 5.9 L.3 1.6 9.l 6.6 2.8
37 10.4 6.3 L.1 3.1 L3 142 6.9 7.0 -0e1
38 7.0 ~043 743 2.8 0.0 2.8 2.5 ~0.li 2.9
39
Lo 59,0 26,8 32,2 39.5 32,0 7.5 61,9 2849 33.0
L1
L2
L3
Ll 36,0 131h.0 {-1278.0 137.0 7h2,0 | -605,.0 10.0 66l1,0 | -654.0
L5 55.0 1{1087.0 | =1032.0 60..0 697.0 | =637.0 H 12.0 52L.0 | ~512,0
L6 -19.0 227.0 | =21,6.,0 77.0 Ls.0 32,0 i} -2.0 10.0 | -142.0
L7 3h.5 20.8 13.7 128.4 6. 122.0 =21.2 26,7 ~17.9
L8 |
L9 7.9 56.8 1849 16.7 | 30.9 =1.2 10.8 L5.9 -35.1
50 La 153 41,2 27.3 26.9 0. 7.8 28,2 -20.4
51 3.8 11'5 "7.7 "'1006 h.O “1)4.6 3.0 1707 "1)407
52 »
53 709 205 50)4- 807 300 507 36.6 27"4 9'2
5L 8.7 1.5 Te2 2.3 2.7 0.1 '} LoJdy 29 .8 10.6
55 —008 1.0 "l.8 6Qll- 0.3 6.1 : —3.8 "2 ib- -luh
56
57 3.3 2.3 1.0 1.7 1.h 043 1.6 1.2 Ol
58 114 5.8 5,6 3.1 3.0 0.1 L7 2.7 2.0
59 -8.1 -3.5 -h 6 =1l.h -1.6 042 -3.1 1.5 -1.6
€0
61 61.5 11.h 50.1 36.0 20.0 16.0 1 62,6 27.6 35,0
i
62 89.5 L5.0 Ll o5 96.2 7.3 18.9 87.2 1 53,0 3L.2
63 ‘
él 64 2.4 i) L3 2.5 1.8 15.3 S.h 9.9
65 8.0 2‘3 507 301 h-? ' "'1c6 111-5 7-5 7'0
66 -1.6 0.1 =17 1.2 2.2 3. 0.8 241 2,9
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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, 19L0-50 (Part 1)

‘Rochester, New York

Sacramento, California

Ttem A1 city |piffer- Siad 1 ity | Difser-
‘ tracts Total] ence trachs total] ence
POPULATION STATISTICS
1 Population, total(000)
2 l950.-uyonoo..oo-..n.oooo.o 1.2 332.5 ‘33103 702 13706 -1300h
3 l9h0.......--.............9 102 325.0 —32308 oee LN LR N J
h Change, l9hO—SO....... 0.0 7!5 —7.5 L ] LN es s
5 Pop., pct. change, 1940-50... L9 2.3 2.6 ons oee voe
6 Homeless peI‘S._', 1950 (OOO)o.. 008 . 10-h -906 50)4 905 ")401
7 Pcte of pop. homeless, 1950 66,6 3.1 63.5 75.2 649 68,3
8 Living in: |
9  Reg. households, pct. 1950, | 334 95.1 -61,7 21,5 92.5 | =71.0
10 Different house than 1949.. | 25.5 | 12,1 13.4 35 ] 2142 13.3
1l Sex ratio- (males = females)
12 19506eccesnsssearacniennens |297:L 91.3 206.1 359.1 | 98.0 261,1
13 19)40.0.0'.'00!'...-nuoo-n-l 319.2 91’-.1 225.1 o3 e 290 e a
:u-l- Change, 19).10-50....... -21.8 -2.8 ~19,0 see RN 2o
15 Percent nonwhite -
16 l950.'-oc-nuc-coto|ow-1»0.0 6.8 2oh h.h 1807 7‘8 1019
17 l9h0'lo.'ttccco.ota.----nuo 2.6 1‘1 1.5 o [ N ] seo
18 Change, 19&0“50..‘--00 h.e 103 299 s e »an *e 0
19 Pct. foreign born white '
20 1950000000oo-v-—oo.u--o;ac. 1508 lh.s l.O 15.9 8.9 7!0
21 l9ho....o-00‘----lloliollcl 19.0 18.5 OIS LA N ] LA N ] L N
22 Ghange, 1911.0—50....-.- "'3.2 "'3-7 : OeS X XX} seo
23 Pcte 6 yrs. or less of school
2h  1950eeseiiaiienirniecacens | 25,0 | 18.8 6.2 33.7 j12.h 2.3
‘25 l9h00000..0--0--oo.oo.on'n- 39.2 20 8 18lh o LN LN
26 Change, 19h0—50......o —lh.2 -2.0 ~1202 san e LI L Y
27 Pct, 65 years or over
28 1950..‘....lll..“.!l'.!ﬁ.' 21.1 1100 lOol 15!3 9.8 505
29 19240..‘00!‘lI'.QlClQIQOII.. 15.5 8.2 7.3 te o 400 LN
30 Change’ 19h0—50.--.... . 5.6 2.8 2.8 [ X ] [} X} st @
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Skid Row Communities and for Cities
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for Census Tracts Contéining
Containing Skid Rows, 1940

and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

L3

Rochester, New York ; Sacramento, California
Tten oo | City | Differ-]| 59 [ oier Inieeer
Tow total| ence row totall ence
tracts tracts
31 Percent unemployed
32 1950..'0'0...!'0Oi.ll...... 20'6 5.7 1h.9 32.8 7'1 25'7
33 19&0.....'.'!'ll..lllllt.‘. 2&.6 1h.7 9-9 LB N ] LA N [N ]
Bh Change’ l9ho_50i.00l'0 -hoo -900 5.0_ (X X oo LI}
35 Laborers, pct. of employed
36 l9500...ll.l.lt't’QOOC"IIC 18‘9 3;9 1500 18I9 5'8 13.1
37 l9h0...---..-...-.....-.--o 1309 h.l 9.8 X X] se e se e
38 Change, 19&0-50...--.. S.O “0.2 5'2 L ) LN ] LR
39 Pet. earning income less
4O, than $1,500 in 1949 eesseeseeel  6L.2 23.2 41,0 58.1 23.9 3lt.2
L1 HOUSING STATISTICS
L2 Dwelling units:
Number (hundreds)
hh l950...'.'..'l.'|0..‘. 2|O 101200 —1010.0 6‘0 hh?.o “hhlto
L"S 191,-0.'...........'.'.'. 2.0 939.0 _937.0 LK X1 see LN N ]
hé Change’ 19h0-50|0-¢- 0.0 73.0 -73'0 o0 400 [ AN ]
L7  Percent change, 1940-50e4.s 8.5 7.8 0.7 vos cos ves
48  Occupied by owner, pct, ‘
)49 1950......... ------- X} 12‘)4 50.6 -38.2 906 550)4- ‘L\l508
50 l9ho.l¢0-o. ooooo seecoe 9:8 38.1 -28.3 [ XX} LI N [N ]
51 Change’ 19&0-50...-' 2.6 12.5 -9.9 L Y 0;- LN N ]
52 Occupied by nonwhites, pct.
53 l950...ll.luoonooboo.‘ 10.7 1.8 8.9 32.1 502 26'9
Sh l9ho...-.. ooooooooooo [ 3.7 lol 2.6 *s 0 eso0 LR )
55 Change, 191—10-500-0.0 7.0 007 603 ere oo e
56  Vacant, percent
57 1950.0.0.-.--.--0--0-- l.l 0-8 0.3 3.3 108 105
58 19&0..‘..‘.0'!‘....... LE B ] LR ] ®o e ae e .8 e LR }
59 Change, 19)40—50..... sess se e sen een "o s
60  Substandard, pct. of total _
61 l O.l.'......'.’....‘ 53.3 9.2 hh.l 51'7 9.2 bg.s
62  Built prior to 1920, pctese] 100.0 72.0 27.6 86.8 3344 53.4
63  Pct. with 1,51 pers./room
6h l950.0.‘0.'.!q...'0... Ll-a9 1.5 3.11 . 15-0 202 12.8
65 l9h0.ono.ooouo-ccco... h!é 103 3.3 *e e LB J LN 3
66 Change, 19}.1.0-50.-... 003 0.2 0.1 cen veau XX
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- Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing f or Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 1940
. ard 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 1, continued)

i
g

; i .
St. Louis, Missouri St. Paul, Minnesota San Francisco, California
iﬁ;d_ City |Differ- ?ﬁ;d . City | Differ- iﬁ;ﬁ City | Differ-
tracts total ence tracts | total ence tracts total ence
1 N B . o ’ . S
2 6,9 856,8 | -8L9.9 549 311.3 | -305.4 28,2 7156 | =7h7.2
3 7.1 816,0 | -808.9 6.3 287.7 | =281 20.6 63he5 | -613.9
L ~0.2 40.8 11,0 0.k 23.6 ~2l1,0 7.6 140.9 | =133.3
5  =3.5 540 -85 042 8.2 -8.0 36,9 22,2 | 1.7
6 L6 Los6 | =36.0- 0.7 10.4 -9.7 18.5 72.5 | -5L.0
7 67.1 L7 621, 12.L 3.3 9.1 65.5 9oLy 56.1
8
9 2707 9Ll» 2 “6605 85‘9 96l2 -1003 3&-05 9000 "'5505
10 29.0 13.1 15.9 18.8 149 3.9 33.9 19.6 4.3
11
12 331.2 90.1 2h1,1 120.5 91.5 29.0 389.2 101.1 288.1
13 hio.3 92.y 319.9 G2 91.6 52,6 L18.L 103.3 315.1
1 -81.1 ~2,3 -78.8 “23.7 -0.1 23,6 ~29,2 -2,2 -27.0
15
16 16.5 18.0 -1.5 2.9 2.0 0.9 1.8 10,5 h.3
17 15.8 13.h 2. 2.5 1.5 1.0 L7 540 -0.3
18 0.7 L.6 ~349 0. 0.5 -0.1 10.1 545 L6
19
20 6.5 b9 1.6 .2 7.8 6.0 16,6 15.5 1.1
21 12.8 7.3 5.5 22,3 11.7 10.6 31.6 20.5 11.1
22 "6.3 -2 'h. "3‘9 ""8 l "'3‘9 —1‘-.2 "‘1500 "5.0 "'l0.0
23
2L 27.1 19.8 7.3 28.1 9.9 18,2 28,9 13.3 15,6
25 34.6 23.L 11,2 36.9 12,3 2L 6 32.9 h b 18.5
26 "7'5 "3‘6 —3 9 "808 -2 le ‘6021 "b-lo "'1.1 _2.9
27
28 17.6 9. 8.2 11,2 8.8 2.0 12.3 9.6 2.7
29 15.1 7.6 7.5 9.5 T4 2.1 13.8 8.1 57
30 205 1!8 007 107 1'h On3 -1.5 1.5 "3.0
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Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 19LO
and 1950, and Change, 15L40-50 (Part 2, continued)

St. Louis, Missouri

!
!

St. Paul, Minnesota

|| S8an Francisco, California

Skid 1 giep | Differ—|} S5 | city | Difrer-|| 59 | city | Differ-
row totall ence row ' total | ence row totall ence
tracts tracts _ ’ tracts
31
32 1.7 L5 10.2 1.5 3.5 11.0 3043 7.9 22.4
33 27.2 15.3 11.9 ho.1 16.9 32.2 38.5 1.3 2li,2
3, -12.5 ~10.8 -1.7 -3h.6 {~136 21,2 -8,2 6.0 -1,8
35
36 12.8 7.1 5.7 19.2 566 13.6 17.5 5.5 12.0
37 842 7.0 1.2 15.7 5.6 10.1 12.5 5.8 6.7
38 L. 0.1 4.5 3.5 0.0 3.5 5.0 0.3 5.3
39
Lo 56.1 27.2 28,9 L by 22.3 22,1 58,1 26,1 32.0
L1
L2
L3 . .
Lk 7.0 {2630,0 |-2623,0 140 934,00 | =920.,0 4040 12657.0 | =2617.0
L5 8.0 {2516,0 |-2508,0 17.0 }833.0 |-816.0 Lh,0 |2222,0 | -2178.0
L6 -1.0 114,0 | -115.0 ~340 101,0 | -104.0 -14,0 435,0 | -L39.0
)-L‘? "15l3 hns —19.8 -1508 1201 —2709 "90& 19.6 —29.0
L8
L9 5.1 3h.1 -28.7 26.5 55,1 28,6 7.8 35.6 -27.8
50 1.3 25.0 | =23.7 1.9 L5.5 | =30.6 4.9 29.0 | =2l.1
51 L. 9.1 5.0 11.6 9.6 2.0 2.9 6.6 -3.7
52 |
53 L1.2 15.3 25,9 3.2 1.9 1.3 19.9 8.1 11.8
Sk 33.7 11.7 22,0 L6 1.6 3.0 5.8 4.0 1.8
55 705 3'6 309 —l.h On3 "1-7 lhtl Llnl 1000
56
57 0.9 0.7 0.2 0.8 0.6 0.2 2ol 1.5 0.9
58 13-3 6.5 6.8 L‘--h 300 l.LL 11-9 6-9 5-0
59 "1202-1 "5.8 "6.6 -306 -20)4 "'1-2 “9.5 "5 01-1- -'LLI]-
60
6 87.8 28,5 5943 5143 19.8 3145 L5.5 10,2 35.3
62 96.9 7045 26.L 99.3 6l 3.9 9042 50.0 0.2
63 |
M 27.8 9.4 18.4 10.7 6.1 he3 8.3 2.5 5.8
65 15.3 9.9 5. 9.8 b1 5.7 3.2 2.5 0.7
66 ;2.5 -0,5 13.0 0.9 2.3 1.4 5.1 0.0 5.1
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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 1)

San Jose, California Seattle, Washington
Ttem . Skid 1 oigy | Differ- || K19 | city |Differ—
row total | ence row totall ence

tracts tracts

POPULATION STATISTICS

1 Population, tobal (000) 1
2 1950...3.--...-........-.-. h-? 95.3 -9006 11a9 h6706 -hSSO7

3 lghOO--oo..o-o--..oo-'-'ouu XX [ XX see 11-8 368c3 '35605
h Change, l9h0-50....... eoe se XK O.l 99.3 '99‘2
5 Pops, pet. change, 1940-50.4. oee .es .ee 1.k 27.0 ~25.6
6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)... 0.8 L9 L. T | 3hed | =26.8

7 Pct. of pop, homeless, 1950 | 16,9 5.1 11.8 6243 T3 55.0
8 Living in: '
9 Rego households, pct., 1950 8000 9uc6 -luo6 30.8 92.1 —6103

10 Different house than 19L9.. ] 22.6 22,8 ~0,2 Lo.6 2hb 16.2

11 Sex ratie (males 2 femalés)

12 19500 easeeeronerneonnnnonas | 12147 92.6 29.1 L28.9 99.9 329.0
13 l9b-000000000.|.oou.-o-a-oo. er e X o 3389[{» 99.3 239.1
lu Change, 19&0”500.0.0&. Y N s 90.5 0.6 8909
15 Percent nonwhite

16 1950.00..:.--o--r-.'-oooooc 2.6 202 Onh ]).]..6 508 8.8
17 19I_LO...-o-o.oo--oc‘-oot--oo ove ee s LN ) 12.5 3.9 8‘6
18 Change, l9h0—50....... ses ses . s ee 2.1 109 002
19 Pct. foreign born white

20 1950sesescscncucnanenecenss | 174 | 11,0 6l 19.1 | 11.9 7.2
21 19&0.-.-.-..-.--.4.-o. ----- e se [N ) 25.24 1612 9.2
22 Change, 19&0‘5000'-.0- so s eee se e *6.3 —h.B ‘200
23 Pcte 6 yrs. or less of school

2L 1950ececsiieiiiennieianaia. | 262 |16.5 9.7 22.1 8.l 13.7
25  19U0uieeeieterecerannsncanns see eee coe 23.2 9.8 13.4
26 Change, l9h0‘50‘c.¢0-- se s cen eo ‘101 —loh 003
27 Pet. 65 years or over

28 1950ee.ceenenciciniannanens | I {1041 h.3 18.0 | 10,2 7.8
29 l9h00|-o.ooo.-v--ao.-oo.ooo see e es 1h-9 808 601
30 Change, 19h0-50....... ces ese cae 3.1 1eh 107
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

- B-3l

Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 19L0
and 1950, and Change, 19L0-50 (Part 2)

San Jose, Califérnia Seattle, Washington
Ttem K0 gity | Differ-of | SX39 [ city | Differ-
row total | ence ! row totali ence
tracts tracts
31 Percent unemployed
32 195()"'0‘0;0'0!.'0 aaaaa s 0 16.5 9'7 6.8 3h°6 8'0 26Q6
33 l9h00'001ll-o0..--0-.-0-... LN ) e e e L ) 31-0 3!5 27'5
3)4 Change’ 191-!-0"500.0.0-. ‘e ea 'R e 306' )405 -0‘9
35 Laborers, pct. of employed 3
36 l950.0.uloccooaooocco-on-cc' 10.3 7.11 209 1701 50? ll'h
37 19LLO.I.0..COO."."I..I.O.. [ X N ] L BE ) e 13.6 60’-" 7.2
38 Chal’lgE, l9u0""50noncocu s LIC] LR 3.5 -007 h'2
39 Pct. earning income less , '
,-I.O than $1,SOO in l9l—‘-9l.0.l..l.. h3ll-|- 2901 lhﬁ3 5]-'9 2605 25')4
L1 HOUSING STATISTICS
L2 Dwelling units:
L3 Number (hundreds)
Lk 19506 ueeesarscensennse | 14,0 }309.0 |-295,0 27.0 [1609.0 }-1582.0
hs 191100'.-0....'0-4.\:..0 . e ve e ' LN ] 52.0 lBhS.O -129600
L6 Change, 1940-504.4.. .ee .os ees | 1=25,0 | 261,0 | -286.0
47  Percent change, 1940-504. . coe oee ooe -19 .0 19,3 -68,43
L8  Occupied by owner, pct., A
2-]»9 1950-31.---. -------- .o 35!0 60‘5 "25500 2'9 S)-'-OB —Sth
50 19)400.!0-.-0-0-----.0. LN ] [ 3 [ X X ) O'S hloé _b-lll
Sl Change, 19h0-500u--o e XX e 2.2—1- 12.7 -10-3
52  Occupied by nonwhites, pct. ' ‘
53 1950..‘.000- Vs sces s vy lQh- l'3 Ool 1600 )-1'6 110&
SLL 19h0lcluovooooccollc-. [N as e se s 708 301 2—‘-07
55 Change, 19&0"‘50[-"' XX see ve s 8.2 1.5 607
56  Vacant, percent
57 1950 sessseccenarsanns 1.5 2.0 -0.5 6.0 2.2 3.8
58 19)-10‘00.-0.:-'.---0..' see e [N ] 11.3 508 505
59 Change, 19&0"‘50,--.. *ew 20 [ Y -503 :3'6 "107
60 Substandard, pet. of total '
61 19500 0cecsssosnnensnss | 1645 8. 8.1 7840 11.6 66,4
62  Built prior to 1920, pctees | 73.9 37.5 3644 92.7 h2,0 50.7
63 Pct. with 1.51 pers./room ,
6‘“. 1950..- ---------- srase 35)—]. 2.8 006 lO.l 109 802
65 l9hoa-ouoooa ------- e e *e 9 L) 8'1 207 SOLL
66 Ghange, l9h0-50. seae se s . se e 2.0 —0;8 208
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Appendix Table B:

Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

B35

Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 19LO
and 1950, and Change, 1940<50 (Part 1, continued)

Syracuse, New York

Tacoma, Washington

Toledo, Chio

Sk ity [pirfer- || SKIT Toity Ipiffer- || OK3d | Gity |Differ-
row total ence Tow total | ence row total | ence
tracts tracts tracts
1
2 12.8 220.,6 1-207.0 6.1 13,7 -137.6 10,7 303.6 }-292,9
3 12.5 206.0 |-193.5 cee veu vee 9.9 §2823,0 [-272.L
)4 003 1h0’6 -111-3 e te v 0-8 21-3 "2005
5 2.3 701 "')-I--B o seee XX 80)4 705 0'9
6 2.1 13.0 -10.9 1.5 3,7 =242 2.8 9. 6,6
7 16,2 549 10.3 25.0 2.6 22.0 26,1 3.1 23.0
8
9 83.8 93.3 ~-945 73.3 97.0 ~23,7 72,9 95,2 =22.,3
10 23.1 17,2 5.9 Li.2 2L,.8 16.L 26,2 13.6 12.6
11
12 113.6 9542 18.4 165.8 97.1 68.7 155.0 96.3 58.7
13 115.5 9&09 20'6 L L N ] L) 152‘1 981h 5_307
12—]- -109 003 —202 ocee X X} ces 209 —211 5;0
15
16 20,7 2.3 184 1. 3.1 11,3 L. 8.3 -3.9
17 11.7 lcl 10.6 [ RN} [N ) ¢ s » hnl 5.2 "101
18 900 1.2 7-8 R se teoe 003 301 -208
19
20 9.5 10,7 -1.2 U7 9.9 4.8 9.3 6.6 2.7
21 1.9 13.L 1.5 .ee vee ves 12,2 8.8 3ek
22 "SULI- "'207 "’207 o0 L se s -2.9 "‘202 "Oi?
23
2L 2547 1L.5 112 19.7 10;3° 9.l 26,1 15.6 10.5
25 3001 1613 13.8 L] LN ] ’0 2902 l9nh 9.8
26 —ulb "'1.8 -2.6 e see o0 "'3.1 "308 007
27 .
28 10.5 5 1.0 .6 10.2 L.l 12,8 9.4 3.
29 9.1 8.0 1el ess ere ase 10.1 Te3 2.8
30 l‘h -!1;5 "Ool se 0 s ss o0 2.7 2.1 0.6
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Appendix Table B:
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Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Communities and for Citids Containing Skid Rows, 19L0
“and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2, continued)

Syracuse, New York

Tacoma, Washington

Toledo, Chio

okid

Skid

Skid

i City | Differ- || Ski City | Differ- |j oKl City |Differ-

tracts total | ence trachs tota; ence E tracts total | ence
31 |
32 13.6 549 a7 15.9 6.3 9.6 | 16.8 bl 104k
33 2806 1509 12 7 o0 [N ] *e 0 ! 30.7 190)—1- 1103
3}4 "15'0 -lolo "5 O XK X e :"13-9 "‘1300 “O|9
35 . ?
36 10.9 .2 6.7 14,9 8.l 6.5 1l 9.0 5.9 3.1
37 808 5!6 3 2 ese A s L XN ‘ 60L|- 509 0‘5
38 2'1 "l-h 3 S ese see s ' 206 OIO 216
39 ?’
Lo Lé6,3 0.7 15.6 45,8 25.3 20.5 37.7 1849 18.8
L1
L2
L3
Ll 35.0 645.0 |=610,0 28.0 501.0 | -L73.0 31,0 919.0 |-888.0
hs Lo,0 596.0 {=556,0 ces ces . 32.0 826.,0 |=79L40
L6 5.0 | b9.0 | -Bh.o -1.0 | 93.0 | -9L.0
by ~12.1 8.1 20,2 . oo ves -3.3 11,2 -14.5
18 | \
h9 10.2 Ll606 -36el-l. 6ob- 61.6 -55'2 13-5 55’03 ‘hSoB
50 5'8 320)4 —2606 ean P eve 606 h’-‘-o)—l- —37'8
51 h')-.- lhl2 “908 see XX oee 6q9 1!-[-.9 "800
52
53 1607 106 15 1 8.1]. 203 6-1 2.9 6.1 -3.2
Sh v 10'8 101 9 7 LA N e [ NN} 3.5 )-l»oé "‘151
55 5'9 OOS 5 )-L see (XY se e ;'006 105 "2-1
56
57 1L 0.9 0.5 L.0 2,2 1.8 2.1 0.7 1.l
58 12,2 L1 8.1 ves ees oo 7 02 3e7 3.5
59 "1008 "302 -7 6 LR X4 sv e s "Sal "300 —201
60
6L 31.6 15.6 16,0 66,0 14.3 51.7 L8.5 10,6 37.9
62 6843 67.6 0.7 76,8 Ls.9 30.9 ob . 63.L 31.0
63 -
6l 3.8 1.5 2.3 6.3 2.1 L.2 8.3 1.8 6.5
65 3. 1.6 1.8 veo . eee 9.1 2.1 7.3
66 O-).L —O l O 5 stee os e TR R -l.l ‘003 "008
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Appendix Table B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing

Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containi
and 1950, and Change, 19L0-50 (Part 1)

ng Skid Rows, 19L0

Washington, D.C,
ikld City |Differ-
ten o total | ence
I tracts
POPUIATION STATISTICS

1 Population, total (000)

2 1950-.--tn-'.t-¢0-o.-ouocct hhlh 80202 “757‘8

3 '19,40.0.0-...-.0. ----- * 4 0c e 50'3 663‘1 —61208
I Change, 19L0-50ss0evve} =549 1139.1 |-1L5.0
S Popes pct. change, 1940-50...| 11.8 21.0 ~9.2

6 Homeless pers., 1950 (000)... 807 7342 -6lt.5

7 Pct, of pop, homeless, 19501 19.7 9.1 10.6

8 Living ings

9  Reg. households, pct., 1950) 80.2 89.2 =9.0
10 Different house than 1949..| 20.k 20,8 ~0.
11 Sex ratio (males > females)

12 19500Cl‘l!.l...:b‘.ll'.‘lol 99‘8 8901 lo.?
13 l9ho.........-o...-..-..... 105.6 9109 13.7
i Change, 19L0-504eesese | =5.8 -2.8 -3.0
15 Percent nomwhite :
16 l950..|...llt0't'l-I.C.l... 7&.9 BSIh 3905
17 l9h000atooooqnoo-----onctn' 6h0h 28.5 35.9
18 Change, 1940-50¢eesass | 1045 6.9 3.6
19 Pct. foreign born white
20 1950.-n-ucoc-.o---.--o-ovo. 2'5 u'9 _2!h
21 l9h0.to.--.-n.-o..o-o-.--oo ulé 5.1 —OQS
22 Change, l9ho-500'ooc¢. -2.1 “032 -119
23 Pots 6 yrs. or less of school o '
Zh 1950.;c'.oau--ooncouooonnt. 39.1 15.2 23n9
25 l9h0.--.....-...........-.. hO.S 1800 22»5
26 Change, 1940-50u.e.ees | =1.L -2.8 1.
27 Pet. 65 years or over
28 19500...--0.0.oc.-no-oo-lua 603 7'1 _-008
29 l9ho.;.ecncoootouac¢-0--Ooc u.9 6.2 —103
30 Change, 1940-50¢¢ees.. 1.4 0.9 0,5
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 Appendix Teble B: Statistics of Population and Housing for Census Tracts Containing
Skid Row Communities and for Cities Containing Skid Rows, 19L0
and 1950, and Change, 1940-50 (Part 2)

Washington, D.Ce

Item iﬁ;d { City | Differ-
tracts total ence

31 Percent unemployed
32 1950....-..-&....---c--ouoo 7.0 309 301
33 19L0ecescecossoncens ceresess| 20,1 | 1042 9.9
3k Change, 19L0-50ssessse| =13.1 6.3 -6,8
35 Laborers, pct. of employed :
36 1950eesscsascssnsscesnenass]| 17k 5.6 11.8
37  19L0uecesescsesssennsassaes]| 154k 5. 10.0
38 Change, 19&0"‘50.-00.-. 2.0 002 la8

39 Pct. earning income less: '
LO than $1,500 in 1949 eesvavesss| Ul.8 23.3 18.5

Ll  HOUSING STATISTICS

L2 Dwelling units:
L3  Number (hundreds)

hh 19500.00-00000000-0-00 10700 229706 -219000
L5 19L0u s erarererasasass] 1200 (18510 | ~1727.0
11.6 Change 5 l9h0—50. eeee "17 .0 hhé.o —).',63 o0

L7 Percent change, 1910~50esss| =13.5 2Lh,1 | -37.6

I8  Occupied by owner, pcte

h9 l950‘0l0.0.-...00.0.'0 1105 31.5 “2000
50 l9ho..---........-.-.. 9.1 2801 —19.0
51 Change, 1940-50ssese| 24k 3.k -1.0
52  Occupied by nonwhites, pcte

5'3 1950..!0.0--..00..0.0:. 67'3 27.2 L‘-O‘:l
Sh 19&00..:30.--0.:..0.0. Sh.s 21.6 3392
55 Change, 1940-50eesee| 12.5 5.6 6.9
56  Vacant, percent

57 19500esecsavesnscsnces 1.6 1.2 0.l
58 l9ho...-..... ooooo ® s 00 -5.2 Sch —O.2
59 Change, 19L0-50esess | =3.6 ~1y .2 0.6
60 Substamdard, pct. of total

61 1950..-.0.0000-.0..000 hs.é lZGh 33‘2

62  Built prior to 1920, pcte..| 86,3 | 3849 h7°u

63 Pct. with 1.51 pers./room
6l 19500 0sescrosceccasans | L1749 5.3 12.6
65 19040 caaacasssssconsese | 2500 8.5 16,5
66 Change, 19)-1-0—509 TR “‘7 el "3 o2 "3 c9
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NATIONAL OPINION RESEARCH CENTER CONFIDENTIAL

University of Chicago SURVEY 395
5711 Woodlawn Avenue JULY 1957
i Form A
Chicago 37

Tel,: FAirfax l~735L

RECONNAISSANCE OF RESOURCE PERSCNS:

Study of Homeless Men Areas in Metropolises

Name: Position:

Organizations

Addresss

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 "skid row" or "homeless men" 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., 7You have been chosen as one
of the persons to be interviewed because your work has brought you into contact
with 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 CONFIDENTTAL IN THAT
YOUR NAME AND THE NAME OF YOUR ORGANIZATTON WILL NEVER BE LINKED WITH 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 following questions are intended to take the inventory of your knowledge de-
scribed above; however, please do not let the questions be a straightjacket, If
one of these questions causes you to think of another question that may not be
asked, please "take time out" to discuss the guestion you think is important.
(If you are filling out this interview 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,

K
b

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 without an interviewer, that you
read all of the questions, then begin to write your answers.

H
co.
(&



PART I. THE GENERAL PROBLEM

1, First, I'd like to know a bit about your job and how it causes you to be
familiar with 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?)

2. How long have you been working with homeless men? years

3. 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?)

N 534
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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.

My first question is: What proportion of the men in the homeless men areas
do you think belong in each category? We realize that no one knows the pre-
clse 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 Zin one of the
spaces marked "Other."/  (Enter percentage figures in the right~hand column
below, 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 of all
Type or kind of homeless men homeless men who are
of this type

a. Elderly or physi;ally disabled men « » v v 4 v 4w 0 v
b, Semi-settled or settled workingmen . « . + » o + « + .
Co MigTaltoTy WOTKeTS & v v v v v o o 0 o o o « o s v o »
de Transient "bums" . . . 0 4 . 4 . e e e 4w e e e e
e, Resident "bums" . . .. . . . .. ... e e e .
f. Criminals and workers in illegal enterprises ., . . ., ;
g-1. Chronic alcoholics-~unable to work--not rehabilitable.
g-2, Chronic alcoholics-~-physically rehabilitable, but
Menvally 331 & 4 v 4 s b e e ke e s e e e e e e e e
g-3, Chronic alcoholics~--physically rehabilitable, no
serious mental 11INESS v v v o o 4 & b 4 e 4 4 e . . .
he Other (SPECIFY) v v v o v v v v v v v v o v o v e e s
i. Other (SPECIFY) v v o v v o o o o o o v v v o v v o s
Je Other (SPECTIFY) v 4 v v v o ¢ ¢ 4 s v o v v v v 0 v s
TOTAL HOMELESS MEN & & & v o v v 4 v o o o o s 100 per cent
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A CLASSTFICATION OF HOMELESS MEN

Flderly or physically disabled men--unable to work or retired--living on pen-
sions, public assistance, or private aid, May drink, but are not chronic al-
coholics as defined below (see g-1, g-2, g-3).

Semi-settled or settled workingmen--employed or employable--seeking work, Us-
ually work at unskilled or low-paying jobs. Reside in the area rather perma-
nently, although frequently may change residence from one hotel or rooming-
house to another, May drink, but are not chronic alcoholics as defined below
(see g-1, g-2, g-3).

Cs

Migratory workers--seasonal or temporary workers on railroad gangs, farm har-
vest laborers, or other migratory workers who come to the city betwecen Jobs,

to spend the winter, or to get a temporary job here before "moving on" to
another place3 May drink, but are not chronic alcoholics as defined below (see
g-1, g-2, g-3). '

ds

Transient "bums"--men who just wander from one place to another, who make a
living by begging and seeking help from chavitable organizations in preference
to work. They stay in town for only a short time. May drink, but are not
chronic alcoholics as defined below (see g-1, g«2, g=3)»

Ce

Resident "bums"--semi-settled or settled panhahdlers or other shiftless men who
are physically able to work bub choose not to work., May drink, but are not
chronic alcohclics as defined below (see g-1, g-2, g-3).

f.

Criminals and workers in illegal enterprises-—professional thieves, gamblers,
"pimps," confidence men, etc, Mey drink, but are not chronic alcoholics as de-
fined below (see g-1, g-2, g-3).

g

Chronic alcoholics--men who have passed beyond the "excessive drinking' stage

and 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 jail or in other places
for detaining drunks. The following three sub-classes of alcoholics may be
recognizeds ‘

(1) Chronic alcoholics--unable to work--elderly or physically disabled
men, including derelicts with irreparable alcoholic deterioration;

(2) Physically rehabilitable alcoholics, mentally ille-without major
physical handicaps or poor health that would prevent working, but
with symptoms of mental illness;

(3) Physically rehabilitable alcoholics, no serious mental illness--with-
out major physical handiceps or poor health that would prevent work-
ing, no apparent serious mental illness.

h,

Other (SPECIFY)

i,

Other (SPECIFY)

Je

Other (SPECIFY)

CLd
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5. 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, (Gnter in right=-
hand column, opposite the name of each group, )

Reasons for being on skid row or
~in homeless men area

Type of homeless men

Qe Elderly or physically
disabled men

b, Semi-settled or
settled workingmen

g: Migratory workers

d. Transient "bums"

e, Resident "oums"

. Criminals and workers

in illegal enterprises

g~1, Chronic alcoholics--
unable to work--not
rehabilitable

g2, Chronic aleoholics~—
physically rehabili-
table, mentally ill

g-3. Chronic alccholics--
physically rehabili-
table, no serious
mental illness

h, Other (SPECIFY)

ie Other (SPECIFY)

3 Other (SPECIFY)




o Form A.

6s Ay Do you think the character or personality structure of homeless men is

B,

Ca

D.

E.

"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?

/7 Wo real difference /-7 Different in the following ways:

How about the personality of semi~-settled or settled workingmen on Skid
Row--how does it compare with the personality of semi-settled or settled
workingmen in other parts of toun?

1:7 No real difference /7 Different in the following ways:

And how do migratory workers on Skid Row compare with migratory workers
in other parts of the city~-as far as personality goes?

/7 Yo real difference /-7 Different in the following ways:

And how about the character or personality structure of transient "bums®?
In what ways, if any, do they differ from transient "bums" in other parts
of town?

Z:7 No real difference / / Different in the following ways:

And how about the character or personality structure of resident "bums"?
In what ways, if any, do they differ from resident "bums" who live in
other parts of town?

/7 No real difference [/ Different in the following ways:

£38



o Form A,

Fy 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?

/7 No real difference /7 Different in the following ways:

G.(l) And now let'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?

/7 Wo real difference /7 Different in the following ways:

G.(2) How about the mentally ill chronic alecoholic on Skid Row and the mentally
ill chronic alcoholic in other parts of town? In what ways, if any, are
the ones on Skid Row different?

[/ ¥o real difference /.7 Different in the following ways:

Ge(3) And last, let's look at the chronic alcoholics who are physically re-
habilitable 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?

‘137 No real difference Z:7 Different in the following ways:

H, Other group (SPECIFY)

[:7 No real difference 1:7 Different in the following ways:

(PLEASE USE BACK OF PAGE IF YOU HAVE ADDED GROUPS I. OR J.)
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7+ UNLESS PREVIOUSLY ANSWERED, ASK: What proportion of the men on skid row

d i i ?
0 you think are heavy drinkers? Percentage or proportion

8. ASK EVERYONE: In general, what do you think are the main causes of heavy
drinking among homeless men?

9. A, Do you think the "skid row" enviromment makes chronic alcoholics out
of many homeless men who would be able 4o 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-
munity? (CIRCLE ONLY ONE CODE, )

In more cases, Skid Row makes chronic alcoholics out of men
who would not be alcoholics if they lived elsewhere . . . . . 1

In more cases, Skid Row simply collects alcoholics .+ 4+ & o » 2

Both statements are important explanations. Skid Row makes
chronic alcoholics out of a significant proportion but it al-
80 collects a significant proportion of alcoholics . . . . . 3

B. Why do you feel this way?

10. Do you think anything might be done to help the homeless men who cannot
control their drinking? What can be done?

SN
o~
[ o)




1L,

What other action do you

-8~

think the city, state, and federal governments

rmight take to rehabilitate the different kinds of men you named earlier?
Let's take each group separately:

Type or kind of
homeless men

Action which city, state or federal government
should take to rehabilitate each group

a, FElderly or physically
'disabled men

b, Semi-settled or set-
tled workingmen

c., Migratory workers

d. Transient "bumsh

e. QResident "bums"

f. Other (SPECIFY)

g. Other (SPECIFY)

h., Other (SPECIFY)




=0 Form A,

12, What do you think the city, state, and federal governments should do for
those men who can't be rehabilitated?

12X, So far, we've been talking about the homeless men areas that have been in
existence for some time, What are the physical boundaries of the area or
areas you've been discussing in previous questions? (Please give approxi-
mate locations, using street intersections, if possible.)

12Y. Do you feel that any other areas of this type have been developing in recent
years?
Yes..........l*

Nol [ [ LA 2 . L4 L4 .2

*IF "YES," ASK A AND B,

A, Where (are these)(is this)? (Please give approximate locations,
using street intersections, if possible,)

B. How do you explain this new development -~ what has caused it?

b42




13,

-0g~

Now, getting back to the homeless men areas we were discussing 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 o o o o o « « o« ILit
1eS5 o v o o « o 0 & 2%
Flouctuating, . « « « 3%
No changes + + v+« « L

#ASK A AND B UNLESS "NO CHANGE":

A. When did the increase or decrease come?

B+ What do you think is responsible for this change?

1. Do you think that the proportions in each of the groups we discussed
earlier (on the yellow page) have changed appreciably since 1950%

Yes.._....-.c 1
NOo w o 0 o v 0 v v o 2

#*IF "YES," ASK A AND B.
A. Which types have increased? (Why is that?)

B, Which types have decreased? (And why is that?)

£43
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ibX. 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?

YGS s o L] . LI . .« o 1*

NO L . L] L] L4 . . . [ ] . 2
*IF "YES," ASK A AND B.

Ae Which groups have increased (are increasing)?

B, Which groups have decreasedA(are decreasing)?

C. Do you think these changes have affected the kinds of problems that
exist here (in homeless men areas)? (In what way?)

15. Do you expect the number of homeless men in these areas %o get larger or
smaller in the next ten years?

Larger . . . . . . o 1%
Smallero P N ) 2%

No changa. « « « o o 3
#A. (UNLESS "NO CHANGE"): Why will that happen, do you think?

4hh




16,

~11-

We want to interview all the people who have had relevant expérience with

these men. Could you tell me some people whom you feel we should inter=
view?

17.

And now I'd like to know whether there are any other questions we should
be asking or any other areas you feel we should expleore 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 homeless men areas in large cities?)

N
i
O3
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PART 1T, WIAT SHOULD BE DONE ABOUT HOUSING?

City planners and urban renewal experts are trying 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 slums, 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: "WHAT SHOULD BE
DONE THAT WILL BE EFFECTIVE 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,

I'd 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 guestions one by one,

=




18. The pink page which follows lists six possible types of housing.
What type of housing would you suggest

rip out this page to refer to.)

for each class of homeless person?
of housing if none of these seems right to you.

letter in Column 1 below.)

~13-

(Please

Feel free to suggest some other type
(Record appropriate code

19. Vho should provide new housing for each group of homeless men? The top.oﬁ
the blue page which follows (rip out for convenience) lists four pOSSiblll~‘v
ties or you can add your own idea if you don't like these. (Record appropri-
ate code letters in Column 2 below.)

20, VWhere 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 alternative if
you don't agree with any of these. (Record by code letter in Column 3 below. )

Preferred By whom ‘should Preferred
T : type of housing be 1ocat19n of
ype or kind of homeless men housing provided housing
(1) (2) (3)

a. Elderly or physically disabled
men . 1] . L] . L] a L] . o . L] L]

b. Semi-settled or settled work-
ingmen . . . ... ... .

C. Migratory workers . . . . . .

di  Transient "oums" , , . . . .

e, Residential '"bums" ., ., . . .

high Criminals and workers in
illegal enterprises ., . . . .

g~1. Chronic alcoholics--unable to
work--not rehabilitable . ., .

g~2. Chronic alcoholics—-physicalky
rehabilitable, but mentally
ill - e a © L] ° L] L . L] . L] L]

g-3. Chronic alcoholics=-physically
rehabilitable, no serious men-
tal illness o & v v v 4 4 . .

h.  Other (SPECIFY)

i,  Other (SPECIFY)

je  Other (SPECIFY)

N
[Sag]
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b,

Cs

d,

€

)i

POSSIBLE TYPES OF HOUSING
FOR HOMELESS MEN

Apartments, in which two or three congenial persons could live.

Single-room units of hotel-type accommodation, with eating and recre-
gtional facilities (somewhat like a typical YMCA), 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 YMCA, Rooms of about 100 square feet in size. Bath and
toilet facilities shared,

Single-room units of hotel-type accommodation, without other facili-
ties., Units to furnish bare necessities of decency and comfort, but
to be clean and livable. Rooms of about 70 square feet.

Cubicle~-type units (large rooms subdivided into sleeping units by
fireproof wallboard extending up from the floor sbout 7-8 feet, open
at the top, with protective mesh covering the enclosure). Minimum
adequate light, ventilation. Fach room with facilities for storing
clothes and for sitting. :

Open dormitory-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!' home or hospital
for indigent persons, where physical or mental ailments would be treated.

NONE. No public funds should be spent on housing for this group.

Other. (SPECIFY.)

NOTE: Each of the above types presupposes adequate
fireproof construction and fire protection,
as well as adequate facilities for heating
and ventilation., Where bath and toilet
facilities are shared, the number of persons
per unit would not be excessive,
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b,

Ce
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WHO SHOULD PROVIDE NEW HOUSING FOR HOMELESS MEN?
SOME POSSIBILITIES TO CONSIDER

Private hotel and rooming house owners should previde housing which is regu-
lated only by our existing zoning and building codes. This would not involve

public subsidies or special govermment funds,

Private hotel and rooming house owners should provide new or converted build-
ings in places spscified by the city plan commission and regulated by a spe-
cial health, welfare, and rehabilitation ordinance that would specify the
minimum facilities thalt 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,

The City should provide new or converted buildings at rates which make such
public shelters as nearly self-sustaining as possible. This would be an
integral part of a program to rehabilitate present residents of skid row
areas and to prevent the development of new crops of homeless men, 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 charge

rates sufficient to pay their expenses without subsidy.

Other (SPECIFY):

NOTE: Assume that this housing would be of a
type suitable to the groups involved.

Ve
<

POSSTBLE LOCATION OF HOUSING

a. At approximately the same sites as homeless men areas are now located.

b, BScattered throughout the city in small units but located in such a way
that they are readily accessible to the principal industries that offer
enployment., '

c. Located in a rural or semi-rural setting (applies only to the groups
classed as unable to work or in need of rehabilitation).

d. Other (SPECIFY.)
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21, 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, WOULD YOU FAVOR THE EXTENSICON OF THIS PROGRAM TO COVER ELDERLY
HOMELESS MEN (65 years of age and over)?

Strongly approve . » 1
Approve. « +. v . . . 2
Don't know . » . .« 3
Disapprove « « « + o« L
Strongly disapprove., &5

224 (IF NOT ALREADY ANSWERED) Do you think a program of public shelters should

be a part of the City's homeless men program?
Approve. . . « . . .
Disapprove « » » « » 2
A, Why do you think this way?
B. For whom (what types of men) should they be used?
C. Do you think public shelters would attract "bums" and derelicts from
other cities?
Yes - . - . L] £ ] L3 . *
NOo ¢ ¢ v v o v o o
Undecided, o ¢ o +
22X. How strictly do you think existing housing codes are being enforced in the

homeless men areas?
Very strict enforcement . . « 1
Generally strict, some laxity 2%
Enforcement quite lax . . . . 3%
Don't KnoWe + o v o + « o o &+ L
#IF "SOME LAXITY" OR "QUITE LAX," ASK:
In what way is it lax?
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23, What other ideas or suggestions can you give us about "What should be
done about housing®?

451
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PART ITI, WHAT SHOULD BE DONE ABOUT HEALTH, REHABILITATION, WELFARE?

It is frequently said that prevention of degeneracy and rehabilitation of homeless
men must accompany a major Housing attack on the problem of homeless men if long=
Tun success is to be accomplished. THIS MEANS THAT A WELFARE PROGRAM AND A HOUSING
PROGRAM MUST BE INTEGRATED WITH EACH OTHER., The preceding section has inventoried

your judgments about the housing program, This section undertskes to inventory

your ideas concerning the elements of a welfare program that would be both effec-

tive 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,

2. In your opinion, what should be the elements of a program of rehsbilitation
and prevention of degeneracy in homeless men areas? Here are some possible
activities. We would like to know how you feel about including each of the
following activities as part of a comprehensive progran for homeless men
areas. For each activity, we want to know whether you strongly approve,
approve, disapprove, or strongly disapprove. (Circle the one appropriate
code number for each activity. LI you have any qualifications or comments,
please use the space just left of the code categories. ) ’

A. DNothing should be done in addition to present facilities available
for all citizens.

Strongly approve . . .
Approve . . . . . .
Disapprove « o o + o« o
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide » . . . .

B, A unit should screen homeless men applying at health, welfare, or
charitable agencies for assistance. The men should be referred to
the proper agency, with preliminary recommendations for a program
of help or rehabilitation,

Strongly approve . . .

Approve . . . . . . .
Disapprove + v o « « .
Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide . . . . .

C. If the city has a municipal shelter program, the admission of persons

Vi & W

S =

to this shelter, the conditions under which they remain, and the stand-

ards of conduct they must maintain should be regulated by welfare
authorities.
Strongly approve . . .

Approve . . . . . . .
Disapprove « « o « o &
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide . . . . .

NOTE: If you do not approve of a public shelter program, indicate by
placing an X in the box provided « v v v v v 4 v 4 4 0 4 e o e

l3 Ui W N
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Continued

D.

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 . . . o . .
Disapprove « « + + .+

Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide . « « . .
Facilities 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 . . .
Approve . ¢ o o« o
Disapprove » o « o+ o o
Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide » « & « &

Facilities should be provided for helping applicants obtain employ-
ment, both regular and temporary.,

Strongly approve « .« .
Approve . . . . . .
Disapprove « « o + .+ &
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide . . . . .
Facilities should be provided for helping applicants obtain needed

medical, psychiatric, or health care.
Strongly approve . . .

APPYovE o4 ¢ 4 o o o
Disapprove .« . « . . .
Strongly disapprove
Cantt decide » . . . »
Facilities should be provided for inspecting and observing the living
conditions and operating practices in hotels, lodging-houses, restau-
rants, taverns, and other business estsblishments 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 . . . o ..
Disapprove « + o v o &
- Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide » « & +

1
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UL = wo oo

Ul W

4

3



~19-

2, Continued

Le

J

L.

Facilities should be provided to seek the aid of the mén's families

in an effort to get financial support and assistance in effecting
their rehabilitation.

Strongly approve . . .
Approve . o 0 4 4 o« »
Disapprove , « « . . .
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide . . . . .
Facilities should be provided for a city-wide program 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 « « « v o &
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide ., . . . ,
Facilities should be provided for occupational retraining and re-

habilitation of non-alcoholic men with physical handicaps or low
degrees of skill,

Strongly approve . . .
APPIove o o o v v e
Disapprove . « o + « &
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide » - . . .
Other (SPECIFY)
Strongly approve . , .
Approve + o 4 v ¢ v
Disapprove « « « » . .
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide . « «. .+ .

Vi oW
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25. It has been proposed that a Bureau for Homeless and Transient Men should be
established and operated by the City, Tts possible functions are those we've
just been discussing.

A. Do you approve of the establishment of a Bureau for Homeless and Tran-
sient Men and its operation by the City?

Strongly approve . . .
Approve . ¢ s o 4 v
Disapprove . . . . . .

Strongly disapprove .

vl & oW

Can't decide . « . . «

B, For each activity listed (in Question 2L), 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 not so strongly,
whether you disapprove, or whether you strongly disapprove. (Record
the code letter for each program listed in Question 2L on the appro-
priate line below,)

Strongly recommend the following

Recommend the following
Am uncertain about the following

Diszpprove of the following as
functions of the Bureau

|

Strongly disapprove of the follow-
ing as functions of the Bureau

26, A, And now a question about recreational facilities, What recreational
facilities, i1f any, do you think should be provided for elderly or
physically disabled men?

Bs And what recreatiocnal facilities should be provided for other home-
less men?

5353
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27« In your opinicn, 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,

A,

The first offense of drunkemness 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. After 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 « ¢« o 4 4 4 e
Disapprove . « . « + .

Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide . . . . .

A1l heavy drinkers should be considered to be persons afflicted with
a chronic disease, nobt 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-

vencing. Strongly approve . . .
Approve .+ . s 4 4 .
Disapprove . . « « . .
Strongly disapprove .

Cantt 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 specisl
facility of several hospitals.

Strongly approve . . .
Approve . . . . . .
Disapprove « « « + 4 &

Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide . . . . .

Ul w o I VTR CR B
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Continued

D. Alcoholics who are discharged from a re-training center should be
required to spend several weeks in a Yhalfway-house" or center
where 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 ©o a normal community, 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 "graduation,®

Strongly approve . . .

Approve . . . . o s

Disapprove o « o o »

Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide +» - + . .
E. Chronic alcoholics who will never be self-supporting asgain because

of age or irreparable physical and mental deterioration should be
institutionalized,

Strongly approve . . .
Approve o o o o 4 0 e
Disapprove « o o « o«
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide . « . . .
F. The City should have an integrated program of Health Information for
Citizens, one part of which would inform citizems 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 + « « o «

Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide . +» « +
G, The program of Alcoholics Anonymous should be made available as a

part of the re-training program for those patients who wish to partici-
pate. .

Strongly approve . . .
AppProve .+« 0 4 4 s
Disapprove , +« « « « &
Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide . + « &
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27. Continued.

Hs The work facilities of the Salvation Ammy and other charitable

organizations should be utilized as a part of the re-training
program,

Strongly approve . . .
Approve . . . . . .

Disapprove . . . . . .
Strongly disapprove .

Can't decide . . .
I. Other (SPECIFY) Strongly approve . . .
Approve . 4 o 0 4
Disapprove . . . .o
Strongly disapprove .
Can't decide . . .

Ui B ow oo

Ul w o

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 homeless men who
are HEAVY DRINKERS BUT NOT CHRONIC ALCOHOLICS:

30. Any other comments or suggestions about the homeless men who are CHRONIC
ALCCHOLICS, and their welfare, health and rehabilitation?

&
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31, How strictly do you think the existing ordinances concerning the sale of
alcoholic beverages are being enforced in this city?
Very strict enforcement . « v ¢« «+ +» 1
Generally strict, some laxity . . . 2
Enforcement quite lax . + + v ¢« » « 3
Don't know v v o v v v v 0 v 0 o . U
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 o v o 6 & o000 Lt
No (] ° (] . . . . 2
*IF "YES! ASK: In what ways would such enforcement assist in solving this
problem?
33, In general do you think the following condltlons are prevalent in "hcomeless
nen" areas? Yes No
A, Owners and operators of flophouses offering less comfort and - =
safety from fire than the income from their operation would
PETmit? v v w h e e e e e e e e e e e v e e e e [T T
B. Restaurant owners and operators providing food of lower
quality, and less adequately prepared, than the prices
charged Warran®? « « v v v v v b v v v e e e e [T [T
C. Taverns and liquor stores selling liquor om credt? . « + . . . /7 /7
D. Selling cheap liquor at prices for better quality liquor? . . . 1:7 Z:7
E. Stores and taverns selilng canned heat and other injurious
alcoholic products with the knowledge that they will be taken ,
internally? o o o o v v v v o o . o . s s e s e v e e e s Z:7 1:7
F. Other (SPECIFY) [7
3h. And now we would welcome any further comments, information or suggestions

you can offer concerning the entire problem of homeless men areas and their

residents, which we haven't already discussed. (Use additional pages if
necessary., )

o

o
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PART IV. A FEW ITEMS OF INFORMATION ABOUT THE RESPONDENT

What is your major occupation at present?

What was the highest grade of school you completed:
Grade school High school __ ~ College, Bachelors

Masters

R

Doctors

If you have college degrees, what was your major field of study for each
degree? '
Bachelors Masters Doctors

How 0ld are you? (Age 2t last birthday)

AN

(Protestant, Catholic,

What is your religious affiliation? :
Jewish, Other)

What is your marital status?

Divorced)

In what state or country were you born?

What was the nationality of your parents? Father was born in

(Single, Married, Widowed,

Mother was born in

In which of the following categories does your income (before taxes) £all?

Under $2,500 per year .
$2,500 ~ $5,000 . . . .
$5,000 - $7,500 . . .
$7,500 = $10,000 . . . .
$10,000 or. over . . . .

In general, which of the political parties reflects best your ideas on
domestic problems and policies? Republican PATLY o « o o + o o o 4 o
Democratic pardy « « o ¢« o ¢ ¢ & o &
Neither party - (am an independent).

Do vou own or rent your house or apartment? Own
. * »

Rent . . .

How many years of your life have you lived in this city or its environs?

years,

(SN o VS I I
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APPENDIX D

Schedule Administered to

Homeless Men on Skid Row
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Feld control number

: CONFIDENTTAL
Hotel or Residence Survey 395
Ad8ress- ) January, 1233
Room or bed number CONTENT: iEF ITI
Sampling weight . Ii T IV
NATTONAL OPINION EESEARCH CENTER
 University of Chicago
RESPONDENT 'S NAME ETHNIC TYFE
(First) (Middle) ™ (Last)
Interviewer
Date assigned ‘ Date of interview
Callback record:
Call N '
%o. Date Time |Interviewer Hesults Remarks
1.
2 .
3.
L.
I ChrD v
Interview Number (1~ 3-)

I AM WORKTNG FOR THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICACO, WE ARE MAKING A PUBLIC OPINION
POLL OF MEN WHO LIVE ON (WEST MADISON) (SOUTH STATE) (NORTH CLARK) STREET,
AND T HAVE A FEW QUESTIONS TO ASK YOU, WE HOPE TO FIND WAYS TO HELP YOU
MEN WHO LIVE IN THESE AREAS, 1IN ORDER TO DO THIS WE MUST LEARN A LITTIE
ABOUT THE THINGS YOU LIKE AND NEED AND WANT, MY FIRST QUESTION IS:

1. How is your health? Would you say that it is excellent, good, fair, or
poor?

Excellent « « o o k=
Good . . . . ¢ &

Fai.'f‘ e ¢ e o o &

= W

Poor . . ¢ « «

—l—
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=3 CARD I
I-1. FOR EACH ATIMENT LISTED ABOVE ASK:
A. What kind of treatment did you get for it during the past two weeks? “

TREATMENT CODR

No medical treatment . . . OF Talked to a doctor . . . 344
Self medication O Went to a clinmic . . . . L##
Druggist prescribed . . . 2# Went to a hospital . . . G5#

#B, FOR ALL AITMENTS S TN WHICH NO TRFATMENT, SELT MEDLCATION OR DRUGGIST
PRESCRIRPED ONLY: Why didn't you see a doctor or go to a clinice?

##C. FOR ALL ATIMENTS IN WHICH DOCTOR, CLINIC OR HOSPITAL VISIT INVOLVED:
How did you manage the ccst? Were you able 0 pay it yourseirf,
was it free, or did someone else pay for it? (How much did you
pay?) (Who paid for it?) (How did you happen to get free care?)

Ail-jTreat- 4B, Reasons for not se 7#7#C., Payment of medical expenses
ment| ment |7°° Doctgru(Ig Oni 251i1§% Paid by man Wh ‘4 How did you happen to get
No.| code Amt, (8) |"9 PAL%Irree care (if relevent)?

(&1
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I-2. During the past twelve months have you been a patient in a hospital?

No ., . ©
Yes ., 1*
IF "YES," ASK:
A, How many times were you in the hospital? times
FOR _EACH TIME PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION:
B. When did you enter the hospital?
C. How many days were you in the hospital this time? (Count only days
in the past year.)
» What was the matter? (Anything else?)
E. Were any operations performed on you during this stay in the hospital?
(What was the operation? Any other operation?)
F. What is the name of the hospital you were in? (Get location if not

well-known.)
1

When did you
enter the

hospital?
{Month and ve

How What was
many the
days? matter?

Were operations Name and location of
per formed? hospital
ar)

1 1 L] t

I-2a. How many teeth have you pulled or had knocked out?

How many teeth have you had veplaced by dental work?

How long has it been since you went to a dentist?

ASK EVERYONE, EXCEPT THOSE WITH NO TEETH:

Are your teeth bothering you now or do you need to have dental work done?
(Describe the trouble,)

=
[@r]
<
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CARD V
3, How are your nerves? Are you inclined to be nervous or "on edge"? (Hocw
often do you feel this way?)
Almost never feel nervous .30~ 0
Occasionally « « o ¢ o o 1
Frequently « « « « « & . 2
Most of the time .+ . « .+ « 3
L, AGE, HEIGHT, WBIGHT:
A, What is the date of your birth?
Day Month ___ Year  (31-32)

How tall are you? (Estimate if respondent DIK)
Feet Inches (33=34)

How much do you weigh now? (Estimate if respondent DK)

—.__ulbsc (35‘37)

How much did you welgh when you were a young man=-say 2C~25
years old?

_1lbs. (38-L0)

——_

o
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CARD T
I-3. And now about strength, Most of your life have you felt that you

were as strong, stronger, or not as strong as the average man
your size? :

Average strength . . . . . . . ., 21

Stronger than average . . . . . 2
Below average strength . . . . . 3
I-l. Do you have any tattoos on your body or arms? (How many
different times have you had tattoos put on? )
HaVenOta'b'tOOS-..n-a-o--cl-o- 25"'0
Number of different times tattood , . . . + & _
*How old were you when you had your first one? . TYears (26~ 27)
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5. How would you describe your typical day? Take an average day and
think of how you spend it--what things do you do? You may start
with getting up in the morning if you want. (41-50)

(Prcbes:

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? Where do you eat supper? What do you do in
the evenings? Who do you spend the time with?)

489
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CARD III

“Interview Number (1-3)

III-1, A, How do you feel about living on (West Madison) (North Clark)
South State) Street? In peneral do you like or dislike it?

Tike « & . . . . . . i
Diglike . . « « .
Dislike, but resigned

[ASI =

(9%}

Don't kmow . . . .. .

-
%

B. First, what don't you like (are there things you don't like)
about living here? ({(Anything else?) (5-6)

Oy And what do you like (are there any things you do like)
about living here? (Anything else?) (7-8)

D. How long do you expect to stay here? (Do you expect to
move away from here?  If so, when will it be?) (9)

479
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A. How long have you lived in this neighborhcod? Months (51-)
(Refers only to present trip here.)

B. How did you happen to come to (West Madison) (South State) (North  {52-61)
Clark) Street to live? Have there been any events or circumstances
in your life that caused you to move here? Would you tell me what
they were and what happenad? (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 being
here in your case?) ‘

/INTERVIEWER: AT THIS POINT, THE RESPONDENT IS TO BE ENCOURAGED TO
“TELL HIS STORY" IN HIS OWN WORDS, RECORD IT VERBATIM AS NEARLY AS
POSSIBLE, USE ONLY PROBES THAT STIMULATE HIM TO TALK, BUT NOT TO
EXPLORE ANY PARTICULAR AREA, DO NOT ENCOURAGE HIM TO MAKE A LENGTHY

STATEMENT--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 HAS GIVEN YOU SOME OF THE
INFORMATION YOU NEED,/

471
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IIT-2, How do you like living in this (place like this) (hotel) (lodging
place) (mission)?

Like « . v . . . . . ... P SoL
Dislike o 4 v v ¢ o v v 4 4t s e h e e e e 2
Dislike, but like better than oiler a-ea lobtels 3
DOon't KNOW v 4 o v o v & + ¢ o v 0 s o x s w s v

A, TWhat things do you like about it? (Are there any things you do
like about it?) (Anything else?)

(11-12~,
B. And what don't you like about it? (Are there any things you
don!t like about it?) (Anything else?)
(13-1h-)

ITI-3, 1If 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 neighborhood, or some other place?

Il’l 'thiS hotel 5 e ¥ 2 v 4 8 v 15" 1

Elsewhere in this neighborhood 2

In another neighborhood
(WHAT KIND OF NEIGHBORHOOD?) ) *

In another city (WHERE?)

Onafarm . « + v 4 v v & o « & *

*1F OTHER THAN "THIS HOTEL": What 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?

Men'S hotel € o ¢ ¢ & s 8 e+ 2 16"

Rooming house formen . . . . .

Apartment of OWn v + 4 4 4 o .

Apartment shared . . . . . . .

Ul o~ W

Private home ., ., + 4+ v o o« o «
Other (SPECIFY)_.:. . .

492
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7. Suppose some of the men's hotels on (West Madison) (South State)
(North Clark) Street are ftorn down to make way for better housing.
And suppose that new housing is to be built especially for you men
who 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., What would you like to
see built for you to live in yourself?)

A, (IF NOT ANSWERED SPONTANEQUSLY) 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 doxmitories . . o+ « « ¢« o o 4 62- 1
Cubicles OF CAZES v « o « o+ + o 2
Single YOOLIS o o v o o o o v o 0 s s 3
Apavtments for joint occupancy . . - &
Apartments for sole occupancy . .+ o 5]
Other (SPECIFY) o o o« ¢ v ¢ v s o o 6
B. I a place like that (the one chosen) could be built so that it is
rodern, clean and well run, how much a weel would you be willing acd
able to pay to stay there?
6 (63~ 6h~)
C., Who do you think should manage these places--private business men
or a govermment housing agency run by the City of Chicago?
Private business men . . « « « « » 05= 1%
Ci'ty of Ohicago s s & o & 4 % o ® e
Dontt KNOW « o o o ¢ o o o o ¢ ¢ s T
*What are your reagons for saying that?
D,  Where do you think they should put new housing for men? .
(West Madison) (South State) (North Clark), or some other place?
Here near (West Madison) (South State) (North Clark) . 66- 1
Other (SPECIFY) '
CODE BOX: Other content: , (67~)
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ITT-k, A, What do you think of the other men +that live on this street?
In thinking of where you would like to live, would you like
o have people like these men around you, or would you like
to have different people? (COPY RESPONSE VERBATIM)

Don't like them ., 17~ O
Noncommittal . . 1
Like them ¢« a2 o @ 2

B, What do you (is there an; hinc khat wou) lile alout the men?

(Anything else?) (18-1.)
C, What don't you (is there anything that you don't) like about
them? (Anything else') (272-21)

D. How many close friends do you have here?
Have no close friends here . . . . » 22003
Have a few close friends . . « « « o Loee
Have many close or good friends . . . 2

*IF "NO CLOSE FRIENDS": Why do you suppose you have not found
any Ifriends among them?

(23-24)

#¢IF HAS FRIENDS: Are your friends different from the other
men on the street? (In what way?)

(25-26)

III-5. How much have you lived in cubicle-type hotels (hotel roons) (vooming
houses) such as thig” (Lbout hovw many years?) years 27-

I11-6. During the past year, what kinds of places have you lived in?

How 1
(How long in Months in cubicles (28-)

Months in rooming houses (29-)

Months in labor camps (30-)
Months living outdoors (31-)
Other (SPECIFY) (32-)

Total . . . 12 months

&7
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“13~ CARD VI
Interview Number _ (1-3)

8, DNow I'd like to ask you about any work you did during the past week,
Last week did you work at any job?
No v v+ Lm X
Yes . . . e
#IF "NO" SKIP TO QUESTION S, Page 14,
#lF "YESY ASK SERIES A - J: Tell me about each Job you had:
A. TWhat kind of work did you do? (occupation)
Be Was it a spot job or a steady job?
C. How did you get this job? (If employment office, name the
office) (source) '
D. What!s the name of the company (person) you worked for? (firm)
E, Where is the company located? (address)
F. What kind of place is that? (What do they do or make there? )
(industry)
'G.  How many hours did you work at this job last week? (hours)
H. How much did you get paid per hour on this job? (pay)
I, Where were you paid off? (specify exact place as follows:)
At place of WOrk « & v o o o o o 1
AL employment office . . . . .
At a tavern (SPECIFY)
Other place (SFECIFY)
J. Who paid you?
E Question Job Number 1 % Jcb Wumber 2 | Job Number 3 | Job Number L
‘A, Occupation :
'B. Steady or spot job
C. Source
D. Firm
E. Address
‘F.  Industry
.G. Hours
‘H. Pay--Anount $ per $  per $  per % per
EI.‘ Placee of pay
i Jo  Who paid
CODE BOX: Number of jobs 5 Total hours worked 16-17
Jobs: Type 6 Total money earned © 18-19
Occupations 7~10 Average rate of pay 20-21
Sources 11 Places of pay 22
Industries 12-15 Who paid 23

&7
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9. ASK ONLY IF NOT WORKING LAST WEEK: (IF EMPLOYED ONE OR MORE DAYS

LAST WEEK, SKIP T0O NEXTVAGE.T

Did you apply for work last week at any place? (Where?)

%A
L]

IF‘AEELIEDg
tried? Is

Did not apply for work last week . . . . 24~ X°

Anplied for work at

Why do you suppose you didnft get a job when you
there any other reason?)

IF NOT IOOKING: What kept you from working or looking for work,

or didn't you want to work?

Unable to work (age, ete.) . . . . . .
Temporary illness . . . . . e e e s
Did not care to work . , . . . . ..

Other (SPECIFY)

VI

(25-)

. 26“' O
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CARD III

Now I would like to know all of the cities you have been in during
the past yvear, how long you stayed in each place, and the jobs you
had while you were theve.

(33-48)
Arrived| Left Leng th Jobs held while there No. of
Name of Place Agprox. Agprox. of Stay|. Weeks on
ate ate ~ :
5 Cecupation Industr Each Job
(Month) {(Month) (Weeks) ) 4
Chicago
i .
e T ! L-— TS TR NN ¥
IT11-8. A. About how many times have you been to Chicago and then moved
away? (Count present residence as a time,) times
B. Since coming here this last time, have you lived any place but
on West Madison, South State, or North Clark? Wheye?
1.
2.
3.
C. 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 . .

Kumber of neighborhood moves in Chicago

Where stayed in Chicago (neighborhoods)

Average length of stay in each city

Number cof different jobs . + «

Types of jobs held . . . . . . . . .

.

Average length of time on one job

Total months spent in Chicago

« .

.

L3

. .

.

General occupational clagsification for year

Number of trips to Chicago . . . .

Weelrs on Skid Row this year ., .

.

LI

EERRRRRRRE

&7

=



-16- CARD 1V

IV-1. ESTINMATED WAGES LAST YEAR, Interview Number (1-3)
A. During the past year, about how many weeks did you go without
- : . 2
working even one day? weeks (4-5)
B. During the weeks that you did work, how many hours per week
did you usually work? (I mean during the average week you
worked, ) hours (6-7)
C. 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 gverage
pay per hour last year?
$ ____per hour (5-3-10)
IV-2. 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?

(11-14)
Do not receive a pension ., « « o « o X
Receive a pension of § et %
Type of pension (SPECIFY) *
Number of months payment received dug-
ing last 12 months ‘ *
“IF PENSION, ASK A AND B.
A, Where do you usually cash your pension check? (15)
B. How do you arrange for room rent and meals for the month?
(16)
INCOME FROM OTHER SOURCES: ‘
IV-3. 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 . ., . . . . . . 17- 0
Amount $
Iy-4, Last year did you receive money as a gift from relatives or friends?
About how much did you receive?
No money from this source . , . 18~ ©

Amount $

473
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CARD VI

10, On this card, I have some groupings of income, Which of these groups

ings most nearly matches the total income you had last year from all
sources?

Income group (SPECIFY) _ (27

INTERVIEWER: CHECK INCOME AS FOLLOWS:
Questions:

IV«1~A-B~C¢ Weeks x hours x rate - estimated wages for the year$

iV-2: Income from pension (wonthly rate x 12) . . .

IV-3: Income from interest, rents, investments . . b
IV-liz Income from gifts 6L MONEY « + v o o o o o & & &
TOTAL INCOME v v o o o o « o & $ *

#{NOTE: 17 total inconc Laged on above computations does not coincide
with total income grour designated by respondent, please try
to get ves;ondent to reconcile difference, IF not »ossible,
please indicate below which fisure you think is valid and why.)

- -
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CARD IIX

I11~9, Have you ever been in military service? (When did you serve?)

No military Service « « « o o o » o »  L9= O

World War T 4 o o o o o o o o o » o s T
World War II o v v v v o o o o s s D33k
Korean War . « o« ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢« o & s o & Jae
Other, Before World Wer IT . . . . . Lpsese
Other, After World War IT . . . . .« . ik

h
G

‘A, IF NO MILITARY SERVICE: Why didn't you get drafted? (What
was the reason for being excused?) '

(50)
**IP MILITARY SERVICE, ASK B - T.
B. What branch of service was that and what was your assignment?
[What did you do in the (Army) (Navy) (Marine Corps)? Were
you an infantryman, a gunner, a pilot, or what?/ (51=52)
Branch Assigrrend
Army » »
Navy
Alr Force ' !
Marine Corps |
Other (SPECIFY)
C. What was the highest rate or rank you held? 53=
D. How long were you in the serviece? . . . .. nonths Sl

B, Were you stationed overseas?
Not stationed overseas . . . . . 55= O

Yes, stationed overseas . . .« o o

Fo Did you ever have combat service? If so, for how many months?

. . . . . . 56"‘0
Yes, had combat service for months

No combalt Service o+ o o o o s o o o

489
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CARD ITI
I17-9 (Continued)

G, Did you receive any disciplinary action while you were in
the service? What was the offense and what was the punishe-
ment? (Army--court martial, company punishment; Navy--court
martial, captain's mast, were you ever in the brig?; Marine
~~court martial, captaints mast, brig)

No military discipling o o o v v v v v o v v 4 o o s  B7= 0
Yes, received military discipline. (SPECIFY)

Punishment received

Ho How did (Army) (Navy) (Marine Corps) (Air Force) life affcct
you? Did it change you in any way? In what ways? (In any
other ways?)

Did nO’b affect me # e » 6 2 a e o e+ e e+ @ 58" O
Yes, it changed me (SFECIFY) . . » . « . . 1

I, What type of discharge did you get?

Honorable...o..-.-.-.......-.»..:-59"‘1

Dishonorable (SPECIFY CAUSE) , 2

—————

Without honor (SPECIFY CAUSE--PROBE IOR H MOSEXUAL)“_ 3

Medical (SPECLFY CAUSE-~PROBE FOR NEUROFSYCHIATRIC) ) 4
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. CARD 1V
IV-5. A, What 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 jobs held
one year or longer, If none in this category, list three
"pest" jobs, )
(19-38)
Job (Occupation) Industry Years
. From o
1
2.
3.
I
5.
6.
B. Wnich of these jobs did you 1ike bestz
Job Number
C. Why did you happen to leave it?
IV-6. How well do you like.the work you have been doing recently? What
do you (dislike) (like) about it? (PROBE FOR BOTH LIKES AND DIS-
LIKES.)
(39-L2)
IV-7. Would you rather have "spot jobs" or a steady job?
Spot Jobs v v S e W . e 13- ¢
Steady Jjob . . + 4 4 .- ot
A, IF "SPOT JOBS": Why don't you wanb a stesdy job? (Any other
reason? )
y (Lk)
**B, IF :TIFLRS 3TEADY JOB (SEE ABOVE) BUT DOES NOT NOW HAVE A ’
STEADY JOB: Do you think you could hendle a steady job
working five days a week, eight hours a day? '
, T N’O L} LI I )’LS" XX"
. Yes ., . . 1
“IF "NO": Why don't you think so?
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CARD IV

If you could get free training to prepare you for a better job,
would you be interested in taking it?

NO L A I R }_1‘,7'— O'X‘

Ye S » L] * . L) L l’x“-x.

*L, IF "HO": Vhy is that?
(L8)

B, IF "YES": What kind of training would you want?

(L9-50)
C. ASK ALL VETERANS OF WORLD WAR II OR KOREA: Did you try to
get training under the G,I, bill? (I1f not, why not?)
(51)

483
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CARD I
1-5, A, How do you usually spend your spare time? Do you-ever _ 7 (How
often do you 7) )
—— Times
at GO -bo t;he mOVies? . - - » L] » L] [ ] . ] L] e - ¢ 4 N per (28>
be GO to a tavern or DAT? « « o o o v o s s oo e per (29)
c. COo to see a live burlesque show with girls? . per (30)
de Go to a tattoo palace, penny arcade, shooting
=Y. per (31)
e, Play checkers?. . ¢ & ¢ o ¢ o o « o o s o« 5 o per (32)
o P17 CATAS? 4 4 o o o o o o v o 2 o « o+ + o per _(33)
g. Bet on horses, play numbers, buy a lottery
tieket? o . e e s e e e e e e e e e e per (3L)
k., Wateh IV in the hotel lobby of your hotel? . per (35)
i. Go to the reading room? . « « o o « o o + o » per (36)
j. Go to church services at Salvation Army or at
AaMmieTion? . . v w e s e e e e e e e e e per __ __ (37)
B. In the last week, how many free meals have you had from the
Salvation Army or from a mission? meals (38)
C. In the last week, how many times have you had a free bed from
the Salvation Army or from a mission? . times (39)
D. Did you get any free clothing or shoes this winter since it
started to get cold?
. (Lo)
E. Vhen 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?
AIMOSt NONE ' « v « o v o o o s o v s o o o o o L=0
UEeasionally o ¢ s 6 s o v e s s e s e e e s oo e 1
An hour or two almost every day . . « + « + ¢ o« o 2
Three or more hours almost every 68y « « « « « « = 3
F. Then the weather is cold like it is now, how much of the time
do you usually spend in your room during the day?
_____hours (Lk2)
G, What do you do when you are in your room in the daytime?
(L3)
T-6. How would you like io spend your spare‘time? (RECORD ON BACK OF ZAGE.)

A.

Ave there any special things that you would enjoy that you can't
afford? : (Ll=16)

Are there any things that you can't do because there's no place
to do them?

Have you ever had any hobbies that you'd like to take up again?

What? LB4
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CARD vI
1l. Have you ever been to a doctor or psychiatrist or been in the
hospital because of a nervous condition? (Code all that apply. )
No'co-nuoooonc e = ® 28"X
Saw a medical Goctor « + 4 4 . . W 1
Saw a psychiatrist . . . . . . . 23
Was in a hospital . . .« v 4 v + W 3%
*1p SAW "DOCTOR," WPSYCHIATRIST," OR "JAS IN THE HOSPITAL," ASK
A, B, AND C,
A, TVhen was that?
(29)
B. VWhere was that?
(30)
C. Do you know what the doctors said sbout your case?
(31)-
12, Where were you born? What was the name of the County and the State?
(32=35)
County State Nation i
13. TWhere did you live during the time you were growing up? (Between the

ages of 6 and 1l)

A. Vhat was the name of the County, State, and Town? (RECORD BELOW,)

B. Did you live on a farm

CORD BELOW.)

C.  How long did you live there?

(RECORD BELOW.)

s Just outside town, or inside the towm? (RE-

Town County State Location Leg%ﬁ? of
CODE BOX: Main place youth was spent (36-L0)
Number of moves in youth (L1)
Median length of stay (L2)

485
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you
you
you

leave home? (Were there any other reasons?)
didn't go back after you got out of the Awmy?)

didn't go back aiter you got out of school?)

(Hlow come
(How come

CARD VI
14, Where were your parents born? (STATE OR FOREICN COUNTRY)
Father born (43-44)
Mother born (45-46)
15, ASK FOR FACH PARENT BORN IN THE U.S.:
What is the nationality of your parents? (E.G., French, German,
Danish, etc.) (Where did your ancestors come from?)
Nationality of father (47-43)
Nationzlity of mothey . (48-50)
16. What kind of work did your father do at the time you were growinz up?
(What was his occupation?) (What kind of place did he wovk fori)
Job: (51-52)
Industry:
17. A. What was your father's income like at tha“ t me? When vou were
growing up, was your family poor, very roor, rcafentaile, or
well-to-do? Very pooy « o v v o . 53- 1
POOY 4 v v v o o o » 2
Comfortable . . . . . 3
Well-to-do . . . . . 4
B. Did you always have enough to eat at home when you were a boy?
No « 4+ + 4 54~ 0%
Yes 4+ 4 4 1
*IF "NO'": What was the trouble?
136, A, How old were you when you left home?
years old (55-56)
B. How did you happen to leave home then? What happened to make

486



~25~ CARD IT

Interview Number (1-3)

I7-1. What kind of a person was your father?
‘ (L=12)
A, What did you like best about him? (Anything else?)
B. And what did you dislike about him? (Anything else?) (Even
though you liked him, what kinds of things about him bothered
you?) (What did he do that got on your nerves?)
C. (IF NOT ALREADY MENTIONED) Was he a heavy drinker? {(Describe
it,)
D, Did he ever serve a jail sentence? (What was it for?)
II-2, What kind of a person was your mother?

Be

(13-18)

What did you like best about her? (Anything 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 dvink®

487
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CARD IT
II~3. How did your father and mother get along with each other? (19=23)

A, Did they see eye to eye on most things or did they quarrel
a lot?

. If they quarrelled a lot, why did they quarrel?

C. Taking everything into consideration, would you say they had
8 happy marriage during the time you were a boy?

II-l. Which of your parents helped you the most when you were growing
up~-~your father or your mother?

Neither one very much . « « « + & 2= 0

Fa’bhel" 5 & & b 8 9 LI

Mother . . . . . .
Equal . . ... ..,

¥

o

1I-5. Which of your parents do you think you liked“the most, your father
or your mother? (Even though you loved both, you caun't love two

people exactly the same, Which did you like more?)

Loved both about the same . . 25~ X
Loved father most . . + « o & 1%
Loved mother most . + + + + ‘2%

*A, IF LOVED ONE DPARENT i’CRE THAN THE OTVZIR: Why do you suppose
you liked (her) (him) the most: (Any other reasons?)

(26-27)

II-6. How many children were theve in your family altogether? Waich
child were youf w
4 boys (28)

= pivls (29
order -(Respundent) {33)

L

A, How well did you get along with your (brothers and sisters)
(brothers) (sisters)? (What did you have trouble over?)

(31-32)
B. Did your parents treat all their children alilie or was there
a favorite? How did they treat you compared to the other
kids? (33-34)
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CARD IT
Are either of your parents alive? How about your (father)
(mother)~-is the) (she) living? (CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CODE IN
COMUEN A4 IOR EACH,)
(IF BEITHER OR BOTH ARE DEAD, ASK:) When did (he) (she) die?
(ENTER LN COLUMN B.)
A, Living? ‘B. Date of death of
deceased parent
Yes No
Father . 1 O (35)
Yother . 1 O (36)
(IF BOTH PARENTS ARE STILL LIVING, ASK:) Are they living to-
gether, or are they divorced or separated?
Iiving together . « . . 37~ 1

Divorced . . . « « &

Separated .

(ZF ONE PARENT DEAD, FOR TFE SURVIVING PARENT, ASK:) Did (he)

(she) remarry?

1T so, wnen?

Did not remarry . o 4 4 o o « o

Remarried years after death of
SPOTUSE & & o o o « o o o » »

“IF REARRIED, ASK (1) AND (2).

(1) How old were you when (he) (she) remarried? years

(2) How did this marriage affect you? Did it change your
(Did it have any other effects on you?)

plans any?

o e

*

38~ 0

B

(39)

(Lo)

4E9
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CARD VI
19. Vhat was the highest grade of school you attended? grade  (59-60)
Did you complete that grade? NOo o v o
Yes . v e
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, 3x3 d. 11 x 11
b, 9x%9 e. 56 % 7 61,
c. 6+L+9 4
21, And here are some words thev used to teach you in reading, Do you
5till remember what they mean?
INTERVIEWER: TRY THE RESPONDENT AT THE LEVEL YOU ESTIMATE, IF HE
PASSES IT GO A LEVEL HIGIBR, IF HE MISSES ONE OR MORE,
DESCEND A LEVEL, PROCEED UPWARD OR DOWNWARD UNTIL RE-
SPONDENT DEFINES ALL WORDS IN A SET.
a. eyelash )—Level of ability
roar ; DEFICIENT
scorch )
b, muzzle )
haste }  BORDERLINE
c. lecture ) (62)
Mars ) ULL
skill , | ) '
d. Jjuggler )
brunette ; AVERAGE
regard )
e, Jlotus )
incrustation g SUPERIOR
achromatic )
22, How were your grades in school--very good, good, average, poor, or

o
very Poor' Very gOOd s * ¢ o @ 63- 1

Good . . . o ¢ o s
Average « +« « + o+ o

POOI’ . . . . . . [

439
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CARD IT
IT1-8, Did you enjoy going to school?
Yes o o o o L1=1
No o4 o 2
A, What did you like about it? (Anything else?)
(L2=L3)
Be What did you dislike about it? (Anything else?)
(Ll=L5)
C, What were your best subjects in school?
(L6=47)
D. And what subjects were hardest for you or did you dislike
most?
(L8~L9)
I1I-9, Why did you stop going to school? (Were there any other
reasons?) (Did you ever think of going on to college? Why was
that?)
(50-51)
IT~10, After you left regular school, did you take any special trainw

ing, like apprenticeship training, correspondence school, any-

 thing like that?

NOI’le.........i.....o 52"0
Yes (SPECIFY)

Sy
Lo
[
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CARD II
II-11. What kind of a person were you when you were 15-20 years 0ld?
(What other good and bad peints did you have then?)
(53-5L)
IF NOT ALREADY ANSWERED ABOVE, ASK A - K:
A+ Were you happy or unhappy? (What kinds of things bothered
you? )
(55-56)
B, Did you know then for sure what you wanted to be? (What
were your ideas about what you wanted to be then?)
(57-58)
C. Were you a hard worker, or were you inclined to be easy-
going on the job?
(5%)
D. Were you restless and always wanting to be on the g0?
(In what way?)
(60)

E, Did you have a lot of friends, only a few friends, or
were you more of a "lone wolf"?

Lonewelf . v v & v v v+ o . G61=0
Few friends o« o « o ¢ o o « » 1
Lot of friends . . & ¢« « . & 2

F, How did you spend your free time?

(62)

G, Did you date girls before you were 20 years old?
No - * - L] 63- X

Ye S e . . e ";S'

*Ip UYESM:  How often did you cate them?
(63)
492
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CARD IT

IT-11. (Continued)

H, Did you have any close friends who were boys?
- No . s » 6)-!-" X

Yes . . 1
I. Did you run around a lot with a gang of boys?
No ... 65-%

Yes . o W 1
J., Did you have a reputation for having a quick temper?
NO . & o 66" X

Yes , . NETS

“IF "YES"; What kinds of things made you flare
up? (How angry did you get?)

K. Did you ever get into trouble with the police when you were
young?
No ..., 67~ X

Yes , & e

FIF mpo, " ASK (3) ONLY.

IR myEs, v ASK (1), (2), AND (3).

(1) What kind of troubles did you have? (Could vou tell me
more about that? How did it happen?) ‘

2) Were you arrested?
(2 7 No, was not arrested 68- X

Yes, was arrested . . 1#
#(a) IF ARRESTED: Were you sent to a reformatory or
1 . ?
& prison: No . . . 69- X

Yes . . 1

(3) Did any of your brothers or sisters have trouble with
the police? :
No . . . 69~ 2

Yes . . 3

£93
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CARD VI
23, Do you ever see strange things like visions, fairies, ghosts, or things
like that? - «r
o « @ o« \)4“’ p2e
Yes « .+ 1%
*Tp nyEs, " ASK A AND B,
A, Could you describe it a little more?
B, TWhen do you see them?
2L. Do you have any rausual powers or abilities wmost people don't have’
No . « « 65=XK
Yes . 1'X'
*IF UYES": What are these powers or abilities?
25, Do you ever hear people talking to you or about you when there is no
one around?
NO [ [ ] [ ] 66" X
Yes . . 1t
“IF "YES," ASK A AND B,
A, What kinds of things do they say?
B, When do you usually hear them?
26, Are you now married, divorced, widowed, separated, or never married?

&
i

S

363%

“TF W{ARRIED," "SEPARATED," "WIDCWED," OR "DIVORCED," SKIP TO QUESTION I- 8 (nO'b

Never married . . 67- O3

Married . . « . . T
Separated . . . . D3t
Widowed . o s o o
Divorced . + « o & Jyese

IF"WEVER MARRIED," ASK QUESTION I-7 (not included in Form I Questionnaires)

included in Form I Questlonnalres)

£94&
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I-7. IF "NEVER YMARRTED," ASK: Were you ever engaged to be married?
No , .
Yes .

b

LI "NEVER ENGAGED." 43¢ 4,

ae

A
i

>

IF "YES," ASK B AWD C.

A, Vere you ever in love, or did you ever date steady with one

girl?
No . .

Yes .,

B. What happened to break your engagement? Why was it Broken?

(1) Who broke the engagement~~you or the girl?

I broke the engagement . . . .

The girl broke the engagement .

(2) Did you ever fall in love again after that?

Mo .

C. ASK7ALIL RFSPONDENTS WHO NEVER MARRIED: Why do you suppose
never got marrieds

(1) Do (Did) women interest you much sexually?

Yes .

CAED I

. LB~

. h9" X

(50)

you

(52)

X
1

1

2L
Py

w
(S 1]
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I-8, IF "MARRIED," "SEPARATED," "WIDOWED," OR "DIVORCED," ASK: How
long did you and your wife live together?

CARD T

—__years (5L=55)

A, What kind of a wife was she?

(56-57)
(1) What things did you like best about her? (Anything
else?)
(58)
(2) And what did you dislike about her? (Anything else
you disliked about your wife?)
(59)
B. How was your home life? (Could you tell me a little more
about that?)
(60-61)

C. UNLESS WIDOWED: What caused your separation? Whose idea was
the separation, yours or your wife's? What were the reasons
for your separation?

(62)

(L) Who do you think was most to blame?
My wife was most to blame ., 63~ 1

T was most to blame . . . . 2

I-9. UNLESS NEVER MARRIED, ASK: How many children do you have? Can you
tell me how old each one of them is? Are they married, widowed,
divorced or single? Are they working? What scrt of work does each
do? (ENTER ANSWERS IN APPROPRIATE COLUMNS BELOW.

(6L~69)

Marital Work

Child ,
Status Status ] Occupation

(sex) Age

CODE BOX: Number of children Number married  Occupations

: of children £96
Number under 18 , Number working v S
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CARD I
I-10, Have you written to or visited with your relatives during the

past two years?
Yes, have written to . + + « « 70~ 1

Yes, have visited with , . . » 2

Neither . « v v v « o o o o & 0

I-1l. How do you feel toward your relatives?

(11)

I-12, Suppose you were sick and down and out. Would your relatives give
you help if they knew where you were and knew you needed help?

No, and I wouldn't want them to . 72- 1
No L] L] . L] L) - L4 . L] ° ° L] % " ® s 2

YeS v v b e e e e e e e s e e e s 3

I-13. Have you ever had persons to support~-people that were (when vou were
narcied, was your family) courletely demendent on vyou Zox their food,
clothes, and everything?

’ f © No o w oo o T73= 0%

Yes o o s 1

4
<

"A, IF "NO": How do you think you would feel if you were com-
pletely responsible for supporting a family?

(7h)

[T
w
ol
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CARD IV
IV-9, Uhy do you suppose so many men on (West Madison) (South State)
(Noxth Clark) Street drink so much? (Any other reasons? )
(5253)
ASK ONLY IF NOT COVERED ABOVE:
A, Some men say they drink so much becazuse there's nothing
else to do., Do you agree or disagree with that? (What
makes you say that?)
(5h)
B. Some men say they drink so much because of the environmente-
that is, with so many taverms here, it's hard not to drink a
lot. Do you agree or disagree with that? (Why?)
(55)
C. 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? (Why?)

(56)

4393
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CARD VIII

Inteyview Number (1-3)

27, How heavy a drinker are you? Do you consider vourself to be a heavy
drinker, a moderate drinker, a light drinker, a periodic drinker, or
don't you drink at 211?

Never drink , , , . . . , . 4=
Light drinker . ., , . . . .
Moderate drinker , , . . .
Periodic drinker ., . ., . .
Heavy drinker . . . . . . .
*1F "NEVER DRINK," SKIP TO QUESTION 29,
*%UNLESS "NEVER DRINK," ASK A - F. .-
A. About how much of the money you get do you spend on drinking?
(Specify either fraction or percentage) {5-6)
B. Do you have spells when you drink heavier than you usually do?
No . .. 7=
- Yes v o
#IF "YES,'" ASK (1) AND (2).
(1) How often do you have these spellg?
€2) Why do you suppose you drink more at those times than at
others?
(8)
C. What do you usually drink? Wine, beer, whiskey, or something
else? Wine o v v v v v b wu . O-
Beer . . . . ... ...
Whiskey . ., ., . . . . .
Something else (SPECIFY)
D. Why do you suppose you drink?_ (What pleasure or satisfaction
do you get from drinking?) /Have you ever found anything else
that helps you ( ) (relex)?/ (What other satisfaction
does it give you?) (How do you feel when you drink?)
{10-11)

X%

19n

k%
el

4‘4’\‘ £

X
1
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CARD VIT
27, (Continued) (
E. How do you drink? Do you usually buy at a bar or do you
usually buy a bottle? . )
Buy at a bar . . ., 12~ X
Buy a bottle . ., , 24
Half and half . . . 3%
LF "BUY A BOTTLE," OR "HALF AND HALF,® ASK (1) AND (2).
(1) Where do you go to drink the botile? (When you buy a
bottle, where do you go to drink it?)
(2) When you drink from a bottle are you usually alone or
with others?
Alome . .. . .. 13- 1
With others . . . 2
F, Do you ever feel guilty or sorry after you have been drinking?
How often do you feel this way?
(1L)
28. Mbout how many days last week did you take a drink of “eer, wine,
whisXey, or anything with alcohol in it?
Did not drink at all . . . . . 15- X
Number of days . . . . . . . *
A, (IF DRANK AT ALL): About how much did you drink in one day?
(163
29, IF "NEVER DRINK," ASK: Were you ever a heavy drinker?
NO ¢ o o ¥ o 17_ X
Yes o v o« . 13
FIF nyES," ASK (1), (2), AND (3)
(1) When did you stop? (18)
(2) How did you stop? (19)
(3) who helped you stop and how did they help you?
(20)
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, .
30.. ASK ALL RESZONDENTS EXCECT THOSE WHO NEVER DRINZ. Co you ever feel
. Tile you have o tale a dyin: in the rouning just beforc or alter
""" breaifast: Jow often does this hanvpent
Never or almost never , . . . . 21- ©
Occasionally + + ¢« v ¢ o o + «
A fey times a2 week ., . . . . .

¢« s 0w

Almost every day . . .

EEVCRN

O e

| Zvery Guy when on 2 G reS . .

31. ASK ALL HEAVY DRINKERS. (FOR THIS QUESTION A EEAVY DRINKER IS ANY
PERSON WHO (a) REPORTS HIMSELF AS SUCH IN ITEM 27; (b) WHO DRANK
o Olf FIVE OR MORE DIFFERENT DAYS LAST WEFK ALD WHOSE AVERAGE DAILY
& CONSUMPTION IS EQUIVALENT TO A PINT OF WINE OR THREE SHOTS OF
, THISKEY: OR (c¢) WHO DRINKS ALMOST EVERY MORNING., IF IN DOURBT
0 THETHER FEAVY DRINKER, ASK THE QUESTTION AND EDITORS WILL DECIDE,)

A, How did your heavy drinking develop? Please tell me about it.
(Mad you drunk much before that?) (What happened to start the
} heavy drinking?) (And then what happened?) (And then?)

(22+28)
B. Were there any especially tough problems that started your
drinking or did you just drift into it? (What were the
problems?) (Any family problems?) (&ny work problems?)
(29)
C., How did your family act about your heavy drinking? (30)
D, How did your friends and neighbors act about your heavy '
drinking?
(31)
E, How did your boss and the people at work act about your
heavy drinking?
(32)
F, Did you try to take any trestments for it? What kind of
treatments did you take? (Who gave you the treatments?)
(Why do you suppose they failed to keep you dry?) (33)
33
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IV-10. A, About how many times would you say you have been arrcsted
for being drunk?
Never o« o o o 4 «
Less than 5 times .
5 =10 times . . .
10 - 20 times . ., .
20 = 30 times . . .

More than 30 times.

B. And how many of those times were you senienced to several days
in jail for being drunk? '

57

ARD IV

0

Lo W

(58)
C. When was the last time you were arvested for drunkenness?
(5%)
D, Have you ever been hospitalized for drunkenness or as a
result of being drunk?
(1) How many times were you hospitalized? - (60)
(2) Who took you to the hospital usually? (61)
(3) When did this happen? (62)
(L) What kind of treatment did you get? (63)
IV-11, How many times have you been jackrolled or robbed in the past
year? :
__bimes (6L)

B



4] CARD VII

A, What was the charge?

B. How long was your sentence?
C. When did you get out?

D. Where was that?

B. Length of} C. Date of

A. Charge sentence release

D, Place

32. ASK ALL WHO EVER DRANK,
IF RESPOMDENT MEVER DRANK, SKIP TO QUESTION 34,
. . tao?
How many times, if any, have you had the D.T.'s? Never . . . . . . e ¥
Number. cf times . %
*A., 1IF EVER HAD D,T,'s: When did you have the D,T,'s?
(35)
33, Have you ever joined Alcoholics Anonymous, the Salvation Army pro-
gram, or some other program that tries to help people stop drinking
2
too mHCh-' NOl‘te ¢« » & 2 ¢« s ® ® T *+ 8 s sas 36' X
Alcoholics Anonymous . . . . . 1%
Salvation Army .+ « v v v « ¢« 2%
Other (SPECIFY) %
*A, TF "JOINED A PROGRAM": Did this program help you or not?
NO ¢ v s 4 37" X
Yes . . . 1
34. Have you ever served a jail or penitentiary sentence (for some
offense besides being drunk)?
NO 4 & & ® & & s v & s e s e » a 38- X
Ves, one time . « « « & 4 ¢ o . 1%
Yes, have been in jail times *
*IF "YES,' FOR EACH TERN OF IMPRISONMENT ASK A - D AND ENTER IN
COLUMNS BELOW,
(39-42)
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CARD VII
HERE ARE SCOME QUESTIONS ABOUT YOURSELF AS A PLRSON:
35, If you were asked to describe yourself, what kind of a person would
you say you are?
(L3-47)
36. A, Do you ever feel that it is hopeless to try to get ahead? How
often do you feel that way?
(L8)
B.a IF "YES'" TO A: Why do you feel that way?
(L9)
37. A, Do you think there are some people who want to hurt you?
: What kind of people are they?
(50)
B. Are there any special kinds of people you hate? (What kind of
seonle are they?}): No o v s oW Sl- X
Yes o+ o . W 1
38, Do you associate with women nowadays? _
No e e 52- 0
Yes - . . L] 1\,
*Ip vYES, " ASK A, B, C, AND D.
?
A, How often? L (53)
B, 'here do you meet them? (5h)
C. What kinds of women are they?
(55)
D. Do you go with the women who live around (West Madison) (South
State) (North Clark) Street?
NO e o o s @ 56" X#
Yes . . . . 1

#IF "NO,": Whhynewh?
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39, People say that some of the men living around (West Madison) (South
State) (North Clark) Street have sex experiences with other men,

A, How many of the men do you think do this more or less regularly?

Almost none of them . v « o o o v o o 570
About a cuarter of them . . « . . . . 1
About half of them . . . . « ¢« . .+ 2
About 3/L of them . v v v v v o v 4 W 3
Almost all of them . o v o 4 4w o o o s L
B. THow do you feel about men who do that sort of thing" .
(38).
L0, Here are some questions about religion,
A, Were you ever a member of any church? What church was that?
I\TO.....O-.;-.--OI 59"0
Name of church
B, How about your parents? What church did they attend when you
were growing up?
NOChU.I‘Ch @ & 0 & & e s s e+ 6 & a2 * s s 60"0
Name of mocher!s church
Name of father's church (61)
C, How religious (were) (are) your narents?
(62)
D. How do you feel avout most churches?
(63)
E., Do you believe in God?
NO'Q"O' 64-0
Ye N 1
¥ (6L)
F. Do you attend church services of the Salvation Army, the
Christian Industrial League, Cathedral Shelters, Pacific Garden
Mission, and other church groups like that?
No a8 s 65"0
Yes . ¢ v . 1

(1) How do you feel about their nrorrams?
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41, 1If 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 would all be granted,
what would you ask for?
(69)

A. What do you think are the chances for your wishes te cene truel
(Which ones do you think wiil cume true?!; {(Wulcl ;

(70)
B. TFOR WISHES EXPECTED TO COME TRUE: What would have to happen
for that to come true?
(71)

C. FOR WISHES MNOT ITXFTCTED TO COME TRUE: Why don't vou think fhey)
(it) will come true?

(72)
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CARD IV
IV-12, Do you think the police are ov zze not doing a cood job protecting
the peonle who live on this .street!
NO-.-oo 65"0%
Yes . . . 1z
"ASK EVERYONE: In what way is it (good) (bad)?
IV-13. Considering the prices they charge for a room, do you think the
hotel operators are or are not doinz a ccod job of housin- the
nen of (West lladison) (South State, Horth Clark) Street
:NO L ) 66" O
Yes . ., . . 1
A, Are there any things they should (what should they) do
differently?
IV-1h. Considering the prices they charge for meals, do you think the
restaurant operators on (Vest iadison) (Scuth State) (North Clark)
Street do or do not keep their nlaces as clean as they should and
are coing a good job of providing meals? MO o o s o & 67~ 0
Yes . . . . 1

A.  Are there any things they should (what should they) do
differently?

(91 §
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. CARD TV
IV-15. A, Do you think the liquor stores, taverns, and bars on (West
Madison) (South State) (North Clark) Street do or do not
treat thei? customers fairly and vun theiw places right? ,
N s ° & & ) 68" O
Yes o 4 o 1
B, What things should they do differently? (Are there any things
they should do differently?)
IV-16. A. Do you think the employment agencies (including railroad hiring
offices) in Chicago are operated fairly and treat the workers
right or not?
No v « v o 69- 0
Yes o+ e 1
B. What things should they do differently? (Are there any
things they should do differently?)
IV-17. I am going to list several organizations whose job is to help you

men
you

on (West Madison) (South State) (Worth Clark) Street and ask
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)

Ranking of job done

Organization o . ot 5s ﬁo‘ DK
s00d ood good Baq oplnlon fgency
1. Chicago Welfare Department . . . 1 2 3 “Z_ X Yy
2., Salvation &rmy . . . . . . . . . 1 2 3 hy X y
3. PReferees, judges, and social
workers at Monroe Street Court . 1 2 3 b X y
L. Dawes Center . o « ¢« o ¢ « v o » 1 2 3 b X y
5 Reading Room . + + + . . . ... 1 2 3 I X y
6. Catholic Charities . . . . . . . 1 2 3 L X y
7. Pacific Garden Mission . . . . . 1 2 3 L £ y
8. Cook County Hospital « + +. + » « 1 2 3 i X y
9. The new Alcoholic Treatment
CEnter o o v o o o o o o 0 oo o 1 2 3 b X y
10. Cook County Department of
Welfare .+ o o o o o o o o o o« 1 2 3 L X ¥y
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CARD ITI
II1-10. Which molitical party de you like best?
Home o v o v v v o o & & 60=0
Republicans . , o « » & 1
Democrats . . . . . . . 2
No interest in politics, 3
Other (SFECIFY) _
A, THow do you feel about the Republican Party? (Why?)
(61)
B, How do you feel about the Democratic Party? (Why?)
(62)
G, How do you feel about the Socialist Party? (Why?)
(63)
ITT-11, ASK FOR EACH ETHNIC GROUP TO WHICH THE RESPCHDEIT DOTS NOT DR
A. How do you feel sbout Negroes? (How would vou feel zhout
living in the same building that they do?t) 6y)
B. How do you feel about Puerto Ricansr
(65)
C, How do you feel about Indians?
(66)
D, How do you feel about Mexicans?
(67)
E. How do you feel about white people?
(68)

309
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Sometimes we like to make a follow-up study to find oub how the>peop1e
we have interviewed are getting along. That doeon't mean that we will

definitely ask you to give us another interview some day, but I would
e LT

like to know how to get in touch with you if we should need to talk

to you again after a few months., Would you mird giving me your social
security number and the names and addresses of two relatives or close
friends who might be able to tell us where youa are or where you'lve been
recently? (If you'd rather not, that'!s 0.X,)

Social Security Number

Name

Address

City

Relationship
to respondent

519
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3.

INTERVIEWER'S OBSERVATIONS

To be completed immediately after the interview and before
another interview is undertaken.

A.  CHECK LIST OF RESPONDENT!S BEHAVIOR DURING INTERVIEW

ACTIVITY: AMOUNT (L)

Underactive--Seldom moves, almost SEUPETOUS v « v v 2 o o « o o o o
Able to sit and converse quietly throughout interview « + + « o o
Unusually restless, but would have more relaxed periods . . « . . .

Acutely restless and eXCited v v v s o ¢ 5 ¢ 8 4 e b 4 0 00 e e s

SPEECH: PRODUCTION

(5)

Uncommunlcatlve--responds with only short replies to direct question-

lngl ¢« ¢ & ¢ e s L T Y s 8 e o @ « & » & s . e + ¢ e & o e @

Enters readily into conversation in a normal manner and in a moder
ate tone of VOICE sve v v v o v 4 v v 6 0t 4 o b s b e e e e as

Talks excessively, Periodic outbursts of 4alking + + « « v « « « &
Noisily overtalkative. Sometimes shouts and yells, ard to re-
S‘brain [ L] L . . . . L] L] - * - ] . L . - “ L] . L] * » L] - . . . o L ]
SPEECH: COHERENCE

Speaks in a coherent, relevant, and logical faskior, Cowversation
is logically consistent and connected by some comnon iles 0 =
LationshiD 4 o 4 4 v 4 4 v e e ek e e e e e e e e a e e e e e e

Tends to speak in an incoherent fashion, Sacressive nte of his
thought are frequently inconsistent or do :i9% hang wogsilier., Cone
versation rambles or is irrelevant . . . . . . . . o . . .. ...

Speech is incoherent to a high degree. I% appears to have little
or no associative continuity. OSpeech appears to be scattered, dis-
connected, or confused . . & & v v v 4 6 b b 4 v v e e e e h e e s

MOOD LEVEL:

Exhilarated, gay, exuberant, laughing and singing. Ignores un-
pleasant aspects and difficulties of any situabtion « « o o o o o @

Evphoric, happy, persistently cheerful even under inappropriate
CLreumSTantes o v v v v v 4 b e e b e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

Neither very gay nor very blue, but appropriate to the situation .
Generally sad, depressed. Cries easily . . v v v v v 4 o s o o o »

Very depressed and melancholic. Camnot be cheered . + o o o o .+ &

-49-

(6)

(7)

CARD VIII

w N e ©

AL & w o

3

R



5e

Te

«50-

CARD VIIZ
A, Check List of Respondent's Behavior During Interview--Continued
AGORESSIVE BEHAVIOR: ' (8)
YMost aggressive and combative. Tries to "pick a fight" at each query.
Violent outbursts of temper . . . . . . . . . Ve e e e e e e 1

Occasionally or moderately aggressive and combative. Easily irri-
tated and reacts with irritation or slgns of poorly controlled temper 2

Even temper--seldom irritable, Few signs of being either aggressive
or defensive about the interview . . . . . . . . . ... e e 3

Under-aggressive, Frequent self-negation, self-criticism, self-hate,
Does not defend himself or his past actions, but believes he is not

as good as others, Much feeling of inferiority . . . . . . . . . . . b
Extreme self-hate. Does not defend himself or actions in any WaY e

Beal and deep feelings of complete inferiority . . . . v . v v 0. . 5
ANXIETY: (9

Extremely anxious and worried, panicky, filled with apprehension.
Anticipates disasters, death, and dangers, Symptoms of deep guilt
feelings. At some point in the interview he may wring his hands,
pace the floor, strike head with hands while talking of guilt, sins,
fears, problems. « v v v v 4w v v e v e e .. . te s s e e e e e

I

Distinctly worried and anxious, May talk sbout guilt, sins, and un-

worthiness. May wring hands, etc., but not prolonged and uncontrolled 2

Shows concern only as called for by circumstances . . . . 4 v 4 . . . 3

Careless and unconcerned. Rarely shows uneasiness or uncertainty . . L

Nonchalant; completely unconcerned and without a care as to the

present or the future . . . . . . .+ . . . v e e st s e e e e e e e s 5

MANNERISTIC BEHAVIOR: . - (10-11)

Exhibits bizarre, peculiar or fantastic behavior, May repeat over

and over the same words, phrases, movements, gestures, or grimaces,

May assuime a fixed posture for long periods of time. May laugh un-

controllably., May mutter to himself agreat deal o v 4 4 4 4 4 . . . 1
Describe mannerisms:

No unusual mannerisms apparent . . o v v v v 4 v . . . . e e s e s 2

HATLLUCINATIONS: ©(12-13)

The person may report sensations for which there is no stimulus:

a. Seeing visions, ghosts, fairies, or other strange or super-
natural sights

b. Hearing voices, ringing, hissing, whistling or other strange
sounds for which there is no stimulus

¢, Talking with supernatural or deceased persons--God, the Devil,
spirits, etc.

ds  Experiencing unusually good or bad odors or tastes, or strange
olfactory sensations,

caxfa
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CARD VIII
A, Check List of Respondent's Behavior During Interview--Continued

HALLUCINATIONS-~Continued (12-13)
Describe kind and evaluate intensity of euch hallucinations.

Mo evidence of hallucinations + v v o « o o ¢ v o o s o o o o » o o 2
DELUSIONS : (1L4-15)

The person may report misconceptions or false belief about himseif,
such as:

8. DBelieving that he is a famous, important, powerful, unususlly
. gifted or otherwise unusual individual=-with no factual evie
dence to support his claim ’

b. That someone is trying to kill him, hurt him
c. That society at large or a group of people are trying to hamm,
oppress, disgrace, him :

Describe the content of the delusion and evaluate its intensity--
how firmly obsessed with it is the person.,

* & & @ ¢ 8 6 & s & e o B s »

No evidence of delusions ¢ + ¢
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PEYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE RESPONDENT:

1, Build:
Somewhat skinny . .

Average . . . . . .
Somewhat fat . . .

2, Appearance: Somewhat ugly .

Average . . . . . .

Nice-looking . . . .

3¢ Missing teeth:
None or few missing

Several missing . .
No teeth . .. ..

.

CARD VIII

16~ 1

17= 1

18- 1

Lo TUnusuval facial or other physical features. (DESCRIBE: Big nose,
big ears, deformed nose, unusually-shaped face, big scar, birth-

mark, pock-marked face, etc.)

IN AVSWERING ITHMS 5 - 8 COMPARE RESPONDENT WITH THE AVERAGE TOWER

CLASS WORKINGMAN--E,G., TRUCK DRIVER.

5, Cleanliness of clothes:
Dirty . . . . .

Average « .« . 4 .
Very clean

6. Condition of clothes:
Torn, worn . . . .
Average . .+ « . . W
Neat, presentable .

Condition of shoes:
7 ) Worn-out, run-over

Average . . + . . .

Good, new .

8. Cleanliness of hands, face: Dirty, neglected

Average . . . . . .

Clean « « v & 4 v &

(19~20)

21- 1

22~ 1

23- 1

2h- 1
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9. Were there evidences of recent drinking? Of hangover?
(DESCRIM)

(25)

II. NOTES 0if THE INTERVIEW:

1.

How cooperative was the respondent?
Very cooperative , , , . 26~

Somewhat cooperative . .
Uncooperative . . . . . .

Very uncooperative . . .

W o

2. What appeared to be his attitude toward being interviewed?
(27-28)
3., What subjects did he refuse to discuss fully or seem to be
sensitive about?
(29-30)
he In general, do you think he gave truthful answers or was
"spinaing a yarn" some of the time? What parts of the inter-
view do you question?
(31)
5. TUmat, in your opinion, are the most significant facors in this

personts being on Skid Row?
™

(32-33)
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Do you think he would accept help if it were given to him?
What kind of help do you think would benefit him?

(34-35)

What do you think must be done for this man if he is to be
rehabilitated?

(36-37)

What do you think is his attitude toward i mvo.f
sibilities of his getting off Skid Row?

~3 the pose

(38)

9s

How would you rate the intelligence of this man?

Superior intelligence (should have
gone t0 cOlege) o v v v 4 4 6 . o s

Quick, alert, intelligent . . . . .
Av

0}

STALZE o b 6w e e s e s s e @ s e

Dull, borderlirz intsalligence . . .
3 <

Deficient--fz2elic windsc, moronic

39- 1

I~ w D

U

10.

VWas this a person who seemed to have been ncrmal and happily
adjusted at one time, or does he strike you as having been
maladjusted since adolescence?

Still iS T‘\Tell_adjus-ted . - L] 3 . . . 3 . » [ ° .
Once was well-adjusted but noct now . .+ & & o &

Probably never well-adjushed; bt formerly in
much better shape than nowr . + . v & ¢ v o o « W

Probably always poorly-adjusted since adolescence

Lo~ 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,

(Li-h2)

916




