565 70

THE TURK(O-GERMAN)ISH AND MEXICAN-AMERICAN
(GUEST-)WORKERS/IMMIGRANTS IN THE WORLD-ECONOMY:
FROM LABOR MIGRANTS (OF THE THIRD WORLD) TO UNDERCLASS
MEMBERS IN (ETHNIC/RACIALISED) HARLEM-GHETTOS
(OF THE FIRST WORLD)

VOLUME I

A THESIS SUBMITTED TO
THE GRADUATE SCHOOL OF NATURAL AND APPLIED SCIENCES
OF
MIDDLE EAST TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY

BY
OZER BOSTANOGLU 565 70

IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEGREE OF
DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY
IN

CITY AND REGIONAL PLANNING DEPARTMENT

'wg_ R ST T

Dbtz il V08 GiEEEE)

FEBRUARY 1996



Approval of the Graduate School of Natural and Applied Sciences.

fox Prof.Dr.Ismail TOSUN

Director

I certify that this thesis satisfies all the requirements as a thesis for the

Degree of Doctor of Philosophy in City and Regional Planning.

Prof.Dr.Tmm

Chairman of the Department

We certify that we have read this thesis and that in our opinion it is fully
adequate, in scope and quality, as a thesis for the Degree of Doctor of

Philosophy in City and Regional Planning.

N

.Gonal TANKUT

=

v Supervisor

Examining Committee in Charge:

Prof.Dr.Génul TANKUT

Prof.Dr.Bahattin AKSIT

Prof.Dr.Rusen KELES
Prof.Dr.Melih ERSOY

Prof.Dr.Ali TUREL




ABSTRACT

THE TURK(O-GERMAN)ISH AND MEXICAN-AMERICAN
(GUEST-)WORKERS/IMMIGRANTS IN THE WORLD-ECONOMY:
FROM LABOR MIGRANTS (OF THE THIRD WORLD) TO UNDERCLASS
MEMBERS IN (ETHNIC/RACIALISED) HARLEM-GHETTOS
(OF THE FIRST WORLD)

Bostanoglu, Ozer
Ph.D. City and Regional Planning Department
Supervisor: Prof.Dr.Génul Tankut

February 1996, 809 pages

The dimensions of the globalization in terms of spatial and
technological development do dictate and enable at the same time that the
resemblances between the housing processes of the capitalist developed
and/or developing countries be taken into account, too, as besides the very
differences caused by discrete dispersal and growth processes witnessed
in the historical socio-economic evolution of the housing articulation
phenomena. The resemblances mentioned can be detected in such social
contexts.-as "racism"”, "ethnic minorities”, "ghettoization", "slums"”, and

"gecekondus" (squatter houses).
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According to a settled view, every scientific attempt aims to find
out of the very differences within the topics to be handled. Hence, it could
be asked whether it would be appropriate to look for resemblances. If they
could be effective in making one start to suspect the existing theoretical
paradigms, then, the search for the resemblances will be transferred into the
realm of the search for the differences, anyway. This result reminds one of
the dialectic process as a philosophical concept whereby the poles of an
antithesis do interpenetrate mutually despite all their opposition to each
other as being just similar to the exploration of the east while one
issearching the west on the geographical space.

The effort to display the resemblances within the social contexts
cited, would contradict the dominant urban research paradigm stemming
largely from the "Western-capitalist-white-developed- country(es)” (or the
"First World"). According to the proponent s of this"liberal” paradigm, the
developed (capitalist) countries which have completed their industrialization
processes have been able to solve their urbanization problems
apparently and in physical terms by making use of time, monetary
sources, scientific-technological and artisanal-aesthetical equipment.
These "evolutionist" scholars from the "pro-modernisation” school
state that the underdeveloped or developing countries (or the "Third

World") will also pass through the mentioned stages and, then at the end,

solve their problems.

iv



However, the situation is not so simple as stated. Neither the
Western developed countries have solved their urbanization problems; nor
the Third‘World countries will be able to solve theirs in foreseeable future.

The Thesis aims at displaying the falseness of the liberal
paradigm within the context of international Iabor migrations of
world-capitalism, in general, and of Turk(o-German)ish minority in particular,
while comparing the U.S. case with Germany (following America just a

decade behind).

(Keywords: Global capitalism, international labor migrations, urban poverty,

(ethnic/racialised) Harlem-ghetto, underclass, guestworker, racism.)
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DUNYA-EKONOMISINDE TURK(-ALMAN) VE MEKSIKA-AMERIKALI
(KONUK-) iSGI'GOGMENLER: (UGUNCU DUNYA’NIN) EMEK
GOGMENLERINDEN (BIiRINCi DUNYA’NIN) (ETNIK/IRKSALLASTIRILMIS)

HARLEM-GHETTOLAR(IN)DAKI DiPSINIF UYELERINE

Bostanoglu, Ozer
Doktora, Sehir ve Bélge Planlama B&lumu
Tez Yoneticisi: Prof.Dr.Géntl Tankut

Subat 1996, 809 sayfa

Kuresellesmenin bugln ulastii mekansal ve teknolojik boyutlar,
kapitalist gelismis velya da gelismekte olan Ulkelerdeki konut(lanma)
goriingiisiinde tarinsel sosyo-ekonomik gelisimde varolan degisik
sacaklanma ve biyUme sureglerinin nedenledigi fiziksel ve teknolojik
farkliiklarin yanisira, bu Ulkelerin konutlanma sdreglerindeki benzerliklerin
de 6neminin saptanip, agimlanmasini gerekli ve olanakli kilmaktadiriar.
Sézkonusu benzerlikler, "irkgilik”, "etnik kiimelenmeler”, "ghettolagma",

"slum", "gecekondu” gibi toplumsal olusumlarda yakalanabilmektedirler.
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Yerlesmis bir anlayigsa gére, her bilimsel ugras, ele alinan
konulardaki farkhihklann bulgulanmasini amaglar. Dolayisi ile, benzerlikler
buimaya calismanin, bilimsel ele-alisa uygun dusup, dusmeyecedi
sorulabili.  EJer bunlar, varolan kuramsal paradigmalardan  kusku
duyurtmayi basarabilirierse, o zaman benzerlik arama g¢abasi, bir anlamda,
farklilk arama ¢abasina zaten dénusecektir. Bu sonug, cografik mekanda
surekli batiya giderek doguyu bulmak anlaminda, felsefi s6ylem olarak
di.yalektik siirecgte bir antitezin zit iki kutbunun birbirlerine gecigliligini
anistinir. Anilan toplumsal olusumlardaki benzerliklerin ortaya konulmasi
cabasi, simdiye kadarki cogu "Batili-kapitalist-beyaz-geligmis (ilke(ler)"
(ya da "Birinci Diinya") kaynakli kentsel aragtirma paradigmasinin baskin
6zellikleri ile ¢eligebilecektir. Bu "liberal" paradigmanin taraftarlarina gére,
sanayi devrimlerini tamamlamis bulunan gelismis (kapitalist) Glkeler; belli bir
zaman, parasal kaynak, bilimsel-teknolojik ve sanatsal-estetik donanim
sayesinde, kentlesme soruniarini goriiniigte ve fiziksel olarak
¢Oozmiiglerdir. "Modernlegmeci”, "evrimci” bu gbéris sahiplerine
gbre,azgelismis ya da gelismekte olan Glkeler de (ya da "Uglincii Diinya")
bu asamalardan gegecekler ve sonunda sorunlarini ¢ézeceklerdir. Oysa
gergek hi¢c de savlandidi gibi basit degildir. Ne Batili geligsmis kapitalist
Glkeler kentlesme sorunlarim ¢ézmiglerdir; ne de, Uginct Dunya tlkeleri,
gérundr gelecekte sézkonusu sorunlarini kolayca ¢ézebileceklerdir.

Tez, anian paradigmanin yanlishdini; dunya-kapitalizminin

uluslararasi emek gégleri genelinde ve Turk (-Alman) azih@ 6zelinde,
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Amerikan 6megini (Amerika'yl sadece bir onyil geriden izleyen) Almanya ile

karsilastirarak, géstermeyi amaglamaktadir.

(Anahtar sézciikler: Kuresel kapitalizm, uluslararast emek gocleri, kentsel

yoksulluk, (etnik/irksallastiriimig) Harlem-ghetto, dipsinif, konuk-is¢i, Irkgilik.)
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This work is dedicated to my dear parents..
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CHAPTERI

INTRODUCTION TO THE THESIS TOPIC(S)

1.1 LABOR MIGRATION PROCESSES WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF
WORLD CAPITALIST SYSTEM

The world is undergoing immense and radical changes in the
arena of international relations. The "classical" East-West political positions
to one each other; the "cold war" between the antagonistic ideological camps
and/or blocs; the "socialist" versus "capitalist" economic policies; the "state"
versus "market” approaches, etc.; all of these once "hot" issues of
discussions have lost importance. With the falling down of the "Berlin Wall"
on 09.11.1989 and the following decay of the "Soviet Russian Empire", a
"New World Order" has come into existence under the leadership of the
United States (which has rather also been unable (or perhaps unwilling?) to
stop immediately the regional wars going on such as the one in the
Bosnia-Herzegovigna). Although the world is now in a more precarious
situation than before the collapse of the so-called "Communist Bloc", an
all-encompassing rhetoric of "globalization" is being (re)produced
uninterruptedly nearly in every remotest part of the world.

To-day, as approaching to the end of the last decade of the

twentieth century, an atmosphere of "more freedom", of "more tolerance to



oppositions and/or ethnic minorities" and of "lesser-and lesser armament”
prevails to a much greater extent than before. Of course, a very promising
and happy situation.

However, to-day also witnesses a severe and rather global
economic crisis under the serious social and health effects of which mostly
the so-called Third World countries suffer. No single day passes without
news of famines, of mass-starvation possibilities in this and that (African)
country and of child-deaths to be expected. According to the latest news (as
announced in the Turkish newspaper "Cumhuriyet" of 30.12.1995, p.3), the
World Health Organization (WHO) has called a "global urgency situation”
with regard to the growing danger of "tuberculosis” (known also as the
"poors' iliness") which has arisen again from the grave and threatening now
nearly 1,900 billion people, i.e. one third of the total world population!

Rural to urban migrations of desperate villagers in search for
existence and/or living conditions elsewhere and to a great extent in big
cities of their countries especially after the Second World War can not be
"prevented". Rural masses flow into the big cities because cities are places
for future hopes (1). However, the prevailing employment and housing
conditions in cities of developing countries are rather far away from being
satisfactory to meet the huge demand of the masses. So, the migrants to
cities tried and still try to find the solutions (however disputable they may be)
to their problems by their own ways and means creating "marginal sector

employments" as well as their technical infrastructurally rather substandard



living environments and houses, i.e. shacks and gecekondus(2). This is the
first facet of the medaillon.

On the other side of the medaillon, one observes the long
migration waves, i.e. the international and/or even intercontinental flows of
rather poor people into rich countries. The countries of emigration (or sender
countries) are mostly Third World countries (orSouthern countries,
underdeveloped and/or developing countries) whereas the countries of
destination (or host countries) are for the most part developed, industrialized
(Western) countries or some oil-rich Arab countries. (The migration to the
latter ones should and will be differentiated from the ones to the former
countries on the ground this Thesis work will embark upon.) So, the
migration movements appear to be a function and/or derivative of
underdevelopment.

Leaving his/lher own place, land, home and migrating to
somewhere else, be it another city, another country, is not a new
phenomenon. It is as old as the man's history on the globe. However, the
scale and extent of the migration waves althroughout history change
according to the prevailing world division or labour which is rather imposed
to the actors of this historical and international game. However "simplistic" at
first sight it might read, it is, we believe, of great help to understand the
international relations of our times in different areas of inquiry. First of all we
need a "world-system perspective" to handle the topic.

Wallerstein's world-system perspective of underdevelopment

departs from the assumptions below:



"1) Economic processes in the modern world take place within the
framework of a system we may call the capitalist world - economy,
and "underdevelopment” is therefore merely a descriptive term
for that part of the processes (processes, not states of being)
found in peripheral areas of this world-economy. 2) Neither the
"development” nor the "underdevelopment” of any specific
territorial unit can be analyzed or interpreted without fitting it into

the cyclical rhythms and secular trends of the world-economy as a

whole" (3). .

He further argues that there @ came to be a European
world-economy based upon the capitalist mode of production in the
sixteenth century and that the distinctive feature of the capitalist
world-economy is that economic decisions are oriented primarily to the arena
of the world-economy, while political decisions are oriented primarily to the
smaller structures having legal control, i.e. the states (nation-states,
city-states, empires) within the world-economy. Even the modemn class
system began to take its shape inthe sixteenth century (4). And where
was this European world-economy? "There are no clear and easy lines to
draw, but (..) it (is) most fruitful to think of the sixteenth century European
world as being constructed out of the linkage of two formerly more separate
systems, the Christian Mediterranean system centering on the Northern
Italian cities and the Flanders-Hanseatic trade network of north and
northwest  Europe, and the attachment to this new complex on the one
hand of East Elbia, Poland, and some other areas of eastern Europe, and on

the other and of the Atlantic islands and parts of the New World (Peru, Chile,

Brazil, etc.) (5)".



Wolf, however, criticizes Wallerstein while arguing for that the
capitalist mode of production did not come into being until the latter part of
the eighteenth century. He states that:

"Before that time, European expansion produced a vast network of

mercantile relations anchored in noncapitalist modes of

production. The worldwide movement of commodities generated
prices and money-begetting money, without as yet subsuming
both means of production and labor power under capital. Only the
conversion of means of production and labor power into factors to
be bought and sold on the market created the all-embracing

"self-regulating” market of the economists" (6).

Ancther criticism relating Wallerstein's theorization is being made
on his insistence upon an "international bourgeoisie" (some parts of which
labelling themselves as "national bourgeoisie"”) which renders the ("holist")
system consisting of center-periphery and bourgeosie-proletariat
dichotomies to function properly under the guidance of spatial hierarchy of
the capital formation and accumulation process (7).

Against this claiming for being rather static, however,
Wallerstein's emphasis laid upon thinking "spatial and temporal processes”
(8) taking place in an entity within which there is anongoing division of labour
(9) should be mentioned. As Frank from the "dependency school" had
argued for that "(e)conomic development and underdeviopment are the
opposite face of the same coin” and that "(b)oth are the necessary result and
contemporary manifestations of internal contradictions in the world capitalist

system" (10), the world-system perspective does not exclude the internal and

dynamic factors of analysis units, either.



The "modernization school” theorists had assumed a world order
consisting of independent nation-states relying upon two general categories
of conditions, namely attributes of individuals (11) and attributes of the
national society or economy (12) on their clues of which they were drawing
conclusions relating to analogies in the mechanisms of the world whole. In
this way, the neo-classical world-market conception was viewing
nation-states as independent buyers and sellers of "factors of production"
which were unevenly distributed throughout the world, i.e. over nation-states.
An unrestricted access to the world market through trade, technological
transfers, migration, etc. would allow each country to maximize its own
national production and income as a result of the maximization of world
production and income (13).

As contrary to this view, the dependency school has insisted upon
relations which blocked national development and established a
"dependence” among nation-states. Some nation-states were the
advantaged ones (or "core" countries) and the rest the disadvantaged ones
("peripheral” countries) and/or metropole-versus satellite nations (14). These
developments with inequalities among nations were all products of global
capital accumulation process which is capitalistic in its nature since two
centuries (15). And as Marx had stated all kinds of labour expropriation
forms before the industriafevolution (and hence before the actual capitalistic
accumulation process), whether it be the famous slave trade beginning from

the XVth century onwards and/or famines, starvation of masses of rural



origin after the inclosure of their lands and lifes into the capital accumulation
process, they all are related with the one and same process (16).

Slave trade was not confined to the Americas only. As Wolf
states, the European peninsula had long supplied slaves, first to Byzantium
and later to the Islamic world; in the Mediterranean, in Cyprus and Sicily,
slave labour was employed to grow sugar cane and to work in the mines as
early as the twelfth century (17). However, the extent and the scale of slave
trade is markedly great in relation with the global capital accumulation
process. The American slave trade grew gradually during the XVIth century
in response to a Spanish demand for labour in the silver mines and on
plantations, and a Portuguese demand for cutters and millers of sugar cane
in the Brazilian Northeast. Nearly 275.000 slaves were sent to America and
Europe between 1451-1600; in the course of XVIith century, the figure of
slaves exported from Africa to sugar cane cultivation on the islands of the
Caribbean has reached a total of 1.341.000 (18). Another estimation
relating to migration to America between 1619-1776 renders a figure of 10
million blacks from Africa and the figures of 250.000 whites in XVIlth and
1.500.000 whites in XVIlith centuries (19).

The eighteenth century proved "the golden age" of slaving with
over 6 million people being forcibly exported from Africa between 1701 and
1810. The main destination places of slaves were British-owned Jamaica
and French-owned St.Domingue. Although Britain had abolished the slave
trade in 1807, almost 2 million more slaves were transported from Africa to

Cuba to a great extent between 1810-1870. "Clearly the eighteenth century
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and the first half of the nineteenth century witnessed the height of the slave
trade; 80 percent of all slaves to reach the New World came between 1701
and 1850 (20)". According to some observers "the Negroe-trade and the
natural consequences resulting from it" were an ‘inexhaustible fund" (21)
and "the mainspring of the machine which sets every wheel in motion" (22).
The nineteenth century witnessed also white migration waves
originating from Europe and ending in America and other continents, as well.
Some 52 million Europeans migrated to other places between 1846-1932. At
the end of these migration waves approximately one of every eleven persons
on the globe was an European emigrant (23). Although some scholars insist
upon the "voluntary" characteristics of these migration movements as
opposed to "forced" movements of the slave trade epoch and/or including a
punishment, oppression element (under a political regime, for instance) (24),
it is not easy and appropriate to classify them under such a headline. If we
recall the upheaval caused by the industrial revolution and capitalist capital
accumulation process in the XIXth century in Europe and the impoverization
of masses of rural origin flowed into the cities in search for surviving and the
proletarianization process thereupon, then, it becomes too exaggerated to
define them as "voluntary" movements. The different sections of the
proletariat consisting of, for instance in XIXth century's London, industry
proletariat, the workers in coal mines, the workers on the agricultural fields
and the immigrants from Ireland (25) should give a clue to "economic forces"

which were effecting the "voluntary" decisions to migrate.



As Worsley has put it, landless peasants have existed throughout
history; but they had a place in the rural economy as smallholder and
labourer until the rise of capitalism which has been separating them from the
means of production -the land- and not only in terms of ownership:

"So they quit the land altogether, or are driven off. (..) Beginning
with the Great Transformation (the capitalist modernization of
agriculture and the rise of machinofacture) the city has triumphed
over the countryside, and the industrialized countries over the
agrarion ones. In the world's first major capitalist country, Britain,
there were already more people living in towns and cities than in
the country-side as early as 1861. A century later, the flight from
the land had been completed all over Western Europe: between
1957 and 1979 10 million of the remaining farm population left for
cities. That flight is being repeated, now, in the Third World
(26)".

Capitalism, the industrial revolution and the increasing need for
labor were all parts of a combined and interwoven process. Wolf states that
the units of production increased in size from the beginnings of
industrialization in the second half of the eighteenth century thus
accelerating the demand for labor. He went on saying:

"In 1849 largest iron plant in the United Kingdom, at New
Dowlais, had more than 7,000 workers (..). There were only 72
workers in the Krupp works at Essen in 1848, but nearly 12,000
by 1873; at Le Creusot in France, the Schneider company
employed 12,500 workers in 1870, more than half the people of
the town (..). (..) Intensified accumulation opens up new sectors of
the labor market, or expands old ones; decelerating accumulation
narrows work opportunities, or shifts them to regions of lower
labor costs. As changes in capital accumulation occur, the
consequent changes in the demand for labor alter, in turn, the
conditions for the emergence and stabilization of different working
classes (27)".

These different working classes (in terms of differing origins,

points of entry into the labour force, composition, etc.) are making the human



web of migratory movements in XIXth century's history. Capitalism has
always found labourers when and where there was a need for them.
Migratory movements were carrying labour as a "free" factor of production
process to market it where capitalism "forced" it. "The social history of
industrialization is that of mass movements from country to town;
international migration is a special case within this general pattern (28)".
Most of the millions who crossed the Atlantic in the XIXth century to America
from Ireland, Poland, Russia and ltaly, i.e. from the poverty-stricken regions
of Europe, were on "one-way tickets". They did not go back except a fixed
sum of 30 per cent from Nortﬁ America and over 40 per cent from Argentina
(29).

The migrants’' movements were not the result of "a general
population law" ruling everywhere and at all historical epochs in the same
manner as Malthus had claimed for (30); but they were induced by the very
law of capital accumulation process according to which the demand for
labour is determined by the variable capital, i.e. capitajﬁn form of labour
power which produces also the surplus. And what renders the capitalism to
move to greater capital accumulation stages is its ability and necessity as
well to reduce its variable capital part whereby giving way to a relative
surplus population which is called as "industrial reserve Iabpur army (31)."
So, capitalism itself has created its own population and migration patterns.

Capitalism has induced three migration waves, each a response
to critical changes in the demand for labour. The first of these waves was

linked with the initial period of European industrialization beginning in
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England. The specific characteristics of this wave was its rather short
distance (10-30 miles) since the industrial development was itself to a great
extent localized. A fixed part of this wave was consisting upon Irish
immigrants who were migrating at an increasing rate in 1840's (32).

In 1851, according to Castles and Kosack, there were 727,326
Irish immigrants in Britain, making up 2.9 per cent of the population of
England and Wales, and 7.2 per cent of the Scotland's population. They
were concentrated in cities like Liverpool, Manchester and Glasgow and they
made a high proportion of the labour force in unskilled textile occupations
and the building trades (33). They were living to a great extent under
miserable and appalling living and housing conditions as Engels has
described and were thus laying foundation to the development of the British
industry at a high speed. Whatever their sheer sizes in different industrial
cities (120.000 in London, 40.000 in Manchester, 34.000 in Bristol, etc.) they
were making "the lowest class of the population (34)". They were frequently
discriminated with regard to housing. "No Irish" signs were common for over
a century (35).

Marx had put the situation of the Irish workers in relation to their
English colleagues in a striking way so:

"Every industrial and commercial centre in England now

possesses a working class divided into two hostile camps, English

proletarians and lIrish proletarians. The ordinary English worker

hates the Irish worker as a competitor who lowers his standard of

life. In relation to the Irish worker he feels himself a member of the

ruling nation (..). He cherishes religious, social and national

prejudices against the Irish worker. His attitude towards him is

much the same as that of the "poor whites" to the "niggers" in the

former slave states of the USA. The Irishman pays him back with
interest in his own money. (..) This antagonism is artificially kept
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alive and intensified by the press, the pulpit, the comic papers (..).

This antagonism is the secret of the impotence of the English

working class, despite their organization (36)".

The second wave of labour migration under capitalism carried
Europeans overseas and especially to the United States. Wolf states that
this wave has carried 50 million people between 1800 and 1914 and that 32
million of them have been absorbed by the United States (37).

America, as mentioned before, was used to migration waves since
especially XVIth century. The main aim by these waves was to conquer and
to invade (38). The indigenous people (the Indians) were made forcibly to
work in the cities and sugar cane plantations. But the labour need was not
satisfied; and the slave trade from Africa has been initiated by the Spaniard
and Portuguese conquerors. The Indians were soon to be stigmatized and
discriminated by the conquerors as it was the case with black slaves. They
were described as wild, barbaric people attacking innocent voyagers.
According to some Spaniard scholars, the Indians were people endowed
with a slave-soul and without capability of mind. There was as great
difference between them and the Spaniards as between ape and man. All of
these discriminations merged into the social stratification system originating
from race differentiation which is observable even to-day in Latin American
countries. This stratification system defines the Indians and blacks as the
stratas at the very bottom (39).

Although the Indian slavery was “formally” abolished in 1542
except in frontier zones where rebellious populations refused to accept

Spanish sovereignty, the prohibition of slavery to Africans was not

12



undertaken due to the ever decreasing numbers of natives (40). The
estimated figures of the Indians were 4.5 million in Mexico, 800.000 in
Mesoamerica, 6.785.000 in South America, 1 million in Brazil in the year
1492. (The figure for (total) America is estimated to-day between 10-100
million all be it, however unknown, with mulattos.) (41)

When the word comes to ranking of these labourers
socio-spatially, Wolf summarized the situation as follows: "Towns and mines
came to be ringed about by haciendas; the haciendas were in tum
surrounded by settlements of the surviving native populations. This
settlement pattern was oriented toward the mines; yet it was not merely
geographic or ecological. |t was organized by the political economy it
embodied, in which each lower level yielded surplus to the level above it.
Miners sold to merchants, who extracted high prices for European
manufactured goods. Mine owners then pressed upon hacienda owners or
managers to supply them with foodstuffs and raw materials at low prices.
Hacienda owners and managers pressed upon the native communities,
drawing their members either into dependent serf-tenancy on the estates or
into seasonal employment at low wages. Within this hierarchy, the emerging
Indian communities came to occupy the lowest rung. (.) The Indian
communities (..) acted as reservoirs of labor and as sources of cheap
agricultural and craft products. (..) They thus paid with their poverty for the
system of imperial extraction (43)".

The migration wave from European countries to America has

supplied the labor force necessary for the industrialization process in the
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U.S.A. (44) which evolved into the hegemonic and mythical super power
right after the Second World War. Among the immigrants were also the Irish
people with a great percentage share present. (Almost 40 million U.S.A.
citizens of Irish origin in 1989.) There were also famous presidents to meet
among them, for instance, Kennedy and Reagan (45).

One of the efficient methods in the area of capitalist agriculture
was the so-called "labor-repressive" commercial agriculture (46), a method in
which agricultural production is based on a workforce tied to the land
through violence, coercion, and law; in other words, where workers are not
free to sell their labour (47). This "fascist" road to the modern world, in
More's definition, with its "undemocratic" political measures and mechanisms
can explain much of the "racial" experience in advanced capitalist societies.
Montejano shows this to be the case in South Texas during 1920's
generalizing his findings to Mexican Texas at that time. He states that:

"In rural Mexican Texas at this time, we find a clear (..) racially

based labor repression: more specifically, a situation where

Mexican agricultural laborers constituted a restricted proleratiat. It

may seem "paradoxical” that some condition of labor repression

should exist until 1930 (and well beyond that point) in a

subordinate region of a modern capitalist democracy. (..) (..) the

development of labor- repressive agriculture in Texas (..) must be
seen as the type of development made possible by racial

domination in the intemal peripheries of "core” states (48)".

Despite all the labor repression tools such as "vagrancy laws",
local pass systems, manipulation of labor contracts (i.e. employment
agencies going down to the border and recruiting Mexicans by making

attractive but false offers), labour agency laws, etc., the migration of Mexican

wage laborers could not be prevented. However, the rather separated, dual
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development pattern with separate neighbourhoods, churches, schools,
cemeteries has been created since then (49).

Los Angeles, the most important destination place for both legal
and undocumented Mexican immigrants in the United States even in the
1990s, has welcomed approximately 566,000 new-comers between
1970-1980, 64% of whom were undocumented immigrants mostly of Mexican
origin (50). According to the 1980 U.S. census figures there were living in
Los Angeles 2,966,850 persons of whom 1,419,413 (47.8%) were White;
816,076 (27.5%) Hispanic; 495,723 (16.7%) Black; 200,674 (6.8%) Asian
and 34,964 (1.2%) "other" (51). The majority of Hispanics live in older areas
of the city which are densely populated and heavyly industrialized. Their
mean family incomes are 63% that of whites and lowest of all ethnic groups
(52).

Worsley puts the topic in a clear-cut manner so:

"The cycles of expansion and contraction built intocapitalism have

also resulted in the periodic importation of massive amounts of

labour into the heartlands themselves. In addition to the half
million who crossed the U.S. border as legal immigrants from

Mexico alone during every year of the 1960's, another quarter

million entered illegally. During the1970's net immigration from all

countries exceeded 7 million, with another 1.7 million from Puerto

Rico (563)".

There are also nearly one million seasonal migrants going to the
U.S.A. for a fixed period of six months. All of these movements are not a sign
of invasion but a way the poverty and hunger have found out (54). At the

other side of the problematic stands the American economic policy of growth

which needs Negroe and Mexican labour without giving a hope for
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"assimilation” for these social groups. The result will be, according to
Blauner, that these groups will endure their ways of living and their
disadvantaged positions in the society in the ghettos taking place at different
parts of the cities (55).

The third wave of migrations, Wolf has mentioned, was carrying
contract laborers of diverse origins to the expanding mines and plantations
of the tropics. The wave has given way to some developments such as the
establishment of a migratory labor force for the South African mines, the
growth of the trade in Indian and Chinese contract labor and the sponsored
migration of ltalian labourers to the Brazilian coffee regions (56).

The South African capitalist development has begun with the
discovery of diamonds and gold in the last decades of the XIXth century.
Whereas in 1876 the higher-paid skilled jobs were monopolized by White
diggers, after the war between Britain and the Afrikaners for political control
in 1899-1902, by 1906 there were 18,000 whites, 94,000 Africans who were
unskilled migfatory workers,on contracts from six to eighteen months'
duration, receiving only a tenth of the Whites' wages, and 51,000 Chinese
indentured servants (57).

The "Whites" descending from the Dutchs who appeared in
Southern Africa in the XVIith century; migrant French Huguonets;
Englishment coming especially after 1820's and some Germans, do make
almost 20% of the population (58). However they have established a racist
"Apartheid regime" (59) basing on and exploitating mainly the Black labor.

Some scholars say that many South African politicians were very much

16



influenced by the Nazi movement in Germany in 1930's (60) and also by
Nazis' discriminating policy against Jews (61).

The racist regime in South Africa has also created specific spatial
configurations and settlement patterns. Wolf describes some characteristics

as follows:

"In the second decade of the twentieth century, the mines began
to rely increasingly on the import of temporary contract laborers
from the so-called Native Reserves. The Reserves consisted of
territories set aside specifically for African occupancy. They were
formed from a land area that consisted of about 13 percent of the
total territory of the Union of South Africa, as well as the area of
the British "protectorates” of Bechuanaland (new Botswana),
Basutoland (new Lesotho), and Swaziland. These areas were
expected to furnish the migratory labor for the mines,  while
providing for the families of the migrants and for old people. The
Institution of the Native Reserves, however, formed only one
component of a larger system of labor control, which involved
simultaneously the organization of an African labor supply for
white farmers and the denial to Africans of permanent legal
residence in towns and cities. (..) Still another comerstone in
the policy of labor control was the "pass" laws which required
Africans to carry residential permits, lodgers permits, certificates
from their employers, and curfew passes, and which allowed the
state to move Africans deemed supernumerary from one location
to another (62)".

From this rather long but very illuminating excerpt, one can easily
come to the very spatial foundations of "racial capitalism". There have been
also enacted very special laws in order to establish the apartheid system,
especially from the 1950's onwards. Among these laws, some were relating
more or less directly to settlement policies, e.g.: "Citizenship Act" (which was
foreseing a waiting period of 6 years for becoming citizen for a foreigner or
alien); "Prohibition of Mixed Marriages Act"; "Native Laws Amendment Act"

(which was establishing labour agency bureaux for regulating black
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migrations to cities); "Natives Amendment Law" (which was enforcing blacks
to get special permits for living in a building where there were residing
already five blacks); "Prevention of lllegal Squatting Act"; "lmmigration
Regulation Amendment Act” (which was preventing the Indians from bringing
their spouses and children with themselves); "Motor Carrier Transportation
Amendment Act" (which was enforcing apartheid in transport services);
"Promotion of Bantu Self-Government Bill" (which was enacted in 1959 and
which was reserving some 13 percent of the total land to Bantu people as
"homelands" or "Bantustan"s), etc. (63).

It must be very clear from the foregoing discussion above that the
South African regime has elaborated a thoroughly "racial capitalist
settlement pattern” if one wishes to define it in a short way.

There are also political reasons behind importing labourers as it is
the case in Malaya where the British had decided to maintain intact the
Malay peasantry and its tributary relationship with village headmen and
ruling nobles, so the need for plantation labour was met with indentured
labourers from India and contract labourers from China (64).

In the 1980's there were living some 16 million Chinese
("Huagiao”) in 9 Southeastern Asian countries (mainly in Singapore,
Indonesia, Malaya and Thailand); whereas their figure is 400,000 in North,
and 400,000 in South America; 150.000 in Africa; 160,000 in Europe and
55,000 in Soviet Union (65). The Chinese immigration between 1860-1925

was a result of international labor market (66) which was necessitating labor
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especially after the abolishment of the slave trade in 1808 in great numbers,
a demand which was giving way to the so-called "second slavery" (67).

Starting as early as 1860's, ltalians migrated to work in France,
Switzerland, Germany, Austria-Hungary, Argentina, Brazil and U.S.A. Their
number had reached almost 4 million between 1861-1911. Of them four-fifths
were agricultural laborers and construction workers (68).

One thing must be yet clear. capitalist accumulation seeks
concomitantly new and cheap labor in widely dispersed areas of the world
while making use of state apparatuses and/or ideological, legal racial,
ethnical, socio-cultural, lastly but not leastly spatial instances and
particularities in order to exploit them as much as possible. These labor
recruitment efforts are increasing and widening or decreasing in intensity
according to the world capitalist economic system's expansion or contraction
phases. Whether these cycle periods are of Kondratieffian (69) nature,
consisting of A-expansion phases and B-contraction phases, lasting 40-55
years or whether they are of "logistics" nature in Cameron's sense enduring
150-300 years (70) should not be important at this point. What matters is the
rather inherent characteristics of the capitalist system itself to create such
cycles as Wallerstein states:

"The basic contradiction of the capitalist system is found in the

disjuncture of what determines supply and what determines

demand. World production decisions are made on an individual
basis. The sum of the activities of the individual
producers/enterpreneurs constantly increases world production

(..). However, expanding world demand is not a function of the

decisions of the individual producers/entrepreneurs. (..) An

economic system in which world supply expands more or less

continuously but world demand remains relatively fixed for
medium periods of time is bound to create a cyclical pattern of
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production. Empirically the capitalist world-economy has in fact
known such cycles (..) since its beginning (..)" (71).

As a result of the contraction phases, the producers look for
reducing production factors' costs and hence the wages and seek cheap
labour everywhere. "Free processing zones" of "the global factory" (72)
starting as early as 1960's are deemed for exploitation of cheap labour in the
Third World who are reserve labour army in accordance to the New
International Division of Labour order (73). Also there appeared after 1960's
some semi-industrialized countries in the new international order which have
"planned” and realizedlabour export to developed countries, a process which
had transformed the domestic "cityward" migration into an "international" one
till 1973 (74).

During these labour recruitment processes, many types of working
classes are created. A new emerging working class in especially European
countries but also in countries on other continents, as well, is the
"guestworker class" which has been increasingly equalized in last years with

"Turkish workers" abroad.

1.2 THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS (-PRACTICAL

EXPECTATIONS).

Our aim in this Thesis work is to elaborate also the housing
and/or settlement patterns of "Turkish (guest)workers” in the Federal

Republic of Germany, in general and in (West) Berlin, in particular. This
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topic seems to be interesting to work in and worth of to be taken under
observance for several (objective and subjective, as well) reasons:

First of all, there are not (m)any research works made in this field
of inquiry by Turks and/or at the Turkish universities although we have a
great number of workers abroad. The main causes for this inertia may lie in
the "inferiority complex” of our (and most other Third World countries')
academic cadres for handling such social and economic issues met in First
World countries which, as the common belief among most of us goes
saying, have "solved" their socio-economic problems (like urbanization and
housing) created at the end of the very industrialisation processes taken
place to a great extent in the 19th century. (How is it possible for the Third
World members, albeit academic, to even "question" the material conditions
and/or socio-economic situations seen in the First World countries, in other
words in “center” countries of the world capitalism regulating and/or shaping
the (new) "World Order'?! Aren't we the developing countries which have to
ask for (not the questions, but) the answers to be "copied", "imitated” and/or
“reproduced”(!) from the already developed countries?! We should beg and
get the expertise from them and not vice versal) Secondly, the topic seems
to be a hot issue including a conflict potential for Turkish politicians and
officials and for European governments, as well, after the application of
Turkish government for full membership to the European Union. A third
reason is the necessary trial to challenge the "Western scientific and
' social way of thinking" which stands brilliantly in the foreground of the

history of thought since centuries being supported by the "orientalist"
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insights into the "Orient" such as: "West is medicine whereas East (or Orient)
is ill"; "The West is the observer, judge, jury, as well, of everything what
takes place on the stage of Orient" (75). However, there are
"misunderstandings” about "East", even "manipulations and/or distortions" on
the side of "West" in its handling the East (76)! As a fourth reason, The
mythical propaganda of and/or for the "Western democracy” should be
challenged, too. The "guestworkers" of Turkish origin and their living and
housing conditions are a good laboratory for such an aim. The fifth reason
for dealing with such a topic is that it provides for a good material to be
used for comparative purposes on an international basis nowadays when
whole nation-states covered under the roof of the United Nations are
deliberately seeking for and/or propagandating for their already-found-out
policies/solutions/remedies for their housing problems prior to the
much-awaited international "Habitat || -Conference”. This Conference to be
realized in Istanbul/Turkey between June 03-14th 1996 will be an important
tuming point on the way taking to the ideal of "shelter for everybody,
especially for the poors, including technical infrastructure and other services
until the year of 2000" (as stated by "The Global Strategy for Shelter to the
Year 2000" and accepted by the United Nations resolution with number
43/181 of 20.12.1988). The sixth and the last but not the least reason (which
could be defined as the most subjective one, however it has repercussions
and implications for rather whole Turkish society, as well) is the personal
search of the Thesis writer who had been educated for seven years (after the

primary school in a Middle-Anatolian town where his all family was living) in
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one of the boarding-lycées of Istanbul ("istanbul Erkek Lisesi") training
(also) in German language with help of German teachers, after the essential
cause for his being "sent away" to somewhere else far from his family and
home (town where there were also Turkish secondary education facilities)..
Especially the real connection of the imperial- styled building of his lycée
which had been used in the late 19th-and early 20th centuries as the
headquarters building of "Duyun-u Umumiye idaresi" ("Administration of
General Debts") established in December 1881 for (re)collecting the
Ottoman debts by foreign officials from France, Great Britain, Austria,
Germany, etc. for the mentioned foreign states, with his being introduced to
German education in the same building after so many years(!) was an
instinctive factor promoting him for his cited search. (Whether this
connection was and still is an international semi- colonization politics'
attempt, remains to be seen and/or verified in the rest of the Thesis work!)
He should confess also, to be honest, that his maybe childish(?) fears in
front of the colossal "cash register rooms" (supposingly for storing the
collected Ottoman debts) which had several sequential iron-doors maybe
40-50 centimeters of thickness each(!) and were located on the ground floor
which was everytime in deep darkness, could have also played another
instinctive push factor for his search willingness of the topic, too!

The theoretical approach to be developed and used in this Thesis
work will be based mainly on three view angles in accordance to the very

topic. The topic includes three parts to be discussed:
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1. International labor migration movements (the discussion of
which has already been made in this chapter);

2. The settling down of the migration movement(s) on the host
country's land and/or cities giving way to socio-spatial formations, i.e.
"ghettos"; and

3. The individual's (in this case the guestworkers', the
(im)migrants') interaction with these spatial settings; in other words his/her
participation possibilities and degrees in spatial structures just around
him/her.

As it is expectable, the three parts of the suggested theoretical
elaboration model are closely interlinked with eachother. The consolidation
process as a whole (consisting of three stages mentioned) is rather a long
process necessitating several generations' life-spans. The sequential order
of the stages determines also the consolidation level of the process.

The main thesis advocated in this work could be formulated so:
The housing problem is rather a global phenomenon and is not limited to
Third World countries. It is true that Third World countries are displaying
very poor housing conditions as compared to Western societies. It is true
that their cities are full of squatter housing districts. However, it is also true
that Western welfare societies have also created their squatter housing
districts in forms of guestworkers' ghettos and/or immigrants' ghettos. The
reason behind this fact is inherent in the very nature of world capitalism.
There are only degree differentiations between housing consolidation

processes of Western and Third World countries. This is not to say,
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however, that there are the same working and functioning mechanisms of
capitalist housing markets established in different nation-states. The
"articulation forms" of housing patterns in different countries should be
handled separately and in a "per se" manner but without loosing the sight
into the "essentially same" mechanisms of the world capitalism.

If we follow-up the reasoning of this work, we come across to the
"liberal democratic societies" in which the individual enjoys great "freedom"”
and participates in a "democratic" and ‘"civilized" manner in the whole
functioning of society and at a local level, in the socio-spatial processes
effecting directly or indirectly his/her own life. Apart from this, at least in
some sections of society, especially in academic circles, there are voices to
be heard of liberal and democratic-minded (Western) individuals who take
positions against, for instance, harmful undertakings or projects in the very
context of environmental health in some (Third World) countries. So, in a
generalized way, it can be argued that the (Westemn) individual participates
nearly everywhere of the globe (or at least (s)he thinks that (s)he has the
"right" to participate in global socio-spatial matters). Then, one expects that
the situation relating to the participation mechanisms and processes in
his/her own country should be of a high quality level. However, the
participation level of guestworkers in their immediate physical surroundings
is very low, if not to say none. Immigrants dispersed in the Western city and
housing networks do not enjoy participation rights, to a satisfying extent.

Another thesis of this work is assuming therefore a direct proportionality
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between the ghettos' consolidation processes and immigrants' enjoyment
level of participatory rights and activities.

Both theses of this work will be accompanied by
severa!prerequisites and assumptions to be verified by the field work. They
will be presented in related chapters. However, at this point, we consider it
appropriate to mention the theoretical framework of the study in a very short
way as it is followed in the literature.

The first part of the topic, i.e. the international labour migrations
are and will be viewed within a world capitalism perspective. The views
expressed by the so-called "conflict school" the principal advocates of which
are Rex, Nikolinakos, Castle and Kosack and Abadan-Unat, will be
underlined in accordance to the global perspective mentioned (See Ch.6).

The second part of the topic, the typical socio-spatial formations
created, i.e. the "ghettos" could be approached from a "Chicago Ecological
School" angle, viewing the ghettos rather "natural” formations created by the
"existence"-and "survival" struggles of competing individuals as "biological"
creatures behaving "economically" under "social control”. The key-words of
such an approach would be "expansion®, "concentration", "dispersion”,
"centralization", "invasion", "succession", "segregation" and "dominancy" (77).
This approach could be labelled as ‘liberal" since it gives the main
importance to individuals and/or groups albeit under social control.

Another scientific approach in this regard is the basically Marxist

approach the proponents of which are Harvey, Rex, Castle & Kosack and
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Arin, among others. One of the key-concepts of this approach is the concept
of "housing classes” as used by Rex and Moore (See Ch.2).

The third part to be discussed which designates the nature of
relationships between the immigrants and their immediate physical
surroundings, i.e. the participation aspects, has also different dimensions
ranging from the socialization processes of individuals in and for democracy
to the distinctive state and/or bureaucracy forms and apparatuses.

In this context mainly two argumentations on the integration level
of (Turkish) guestworkers' settlements in post-industrial societies will be
handled. The first argumentation developed by Kéksal elaborating the
matter in a rather ecclectic way considers the ghetto in welfare society as
consolidated by the ghetto institutions (like immigrant bureaux with
translators) created by the system's functioning and thus the integration
level of the immigrants hindered by the very institutions as such if other
social mobility canals are not open to immigrants (78). This approach could
be named as "supported integrationism via dissolution of ghetto institutions".

The second argumentation developed by Arin handles the issue
rather in a historical-political perspective and proposes a socio-culturally
pluralism only in a political arena endowed with egalitarian rights for
everybody (79) albeit in a segregated physical settlement pattern. This
approach could be labelled in a simplistic way as "segregated pluralism via
interculturation instead of acculturation”.

It is seen from the foregoing discussion that the problem(s)

formulation(s) can be compared with the ones met and made in the very
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context of squatter housing in Third World countries, e.g. "gecekondu" in
Turkey. Even if the Worlds are so far away from each other, they are
displaying (at least) some resembling processes in socio-spatial matters.
The would-be practical expectations should be related to the participatory
model prerequisites in a (be it even post-industrial) capitalist city, hoped to

be uncovered to a fixed extent, during the study.

1.3 ON METHODOLOGY

Methodology in sciences, especially in social sciences is rather a
hot epistemological debate since decades. Whether every science should
benefit from mathematical models in order to approach a "pure",
"non-objectionable”’, "rational” way of solving problems as proponents state
or whether science in its "positivistic' coverage is an "ideology" per se, are
critical counter-positions.

Koyre has stated that the philosophers of Xliith and
XIVthEenturies were very much alike their followers in XVIith century than
the philosophers of XVth and XVIth centuries. The "Zeitgeist" ("times-soul") is
not an unimportant issue (80). Then, there should be no "more modemn" way
of "science making". Every epoch has its own dominant modemity form in
scientific elaborations even in our "postmodern” days.

Some scholars of a particular historical period do favour to create
all-embracing "grand theories" like Parson's "The Social System" developing
"a structural-functional society" view and/or ideology, if one wishes to say so

(81). Others insist upon "empiricism" (whether "abstracted" or not) (82). For
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them, the world and science could only be understood in a "material” sense,
i.e. with counting, with figures, with positivistic attitudes. Galileo had stated
that the book called nature was written with the language of figures and
geometrical forms. The observer could "read" this book (only) with this
language (83). As contrary to this positivism, the scientific tradition named as
"Hermeneotics" the main proponents of which (although with great
differences between themselves) were Dilthey, Weber, the Frankfurt School,
even (young) Lukacs, has argued for that without "Geist" there would be no
way of "understanding” in an interpretitive manner ("verstehen”) in historical
and social sciences (84).

The "Vienna Circle" with its Neo-positivism called as "logical
positivism" has assumed that the reality could be understood making use of
some objective criteria to be developed without being effected thereby by the
observer's subjectivity. Lakatos had classified the epistemological theories
as "activist" and "pacifist”. The logical positivism with its science-making way
consisting of observations-hypothesis formulations in order to reach some
general laws-verification of these laws again by objective observations was
according to Lakatos' classification a pacifist theory (85).

Popper with his theoretical contribution of "falsificationism” (86)
has opened a new debate while arguing for that a scientific theory is only
valid until it is falsificated by the reality. There is no more place for the
concept of "true” in science. The scientist can benefit from all kinds of
knowledge, even from metaphysics. What is to be fighted against is not the

metaphysics, but the "pseudo-science" under the name of "science". The
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approach of "critical rationalism" will provide for the necessary impetus for
scientific undertakings (87).

Kuhn with his basic concept of "paradigm(s)" (88) has pointed out
to the existence of different perceptional and theoretical frameworks to be
used while approaching scientific problems. As a "disciplinary matrix"
accepted by a group of scientists and/or all members of a scientific
discipline, the paradigm includes all values, perceptions, concepts and
definitions used by this very group. Science proceeds only during "normai”
periods in a linear and accumulating way. During these periods is the
scientific paradigm "conservative". But during "crisis" periods new would-be
solutions are developed for old problems or new problematics are formulated
to be solved and a new paradigm created within this turbulent period gains
dominancy marking so a "revolution” (89).

Lakatos who developed the concept of "scientific research
programmes" has also given a great importance to the sociological
environment of the place where science is being made and also to the
psychological situation of the scientists while trying to create a normative
methodology to be used in rational reconstruction of science history. He
differentiates between "progressive" and "degenerating" programs which
sometimes exist side by side. He also develops many rules concerning
"scientific ethics". Insistence, honesty and modesty are some concepts of
this ethics (90).

Claiming that Lakatos did not provide us actually with a method

but only with some words resembling method (91), Feyerabend has stated
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that there is not a "scientific method" and "a rational science” to be used

everywhere. He goes on saying as follows:

"Science did not progress in a "rational” way and could not have

progressed in this manner. Rationality and clear rules would have

annihilated the very same science rationalists regard as the only
acceptable source of knowledge. More specifically, | argue that

First World science contains ideas that arose from particular

historical conditions and therefore lack universal validity.

Examples are the idea of objectivity and the ideas that knowledge

must be based on, quantitative considerations" (92).

According to him there is not a science as a closed box which is
only to be approached by special experts and scientists. Everybody has the
right and also the duty to intervene into scientific matters. Science has the
only aim of making man free. The rigid form of science making in to- day's
societies, especially in Western societies, is a sign of degeneration (93).
"(W)e must therefore say that science has many forms, that each form has
its strong points and its weak points and that a culture will use a form that
succeeds in the areas it regards as important. (....) Every culture, every
nation, can build a science that fits its own particular needs (I've underlined
it, 0.B.)" (94).

It is clear from the discussion above that there should not be any
monopoly in scientific matters. (Social) Scientists should benefit from every
source while trying to elaborate a matter. Especially in periphery countries,
the scientists have to be more eager to learn as it is a well-known fact stated

by Myrdal that our knowledge and ignorance repertoires are directed and

defined rather in an opportunist manner (95).
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In this study, the method to be used will be composed of mainly
three dimensions as it is dictated by the very topic itself. The method will be
a historically-, sociologically- and spatially-oriented method. The first two (or
one in Abram's sense (96)) dimensions will be developed by the "secondary
analysis”, i.e. literature survey. The third dimension will be developed and
used by the "primary analysis”, i.e. field survey.

From “objective history writing" we want to understand the
situation in which one gets rid of rigid cliches knowing the past and trys to
grasp the past with a wider perspective under the spot-lights of present and
future, as Carr has stated (97).

The spatial dimension is very important for (social) science
research activities because it allows for a direct linkage to the practical life
from the theory. The (city) planning researches should relate not only to land
use forms and categories but rather to the whole social system (98). On the
other side, there should also be made empirical researches not committing
failures as not going beyond the limits of the observable (thing and/or
process) as dictated by positivism, in order to attempt social change
theorizations (99).

For a sounder spatial analysis to be done, there are some
scholars like Larry Ford who suggests a "hybrid theory" to be used to study
particular places. According to him, the hybrid theory is not an update of
the "desk-drawer” approach (i.e., "a little of this and a little of that") used by
some regional geographers earlier in this century. He says that attempts to

describe the changing structure of any particular city should at least touch
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base with a variety of theoretical approaches instead of using one to the
exclusion of others and suggests three levels being "macro”, "meso’, and
"micro”. At the macro level a researcher might use macroeconomics,
Marxism, or any other approach that considers the economic or social
structure affecting the city (like capital accumulation process, capital circuits,
international controi(s) on capital flows, class, gender, and not the least
racial divisions). At the meso level the researcher can add the crucial
missing factor of "people -individual actors (i.e. "managers”, "gatekeepers"
as derived from the Weberian sociology's "institutional" approach) in the
urban scene" purposely excluded by the macro level. Micro theoretical
approaches which could be |umped together under the heading of
"pehavioral geography" and also recent offshoots such as "transactionalism”
do focus upon individual decision making and perceptions. In addition to
these theoretical approaches, one should recognize three levels of
"place-specific’ contingencies which can and do modify processes of change
in cities. Those three contingencies are "microarchitecture / built
environment", "mesospatial organization / morphology”, and "macrophysical

site".(100)
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CHAPTER 2
IMMIGRANTS AND GHETTOS IN (WESTERN) CITIES

2.1 INTRODUCTION

The Western post-industrial city has left its very evolution in close
dependence on the industrialization process almost behind. It has taken
more than a hundred years for the metropolis to become "post- industrial” in
a rather material sense. However, there is still controversy on the attained
level of provision for "human and/or citizen rights" to everybody within the
city boundaries of the western metropolis.

As to the question of what should one understand by the concept
of "citizen rights" in a modermn metropolis, it may be stated that the concept
covers the freedom and right of the inhabitant of a particular city to béneﬁt
from all kinds of local governments' services distributed in that city. These
services range from technical infrastructural services via various public
accommodation forms to socio-cultural services to be rendered.

However, as Castells fittingly puts, "The city is a social product
resulting from conflicting social interests and values" (1). Due to this fact and
"because socially dominant interests have been institutionalized and resist

change", grassroots mobilisation and demands which end in "urban social
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movements" have tended to become the (only) means in transforming the
city's role and structure in relation to and in providing for the citizen rights
mentioned.

Castells further argues that although class relationships and class
struggle are fundamental in understanding the process of urban conflict, they
are by no means the only or even the primary source of urban social change.
Among other sources of this change, one may count the autonomous role of
the state which provides directly or indirectly goods and services for
collective consumption; gender relationships; ethnic and national
movements and different types of citizen movements (2).

This far-reaching argumentation is of utmost importance in
understanding today's western metropolis which has become the fighting
arena of many political and social movements especially after the Second
World War. One of the aggravating phenomenons since then of the issue at
hand is the existence and living conditions of hundred thousands of
immigrants of another country's origin in great western cities. The majority of
these immigrants consists of people mainly from Third World countries which
were to a great extent ex-colonies of western industrialized countries. It can
be said therefore paradoxically that the Third World natives are now in
Europe (3) to eamn their lives and to enjoy being "guest’ to once their own
(former) guests. The economical interests and international relationships on
the globe are so interwoven at the end of the twentieth century that one

cannot easily differentiate between "host" and "guest” countries, however.
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There were living some eleven million immigrants in countries of
Western Europe in the 1970s when the international migration movement
has come to an end mainly due to the economic crisis of the world capitalist
system felt starting as early as in the 1960s and taking its sharpest
expression form in high-racketing of oil prices on the global market. The
immigrants are not distributed evenly. Making up over 5 per cent of the total
European population (in the 1970s) they were and still are mainly to be
found in the most-highly-industrialized and fastest-developing countries, like
Federal Republic of Germany, France, Switzerland, Britain, Belgium,
Sweden and the Netherlands. The immigrants totalling to 19 million
according to some estimates in the 1980s, have in several countries a
population share of between 6 and 10 percent. While, for instance, the
immigrant population share in Great Britain in the 1970s was 5.0%, the
figures for (F.R.of) Germany and Switzerland were 4.8% and 16.0%,
respectively (4).

Although the total amount of active working "guest-workers" within
the whole of immigrants in (F.R.of) Germany has fallen in absolute terms
from 2.6 million to 1.8 million between the migration stop in 1973 and 1982,
the total figure and percentage share of immigrants has risen from nearly 4
million to 4.6 million and from 6.4% to 7.6%, respectively, within the same
period of time (5).

The case in (F.R.of) Germany is worth of considering because a
fixed amount of 1,425,800 persons making up 32.7% of total immigrants in

that country in 1984 were of Turkish origin (6). As of 1981, in some German
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cities the percentage share of immigrants is well over 10%, e.g. in Berlin
12%, in Dusseldorf 14.8%; in Stuttgart 18.3% and in Frankfurt 23.2% (7).
The Turkish migrants were making up 19.8% of all immigrants in Frankfurt in
1980 (8).

The immigrant groups in Western Europe have a wide variety of
cultural, social and ethnic characteristics. Even within one country of
immigration, the immigrants are extremely heterogeneous. However, they
have many similarities emanating mainly from their socio-economic position
in host country's social structure, such as subordinate position on the labour
market, concentration in run-down areas and poor housing, lack of
educational opportunities, widespread prejudice and discrimination from the
indigenous populations and official authorities (9). Castles and Kosack
therefore argue that immigrants should be looked at not in the light of their
specific ethnic, social and cultural group characteristics, but in terms of their
actual social position in the class structure of the immigration countries (10),
i.e. the "socio-economic factors" rather than the "transplantation factors”
should be given priority in handling the topic (11).

However, ethnic residential segregation is a very common
characteristics of Western cities (12). The natural trend of the immigrants of
same origin to come together in a culturally foreign country is aggravated
and fostered due to concentration of the immigrants to several cities and to
specific parts of these cities. These concentration locations include industrial
regions, big cities within those regions and specific areas (like urban renewal

areas) which exhibit a very low level of infrastructural service provision in
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these cities (13). Then, the question comes to the relationship of both the
existence of a specific population group, i.e. the immigrants in the Western
cities who are living at relatively inferior standards to a great extent, on the
one hand, and the socio-cultural and/or ethnical community formations and
even ghettos segregated socially and spatially from the indigenous or

original formations of the majority in those cities, on the other.

2.2 THEORIES ON RACE AND ETHNICITY

Abner Cohen states that an ethnic group can be operationally
defined as a collective of people who share some patterns of normative
behaviour and who form a part of a larger population, interacting with people
from other collectivities within the framework of a social system (14). Weber
defines an ethnic group as a human collectivity based on an assumption of
common origin, whether real or imaginary. Gordon and Boal argue that the
basis for ethnic categorization can be racial, religious or national in origin or
a combination of these categories (15).

in Nazi Germany, the Jews were declared to be a race, although
many writers subsequently suggested that they were only an ethnic group.
The earlier practice in the United States was to differentiate ethnically
between new European immigrants and longer settled White Americans but
racially between Blacks and Whites. The tendency later has been evolved
into regarding all minorities, whether Black, Mexican- or Native-American,
European, Latin American or Asian, as "ethnic". Black and Asian people in

the United Kingdom were called as "immigrants" whereas immigrants from
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Europe, Ireland and the White Commonwealth were not. Especially after the
1960s, Blacks and Asians have been referred to as "ethnic minorities" along
with other "visible" groups like the Cypriots. It seemed to be a little bit
confusing. Some biologists commissioned by UNESCO have concluded that
the human species had a single origin and that the so- called races of
mankind were only statistically distinguishable groups with a predominance
of certain physical indices, but without any behavioural or psychological
differences at all. Therefore the notion that "race" differences could "justify"
"unequal treatment" was rejected (16).

Then, some theoretical attempts have been made in order to
elaborate with the topic. Geertz has developed the so-called "primordial”
view stating that one has to assume the "givens" of social existence like
immediate contiguity, live connection. Being born into a particular religious
community, speaking a particular language, following particular social
practices; i.e. congruities of blood, speech, custom, etc. (17). Some
anthropologists have argued, however, against this view with the notion of
"situational ethnicity" claiming that ethnicity functions primarily as a resource,
even a vehicle of class in macrosituations. Opposing this theory, Rex states
that the situational ethnicity proponents are not much concemed with
political issues of class struggle and racism. He instead makes an appeal for
a structural theory dealing with the macro-issues of the relations between
classes, races and ethnic groups (18).

One of the most challenging structural theories in this regard is

the theory of Warner (19) which says that White America had a status order
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in which individuals moved, subject to some restrictions on mobility, from the
lower, through the middle to the upper status groups (i.e. "classes"). Blacks,
too, had their status systems. But the relation between Black and White was
one of "caste". According to Cox, however, the relation between Black and
White is one of class (20). Another challenging notion in this matter is the
"theory of plural society" the principal advocates of which are Furnivall (21)
and Smith (22). Fumnivall has stated that in Burma as in Java, European,
Chinese, Indian and native people mix but do not combine and live side by
side, separately within the same political unit, meeting only in the market
place (23). According to Smith, the emphasis should be laid upon the fact
that in a plural society, suchas the Caribbean, there are several different
societies juxtaposed each with its own institutional sets composed of family
systems, law, education, religion and economic organization and bound
together politically by the State. Rex in a summarizing effort, says that what
is required is "a theory of colonial society (I've underlined it, O.B.) literally
based upon political economy” because race and ethnic relations

and political and economic relations interact (24).

2.3 ETHNICAL SEGREGATION, COLLECTIVE CONSUMPTION AND

GHETTO FORMATION
The immigrants in the Western cities, be they be understood as
an "ethnic group" (which is according to Narroll: largely biologically
self-perpetuating; sharing cultural values; making up a field of

communication and interaction; being identifiable as a category (25) or be
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they be understood as "underclass" (whether in Myrdal's sense: "unemployed
and gradually unemployable persons and families at the bottom of a society"
(26) like Blacks in the Northern American cities "left in ghettoes to rot" or in
Rex and Tomlinson's sense: "minorities, who do not share in this welfare
deal, but who, instead of forming an inert or despairing social, residue,
organize and act in their own "underclass" interest often relating themse]ves
to colonial class positions” (27)) are facing different attitudes and behaviour
of and by the indigenous people. They are discriminated against in almost
every sphere of social life. They are getting the worst and the most inferior
jobs on the labor markets. Their children can not get the educational
services as the native children do, a situation which makes the cycle of
"being immigrant” for next generations an enduring and vicious fact and
process, too.

The immigrants' housing conditions which are very bad to a great
extent, indeed, do reflect their inferior socio-economic positions in these
welfare societies very aptly. Castles and Kosack argue that the housing
conditions for immigrants are much worser than the conditions of the
indigenous populations due to some reasons such as: a) Discrimination
(many landlords refuse to rent accommodation to immigrants and many
house- owners refuse to sell property to them); b)immigrants come mainly to
the already overcrowded conurbations, for this is where jobs are available, c)
Immigrant workers belong to the lowest income groups and therefore have
littte money available to spend on rent; d) Immigrant workers with

dependents at home countries have to send regular remittances for their
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support; e) Immigrants are not accustomed to spending a high proportion of
their incomes on accommodation; f) Immigrants are newcomers with little
knowledge of prevailing conditions and prices, and also lacking the local
contacts to obtain housing (28).

Discrimination against immigrants which seems to prevent them
from access to decent housing is a social reality comparable to an iceberg
as far as the social life with its all kinds of linkages interwoven altogether is
taken into account. "In official usage" writes Worsley: "neither their social nor
their national origins were emphasized; rather, they were given a
supra-ethnic, supra-national collective and purely economic identity, that of
"guest-worker”, a term which, for all its clinical neutrality, soon acquired, in
popular usage, a connotation of stigma. On the streets, more racist
categories could be heard: "Wog" in Britain; "snake-eater" or "camel-rider” in
Germany; "spic’ and "greaser” in the USA. Yet overt and organized racism as
a generalized practice of hostility in every domain of social life has remained
a minority reaction. Massive institutionalized discrimination (racialism) was
perfectly compatible with the absence of, or overt, organized mass racism
(29). Rex makes a comparison between South African society where the
rights to the franchise, to jobs, to education and to housing are allocated on
a racial basis and Western Germany where a part of its working population
is classified as "guestworkers" and concludes that this latter situation is the
same kind of "indirect discrimination". So far as that part of the population is

concemed, government policies are racialist (30).
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The discrimination "practice" seems to have some ethnical
favorings. For instance, the Turks in (F.R.of) Germany are found by the
Germans as the most antisympthetic ethnical immigrant group according to a
survey made (31). Public opinion says that the Turks are the hardest
immigrant group to integrate because:

- Turks have a cuitural background unfamiliar to Europeans,

- Their religion is different; they are Muslims, and they live and
judge according to a different system of values,

- The number of Turks in the (F.R.of) Germany is increasing
although recruitment has been stopped (32).

A study made in (F.R.of) Germany has indicated that: "Foreign
workers™ behaviour in the West Berlin housing market is restricted by the
limited resources of the market itself and, more importantly, by the
discriminatory dual operation of the distributive system impinging upon these
migrants, which redefines their role to accord with the maintenance of the
duality in the labor market. (....) The politico-legal discrimination of the public
sector can be amply demonstrated and the price discrimination documents
the widespread existence of private prejudice (33).

According to a classification made by Castles and Kosack relating
to housing forms of the immigrants, there are mainly three types of housing
for them, being (34):

i) Special housing for immigrant workers: Hostels either
financed and built by (making use of) public (resources) or by private

company (resources) (Heims in (F.R.of) Fermany; Fonds D'Action Sociale
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(F.A.S., Social Action Fund) hostels in France); housing provided solely by
the employers (most group accommodation provided by employers for
immigrant workers consists of wooden huts; dormitories are usually shared
by at least four men, more often six or eight, often sleeping in double- decker
bunks; heating and cooking is done by means of coal stoves; communal
washing facilities are often primitive and sometimes outdoors);

ii) The private housing market which discriminates against
immigrants as discussed above and which lets them only in the direction of
concentration locations mentioned before in. (The parts of towns where
immigrant people settle usually lie in or near the centre. These areas are the
most dilapidated ones and lack, due to overcrowding, the necessary
communal facilities like schools, hospitals, libraries, social centres and the
technical infrastructural services such as (hot) water, (inside) toilets, (central)
heating, etc., which make up coliective consumption services in a city.

As more and more immigrants are forced due to the private
market and public policies to settle in these areas, these poor housing areas
turn into proper slums. The immigrants are in some cases accommodated in
multioccupied furnished lettings, known in Britain as "lodging-houses” which
are generally older properties, lacking modern facilities, in areas being
deserted by the better-off sections of the English working class. In France
the private market has no other alternatives to the immigrants to offer but
"attic rooms" provided for maids in the houses of the Paris bourgeoisie; all
sorts of old buildings inadequately converted and used for lodging large

numbers of immigrants; Hotel Meuble or Hotel Garni type of
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accommodations with very poor facilities and lastly, but not leastly,
bidonvilles or squatter houses comparable to the ones in Third World
countries);

iii) Public housing. (Sozialwohnungen in (F.R.of) Germany and
Switzerland; Habitations a Loyer Modér € (H.L.M.s, low rent dwellings),
Cites de Transit (transit centres on the way from bidonvilles H.L.M.s.) in
France; council houses or flats in Britain) (Although there seems to be equal
rights for the immigrants to make an appeal for public housing as the
natives, the reality tums out to be in most cases that the system on the
paper being not so proper functioning as foreseen.)

Some scholars argue that the concentration of immigrants in
certain areas is not so serious if one compares it with the black ghettoes in
the U.S.A. (35). However, "even within this short period of history, most
European cities housing migrant workers have managed to secure
residential segregation" (36). "There are streets where a majority of the
residents are immigrants”, a fact which reveals "a dangerous tendency
towards segregation and towards ghettoes, if not stopped (37).

Rex claiming that the residential segregation is one important
consequence of housing-class-struggle, says the following:

“Insofar as minority people are forced to live together, communal

ethnic ties will be strengthened by daily interaction. (....)

Generally, residential segregation is a powerful force against

class integration. It fosters instead the "de facto" differential

incorporation of the minority workers who (....) belong to separate
communities" (38).
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This insight gains due importance as far as the other wellknown
view of the same scholar is remembered stating that there is a class struggle
over the use of houses and that the differential access which individuals had
to desirable housing divided men into "housing classes" (39).

Gordon states that a series of sub-societies are created by the
intersection of the vertical stratification of ethnicity with the horizontal
stratification of social class. He calls these sub-societies "ethclasses" and
says that the ethnic group is the locus of a sense of historical identification
while the ethclass is the locus of a sense of participational identification.
With a person of the same social class but of a different ethnic group, one
shared behavioural similarities but not a sense of peoplehood. With those of
the same ethnic group but of a different class is the situation reverse. The
only group which meets both criteria is the ethclass (40).

Boal asserts relating to the spatial effects caused by an ethnic
group's entering into an urban residential matrix that if the group has very
few differences from the host society, rapid "dispersal” into the urban spatial
structure is to be expected. If ethnic group-host group differences are initially
important, the ethnic group will display "spatial concentrations" which can be
called as "colonies". The life periods of the colonies are dependent upon the
inherent cohesion factors emanating from the ethnic group and external
pressures from the host society. Whenever the dominant factor is internal
cohesion, the spatial concentrations are to be called "enclaves”. Whenever
~ external factors limit the dispersal of the spatial concentrations, the latters

are to be called "ghettos" (41).
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Morrill-makes the explanation more imaginable while putting the
emphasis on the Black ghetto as follows:
"The ghetto has been described (...) as the geographic
manifestation of a social phenomenon- the physical as well as
social segregation of a group discriminated against by a more
powerful one because of its real and/or perceived differences. The
Afro-American and also the Puerto Rican and Mexican-American
are the most recent targets of this process and are the present
occupants of the ghettos (....). It is popular among certain White
groups to argue that since earlier occupants-the Irish, Italians, or
Polish immigrants-have been rather thoroughly assimilated into
the wider culture that the Black ghetto, too, is but a passing
phenomenon. However, for good reasons, especially the sheer
physical distinction of blackness and subsequent partially isolated
cultural development, time may not erase this ghetto" (42).
Esser pointing out to nearly the same dichotomy between
"ethnical colonies" and "socio-spatial differentiated formations" states that if
the external pressures including existing prejudices, stigmatizations and
discriminations on various markets of scarce goods against immigrants
endure and the total figure of the inhabitants reaches a fixed amount, then,
the breeding place for a ghetto is ready. However, he asserts that there is
not an expectation for Turkish colonies "to institutionalize themselves”
everywhere in (F.R.of) Germany except for two regions: West Berlin and

Ruhrgebiet (43).

2.4 CONCLUSION

It remains to be seen in due course of time; but there are some
signals pointing out to the direction of ghettoization in the case of
immigrants' housing in Western cities (44). As Arin has pointed out very

clearly, the Turkish migrant population, belonging to the working class and to
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an ethnically, socially, legally and politically discriminated against group, is
living in lodgings of the city which have traditionally been marked by
negative features, i.e. small flats with poor sanitary equipment in houses in
bad condition, inadequate supply of social infrastructure, parks and facilities
for recreation, etc.. These areas are often urban renewal areas. The
concentration of the Turkish migrant population in poorly equipped housing
areas is the continuation of the historical concentration process of lower
social classes and underprivileged minorities who have constituted the
population of the same housing areas since the "economic revolution"
Kreuzberg (W.Berlin) for example was founded as a housing area, as a
"Ghetto" for workers from Pomerenia and Silesia (45).

According to Harvey, the only "ghetto eliminating policy" wouid
take into account that poor groups must, of necessity, live where they can
least afford to live. Therefore, the policy would presumably supplant
competitive bidding with a socially controlled urban land market and
socialized control of the housing sector (46).

In the capitalist economies, however, such interventionist
mechanisms for controlling the land market and/or the housing sector are
regarded as "disturbances" of the very system. Because of that reason, it is
possible to conclude here with a rather pessimistic view in relation to the
disappearance of the immigrants' ghettos in Western cities. To the contrary,
more ghettos will be created in, at least, foreseeable future. The political

rights of immigrants should be strived for in order to resist their inferior
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position in social structure which reflects itself onto the physical space as
ghettos in order to alleviate their socio- spatial problems.

Let's move to the (North) American scene in order to observe

immigrants and ghettos more closely on the spot.
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CHAPTER 3

HISPANIC AND MEXICAN-AMERICAN MIGRANTS IN THE

U.S.(SOUTHWEST)

3.1 INTRODUCTION

In this part of the Thesis, Il endeavour to handle a very
heterogenous demographic population group, the so-called "Hispanics" living
in the U.S., in general, and concentrated as they are in the southwestern
region and/or "Sansan” (San Francisco-Los Angeles-San Diego)
megalopolis'(1), in particular, with the aim of rendering an(other) solid ground
to compare different ethnic labor migration processes witnessed rather at a
global scale.

There is a wide-spread view held by at least some students of
international labor migrations claiming that there are close similarities with
regard to the migration processes taking part in the U.S. Southwest between
the U.S.A. and Mexico on the one hand, and in Europe, between Germany
and Turkey, on the other. In 1986, for instance, a conference was organized
in (West) Berlin under the heading of: "Turks in Berlin -Mexicans in Los

Angeles / What can we learn from one another?"(2) Then deputy mayor of the
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city of Los Angeles Mrs.Davis who was personally of Mexican origin had
stated the following:"All too often in examining domestic issues we tend to
isolate ourselves from universal and historical cause and effect. The parallels
to be examined at this conference should be based first on examining the
differences, thereby recognizing the inherent similarities of "Turks in Berlin
and Mexicans in Los Angeles."(3) The Berlin Commissioner for Alien Affairs
had replied with a sanctity: "(..)Los Angeles is our only twin city(..). We are
apprentices at this meeting and our American guests (..) from Los Angeles,
are in many respects our teachers (..)."(4)

Let's begin with the gargantuan task of learning ahead, while trying
to find out differentiating similarities and/or resembling discrepancies

regarding the cases mentioned above.

3.2 HISTORICAL SETTING OF HISPANIC MIGRATION TO THE U.S.
Hispanics are those people whose birth or officially declared
ancestry defines their origin in Spain or Latin American countries. The U.S.
Census adopted the term of "Hispanic" (coming originally from the Latin word
"Hispania" designating residents of the Iberian Peninsula) in 1980, in order to
classify those who are: i)Mexicans, Mexican-Americans, Chicanos; ii)Puerto
Ricans; iii)Cubans; iv)Central and South Americans; and v)Other Hispanic. Of
the Hispanics living in the U.S. in 1980, a total of 14,6 million, 60 percent
were Mexican, 14 percent Puerto Rican, 6 percent Cuban, and the rest of 20
percent from Central- and South America (with a small percentage share from

Spain). They are heavily concentrated in some parts of the United States.
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Over 75 percent of the Hispanics recorded in the 1980 census, were living in
solely four states, namely: California, Texas, New York, and Florida. California
alone sheltered a fixed share of ailmost one-third.(5)

In 1988, the respective figures for Hispanics living in those four
states were: 34%, 21%, 11%, and 8 percent. The majority of Hispanics in
California (85%) and Texas (90%) were of Mexican-; whereas the majority in
New York (60%) were of Puerto Rican-; and the majority in Florida (70%) were
of Cuban origin. In 1988, according to the Bureau of Census, there were
altogether 19,4 million Hispanics, making 8.1 percent of the total population.
This estimation does not include the 3,4 million Puerto Ricans living on the
island; but it does include an estimated 1,3 million "undocumented" aliens,
coming mostly from Mexico. So, the "actual" Hispanic population in 1988 was
around 24 million and in 1990 24,5 million. Greatest Hispanic concentrations
on the American space in 1990 are met in the following nodal cities: Los
Angeles (6 million), New York (2,7 million), Houston (1,3 million), Chicago
(1,28 million), Miami (1 million), and San Francisco (1 million). By the year
2000, Hispanics are expected to become the largest minority group in the
U.S., with a total population of 31,2 million.(6)

Although Spanish as a common language apparently seems to
combine them, Hispanics do have a great diversity among themselves. Most
of the Spanish-speakers are not immigrants; there are Spanish-speaking
Californians, Texans or New Mexicans whose ancestors lived in the
Southwest long before their respective states have been conquered and

annexed by the U.S.; they are (as 'racially" regarded) whites, blacks,
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mulattoes, and mestizos; full-fledged citizens and unauthorized aliens;
economically oriented immigrants and political refugees; they have come from
many different countries including Mexico, Puerto Rico, Nicaragua, Cuba,
Guatemala, Colombia, El Salvador, Honduras, Dominican Republic, Spain,
and Argentina.

Most members, at least 60 percent, are of Mexican origin,
consisting of native-born Americans and immigrants; another 13 percent have
come from Puerto Rico (and are U.S. citizens by birth); the third sizable group
is Cubans with a 5 percentage share.(7)

According to Portes, ethnic groups in nation-states do come into
being mainly through three alternative ways, namely: a)Conquest;
b)immigration; or c)Political negotiations and settlements conducted and
agreed upon by some spatially contiguous nations to create a common
nation-state. Ethnic communities in the U.S. have emerged through either
conquest or immigration; Spanish- origin groups per se came into being rather
through a mix of both conquest and immigration, i.e. their migration flows
reflect, "almost mirrorlike", the expansion of the United States into its
immediate periphery causing the social and economic fabric constructed
under the Spanish colonial domination (starting as early as the very beginning
of the sixteenth century) to be ruined away, a great social turbulence making
concerned Hispanics more open and vulnerable to American hegemony, than

ever before.(8)
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It is a very astonishing story, how the U.S. almost two hundred
years ago with its states forming no more than "a loose chain of territories
wedged between the Atlantic Ocean and the Allegheny Mountains" and with
its population in 1790 less than four million (3,172,000 whites and 757,000
nonwhites, mostly blacks) could destroy Spanish America with a population
(at the end of the eighteenth century) of seventeen million ( containing 3,25
million whites, 5,5 million mestizos (of Spanish-Indian lineage), 7,5 million
Indians, and 0,75 million blacks).(9) However, if one takes into account the
internecine disputes of the Spanish empire basing on a harsh imperial rule
generating different forms of colonialism, seignorial in kind with its all sorts of
evils, shot through with caste privilege, and widely dependent on peonage,
the vulnerability of the system makes itself manifest. The socio-economic
hierarchical structure was consisting of the following layers (from top to
down): i)The "peninsulares” (Spaniards from Europe generally holding the
highest positions in church and state); ii)The "criollos” (whites born in the
colonies including landowners, businessmen, and professional people);
iif)The "mestizos" (children of unions between whites and Indians, usually
illegitimate and performing jobs depending on wage such as craftsmen,
soldiers, foremen, petty traders, and laborers; and thus forming the bridge
between Spaniards and Indians); and lastly iv)indians ("underclass of
outsiders”, although they did most of the unskilled labor on the
haciendas).(10)

Even though there is no much room here to handle the settlement

history of the Americas in detail, it deserves to be mentioned while passing
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the tragical fate of the Indians who are actually the "real" inhabitants of this
continent since their arrival in North America (originally from Asia during the
Pleistocene age via the Bering Strait land bridge) as early as 10.000 B.C.-
50.000 B.C., perhaps even earlier. Early Indians have dispersed eastward
along the river valleys of the Great Plains, westward around the heel of the
Rockies to Southern California, or southward into Meso - America (including
Mexico). Later migrations to the "New World" occurred after the final
submersion of Beringia. Eskimos, Aleuts used wooden dugouts and skin
boats to cross the Bering Sea.(11)

The total number of these"hosts” as "native Americans” was only
1,364,033 (omitting Eskimos and Aleuts) in the 1980 census!(12) Some
scholars do estimate their population figure in 1990 as exceeding two million
(13) whereas others claim that it must lie around 1,960,000.(14) Half of them
were living in the West, 26% in the South, 18% in the Midwest, and 6% in the
North. Only four states in 1980 had Indian populations more than 100,000
which were: California (198,275), Oklahoma (169,292), Arizona (152,498),
and New Mexico (107,338).(15) The respective figures for the year 1990 were
as follows: 242,164; 252,420; 203,507; and 134,355. (16) Native Indians (17)
who were forcibly removed from their original habitats and/or lands by white
settlers and "dumped" into "reservations" after being defined by the Supreme
Court as "domestic dependent nations" in 1831, do provide for the best
example of "internal colonialism".(18)

Yet, another illuminating example is displayed by Puerto Ricans.
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3.3 THE PUERTO RICANS IN THE U.S.

When Columbus discovered the island of Puerto Rico in 1493,
there were living some 50,000 "Tainos" indians on the island. After the death
of the majority of the natives from a combination of smallpox and exhaustion
by the year of 1530, Black slaves were introduced into the island.(19) In 18486,
out of the total island population of 440,000, some 51,000 persons were
designated as slaves mostly pressed to work on sugar, and tobacco
plantations. Slavery as a racially deep-rooted, and socially dividing
institution was abolished juridically only in 1873. Spain granted Puerto Rico
which was at the last calculation a long-neglected outpost of the (Spanish)
Empire its independence in November 1897. In April 1898 the U.S.Congress
declared war on Spain; in April 1899, after the Treaty of Paris ending the
war, Puerto Rico became ‘"the first real colony" of the United States used
mainly as a base for U.S. naval operations and military exercises taking place
in the Caribbean.(20)

North American colossal influence on the island's primitive
economy basing on agriculture which could not have been made to prosper
under the Spanish hegemony to its full potential extent possible (21) and on
its people's social way of living has made itself apparent in the displacement
of former (mainly dispossessed) peasants from their workplaces and
subsistence farms to the cities (in order to find a job for making their living).
The U.S. capital has poured into new sugarcane plantations and mill

costruction, a development at the end of which most agricultural workers
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including day laborers ("jornaleros”), tenant farmers ("agregados”), (and also
small farm owners) started to pauperize and to proletarianize. The so deeply
transformed and radically reconstructed agricultural structure has given way
to rural-urban exodus, (labor) migration, and urban unemployment.(22)

The Jones Act in 1917 has provided for the islanders U.S
citizenship along with the obligation of performing military duty in the armed
forces. It is not an exaggeration to claim that the provision of the citizenship
status to the Puerto Ricans was to a great extent an outcome of the need for
military personnel (in the U.S. army) during World War |I. Although the Puerto
Ricans had migrated to the U.S. right after the colonization, the process did
not gain a big impetus until 1930. There were living some 1,600 Puerto
Ricans in the mainland in 1910; by 1920 the figure was around 12,000; by
1930 around 53,000; and by 1940 over 70,000.(23)

Thé inflow of Puerto Ricans has accelerated after World War Il (as
it is the case in many parts of the capitalist world) due to mainly three
reasons: 1-The continuing industrialization and urbanization processes of the
island under U.S.auspices displacing subsistence peasants; 2- The
disappearance of the barrier of a long and expensive sea journey by boat
(taking five days and costing $150) with the advent of inexpensive air travel
(lasting only seven hours and costing $64); and 3-The speed-gaining and
widening activities of the labor recruiters for the expanding U.S. economy
which was generating a huge demand for low-wage unskilled labor. Thus,

between 1946-1964, during the so-called "Great Migration" period, a sum of
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615,000 migrants arrived in the mainland, i.e. an annual average of
34,000.(24)

The Puerto Ricans were heavily concentrated in New York, and
especially in East Harlem (between 96th and 125th Streets, and from Fifth
Avenue to Third Avenue), thus tumning it to "Spanish Harlem". Just as the
Jews residing in East Harlem and then moving out along the IRT subway to
the East Bronx, the Puerto Ricans, too, have migrated in the same direction
(and to the West Side, to Washington Heights, to Chelsea, to the Lower East
Side of Manhattan (redubbed "Loisaida"), to Queens, and to Newark and other
communities in New Jersey, as well) but only right after the saturation point
was hit with regard to the old-law tenements of East Harlem, the vacancy
rates of which (in the middle thirties) were a sheer 15 percent!(25)

The. Puerto Ricans have to a great extent felt and experienced
discrimination and residential segregation based on their ethnicity,
employment and racial particularities. The great majority of the Puerto Rican
newcomers after World War || began on the lowest rungs of the economic
ladder. Many of them have started to work in the garment industry, in small
manufacturing, in restaurants and hotels, in the electronic equipment
factories, and in other light industries. Many worked as bus boys,
messengers, dishwashers, carwashers, and also as cranberry-pickers, and
as roughest-work- doers on New Jersey truck gardens and chicken-farms.(26)
Whereas they do seem specially adapted to fit into American multiracial
society, containing persons of every possible color and shape (i.e. men and

women of European (usually of Mediterranean) appearance; "trigue/tnos"
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("wheat-colored'people with light brown skins); "gente de color” (dark or
black-skinned) Puerto Ricans), the stark truth has proven to be just the
opposite of the expectations.(27) Although they are (at least juristically) U.S.
"citizens" and therefore also entitled to vote, i.e. to take part in the local and
general political decision-making processes, as contrary to the would-be
predictions, the social and cultural links between mainland- and
island-based Puerto Ricans are close and complex. There is a continuing flow
of passengers between the U.S. and Puerto Rico. "A great part of the
movement between New York and San Juan consists of people going back
and forth for visits, to take care of sick relatives or to be taken care of, of
children being sent to stay with one family or another".(28) Glazer succinctly
describes the unique character of the Puerto Rican migration to New York City
and settling down process in the form of an artificial transplantation as
follows(29):

"Something new perhaps has been added to the New York

scene-an ethnic group that will not assimilate to the same degree

as others do but will resemble the strangers who lived in ancient

Greek cities, or th e ancient Greeks who set up colonies in cities

around the Mediterranean."

Coupled wifh displacement caused by urban renewal activities and
outlawing of subdivided apartments and brownstones converted into
single-room and rooming houses(30), which were for Puerto Ricans a major
place of residence in the 1950s, and also under the pressure of the tight
Manhattan housing market, vast numbers of the Puerto Ricans became
literally "homeless" on a permanent and/or temporarily basis! Some of them

migrated into new neighborhoods cited above and apartments in the Bronx
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and Brooklyn. Some others have searched for boarding possibilities in one of
their relatives' and/or friends' houses. Quite ironically, "slum clearence”
schemes proposed and undertaken at a large scale especially in the 1960s
and 1970s and "improving a neighborhood" meant very often "moving out
those who are most crowded, have the least room, and whose resettlement
offers the most difficult problem for themselves and city agencies."(31) The
Puerto Ricans were not an exception in that sense, either, providing, to the
contrary, a very vulnerable urban population group. As witnessing to this fact,
the Puerto Rican housing quality is as poor today as it was some 30 years
ago. Almost one-tenth of all Puerto Rican households in New York City lived
in uninhabitable quarters in 1981, which is twice the rate for blacks and three
times that of whites.(32)

In a thoroughly elaborating effort with regard to Puerto Rican
housing conditions (in New York City), Sanchez states that both nationally
and in New York City, Puerto Rican employment and income levels have (over
the years since World War Il) actually declined relatively, e.g. in 1979, the
median family income of all Puerto Ricans in the U.S. ($9.855) was much
lower than that for Mexican- Americans ($15.171), blacks ($12.674), or whites
($21.904), whereas the Puerto Rican unemployment rate nationally was also
one of the highest during 1980, i.e. 13.7%, as compared to 10.3% for
Mexican- Americans, 8.4% for Cubans, 6.3% for whites, and 14.5% for
blacks.(33) After recalling the thesis saying that (because) housing
opportunities are related exclusively to personal income, these reported

declines in Puerto Rican employment and income levels would produce
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similar declines in Puerto Rican housing conditions, Sanchez points out that
the topic of housing in capitalist societies cannot be reduced to simple
economic transactions where individuals exchange value for equal value. For
instance, although 16% of Puerto Rican households were overcrowded in
1980 (i.e. more than 1.01 persons per room), this figure was a substantial
improvement as compared to the 40% figure in 1956. This improvement can
be attributed to the fact that more than a million whites have left New york City
between 1950- 1960 and that in this same period, over 77,000 public housing
units have been constructed which were available to Puerto Ricans and
blacks.(34) However, one area of housing that has worsened for Puerto
Ricans is the ratio of rent paid to income: In 1980, the median rent- to-income
ratio for Puerto Rican renter households (in New York City) was 36%,
compared with the 28% ratio for all renter households in the city; the same
ratio in 1960 was for the Puerto Ricans 20%, whereas the figure for all NYC
households was 18 percent. So, over the years, "Puerto Ricans have had to
devote progressively greater shares of their income for rent as their relative
economic situation has declined".(35)

Another fact with regard to Puerto Rican housing is the general
government withdrawal of fiscal and program support for the infrastructure
and public service needs of their settlement areas (together with the areas of
black settlement), with a belief (since the early 1970s onwards) that those
areas considered not profitable for capitalist investment were in decline and
therefore not worthy for public expenditures. The result of this (disguised)

"official" policy has been the acceleration of the destruction process of (mainly
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old and dilapidated) housing stock inhabiting Puerto Ricans, blacks, and

other low-income urban residents.(36) If one points out, ironically enough, to
the fact that dilapidation and destruction processes "create" another public
housing stock for blacks and/or Puerto Ricans in the form of the so-called "in
rem" units (i.e. those units taken by the city as a result of abandonment, tax
relinquency, and foreclosure), of which some 112,000 were in the city's hands
in 1981, and more than 78 percent of them were occupied by the mentioned
low-income groups, the tragical dimensions of the situation will be visualized

more clearly!(37)

3.4 THE MEXICAN-AMERICANS:BEING (UN)DOCUMENTED BETWEEN
TWO WORLDS

Mexico before the Spanish invasion in the 16th century was a land
living in isolation from the rest of the world and populated by various Indian
tribes among which the "Mayas" were the chief and dominant ones who had
established a great culture starting from the 1500s B.C. first in the southern
parts of Meso-America; then in Chiapas (southern Mexico), Honduras and
Guatemala regions (between 300-900 A.D.); and lastly in the Yucatan region
(of Mexico) (betweén 900-1200 A.D.). The Aztec Indians who were known as
"Mexica" had gained control of central and southern Mexico after conquering
the indigenous tribes by the 1100s and had created a great and monumental
("Aztec") Empire (between the years 1100-1500) which still causes its

students feel astonished. The Aztecs being skilled astronomers, artists,
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engineers, and architects, built pyramids, aqueducts (some of which are still in
use!), palatial homes, parks and zoo0s.(38)

The Mexicas were a "Chichimec" people speaking a Nahuatl
language who had migrated into the Valley of Mexico from the north (and
arrived in the region as soon as 1168) like the "Toltecs” before them who
had managed to become dorhinant in the early 10th century and who were
known as the master builders of their times erecting palaces with colonnaded
and frescoed halls, tall pyramids and masonry ball-courts in their cities like
"Tula". The Mexicas founded supposedly in the year 1325 two settlements on
swampy islets in Lake Texcoco, having no other choice left in the fierce
competition for territory: "Tlatelolco" and "Tenochtitlan”. After a while,
however, Tenochtitlan conquered and absorbed Tlatelolco. The residents of
Tenochtitlan, the "Tenochas", have started to call themselves as "Aztecs" after
the legendary "Aztlan" from where they were supposed to have come.
Tenochtitlan soon became an Aztec city of many hundreds of monumental
buildings interconnected by an elaborate system of canals. Its population
counted 300,000 when the Aztec empire was comprising five million people
altogether.(39)

In 1521, a Spanish explorer, Hernan Cortés, was welcomed very
warmly by the Aztec chief Montezuma who was under the influence of a
centuries-old legend predicting the arrival of Quetzalcoatl, the fairskinned and
bearded serpent god who was banished from Mexico, but who was expected
some day to retumn. Cortés conquered Mexico rapidly benefitting from the

chaotic mental turbulence created by the very myth(!) mentioned and also by
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the horses(!) of the Spanish soldiers, animals unknown in Mexico at that time,
and claimed the land for the Spanish Crown.(40)

The Spaniards have established a new socio-economic system
andgor mode of production basing upon the (peaceful and forceful, as well)
inclusion of several racial groups making rather a vertically departmentalized
hierarchical structure according to which there were mainly four "castes" as
mentioned before: i) The "peninsulares”; ii)The "criollos" (or "Creoles"); iii)The
"mestizos"; and iv)The "Indians".

As religion and government were closely interlinked with eachother
in Spanish society, the conquerors have engaged into the creation of a
captive labor force consisting mainly of Mexican- Indians and Africans (who
had accompanied the Spanish on their exploration of the West). The church
had the task of converting the Iindians to Roman Catholicism. But this was not
the sole function of the clergy. The church also founded schools, hospitals,
and introduced to the Indians better farming methods; thus created a captive
labor force in service for them. The labor force had to build and also live in
villages called as "congregaciones" and support the community with its
(newly) taught skills. Apart from this, Spain lured by the mining and agriculture
potentialities located farther north (in the area that is now the southwestern
United States) encouraged its colonization efforts further via another way of
granting successful conquerors and settlers the right to Mexican- Indian labor.
Under this "encomienda" type of colonization, the settlers (known as
"encomenderos") were obliged to provide their workers with food, clothing,

shelter, and health care, although it was not the case in most instances. In the
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16th century, a new, and a more brutal system called "repartimiento" was
invented, according to which the Indians were assigned to work on some
(Crown) projects for a specific amount of time, and in return of which they
were entitled to be paid wages, fed, and housed. However, all these
administrative and governmental constructs had proven to be inefficient labor
supervision measures; the Mexican-Indians were not better off than slaves in
most of the times. A combination of Spaniard mistreatment and European
diseases obliterated more than two-thirds of them, over the course of the 16th
century, thus giving way to the emerging domination of "mestizos" (people of
mixed Mexican-Indian and (European) Spanish blood) as the ancestors of
today's Mexican- Americans.(41)

The Mexican-Americans have other identifiers, as well: "Chicanos”,
"Latin(o) American(o/a)", "Spanish American", "Hispano", "Spanish surname”,
"brown”, "La Raza", "paisano’, and "Mexicano", among others. The term
"Chicano” is preferred by the younger members of the group and also by
those who favor cultural pluralism, secession or separatism and who reject
"the cold and materialist Anglo culture” while preferring instead the "“family
warmth and solidarity"(42), whereas the "Mexican-American" is preferred by
aged persons and by those favoring Anglo conformity. The terms "Hispano" or
"Spanish American" define those persons in northemn New Mexico and
Colorado who prefer to trace their ancestry to the Spaniards.(43)

Galarza et al. have given a detailed account of the
Mexican-Americans in a very contrasting and colorful way as follows which
seems to be worth of being cited in a lengthy form (44):
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"The(se) people (..)are as old as the Spanish conquests of the
1500's before there was a British Jamestown and as recent as
tomorrow's immigrant who will walk across the border, visa in hand,
to join relatives in East Los Angeles or Denver. They are as rural
and roote d as a mountain villager of Trampas, New Mexico, and as
mobile and urb an as a United States congressman. Their early
ancestors contributed to the area, and consequently to American
culture, the domesticated animals of the region: horses, cattle,
sheep, and goats. They brough t the fruits and most of the
vegetables that have made agribusiness wh at it is in the
Southwest today. They brought the knowledge (..) to extract the
minerals (..). The livestock industry and its (..) cowboy mystique are
their legacy. Irrigation and (..) water laws derive from them.
Christianity came with them. Some say they were greedy and
undoubtedly many were (..). Their treatment of the Indians was
harsh and exploitative, but as often as not the Indian was
incorporated in to the society (even through marriage), rather than
killed, driven off, or corralled in reservations. Racism was not one
of their contributions to this land. Later ancestors, colonists of a
differen t type, brought to a newly-unified country the brawn and
muscle needed for its development. They were poor and they
lacked sophisticated skills. Yet they built the railroads (..). Their
sweat developed the vast agricultural lands. Their labor
constructed the houses and publ ic buildings. (..) And out of ground
that had once been theirs, they created the West- for the use,
profit, and enjoyment of others."

The claim that "racism was not one of their contributions" should be

viewed cautiously. However, while comparing the relationships between the

Spaniards and the Mexican-Indians on the one hand, and between the

Anglo-Americans and the American-Indians on the other, McLemore states

that the two expanding colonial powers (consisting of the Spaniards moving in

south-north direction from the 16th century onwards and the English moving

in east-west direction from the 17th century onwards) which would one day

come close to eachother and collide (!), were handling the Indians in a

radically different manner: The Anglo-Americans who were relying heavily on

a "private, profit-sharing method" (to promote exploration and colonization),

81



had developed a hostile Indian policy of "exclusion and extermination’,
whereas the Spaniards who were relying for their colonization efforts more
strongly on the crown and church, had developed an Indian policy of both
hatred and love for the Christianized Indians, i.e. they were aiming at bringing
the Christianized Indians into their colonial society "peacefully if possible but
by force if necessary". In the last case, the Indians were thus bound to the
Spanish masters and the land in a form of human slavery, but they also were .
(Christian) human beings accepted as an "integral, if lowly (actually "at the
very bottom of the society") part of Mexican society".(45)

Portes & Bach among others have argued for that the heavy
presence of Mexican descent population throughout the American Southwest
is a phenomenon which has not predated the conquest of the region by the
U.S., but that followed it: "Mexican immigration is unique in that it came to
populate a region that belonged previously to the immigrants' country of
origin".(46) Mexican-Americans are one of the three of America's minorities
forced to join American society- together with the American-Indians and
black Americans- but besides this, they have been conquered on their own
land undergoing "a process of colonization quite similar to that experienced
by the native populations of Africa".(47)

A sequence of revolts witnessed between 1810-1821 has prepared
the grounds for Mexican independence from Spain. But during those years,
both countries had seemingly ignored the northern territories where the
Anglos who were regarding the Mexicans as "a backward people in a

backward land" had started to invest for the future with a great eagerness. By
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the 1830s a total of 30,000 Americans had settled down in Texas, also
benefitting from the land grant issued by the Mexican government to lure
Anglo settlers. This (government's) colonization program caused a
paradoxical end- situation, namely, by 1835, the Anglo-American immigrants
outnumbered the Mexicans in Texas by about 5 to 1. At the end, Texas broke
away from Mexico in 1836 and became an independent nation. In April 1846,
a battle between Mexican and U.S. troops occurred north of the Rio Grande
(river). The conflict was involving not only the disputed land between Mexico
and Texas, but all of Mexico?! And in February 1848, Mexico surrendered and
accepted the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo according to which the Rio Grande
was established as the boundary of Texas, over one-half of the Mexican
territory - including what are now the states of California, Nevada, Utah, New
Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, and parts of Arizona - was ceded to the U.S.,
thus leaving the today's southwestern region to Anglo-Americans, as well,
turning the Spanish-Mexican-Indian group of that region into a conquered
group in their own land!(48)

The members of this conquered group were given the right to
choose between two alternative ways. They could either "retain the title and
rights of Mexican citizens, or acquire those of citizens of the United States”.
As a result of this provision, approximately 75,000 Mexicans have obtained
American citizenship, property rights, the right to religious freedom, and the
right to maintain their culture and traditions.(49) Unfortunately, the paperwork
is not enough to make the promises reality. Gonzales states that following the

military defeat of their country, the Mexicans were treated as a "conquered
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and defeated people”; their constitutional rights were ignored, their land was
taken from them, and thus, "they were relegated to the lowest level of social
existence", until the time when the introduction of railways into the region and
the development of a agricultural and cattle industry in the U.S. Southwest
have had accelerated the discovery of the Mexican worker as an ideal source
of cheap labor.(50)

In order to racialize their past and future exploitation activities and
wishes, the Anglo-Americans had started to fabricate their stereotypes and/or
stories relating to the Mexicans as early as right after the Texan
independence. In an account stemming from 1837, an Anglo writer describes
the Mexican situations in a way helping to mold the "the sleepy Mexican under
his wide-brimmed sombrero" stereotype, as follows(51):

"The Mexican of San Antonio, of a dark eye and hair and a thin,

bronzed complexion, is inferior in stature and physical development

in every particular to the Anglo- Saxon. (.) The people are
cowards, an_d like all persons of this description are cruel to those
within their power. (..) The Mexicans love to talk(..).(..)The life of the

Mexica n here is one of unconcemed indolence and ease.(..) The

small quantit y of comn (..) produced from a little piece of ground,

and (..) his animal food (..) there is no necessity for much bodily
exertion. Fro m eleven o'clock A.M. to four P.M., the doors of the
houses are usuall_y shut, and the inmates lie (..)upon the floor(..).

When the heat (..) has abated, the streets are again thronged with

(..) Mexicans. The evening is spent by a large portion of the

population at the fandango, a kind of Spanish waltz."

Rios, while embarking upon the popular Mexican stereotype
existing across the length of the United States, says that the symbol of the
Mexican is the "peon" asleep against the wall of his adobe hut or at the foot of

the saguaro cactus, wearing only sandals. He is assumed to be lazy and

given to putting things off until "manana” (tomorrow). His burro awaits him.
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And at some point in his life, the peon wakes up, takes a drink of tequila, puts
on his sombrero, and emigrates to the United States -of course by swimming
the Rio Grande! In the U.S. the peon becomes immediately "sinister"; he is
now described to be proud and hot- blooded, easily offended, very jealous, a
drinker, a brawler, a knifer, promiscuous, cruel, a flashy dresser, a good
dancer, and a "Latin lover" or a "lousy lover"!(52)

As it is put forward by Noel, if there are three conditions met, i.e. if
one group has greater power than another, if there is competition for rather
scarce resources, and if ethnocentrism prevails, then a system of ethnic
stratification inevitably will arise.(53) Mcl.emore says that all of these three
conditions were present in the case of the borderlands between Mexico and
the United States.(54)

A combination of racialized social (re)production of ethnic clichées
and stereotypes on the one hand; and some economic and governmental
developments such as the discovery of gold in California in 1848, the
termination of Chinese immigration movements (to California with the
Immigration Ban of 1858; and to the U.S. as a whole with the Chinese
Exclusion Act of 1882), the completion of the transcontinental railroad (1869)
(serving to transport agricultural products from California to the East), the
construction of massive irrigation projects implemented because of the
Federal Reclamation Act of 1902, and lastly, a lot of construction activities of
diversified types like canals, dykes, reservoirs undertaken in the "new" U.S
territories(55), all have created a huge demand for Mexican (‘idle" and

"lazy"(!)) labor. Thus, the great migrations of the Mexicans to America(!) have
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started. Or, if you wish, they rather have been made to migrate into the
Americanized economic depths of the prospering world capitalism.

As Portes & Bach have said, the Mexican labor immigration
movements until the beginning of the 20th century were taking place outside
of administrative controls "as a gradual drift northwards of agricultural laborers
in search of temporary employment". The economic devastation wrought by
continuous political instability especially (from the 1860s through the turn of
the century) and also the construction of the national railroads in Mexico had
contributed their shares to this labor flow.(56) The Mexican laborers who were
actively recruited by the southwest growers (of citrus, melon, tomato, cotton,
spinach, onion, vegetables, forage crops, sugar beets) and railroad
companies while being offered "free rail travel" and "wage advances" as
incentives (57), were also escaping from poverty and starvation at home. U.S.
census figures show a surge in the total Mexican-American population from
approximately 75,000 in 1890 to 562,000 in the year 1900.(58) After 1910, the
Mexicans had another reason for escape, i.e. the Civil War. During the
Mexican Revolution (1910-1924) some half a million Mexicans fled their
country; and overall 715,000 Mexicans had left for the United States.(59)

The migration traffic across the border was free before the Great
Depression (i.e. the stock market crash of October 1929) has had it be
felt(60); and the Border Patrol was not established until 1924. The "National
Quota Act of 1924" which had established quota restrictions on European
immigration and excluded the Japanese, had left the entry for Mexicans free

(under existing visa conditions, of course). The law had contained also
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provisions making it possible for a Mexican immigrant to work on the
American side of the border during the day, but to stay at his residence in
Mexico during the night.(61) After these administrative measures had been
introduced, thousands of Mexicans started to cross the borders as "illegal
immigrants” ("indocumentados”). They found different ways to cross the
poorly guarded 2.000-mile border. Many were aided by American employers
wanting a steady supply of low-cost (Mexican) labor for their farms and
factories. As Catalano described succinctly, the Mexicans were very
vuinerable in those transactions(62):
"Some employers hired professional smugglers who forged
documents to bring in illegal immigrants. The smugglers, termed
"coyotes”, turned the workers over to an "enganchista’, or labor
contractor. Occasionaly, employers would report illegal immigrants
to immigratio n officials after the work was done and before the
wages were paid. As illegal immigrants, the Mexicans had no lega
recourse.” '
Both World War | and Il periods have proven to be the times for the
Mexican labor to be called upon, whether it be legal or illegal. When the
World War | broke out and as thousands of young men marched off to war,
the U.S. Food Administration asked the Department of Labor to ease the
restrictions limiting migrants to agricultural works, as a result of which many
Mexicans began to enter (even) skilled professions like mechanics,
machinists, etc. Many industries located in midwestern and northern cities
(Chicago, for instance) drew large numbers of Mexicans, t00.(63) Between
two wars, however, the Mexicans were hit seriously by the "Repatriation

Program" (of 1929) which encouraged Mexicans, even if they were American

"citizens", to accept the "voluntary repatriation". Whereas in 1930 there were
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approximately three million Mexicans in the U.S., almost half of them returned
to their country between the years of 1929 and 1939.(64)

With the entry of the United States into the World War 1l in 1941,
there emerged e new and immediate labor demand for shipyards, industrial
plants, automobile and truck assembly lines, weapons factories, bomber
factories, and agricultural industry. However, Mexico did not allow its citizens
to go to the United States, because the war had also created labor shortages
in Mexico, as well, and because Mexico's government had lost its faith to the
U.S. as a "good neighbor”. Thus, instead of permitting an unrestricted flow of
its workers, Mexico agreed in July of 1942 to send "braceros" (farmhands)
there on certain conditions such as: The braceros were to receive free food
and transportation; they also were not to be given workplaces presently filled
in by American residents; and they were to receive some guarantees with
regard to wages, working conditions, and living quarters. It was‘also agreed
that only a limited number of workers could be employed within a given year;
and that selected Mexican officials could investigate any complaints. Over
167,000 agricultural workers had been recruited under the program between
1942-1945. When it was terminated finally in December 1964, it was
calculated that five million Mexicans had participated in this transborder labor
exchange program. However, the real figure of workers participated is much
more than this, because the bracero program has stimulated the flow of
"indocumentados”, including also the so-called "campesinos" (Mexican farm
workers) who were selling their labor for less than the braceros.(65) According

to some writers, the program has been of great benefit to large-scale
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American farming enterprises, on the one hand, and to Mexico's economy, on
the other, which had received about $318 million from the remittances and
savings of braceros between 1942-1947, a total sum contributing probably
around 1 to 2 percent a year to Mexico's annual income.(66) Another
advantage gained by the Mexican government during this program had been
the possibility for it to protest formally the acts of discrimination against "not
only their citizens in the United States but also against Chicanos"; e.g. the
Mexican government had protested in October 1943 "the segregation of
children of Mexican descent in certain Texas schools" and ended the bracero
program there.(67)

Aiming at "providing a means for Mexicans to earn wages without
allowing them to become permanent residents", the bracero program could
not reduce the number of the illegal workers. "Mojados”, who are also called
"wetbacks" (because they were commonly swimming the Rio Grande in order
to gain entry into the U.S.), had been both the cause and target of law
strengthenings by Congress in the "Operation Wetback" campaign of 1954, at
the end of which in one year more than a million and within 5 years, 3,8
million indocumentados were expelled from the United States.(68)

Garcia y Griego points out to the widely accepted belief in the
policy circles and in the popular press that the average annual net
undocumented Mexican immigration in the 1970s and even late 1980s has
approached 500,000 and that the bulk of supposedly 4 to 12 million

undocumented aliens in the U.S. was composed of Mexicans. He also
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underlines the general expectation that the supply of emigrants from Mexico
will grow in the 1990s, too (maybe at about 200,000 per year).(69)
Cornelius in his turn says that the Mexican migration to the United
States usually has been analyzed from a "supply-side" perspective, i. e.
giving more attention to the higher-paying job opportunities in the U.S.
economy rather than investigating the large and growing "demand" for
Mexican labor in the same economy. According to the supply-side
proponents, he goes further by saying, "the presence of a large,
predominantly undocumented Mexican labor force in the United States is an
artificial and pathological phenomenon: a cancer that can and should be cut
out of the economy, through government actions (e.g. employer sanctions
legislation)". Basing upon the field survey data (of 1983-1984) relating to 177
immigrant-dependent-firms producing different types of goods and services in
California's three largest metropolitan areas (San Diego, Los Angeles-Orange
County, and the San Francisco Bay area) with ten or more employees making
substantial (i.e. at least 25%) use of Mexican (and other foreign-born) labor,
Cornelius states as follows(70):
"(.)the "Mexicanization" of certain jobs, firms, and industries in
recent decades is an integral part of much more fundamental
processes of economic and social change in the United States and
in the U.S. role in the global economy. (..)The available data also
suggest that reliance upon Mexican labor to fill low-skilled,
manual-labor jobs is not simply a matter of U.S. capitalism seeking
to protect its profits. The demand for Mexican labor in the U.S.

economy is selective.”

Tienda also stresses the inevitability of the Mexican migration to

the U.S. by saying(71):
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"After forty years of steady development, Mexico-United States

migration is now so institutionalized, so widespread, so much a part

of family strategies, individual expectations, and community
structures, in short, so embedded in social and economic
institutions, that the idea of controlling it is probably unrealistic.

Migrationis inherently a social process(..)."

This inevitability and/or uncontrollabilty may seem to be
paradoxical if one reads a U.S. Congress (Dillingham Commission) report (of
1911) about Mexican migration prepared some 80 years ago(72):

"Because of their strong attachment to their native land (..)and the

possibility of their residence here being discontinued, few become

citizens of the United States. The Mexican migrants are providing a

fairly adequate supply of labor (.) While they are not easily

assimilated, this is of no very great importance as long as most of
them return to their native land. In the case of the Mexican, he is
less desirable as a citizen than as a laborer."

Comelius again draws our attention to the very fact that the
impacts of U.S.-bound labor migration upon Mexico (although in eight key
sending states of Michoacan, Guanajuato, Jalisco, Zacatecas, Durango, San
Luis Potosi, Baja California, and Chihuahua concentrated, which account for
70 percent of all illegal migration) are strongly felt in a socio-economically
and socio-spatially interlinked chain consisting of (after the mentioned
"states",) regions, "municipios", towns within municipios, and families within
particular localities; and that most of those units have a long (50- 60 years')
tradition of worker sending to the United States.(73)

Portes & Bach do support the existence of this "impact- chain" in

form of a cyclical migration pattern which in last years has started to

incorporate also a labor-market: shift "from a temporary rural labor force to a

91



lower-tier urban proletariat (in the competitive sector of the American

economy)" as follows(74):

"Temporal labor migration to the United States is deeply embedded
in the social and economic fabric of remote Mexican rural
communities. Remittances sent by migrants provide means both of
consumption and resources for investment in agricultural land and
even industry. But if remittances are central to the economic life of
these communities, so too is the eventual return of its migrants.”
The eventual retumn of the migrants (of the Los Altos de Jalisco
region, for example) from the U.S. is within a time span of six to eight months,
as Cornelius found out(75), however, the migration process itself never ends!
If we share the view that "immigration, because it represents the
movement of a work force, is above all an economic phenomenon” as Calavita
has stated(76), then, what are the mechanisms behind the endurance of these

labor migrations taking place between Mexico and the Southwest region (of

the United States)?

3.5 THE POLITICAL ECONOMY OF THE SOUTHWEST U.S. WITHIN

GLOBAL CAPITALISM

3.5.1 Theoretical Reflexions on Global Restructurations

The labor migration movements witnessed in the U.S. Southwest
region are a direct and inescapable socio-economic phenomenon of the
today's international division of labor (IDOL), a rather globally structured
mechanism of the capitalist world-economy having also very great

socio-spatial imprints upon the geographical areas and specific locations in
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discussion. Here I'll dwell on the IDOL in a more concentrated way in order to
deepen and to shed more light on the theoretical analysis introduced in
Chapter 1 while making use of the Southwest U.S.

As it will be remembered, the modern capitalist world- system in the
Wallersteinian sense(77), includes three types of country: 1-"Core" countries
(which make up the leading industrial members of the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), thus including North-west
Europe, North America, Japan and Australia, and thus excluding Greece,
Portugal, and Turkey); 2-"'semi- periphery" nations (consisting of the
middle-income OECD members like Ireland and also newly industrializing
countries (NICs) such as the Republic of Korea, Taiwan, Turkey, Brazil,
Mexico, and Singapore, which are dependent on core countries for capital
investments); 3- "periphery” countries (i.e. poor countries and most of the oil
exporters of the developing world).

According to Wallerstein, the modern world system has emerged
between 1450 and 1600 in Europe as a capitalist world economy having a
logic aiming at continuously expanding like much as previous world empires
(such as the Russian Empire, the Ottoman Empire, Persia, and China)(78):

"The capitalist world-economy which came into existence (..) is a

network of integrated production processes united in a single

division of labor. Its basic economic imperative is the ceaseless
accumulatio n of capital, made possible by the continuous
appropriation of surplus -value, which is centralized via primitive
accumulation, the concentration of capital, and the mechanisms of
unequal exchange. It s political superstructure is the interstate
system composed of "states”, some sovereign, some colonial.(..)

As the world-economy has expanded over historical time in

consequence of its internal needs, it has "incorporated” new zones

into the world-economy's division of labor.(..) In zones like the
Caribbean, North America, or Australia, the indigenous polities
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(and large parts of the population) were destroyed upon
incorporation, and new colonial states were established, often with
the help of European settler populations.”

In the late 1960s, and the 1970s, some scholars have started to
talk of the so-called "new international division of labor" (NIDL) (paralleling the
discourse created and/or supported by the world-system theory). The
proponents of the NIDL thesis are holding that the international division of
labor means that " different forms of control over labour for different types of
production in different regions of the capitalist world economy"(79) and that
there exists an historical and an analytic contrast between a "classical’-, and a
"new" international division of labor in the sense that the classical one existed
when a few industrial countries (of western Europe, the U.S. and Japan)
producing capital-, and consumer goods were confronting the vast majority of
underdeveloped countries which were integrated into the world economy as
producers of raw materials.(80) In contrast to this, the authors argue that the
NIDL comes about when the profitable production of manufactures for the
world market becomes possible not only in the industrialized countries, but
also in the developing countries, and when, apart from this, commodity
production is subdivided into fragments which can be assigned to different
parts of the world which can provide the most profitable combination of capital
and labor.(81)

Hill claims that in the 1960s, the industrialized countries of the
world began to meet severe problems of structurali unemployment,
underutilized plant capacity, stagnating domestic investment, capital flight

abroad, and fiscal crises of the state; and that the poor and export-dependent
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nations have been locked into a trajectory of deepening rural poverty and
expanding urban slums. The NIDL is both a response to and a mirror of these
world events.(82) In an effort to summarize the trends which have created the
crisis of the 1970s, Hamilton has identified seven such trends: 1-A slowing
down of economic growth and steadily falling profits, particularly in the
industrial core countries; 2-Rising levels of inflation reducing profits and
hampering capital accumulation; 3- Increased international monetary
instability caused and perpetuated by: a)under- or over-valuation of exchange
rates as a result of the transition from fixed exchange rates to floating ones,
and b)increasing indebtedness among NICs and some underdeveloped
countries following immense borrowing from the "petrodollar® surpluses
created in the OPEC countries; 4-The introduction of new social values
associated with social welfare and environmental protection which also raised
some industrial costs; 5-Feedback effects of new innovations and
technological changes in the fields of energy-saving and microelectronics
reducing the demand in “traditional" sectors (such as steel,
electro-mechanical products, etc.); 6-A resurgence of political volatility
diminishing the extent of world trade activities; and lastly 7-An increasing
intensity of international competition induced by the postwar liberalization of
trade, and the spread of industrialization to the periphery. (83)

As tensions have had started to arise between the developed-, and
developing countries due to the very economic strategies (such as the
export-led industrialization policy) followed (by many Third World countries),

and as for instance underdeveloped regions have had become increasingly
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competitive in the production of labor-intensive goods because of the
existence of comparatively very low wages (and while international costs of
transport and communications have dropped continuosly), the developed
industrial economies have implemented some counter-policies within the
scope of the NIDL, as follows(84):

1- The first policy is the "high tech" option aiming at increasing the
productivity in order to maintain high wages for workers, and large returns for
investors and firms through the development of new and more sophisticated
technology;

2- The second policy is outright "protectionism" seeking for "orderly
marketing arrangements”, measures against real and/or imagined export
subsidies or dumping by developing world;

3- The third policy is to try to adapt to the changing pattern of
international comparative advantage by integrating production operations
across national boundaries according to the cdmplementarities between
factors of production in developing and developed world (i.e. performing
unskilled assembly in low-wage areas, and the more skilled jobs in developed
countries).

According to Glickman(85), during the 1950s and 1960s, labor was
imported from the periphery and semi-periphery to the core countries,
capital-intensive exports were sent from the core to the semi-periphery and
periphery, most trade and foreign investment flows were of intra-core
character, and low-cost energy was imported from the peripheral oil-producing

countries. However, after 1974, the following new trends were detected: As
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economy was worsening, most labor migration movements ended, foreign
direct investment (FDI) increased from the core to some NICs, more
labor-intensive imports came from the NICs to the core, and high-price energy
was imported to the core countries. FDI did not go to the previous labor
exporters; capital exports went to some NICs, where there were cheap labor
pools to exploit in assembly operations, especially in the semiconductor,
textile, clothing, and shoe industries. Auto, chemical, steel, and rubber
operations have been relocated from developed nations for marketing
purposes or to supply other overseas operations and functions. The
globalization of automobile industry(86) and a similar globalization of the
semiconductor industry(87) helping to the widely usage of the concept of the
"Global Factory"(88) (established while benefitting from the improvements in
comhunications technology and changes in business organization) are thus
to be considered within the very scope of the NIDL.

The mentioned globalization and restructuration processes within
the framework of the NIDL have affected both the developed and developing
worlds in differing dimensions and to varying extents possible; however, there
were detected some very clear socio-spatial happenings, cases, events,
movements and flows (of persons, businesses, and informations) which
caused new transformations- of the human settlements' spaces taking place all
over the world. At the end of these rather instability generating entropic
happenings, there appeared the world of modern capitalism which is both "a
worldwide net of corporations and a global network of cities"(89), comprising,

on the one hand, "world (command) cities"(90) such as New York, London,
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