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In this book we try to help the reader better understand the var-
ied racial and ethnic populations of Southern California. Our
perspective differs from that of some authors who deal with these
important and sometimes sensitive matters. This is because our
book is not written to support a particular viewpoint or policy
regarding multiculturalism, assimilation, or the treatment of cer-
tain ethnic groups. Nor is the book a polemic about racism or the
need to either eliminate or preserve race- and ethnic-based prefer-
ences. On the contrary, our descriptions of thirty-four racial and
ethnic populations in Southern California are designed to pro-
vide a broad foundation of knowledge about the people and
places of this region.

Our most important primary source for this book is the
1990 U.S. census. Although the census is not perfect, as we
explain in chapter 1, it is the standard by which other statistics on
the American people are judged. No other source equals the
detail and quality of its data.

We hope that the availability of the factual base represented
by this book will help local residents see how their own lives and
those of their neighbors and friends fit into the larger society,
economy, and places of this region. Some of our results may also
be useful in providing a common ground for policy discussion
and future research.

Some people stress a distinction between race and ethnicity,
racial groups being those with memberships mostly defined by
aspects of physical appearance, such as skin color, as interpreted
by the dominant group. In contrast, ethnic groups are those not
visibly different from the general white population. Both racial
and ethnic groups stress their distinctive cultures and identities.
With the intermixing of populations, it is not surprising that a

distinction between racial and ethnic groups must be blurred and
unsatisfactory. Although we recognize that an individual’s physi-
cal appearance is a significant factor in how he or she is assessed
and treated by others, we do not attempt to make a racial-ethnic
distinction. We consider all people as belonging in varying
degrees to ethnic groups—whether defined by physical appearance,
language, religion, national origin, or some other criterion.

TThhee  IImmppoorrttaannccee  ooff  EEtthhnniicc  IIddeennttiittiieess

There would be no point in writing this book unless we
acknowledged what most Southern Californians already know
from their daily experiences—that Southern California is substan-
tially fragmented by ethnicity, by social class, and by locality. In
this book we study especially the ethnic dimension of that frag-
mentation, and we also examine how ethnic groups intersect with
class and place. At the end of the book we look at intermarriage
rates between groups to determine how much the walls between
ethnic groups have broken down and the extent to which various
groups have come together socially.

Some people believe that ethnic groups are no longer impor-
tant in our nation, that we are all simply Americans. We share the
belief that America is richer to the extent that friends, employees,
and political and business leaders are chosen and people judged
as individuals without regard to physical appearance, religion, lan-
guage heritage, or national origin. However, in both Southern
California and the United States ethnic cultural differences and
various prejudices make many people most comfortable with
members of their own ethnic group and sometimes unfavorably
disposed to certain other groups.

Preface and Acknowledgments
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Even if no one were evaluated for employment or housing
opportunities or in other public situations lower or higher than
other people because of his or her perceived ethnic identity, eth-
nicity would continue to affect our private lives. Racial and eth-
nic identity would still make a difference in our choice of close
friends, marriage partners, and where we lived.

In recent decades ethnic identities in the United States have
been particularly emphasized. This is partly because government
policy at various levels has accentuated certain racial and ethnic
identities in the collection of statistics and in contracting, hiring,
and promotion. Statistics on minority populations provide a
basis for measuring progress toward overcoming discrimination. 

Another major reason has been the resurgence of immigra-
tion. Most immigrants are more strongly tied to the culture and
society from which they emigrated and their corresponding eth-
nic group in the United States than to the broader American cul-
ture and society. Although most of these immigrants and their
descendants become much more integrated into American soci-
ety as the years pass, their relatively recent arrival as of the 1990s
accentuates ethnic pluralism. 

UUnnddeerrssttaannddiinngg  SSoouutthheerrnn  CCaalliiffoorrnniiaa  
aanndd  IIttss  PPeeooppllee  

Many people have never heard of some of the ethnic groups
who are living in their midst, and most people have glimpsed
the various cities of Southern California only from freeways.
Most of us are acquainted only with our small worlds, connect-
ed by freeway travel. The populated part of Southern California
appears undifferentiated and uninteresting because we know lit-
tle of it and because single-family houses and apartments in one
area look so much like those in another. However, this book
demonstrates that ethnic and other differences between areas
which appear superficially similar are often real and important.

Swelling especially during the 1980s, immigration has
grown so large that by 1990 a fifth of all foreign-born people in
the United States lived in Southern California. Many of the
international transplants are highly educated, cosmopolitan,
and wealthy. At the other extreme are many who attended only a

few grades of school in their home country. The flood of new
arrivals has transformed Southern California in ways that are
often observable but not well understood, and these recent
changes have partially masked underlying tensions among estab-
lished white, black, Mexican American, and some Asian com-
munities. 

Americans often know nothing of the backgrounds from
which immigrants have come. Older residents may be friendly
toward their new neighbors, but beneath a veneer of welcoming
acceptance lie anxieties about these strangers and their potential
impact here. Immigrants themselves are often so overwhelmed
by the difficulties of daily survival that they make little attempt
to understand the larger multiethnic society of Southern
California. Societal tensions may also result from suspicions
about other groups with respect to appearances of great wealth
or poverty as well as the somewhat distinctive occupations and
business activities of some groups. People’s concerns about all
these matters are seldom stated in public because Americans are
uncomfortable with such differences in a society that is ostensi-
bly democratic and is symbolized, some believe, by a “melting
pot.”

We try to confront the reality of Southern California’s new
ethnic pluralism head-on by measuring, analyzing, and interpret-
ing the region’s varied ethnic groups and their characteristics.
This is a step toward understanding the reality of life in
Southern California—a reality which is sometimes distorted by
images and rhetoric but which nonetheless undergirds intereth-
nic relations and the functioning of society as a whole. Lack of
knowledge about the similarities and differences among groups
opens the way to unfounded rumors and feelings of deep resent-
ment. If people can better grasp what has been happening
around them, they will be better able to cope with the changes.
Enhanced mutual understanding may help to alleviate mistrust.

Although this book describes and analyzes several basic
characteristics of the various racial and ethnic populations, it
does not attempt to cover everything. We do not treat the inter-
relations of ethnicity with politics and power, with religion, or
with values, lifestyles, health, or crime. 
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AAnn  UUrrbbaann  GGeeooggrraapphhyy

The themes of our book link it strongly to urban geography,
urban sociology, and urban history. The discipline of geography
is usually defined by its special viewpoint or perspective on the
world, rather than by any specific subject matter or content area.
The perspective of geography emphasizes the characteristics and
relative locations of places. Geographers investigate and explain
the spatial or areal patterns of things and people, as well as the
interrelationships of these. Urban geography simply applies this
perspective to cities and suburbs. Sociology’s focus on social
groups and history’s emphasis on change over time and on inter-
connections between phenomena in time mean that those disci-
plines are complementary to and intimately related to any geo-
graphical study of ethnic groups. We have tried to interweave
research from all three disciplines because they all investigate the
same real world.

With our emphasis on both the socioeconomic status and
location of ethnic populations, we continue a tradition of
research on intraurban differentiation that began in the early
twentieth century. In recent decades, however, much urban
research has neglected localities or treated them perfunctorily.
This book may better balance the status and geographical aspects
of urban differentiation. Also, most research in sociology and
much in geography has stressed theory and generalizations, but
some of the most fascinating and provocative aspects of a region
lie in its specifics. Because we think that details are at least as
interesting as broad generalizations, our book is distinctive in its
wealth of detail about places and ethnic groups.

AAbboouutt  tthhee  CChhaapptteerrss

Chapter 1 explains the basic concepts underlying our analy-
ses of ethnic groups. We view Southern California as having a
social structure with three primary dimensions—ethnic identity,
socioeconomic status, and geographical distribution. The book
explores these dimensions and how they intersect and interrelate
with each other. 

In chapter 2 we explain how and why the region’s basic
urban spatial patterns developed. This provides a background for

interpreting the distributions of ethnic populations in subse-
quent chapters. The chapter also explains the several factors that
have resulted in the increased ethnic diversity in Southern
California since about 1960.

Chapters 3, 4, and 5 describe and explain the distributions
of thirty-four ethnic groups. Our treatment is thoroughly histori-
cal as well as geographical, providing rich details on specific
groups and places that we hope will make their presence here
more real and understandable.

Chapter 6 examines the relative socioeconomic status of
minorities compared with whites and compares minority posi-
tions in 1960 with those of 1990. Our finding that the income
gap between whites and both blacks and Hispanics is no narrow-
er in 1990 than it was in 1960 prompted chapter 7, which
explores the reasons for this lack of income convergence. 

Chapter 8 focuses on ethnic differences in particular occu-
pations and industries, and it measures the extent of ethnic-
group specializations at work. We also look at how such special-
izations have changed over the past few decades. The chapter is
very specific in its coverage of ethnic groups and types of work
and in its explanations for the likely reasons behind many of the
specializations.

In chapter 9 we bring the ethnic groups together for several
additional analyses. These concern the degree of residential dif-
ferences among groups, the ethnic diversity of places, and the
comparative socioeconomic status and acculturation of different
groups. Then, rates of intermarriage between ethnic groups are
used as indicators of the degree to which ethnic groups are inte-
grating socially. This last analysis shows clearly the extent to
which Southern California has become a multiethnic society and
the relative importance of social linkages among the various
groups.

Chapter 10 presents our major conclusions. 

GGrroouupp  aanndd  AArreeaa  CCoovveerraaggee

We especially want to portray those populations that have
partially transformed Southern California’s ethnic composition
over the last several decades. Thus, we concentrate on people of
color and ethnic groups with high proportions of immigrants. We
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attempt to be comprehensive with respect to ethnic groups of
African, Middle Eastern, Asian, Pacific Island, West Indian, and
Latin American origins. The book includes all such ethnic groups
numbering more than 5,000 persons in Southern California,
according to the 1990 U.S. census. For practical reasons the maps
and text do not treat smaller groups, although their total popula-
tions are listed in the notes.1 However, whites are considered a
major ethnic group, and they are often the standard for socioeco-
nomic comparisons among groups. Also included are the English-
and Russian-ancestry populations because of their size and special
importance. 

This book deals only with residents of the five counties—Los
Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura—that
constitute the heart of Southern California. This is the area that
the Bureau of the Census calls the Los Angeles Consolidated
Metropolitan Statistical Area (CMSA). In 1990 the 14.5 million
residents of the Los Angeles CMSA represented 49 percent of
California’s population. Moreover, this massive Southern
California megalopolis contains one-fifth of all the foreign-born
population of the United States and more than the comparable
New York CMSA. The somewhat separate and peripheral por-
tions of Southern California—Santa Barbara, San Diego, and the
large areas of desert to the east—are not treated.

AAbboouutt  tthhee  MMaappss

Within this large area, our maps focus on that portion
which contains the greatest ethnic diversity. That diversity is con-
centrated in the more densely populated sections of Los Angeles
and Orange Counties. Because more distant suburbs are still
closely connected socially and by daily commuting to these coun-
ties, our map coverage extends to nearby parts of Ventura,
Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties. However, the area rep-
resented on maps does not extend into the heart of the three
outlying counties because the required decrease in map scale
would result in too great a loss of detail in the more intricately
patterned areas. Only whites, blacks, American Indians,
Filipinos, and people of Mexican origin have ethnic concentra-
tions outside the area mapped in this book. 

Most of our maps show spatial patterns in terms of small,
neighborhood-sized areal units called census tracts. Census tracts
average only 4,000 inhabitants and have long been the most
common areal units for examining neighborhood characteristics
and mapping within a metropolitan area. In contrast, the sets of
quarter-page maps show much larger areal units called PUMAs
or Public Use Microdata Areas. PUMAs have a minimum popu-
lation of 100,000 and are typically composed of entire cities.
Although the PUMA-based maps lack the locational detail of the
tract-based maps, they make possible the mapping of highly spe-
cific data that are not even available for census tracts. To orient
the reader geographically, maps label many places referred to in
accompanying sections of text as well as other distinctive loca-
tions visible on map patterns. Also, details on maps can be locat-
ed and identified quite precisely because most maps show free-
ways in red, municipal boundaries in bluish green, and census
tract boundaries in white.

Nearly all of our maps are of the choropleth type, in which
areal units are colored according to percentages or median val-
ues. There has been considerable discussion concerning how
data distributions should be aggregated into a limited number of
classes: no approach seems to satisfy both statistical and percep-
tual needs. Unfortunately, most systematic procedures result in a
large range in the highest category, where values are few and dif-
ferences large. Our strategy was to break data distributions into
percentiles: the 95th, 90th, 80th, and the bottom 10th or 20th.
In some cases the top 5 percent category was further subdivided
to isolate the locations of extremely high percentages. In this way
we have attempted to reveal where a particular group is absent
and where concentrations are particularly strong. In maps of
household income those census tracts with fewer than 100
households in each ethnic group are masked. This was done to
counter sampling error and to help the reader focus on those
areas which are especially important in each group’s distribution. 

The legend of each choropleth map indicates the number of
tracts or PUMAs within each category by numbered bars whose
length is proportional to that number. The bar length and num-
ber are based on the number of PUMAs or tracts in the entire
five-county area (not just the portion shown on the map), and on
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income maps they include the tracts that are masked as having
fewer than 100 households.

In interpreting maps based on PUMAs as areal units, it is
important to note that PUMAs are usually composed of contigu-
ous areas. However, a few were defined by the Census Bureau to
include noncontiguous places. Three such PUMAs involve well-
known places. In the San Fernando Valley, the cities of San
Fernando and Burbank are combined in this way. Maps showing
PUMAs must also treat Beverly Hills, Culver City, Ladera
Heights, Marina Del Rey, View Park, and West Hollywood as
one unit. Lastly, the independent cities of the Palos Verdes
Peninsula are included with El Segundo and the three “Beach”
cities of the South Bay in a single PUMA. 

On dot distribution maps the dots are located randomly
within census tracts. However, in very large rural tracts, we
moved dots out of unpopulated areas.

Maps were created on a Macintosh 8500 computer using
AtlasPro and ArcView 2.1 software. Map finishing was accom-
plished with Deneba Canvas 3.5 and Adobe Illustrator 6.0.
Boundary files for tracts came from GDT Inc., Wessex Inc., and
Strategic Mapping Inc. Additional geographical features were
produced from TIGER files using TIGER Massage software.
PUMA boundary files were created by merging place and tract
boundaries in Adobe Illustrator. A resulting postscript file then
was converted to a boundary file for AtlasPro.

Most of the population totals which lead off the statistics on
the maps of ethnic groups are from complete-count (non-sample)
data; however, totals for ancestry groups are based on a 12.7 per-
cent sample. These are the best census measures of the sizes of
the groups. All other statistics on those maps represent a 5 per-
cent sample from the special Public Use Microdata Sample
(PUMS) file, which we explain in chapter 1.

AAcckknnoowwlleeddggmmeennttss

Many knowledgeable and busy people took time to help us
with the preparation of The Ethnic Quilt. 

Investigations by geography majors in the course on ethnic
Los Angeles taught at California State University (CSU),

Northridge, uncovered historical origins and the evolution of cer-
tain ethnic enclaves reported in this book. We are grateful for
the help provided by Dennis Andal, David Deis, Mike Ferguson,
George Glaab, Steve Gonzalez, Tom Jones, Steve Kennedy, David
MacDonald, Chris Mayda, Marsha Otchis, Joanne Quinn,
Anthony Reyes, Jeffrey Roth, Howard Shain, and Robert Vinas.

Scholars and other knowledgeable people freely answered our
questions, and they are named in specific notes. In addition,
Shiva Bajpai, James Curtis, Lawrence de Graaf, Yen Espiritu,
Darrin Gitisetan, Gilbert Gonzalez, Stephen Koletty, Kian Kwan,
Bruce Phillips, Hammam Shafie, Ronald Tsukashima, and Eui-
Young Yu read drafts of parts of chapters and offered valuable sug-
gestions for improvement, for which we are deeply appreciative.

Some scholars read and commented on one or more entire
chapters. The detailed suggestions and insights of Kenyon Chan,
William A.V. Clark, Gloria Lothrop, Paul Ong, Curtis Roseman,
and Roger Waldinger enabled us to make important additions
and corrections. 

Census data for our book came from two sources, the
Bureau of the Census and the CSU Social Sciences Database
Archive (SSDBA) located at CSU, Los Angeles. Dona Bailey and
Stuart Wugalter of Academic Technology Support at CSULA
were most helpful in acquiring and processing various census
tapes. Our work could not have been completed without the
detailed California digital census data that this important CSU
specialty center provided. In the Van Nuys regional office of the
Bureau of the Census, Larry Hugg was always particularly helpful
in answering questions and in being certain that we were able to
obtain the data we needed. The digital file for the 1990 land-use
map was provided to the Department of Geography by Terry
Bills, director of research at the Southern California Association
of Governments.

Photographs on the front cover are of Southern
Californians at the time they became new U.S. citizens in 1996.
The pictures, taken just after an official naturalization ceremony,
were graciously provided by Elliott Barkan.

We deeply appreciate the support and assistance of Ralph
Vicero, former dean of the College of Social and Behavioral
Sciences at CSU, Northridge. Dean Vicero shared our vision of
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the importance of the book. Years ago his office provided us with
a grant to support publication. The use of color in this volume
would not have been possible without his assistance. 

Blenda Wilson, president of CSU, Northridge, and
Louanne Kennedy, provost and vice president for Academic
Affairs, encouraged us in our efforts. In addition, William
Flores, dean of the College of Social and Behavioral Sciences,
has been strongly supportive in the months since he took over
that office. 

Arrangements to publish the book at the Center for
Geographical Studies at CSU, Northridge were made by I-Shou
Wang, chair of the Department of Geography, and by William
Bowen, Antonia Hussey, and Elliot McIntire, the board of direc-
tors of the Center. Their willingness to take on this unusually
large project is much appreciated.

We thank all of the above for their kindness in graciously
donating their time, thought, and support to this project.

Lastly, we are indebted to our wives for their patience over
the past three years—the period of planning, data extraction and
analysis, writing, and mapmaking. Thank you, Nancy and Carol.

NNootteess

1. The table lists ethnic groups numbering between 1,000
and 5,000 persons in the five-county Southern California area.

Ethnic Group Population

Aleuts 1,447
Afghans 4,171
Assyrians 3,521
Bangladeshi 1,083
Brazilians 4,112 
Burmese 1,465
Eskimos 1,036
Ethiopians 3,613
Guyanese 1,609
Haitians 2,253
Hmong 1,557
South Africans 2,330
Sri Lankans 2,673
Tongans 3,220
Trinidadiansa 2,315
West Indians 4,500

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census (1991, 1993d). We used
race (complete-count) data whenever they were available; when they
were not, we used sample ancestry figures.

a Includes Tobagonians.

TTaabbllee  AA SSmmaallll  EEtthhnniicc  GGrroouuppss  iinn  SSoouutthheerrnn  CCaalliiffoorrnniiaa,,  11999900


