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CIIAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Background and Purpose of the Study

Background

The Uni-ted States is a nation whose population i-s almost entirely
composed of imnigrants and descendents of immigrants. Since the first
English settlement of Jamestown, Virginia in 1-607, over 40 million
people have emigraLed to the United States.l Until 1880, mosL of the

immigration came from the traditional source regions of NorLhwestern

Europe and Germany. These immigrant,s arrived at a time r^rhen the United

States was hungry for men to fil-1 its vast' empty farmlands, and push

back its frontiers. However, after 1880 the ethnic and national com-

position of the migration streams began to change and the flow of immi-

grants from ltaly, Po1-and, Russia, the Baltic States, and Southern

Europe became increasingLy predominant so that by 1900 these new arrivals
dwarfed migration from all other sources.

These "new" irrmigrants entered a country very different from the

one their predecessors encountered. The frontier had closed and the

once empty farmlands had largely fiLl-ed. The United States had entered

a period of prodigious industrial expansion and rapid urbanization. Men

were now needed to man its industrial machinery. The most numerous of

the new inurigrants to enter this urban-industrial- milieu were the

lDonald J. Bogue, The P lation of the United S tates
The Free Press of Glenco¤r , P. 351.

(luew York:
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Italians who, by L920, nr:mbered 1r610,J-09 and conprlsed 12 percent of

ttre foreiga-boro popuJ-ation of the Unlted States.2

The ItaLian lmigratlon pheoo,menon captured the attentio'n of govern-

nental agencles, academicians, and independent researdrers; The general

dispersal patteras of the ltal-ian popuLation wlthin the United States be-

cme well studied.3 Numerous studies documented the Italian inmigration

to the urban-industrial- areas of the northeast aad beyond. Ioformation

on volume, dlrection, and Locatlon became readily availabl-e. UofortuJo.ate'

1y, llttle attention was given to their degree of absorption. That, is,
we know comparatively littJ-e about what happeaed to Italians after they

settLed in the United States, partlcularly the cuLtural, poLitical, aod

economic patterns which rsere generated by ltal-lan conrmunities through-

out the United States. Thls dearth of academlc study can largeLy be

attributed to the myth known as the I'great American melting pot."
Accordiag to Schweiker, ttfor m¤uul geoerattons, social- scieatists looked

at Ameri.ca as the great ttmelting potrr where every Peraoo and group of

i*igrants would take part in the freedom of the aew world, beeoming

part of a tmified, hmogenized cu1ture."4 Indeed, wtrat was there to

study about imigrant Italiaos who quiekly disappeared iato the l-arger

t't.Americanrt soclety. Baroal conteads that rraslde frou sociologlsts

2Nrrrb.= of Italians eoumerated in the census of L920.
t'For example, see Joseph VelekonJar'The ItaLian Born ln the United

States, 1950r" Annals of the Association of American Geog::aphers,
VoLtrme 5Lr N;.

4senator Richard Schwlcker, "Ethnic Studles, Toward a New Pluralism
in Americs, tt j-n Pieces of a Dream edited by MichaeL Wenk, S . M. Tomasi-,
Geno Baroni (New York: Center for I'Iigratiotr Studies, L972), p. 65.
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lloyoihan and Glazerrs book Beyoad the Melting Poj and Andrew Greelyrs

writlngs, social scientists have refused to adni-t the persistence of

the ethnie factor in American Life."5 SureJ-y Italians have not cultural-
1y and physical-ly disappeared as Zarryw1iLJ6 and other advocates of the

ttuelting pottt would have envisioned. ItaLians arrd natlve-born- Anericans

have aot entered the great New Worl-d crucibLe and emerged nelted, bLead-

ed, and reshaped as shinlng nerf American mea and rtomen.T ltr"t"rd,
GLazer and Moynihan have suggested that rrethnlc groups, owing to theLr

distioctive historlcal experienee, their culture and sklILs, the time of

their arrival and the economic sltuatioa they uet, developed distinctlve
econmi.c, po1ltica1 , and cultural patterns."S

Wlthin the last decade several studies dealing w"lth the experience

bf Anericars urban ethnics have come to the forefront; NeL11rs, The

I t?Llang. j.L c]r ic, gE o .- 1 3 PJj-.L9 ? 09 and Ethnic Patterns in Ame Cities

by Stanley Liebersor,lo 5,r"t to mention a coupl-e. Yet, in thj-s area of

study we have only begun to do significant research.

5c.rro Baroni, "Ethnicity and Public Policyr" Ei{. , P. 4.
6l"rae1 Zarrgwj-ll t The luleltine Pot (New York: The l*lacMi1lan Comp ary ,

19og) .

7 J . A. Jacksoo r I'figratlon (London r England: Unlversity of Cambri'dge
Press r L969). p. 183.

8Nrth"r, Gta zer and Daniel P . Moynihan, Bgr.gn_{ -the-. H.e I lln g- P ¤:
and Irish of New York CiThe N oes Puer to Ri-cans Jews I talians

idge, Mass etts: The M.I.T. Press, 70 r P. )oc(I I.

Llnmbert S . Nelli, I talians ia Chicago : 1880-1930 (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1970).

lora"rrL., Lieberson, Ethaic Patterns in Amerlcan Cities (New York:
The Free Press of Gl-encoe, 1963).

9
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Purpose

The purpose of this study is to anaLyze the spatial- and temporal

variations of these social, economic, and cultural patterns generated

by the Italian community i.n Washington, Pennsylvania from 1900 to L970.

Particular attention is given to the residential patterning of the

Italian popuJ-ation and how sociaL institutions, economic condit,ions,

chain migration, and aspects of assimilation influence resi-dential

location and to the change in these elements over tj-me.

This study includes first and second generation Italians. First
generati.on refers to the foreign-born group who migrated to this country.

Second generation refers to individual-s born in this country, one or

both of whose parents were born in lta1y.
Of particular interest are answers to the following questions:

1. Compared to the state of Pennsylvania and the nation, hornr

representatj-ve is the volume and timing of Italian immigration to

Washington?

2. Ilow did economic conditions and the process of chain migration

influence the vol-ume, timing, and origins of Ital-ian immigration to

Washington, Pennsylvanj.a?

3. How has the residential location of Italians changed over time?

To what degree has Italian soej.al institutions and economic conditions

influenced this residential patterning?

4. What, are the residential characteristics of second generati-on

Italians? IIow mobile is the population? Does chain migrat,ion (of

extreme consequence to immigrant ltalians) continue to be a contributing
factor in the location of the second generation Italian popul-ation?

5. One of the aspects of assimilation or rrAmericanizationt' is the
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decLioiag lmportarlce, fuaction, or structure of Italtan sociaL insti-
tutions. Eor second generatioa Italians horr profound has beeu the

effect of asslmllation on thelr residential- patteraiag?

Method of S tudy

Choice of the Study Area

Washington, Pennsylvania was chosen as the study area for several

reasons. Probably the most important reason was familiarity with the

town and its inhabitants, particularly members of the Italian community.

Foreign-born Italians have traditionally viewed the outside world with
suspicion and caution, but often the presence of a familj-ar face and/ar

aame helps ereate a friendly, workable atmosphere and an i-mmediate

rapport, wtrich is essential to successful- intervi-ernring. Furthermore,

familiarity with the town hist,ory, f-ibraries, and governmental agencies

faei-litates access to information.

The size of the Italian community r^ras also an i-mportant consider-

ation. It was found to be smal1 enough to be efficiently studied, yet

large enough so that any resulLs obtained will have meaning within a

general context of ethnic residential patt,erning. Moreover, much of

the study of Italians in the United States has been done j.n major metro-

politan centers such as New York, Boston, and Chicago. Washington gives

us a chance to Eest some guesses, assumptions, and generalizations made

about ltalians but in a much smaller urban center.

Census Material
The bulk of the hlstoricaL popul-ation data for the aation, state of

Peanrsylvania, and the city of Washlngton was provided by the United
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States Census. Data j.ncluded total population, and numbers of foreign-
born and foreign stock by country of birth.

It was hoped that the census would provide detailed characteristics
for foreign-born Italians. Particularly desired hrere age, sex, and tirne

of entry. It was expecEed that such inforrnation eoul-d be obtained for
the United States, Pennsylvania, and Washington and that meaningful
comparisons could be made between all three areal units.

However, much of the data desi-red was not available, particularLy
for the city of Washington whose population vras well below the mlnimum

for which detailed daLa were reported. For example, published. reporEs

from the 19201 1930, and 1940 censuses provide data on sex of foreign-
born groups for the nation and stat.e but not for the city of Washington.

Furthermore, even the total size of the foreign-born population by

counLry of birth for the city of Washington was not available before
1910. The census of 1900 gives a breakdown of the foreign-born for
minor civil divisions for all urban places of l_0r000 or more. Un-

fortunately, the total population of Washington in 1900 was well_ below

this figure.

Ques tionnaire
Detailed social and economic information on foreign-born Italians

and thej-r children are not available from published sources. Therefore,
it r^ras imperative that a questionnaire be subnitted t,o members of the
Italian cornmunity (see Appendix A).

The decision was made to adninj-ster the questionnaire by personal
interviews rather than by a mailing procedure. This decision was
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pri-acipally dictated by the findings of Bonacquisti.ll He found that

personal contacts elicited a Sreater wealth of j-nformatioa than could be

obtained from a mailed response. Furthermore, a personal contact is
more 1ike1-y to prompt a response than a mailed questionnaire. The per-

sonal approach also al-lows the interviewer to probe for greater detail-.

At the same time those who are unable to read or write in English or

Italian could be reached verba11y. Lastly, the education, experience,

and generat,ion of aew ideas resulting from field work are advantages not

obt,ainable through nailed questionnaires.

The questionnaire was constructed in such a manner so that it was

necessary to interview only foreign-born Italians. The interviewee

could supply information about his chil-dren (second generation) as well

as himself.

Initial-ly it was hoped that al-l- 200 foreign-born Italians in
Washington could be interviewed. However, due to restraints of time a

sampling proeedure had to be euployed. An arbitrary sample size of 50

(25 percent) was considered sufficiently representative of the whole

IEalian cormunity.

Source of Names and Interviewing Procedure

Names and addresses of foreign-born ltalians in Washington were

secured from three sources; Personal contacts, Sons of Italy Lodge, and

Alpine Star Lodge (Italian Sons and Daughters of America). These sources

yielded a total of 160 names or apProximately 80 percent of the foreign-

born Italian population indicated in the United States Census. The

llArrrhooy J. Bonacqulsti, "A Geographic Study of Foreign-Bora
Italians ln Pittsfield, Massachusetts" (rmpublished Masters Thesis, The
Peonsylvania State Unlversity' l-968), P. 11.
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remaining 20 percent could not be accounted for an"d were Lhus lost to

the study. From the 160 names, 50 were randomly chosen as prospective

interviewees.

A simple random sampling procedure was employed. To begin with
each narne was given a corresponding number (consecutive numbers). The

use of a random numbers table then allowed for the selection of a random

sample of these names. A starting point within the table was chosen at
randoml then by working through the table in vert,lcal columns, numbers

were appropriately chosen. Whenever a selected number corresponded to

the number of a rr¤lme, then that name was included in the sample. This

method insured that each nanre had an equal probability of being selected

and that the selection of a name in no way influenced the selection of
any other one. The sample members were drawn i-ndependently with equal

probabilities. At least two attempts were then made t,o cont,act each of
the fifty persons. If rro contact could be made then another name was

chosen at. random.

0f the 50 persons who were finally contacted 37 were successfully
interviewed. The rereaining 13 did not respond for a number of reasons.

Some were reluctant to answer any quesLlons because they did not trust
the purpose or use of the sLudy and thought the survey might be used

against them. Others due to advancing years, were either physicaLly or

mental1y incapable of giving proper responses.

City Directories
Another najor souree of i-nformation was the file of city directories

maintained by The Citizens Library of Washington. Each volume contains

the following sections from which data were compiled:
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1. An rrAlphabetical List of Namesr" whieh contains the name,

marital status, occupation, and address of each adult in Washington

and vicinity. An adult j.s defined as an indi-vidual_ 18 years of age

or older.

2. The "Classified Business Directory,, which lists the names

aod addresses of all business and professional est.ablishments j-n

Washington and vicinity indexed under descriptive headings.
Before any information on Italians could be gathered it was

necessary to identify members of the Italian community listed in the
directory. This was done by examining the names of householders and

persons who were listed j-n the ttAlphabetical List of Names.r, Italian
names were identified by the investigator, with help from relatives
who could speak the Italian language. There were, however, a sma11

number of Italians who had changed their names but most of these were

identified by various j-nformants in the Italian conmunlrry,L2 Another
category of name changes were those brought about through intermarriage
of Italian females with members of other ethnic groups. However, no

aLtempt was made to identify them; consequently, they were lost to the

study.

This study incLudes those directories covering ceosus years from

1900 to 1970 inclusive. They were used to gather data indicative of
changes in the economic, familial-, and residential patterns of Italians
over the past 70 years.

t2Information provided io lnfo:mal discussions with foreign-bornItalians.
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The occupational titles of all persons identified as Italians rrere

tabulated using the title given in the directory, These were then com-

bined into occupational categories which were as follows:13
1. Professional, technical, and kindred workers

2. Managers and Proprietors

3. Laborers - General

Factoqnuorkers

Gl-ass

S teel
Paper

4. Armed forees

5. Student

6. Rail-road

7. Cleaners employee

8. Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers

9. Clerical and kindred workers

10. Miners

11. Sales workers

Similarly, data were compiled based on the listing of Italian
business and professional ventures. The same method of identifying
Italian names was employed here. In addition, where the name of the

business was no indication of the ethnic identification of the owner,

the rtAlphabetical List of Na^nesr' (occupations) was used to supply the

necessary information.

13sor" ideas in this section oo the use of clty directories stem
from Iannib work. Francis Anthony lanni, "The AceuLturation of the ltalo-
Anericans in Norristoun, Pennsylvania: 1900-L950" (unpubLished Ph.D.
Dissertati-on, Penosylvanla State Co1-lege, L952), p. 54-6L.



11

Business ventures in which ItaLians participated were as follows:
l-. Bakers

2. Fruits
3. Barbers

4. Shoe repairs

5. Tai-lors

6. Restaurants and bars

7. Produce

B. Miscell-aneous

From the "Alphabetical List of Namesrr the addresses of a1l persons

identified as Italian were eompiled and subsequently plotted on st,reet
maps of the city of WashingLon, for several dates between 1907 and 1970.

This provided a visual representat,ion of changes in the residential
patterning of the ItaLian population.

Justificat,ion for Study

Particularly within the last few decades the m:mber of foreign-born
Italians in the United States has declined rapi-dly. Moreover, many of
those still- living are of advanced age and often of i1l health or fail-
ing memories. The ltalian story--emi-gration, set,tlement, life in the

United States--deserves its rightful place in the history of the United

States. The physical, social, and cultural hardships encountered in the

American urban environment,, the growth of viable neighborhoods and the

slow but sLeady cLimb up the oecupational, educational, and social
ladders are al-1 pages in the book of ltalian experiences in the Unj-ted

States, However, much of the voluminous information on the rich ex-
periences of the iurmigrant Italian are untaped; locked away in the minds
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of the Italian people. In the very near future (certainly within the

next decade) information on the iurigrant Italian will be lost with their
passing.

There has been a dearth of studies concerning second generation

Ital-i.ans. A number of studies have focused their attention on the assimi

lation of second generation Italians but the spatial dimension has a1-

most totally been ignored. In other r^rords we know littl-e about how

assimilation has affected the residential- location of second generation

Italians. Furthermore, educational, occupational, and social mobility
should al-so be considered as indi.cators of residential mobj-lity.

Previous studi-es concerning Italians in the United States have

largely been confined Eo major metropolitan centers such as New York,

Chicago, and Philadelphia. Iloweverr,little attention has been given

to Italian corununit,ies in intermediate or sma11 size ciLies. We need

to know more abouE the educat.j-ona1, occupational, and residential
charact,eristics of Italians in sma1l urban commuoitj-es. Furthermore,

the physical and social impact of ltali-ans on a smaIl urban center is
even less wel-l understood.



CHAPTER II
ITALIAN IMMIGRATION TO WASHINGTON

The purpose of this chapter is to provlde a general historieal
backgrouad for ltallan irmigrati.on to Washlngton, pennsylvania. The

generaL pattern of Italian {-migratj.on is first exanined. at the natioaal
and state l-evel. The movement of ItaLians into the elty of Washington
is then compared to these state and national trends. Final_ly, the
reasorrs for Italian inrmlgrati.on to Washingtou, pennsylvanla wilL be

anal-yzed. Ttris Latter analysis focuses on changing economic conditions
ln the city and the process of chain migratioa.

Italian Innrigration - United States
A brief outline of the Italian irnmigration to the United Stat,es

may be helpful in understanding the history of the ltal_ians j_n Washington,
Pennsylvania.

The period 1860-1880 encompasses the formatj.ve years of Italian im_

migrat,ion into the United States. During this time the ltalian popu-
lation remained sma11; so sma11 in fact that by 1880 Italians numbered

onJ-.y 441230, aecounting for .67 percent of the foreign-born population
or .8 percent of the total population. In contrast, the Germans, who

were the largest irnmigrant, group at the t.ime numbered 119661742 arrd

accounted for 29.4 percent of the foreign-born population. The large
foreign-born groups included the Irish who numbered 1rB54r57L (27.5
percent,) and the EngJ-ish of which there were 664,160 (9.9 percent).

The distribution of Itali.ans during the formative years of ltalian
imigration in the United States was one of dispersal rather than con-
centration. According to Foerster, "About 1870. Ital-ians were
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TABLE I
NTIMBER OF FOREIGN-BORN ITALIAI.IS IN TIIE UNITED STATES:

1860-1970

Year Number Year Number

L860

1870

1880

1890

1900

1910

10 ,5 18

L7 ,L57

44r?3A

L82r 580

484,027

1r 3 43 ,o7o

L920

1930

1940

1950

1960

L97 0

L 161o , 109

L rTgo ,424

L 1623 ,580

L 1427 ,L45

L 1256 ,999

1 r 006 ,000

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census

perhaps more evenJ-y scattered over the country ttran their people were

ever agaLn to be."14 }Iith the exceptions of New York and New orleans,

Italiaa {*igrasrts J-argel-y avoided the major netropolltan eenters of

the country. In New York City ltalians became grocers, keepers of bar-
rooms and restaurants, traders, vendors of plaster statuary, street
musiclans and laborers employed by the clty. In aod around New Orleans

Italians made a f-iving by market gardening, fishing, and agriculture.
A number of ItaLlans settled ln the South either as farm laborers or as

part of an agricuLtural colony. Ital-ian pJ-antations (colonies) were

established ln Texas (cotton), Arkansas (sugar), anrd Georgia (peaches).

Itallan miners fouad empJ-oyment in the coal regions of Pennsylvanla and

ILLinois and tn the lead regions of Wi.sconsin. The state with Ehe

l4nobert F. Foerster, The Italian Emi.gration of Our Times (Cam-
bridge: I{anrard University Press , L924) , p . 324 ,
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largest Italian population, however, was California. Substantial num-

bers rnrere drar,m by the gold fever of the late l-B40ts and early 1850ts.
Following this initial settlement in California came fishermen, farmers,
and others from Italy who would develop rich citrus enterprj.ses. Gener-

a11y, however, Italians were few throughout the western states.
Previous studies demonstrate that the vasE majority of Italians who

arrived before 1876 came from the North, but these were so few in number

that Italian governmental agencies made no effort at all to estimate
emigration staListics for the United States prior Lo l_876. Nonetheless,
judging from the yearly figures after the official eourneration began in
1876, it is quite apparent that the number must have been very "**11.15

Although statistics are unavailable, previ_ous studies have suggested

that return migration to ltal-y during the formative years of Italian
imnj-gration \,ras sma1l . This permanerlcy in settl-ement occurred for two

reasons. Many of the initial migrants--particularly professionals,
skilled laborers, and entrepreneurs from the North--simply d.esi-red per-
manent sett,lement in the United States.. There was no great desire Eo

return to Italy. For others, difficulties of transportation largeJ-y

foreed them into permanent set,tlement. Iligh costs of transportation
coupled with an uninviting l-ong arduous journey back to Italy proved to
be insurmountable

By 1880 the formative years of Italian immigration may be said to
have been completed. Consequently, j-ts characteri-stics --volume,
settlement patterns, source regions of iuunigrants, permanency in settle-
ment-- changed. The foreign-born Italian population by 1880 had more

15

p, 35.
Joseph Lopreato, Italian Americans (New York: Random House , 197 0) ,
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than doubled in size from that enumerated in the 1870 census. Itali-ans
began to concentrate in urban centers, particuLatl-y in metropolitan areas
of the northeast. Princj.pal recej.verb were New york, philadelphia,
Chicago, and Boston. Italj.ans also continued to find the mining regions
of Illinois, Colorado, pennsylvani-a, and Wisconsin attract,ive. However,
agricultural colonization of the South by Italians began to stabi-Iize.
Low wages and laek of capital to buy fertile land were major reasons.
On the other hand, California continued to function as a center of at_
traction for Italian migrants. Italians made the long cross country
trip to join friends and relatives in the Mediterranean cl-imate which
reminded them of their homeland in which grapes, citrus, and figs could
be grown. Elsewhere in the west, only Colorado with its silver mines

attracted Italian immigrants.

From sma11 beginnings the contingent from South Italy swelled to
substant,i-a1 proportions. The largely unskilled, similiterate peasant

irnmigrant.s from Southern Italy gradually surpassed the sma1I numbers of
Northern Italians who were largely skil1ed laborers, artisans, and pro-
fessionals. The exodus from the South, which was later to assune mas-

sive proportj-ons, was dictated by economic disorders and extremes of
poverty. Foremost was low produetiviEy due to cumulative faults of man

and nature coupled with neglectful and exploitative practices by pro-
priet.ors and adminj-stration.

In contrast to the permanent sett,lement of Italians during the

1860rs, Italian immigrati-on became more temporary j.n nature. By 1gB0 it
became evident that, following a somewtrat indeterminate sEay, many re-
packed thej-r bel-ongings and went home again. This return movement of
Ital-i-ans was the first si.zeable outflow from the United States of a
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foreign-born group. IL appears that a large number of ltaLians (par-

tj-cularly from the South) came to the United States to settle tempor-

ari1y. Their intention was Lo make their fortune here and then return
to Italy where they could live eomfortably. In addition, the reduced

cost of transoceanic fare and the constant improvement in the efficiency
of transportation systems was added incentive.

During the same period the padrone complex evolved. The padrone

(or boss) provided an important impetus for Italian irmnigration. Employ-

ers here in the United States needed labor and often found it convenient

to turn to individual-s - sometimes an employee who had demonsLrated

linguistic skills and qualities of l-eadership - for assistance in 1o-

cating manpower, This "labor agenL[ or padrone, went abroad to find the

needed labor or conmissj-oned others abroad to find recruits. The padrone

or his agents then encouraged and assisted males of working age to emi-

grate in order to profit from them. He charged the immigrarrt for his
passage which was sometimes several times the actual fare. Similarly,
the padrone made handsome profits by boarding newly arrived immigrants

at exorbitant prices unt,il they were sent to their jobs. FurEhermore,

he charged the irmnigrant a fee, caIled bossarture, for finding him
-16emPlo)ment.

In addition, the padrone provided employment and numerous other

services which in effect isolated the new arrivals from any significant
contact with American society and kept them dependent upon himself. For

L6 Ibid., p. 94-95,
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example, a padrone might act. as banker, 1and1ord, foremanr scribe, in_
terpret,er, lega1 adviser, or ward bo"".l7

The period 1880-l-920 was one of greatly increased Italian imnj-_
gration. During this time approximately five mil1ion ltal_iaa imnigrants
ent,ered the United States. The heaviest period of irrmigration oceurred
between l-900 and 1910 when 2rL04,309 Italians arrived here. By 1-920

Italj.ans were the second largest imrnigrant group numbering 11610rJ-13 and
comprising 11.6 percent of the t,ota1 foreign_born population. The largest
imnigrant group were the Germans who numbered 1 16g6r10g (12.1 percent)
followed by the Russians ,,4OOrrOO (10.0 percent), poles ',rl3g,g7g (g.z
pereent), and Irish 1,037,234 (7.5 percent).

The vast majority of all iinmigr.ants from Italy came from the poor
agricultural regions of the South. Official Italian figures show that
5,058,776 Ttal,ians migrared to rhe United States in the 1g76_1930
p.riod.I8 of these 410341204 or g0 percent of the total, were souther-
ners, and only 110241572 or 20 percent, \irere frou the central and north_
ern regions. Looking at the regional distribution of the southern
immigrants, we flnd, moreover, that lr1o5,g02 (27,4 percent) came from
around the Naples area, in Campania; 6521972 (L6.2 percent) from Lbxuzzi
and Molise; 300,152 (7.4 percent) from Apuli:a; 232,3g9 (5.g percent)
from BasiLicata; 5221442 (L3 percent) from Calabria; L,ZO5,7gg (Zg,g
percent) from Sicily; and L4,669 (0.4 percent) from Sardinia.

17!t 
"Dorr"ld and DtacDonald, r,C:hai.n Migratiou, Ethnic NeighborhoodFormation and Social Networksr,, ]4il"bank Memotial:Frind eu-attelLy, 42

18---Joseph Lopreato, .Italian {qpricans (New york:
L970), p. 35.

Random llouse,
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Italians iacreaslngly settLed in the urban areas of the northeast.
I'Iith each passing year their numbers became more conceotrated rather
than dispersed. Principal- receivers as of 1920 by state were, in ord.er,

New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Massachusetts, IlLinois, California,
and Connect,lcut. Moreover, by J-920, 84 percent of al_L ltalians found

their home in urben centers. This compares with 5L pereeat for the
nation ao:d 7L percent for the total foreign-born population. Those cities
with the largest ltaLian popul-ation were New York City, Chicago, phi.la-

delphia, Newark, Pittsburgh, CJ-eveJ-and, Rochester, Jersey City, and San

Francisco.

One of the naJor reasons for Italian set,tlement i.n naJor urban -
industrial areas of the United States was for the procuremerxt of work.

The rapld industriallzation of the United States provid.ed for the effec-
tive absorptioo of the Italian Laborer. Prior to industrlallzation maay

unskiLLed ltalian Laborers who had earlier found temporary or seasonal

errployment as conunon laborers in rural areas or towns, but sooner or

l-ater they too tended to remigrate to the citles and to eagage ln factory
work.

Durlng this same period the padrone system came to an end (early
1900rs). A broadening and stabilizing of empLoyment in the forn of
factory work decreased the power of the padrone. Factories dld not offer
as mEury opportunities for expl-oitation as the sub-contracting and ttstraw

bosstt systems l-n railroad and coastructlon work. Furthermore, Southero

Italians organlzed their own unions ia seml-skllled an.d unskilled occu-

patioas such as constructlon labor, minfug, stonecuttiug, and bricklaying.
The labor uaions dimioished the importance of the padrone ia these fields
by negotlating directly with employers, opposing exploitation, and
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informing the ignorant new arrj-vals of better opportunitj.es. Moreover,
as the i.mnigrant who had been dependent on them becam.e better acquai"nted
wi.th American conditions and learned English, they were able t,o fend for
themselves and also help later in*igrrnt".19

The mass irunigration of Italians continued unabated until the early
19201 s when restrictive legislation all but [closed the doors.,, Since
the turn of the 20th century, public sentiment in favor of restricting
the numbers, and regulating the source of irnmigration became extremely
intense and rnridespread. Many were fearful of political, social, and
economic repercussions which uright arise because of the widely different
background of the nerirer immigrants. Finally Ln lgZL the Immigration Act
was passed. Its effect r^ras to limit severel_y immigration from Southern
and Eastern Europe. The annual quota of inrnigrants which the act es_
tablished for each country was set at three percent of the number of
people who had been born in that country and who were residents of the
United States as reported by the 1910 Census of population. Since the
quotas of L92L sti11 gave to the "new,' iuunigration sources a large share
of the total 150,000 persons to be admitted each year, the 1aw was re_
vised Ln L924; it followed rhe same princi.ples of the Act of 1924, but
based the quotas on the national origins of the foreign_born population
as of 1890.20 After trrle new laws went into effect the flow of Italian

19M""Dona1d and lr1acDonald.,
Formatlon and Social Networks, tt
(January, 1964), pp. 87-88.

tt Chain Inligration, E thnic Neighborhood
ank Memorial Fund ter 42

2or.r,a1d J. Bogue, The Po ation of theThe Free Press of Glencoe, , p.
United States (New York:
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'lmmfgl6tfon becane only a trickle. This ttstopt' on irmi.gration has

meant an aging of the foreign-born ltalian population and a consequent

decllne in numbers.

Italian Immigration - Pennsylvania

In L870 Ehere were only 784 foreign-born ltal-ians in the entire
state of Pennsylvania. Italians preferred New York (3592) and such far
al^ray states as Louisiana (1889), Missouri (936), and California (4660) .

This sma1l scattered Italian population within the United States does

not conform to expectaEions or to the patterns which deveJ_oped later.
Italians were neither colrcentrated in the Northeast nor did the majority
live in urban centers. There were, of course, sizeable Ital-ian communi-

ti.es in New York City, San Francisco, New 0rl-eans, Kansas City, and

Philadelphia but these urban dwellers were outnumbered by farm laborers,
fishermen, miners, and rural railroad laborers scattered throughout the

United States.

From 1870 to l-890 ltalians in the United States became increasingly
urban oriented. With progressive industri-a1i-zat.ion jobs became plentiful
in major urban cent,ers. Especially attractive were states in the nort.h-

east and northcentral parts of the UniEed States; Irlew York, Pennsylvania,

Ohio, Illinois, New Jersey, Massachusetts, and Connecticut. Pennsyl-vaniar

Italian population by 1890 was larger than those of California, Louisi-ana,

and ivlissouri. Among the states only New York had a larger ltal-ian popu-

lation than did Pennsylvania.

The foreign-born Italian populati.on of Pennsylvania grew steadily
from meager beginnings in L870 (784) to a high of 2251979 in 1930. The

greatest period of growth numerically, was from 1890 to 1910 when the
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popuLation increased fron 241662 to L96,L22. After L930 the popularion
graduaJ-ly legan to decline; imlgration Laws and aging of the population
being the main reasons.

TABLE II
NT]MBER OF FOREIGN-BORN ITAII^AIIS IN PENNSYLVAIIIA:

L87 0-1960

Year Number Year Number

1870

1880

1890

1900

1910

784

2 1794

24 1662

66 ,655

L96 rL22

L920

1930

L940

19s0

1960

222 ,7 64

225 ,97 g

191 ,28L
163,359

L27,539

Source: U. S. Btrreau of the Census

The growth curve of the Italian population for the nation af,rd state
of PennsyLvania are simiLar. For both the natlon and pennsylvania the
folJ-owing ls characteristici a s1ow, late beglnnlng, rapid rise to peak

year of L930, followed by a gradual but steady decl-ine.

Ital-i.an ImLgration - Washington, Pa.

Because of lack of data the details of Italian {mmigration to
Washingtoa, Pennsylvania before 1910 are uncertain. Before L910 the

United States Census gives the number of forelga-born for all states,
couaties, and urban places of J-0r000 or more. Unfortunately, since the
popul-ation of Washington before L910 was less than 101000 no data on

i'migrant population are avaiLable. Furthermore, historical volulnes and
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o1d newspaper clippings shed l-ittle light on the early Italian iurni-
gration experience. However, o1d city directories give some clue as Lo

the size of the Italian eommuni.ty before 1910. For example, in 1900

only eight adults can be identified from the directory as having dis_
tinctly Italian surnames. probably some Italians were not included due

to the mobility or transiency of the Italian population. Although, the
reliability and completeness of early city directories is questionable,
the dearth of Italian names in the early city direcLories d.oes suggest
that the ItaLian community, before 1900, was quite sma11.

The turn of the century marked the beginning of prodigious growth

in the Italian foreign-born population of the city. In l_910 the foreigrr
born ltal-ian populaEion reached 590 comprising three percent of the cityrs
total population or 34 percent of its foreign-born component. The ltal-
ians had become the largest ethnic group in Washington, far outnumbering

the Irish, L28: Germans, 196; Austrians, L47; Russians, 167; and Engli_sh,

799,

The foreign-born Italian population in Washington steadily increased
for the next trro decades reaching irs peak of 7OL in 1930. After 1930

the foreign-born Italian population progressively declined until presently
it aumbers no more than 200. Again restrj-ctive irmnigration laws and mor-
tality of the foreign-born population r,rere responsible for the decline.
As indicated in a later chapter, out-migration would appear to be of
1itt1e consequeace.

By plotting the growth curve of the ltali-an popul-ation for Washington

and comparing it to those for the nation and state, similarity in profiles
can be found. The peak year of 1930, followed by a gradual but steady
decline is characteristic of all three. Ilowever, as was previousl_y noted,
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data before L910 for tJre clty are unavailabLe. Therefore, it is iupossi-
ble to make cooparisons for the 1890-L910 period, If, however, we were

to retroject a line for the ltaLian popuJ-ation of Washington ttre slope

wouLd f-ikely be steeper than the slopes of the other tlco l_ines because

of the J.ag in initiaL settlement in Washington.

Choice of tr{ashineton as Area of Destination

Influence of Economic Conditions

Throughout. most of its early history, Washington prospered because

of its strategic locaEion near routes of travel-. Initially it served as

a way station on the edge of the western frontier. In 1818 the coming

of the National Pike (Route 40) brought a slow growth to the town which

spelled prosperity for the next 30 years. Nevertheless, by 1880 Washing-

ton, with onLy 4292 inhabitants, was stil1 relatively smalI-. Then came

the great oil and gas boom which brought more wealth to Washington and

the county than anything else before or since. It all started when oi1

was discovered on December 31, 1884, in the Gantz well on West Chestnut

Street. Prior to that on April 30, 1884 gas had been discovered in the

Iless weLl in r,,rhat is now the Tylerdale section of the Seventh Ward.

With the discovery of natural gas and oil in the area it immediately be-

came apparent that a cheap fuel was available and before long industrial-
plants were being attracted t,o the torm. An era of industrial activity
r,.ras begun which is largely responsible for the city of tod"y.21

Between 1880 and 1900 the iadustrial base of Washington expanded by

the addition of four glass houses, a tin miI1, a steel miJ-1, and numerous

21srr"q,ri"entenial Edition, The t{ashi.ngLon Reporter, August 15, 1958.
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smaller manufacturing firns. By 1900, 2200 persons were employed in
manufacturing. Largely as a resuLt, the population increased sharply

from 4292:i.n 1880 to 7670 in 1900. However, rhroughout thls peri.od,

there were very few Itallans attracted to l,Iashington. Furthermore, most

of the early Italian ir"rigrants were not industrial laborers but rather
merchants dealing in fruits, vegetables, and confectionrry,22

One interesting question is why it took untLl the turn of the

century for substantial nuu-bers of Italian iomigrants to settle in
Washington. After all, census data suggest that duri.ng the previous

decade ItaLians had become qui.te numerous i.n Pennsylvania, particularLy
in the Pittsburgh area. Furthermore, the employnent sltuation in Washing-

ton was indeed favorabLe. trlhy then the delay?

A comprehensive answer is not posslble, however, Migliore suggests

indlrectly that ltalian s'ettlement of southwestern Pennsylvanla was both

hierarchicaL and a result of a crude diffusioo pro"."".23 The flrst
ItaU.ans to imigrate to southwestera Pennsylvaaia, initiall-y settLed ln
the great urban industria3- city of Pittsburgh. Its many iron milJ-s,

railroad l-ines, and support activities offered opportunlty for empJ-oyment.

If the funmigrant were unatLe to secure work in Pittsburgh, only then

would he move to one of the many lndustrial centers imed"iately adjacent

to Plttsburgh. Apparently Italians first exploited emplolment opportuni-

ties ln industrial centers closest to Pi.ttsburgh, movlug furttrer outward

onLy as the aeed arose. The tine Lag for ltallan migration to Washlngton

(30 niles fron Pittsburgh) could possibly have taken close to a decade.

22^for- tloa from city directories.
23s"1',r"tore MigJ-iore, "HaLf a Century of ltalian Innigration into

Plttsburgh and Allegheny County'r (unpubl-ished Masterrs thesis, University
of Plttsburgh, 1928).
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Ttre first decade of the twentleth century was a period of rapid in-
dustrial and popuLatj.on growth in lrlashington. Coal mining gained

prominence with the opening of several new mines in and around the city.
SteeJ., cJ.ay, aad brick ltrdustries jolned the already booming gLass in-
dustry. Consequently, the popuLation of Washington more than doubLed

increaslng from 71670 in 1900 ro 181718 tn 1910. Similarly, the IraLian
population lncreased from near zero in 1900 to 590 in 1910. The large1_y

unskilled Laborer from Southern ltaly as weLl as non-Italians from varlouc
parts of Southwestern PennsyJ-vanla migrated to Washington in response to
the abundant employment opportunities in industry. For the Italians in
1910, approximateLy 70 percent of all wage-earners were employed in in-
d,rs try. 24

the decade begi.nning in 19L0 was one of continulng prosperlty for
I,Iashington. SteeL and glass miLls expanded, new mlaes rilere opened, and

support, industrles for gLass and st,eeL were estabLished. The population
growth of the clty kept pace wlth lts economic prosperity. The number of
inhabitaats increased by three thousand (1_6 percent) and the first geaer-
atlon Italian population grew by an additional L00 or by 17 percent. It
appears that natural j-ncrease was responsibl_e for mueh of Washingtonts
population growth, however, the city was also receiving considerabLe nun-

bers of migrants. On the other hand, the incre3se of the Italian foreign-
born population nas attributable so1e1y to in+igration.

The overwheluing naJority of Italians continued to work as unskilLed
laborers in industriaL estabLi-shments in and around l,Iashington. Ilowever,
ItaLians aLso found business to be a lucrative area of endeavor. The

Z4rotormation from 1910 city direcrory.
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grolili:rg population increased the denand for tertiary actlvlties and

Itallans were qulck to respoad. In proportion to their numbers ltalians
were overly represented in the restauraat business, shoe repair, tailor-
ing and in whoLesale and retail marketing.2s

After L920. (with the except,ion of the depression years) the econo,mic

situation in Ifashington rernalned propitious until at least 1950. In-
dustrial- expensiotr continued aod the popuLation continued to grow. The

Italian foreign-born population, foll.owing the restrictions on further
I'n-igrationo failed to grow and after 1930 graduall-y declined. By 1970

there was oaLy about 200 foreign-born Italians Ln Washington but to-
gether with their chlldren .(secoad generation) they numbered 947. This
compares wlth the United Kingdo,m (4L0), Polaad (389), and Gernany (Z7S) .

Influence of Chain Migration

Backgrounjl. Previous studies of movemenE of foreign-born Italians
into the United States suggest that the ltalian-bomin Washington should

have originated from a restricted number of tor,rms and villages within
Italy. Explanation involves the process of ehain migration which

MacDonald26 d"firr"s as "that process in which prospeetive mi-grants learn
of opportunities, are provided with t,ransportati-on, and have initial-
accommodation and ernployment arranged by means of primary social- relat.ion-
ships with previous migrants." Immigrants were not distributed among the

25lrrforr.tion from 1910 and 1920 city directories.
26M""Dorrr1d and MacDonald, "Chain Migration, Ethaic Neighborhood

Formation and Social Networks,
(.lanuary, L964), p . 82..

t' Milbank Memorlal Fund Quarterly, 42
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"Little Italies'r by chance. Prospective immigrants needed passage money,

as well as assistance in finding initial employment and accommodation.

These r^rere generally provided by earlier irnrnigrants f rom their homet,oums.

Lopreat,o suggests that I'from the very beginning Italians settled in
what have suggestively been termed tLittle Italies. r ltal_j.an immigrat,ion
has always been a tchaint phenomenon.,,27 tr{hatever their reasons for mi-
grating, the first to leave from a particular village became a nucleus of
attraction abroad. Those who migrated after them from the same village
tended to gravitate toward the places where the first to leave had

settled. The reasons were many. Predominant was the need to be near

someone.who had to some extent solved the mystery of transculturation
and could, therefore, help the newcomers adapt to the strange new l_ife.
Often those who had been first to migrate encouraged, by means of finan-
cial or moral- assistanee, their fell-ow villagers to foll_ow. Always the
newer irnmigrants were attracted to a place by their desire to see famil-
iar faces and to hear farniliar names and idioms.

In a strange 1and, the j.mportance of relatives and peopJ-e frou the

same town in Italy took on an enlarged meaning. They were the buffer
between the immigrant and the strange new world, until adjustment to the

new life could be made. Accustomed as he had been i_n Italy to i_dentify-
ing himself with his vill-age only, the new immigranL now found his feel-
ing for the old faces and the famil-iar accents intensi.fied. How natural
then that he should set up residence in an area where people from hi-s

houe tov,m were already living, where the grocer was someone he had

formerJ-y known, and the baker w'as someone he could trust to give him

p. 40

27Joseph Lopreato, It,a1ian Americans (New York: Random llouse, 19 70) ,
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correct chatxge in the uafamiliar funerican currency, because no man from

his home totrm would cheat fri*.28
The chain relationships rrhich linked o1d and new immigrants can be

classified in three broad types. First, some establ-ished funnigrants
encouraged and assisted prospective male imurigrants of working age in
order to profit from them. These padtoni (bosses) expl-oited the new

imrnigrants directly t ox were paid a commission by American employers for
providing l-abor. Second, there was serial migration of breadwinners.
Before deciding Lo settle permanentty in the United St,ates and bring out
their wives and families, lone males often assisted other breadwinners to
come to the eountry and get established. Third, there was delayed family
nigration in which lone male i-rurigrants eventually brought out their
wives and childrur,,Z9

I,Iashiagton Sample. It is lmposslble to locate or accolmt for the
earliest Italian imigrants t,o Washington. IIe coul_d have been a travel-
ing merchant, an ltioerant street musi.cian, or ao adveaturer. MacDonald

suggeststhat rrall chains derived from chaoce occurreoces. Chanee, howevez

cannot explaia the coat,inuarlce or discontinuaneed chains.tt30

The growth of the Itallan cornmunity in Washington can indeed be ex-
plained by chain mlgration. Of the 37 persons intervieriled 35 had frieods

28_--Lawrence Fraok Pisani, The ltal-iaa ia Aneri.ca: a Socj.al Study aadEistory (New York: Exposition Press, fgSm
,o-'MacDonaLd and llacDonaLdr "Chai"' Migration, Ethnic Neighborhood

Fornation and Social Networks,
(January, 19 64), p . 85 .

'Q,',big. , p. 93.

tr Milbank Memorial Fund Quarterly , 42
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or relati-ves living in the United States prior to their emigration.
New arrivals usually went direetly to thei-r relatives and friends who

had financed their passage and relied on them to find their first lodg_
ings. 0f the 28 persons for whom Washington, pennsylvania was their
first residence in the United States, Zl foutd initial- accommodation with
friends or relatives. Of the remaining nine persons who had initially
settled in places other than Washington, all first lived with friends or
relatives. Five of the nine also had relatives living in Washington.
There was considerable information feedback between ltal_ian j_nunigrants in
I,Iashi-ngton and friends and relatives remaining in Italy. Twenty-nj-ne (7g

percent) of the respondents sti1I correspond with friends and relatives
in ltaly. Often food and clothing aecompany letters. Many irnmigrants
in turn encouraged others to emigrate from Ttaly but inrnigration laws

often prevented. all butthe closest of relatives from emigr"tirrg.3l

Geographic Distribution Source Regi-ons Chain migration has hada

a selective effect on the source regions of Italian immigration. This
was found to be t,rue at both the provincial and village leve1s. From

the sample, Ital-ian immigrants now resident in tr{ashington could be traced
to only eight provinces in Ita1y, namely:

3ln L"alres who beneflted from the rrquota reserve,, (unused quotas)
incl-uded (1) parents aod unnarried sons and daughters over 21 yearsof age of United States citlzens, (2) spouses ao'd unnarried sons anddaughters, minors and aduLts, of lawfully resident, aLlens; and (3) uarrled
soos or daughters or brottrers or sisters of United States cltizeos andtheir spouses and miaor children, if accomparrying then.
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1. Ascoli- Pi-ceno

2 . Catan zaro

3 . Cos etlza

4. Foggia

5. Palermo

6 . Po t,enza

7 , S alerno

B. Udine

The overwtrelming naJority (89 percent) were from four of the eight
provinces (Catanzaro, Cosenza, Foggia, Salerno) all of which were in the
southera part of Italy. Evldence from the questtonnalre tndicates that
there was no si.gnificant change in the prlncipal source regions of Italian
f-migration through tine.32 Ttrus it would seem that ooce establlshed the
process of chaln migration continued to operate until imigration laws
cLosed the doors to furttrer large scale irmigration.

From the sample, it was fouad that most of the Italians in I,Iashlngton
came from marry dlfferent smal1 viLLages and townsin ltal-y. Often oal-y a
few persons couLd be traced to aoy orre place. ThLs apparent dispersal of
origins, however, rdas fouod to be misleading. For exanple, if we.examine

the dlstribution of source viJ_lages in the provinces of Cosenza and

Catanzaro (within the najor politlcal unj.t of Calabria) it becomes

apparent that the souree areas (vi1J-ages) were aot randomJ_y scattered
throughout each proviuce. Instead, there was a distinct clustering of

3'ra is possible that a larger saurple size wouLd have yieldedsJ-ightly differenr results.
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Flgure 5: Major and Mlnor Source Regions, by Province,
of the ltal-ian Sanple Population
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source vj-llages. For example, in the province of Catanzaro Italian im_
migrarrts originated from two villages; Nicastro (6) and. Gi_zzeria (4).
These two vj-ll-ages, however, happened to be only six miLes apart. Simi_
1ar1y, the seven immigrants from the province of Cosenza can be traced
to five villages. Again these villages were only a few miles apart.
Furthermore, villages in Cosenza were relatively close to those in
Catatzaro. Evidence from the questionnaire indicates that many of the
Italians from these regions knew one another in Italy, prior to their
emigration. Not only did they know people from thej.r own village
(paisani) but also people from neighboring villages which may very r,reI1
have beea in another province. For example, the lone surviving i-rnrnigrant
from Carolei, Cosenza, prior to her emigration, knew several persons in
Nj-castro, Catanzaro, who later joined her in Washj-ngton.

Types of Chain Miera tion . Migration from Southern Italy to Washing_
ton was pri-marily of two types; serial migration of breadwinners and de_
layed family migration. Migration through the pedroni never existed in

2a
Washj-ngton. "

Before settling permanently in Washington and bringing out their
wives and children lone males often assisted male relatives and friends
of working age to emigrate. The guardians of new arrivals usually lodged
then in their olun quarters and found them work close by. Employment \4/as

readily found in steel mi11s, g1-ass mi11s, brick yards, and. as apprenti-ce

33rh"r" is skeLchy evldeaee sqggesti.,ng that railroad padroni mayhave functioned i:r some linited capaiity in Washiagton during the earlyL900 r s.
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shoemakers and Lailors. Quite often the relatj.ve would know of an open-

ing in the place where he hinseLf was workj-ng, or could arrange before-
hand to place the new arrival- through an agreement with his employer,
who was usual-ly eager to get all the 1-ow-paid workers he "ou1d.34 In
one inst,ance, an early migrant assisted his brother (who was a shoemaker

by trade) by building hirn a shoe shop prior to his immigration.
Later, when a male immigrant felt some permanency in his settlement

he would either send for the remainder of his faurilyr or, if he were a

bachelor, would most likely return home to marry. Several reasons in-
fluenced the inrnigrantts decision to remain in Washi_ngton and send for
the rest, of his family rather than return to ltaly. Rarely was he able
to take home the fortunes of whi"ch he had dreamed. Thus ltalian immi-
grant,s were not provided with the monet,ary vehicle which could relieve
them of their social and economic plight in ltaly. A1so, mass emigration
brought about rapid inflation in Southern ltal-y as money flowed back

from America to its stagnant, economy. Therefore, there was a sapping

of the power of their money earned here in the United States. Moreover,

it was cheaper for immigrants to bring out their families and put them

to work in the United Stat.es, than leave them in Italy and return home

periodicatty.35 Nineteen (51 percent of those interviewed) nigrated
as part of a family whose destination was to join the head of the family
here in the United States. This type of migration occurred largely dur-
ing the late 1910rs and beyond.

3!+"-LawreJree Frank Pisani, ItaU-an in America a Soeial StudHistory (New York : Fjxposition Press, , p'
35M..Doo"Ld and MaeDonaLd, i,Chai-n Ltigration, Ethnic Neighborhood

Formatioa and Social Networksr" Itilbank MemoriaL Fr:nd euarterLv. 42
(Janu ary, 19 64), p. 89 .

andThe
a
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MacDonald suggests that many Italian rromen - both wives and

daughters - were put to work soon after arrival, often in factories,
especially as garment workers and textj.le factory op"=ativ"s.36 This
type of female employment, however, was not common in Washington. A

few females worked in the family buslness or found odd jobs if their
husbands happened Lo die at an early age; otherwise, their onJ_y occu_
pation was as a housewife.

For the lone mal_e in Washington finding a wife was not always an
easy t,ask. MacDonald suggests that there was very Iittle intermarriage
between Southern Ital-ians and ,'01d" Americans or other nationality groups
in the Uaj-ted States. They definitely preferred to marry Southern
Italian women. However, in Washington as was true for most of the
Uni-ted States, there r^ras a shortage of marriageable Southern Itali-an
women. Consequently, most baehelors had to return home to marry or
bri-ng out proxy *i.r.".37 From the Washington sample, four ma1es, in
fact, returned to Italy either to marry o1d sweethearts or to search for
a wife. Only one male out, of 19 married an American born non_Italian.
With the passage of time, however, the number of marriageable Southern
Italian women very s1ow1y increased as unmarried daughters accompanied
their mothers to Join their fathers.

'u.r.p*u. , P. 89.

"Iriu.. , P. 90.



CHAPTER III
RESIDENTIAL LOCATION OF THE ITALIAN POPULATION

Ihis chapter analyzes the residentiaL patterning of the Italian
populatlon for ten year intenrals, 1900-L970 incl_usive. Some of the
ecoaomic and social characterlstics of the ltal_ians which direetly or
indirectly affect the resldential location of the popul_atlon are dis_
cussed in detail. These l.nclude neighborhood j.dentification, fanily ties,
reLigion, membership in socLal organizations, and economlc considerations.

Ihis chapter is subdivided into two major parts. Ihe first uajor
subdivlsion deaLs nainly with the residential Location of the Italian
population up until- 1930,38 This includes the formative years of Italian
im.igration when the conrmunity was being constantly replenished by
sLreams of iumlgrants. The second najor subdivislon, ResidentiaL Lo-
cation 1930 to the Present, is confLned fo the perlod during whieh
Italian imi.gration virtual-ly ceased and the ItaLian population gradually
declined.

Residential Location 1900-1930

Italian immigrants founded very few towns in America. For the most

part patterns of housing and commercial establishments in towns and cities
had been established prior to their arrival. Washington was no except,ion.
Into the preexisting structure of the city came Italian immigrants and,

3Slrrfor*ution from "AJ-phabetical List of Narnes,, section in citydirectories.
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whatever else they raight do in the city, they had to adopt to iLs struc-
ture and ord.=.39

Insofar as can be determined the initial ltal-ian irnmigrants in
Washington r/ere merchants who made their way into the business sect,or of
![ashingtonts economy and prospered. Their shops and markets were locatec
in the heart of the business district, primarily on Main, Chestnut, and

Wheeling Streets. Because of the extremely sma1l size of the Italian
population there was not the sI-ightest hj-nt of clustering or resid,ential
segregation. Most of the merchants simply lived above their place of
business.

As the flow of ltalian immigrants increased, however, the spatial
characteristics of their sett,lement began to take more definite form.
The areas of first settl-ement were the ol-der residential areas of the
city, because here residential competition was at a minimum, and housing
was relatively inexpensive. Those who came in family units could rent,
or share with friends, apartments at costs that with some sacrifice coul_d

at least be endured. Those who came as indi-viduals could share a low
priced room with one or two others at a boarding house or at the home of
a paisani.

Information from the 1907-08 eity directory can be used to determine
the resj-dential patterning of the inj-tial ltalian popu1ation.40 Resi--

dences were scattered throughout census tract 39, the main business

seet.or of Washington. As earlier one could find Italian or^med and run

_3gsarrrluy Lieberson, EtE{r+g pamems ir &tlericaa Ciries (New york:
The Free Press of GLencoe, 1.963)lt;5.

401'i.r"t directory year in which ItaLlan popul.ation is of consider-able size.
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businesses with residence at the same Locati-on. Their nunber, however,

had increased two-fold. The main concentration of Italians was on the

rospect street.41 llere

there was a definite clustering or concentration of ltal-ian households.

In fact, 48 percent of all Italian households in Washington were located

in this part of town. Furthermore, within each household anywhere from

one to eight boarders could be found. This concentration of households

and boarders suggested a dense Italian population. In the Prospect part

of town housing was relatively inexpensive. Houses were long narrow

wooden structures built near the turn of the century' Italians avoided

housing on nearby Maiden Street where houses were of superior quality and

esthetic beauty but certainly much higher pri-ced. The ltalian residents

were overwhelmingly working class, largely finding employment in nearby

glass mi1ls and brick yards.

The only other cl-ustering of Italian residences could be found in

the Tylerdale seetion (north; tract 43) centered around l'loodland Avenue'

Ilere, however, the Italian community was quite small; only six households

plus several boarders. It,alians were attracted to this part of town be-

cause of cheap housing and close proximity t,o employment oPportunities,

i.e. coal mines, tin mi11, glass mill.
By 1920 Ehe Italian population of Washington had dramatically in-

creased. Many of the lone working males who had previously been boarders

were now reunited with their fanilies or had married, and were looking

for houses of their own. The tendency was to purchase, if possible, a

Ah"rearter Prospect wil-L be used to denote the nhoLe of the Italian
conrmr:ni-ty ia the South side of to!fllr unless stated otherwise.
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house close to friends and relatives. If they had neither, Italians
sought a place where they could hear famiLiar accents, and where they
could at least be understood. Thus we find ltal-j-an inurigrant,s gravi_
tating together to form core areas upon which the future growth of
Italian colonies or enclaves would depend.

The colony centered around prospeet continued to be the major con_
centration of Italian households with clearly 50 percent of all Italians
in Washington residi.ng there. It,alian households in the Tylerdale
section more than doubled, but the community sLi11 remained sma11 and
dispersed compared to the Italian colony centered around prospect,.

Outside of these core areas, the residenti.al location of Italians
had changed somewhat. Italian merchants remained scattered throughout
the business district, although their numbers had increased. But the
most obvious change was the emergence of new clusters on the western
side of tornm (txact 42). Twenty-five household.s could be identified
along Mill, Brookside and Grove Streets. Apparently, their major con-
siderations were cheap housing and close proximity to places of employ_
ment. Many of the ltalian wage-earners were employed in a nearby glass
miI1 and steel mi11 while others set up business establishments such as
shoe shops and grocery stores. Italian settlement in this part of town
also suggests thaE as the ethnic cornrnunity in Washington grew, it needed
room for expansion. When residential expansion was blocked because of
high prices and,/or unavailability of housj-ngr new nucleii in other parts
of tortm would einerge.

By the early part of Lhe 1930 decade it becomes evident that once
the residential pattern was established, then future growth simply built
on that existing framer^rork with growth characterized as sectorial or
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radj-aI. For example, during the preceeding decade there was the emer-

gence of a grouping of Italian residences on the western side of town.

Since 1920 there had been an enlargement of these groupings or clusters
and a gradual coalescing, resulting in the formatj.on of a new core area.

Density then increased in this new core while other residences dispersed

outroard ar^ray from that core and center city. This outward movement, how-

ever, was not an indication of suburbanization. In most cases this
movement toward the ciEy limits involved housing similar in age and

quality to that at the western core. This sectorial growth then could

be characterized as a search procedure (principally by second generati_on

Italians) for cheap avail-able housing.

The Italian conmunity centered around Prospect by the 1930rs had

increased both in density and its areal extent. After all availabl-e

housing at the core of the original colony was occupied ltalians moved

into adjacent neighborhoods searching for living space. Italians in
significant numbers moved into llouston, East, and Lang Streets. This

movement, horrrever, was inward away from the Italian core and toward the

center of the city. llere housing was available and within the Italianrs
economic means. Ilousing in the opposite direction (toward the city
linits) was for the most part relativel-y new and far too expensive for
most. Italians.

Sfunilarly, the Italian community in Tylerdale grer,v rapidly. Density

increased at the core but more apparent was its outward expansion toward

the cj.ty limits. This direction of resj-dential movement was largely
dictated by cost and availability of housing. The number of households

had increased more than two-fold, however, the Italian communtty in Tyler-
dal-e remai.ned eonsiderably smaller than its crosstown counterpart at
Prospect.
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Economic Inf luences

tlhea studylng the spatial arrangenent of the ltaliaa coumuaity ia
Washington, pennsyl-vania - J.ocation, density, residential segregation _

it ts important to consider economic factors which influence and, in
many instances, even deteroine residential Location. Upon settling in
I{ashi.ngton such factors as job location and cost of housing were of ut_
most importanee 36 frnmfgrant ltal-inns.

Job Location

Generally in the United States it has been found that Italian resi_
dential- areas were located near places of empl_oyment, particularly near
manufacturing establishnents which were their main sources of employment,;
the desj-re to save car fare or long walks were primary concerns. In
Washington, Italian residential areas were indeed located near industrial
establishments. This idea of residential location, however, can be taken
one step further. We have already argued that newly arrj.ving iumrj.grants
usually found their first emplo5rment because of the help they received
from members of the ethnic cornmunity. Often their first job was either
in the same factory or in the same line of work. Therefore, it seems

logical that people withi-n a certain area (usually friends and relati_ves)
will work in the same places. By plotting the residence of Italian
employees for seleeted industrial firms it becomes readily apparent that
this is true.

There is, however, one point which is subject to further inquiry.
While it is true that sorne ltalians sought lodgings near their place of
emplo5rrnent, j-t also seems equally true that some ltalj.ans sought employ_
ment near their initial- residential siLes. The eontention is that the
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residential site of a new funnigrant r,.ras predetermined. However, if a

job was not waiting for him, then the new iinnigrant would simply have

to find his oum. Usually this involved no more than a simple process

of least effort, that is, exploitinB, if possible, ernployment opportuni-
tj-es located nearest his initial resldential siLe. In other words,

predetermined residential locations had an effect on the initial patterns

of employment. There is evid.ence from the questionnaire to support this
idea. Several immigrants upon arriving in Washington did not have a job

awaiting them. Room and board, however, was readily found wiEh either

, friends or relatives who resi-ded in ltali.an ghetto areas. Soon after
arrival the iumigrants then exploited job opportunities in factories and

businesses nearest their residence.

It is apparent then that a rnultiplicity of factors regarding enploy-

ment and residential patterning function for the lEalian cortrnunity in
Washington. The dominance of any one factor can not be ascertained with-
out further detailed invesLigation.

Cost of Ilousing

Numerous studies have found that Italians were attracted to particular
precincts, wards, or quarters of the city because of cheap accommodations.

Ideally this cheap housing would be l-oeated near plaees of empl-oymenL or

where employment could hopefully be secured. To test this hypothesis

for Washingtonrs ltalian community, an attempt was made to determine cost

of housing in all parts of the city during the early decades of the 1900rs.

Unfortunatel^yrrecords which would have been of value were destroyed. The

only alternative was to plot average housing cost by city bl-ock from the

1960 housing census. Si^nce the initial Italian set,tlement, residential
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values within the city obviousl-y have changed somewhat. Nevertheless,

relati.vely speaking, meaniagfuL comparisons can stil-l- be urade. From the

map it is apparent Lhat Italians did occupy areas of cheap housing within
the city, i-.e. TyJ-erda1e, Prospect,, and Western part of tornrn. There were

of course other areas of the city where housing was equa11-y inexpensj-ve,

hor^rever, the areas were ei.ther occupied by Poles and other European immi-

grant groups (rest of Tylerdal-e), or simply locaLed too far from places

of employment.

Evidence from the map also suggests reasons for the directional bias
growth of the Italian colonies. Again one of the major considerations

had to have been cost of housing. For example, the Italian colony in
Tylerdale during the 1930's and 40rs grew away from the central- city.
Thi-s, however, was not an indication of suburbanization, but rather one

of economics. The pri-ce of housing moving toward Lhe center city rose

considerabl-y; at the time, much too expensive for most Italian families.
However, housing toward the city limits was in the same priee range.

Social Influences

The Italian conmunity in Washington is influenced, both internally
and externally by many different social conditions and institutions.
Not only do these social institutions - family, social otgatLzations,

re1-igion, neighborhood - encourage the growth of the colony, but also

maintain and perpetuate j.t as well. They are the binding forces which

enable individual households to grow into elusters, and clusters to grow

into cohesive neighborhoods. Furthermore, these social eharacteristics
are the life and soul of the Italian colony; those physical and cuLtural
art,ifacts which would enabl-e a traveler through the city to know instant-
ly when he had reached the Italian section.
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Proximity to Family and Eriends

It is impossibl-e to consider the cohesiveness of an Italian neighbor-

hood in Washington and eLsewhere without flrst considering the strength

and structure of the Italian family. Barzini writes in his book "The

Italj-ans", "The first source of power is the family."42 siruilarly, G1azet

and Moynihan contend that the little circles of kinfolk and townfolk,

gathered in a neighborhood, were the bases of the American ltalian com-
L"munity.'"

Structurally the ltal-ian nuclear family, other than its large size,
is no different from any other famil-y. Ilowever, the exteaded famil-y is
enlarged to the point where it includes up to fifth cousins, great uncles

and aunts, and great great grandparents. SpaLially there is a pronounced

tendency for members of the same exLended faurily to live near one another.

Thi-s kinship localism manifests itself in a nuriber of ways. It is not

utr'conmon to find a single tenement, entirely occupied by one extended

famil-y, elderly parents, matured children with their mates, and grand-
tLtLchildren. ''

Friends and paisani (people from the same village or province) also

function as family members, socially as well as spatially. Aecording

to Firey, "Paisani and other friendship solidarities lj.kewise assume a

lL?'-Luigi Barzini, The Italians (New York: Bantan Books Inc., L964),
p. 198.

43N"th"r, Glazer and Danj.el P. Moyaihan, Be]to,nd the ltelLing Pot:- The
Negroes. PuSTto"RigEms; Jer^l!i, Lt¤ilians, a,nd ltish of Ne!['York-Clty (Cam-
bridge, l'fassachusetts: The !I.I.T. Press, L970), p. 190.

44*rtter Firey, Land Use in Central Boston (C
Ilarvard University Press, L947) , p. 193 .

ambridge, Iulassachusetts :
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decided localism . . . felIow pai^sani show considerabLe tendency Lo live
near one another, sometimes occuPying much of a single street or court."45

By plotting the biruh p1-ace (by province) of a number of foreign-
born Italians throughout the city it became possible to look for any

internal division or fragmentation of the colony into "little Siciliesr"
t'litLle Calabrias" a:td the like. Unfortunately, there is no way to

determine the birth places of the Italian population in the formative

years of Italian immigration. Nevertheless, some interesting pat,terns

did emerge from the survey data of surviving foreign-born ltal-ians.
With one exception the Italians resi.ding in the Tylerdale section of

town were Calabrian (provinces of Consenza and Cataazaro) who largely
avoided the south side of town. Similarly, all of the iuunigrants from

Salerno and Foggia l-ived on Lhe southern or western parLs of town but not

in Tyl-erda1e. No doubt if a sirnilar map could be reproduced for 1930

similar bold patterns of provincial clustering eould be seen to have

existed within the Italian community.

Itali-an OrganLzations

Two Italian organizations were founded and prospered in Washington.

The order Sons of Italy (Leonardo da Vinci and Davina Madre Lodges) was

founded by Italian immigrants on August L2, L9L4. Most members l-ived in
the South side of town (Prospect colony) and there the lodge found its
initial home where it remains today. (see figure 10) The other organi-

zation, Alpine Star Lodge No. 9 (Italian Sons and Daughters of Ameri.ca),

was founded on Ju1-y 8, L929. Its initial home was on Woodland Avenue in
the heart of the ltal-ian neighborhood in the Tylerdale section of Eowrx.

,Ibid. , p. L94 .
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(see figure 10) Today it is located on Jefferson Avenue' (adjacent to

Tylerdale) stil1 readily accessible to the Italian community.

Social organizaLions served many purposes for the Italian communj-ty.

Primarily the I-odge fil-led a great social void. It brought together

Italians socially in the form of picnics, recreational activities,
charity work, card c1ubs, and bingo. Social oxgarLzations strengthened

ties withj-n the Italian community by bringing individuals together as a

group. In additi-on to the social functions, the lodge helped to develop

a feeli-ng of identity within the lEali-an colony a1-ong with a sense of

community pride and rapport.

The lodges also lnstiLled ethnic pride in the ltal-i.an; pride of

heritage and culture. The lodges contrj-buted greatly to the preservation

and spreading of ltalian culture. They have promoted the teaching of

the Ital-ian language in publ-ic and private schools, collaborated in the

translation and publ-ication of Italian classics, and have instituted
cultural and drama otganizations.

Ital-j-an organizations have also strengthened ties between the ltalian
community and Italy by responding generously to the appeals of the Mother

CounLry in a1l- natural- disasters and nat,ional calamities. Generous con-

t,ributions have been sent from the United St,ates (including Washington)

to the Italian Red Cross, to the American Relief Association, to the

Friendship Train, and to victims of earthquakes and floods.46

Of particular interest to the ltal-ian courmuniLy in Washington, in
the past and presently, has been the publicati.on of two weekJ-y newspapers

46*rrrest L, Biagi, The Purple Aster 3 A llistory of the Order Sons of
Lt: };t in_$qe.r'iB (Veritas Press, 1961) , p . LL7 ,
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by the Sons of Italy which each member receives. The Tines is publ-ished

in Philadelphia by the 0.S.I.A. of Pennsyl-vania. It contains news from

around the state which would be of interest to ItaLians and ltaLian-
Amerj-cans. The O.g.I.A. News, a publicati-on of the National Supreme

lbdge in Worcester, Massachusetts, in conLrast to the Times, contains

news only at the national level. Both newspapers, however, carry news

about Italy and are written in English and ltalian; domestic articles
are written in English, those coneerning Italy, in ltal-ian.

Religion

When ltal-ian immigrants settled in Washington one of their primary

needs (other than food and shelter) was to satisfy their spiritual
desires. The majori-ty of Italians were Roman Catholic, having brought

Catholicism from their native 1and. At the time of their arrival there

was one Catholic church in Washington, kunaculate Conception. This

church was erected in 1855 on East Maiden Street by Irish i-nunigrants.

In 1892 the church found a new location at the corner of South Lincoln

and East Wheeling where it remained until 1930. Not too surprisingly
al-1 of the Italian Catholics in tr{ashington belonged to the Immaculate

Conception parish. In 1919 Polish speaking immigrant,s (who up to then

had been attending Immaculate Conception) founded Saint, Hilary Church

on l{enderson Avenue. Pri.ests were Polish-born and masses were served in
the Pol-j-sh language. The ner^r Saint llilary Church was close to the

Italian colony in the Tylerdale section of town. The Italians there,

however, preferred to uake the trip across town and thus remained parish-
oners at Immaculate Conception. Being abl-e t,o worship as a body with
their fel-low countrymen somehow made the journey worthwhile. In addition
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Polish nasses did not appeal- to immigrant ItaU-ans. Why ltal-ians did

not establ-ish a Cathol-ic church in their own neighborhood i-s not cl-ear.

Their numbers were sufficient. Certainly the ltal-ianst economic si.tu-
ation was not worse than that of the Pol-es. Perhaps motivation and/or

initiative was I-acking. Whatever the reason, no Italian Catholic parish

ever exist.ed in Washington.

Italians as a whole were good church goers or at least consi-dered

themselves t'good Catholicsrt' however, women \,rent more often than men.

If for health reasons a member could not attend mass, the priest would

pay a visit to the house and in some cases administered cormnunion.

Burning candl-es were commonplace in ltal-ian houses with statues of their
patron saints frequently visible to the passerby.

As early as 1901 Catholic education was available for l{ashingtonrs

Catholic population. Few ltalians, however, sent their childrea to the

parochial school-, economic considerations being the primary reason.

Despite the costs, however, Lhere were some Italians, feeling their
children were abused both physical-Iy and mentally by teachers in public

sehools because of their ethnic background, who did send their chil-dren

to parochial schools.

Not all Italians were Catholics or at least wished to remain Catho-

lic. Att,empts by missionaries to convert or evangeLize the Italian
population met with some success in Washington. In l-923 the Italian
Christian Church r,ras founded in Washingtoa. The church was affiliated
with Lhe ltalian Christian Church of North Anerica rrhich had its begin-
nings in Chicago in the early 1900rs. During its embryonic years ser-
vices were held in the homes of church members. Unlike the Catholic chur

in Washington, rohose priests were lrish, the first preachers at the Chris

tian Church roere ltalian-Americans. In addition, services were given in



62

both English and ltalian. According to i-nformartts, Italians left the

Catholic Church because of dissaLisfaction and "a desire to save their
sou1s." To them the Catholic Church taught fal-se doctrines and did not

provide for the salvation of their souls. As one informant put it,
"Italians found the truth.r'

Tt L927 the Christian Church found a permanent home. Through the

time and labor of several of its members a small wooden structure was

erected on WesE Wylie Avenue. The location, however, had 1ittle sig-
nificance. It was simply one of the few pieces of cheap land available

for the construction of their church. Finally in 1966 a new modern

strucLure was erected at the corner of Shirls and Fourth. By this time

the name of the church had been changed to the Christian Church of

North America. Presently most of its members are non-Italians but the

preacher is of IEalian descent.

Neighborhood

In the eourse of time every sector and guarter
of the eity takes on something of the character
and qualities of j.ts inhabitants. Each seParate
part of the city is inevitably stained with the
peculiar sent j.ments of i-ts population. The ef f ect
of this is to convert what rras at first a mere
geographi-eaL expression into a neighborhood, that
is to say, a locality *r\lsentimentsr traditions,
and a history of its owrl .

The Itali¤m cosmuoiEy io l{ashiogton could be considered as a mosai-c

of neighborhoods. Withio each Italiao enclave one could find subconmuni-

ties or sociaL units which sociologists refer to as neighborhoods. The

Dictionary of Sociology defiaes a aeighborhood as "a smaIl comnunity,

47Robert E. Park and llerbert, A. Mi-ller, 01d
(NewYork: Ilarper&Bros., L92L), p. LL4.

World Traits Transplante
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characterized by l-imited area and highly developed personal face-to-face
relations.r' This is not to say that every street inhabited by Italians
j-s a neighborhood; every street j.s not. Ilowever, particularly within
the eore regions of the Italian eolonies in the Tylerdal-e and prospect

sections of town, Itali.an neighborhoods flourished.
The Italian neighborhood functioned both as a social unit and as an

organizer of space. The neighborhood strengthens ties within the Italian
conm.unity. People with a common heritage, culture, and skills are
brought together as a nej-ghborhood group, which functions as a group

rather than as individuals. The neighborhood also spavms social organi-
zations, which among other things, serves as a means to strengthen ties
between the coumunity and Italy. Furthermore, the neighborhood functions
as a determlnant of residential location and relocation. New arrivals
from Italy were attracted to neighborhoods in which their feLl_ow country-
men had already settl-ed. Moreover, second generation Italians found it
difficult (at J-east into the 1950's) to break the bonds between themselves

and neighborhood and family. Thus, most second generation Italians sought

residence within ltalian neighborhoods rather than in other part,s of
Washington or in suburban areas.

It appears appropriate here to trace the evolution of an Italian
neighborhood and discuss it,s functions and soci-a1 and physical character-
istj-cs. For familiarity reasons a parLj.cularly strong neighborhood

centered around Woodland Avenue in the Tylerdale section of tornm wi1l be

examined. Italian inmigrants found Woodland Avenue to be an area of
cheap housing close to thei.r soutrce of employment. The houses, built
near the turn of the century as rnining homes, were relatively large
wooden rectangular structures neatly arranged in monotonous rows. The
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residents preceding the Italian invasion, aLthough di-verse j.n ethnic

background, were largely of German and Irish origin. The displacement

of these ethnic groups, beginning in 1910 with resi-dence of the first
Italian, was quick and thorough. Within twenty years Woodland Avenue

had become 80-90 percent Italian. The remaining 10-20 percent were

Pol-es.

The Italian inhabitants had developed a feeling of corrnunality or

identity with others living in the vicinity. Personal, yet informal

daily interactions occurred among the people living near one another.

The men either gathered on streeE corners, on Porches, or behind store-

fronts to chat, play cards or checkers, and drink coffee or wine. Women

socialized less than men, usually confining their social activities to

the home, discussing social events and affai.rs of the famil-y. Informal

unannounced visits were the rule rather than the exception. What rnras

important to the Italians was not so much the appearance of the streets

and houses, but the inner quality where relatives and friends were wel-

come and a good table was set.

Hucksters were also an integral part of the ltalian comurunity. twic

a week these traveling merchants woul-d peddle fish, fruits and vegetables

and bread, drawing crowds of adults and children as they went.

Every Friday and Saturday there was an Italian open air market in
the Tylerdale section of Lown. The market often oecurred outside the

Italian cormnunity primarily because of the need for wide streets and

1evel grarnd. I"lerchants would come f rom all over the area setting up

shop along both sides of Lhe streets. Besides its obvious economic

benefits the market al-so functi-oned as a social event. Italians l-oved

t,o chat and argue over high prices and fixed scales. It all made life
interesting to them.
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Strangely enough, ir*rabitants of Woodland Aveaue when asked where

they were from often naned the J-arger area (TylerdaJ-e) rather than their
immediate district. Italians with their sense of neighborhood, identl-
fied nore with ty1erd.aLe, its markets, and the whole of the ltalian co,n-

munity ia this part of town rather than to their immediate street or

di.strict. Of course force of hablt passed on from generation to geaer-

ation or to later arrivals nay also be a contributing faetor.

ResldentiaL Locatlon 1930-1970

In spite of the virtual cessation of Italian imrnigration after 1930,

and the j-ncreasing assimi.lation and mobi.llty of the Italian populatioa,

the core areas of ItaLian resld.ence in Tylerdale and Prospect sections ol

town continued to perpetuate themselves intaet for at least two more

decades. In fact, the denslty and areal extent of these eoclaves ln-
creased rather than decreased. Ne11i, in his study of ItaLians in
Chlcago, observed a slnilar persi.stence of ltaLian colo'nles there. IIe

writes:
Ethni-c colonies did not quickly, readily or
willingly disintegrate. I,ltrile many economical-
ly and soclally mobile members moved to more
f ashionable and desi-rable residential areas,
others remained behind and sought to perpetuate
faniliar and accepted patterns of living. Only
the large-scale invasion of new, different and
unacceptable group, or the conversion of the
distri-ct to industrial and commerci-al use, could
eli.urinate the hard core of earli.er inhabiiants.48

The growth of the ltal-ian enclaves in Washingtoa during the 1930-

1-950 period.suggests that substantial numbers of second generation

ItaLians sought residence near their pare[ts. More pronourced, however,

48Hrr*bert s. Nelli, Italians in Chi.cago r 1880-1930 (New York:
Oxford University Press, L97 0) , p. 37 .
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was the dispersal- of Italian residences throughout the city, part,icularl'
in the west-central section of town centered around West Chestnut and

Jefferson Avenue. Here Italians established many new businesses. These

included, grocery stores, tailor shops, shoe shops, barber shops, and

confectionaries. Soon Italian owned and run businesses domi.nated this
cormnercial- section of WashingEon. First generati_on Italian merchants

and their families, for convenience reasons, preferred to live close to
their business establishments. Second generatlon sons and daughters,

who were often employed in the family business, rather than move t,o the

suburbs, frequently sought residence in the same area.

By the 1960 census there had been a dramatic change in the pat,tern

of Italian residence. Foremost was the decline in populat,ion of the

Italian core areas. The cessation of Italian imnigration some decades

before had a profound affect on the Italian colonies. Without a continu-
ous flow of new i-mmi-grants and an abandonment by many second generation
Italians, the maint,enance of the core areas became impossible, Many of
the first generation Italians had died and the majority of the living
were 65 years of age and over. Furthermore, second generation Italians
had become more socially and eeonouri-ca1Iy mobi.le, seeking residence

throughout the city or in booming suburban areas outside the city limits.
In 1970 there was no significant concentraLion of Italian residences

and the number of households declined noticeably. The o1d core areas

were merely hollow remnants of a once flourishing past. The Italian
residential areas near the center of the city, which flourished beginning

in the late 1930rs, had to be evacuated. Commercj-al and residential re-
development projects, plus a widening of major transportation routes
forced residents to sell their homes to the city.
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Social and Economic Considerations as Indi.cators of Residential Mobilitv

Particularly aft,er L950 Italian resj-dences spread Lhroughout the

city; and as will be seen in the next ehapter there was considerable

movement into suburban Washington as well as to other parEs of the Unitec

States. In order to aecouD.t for the residential mobility of the ltalian
population it was imperative to consider a number of social and economic

conditions. Most important the population must be economically capable

to meet the high costs of housing and taxes in fashionable suburbs and

i-nnercity areas. Furthermore, socializatiorr or "Americanization" as in
the use of the English language, individualism, and status seeking must

be considered as an impetus for residential mobi-lity among Italians (par-

tieul-ar1y second and third generati-on) .

Occupational Structure and mobility
Residential mobility of the Italian populat,ion in Washington can be

directly linked to occupational- mobility. Increased capital resources

and accompanying social st,atus enable, and frequently encourage, moveuent

away from Italian ghetto areas to either more fashionable residential
areas in other parts of the city or to new suburban areas outside the

city limits. Occupational mobility has occurred largely among second anc

third generation Italians. Unlike first generation iumrigrant Italians
who possessed littl-e or no capital and were employed in low paying jobs,

subsequent generations have made the long, slow climb up Ehe economic

ladder. Whereas immigranL Italians were forced to purchase housing whict

was within their meager monetary means, thus restricting them to eertain
residenLial areas of the city, many second generation ILalians have

reached an economic 1evel (savings and well paying jobs) which enables
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them to choose resideace in uore fashionable parts of the city - if they

so desire.

Initially two out of every Lhree ltalian wage earners in Washington

r,rrere employed as laborers in industrial p1-ants, as road repairmen and

sundry unskilled jobs. Due to language and cultural handicaps, exploi-
tat,ion by employers, and lack of capital, even many skilled and semi-

skilled Italians engaged in manual labor. Not every Italian, however,

had to abandon his trade. Several found work as masons, stonecutters
and carpenters. Barbers, tail-ors, and shoe repairmen found a market, for
their talents, usually culminating in the openi_ng of an independent shop

or business establishment.

Other Italians began modestly enough to fill the demands of their
local- eountrymen for the fruits and vegetables which composed so great a

part of their diets. The growers and peddlers of such produce soon foun<

themselves i-n demand in other than ltalian neighborhoods, and the supply-

ing of fruits and vegetables soon beeame a big b,rsir.r".49
Despite their peasant background, their lack of commercial experien<

and their edueational limitations, the first generation of Italian immi-

grants showed a strong inclination for business enterpri"e.50 In 1920,

twenty percent of all ltalj-ans in Washj-ngton ran businesses of their own,

The distribution was as follows:

49"",r="o.e Fraok Pisaai, The l,talian i.qlnerica: A Soeial Study
and History (New York: Expositloa Preas, J-957), p. 99.

50N"th"o Glazer and DanleJ- p. Moynihanr Beyond the'Me].ting pot
(Canbriage, l"trassachusetts: The M.I.T. Pressrm
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1. Bakers 5

2. Fruits 9

3. Barbershops 7

4. Shoe Repairs Lz

5. Tail-ors 9

6. Produce 13

7 . Confect,ionery 4

B. Ice Cream Manufacturer 1

9. Pool Room 1

10. Huckster 1

Throughout most of the formative years of Italian settlement in
Uashington few Italian technical and professional people existed in the

community. In 1907 there were ,loo..51 Even by l-920 there were only
three, or approximately one percent of the wage earning population. It
wasn't untj.l 1960 that five percent, of the wage earning Italian popu-

lation was employed at the professional, technical leve1. This figure
rose to 7.2 petcent in L970.

Occupational mobility appears to have taken place largely within the

working class, with movemenE occurring from unskil_led to semi-skiIled or
skilled laborr or occasionally to supervisory positions. Careers in
medicine and 1aw which exerted a powerful at.traction for members of the
ttAmericanl generation of Italians were virtually closed to irnmigrants who

arrived in the United States as adults.52

t'rrrtonnation frou l-907-08 city direcrory.
52Hrrrb"t

Oxford Univer
t S, Nelli, Ital
sity Press, L97A r P.

a]JI 1880-19 30 (New York:
o
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Movempnt into the professional and technical level- was a slow but

steady process. The most popular professions were teaching and medicine.

Conversely, the proporti.on of persons engaged in manual labor dropped

steadily through the years. In 1910, two out of three Italians in Wash-

ington were employed as laborers, whereas in 1970, only one in three.
Craftsmen, foremen, and clerical workers began to dominate the occu-

pational structure of the Italians. The percentage employed in clerical
and kindred work rose from zero in 1907 to a subst,antLaL L2.4 percent in
L970.

IEal-ians always found business to be a lucrative area of endeavor.

Through time, however, the types of business were forced to change.

Small- independent businesses such as grocery stores aad fruit markets

found it increasingly difficult Lo compete with big business, who, with
their natural advantages of mass production and mass markets, were monop-

olizing Washingtonrs business. Shoe repair shops, r,uhose services were

decreasingly required by the public, r4rere eventually forced to cLose. At
one time there were seventeen sueh shops in Washington; present,ly there

are only two. Ital-ians had to expand their seope of business ventures.

Bakeries, tailors, shoe repair shops, and fruit markets gave way to

cleaners, drug stores, auto repair, insurance, appliances, teaching, con-

tracti-ng, and light industry.

Women in the Labor Force

T'he entry of Italian wonen i.nto the work foree as professional-s,

proprietors, aod as laborers has meant economic independence for unwed

females and added family income for those women who have married. I'Iany

single females who have secured work have found it desirable to move out
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of the home and into apartments and frequently ouL of the Washj-ngton

area. Married working females, by supplementing the husbandrs income,

have often enabled the famiLy to build a new home or move into high

class residential or suburban areas.

Before 1920 very few Italian women could be found in the work force.
The stereotype of Italian womanhood chained to a job at home was undeni-

ably true for the majority of Italian women. Domestic work--chi.l-d bear-
ing, child rearing, cooking, canning, baking--dominated her 1ife.

By 1931, small buL steadily increasing numbers of ltal-ian women

went int,o teaehing, cl-erical work, and even ventured into business. In
fact, Italian rrromen became quite successful in the fruit and grocery

business. Unskil-led labor or semi-skill-ed factory work was still shunned

or avoided, when possible.

lJorld War 1I had a profound effect on the number of women in the

labor force as wel-l- as on their occupational structure. Many young men

who had manned the industrial machinery of the city were ca1led to the

armed forces. Consequently, significant numbers of women quickly took

their places. Primarily, the Italian women who responded to the labor
shortage were young and of the seeond generat.ion. Their new occupational

life style and monetary independence was in contrast wj.th the generations

of Italian women before them.

After World War lI, the number of Italian women eurployed as labor-
ers slowly but steadily declined. 0n the other hand, w¤men entering the

professions (primarily teaching), clerj-cal and kindred work, and business

increased narkedly. Their movement into the skil_Ied aud professional
levels reflects the educational- attainment of Italian women. For immi-

grant ltal-ian r^romen, education or formal training was rare indeed. For
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daughters and particularly their grandchildren, education became an im-
portant desirabl-e part of their U-ves. Women continued to occupy
positions in the business roorld. Many ltalj.an women opened up beauty
shops, bars, and restaurants either in conjunction with their husbands

or alone. In several cases with the death of a spouse, Italian \^7omen

continued to own and run the family business.

Assimilation
One of the factors instrumental in the changing residential patterni

of the Italian eormrunity is the increasing accul-turation and assimilation
of the Italian population. Through tj-me, contact between the Italian and

the rrAmerican" increases. This contact, occurs at. school, places of em-

p1o5rment,, and even i-n everyday activities. EngJ_ish displ_ace,s Italian
as the primary J-anguage, particularly for the second generation. It be_

comes increasingly difficult to retain an o1d world culture in new world
surroundings. The rate of ethnic intermarriage rises rapidly and member_

ship in Italian organizations goes down. Moreover, a diet of tripe,
brains, and dandelions gives way to steak and potatoes.

The increasing mobility and affluence of the Italian population also
destroys traditional values. The desire for a new home, "room to breathe,
and the willingness to move for better paying jobs and amenities takes
precedence over the soeial benefits offered by the Italian neighborhood..



CHAPTER IV

RESIDENTIAL PATTERNING OT' SECOND GENERATION ITAIIA}IS

This ehapter, divided into two major subdivisions, deaLs mainly

with the results of the questionnaire survey of the Washington sample.

The first subdivj-sion exa:nines the residentiaL locaticns of second gener-

ation Italians, both within and outside of Washington, and the effects

of education, economics, and chain migration upon the resulting pattern.

The contention is that occupatj-ona1 mobility and educational attainment

influence the residential Patterning of the second generation ltalian
popuLation. The remainder of the chapter anaLyzes the social character-

istics of second generation ltalians. These include membership in

social otganizations, family ties, ethnic intermarriage, and religion.
The questi-on here is whether ethnic identification or background inhibitr

the mi-gration proeess, or directs it in any particul-ar way.

Residential Location of Second Generation Italians
One of the purposes of thj.s study was to determine the relationship

betr^reen ethnic identity and Ehe propensity to migrate. However, it was

imperative to determine first the residenEial location of second gener-

ation ltalians. For this purpose, a sample which includes 105 persons

or approximately 15 percent of the second generation ltaU-an population

was used. Ages of the sample ranged from three monLhs to 63 years of

age, although 58 percent were homeowners between the ages of 40 and 55 '

Information on residential location and mobllity 17as secured from the

questionnaj-re. The residential locations of second generation Italians

were then assigned to one of four distinct areal units. The residential

distribution is shown in Table V.
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TA3LE V

RESIDEMIAL LOCATION OF SECOND GENERATION ITATIAI{
SAMPLE POPUI,ATION

Residential Loca Number Percentage Adults Percentage

Within CiEy Limits

Suburgan Washington

Outside Washington Area But
in S taLe of PA.

Out-of-S tate
To ta1

55

L9

15

L6

52

L9

L4

15_

100

48

20

L6

100105

16

46

79

15

16

96

Bour the sample, 71 percent of the second generation Italian popu-

lation remained in the Washington area (city and suburbs). The majority

(52 percent) resided within the city limits. Of these urban dwel1ers,

16 percent were children of school or preschool age r^rhose residence was

determined by the residential decisj-on of thei-r parents.

Considering the rapid depopulation of the city since 1950, the in-
creasing number of Blacks, and the exodus of many Washington residents

to the suburbs and distant places, the proportion of second generaLion

Italians retaj-ning residence withj-n Washington, when compared to other

ethnic groups, appears rather high. Unfortunately, available data do

not permiE the determination of the relative retention rates among the

second generation of the various ethnic groups. However, personal

knowl-edge together with an analysis of the disappearance of names from

successive city direct,ories suggests that the retention rate of second

generation Italians may be 10-20 percent higher than that of other
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ethnic groups. The only oLher ethnie gxouP which would apPear to have

equally high retention rates among the second generation is the Poles.

The residential choices of second generation Italians within the

city of Washington were primari-ly in or near traditional Italian neigh-

borhoods, i.e., Prospect and Tylerdal-e sections of the city. The

preference for these areas of Eown is related to a multiplicity of

factors.
Unlike old second generation ltalians (35 years of age and over)

who t,ended to concentrate in old ltali-an core areas, residences of

younger second generation Italians were more di-spersed. In part, this
residential patterning was influenced by the cost and avail-ability of

housing. Ol-der second generation ltal-ians were on the whole financialJ-y

inferior to their younger counterparts and in comparison occupied cheap

housing (much as their first generation parent,s did) in Italian core

areas. Furthermore, availability of housing in Washington changed

through time. After 1950, commensurate with the population decline in
Washington, housing became readily available. Many younger second

generat,ion Italians, financlally more mobil-e than their older counter-

parts and often eager to occupy housing suitable for their growing or

anticipated families sought residences in more fashionable residential

areas of the ciEy.

Ethnic identity also funcEioned as an inhibiting factor to mi--

graEion. Despite the growing affluence of younger second generation

Italians and the financial ability to move to the suburbs the majority

remained withj.n Washington. Thus, suburban movement of second Sener-

ation Italians was below expectations. Thi-s ethnic related retention
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of residences within the city occurred for two reasons: 1) to maintain

old relationships, life styles, and surroundings; 2) singLe sons and

daughters live with their aged parents for convenience, couPanionship,

and often to provid" "rr".53
Although the maiority of seeond generation Italians remained in the

central city some (19 percent) moved to Washj-ngtonrs suburbs. Suburbani-

zatior. oecurred Largely afEer 1950 when new housing construction on the

outskirts of ltrashington reached its zenith. Second generaEion Italians

who moved Lo the suburbs were largely young married couples. Occupation-

a1ly, Italian suburbanites were 1arge1-y semi-skiIled laborers and crafts-

men; cerEalnl-y not the most affluent of the second generation Italian
population. Nevertheless, Italian suburbanites exemplified a willingness

of young couples with relatively little capital and no more than a steady

but usually not weLl paying job to take on the financial burden of a new

home. Aft,er all, cheaper housing could be found within the central city'
The movement to the suburbs reflects the desire of seeond gener-

ation Italians to move away from the city in search of space but not so

far away that ties between them and the ethnic neighborhood had to be

severed. Italians, Like most people in America, sought space in the

form of green lawns, playing atea fox their children, and ilroom Lo

breathe." Suburbanizatior- offered an alternative to the overcrowded,

and often unattractive areas of the inner city. Furthermore, second

generation Italians found that moving only short distances to the suburbs

meant that traditional- ties with friends and relatives living in the

53A"""ttlons stem from questioonaire results and infornal discussior
with second geoeratioo Italians.
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ethnic neighborhood could be maintained. The convenience of the auto-

mobile facilitated frequent visits back t,o old ethnic neighborhoods.

Movement was particularly prominent to the north and west of the

city where relat,ively cheap land was readily availabLe and taxes low.

These suburban areas to the north and west of the ciEy would be con-

sidered lower-middle and middle class suburbs with housing primarily in
the $121000-$171000 range. Bearing this in mind, it becomes apparent

why lEalians did not move to the eastern suburbs where there was con-

siderable residential development. The cost of housing and land, and

high taxes combined to econourically discourage all but the most affluent
of second generation Italians to seek living space in the eastern suburbs

Ilousing was largely in the $201000 and above category. To the south of

the city there was very little suburbanization in the form of new hous-

ing. Consequently, there were few ltalians. It should be noted that no

matter in what direction or numbers Italians moved, there was not the

slightest indication of clustering of Italian residences excePt for that

which occurred by chance.

An additional 14 percenE of the second generation ltalian sample

population now resides outside of the Washington area but within the

state of Pennsylvania. Settlement has J-argely been to tol^nxs of smaller

size than Washington. Exceptions cElrr be found in three cases where one

Italian migrat,ed to each of Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, and Erie. At the

regional level it is evident that second generation Italians eoncentrate(

their settlement in the southwestern part of Ehe state, more specificall-1

within a 25 mile radius of Washington. Ironically, southwestern Pennsyl'

vania has been a region of economic stagnation and out-migration, yet

second generation Italian residences continue to persist. It appears
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that the Italian coumunity in Washingtoa had a strong influence on dis-
tance of settlement by second generation ltalj-ans from the city of

tr{ashington. It was found that Italians who lived within this 25 rnile

radius (or one-hal-f hours driving time) could sti1I maintain many of
their old neighborhood ties with friends and relatives who remained with.
in the inner city. Visitation in both directions remained at a reason-

ably high level; on the average twice a week.

The remaining 15 percent of the second generation lt,alian sample

population resides outside the state of Pennsylvania. On a regional
Ievel, most of the interstate mi-gration r{as confined to the Northeast,
particularly large metropolitan centers which included C1-evel-and,

Columbus, Detroit, and Washington D.C. This settlement in urban centers

near the top of the urban hierarchy differs markedly from settlement, of
second generat,ion Italians in smal1 towns in Pennsylvania. It appears

that, interstate migrants found a cosmopolitan envirorurent to be most

attractive. As will be seen 1at,er in this chapt,er, interstate migrants

had achieved high educational 1eve1s and were social-1-y and economically

the more mobile of the second generation Italian population in Washing-

ton. Frequent,ly, jobs which took advantage of professional skills and

education were confined to large metropolitan centers; certainly not in
smal1 towns surrounding Washington. Moreover, major metropolitan centerl

with a wide range of employurent opportunities and a cosmopolitan aEmos-

phere attracted young eager second generation Italians.
Distanee of residence from Washington was at least in part a

functj-on of faurily and/or community ties. That is, there was a tendency

among Italians Lo exploit job opportunities closest to Washington. No

matter what the age, distance, and economic and social status, Italians
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wj-shed to mai-ntain ties with friends and rel-atives residing j.n the

Washington area, particularJ-y with members of the irnrnediate famil-y. Of

course the frictj-on of distance discouraged frequent visits, however,

vacations r/ere usually spent by returning to Washington merely for
visitation purposes. Similarly, at the time of j_nterviewing several
first generation lEalians were making plans Eo spend a few weeks with
sons and/or daughters who had migrated to out-of-state areas.

Italians also moved to such far away places as Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia and Reno, Nevada. The primary contributing factor was job

transfer. In other words, migration was, in a sense, a forced move

rather than purely an individual choj-ce. Of course, at such extreme

distances ties with the eEhnic community could no l-onger be maintained.

Settlement in out-of-state places was largely surburban as opposed

Lo old inner city. Housing was usua11-y in hi-gh residential or high-rent
areas far removed from the overcrowded, noisy, unattractive areas of the

inner city. In no case could the residential area of an lt,aLian migrant
be consid.ered an Italian neighborhood. As one informant put it, ttMy

neighborhood is comprised of all races and religions. In fact, most of
the people arenrt even sure of what their national heritage is.tt

Educa and ional Influences on the Residential Location
Generation Italians

First generati-on Italians were largely uneducated, semiliterate
laborers who occupied the lowest rungs i-n Arnericars social and economic

ladders. Foreign-born Italians did serve, however, as a springboard for
the success of their children whose level of edueation increased and

consequently their economic and oecupational_ achievements. presumabl_y,

of
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the higher the educatj.onal attainment and subsequent socio-economic

success the more mobile a population tends to b".54

The argument is that mobil-ity status and distance of migration is
related to educational attainment and occupational 1eve1s. That is,
the higher the level of education and occupation, the greater the

tendency for potential nigrants Eo move and the greater the tendency for
migrants to move longer distances. If this is indeed true, then one

would expect to find those second generati.on lEalians living outside

the Washington area (particularly ouE-of-state) to have reached the

highest educational and occupational levels imong Italians. Si-mi1ar1y,

those second generation Italians residing in suburban Washington should

have reached higher educational and occupationaL levels Lhan those re-

naining wj.thin the city.
The Lendency among second generation Italians born j-n Washington,

Pennsylvania was for those with the higher educational leveLs and in

high prestige occupations to move the greatest distance, i.e., inter-
state movers. 0n the average inEerstate migrants comPleted l-4.1 school

years or slightly more than two years beyond high school completed.

This cornpares with 1l-.6 school years completed for the tot'a1 sample. Of

the sixteen out-of-staEe migrants three had baccalaureate degrees' one

a masterts degree, and one a doctorate. The remaining migrants all had,

at a minimum, a high school diploma' The occupational st,ructure of

out-of-state migrants indicates a concentration at the professional--

technical, craftsmen-foremen, and clerj-cal levels. In contrast, very

54r"" Larry H. Long, "Migration Differentials by Education and
occupation: Trends and Variati.onsr" @gIg-!a, 10 (May, 1973),
pp. 243-258.
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few of these distant movers couLd be fouad at the less desirable aad

prestigious labor and sales worker levels. Also of particular interest
was that one-quarter of the Italians residing out-of-st,ate listed their
occupation as hous.rif".55 It is possible that their husbands may hold
professional and technical posit,ions. Therefore, proportions in high-
prestige occupatj-ons might be higher than indicated if analysis would

have been limited to heads of households.

At the other extreme, those with the lowest educat,j-onaI attainment
were found in suburban Washj-ngton and elsewhere in the state of pennsyl-

vania; 10.8 and 10.7 years xespectively. I"Ioreover, figures suggest that
40 percent of each group did not finish high school. However, in spite
of these comparable educational statistics, their occupational structures
differ markedly. Whereas 20 percent of the second generat,ion Italians
residing in Pennsylvania could be found at the professional and technical
1eve1, not one Italian 1-iving in suburban Washington could be found at
the same level. Furthermore, 35 pereent of the second generation
Ital-ians who had moved t,o the suburbs were laborers compared to only 13

percent for their counterparts who moved elsewhere in pennsylvania.

Therefore, it appears that suburban It,alians, in terms of education and

occupations, were at the bottom. They did not fit into the suggested

sequence of educational and oecupational attainment and distance from

Washington. Suburban second generation Italians were not the elites or

the most affluent, but rather largely laborers and blue collar workers

r.rho somehow saved enough money and moved from the ethnic neighborhood.

The only oecupational advantage for the suburban population occurred

55*""u1ts obtaj-ned from questi-onnai-re .
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in the area of business; fifteen percent, owned businesses compared to
none for interstate migrants.

Final-i-y we find second generati.on Italians residing in the city of
Washington, who educationally occupy an intermedj-ate position between

the educational leve1 of interstate migrants and intrast,ate migrant,s.

The average educational at,tainment was LL.4 years or slightly less than

high school. There was a smal1 percentage of professional and technical
people who not, only served the 6hnic community but also maintained their
residence within the cornnunity. Ilowever, occupational concentration

occurred at Ehe clerical and business levels; 22 and 15.6 percent re-
spectively. Second generation Italians found business t,o be a particu-
Iarly attractive area of endeavor. In fact, the number of Italian owned

and run businesses i-n the trIashington area ranks second only to those

owned by persons of English descent,.56 Restaurants, bars, markets, and

contracti.ng businesses predominated among Italians. However, unlike
first generation Italian owned and run businesses which fl-ourished

decades earlier, there is little catering to the Italian community. The

entry of women into the labor force account,s for the high percentage of
second generat,ion Italians employed as clerical and sales workers. In
fact, 90 percent of the clerical workers and 60 percent of the sales

workers were women. Frequent,ly, second generation IEalian women found

clerical- and sales work in family business, however, most women were

employed in non-Italian businesses or industrial establishments.

56F'to, the city directory (Classified Buslness Directory) owners
of business establishments were identlfied, when possible, according to
ethnic background.
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Chain Miqration as a Fact,or in Determinine Residential Locat,ion

For the first generation, the process of chaln migration proved to
be a major factor in reguLatiag volune and direction of imrigration.
It also had a selective effect on the souree regions from whence they
came. Furthermore, it encourrrged segregatlon (by province) wlthin the
Itallan enclaves ln Washlngton, Pennsylvanl_a.

It is apparent then that chain migration had far reaching effects
for first geoeration ltali.ans, but, did this process continue to be im-
portant for the second generation? If so, did the special characteris-
tlcs of chain migration such as ai-d in the forn of passage money, a job,
and provision of room and board at destination continue to function?
Unfortunately, from the literature we know very little about the oper-
ation of chaia migration 5.n the second generatlon. Therefore, in order
to determlne the degree .oa io waLat capacity chain ulgration operated

Elmong seeond generation ItaLians ln Washington several key questions

were incLuded ln the questlonnaire survey. Results of the survey are.
suggested in Table VII.

TABLE VII
IMPORTA}ICE OF CHAIN MIGRATION FOR INTERSTATE AI{D
IMRASTATE MIGRAIITS OF THE SECOND GENERATION

ITAIIAN SAMPLE POPULATION

Nature of Mlgrati.on
Friends or Relatives

Encouraged luiove
Yes No

Type of Aid
Job Board

Intrastate (Pennsylvania)

Interstate
13

L2

2

4

1

4

1

3
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It is evident that chain migrati.on does continue to function for
the second generation but not in the sarne strength or capaciLy as it
did for their foreign-born parents. From the sample J-9 percent of the

out-of-state migrants joined friends or relatives who in turn supplied

them with aid in the form of a job and/or room and board. Most migrants,

however, moved unaided, often learning about job opporLunities through

newspaper ads or newslettet".57

Second generation chains were al-so of limited scale and diverse in
desti-nat,ion, that is, usually only one relative joined another and then

the chain would cease to operate. This one link chain was repeated in
five different, cities throughout the country and state--quite a change

from their parents time when large nurnbers of Italians from any orle

village in southern Italy migrated to Washington. It is even question-

able if chain migration operated for second generation Italians any

more than for any other group. Surely we could find chain migration

functioning in some capacity for other eEhnic groups. Unfortunately,

supporti-ng or contradictory evidence is unavail-abl-e

Assimilation and Residential Mobilitv

Assimilation has made an impacL on the second generation Italianrs
willingness to break with the ethnic cornmunity and migraLe elsewhere.

The social characteristics of second generation Italians--participation
in social oxganizations, rates of ethnic intermarriage, strength of the

family--reflecE the increasing assimilation and subsequent mobility of

the Italian population. The following sections exasrine each influence

in turn.

57 Information ob taj.ned from questi-onnai.re.
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Social OrganizaLions

Part,icularly within the last decade membership in Italian social-

organizations throughout the country has dropped considerabty.58 In

some cases lodges have been forced to close or to consolidate with other

nearby lodges. Death of many of the elder members (Particul-ar1-y foreign-

born) and an increasing disinLerest among many second and third gener-

ation Italians has given the death sentence to many It,alian social

otgarriza:-ions. In an attemPt to alleviate the situation, membership,

which previously was open only to those of Italian descent, has now

been opened to any interested Persqns. In some cases the results have

been encouragi-ng, For example, nearly one-ha1f of al-1 the soci-al mem-

bers of the Alpine Club in Washington' Pennsylvania are non-Ital-ians.

Yet in spite of such limited local successes membership at the national

1evel continues to decline.

Of the two Italian sociaL organizations- in Washington, the Sons of

Italy has been hit parti-cular1y hard by declining membership. In fact,

membership ten years ago was twice iLs present number. On the other

hand, the Alpine Club has continued to prosper. This dichotomy in

membership can largely be explai-ned by the different functions of the

two organizations. Both lodges function as ethnic organizations, that'

is, they encourage unity of the Italian community in Washington. llow-

ever, this function alone is not a sufficient reason for most second

generation Italians to belong Lo ltalian social otganizations. Unlike

the Sons of ltal-y, the Alpine Club has attractlve soeial advantages

58Di""o""ion with Mr. Livolsi at the nationaL headquarters; Italian
Sons and Daught,ers of America.
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whi-ch includ.es bar, snaek bar, and bowllng alleys. Altftough nembershlp

is largely conflned to the inner city, lr¤ray second generation Italians
are wiLling to drive in from the suburbs to partieipate in the soclal
fr:nctions of the Alpine.

From the sample it was found that 20 percent of the second geoer-

atlon ItaLians beLonged to Italiao social organizati.ons. As compared

with approximateJ.y 80 perceat for the first generation. The breakdowa

of membership among the second geaeration was as follows:
soNs oF rTarY (wnsuINGToN) 5

soNS oF rrArY (suenoN, PA.) r o . ,

ATPINE (ITALIAI{ SONS AND DAI]GHTERS

I

OFAMERICA-WASHINGTON,..t...O.L2
ITATIA}T SONS AI{D DAIIGTITERS OF

AMERTCA- (PTTTSBURGH) . . .r.1

NO MEMBERSHIP o..77

Of those who have moved from the Washington area onLy 2 (6.5 per-

cent) belong to lt,alian social organizations. Apparently, once the

bonds between a migrant and the ethnie conmunity have been broken, he

no longer feels the need for the soci-al and economic benefits provided

by Italian organizations.

It can also be noted that there is a relationship between age of

second generation Italians and membership in Italian organizations.

That is, the younger a person the greater the chance that he will not

be a member of a social organization. Conversely, the older a person

the more 1ike1y he will be a member. This is illustrated in the fo11ow-

ing figures:
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PERCENTAGE OF 2ND GENERATION BY AGE GROIIP WHO
BELONG TO A\I ITALIA}I ORGAI{IZATION

<30 30-40 40-50 >50

oi| 1311 227" 28%

In conclusion, second generation Italians (particularl-y the young)

are largely avoiding Italj-an social orgaaizations. The environment

which compelled Eheir parents to band together--prejudice, feeling of

alienaEion, need for economic and social security--no longer exists for
the second generation. This is not to say they have lost their pride

or identity of being ltal-ian. Instead many Italians simply feel the

social organLzaEions are no I-onger functional. Ilowever, it will be in-
teresting to observe what effect rising ethnic awareness in this country

might have on membershlp. Many Italians (particuLarl-y third generation)

are interested in recapturlng their heritage. This cultural resurgence

is reflected in expanding ltalian departments in colleges and universi-

ties as r,ie11 as courses in Italian culture. Should the Italian social

organizat,ions increase their ethnic appeal to second and third gener-

atj-on ltalians--travel abroad programs, cultural seminars, and discussion

groups--membership could conceivabl-y increase in the future.

Family Ties

Tradj-tionally, the backbone of Italian socieEy, both in Italy and

the United States, has been the famil-y. In the UniEed States the famil-y

served not only as a buffer against the experiences of a foreign and

often hostile environment but also as a source of stability and cultural
maj.ntenance. Moreover, close family ties strongly encouraged friends,
relatives, and paisani to seek residence in close proximity to one
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another. Now, however, with the increasing residential nobility of the

second generation, one might expect a sapping of the strength of the

family; a weakening in kinship bonds. Quit,e understandably many second

generation Italians no longer need the family as a buffer or protective
instiEution. Because of their Eraining in United States public schools,

J-anguage barriers are almost non-existent, and American customs are a
familiar, integral part of a second generation ltalj-anrs life. Further-

more, physical distance between some parents and their children hinders

freguent visitation. However, on the whole, the Italian family has re-
mained a functional, cohesj-ve unit,. In most cases unwed second gener-

ation Italians preferred to remain at home with their parents rather
than find an apartment or house of thej.r own. Thus aged first generatior

Italians are provided with social company and, in the case of i11 heal-th,
59care.

A reflection of the close bonds between first and second generation

Italians is the number of foreign-born Italians who have moved into the

home of one of thej-r children. This becomes necessary with the death or

failing health of a spouse, and when the task of cleaning and maintaining

a J-arge house becomes difficult, if not i-mpossible. Italians woul-d much

rather share their homes than have their parents eommitteci to an aged

home, feeling this would be a sign of cruel abandonmert.60

Second generation Italians (and their children) visit often with
their elderly parent,s (or grandparenEs) who conti.nue t,o coumand the

59p.=

6oP"t
sonal observation,.

sonal observation and i-nfornal- discussions with secood gener-
ation Italians.
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highest forn of respect. Those ltalians who Live outside the Washington

area return to vlslt as frequeatly as possib1e,61 Vacations are often

synon5rmous with a week at "home.tr A.l-1 particularly look forward to the

tradltional Easter aod Chrlstuas meals when conversation, pasta, fish,
and baked goods are abundant.

Marriage

During the early years of Italian settlement, weddings general-ly

took place between partners from the same province and even the same

tor,m in ltaly. Rather than marry an "American" girl, single irmnigrant

males even went so far as to return.to Italy to seek a bride. Ethnic

intermarriages were indeed rare. Over the years, however, there has

been a gradual shift in choice of marriage partners. Mixing j.n the

imnigrant colony and social amalgamation opened the way for increasing

i.ntermarriage. LargeJ-y this phenomenon ean be attributed only to the

second and subsequent generations. According to Lopreato, ". . find-
ings suggest that the rate of ethnic intermarriage has been increasing

in the later generations, and wiLl- undoubtedly be stilL great,er among

generations to "or"."62

Ethnic Intennarriage, From the s¤mp1e it was found that in-group

marriages among seeond generati.on lt.alians was only 28.4 percent; 7L.6

percent married non-Italians. Italians intermarried frequentLy with

Germans, Irish, and Poles and less frequently with Anglo-Saxons and

6lrrrfontration ob tai-ned from questionnaire .

62_ .--Joseph Lopreato,
L970) , p. 135.

Italian Americans (New York: Random H,ouse,
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Scandinavians. A maJor consideration here was probably one of reJ-igious

affiliation, sinee large numbers of Germans, Irish, and Poles, like the

Italians, were Catholic. It is even conceivable that rel-igion was a

stronger force than ethnicity.
There is also an inverse relaEionship between age and the number of

in-group marriages, that j-s, the younger Ehe age group the lower the

rat,e of in-group marriages as suggest.ed in Tabl-e VIII. Moreover, the

TABLE VIII
FREQUENCY OF IN-GROUP UARRIAGTES AMONG TEE SECOND GENERATION

ITAIIAN SAUPLE POPT]LATION BY AGE GROIIP

Age Group Number Percentage

>50

40-50

30-40

<30

10

9

2

0

42

22

L5

0

rate of in-group rnarriage among second generation Italians may i-ndirectly
EeIl us something about the dispositj-on of second generation Italians to

lose their ethnic identification, if not the Italian culture itself.
The assumption is that the loss of ethnic identity is positively eorre-

lated with the rates of ethnic intermarriage, the contention being that
social amalgamation or cultural blending encourages assimi-lation of

ethni-c groups. Ilowever, since so much of ethnic awareness or ethnic

identiLy deals with mental processes and attiEudes, it, would be difficult
if not erroxleous to infer such conclusions merely from the above table.
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lloreover, other social considerations, such as qalntenance of close
kiaship ties, and contact with Italian institutlons also infLuences
ethnic identity which may be preserved despite inte:marri.age.

Home town of Spouse . We have established the rate of i.n-group and

out-group marriages among second generation Italians. However, it is
also important to note the hometortms of Italian spouses. Indirectly
this may te11 us much about corununity identification, 1oya1ty, and

residential mobility. From the sample it was found that g3 percent of
second generation ltalians married persons from the Washington area.
The natural tendency was to find a spouse where social contact.s were
the greatest. These contacts included, among others, p1_aces of employ_
ment and loca1 high schools. young ltatians and non-Italians frou the
Washington area, often for the first time, found themselves together in
similar environments which were conducive to soci_a1 interaction.

Not all second generation Itali-ans, however, married persons from
the Washington area. Relatively speaki.ng, marriage of non-Washington
resj-dents occurred prinarily among the more mobile segment of the
Italian population, parti.cul_arly among those who now live out_of_state.
Their socj-al contaets were not with fellow employees at the 1oca1 glass
mi1l but with fellow students at higher ed.ucation institutions or at
places of employment far removed from Washington. Ilowever, not all
mobile second generation ltalians married. persons from outside the
Washington area. At least half either returned to marry childhood sweet-
hearts or married prior to their migration from Washington. Close com-

munity ties or community identification may have been a powerful influence
in determi.ning choice of spouse.
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Religion

Second generaEion ltalians overwhelmingly retained the religion of
their immigrant parents. Over 90 percent continued to worshi.p in the

Catholic Church. This was enhanced by the large number of marriages

between Ital-ian Catholics and Irish, German, and Polish Catholics. How-

ever, even in Catholic-Protestant marriages, more often then not,
Catholieism became the religion of the household rather than Protestant-
ism. The desire of many second generation Italians to retain Catholicism
was steeped i-n tradition rather than a si-ncere bel-ief in the dogma of

, Ehe Church. As one informant puE iE, "The only reason Irm Catholic is
because my parents were Catholj.c. If my parents had been Protest,ant

then I would have been Prot,estant. Itm certainly not going to change

now.tt

Unlike their foreign-born parents, second generation Italian Catho-

lics who reside in the I'Iashington area attend either of two Catholic
churches, Immaculate Conception or Saint Hilary. They no longer feeL

motj-vated to worship as a single body at Immacul-ate Conception as their
first generation parents did. Instead convenience and redistricEing
are major consj.deratlons.63 Furthermore, masses at Saint Hilary are no

1-onger said in Polish but in English, thus further appealing to the

Italian population. Thus there was a splitting of the IEalian coumunity

into two religiously autonomous bodies. Social interaction wiEhin the

whole of the Italian community therefore decreased.

In addj-tion, the parochial school has steadily decreased in j-t,s

importance t,o second generation ltalians. They no longer feel the need

63 CathoLics residing la certain clty and suburban areas were en-
couraged by the Pittsburgh diocese to attend a particular church.
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to send their chil-dren for CathoJ-ic training. This is ref lected i.n the

decreasing enrollment at the two Catholic grade schools and one Cathol-ic

high school in Washington. Just recently one grade school was forced to
elose its sixth, seventh, and eighth grades due to falling enrollment.

This declining enrollment is due in part to the smaller number of children
in the inner city. However, a large portion of the pupj-1s commuted from

the suburbs and from neighboring communities. Transportation diffi-
culEies, tuition fees, and the lessening appeal of the parochial school

has caused many suburbanites to send their children to public rather
than parochial schools. This indicates how Italians (and other ethnic

groups) nori/ see the church more as a spiritual institution rather than

as a soci-a1 protector and as a source of cultural maintenance.

The Church appeared to offer l-itt1e resistance to migration ¤rmorrg

second generation Italians. Aluhough many Italians rnrere avid church

goers and participated in many social functions sponsored by the Church,

employment, housing, and family were much more important to second gener-

atj-on ltaU-ans than the dogma or the physical location of the church.
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SUMMARY A}ID CONCLUS IONS

Summary

Immigration Fo Washington

Italian immigrants in Washington were largely from smalL towns and

villages in the South of ltaly. Enigration was part,icularly heavy from

the provinces of Catanzaro and Cosenza (Calabria), and Salerno (Campania).

On the other hand, Northern Italians and Sicili-ans were few in number.

Most of the foreign-born ltal-ians who emigrated to Washington did

so during the first two decades of this century. In 1900 there were

merely a handful- of Italian merchants in the city. By L920 their numbers

had increased to 690 persons or 34 percent of the foreign-born popu-

lation.
The arrival of Italian immigrants j-n Washington did not coincide

with the timing of ltal-ian immigration to the United States and state
of Pennsylvanj.a as a whole. In 1890 numerous Italian conrnunities could

be found in major metropolitan centers across the United States. In-
cluded were small Italian colonies in Pennsylvania towns such as Pitts-
burgh, PhiJ-ade1-phia, and Scranton. However, it was at l-east another

decade (early 1900rs) untiL ltalians began to settle in Washington. This

delay in Italian settlement of lJashington was due to a number of reasons.

Italian iumrigrants lacked information concerning the economic attract-
i-veness of Washington but were well ar/rare of the economi.c opportunities
available in nearby, and many ti.mes larger, Pittsburgh. Moreover, as

long as the Italian population in the United States (and Pittsburgh)
remained relatively smal1 there was ample opportunity for empl-oyment;
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thus no need to exploit job opportunities in other towrs or cities. It
was only when the pressures of increasing population and/or a Linited

Job supply compel-l-ed Italians to migrate to neighboring tolnrs or cities
that Italians moved from the Pittsburgh area to Washington.

Choice of Washj-ngton

Initial Italian settlement of and subsequent iuunigration to tr'lash-

ington was primarily influenced by the presence of two eeonomic and

socj-al conditions which functioned in Washington; industrialization and

the process of chain migration. Near the turn of the century gas, oi1,
and coal were discovered in the Washington area. In the space of a few

years numerous industries establj-shed thernselves in and around Washing-

ton, taking advantage of ample fuel suppl-ies. With industrialization
an abundance of jobs were created in Washington. Italians, largely un-

skil-led and eager for work, responded Lo Washingtonrs need for industrial
laborers.

Soon after initial seLtLement of foreign-born Italians in Washington

(largely migrants from the Pi-ttsburgh area) the process of chain mi-gration

became the primary force in controlling the volume, direction, and sources

of immigration froin Italy to Washington. Italians residing in Washington

sent information eoocerning the economic and social situation in the city
to friends and relati-ves living in lta1y. Frequently, It,alians residing

in Washington encouraged fellow vi-llagers to em5-grate from ltaly and join
them here in the United Stat,es. Aid was offered in the form of passage

money, provisions of room and board andlor a job. Thus many made the

J-ong arduous journey from Italy to Washington joining friends and rela-
tives then living in Italian enclaves within the city.



106

Residential Location 1900-1930

The initial migrant,s to Washington (circa 1897) were merchants who

established markets and confectionaries in the business section of town.

Their numbers, however, were sma1l and their resi-dences dispersed.
Duri.ng the first decade of this century immigration to Washj.ngton in-
creased. Several hundred Italian laborers established residences within
the city. Italians, with little capi_Eal resources, occupied cheap

available housing conveniently located near places of emplo5rment,, that
is, within walking distance of glass mills, coal mines, and brick yards.

, The growing Italian community residenEially segregated itself within the
city, thus creating ghetto areas or enclaves. Economic barriers--high
costs of housing and taxes--limited possible living areas within the
city. Moreover, foreign-born Italians preferred t,o live in close prox-
imity to one another. Familiar faces, accents, and securj_ty in numbers

against a foreign, sometimes hostile rrAmericantt environment was added

incentive for segregation.

Italian immigration to the United States continued unabated until
the earl-y 1920rs. The Italian population of Washington grew accordingly.
Density and areal ext,ent of Italian ghetto areas increased with direction
of growth dictated by cost and availability of housing. Italian en-

claves were by-and-1arge cohesive, functional units which could be

broken down into neighborhoods. lvlaintenance of ltalian neighborhoods

was influenced by a nuuber of social factors. Social_ organizations,
re1-igious institutions, and the family served to unify the lt,alian
community and help maintain ties betrreen the community and ltaly.
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Resi.denLial Location 1930-1970

Aft.er 1930, Italj-an inmigration to Washington virtually ceased.

The first generatioa ltalian population thereafter decreased. However,

the nr:urber of second generation Italians increased. Italian ghetto

areas between 1930 and 1950 grew considerably in both density and areal
extent. This growth indicat.es that, a large number of second generation

Italians found residence in or near traditional Italian resi-dential
areas. There was little suburbanization or out-migration on the part, of
the IEalian population. Neighborhoods remained strong, and social insti-
tutions relatively int.act.

After l-950 there was a noticeable population decline in traditional
Ital-ian residential areas in Washington. Many of the first generation

It,alians had died or were of advanced age. Eor the firsttime large num-

bers of second generation Italians began to move to other residential
areas wj-thin the city, the suburbs, or out-of-state areas. Occupational

and social mobility, part,icularly among second generatj-on Italians, en-

abled and, in fact, encouraged many ltalians to move from the noisy,
overcrowded inner city ghetto areas. Lirnited capital resources and lack
of well paying jobs no longer confined many Italians to low or lower-
middle class residential areas of the city. The long, slow climb up the

economic ladder from laborer Lo professj.onaL and technical levels had

begun and this occupational- mobilj-ty mani-fested itself in the changing

residential patterning of the Italian popul-ation. Furthermore, sociali--
zation or acculturation of second and third generation Italians dininished
the st,rength of Ital-ian socj-a1 institutions. The only exception was the

family which remains strong today. Barriers of l-anguage and customs
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which hlndered occupational and residential nobility anong foreign-born

Italians, only in a modest sense has so affected subsequent generations

of Italians.

Residential Patterning of Second Generation lEali-ans

Resj-dent,iaLLy, second generation Italians were faced with four
distinct spatial aLternatives. The majority of Italians (55 percent)

sought or mainEained residence within the city limits, mosL notlceably

in or near traditional Italian residential areas. With the possible

exception of the Poles, the reEention rate of second generation Italians
appears higher than for other ethnic groups. Italians reLained resi-
dence within the city for a number of reasons: 1) to remain close to
friends, relatives, business establishments, and neighborhoods; 2) to
care for and to provide companionship for aged parents; and, 3) l-ow costs

of housing.

Ihe movement to the suburbs involved 22 PercenL of the second gener-

ation Italian populat,ion and occurred largely after 1950. Italian
suburbanizati.on was unusual i-n that the migrants r*ere largely laborers

and craftsmen rather than professionals, managers, and entrepreneurs.

Suburban migration was directionally biased, Ehat is, Italians sought

spaee where the cost of housing and land was low, and taxes could be

endured. Second generation Italians moved to the suburbs to escape the

noise, pollution, and crowded conditions prevail-i-ng in the city. Llore-

over, they found that relationships rrithin o1d Itali-an nei-ghborhoods

eould be maintained by simply hopping into the faurily car and maki.ng the

short journey into the city.
Other Italians moved out of the Washington area (16 percent) and

into small neighboring towns. The majority of tor,tns were withLn a 25
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mile radius of Washington a1-though a few migrated as far as Phil-adelphia

and Erie. This migration to neighboring towns was associated with close

proximity to a job andfar hometown of spouse. At such short distances

a break with the Italian corumunity was not necessary. Visitation, al-
though certainly curtailed, remained at a reasonably high rate; on th.e

average, once or twice a week.

Out-of-state migrants (17 percent, of the sample) largely moved to

major urban centers. They were relatively young, ambitious, and eager

to expl-oit the wide variety of jobs offered by large urban, cosmopol-itan

cenEers. Jobs were secured Ehrough newspaper ads, newsletters, and in
a few cases, through the efforts of friends or relatives. Movement was

largel-y confined to the Northeast although several moved to as far as

the west, coast. The frj-ction of distance straj.ned famiJ-y and eonmunity

ties. Maintenance of ties with Italian social institutions in tr'Iashi.ngton

was impossible. Only ties involving the closest of relat,ives and friends

remaining in Washington endured. Vacat,j.ons were synon)rmous with visits
ttbaek home" to Washington.

Distance of residence from Washington was in part a function of

occupational achievement and educational attainment. That is, out-of-
state migrants occupled the highest oceupational Levels (professional-

and foremen) among seeond generation Italians and had also attained the

highest educat,ional- levels (14.f years). llence residential mobility was

linked with occupational and educational nobility. However, the next

highest occupati-onal and educational- attainment did not oceur among with-
in state migrants as was then suggesLed, but rather among Italians who

maintained residence within the city. This occurred because of the desire

of several professionals who served the Italian community to retain
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residence wj.thin the city, and also the Large number of unmarried women

who maintained residence within the city and worked at the cLerical and

sales levels. The lowest occupat,ional and educational attainment occur-

red among second generaEion Italians who now reside in Washington suburbs

and tor^rns and cities within Pennsylvani-a. This indicates that much of
the out migration from Washington (other than out-of-state) did not

involve occupat.ional or educational elites. InsEead, 40 percent, had not
even completed high school and the rnajority were employed as senriskilled
factory workers or skilled craftsmen; certainly very few professionals,
managers, or entrepreneurs.

Aspects of assimiJ.ation, both declining participation in social
organizations and increasing rates of ethnic intermarriage, contributed
to the increasing residential mobj-lity of second generation Italians.
The decline in the importance of Italian social institutions, high rat,es

of intermarriage between Italians and Germans, Po1es, and Irish, have

socially encouraged Italians to move from ol-d neighborhood areas and into
more appeal-ing suburban or out-of-state areas. The primary restrainj-ng
social force is the continuj-ng indomitable strength of the farnily. This

strength of family is reflected in the fact, that nearly 80 percent of
the second generation Italian population resides within a 25 mile radius
of Washington.

Conelusions

From a case study of a single fumrigrant group no generalizations
can truly be deveJ-oped. Nevertheless, this historieal study does suggest

a number of ideas which should be tested in further studies of iumigrant
groups in eommunities, large and sma11, throughout the United States.
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In the past, studies of ltalian irmrigrants have largely been con-

fined to major metropolitan centers such as Chicago, Nernr York, or Boston.

In contrast, this study cqncerns a rather sma11, but closely knit Italian
eourmunity in an interrnediate size city. As the sunmary ind.icates, rnarly

of the findings of these earlier studies, particularly the influence of

chain migration, the tendency for residential segregation, and the

gradual assimilation of the second and third generation were also not,ed

in the Italian community in Washington. These elements seem t,o prevail
regardl-ess of the size of the ltalian community. However, there were a

number of ideas concerning first and secood generation ltalian resi-
dential patterning generated by this study which had not been suggested

or adequately developed previously.

Italians (even second and third generation) seemed to have uncormron-

ly high rates of residential retention, even higher than most other

ethni-c groups. It is possible that the Italian coflrmunity of Washington

is atypical and the finding of high rates of residentlal retention would

not be duplicated among IEalian courmunities in other cities of comparable

size. It is also possible that rates of retention of Italians or indeed

any other ethnic group is related ln some fashion to the size of the

communi-ty or the ethnic group itself. It may well be Lhat the rate of
retention is directly related to the size of the ethnic communiEies.

Small groups inbedded in a large uatrix of other peoples rnay be forced

by the circumstanees of their existence to change their patterns of be-

havior and habits and to assimilate rapidly. Whereas, in large concen-

trat.ed ethnic groups mutual reinforcement may serve to maintain their
identity and cohesiveness. Were such a relationship to exist the effect
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on residential retention wouLd be obvious. In the latter case, the

cohesiveness of the group would tend to hold its members together.

However, it could well be that attributes specifi.e to, or repre-
sented more strongly among Italian groups encourages them to hold their
retention.rates higher than those among oEher ethnic groups regardless

of the size of the groups or the city in which the groups are located,
that is, a stronger sense of identiEy may be maintained in Italians.
There are a number of changes in the Italian group in Washington, Pennsyl-

vania, however, which would argue against this interpreEation.
Within the Italian group in Washington, Pennsylvania there were a

number of social faetors which should have weakened Italian residential
retention rates. For example, second generati.on ltalians j-ncreasingly

demonstrated an unwillingness to join Italian socia! oxganizations--the
sErme organizations which welded their first generation parents into a

cohesive community group with siurilar goal-s and aspirations, Moreover,

assimilation of the second generation has been lncreasing rapidly.
American customs and the English language have di-splaced Italian customs

and language. Rates of intergroup marriage among the second generation

also increased rapidly. For example, 76 percenE of all second generat,ion

Italians in Washington married non-Italians. If these social changes

shouLd have acted as an impetus to residential mobility, why then did

second generation Italians largely remain in the Washington area, It is
argued here that at Least part of the answer lies in the indomitable

strength of the Ital-ian family. Kinship ties were apparently strong

enough to discourage movement away from Washington. Even so, this l-eaves

unanswered the question whether the kinship ties among Italians are

especi-aJ-1-y strong and durable, relative to other groups, or r,rhether
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Washington is a unique case. The uncertai.nty warrants considerabLe

further inquiry zrmong other groups and aurong cormunities of differing
size.

Some second generation Ital-ians, however, did move but many of them

moved only short distances, that is, to nearby smal1 towns surroundi-ng

Washington. This l-ocal or short distance movement is even further compli-
cated by the fact that southwestern Pennsylvania has been characterized
by economic decline and out-migration for the last two decades. It
suggests that, some Italians are willing to accept, less prestigious jobs
and consequently Lower pay rather than move long distances from Washing-

ton. Again, is it the rrfarnil-yil which is the primary retarding force?

More importantly, could these findings be dupj-icated el-sewhere? Do

members of other ethnic groups redistribute in a similar fashion?

Fina11y, there is a sma1l number of Iralians who have mi.grated long

distances and have broken I'completelyrr with the Italian coflrmunity of
Washington. Unlike their first generat,ion parents who l-efE toums in
Italy only to join friends and relatives here in the United States,
second generation ltalians who moved long distances usually migrated

without the aid or accompaniment. of friends and relat,ives. Instead,
movement was to suburban areas of large metropolitan cent,ers far removed

from Italian neighborhoods. The process of chain migration functioned
in a very lirnited capacity, doubtfully more than for any other group in
the Unit,ed States

One characteristic of the distant movers which was quite evident
was that they had conspicuously attained the highest leveIs of education
among the second generation ltal-ian population. Thus, educational
attainment appeared to have had an effect on strength of family ties.
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Indeed, are high educationaL level-s sufficient to break farnj.ly and

neighborhood bonds? It should be noted that several distant movers

migrated because of job transfers. This may indicate that breaking of
ties was greater than it might otherwise have been had there been complete
freedom of choice in residential location.

Particularly within the past few years there has been a resurgence

of ethnicity. This revival of ethniciEy has oceurred among the third
generation who axe searching for identity and are finding both solice
and pride in their national heritage. This new eLhnic consciousness

coul-d manifest itself in changing or at least influenci-ng the social
structuring and residential patterning of the third generation. It would

be interesting to study the effects of the new ethnicity on the mobil_ity
and residential choices of third generation Italians.
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APPENDIX A

QUESTIONNAIRE

The following is a copy of the checklist questionnaire used in the
lntenriewing procedure :

I, Name
Ad.dres s
Oecupation
Place of birth
Date of birth
Church membershi-p
Italian org anLzation membership

II Year you moved from ltaly. Age
Acconpanied by'other members of your fauriJ-y. Relatlooship
Was Washingtoo your first settlement.

Friends or reLatives li-ving ia Washington. Relationship
DLd you live first rrith these frlends or relatives.

Did they encourage you to move to Washlngton.
Nature of aid: Correspondence (infomation)

Passage
Job
Lodging

List prevlous settlements.
Dld you have relatives there. ReJ-atlonship

When did you move to [,Iashington. t[try

AIL lfhere did you f i-rst live in Washington.
Firs t occupatiorl . For how long ,

Did you temporarily move to any other city.
trIhere.
How 1ong.
why.

III Ever encouraged friends or reLatives ia Italy to emlgrate to
Washington. Relatlonshlp

Did they move to Washington.
Did you offer any aid. Nature

IV. For each child :

Name
Year of birth
Place of b ir th
School years completed
Ivlarital s tatus
Present residence
Occupation
Lj-ve in an Italian neighborhood
Church membership
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!trarrled to qn ItaLian
Eometown of spouse
Menbership in Italian social organizations
Vlsitation habits

For those chiLdren who live outside of Washington:
Year uoved to present address. I{hy

Eave they lived elsewhere.
tJere friends or relatives living there. Relationship

Did they encourage the move. Nature of aid
V Na.me any persotrs you knew i-n Italy rrho subsequently migrated to

I{ashington.



L2L

d.r{
d(d

r{
ho
Et{o
P{

l^

tro
{J
o0
H.r{
ArJ-lo(d
E

tt
A
Cd

E
Ho.r{
+,
Cdoo

FJ

aa
C\c{
otl)
o0.r{
F

P{g
zoHH
C)o
Fl

Fq

XHaz
Frl
P{
tu

o
(l)

=
o

I


