1. Introduction

IMMIGRANTS IN NEW YORK CITY
IN THE NEW MILLENNIUM

Nancey Foner

New York is America’s quintessential immigrant eity. It has long been a gateway
for the nation’s new arrivals and js a major receiving center today. By the end of
the first decade of the twenty-first century, after nearly fifty years of massive im-
migration, just over 3 million immigrants lived in New York City. They have
come, in the main, from Latin America, the Caribbean, and Asia, although some-
times it seerns as if every country in the world is represented. In 1970, 18 percent
of New York City’s population was foreign-born, the lowest percentage in the
twentieth century. By 2010, about one out of three New Yorkers were immi-
grants, or 37 percent to be exact. If we add the second generation—the U.S.-born
children of the foreign-bom—the figure is even more remarkable, an estimated
55 percent. How have immigrants affected New York City? And, conversely, how
has the niove to New York influenced their lives?

This collection of original essays offers an in-depth look at immigrant New
York at the beginning of the twenty-first century as older post-1965 groups are
replenished by new arrivals, as brand-new immigrant groups come to settle in
significant numbers, and as a Jarge and growing second gencration takes its place
in the city. The book’s approach is two-pronged: it combines micro and macro
levels of analysis. Case studies explore the move to New York City from the im-
migrants’ viewpoint, analyzing the way New York has influenced their social
and cultural worlds and the emergence among them of new meanings and new
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social and economic patterns. The essays also demonstrate that the city itself
has been deeply affected by the huge immigrant influx of recent decades. The
presence of such large numbers of immigrants and their children has had a
dramatic impact on the city’s neighborhoods and economy and a host of social,
econornic, and cultural institutions. In fact, a dialectical relationship or inter-
play exists between the bwo kinds of changes. As immigrants change when they
move to New York City, they affect the life of the city in particular ways. And as
immigrants play a role in transfarming New York City, this “new” New York in
turn influences them.

The seven chapters on particular national origin groups deal with the experi-
ences of a broad range of populations: Chinese, Dominicans, Jamaicans, Kore-
ans, Liberians, Mexicans, and Jews from the former Soviet Union. These groups
were chosen to give a sense of the diversity of New York City’s immigrant popula-
tion: with the exception of Liberians, they are among the most numerous im-
migrant groups in the city. All of the studies are based on in-depth research and
long-term familiarity with the group in question.! In fact, many authors of the
chapters are immigrants themselves.

Setting the stage for the case studies, chapter 2, by Arun Peter Lobo and Jo-
seph J. Salvo, provides a detailed portrait of how immigration has been trans-
forming New York City’s population, as it has created a remarkable mélange of
ethnic and racial groups and has fueled population growth. Chapter 3, by Da-
vid Dyssegaard Kallick, examines the way that newcomers are fitting into and
contributing to New York’s economy. While the case studies of particular im-
migrant groups touch on the experiences of the second generation, chapter 11,
by Philip Kasinitz, John Mollenkopf, and Mary Waters, focuses on the pathways
and prospects of the children of immigrants as they have entered and begun to
move through adulthood.

In this introductory chapter, I provide general background on the immigmtion
of the Jast five decades and special features of New York as an immigeant city. As
I sketch out the factors shaping the experiences of the newest New Yorkers—and
the ways in which they are transforming the city—I point to common themes as
well as differences among immigrant groups and raise some questions about pat-
terns in the future.

WHY IMMIGRANTS HAVE COME

The huge immigration since the late 196os is not the first large influx to New
York City, but it stands out from earlier immigration waves in a number of ways.
Compared to the great wave of immigration at the turn of the twentieth cen-
tury, today's arrivals come from a much wider array of nations and cultures.
Whereas immigrants in New York City a century ago were overwhelmingly
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I s —the vast majority Russian Jews and Iralians—today they are mainly
s Latin Ameriea, the Caribbean, and Asia. More men than women came in
tlw: umigration stream a hundred years ago; in recent decades, female immi-
wrants have outnumbered males (see chapter 2, this volume), Many arrive now,
v un the past, with little education and few skills, buta much higler proportion
ol « onlemporary newcomers have college degrees and professional backgrounds.
i while the proportion of immigrants in the city's population is lower than it
w.s eatrly in the Bwentieth cenhury, as table 1.1 shows, the actual numbers are at
an all4ime high {see Foner 2000 for a full comparison of immigration today and
acenlury agoh

The reasons for the current influx are complex and multifaceted. A crucial
Laclor was the 1965 immigration act that repealed the national origins quota
e favoring northern and western Europeans and amendments to the act in
wilnequent years {chapter z, this volume; Kmly and Miyares 2o01; Reimers 1992;
/olberg 2006). The big winners were Asians, who had been severely restricted
tunn immigration before 1965, and natives of the English-speaking Caribbean,
who had been subject to small quotas for dependencies. Since 1963, U.S. im-
migration policy has emphasized family reunification and, to a lesser extent,
shills within the context of annual immigration ceilings, which, after a series of

TABLE 1.1, FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION OF NEW YORK CITY,

1900-2010
Total Foreign-Born Percentage of Percentage of all

Population Population Foreign-Bornin  U.S. Foreign-Born
Year  (inThousands)  (in Thousands) New York City in New York: City
1900 3,437.% 1,270.1 37.0 12.2
o 476649 1,944-4 408 143
)20 50200 20282 363 14.5
1930 6,930.4 2,358 340 165
1940 2,455.0 z,138:7 287 183
1950 728920 1,860.9 23.6 178
tg6o 77833 1,5587 200 16.0
1970 78949 1,437.1 8.2 14.9
1980 7071.6 1,670.2 236 1.9
1990 73226 2,082.9 28.4 105
2000 8,0083 28710 359 i
2010 81852 3:046.5 37.2 76

Source: Foner 2000:5; chapter z, this volume.
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legislative changes, stood at 2 “flexible” cap of 675,000 per year at the beginning
of the twenty-first century. (Immediate relatives of U,S. citizens—spouses, par-
ents of citizens ages 21 and older, and unmarried children under 21—are admit-
ted without numerieal limitation.) Further, the United States has allowed the
large-scale admission of particular groups as refugees, Soviet Jews and Cubans
being especially prominent in the New York area. Recent refugees to New York
come from other places as well, including Liberians (see chapter 8). The diversity
visa program, created by the 1ggo U.S. immigration act to provide permanent
resident visas for those from countries with relatively few immigrants in the
United States, has also led to new flows to the city, including Bangladeshis as
well as Nigerians and Ghanaians.

Economic factors have also underpinned the large-scale immigration to New
York City in recent years. Neither the resource base nor the levels of economic
development in many immigrants’ home countries are adequate to meet the
needs and aspirations of their populations, New York City has held ont the
promuise of employment, higher wages, and improved living standards. In chap-
ter 7, Vickerman notes how migration has long been a fight response among
West Indians from the Anglophone Caribbean who come from small, resource-
poor economies plagued by high levels of unemployment and underemploy-
mentand an unequal distribution of land, wealth, and income. West Indians are
well aware of American affluence and standards of living owing to the impact of
American media and tourism and because so many have relatives in the United
States. Chapters g and to also describe persistent harsh economic realities—low
incomes and low standards of living—fueling migration to New York.

Political factors in sending countries have also played a role. Unstable or op-
pressive conditions liave driven some people out of their homelands, Liberians
perhaps the most dramatie case in this baok, who fled a country torn by bloody
civil wars that were marked by torture and other gruesome atrocities (chapter 8,
this volume). Changing exit policies in some sending countries have enabled
lavge numbers to emigrate in recent years. In China, as Min Zhou explains
{chapter 5), emigration was highly restricted between 1949 and 1976 (the end of
the Great Cultural Revolution), a period when communication with overseas
relatives was scen as antirevolutionary and subversive, In the late 1970s, when
China opened its doors, it also relaxed emigration restrictions, Another group
described in this book, Soviet Jews, were only allowed to emigrate in significant
numbers after 1971, although in the early 1980s Soviet authorities again slammed
shut the doors. By the late 1980s, in the context of political changes in the Saviet
Union, the policy toward Jewish emigration was again libemlized, a situation
that leads Annelise Orleck to speak of a Fourth Wave of émiggés in the post-a198g
period although, as she also notes, after n006 the influx of Jews from the former
Soviet Union dropped off dramatically (see chapter 4, this volume).

Once begun, immigration tends to have a kind of snowball effect. Nebwork
connections lower the costs, raise the benefits, and reduce the risks of inter-
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satunal migration, Every new migrant, as Douglas Massey has noted, “reduces
th vinls amd risks of subsequent migration for a set of friends and relatives, and
wine ol These people are thereby induced to migrate, thus further expanding
flw st uf people with ties abroad and, in turn, reducing the costs for a new set
ol pevple, some of whom are now more likely to decide to migrate, and so on”
iappg-3). By allocating most immigrant visas along family lines, U.S. immigra-
non Law reinforces and formalizes the operation of migrant networks.

“We opened the road,” is how a Mexican migrant, Don Pedro, described the
lwgsnning of migration to New York City from the municipality of Ticuani in
the early 19405, Don Pedro and his two companions initiated a migration from
the \lixleea region that now accounts for a significant portion of the city's Mexi-
«an population. By the start of the bventy-first century, new migration chains
tienn other Mexican areas had taken hold so that more Mexican New Yorkers are
frenn Mexico City as well as elsewhere (chapter 10, this volume; Smith 2001).

As in the past, New York City continues to be one of the major gateways for

new immigeants in this country. (Los Angeles is the other major new immigrant
Jestination, with large numbers also settling in Miami, San Francisco, Chicago,
Houstan, and Washington, DC) New York City has a particular attraction for
«etlain groups, the Caribbean connection being especially strong. In 2010,
13 percent of the Dominican immigrants, 37 percent of the Trinidadians, and
16 percent of the Jamaicans in the United States lived in the city. Alternatively,
omly about 2 percent of Mexican immigrants, by far the largest foreign-born
o in the nation, lived in New York City.

Somie groups, like West Indians, have a history of settlement in New York and
milially gravitated there in the post1g65 years because of the presence of a long-
established immigrant community (Foner 2001). In general, the presence of
large numbers of friends and relatives continues to attract immigrants to the city
and the surrounding region. Once an immigrant community develops, it tends
1o expand as compatriots are on hand to offer newcomers a sense of security and
1he prospect of assistance. “Moving to New York,” as ene Jamaican woman told
me, “became the thing to do. Most of my friends were here” (Foner 1987:198).
New York is also appealing because newcomers do not stand out; the city has a
tradition of immigration, with many different immigrant and racial groups.

The city itself has an image that draws certain groups. With large numbers
of Caribbean people in New York, the city has become, in the words of Bryce-
Laporie, the special object of their “dreaml[s), curiosity, sense of achievement,
and desire for adventure” (1979:216). The city is salient in Caribbean immigrants’
mental map as a center of North American influence and power and as a logical
entry point into the country. New York has become significant for other popula-
tions, too. Migration from Neza, the nickname for an area outside of Mexico
City from which many recent migrants have come, has become so common
these migrants often say that they live in “Neza York” (Smith zo01, 2000).
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NEW YORK AS A SPECIAL IMMIGRANT CITY

“Our deity La Ciguapa, arrived in New York City,” goes a poem by a New York-
based Dominican. “The subway steps changed her nature” (quoted in Torres-
Saillant 1999:44). The move to New York City has a profound effect on immi-
grants, and their lives change in innumerable ways when they move there, New
York, as a major U.S. city, offers newcomers economic opportunities of an ad-
vanced industrial society and exposes them 1o values and institutions of Ameri-
can culture. But New York City is special in many respects. That immigrants
have settled there rather than, say, Los Angeles or Miami influences them in
particular ways.

A host of features make New York distinctive as an immigrant city. New York
City served as the historic port of entry for southern and eastern European im-
migrants in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries so that by 1920,
Jewish and Italian immigrants and their children made up over bwo-fifths of the
population. In the newest wave of immigration, since the late 196os, the city has
continued to attract a significant share of the nation’s new arrivals. From 1900 to
2000, around 10 percent or more of the nation’s foreign-bom population has
lived in New York City—in zo10, it was slightly lower, at about 8 percent, but
still a substantial share. For much of the twentieth century, a fifth or more of
New York City’s residents were foreign-born; the figure reached 41 percent in
1910 and by 2010 it was nearly as high, at 37 percent (see table 1.1).

‘The result of these inflows is that the vast majority of New Yorkers have a
close immigrant connection. If they are not immigrants themselves, they have
a parent, grandparent, or great-grandparent who is. Many of the roughly 1 million
Jewish New Yorkers have grandparents or great-grandparents who arrived at the
turn of the twentieth century from eastem Europe; hundreds of thousands of
others have roots in Italy and Ireland. New York's white population is dominated
by fiest-, second-, and third-generation Catholics (Irish and Italians) and Jews,
and white Protestants are practically invisible, if still economically and socially
powerful (Mollenkopf 199g:419). Although Puerto Ricans are not considered
immigrants—those born on the island are U.S. citizens at birth—the more than
700,000 Puerto Rican New Yorkers have their roots outside the mainland United
States, Most African Americans in New York have their origins in the intenal mi-
gration from the South between World War I and the 1960s, but many are de-
scended from immigrants who arrived in the early twentieth century from what
was then the British Caribbean.

A striking feature of New York City's immigrant population is its extraordi-
nary diversity. No one, two, three, or even four countries dominate, and the city
has attracted sizable numbers of many European as well as Asian, West Indian,
and Latin American nationalities. In 2010, the top three immigrant groups ac-
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vomnted for under a third of all immigrants in the city—the top ten groups, just
mer half (55 percent). As chapter 2 shows, this is different from many other ma-
i psifeways, where Mexicans are the overwhelmingly dominant gronp—in
¢ hwago and Houstont, Mexicans are close to half of all immigrants, and in Los
\npeles, Mexicans, Salvadorans, and Guatemalans are almost three-fifths of
te lreign-born population (sec also Foner and Waldinger 2013). In New York
iy, o substantial fraction (more than a quarter) of the non-Hispanic black and
white populations are immigrants—something that distinguishes New York from
el olher major American gateway cities, where “immigrant” generally means
I .almo or Asian. To put it another way, in New York City, every major ethnoracial
wonp —non-Hispanic blacks and whites as well as Asians and Hispanics—has a
wgnilicant proportion of foreign-born (Foner 2007).2

Itlmic diversity is the expectation in New York—a fact of life, as it were, This
» weleoming for many immigrants, although for some it can be confusing. So-
viet Jewish teenagers whom Orleck studied in the 1980s were confounded when
they entered high school, wanting to know where the Americans were. “Itis. . .
lunel to know what we are supposed to be beaoming. Everybody here is from
someplace else” (Orleck 1987:203).

'I'here is also a long list of “place-specific conditions” that mark off New York
iy ats an immigrant destination, By U.S. standards, New York City's government
inovides a wide range of social, health, and educational services, including the
Cily University of New York (CUNY), the largest urban public university system
i |lte nation, with about 240,000 undergraduate students enrolled in zon, the
mitjority of them immigrants or children of immigrants. Owing to its immigrant
hislary, the city is home to a wide array of institutions that owe their existence,
o1 many features, to earlier Evropean immigrants and their children—and that
provide support and assistance to new arrivals. These include settlement houses,
cluirches and synagogues, hospitals, and labor unions (Foner forthcoming). Im-
migrants in New York City profit from the fact that Iabor unions have been
consistently strong and politically influential for many decades. Indeed, in
21011, 23 percent of all wage and salary workers in New Yotk City were union
members, higher than any other major U.S. city; among the foreign-born in New
York City, the unionization rates of those who had become U.S. citizens and
entered the United States before 1990 were comparable to or higher than those
of U.S.-born workers (Milkman and Braslow 20n).

New York City’s political culture bears the stamp of easlier Enropean im-
migration and is used to accommodating newcomers from abroad. Ethnic poli-
tics is the lifeblood of New York City politics, and no group “finds challenge
nnexpected or outrageaus” (Glazer and Moynihan 1963). In the 19305, Fiorello
[ aGuardia—who some consider the city’s greatest mayor—sprinkled his speeches
with Italian and Yiddish, and in the postwar years aspiring leaders visited the
three I's—Israel, Italy, and Ireland—the touchstones of so many Jewish and
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Catholic voters (Wakin 2003). In the twenty-first century, Mayor Michael Bloom-
berg not only has made trips to Istael to woo the Jewish vote but, after two years
in office in 2003, had already visited the Dominican Republic three times. In
May 2005, he rolled out the first of his television campaign spots in Spanish,

Politics in the city “presents newcomers with a segmented political system, or-
ganized for mobilization along ethnic group lines, and a political culture that
sanctions, indeed encourages, newcomers to engage in ethnic politics” (Waldinger
1096b:1084; see also Mollenkopf forthcoming). A large number of political prizes
are up for grabs—including a fifty-one-member city council and more than seven
dozen state assemblymen and senators. Despite the importance of party support
in sustaining native white or minority incumbents in immigrant districts, New
York City'’s primaries have proved to be an effective path for immigrant political
mobility when one group becomes predominant in a district. As of the 2009 elec-
tion, the city council had nine members with immigtant roots, including three
West Indians, four Dominicans, and twe Chinese. (Another seventeen were Afri-
can American or Puerto Rican, giving minority representatives a bare majority of
the total) In that year, the city'’s second highest office, comptroller, was won by
John Liu, bomn in Taiwan (Mollenkopf forthcoming; chapter 3, this volume).

Given New York's remarkable diversity and long history of absorbing immi-
grants, it is not surprising that the city's official commitment to cultural pluralism
and cultural diversity stands out. Officials and social service agencies actively
promote events fo foster ethnic pride and glorify the city’s multiethnic character
and history. Even something as mundane as parking rules reflect a public recog-
nition of ethnic diversity; alternate side parking regulations are suspended on
thirty-four legal and religious holidays, including the Asian Lunar New Year, Pu-
rim and Passover, the Feast of the Assumption, the Muslim holiday of Idul-Fitr,
and the Hindu celebration of Diwali.

In a city that prides itself on its immigrant history, New Yorkers—both old
and new—generally feel comfortable with, or at least do not openly challenge the
principle of, ethnic succession. If Italians “are yesterday’s newcomers and today’s
establishment, then maybe Colombians are the new ltalians and, potentially
tomorrow’s establishment. New Yorkers . . . are happy to tell themselves this story.
It may not be completely true, but the fact that they tell it, and believe it, is signifi-
cant and may help them make it come true” (Kasinitz et al. 2004:398).

FEATURES OF NEW IMMIGRANT GROUPS
AND NEW PATTERNS IN NEW YORK CITY

Immigrants are inevitably influenced by New York's particular urban context,
yet they do not become homogenized in a socalled melting pot in the eity. The
old and new blend in many ways in response to circumstances in the city—a
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hind of New Yorkization process (cf. Foner 1999). As Glazer and Moynihan
winte some fifty years ago, in New York immigrants become “something they
h.ul not been, but still something distinct and identifiable” (1963:14). The partic-
ular blend of meanings, perceptions, and patterns of behavior that emerges is
shaped, to a large degree, by the culture, social practices, skills, and education
thal neweomers bring with them when they arrive—as well as by a variety of
wivindemographie features of their particular immigrant group. Moreover, even
s they settle in New York City, immigrants often continue to maintain ties with
their homelands—and these transnational conneetions have consequences for
their Tives in the city.

PREMIGRATION CULTURAL AND
SOCIAL PATTERNS

Intmigrants come to New York City carrying with them a “memory of things
pusl” that operates as a filter through which they view and experience life in
the city. Some of their former beliefs and social institutions may persist intact,
ihough usually they undergo change, if only subtly, in form and function in
1wsponse to circumstances in New York. To put it another way, their premigra-
1wn values, attitudes, and customs do not simply fade away; they shape, often
m it complex fashion, how individuals in each group adjust to and develop new
ullural patterns in New York.

'lake something as basic as cooking and cuisine. Newcomers may add ham-
luirgers, bagels, pizza, and fried chicken to their diets in New York City and con-
voet new dishes that use ingredients available there, but they still also cat such
1aditional foods as plantain and curried goat (Jamaicans), pickled herring and
shushiyk (Jews from the former Soviet Union), and African peppers and cassava
leaves (Liberians) (see, for example, Khandelwal z002; Hauck-Lawson et al. 2008).
humigrant Janguages are alive and well in New York—indeed, lack of proficiency
m Fnglish may limit patterns of association as well as the ability to obtain jobs in
Ihe mainstrean: economy.

Premigration family and religious patterns also have an impact. Of course,
they may fll new needs and acquire new meanings in New York or be transformed
in significant ways. South Asian families still often arrange their children’s mar-
riages or, in a modified “semiarranged” pattern, introduce suitable, prescreened
voung men and women who are then allowed a courtship period during which
they decide whether they Iike each other well enough to marry (see Foner 1990;
Khandelwal 2002; Kibria 200g; Lessinger 19g5). In chapter 4, Orleck mentions
that many Central Asian “Bukliaran” Jews also continue o arrange their chil-
dren’s marriages in New York; when the children resist, serious conflicts, some-
times resulting in physical violence, may result. Child-rearing patterns may be
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modified too. Although West Indian parents continue to believe that sparing the
rod is a recipe for disaster, and are outraged if they cannot use corporal punish-
ment the way they did back home, some parents seek to adopt new techniques
that are more in tune with mainstreatn American norms, something that Ludwig
also notes of Liberians (chapter 8; see Waters and Sykes z00g).

Religious beliefs and practices from immigrants’ homeland cultures are
what draw many to places of worship in New York. Many have been founded
and built in the city to caer to the growing number of new arrivals, from Pente-
costal churches among West Indians to Hindu temples among Indians and
Muslim mosques among West Africans, Pakistanis, Bangladeshis, and Middle
Easterners; old-country beliefs also explain the continuation of customs like
Haitian voodoo ceremonies (Abdullah 2010; Abusharaf 1998; Brown 1991; Guest
2003; Lessinger 1995; MeAlister 1998).

TRANSNATIONAL CONNECTIONS

Home-country cultural patterns may be strengthened by ongoing ties with
communities and people in the country of origin—what social scientists refer to
as transnational ties. Immigrant New Yorkers often send money to relatives back
home. Cheap phone calls, and the advent of cell pliones, allow them to keep in
touch with those they left behind, as does the Internet, through e-mail, instant
messaging, and Skype. Frequent, fast, and relatively inexpensive flights, espe-
cially to neatby countries like the Dominican Republic, facilitate visits home
and enable relatives and friends from the home country to visit New York, as well
(see chapter 5, this volume). Given dual-citizenship provisions in a growing num-
ber of countries, many retain citizenship in their country of origin even after
becoming U.S. citizens.

The consequences of involvement in home-country politics are complex—and
sometimes contradictory. Although such invelvement does not inevitably draw
energies and interests away from political engagement in the United States, it can
of course happen (see Jones-Correa 1998). Silvio Torres-Saillant and Ramona
Herndndez (chapter g, this volume) note that while many Dominican New York-
ers see the U.S. political arena as the appropriate stage for their involvement—and
younger local leaders are more committed to developing coalitions in New York
than to homeland politics—others have their “hearts set on the affairs of one of
the major political parties in the Dominiean Republic.” At the same time, con-
cerns about the country of origin can provide a catalyst for engagement in U.S,
palitics, and involvement in homeland-based organizations can provide organiza-
tional skills and strengthen migrants’ ability to mobilize a base of support for
political issues and elections in New York (see Basch 1987; Guarnizo et al. 19g0;
Rogers 2006; Wong et al. 20n).

e i el T
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In general, an appreciation of the connections migrants maintain with the
haneland should nok blind us to—or detract attention from—efforts to build
«onumunities and develop a home in New York. Ties to the country of origin
« i g0 hand-in-hand with being deeply grounded in and attached to the United
SLites. This is true for both the first and second generation. Second-generation
[ waminicans, for example, do not see loyalty to the United States as requiring
« ulling off links to the Dominican Republic, where they often maintain close
alleclive ties to grandparents and other relatives (chapter g, this volume).

ior the vast majority of the U.S-born second generation—who represent an
vver-growing proportion of the Astan, Latin American, and Caribbean commu-
waties in New York City—the United States is truly home. Deep connections to
Ihe parents’ country of origin and regular transnational practices are the excep-
tins, n1ot the rule, Philip Kasinitz and his colleagues conclude from their large-
seale study of the young adult children of immigrants in metropolitan New York.
They found that few seriously considered living in their parents’ homeland fora
sustuined length of time; indeed, visits there often made them feel more “Ameri-
er” than before (Kasinitz et al. 2008:262-64; chapter 11, this volume).

HUMAN CAPITAL AND
ECONOMIC INCORPORATION

The coneept of human capital refers to the knowledge or skills that individual
migeants bring with them, but it can be applied to groups as well. Every group,
of course, includes highly skilled people as well as those who are unlettered and
have little training, Yet clearly some groups have human capital advantages that
others do not share.

Asian and European groups in New York City have among the highest levels
of education, many Latin American and Hispanic Caribbean groups among the
lowest {Lobo and Salvo 200.). In 2010, about Lalf of the adult Russian and Indian
immigrants in New York City had a college degree—outpacing native-born New
Yorkers—while Hltis was true for only 5 percent of Mexican immigrants. Indeed,
only about four out of ten Mexican immigrants in New York City were even high
school graduates (chapter 2, this volume), .

As one might expect, groups with high proportions of college graduates, like
Russians and Asian Indians, do relatively well in New York’s economy—though
factors other than education and occupational skills also determine oceupational
success. Lack of U.S. job experience, eredentials, and fluent English, for example,
often prevents immigrants who held professional or highly regarded jobs in their
home countries from getting work of compamble status here. Orleck speaks of
an “intellectual holocaust” that has occurred as Jewish physicians, chemists, law-
yers, and professors from the former Soviet Union have sometimes ended up
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driving cabs, doing filing, or working as home health care aides in New York City
(chapter 4, this volume). Well-educated immigrants who cannot find jobs con-
gruent with their occupational backgrounds frequently turn to entreprencurial
pursuits as a better altemative than low-level service or factory jobs—one reason
for the proliferation of small businesses in the Korean community. Not surpris-
ingly, very few of the Korean second generation have gone into small business;
armed with American college and university degrees, many have obtained
high-level jobs in the mainstream economy (Kim zoo4).

As David Dyssegaard Kallick brings out (chapter 3), immigrants are a rematk-
able 45 percent of New York City’s resident labor force. In 2009, about three-
quarters of immigrant men and nearly three-fifths of immigrant women were in
the city’s labor force—which put the women on a par with, and men above, their
native-born counterparts. Immigrants are well represented in occupations from
the top to the bottom of the economic ladder, with nearly halfworking in white-
collar jobs—a good number in managerial, technical, and professional occu-
pations, To anyone familiar with the city, it would not be a shock to learn that
three-quarters of New Yorkers who work as construction laborers and nursing
aides are immigrants. [t may come as a surprise, however, that immigrants are
half of the accountants, a third of financial managers, and two-ffths of physi-
cians living in New York City. Taken as a whole, immigrants have slightly lower
poverty ratesthan the native-born, although for some groups the rates are higher—
Mexicans and Dominicans are two prime examples (chapter z, this volume).

Many immigrant groups are heavily concentrated in specific occupational
niches. Kallick mentions Mexicans in food preparation services, Pakistani taxi
cab drivers, and Haitian health care workers (chapter 3). Other chapters bring out
different concentrations—Korean nail salon owners, Jamaican nursing aides and
nannies, and Chinese restaurant workers, to mention a few. Immigrant occupa-
tional specialties take hold for a variety of reasons. They reflect a combination of
the skills, cultural preferences, and human capital within a group as well as the
opportunities available when they arrived. Sometimes members of a group come
with previous experience in fields for which a demand exists—Filipino nurses,
for example. English language ability plays a role in steering some groups into
jobs where interpersonal communication is important. By the same token, lack
of transferable skills and fluency in English limits immigrants’ scope. Sheer hap-
penstance can be involved, too, as a few pioneers from a group go into a particu-
lar line of work and pave the way for others. Once a group becomes concentrated
in an industry or occupation, this facilitates the entry of additional coethnics
through job referrals and training so that ethnic niches become, as Roger Wal-
dinger (1996a) puts it, self-reproducing (on the making of ethnic niches in the
city, see also Foner zooo; Model 1963).

Much depends on the kinds of niches a group establishes. Koreans have ben-
efited from their concentration in small business—and their web of trade asso-
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valums, ethuic media and organizations, and churches that have reinforced,
wippotled, and encouraged entreprencurial activity (Min zo01). Jamaican niches
w bealth care and publie employment have not provided anything like the op-
porlunity to employ coethnics, accumulate capital, or establish credit that small
hoiness ownership does. In fact, educational credentials and bureaucratic re-
jqunentents limit the scope of network hiring in white-collar and espn*:cia.ll)r in
pnihilic sector employment (Kasinitz zo01). On the positive side, concentration in
lwalth cawe and social assistance jobs largely accounts for high unionization
rales snong Jamaican as well as Guyanese, Haitian, and African immigrants;
winonized jobs typically provide higher wages and more job security than non-
snon jobs (Milkman and Braslow 2o11).

The young adult children of immigrants, as chapter 11 shows, have largely
eviled from parental occupational niches owing fo greater opportunity as well as
dnlasle for “stereotypical ethnic jobs.” The most common jobs among the sec-
o generation in their study were mainstream retail, white-collar manager, and
cletieal positions. “I don't do that factory thing,” said one young man of Colom-
I origin, explaining why he would not follow in his father's footsteps. Or as
the daughter of a Chinese immigrant jewelry store owner put it when asked if
lws Father would like her to take over the business: “No, he doesn’t hate me that
meh!” (chapter 1, this volume).

DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS

The demographic composition of an immigrant group can have an impact on
jsilterns that develop in New York City. The group's sheer size as well as spatial
concentration influences, among other things, whether it can support a sizable
mumber of ethnic businesses and provide enougl votes to elect its own candi-
dtes. Dominicans’ concentration in northern Manhattan as well as neighbor-
loods in other boroughs lias been an asset at the ballot box in putting Domini-
cans into office; residential segregation among West Indians, while clearly
disadvantageous in many respects, has helped them gain seats in the city council
and New York State legislature. Conversely, as Smith (chapter 10, this volume)
argues, Mexican immigrants’ geographical dispersion contributes to niaking
political mobilization among them problematic.

Gender and age ratios in each group affect marriage and family patterns. For
example, 2 markedly unbalanced gender ratio will encourage marriage outside
lhe group or consign many to singlehood or the search for spouses in the 11011}0
country or elsewhere in the United States. A sizable proportion of old people in
an immigrant group's population may, as among Russian Jews in Brighton Beach,
case the child care burden of working women (Orleck 1987). Korean familics
have often brought elderly relatives to New York City for this reason. Pyong Gap



L ¥1 INTRORDUCTION

Min has deseribed how his own mother-in-law came to this country in 1981 “at
the age of 38 as a temporary visitor to help with childcare and housework as my
wife and I were struggling with three children, a small business, and my Ph.D.
program. The next year my wife, a naturalized citizen, filed petitions for her
parents” permanent residence” (1998:87). The presence of an elderly mother or
mother-in-Jaw in Korean immigrant households has otler implications—it puts
less pressure on husbands to help out and thus may end up reinforcing patriar-
chal practices.

RACE, RELIGION, AND LEGAL STATUS

Immigrants’ race has crucial consequences for their experiences and reactions to
New York life. Nativism, or opposition to groups because they are foreign, may
not be strong in New York City, especially compared to other parts of the United
States, but racial inequalily is deeply entrenched (Waters forthcoming). Whereas
whiteness is an asset for newcomers of European ancestry, dark skin brings dis-
advantages. People of color continue to experience prejudice and discrimina-
tion, and residential segregation between whites and blacks in New York City
persists at remarkably high levels. In an analysis of black-white segregation in
fifty American metropolitan areas with the largest black populations in zowo,
Nesw York was the third most segregated area, just behind Detroit and Milwaukee
(Logan and Stults 201; see also Beveridge et al. 2013),

Immigrants with African ancestry develop new attitudes and perceptions of
themselves in New York City, where their racialization as blacks reflects differ-
ent racial conceptions than those in their home societics. As chapter 7 shows,
Jamaicans may identify as Jamaican or West Indian, but other New Yorkers of-
ten just see them as “black.” Jamaican immigrants find it painful and difficult
to cope with the degree of interpersonal racism they encounter in their daily
lives (see Waters 199g). Apart from everyday slights and insults, racial diserimi-
nation places constraints on where they and other black immigrants can live
and affects treatment by the police and opportunities on the job (see Foner
1987, 2000, 2001, 2005; Vickerman 1999; Waters 1999). Other immigrants of
color confrent racial diserimination too, but this tends to be less problematic
than for immigrants of African ancestry who are defined as black. Indeed, re-
search shows that dark-skinned Latino immigrants face barriers and discrimina-
tion that their light-skinned coethnies do not experience,

For the vast majority of immigrants, who are Christian or Jewish, refigion is
not a barrier, indeed tends to facilitate 2cceptance in New York (Foner and Alba
2008). However, Muslim newcomers from South Asia (Pakistan, Bangladesh, In-
dia) and the Middle East, whose numbers have grown in recent years, may face
difficulties. In the backlash after the September 11 attacks on the World Trade
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1 voler, some have been victims of discrimination, harassment, and oceasionally
v lule erimes owing to their religion or nationality. “Why you live here, go
b b 1o vour country,” a Palestinian woman in Brooklyn found written on her
dn 10 give one example (Bakalian and Bozorgmehr 2009:144). The public con-
e in zo1o over building a Muslim community center a few blocks from the
Weall Ttade Center—which was voeally supported by the Lower Manhattan
t onmnmity Board and Mayor Bloomberg but attacked by many Republican poli-
fn nans sueh as former mayor Rudolph Ginliani—also no doubt reflected and rein-
tore el smti-Muslim prejudices among many New Yorkers.

| ack of legal status is a significant basis of inequality and exclusion for large
monhers of Latino, Caribbean, and Asian immigrants. In 2010, an estimated
pano immigrants in New York City were undacumented (chapter 2, this vol-
e, hut because they often live in mixed-status families—for example, with
15 Livrn citizen children—a much larger number are affected by legal status
mwes. As Robert Smith indicates (chapter 10), a remarkably high proportion of
AMesican immigrants live in the legal shadows. The undocumented are particu-
Luly vuinerable in the labor market, commonly found in low-paid jobs with
wnpleasant, sometimes dangerous, working conditions {chapter 3, this volume).
Wilhout legal status, they are ineligible for most federally funded social welfare
anel health benefits (emergency Medicaid is one exception), and the record
muuber of deportations in the United States in recent years—nearly 400,000 in
tiscal vear zon—has heightened fears among them.

New York City is sometimes referred to as a sanctuary city, which follows
praclices to protect undocumented immigrants—in 2006, for example, the city
Jnstributed a letter in eleven languages assuring immigrants that no one would
yestion their legal status when they sought care at the cily's public lospitals,
1l undocumented immigrants in New York State are eligible for in-state tuition
a1 public colleges. But New York City has little influence on federal policies
which, as Smith notes (chapter 10), reign supreme when it comes to the all-
unportant matter of legalization, As of this writing, federal laws have yet to pro-
viele a1 path to legalization and ultimately citizenship for the undocumented.

IMMIGRANTS’ IMPACT ON NEW YORK CITY

‘I'he massive immigration of the last five decades has been remaking New York
Clily in profound ways. At its most basic, immigration has brought about a dra-
matic demographic transformation; it is a major factor fueling population growth
and has led to remarkable ethnoracial diversity, as chapter z describes in detail.
Many groups have been continually replenished by new members—
1Dominicans, Chinese, and Jamaicans, to mention three that have been in the top
len for several decades. New arrivals, fresh off the plane, often join compatriots
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who have been in New York for decades as well as the U.S.-born children—and
grandchildren—of the earlier arrivals. Some belong to groups that are new to the
city’s immigrant scene, Liberians among them, who only began arriving in sig-
nificant numbers in the last ten or fifieen years. The Mexican population, which
was practically invisible before 1990, has grown by leaps and bounds, now ranking
as the third largest immigrant group in New York City official statistics. Taken
together, the millions of new New Yorkers and their children have been changing
the sights, sounds, and tastes of the city as well as a wide range of institutions and
communities.

NEIGHBORHQODS AND COMMUNITIES

The more than doubling of the city’s immigrant population since 1970 has given
rise to dense ethnic neighborhoods. With continuing immigration, new ethnic
neighborhoods and ethnic conglomerations have cropped up in every borough.

Many neighborhoods of the city have taken on a distinct ethnic character.
In Crown Heights, Flatbush, and East Flatbush in central Brooklyn—and
many bordering neighborhoods like Canarsie—West Indian beauty parlors,
restaurants, record stores, and bakeries dot the landscape, and Haitian Creole
and West Indian accents fill the air. “[When [ walk] along . . . Nostrand Ave-
nue,” the novelist Paule Marshall (1985} has noted, “I have to remind myself
that I'm in Brooklyn, and not in the middle of a teeming outdoor market in St
George’s, Grenada or Kingston, Jamaiea.” Several neighborhoods in the north-
eastern Bronx (Wakefield, Williamsbridge, and Baychester) and southeastern
Queens (Laurelton, St. Albans, Springfield Gardens, Rosedale, and Cambria
Heights) also now have a definite West Indian flavor, In chapter 8, Bernadette
Ludwig describes a new immigrant neighborhood—Little Liberiaz—on the
northern end of Staten Island, which now has an outdoor market where women
sell African foods,

Several clapters show how the number of settlements in different groups has
multiplied in response to growing immigration. Although Brooklyn’s Brighton
Beach, or “Little Odessa,” remains an emotional and culturn] home base for
Russian Jews across the New York area, they have spread out to nearby Sheeps-
head Bay, Manhattan Beach, and Bensonhurst. A community of Central Asian
Jews flourishes in Forest Hills and Rego Park in Queens, where 108th Street is
now known as “Bukharan Broadway”; the neighborhood, according to Orleck
(chapter 4), is affectionately known as “Queensistan.” Manhattan's expanding
Chinatown has spilled over into adjacent districts, including the City Hall arca,
Little Italy, and the Lower East Side, and two new satellite Chinatowns are thriv-
ing in Flushing and Sunset Park; visible Chinese clusters can also be found in
places like Woodside and Elmlwst in Queens and Bay Ridge, Bensonhurst, and
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Sheepshead Bay in Brooklyn. Dominicans have branched out from their etlnic
euclive in upper Manhattan's Washington Heights to areas of the Bronx, Brook-
lver, andd Queens, By 2008, the Bronx, with heavy Dominican concentrations in
acighborhoods in the soutliwvest such as Morris Heights and Tremont, had sur-
passed Manlhattan as the most popular borough for people of Dominican ances-
Irv. with 39 percent of all Dominicans as compared to 29 percent in Manhattan
W aro-Lopez and Limonic 2010).

Immigrants have created not only large and dense ethnic settlements but
also polyethnic neighborhoods that are amalgams of newcomers from all parts
ol 1he world. The number 7 train that connects Times Square in Manhattan
wilh Flushing in Queens has been dubbed the International Express, as it
weives through multiethnie neighbothoods in Queens that have no parailel in
jnevious waves of immigration. Queens is in fact the most ethnically and ra-
ctally diverse county in the United States (chapter 2, this volume). Elmhurst, to
mention one Queens neighborhood, is a true ethnic mélange, with large num-
bers of Chinese, Colombians, Koreans, Mexicans, Filipinos, Asian Indians,
Nominicans, and Ecuadorians, Although Flushing (also in Queens) is often
referred to as a new Chinatown, it is home to a growing number of Central and
South American as well as Chinese, Indian, and Korean immigrants who join
a1 native-born white population that, though declining, remains substantial. At
Ihe other end of Queens, Astoria, once a predominantly Italian and Greek
neighborhood, has attracted large numbers of Bangladeshis, Brazilians, Ecua-
dorians, Mexicans, and Middle Easterners, among others, thereby becoming
another ethnic stew.

As the chapters on the different groups in the volume demonstrate, clusters
of recent immigrants have given rise to new cthnic businesses and have affected
the composition of schools and places of worship all over the city. Neighborhood-
based immigrant institutions and organizations like community centers, volun-
tary associations, and political groups have emerged and grown as have new
churches, mosques, and temples.

Immigrants have played a central role in revitalizing many neighborhoods.
When immigrants began arriving in Brighton Beach in the mid-1g70s, the neigh-
borhiood was in decline: apartments stood empty as elderly Jewish residents died
or moved to Florida, and the main commercial avenue was a dying strip of old
stores. Soviet Jews filled apartments and turned the avenue into a thriving com-
mercial center, with nightclubs, restaurants, state-of-the-art electronics stores,
and clothing boutiques selling European designer clothing (chapter 4, this vol-
ume}. Another Brooklyn neighborhood, Sunset Pask, was in the “throes of a long
twilight” that began in the 1950s when the area was devastated by, among other
things, a drastic cutback in jobs on its waterfront and in industry and the exodus
of tens of thousands of white residents to the suburbs. Louis Winnick argues
that in Sunset Park, as in many other city neighborhoods “outside the yuppie
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strongholds of Manhattan and other favored areas of Brooklyn and Queens,”
immigrants have been the leading factor in neighborhood revitalization. “Ow-
ing to their Liigh employment rates and multiple wage earners, the new foreign-
ers have injected large doses of new purchasing power into the relabilitation
of an aging housing stock and the resurrection of inert retail stores” (Winnick
1990:62). The Chinese—who make up a growing proportion of Sunset Park's
population—have opened numerous retail stores, service businesses, and gar-
ment factories where they and their coethnies work and shop, and they have
bought, and fixed up, many of the two- and three-story houses in the neighbor-
hood (chapler s, this velume). The process has been repeated in the Queens
neighborhood of Riclmond Hill, where Indians and Indo-Caribbeans have es-
tablished an array of new businesses—roti stands, sari stores, and groceries—
that draw not only lacal customers but also immigeants from the suburbs look-
ing for Indo-Caribbean and Sikh products. Throughout the five boroughs,
immigrants have expanded the number of businesses, many of them catering to
a growing ethnic market, one of the ways that new arrivals have contributed to
economic growth in the city {chapter 3, this volume).

CUISINE AND POPULAR CULTURE

Imumigrants have added to the city’s cultural and culinary life. Restaurauts and
groceries run by newcomers have exposed New Yorkers, native and immigrant
alike, to new cuisines and foods. Some thirty years ago, Bernard Wong (1982)
wrote about Chinese immigrants broadening New Yorkers” tastes beyond Can-
tonese cooking to regional dishes from Shanghai, Hunan, and Szechuan. Since
then, Indian, Thai, Viemamese, Korean, and Jamaican restaurants—to name
but a few—have become common on the city's restaurant scene, Korean food,
relatively unknown to New Yorkers twenty years ago, has become more familiar
with the proliferation of Korean restaurants in “K<Town” in mid-Manhattan. In
the wake of the huge Mesican immigration, New York, ane journalist quipped,
finally shed its reputation as a city with terrible Mexican food (Asimov 2000).
The city’s ubiquitous street food vendors serve up a multicultural feast, from
chalupas to souvlaki; the winner of New York City’s sixth annual Vendy award—
for the best street food vendor—was a Palestinian-born “falafel king” who nor-
mally parked his van in Astoria (Pearson and Schapiro 2010).

Musically, too, immigrants have had an influence, from Jamaican reggae and
dance hall to Dominican merengue (Allen and Wilcken 2001; Austerlitz 1967;
Flores 2000). Hip-hop was originally as much 1 creation of Afro-Caribbean and
Latino youth in New York as it was an African American form, and many famous
hip-hop artists have Caribbean origins, inchuding Biggie Smalls (Brooklyn-born
Christopher Wallace of Jamaican parents), rapper-producer Wyelef jean,
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wlnse work celebrates his Haitian origins, and the Jamaican-born Kool Here
thoin Clive Campbell) (Kasinitz forthcoming; chapter 7, this volume). Music
anel sisual arts with immigrant roots have imported, built on, and altered cul-
il forms from the homeland in the New York context, “African American
g people dance to Jamaican dance hall music and imitate Jamaican pa-
s, Kasinitz (1999:20) has written; “Puerto Ricans dance to [Dominican]
I1It'l'("|'|gue.”

New ethnic parades and festivals represent practically every immigrant group
i the eity. The largest is the West Indian American Day Parade, which attracts
helween 1and 2 million people every Labor Day on Braoklyn's Eastern Parkway
and has become a mandatory campaign stop for politicians seeking citywide
olfice. The annval Dominican Day Parade, described by Torres-Saillant and
Hemdndez, held every August in midtewn Manhattan, also attracts politicians
of all stripes and provides an opportunity for Dominicans to “flaunt their ethnic-
ily, their flag, and their resolve to affirm their belonging in the city” {chapter g,
Ihis volume). Since 2004, the city has sponsored an annual Iimmigrant Heritage
Wecek lonoring “the vibrant immigrant cultures, heritages, and communitics
found in every corner of the City” through film screenings, art exhibits, walking
lours, and other programs. The ethnic mediz are flourishing. By one count in
2001, at least 198 magazines and newspapers were publishing in thirty-six lan-
guages, including seven New York daily newspapers in Chinese with a combined
circulation of half a milliont (Scher 2001). There are also many radio and televi-
sion stations with programs that deaw listeners and viewers in different ethnic
constituencies.

A spate of novels emerging out of the experiences of recent immigrants
and their children has enriched the city’s literary tradition, among them Typi-
cal American by Gish Jen (1992, Chinese); Native Speaker by Chang-Rae Lee
(1995, Korean); Breath, Eyes, Memory by Edwidge Danticat (1995, Haitian),
and Russian Debutante’s Handbook by Gary Shteyngart (2003, Soviet Jews).
The literary output in the Dominican community is a subject of chapter g as
part of the analysis of the ereation of a Dominican American culture, which
considers, among others, the award-winning The Brief Wondrous Life of
Oscar Wao by Junot Dfaz (zo07) and How the Garcia Girls Lost Their Accents
by Julia Alvarez {199z).

RACE AND ETHNICITY

The massive immigration of recent years has changed the racial and ethnic
dynamics of New York City. In street-level and popular discourse, New Yorkers
think of a four-race framework: white, black, Hispanie, and Asian. The propor-
tion of Astans and Hispanies has mushiroomed; the proportion of whites has
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been steadily declining. Between 1980 and zo10, non-Hispanic whites went
from 52 to 33 percent of New York City's population, Hispanics from 20 to 2g
percent, Asians from 3 to 13 percent, and non-Hispanic blacks held fairly steady,
24 percent in 1980, 23 percent in 2010.

Gone are the days when Hispanic meant Puerto Rican; in 2010, Puerlo Ricans
accounted for just under a third of the city’s Hispanie population, outnumbered
by a combination of Dominicans, Mexicans, Ecuadorians, Golombians, and
other Latin Americans. Asian no longer means Chinese but also Asian Indian,
Korean, Filipino, and Bangladeshi (to name the largest non-Chinese groups).
The black population increasingly has been Caribbeanized—and Africans are
adding more diversity. By 2010, the Caribbean- and African-born populations
were about a third of non-Iispanic blacks, up from less than 10 percent in 1970
{chapter 2, this volume).

This new racial and ethnic amalgam has been changing perceptions of race
and ethnicity as well as creating new alliances, relationships, and divisions. All
over the city, countless examples exist of amicable relations developing among
immigrants from different countries, as well as between immigrants and the
native-born, in workplaces, schools, and neighborhoods. Among the second gen-
eration, these patterns are especially pronounced, as young people mingle with
each other and native minorities (less often with native whites) and become
comfortable with those from different national backgrounds and take for granted
the incredible ethnic mix in their classes, on the subway, in stores, and on the
streets as a basic part of life in the city. As Kasinitz and his colleagues write, they
may feel the sting of disadvantuge and discrimination, but members of the sec-
ond generation “move in a world where being from ‘somewhere else’ is the
norm” and being ethnic is taken for granted as part of “being an American New
Yorker” (20041397, 286). Because established minority and second-generation
young peaple in New York City under the age of eighteen dominate their age
cohort, they have a great deal of contact with each other in their neighborhoods
and a variety of institutions, Most respondents in the New York second-generation
study had a diverse group of friends, describing social networks that included a
“veritable United Nations of friends” (Kasinitz et al. 2008:339~40). Many defined
themselves as “New Yorkers”—meaning people who “could come from immi-
grant groups, native minority groups, or be Italian, Irish, Jews, or the like” (Kas-
initz et al. zo04:17),

Less happily, conflict is also part of the story. In this volume, Min Zhou
writes of tensions between immigrant Chinese and longtime white residents in
Flushing, as the remaining whites in what was once a virtuatly all-white area
often feel locked out of what has become an Asian majority neighborhood
(chapter 5). Black boycotts of Korean stores were visible in the city in the 1980s
and 19g0s (Min 2006), although they seem to be a thing of the past, according
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1 Al wehapter 6), who argues that the reduction in the number of Korean busi-
v s aned growing racial and ethnic diversity in black neighborhoods help to
s plasn tie change.

I chapter 7, Millon Vickerman gives a nuanced picture of relations be-
twren Jamaicans and African Americans, which are characterized by both dis-
lae st s identification; Jamaicans seek to assert their ethnic identity and
i they are different from African Americans at the same time as they feel a
sluned boud with African Americans as blacks and victims of racial diserimi-
nalion (see also Foner 1987, zooy; Vickerman 1999; Watets 199g). Among the
secontd] generation, he argues, evidence suggests a gradual blurring of boundar-
ws helween African American and West Indian youth. Immigrants in other
monps, too, engage in strategies o avoid being lumped with, and experiencing
the sinme kind of diserimination as, African Americans and Puerto Ricans. Torres-
Sallant and Herndndez (chapter ¢) report that members of the Dominican
weonnd generation may use Dominican-inflected Spanish to avoid being taken
len African American, while also attemnpting lo distance themselves from the
anli- aitian and antiblack prejudices prominent in the Dominican Republic
o see Itzigsohn zoog). According to Robert Smith (z006), Mexicans see
Ihemselves as “not black” and “not Puerto Rican” although, interestingly, some
awademically successful Mexican youths in New Yotk City high schools iden-
tily snd seek out their black counterparts as a way to become incorporated into
1he African American middle-class culture of mobility and facilitate their own
upward path.

ETHNIC DIVISION OF LABOR

As immigrants have entered New York's econoiny and set up businesses, they
have changed the ethnic division of labor—and perceptions of it. If you hail a
taxi, your driver is likely to be South Astan; if you are a patient in a hospital, it is
a good Det that the nursing aide taking your temperature will be West Indian;
the vendor at the corner newsstand is Indian.

Nearly half of all small business owners living in New York City are immi-
grants, making up a whopping go percent of owners of dry cleaners and laun-
dries, 84 percent of small grocery store owners, and 7o percent of beauty salon
ownets in the New York inetropolitan area, to name a few {chapter 3). As partic-
ular groups concentrate in certain specialties, they often put their own stamp
on them. Koreans reinvented the corner grocery, adding salad bars, deli coun-
ters, and bouquets of flowers, although Korean retail stores—grocery, produce,
and fish stores—lave recently declined in number owing in good part to the
emergence of chain megastores. Koreans have also pioneered businesses, such
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as the now-ubiquitous nail salons, by taking what were once more exclusive
products or services and making them cheaper (Lee 199q). Nail salons and dry
cleaners are now the two major Korean businesses in the New York-New Jersey
metropolitan area. By 2006, Koreans owned the vast majority of the nail salons
in this area—about 4,000 in all, a nearly threefold increase since 1991 (chapter 6;
for an ethnographic account of Korean nail salons in New York City see Kang
z010). The number of Korean-owned dry cleaners has also grown astronomi-
cally, up to about 3,000 in the New York-New Jersey metropolitan area in
2006 and constituting around half of all such establishments (Min 2008:37~
38). West Indians have brought the concept of a privatized network of passen-
ger vans to New York City, as their jimeys ply the streets of Queens and Brook-
Iyn, offering lower prices and more frequent and convenient services than city
buses (chapter 7). West African merchants have altered the city’s strect-vending
business, bringing high-end items like “Rolex” watclies and “Prada” bags to the
street corner (Stoller 2001),

MAINSTREAM INSTITUTIONS

Immigrants are leaving their mark on a broad range of mainstream institutions
in the city, from schools and hospitals to churches and museums.

The surge of immigration has led to major increases in public school enroll-
ment, which is now over the 1 million mark, with the majority of students either
immigrants or children of immigrants. With so many students and a limited
budget, the publie schoals are squeezed for space. Although many immigrant
students are doing remarkably well in the schools, there is no denying they
bring with them a host of special needs. Many liave to overcome poor educa-
tional preparation in their home countries or, at the least, unfamiliarity with
subjects, teaching methods, and the discipline used. In addition to adjusting to
new norms and customs in New York, many have a language problem to con-
tend with. The diverse mix of immigrants in New York City means a dazzling
array of languages. In one Queens elementary school, nearly 8o percent of the
incoming students arrived speaking no English; among them the children in
the school spoke thirty-six languages (Hedges zo00). In 2010-11, about 154,000
students in New York City’s public schools were classified as English language
learmers {not proficient in English), with 168 honie languages represented among
them; Spanish was the home language for some two-thirds, and another quar-
ter spoke Chinese (Mandarin, Cantonese, and-other dialects), Bengali, Ambic,
Haitian Creole, Russian, or Urdu (New York City Board of Education 201011},
In response to the immigrant influx, the city has opened a number of schools
specifically designed for recent immigrant children with limited English profi-
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vwiny, the most well-known being the International High School in Long Is-
binl City. Higher up the educational ladder, new ethnic studies programs have
verped at universities and colleges, most notably CUNY, including one (the
Iwnninican Studies Institute) headed by an author in this volume (Ramona
Itennindez). CUNY has recently instituted an outreach program, based on an
apyeement with the Mexican Consulate, to promote education in the city’s
\lerican community, including a Web site offering information about CUNY
i I'nglish and Spanish (chapler 10, this volume).

T'he city’s Roman Catholic schools have also experienced an influx of im-
migrant children. Although many newcomers have formed their own churches,
lemples, and mosques—wilness the more than soo Korean Protestant churches
m the New York-New Jersey metropolitan area (chapler 6, this volume; Min
2no)—large numbers have been drawn to the Catholic church and established
I'"slestant congregations. New York’s Catholic church has a growing Latino
pmesence, and an increasing number of Catholic churches conduct masses in
Spanish as well as other languages, including Haitian Creole (McAlister 1998).
Catholic churches in Washington Heights have emerged as Dominican con-
gregations, holding mass in Spanish and inviting officials from the island to
purticipate in church activities; elsewliere in the city, Mexican immigrants have
been “Mexicanizing” many Catholic ehurches, including adding devotional
practices dedicated to the Virgin of Guadalupe, the patron saint of Mexico
(Galvez 200g; Semple zot1; Smith 2006; see Ricourt and Danta 2003 on the
Latinization of the Catholic church in Queens).

The composition of the staff and patients of the city's hospitals has changed
as well, The nurses, aides, and orderlies are often West Indian or Filipino; pa-
tients, especially at municipal hospitals sun by New York City’s Health and
[Tospitals Corporation, are frequently non-English-speaking immigrants who
bring with them their own set of cultural values regarding health and medical
treatment—which, in the New York context, means a bewildering assortment of
patterns. New York City hospitals have established programs to address the
need for better interpreter and translation services (language assistance is now
mandated by law), and some have programs to serve the cultural and medical
needs and health risks of particular groups. Lutheran Medical Center, for ex-
ample, a nonprofit liospital close to Sunset Park, has special language, food, and
cultural services available to the Chinese community (Zhou et al. zo13); Coney
Island Hospital, a municipal hospital in southern Brooklyn, touts its treatment
of the high incidence of thyroid eancers among Ukrainian and Russian survi-
vors of the Chernobyl nuclear reactor accident and a healthy heart program
geared to nearby Pakistani and Bangladeshi immigrants. In general, however,
what is available in the health care system, in terms of language services and re-
sponsiveness to cross-cultural health care, is unfortunately still often inadequate
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(Tung 2008; see Guo 2000 on the problems elderly Chinese immigrants face in
New York in dealing with the liealth care system).

Immigration has also been reshaping mainstream cultural institutions. New
York City's public library branches offer a growing number of books, DVDs,
and CDs in many languages. In 2012, non-English titles made up 12 percent of
items in the stacks of the Queens system, which had large collections in Span-
ish and Chinese as well as Korean, Russian, French, Hindi, Italian, and Ben-
gali (Berger zo12). New museums have sprouted up to spotlight the history or
arts of Asian and Latino groups. Twvo notable additions are the Muscum of the
Chinese in America in lower Manhattan, founded in 1980 and moved in 2009
to a building designed by the architect Maya Lin, and EI Museo del Barrio in
East Harlem, created in 1969 to focus on the Puerto Rican diaspora but since
then changed to include all Latin Americans and Puerto Ricans in the United
States. Older museums dedicated to Ellis Island-era immigrants are taking
steps to include the post-1965 arrivals; the Tenement Museum has added “then
and now” walking tours on the Lower East Side, and the Ellis Island Immigra-
tion Museum is slated to open a new section on the post-Ellis Island era
in zo13,

CONCLUSION

Immigrants, it is clear, are not only influenced by social, ecanomic, and politi-
cal forees in New York City, but are also agents of change in their new environ-
ment. The newest New Yorkers have radically transformed the city—and more
changes are in store. Predicting the future is a risky business, yet it is worth re-
flecting on some ways that the influx of newcomers will leave its stamp on the
city and the lives of immigrants and their children in the years ahead.

The signs are that high levels of immigration will continue, at least in the
near future. The United States is Iikely to remain an immigration country for
many years to come, allowing hundreds of thousands per year to enter; New
York City can expect to receive a substantial share, if only because of the net-
works that [ink newcomers to settlers. Immigrants from abroad will not be the
only new arrivals, of course. As Lobo and Salvo show, New York City receives
large numbers of domestic, often college-educated, migrants from other parts
of the country, who will remain a part of the demographic picture (chapter 2). At
the same time, immigration is bound to continue to play a critical role in the
city’s population vitality, especially in the context of a growing proportion of
clderly and the exit of many native-born New Yorkets to greener pastures in the
suburbs and elsewhere. If first- and second-generation immigrants are the ma-
jority in New York City today, we can expect this to be the case for some time
to come.
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tontinued inflows will enrich and replenish the citys ethnic communities.
Will: fresh memories and connections to the homeland, new arrivals will help to
bevp alive old-country traditions and orientations as well as actual transnational
nes. A number of trends already evident in New York’s racial-ethnic dynamics
wieailso likely to eontinue—and indeed, may well accelerate. Puerto Ricans’ share
ol te city's Latino population is bound to shrink; the proportion of Dominicans,
\Menicans, Ecuadorians, and Colombians will rise. In addition to ongoing im-
nsgrtion, many Latino groups have high fertility rates, which will add to their
mynbers (chapter 2).

"I'he Caribbeanization of the city’s black population will no doubt persist—
.4l its Africanization will become more prominent. Although the number of
\Iricans is still relatively small, legal immigration from West African countries
lnas grown substantially in the last two decades. Given the network-driven na-
lure of immigration, the dominant role of family preferences in the allocation
of immigrant visas, and push factors in West African sending countries, the
Alrican influx is sure to accelenute. The proportion of Asians in the city will
50 grow, owing to immigration as well as fertility. Here, too, new players will
be increasingly important, among the most notable Bangladeshis, who have
eoue from a tiny population in 1990 to one of the top twenty immigrant groups
in zolo.

The growing number of newcomers—and naturalized and birthright citizens—
will inake immigrants (and especially their children) maore important in New
York City's political arena. Dominicans and West Indians, with their large num-
bers and geographic concentration, are likely to build on their history in the
past two decades of electing coethnics to city and state positions. The Chine-se,
another large population, have begun to elect their own to city offices, including
“Taiwanese-born John Liu, who won the race for comptroller in zoo0g through
significant African Ameriean as well as Astan support in addition lo the endorse-
ment of many of the city’s ethnic newspapers and other media outlets (chapter
1}, In 2012, Grace Meng, the Queens-born daughter of Taiwanese immigrants,
became the first Asian American elected to Congress from New York City, rep-
resenting a newly drawn Queens district. Mexicans, a large and fasl-growing
group, are poised to make gains, although as Smith (chapter 10} argues, they have
been hampered by residential dispersion throughout the city, a high proportion
of undocumented, and a crowded field of ethnic politics with longer-established
Latino groups.

Of course, immigrants’ political influence is limited by the fact that nonciti-
zens cannot vote—and continued large influxes will swell this population, In
the late 19gos, John Mollenkopf wrote that “the full [political] incorporation
of the Caribbean, Dominican, and Chinese populations must await the politi-
cal maturing of the second generation, just as the full impact of the turn-of-the-
century immigration was nat felt until their children vated for the New Deal”
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(1999:419). At the beginning of the twenty-first century, we are fast approach-
ing this lime—in 2008, immigrants and their children accounted for nearly
half of voling-age citizens in the city. Although they have yet to enter the city’s
political leadership proportionate to their numbers, immigrant-origin candi-
dates have won seats in the city council, the state assembly and senate, and the
U.S. Congress. Young people from immigrant backgrounds are also emerging
as leaders of student groups and nonprofit organizations (chapter 11, this vol-
ume; Mollenkopf forthcoming). How their political influence will be felt, and
how they will enter the precincts of power, in the years ahead are critical
questions,

As chapter 11 suggests, first-generation immigrants along with their second-
generation children—born and bred in New York City—will provide fresh, and
no doubt surprising, twists and turns in the process of creating a new kind of
multicultural city out of the mixture and interplay of their different cultural
backgrounds. The New York second-generation study conducted by Kasinitz,
Mollenkopf, and Waters provides many grounds for optimism about the pros-
pects for the children of immigrants, Contrary to fears about second-generation
decline, most of the young adult children of immigrants in the survey were
moving into the economic mainstreant. The young adults were generally com-
fortable with racial and ethnic diversity, having grown up in neighborhoods
where almost everyane’s family was from somewhere else. They were at ease with
their American and cthnic identities, seeing themselves as Americans and New
Yorkers, albeit ethnic ones.

Yet there are some clouds on the horizon. The second-generation study was
done in good economic times, before the recent recession, and one question is
whether New York City will provide sufficient economic opportunities to ab-
sorb the children of immigrants now coming of age. Another question posed in
chapter 1t is whether the city’s schools and higher educational system can meet
the challenge of preparing newcomers and their children for managerial and
professional jobs of the twenty-first century. In addition, will racial inequalities
continue to create barriers for many immigrants and their children? Issues of
legal status also loon: large, As chapler 10 makes clear, the prospects of Mexican
immigrants are of particular concern, in good part because so many are un-
documented and thus lack basic rights and opportunities. The U.S.-born chil-
dren of undocumented parents, despite birthright citizenship, often grow up
with economic insecurity, the threat of parents’ deportation, and limits on their
access to an array of government programs (Yoshikawa zon). In looking aliead,
a crucial question is whether the federal government will enact legislation pro-
viding a pathway to legal status, and ultimately citizenship, for the many un-
documented immigrants in the city, young and old alike,

These are just some of the questions about the shape of immigrant New
York in the years to come. If the United States is a permanently unfinished
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yomutiy, s Nathan Glazer (1988:54) has written in another context, to an even
gov aten logree the same can be said for New Yok City. In the second decade of
ta twenty-fiest century, fresh immigrant recruits keep entering New York City;
s weenners who arrived in the 1980s and 19gos are by now old-timers; and a
lwgy- second generation is growing up and entering the labor market. The
+plers that follow provide a view of immigrant New York after a half century
o musive inflows. They offer insights and raise questions that will enrich our
wlerslimding of the newcomers in America's ever-changing and quintessential
gt city and, in the end, also broaden our perspective on immigration
nenally,

NOTES

v There is a growing number of full-length ethnographic accounts of contempo-
1 immuigrant groups in New York City (see, for example, Grasmuck and Pessar
s, Pessr 1995, and Ricourt 2002 on Dominicans; Roth 2012 on Dominicans and
I"actlo Ricans; Margolis 1994, 1998 on Brazilians; Kang 2010, Park 1997, Min 1996,
b on Koreans; Khandelwal zooz and Lessinger 1995 on Asian Indians; Chen 199z,
¢ hin 2005, Guest 2003, Guo 20v0, Lin 1998, Louie 2004, Wong 1982, and Zhou 1992
sm Chinese; Bashi 2007, Kasinitz 19gz, Vickerman 1999, and Waters 1999 on West
hulians from the Anglophane Caribbean; Brown 1991, Pierre-Louis 2006, Laguerre
wphq, and Glick-Sehiller and Fouron zeo01 on Haitians; Jones-Correa 1998, Ricourt
ael Danta 2003, Sanjek 1998 on Latinos in Queens; Markowilz 1993 on Russian
hews: Smith 2006, and Galvez 2009 on Mexicans; Stoller 200z, and Abdullah 2010 on
West Africans).

2. According to the pooled 2005-10 American Community Survey, a little over a
quarter of non-Hispanic whites and almost a third of non-Hispanic blacks were
lorcign-born, as compared to 72 percent of Asians and about half of Hispanics

(\Waters forthcoming).
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5. A Portrait of New Yorks Immigrant Mélange

Arun Peter Lobo and Joseph ]. Salvo

I'he success of any great city lies in its capacity to reinvent itself over time. What

ids New York in this enterprise is the vitality provided by the inflow of people
(rom all over the globe who have made the city their home. The energy un-
leashed by a city continuously remaking itself demographically—and by the
dreams of upward social mobility that immigrants embody—allows it o reinvent
itself sacially, culturally, and economically. Immigrnts are an integral part of
the changing social and economic fbrie of New York City, which helps explain
why the city has benefited from immigration throughout its history.

New York City has been an ethnic mélange since its earliest years under the
Dutch and English. Later, in the 18308 and 1840s, famine and oppression in Eu-
rope drove lasge numbers of Irish and German settless to the city, but by 1880
immigrant origins had shifted to southern and eastern Europe. New York grew
even larger when it was incorporated as a city of five boroughs in 1898, with its
population of more than 3 million living primarily in lower Manhattan and
nortliwestern Brooklyn. It was a very densely settled place, with more than two-
thirds of the population living on less than 10.percent of the city’s Jand mass.
Population densities in the tenements of the Lower East Side were above 500
persons per acte (by comparison, today’s high-rise neighborhoods of the Upper
East Side or Upper West Side rarely exceed 300 persons per acre).




