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TODAY WE WILL...

e A shared common language on the history of
racially exclusionary housing and land use policy
in Washington State and how this history
connects to current racial disparities in
homelessness, housing and other indicators

e A stronger sense of how layers of policies create
oppressive systems and disparate impacts for
Black, Indigenous, and People of Color residents
of Washington State

A clearer sense of the stake we all have in
dismantling these inequities, both personally
and as an organization, and robust discussion
about your role
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We are actively recognizing that we are on Indigenous land. These
are the original inhabitants of the area that is now Washington.
There are 29 federally recognized Indian tribes in Washington today.

Straits Salish Thompson
(Nooksack, Lummi, Halkomelem) Salish

el Colville/
ceeeee” .. Okanagan
R : .}....-
Quileute—¥» ... " .. o : Columbia-Wenatchi H
: : Spokane
Quinault
Chehalis, / F : =
Cowlitz, %~ | SR i
Kwalhioqua e Yakama % Palouse
............ i and L e
o Sahaptin e
S R 4
Chinook % : . Nez Perce




» (b

juages Treaties

or toggle switches
Click around! Think

p

jton, United State X

Suguamis! Suquamish
Muckleshoot
Duwamish
Stillaguamish
Coast Salish

ns to verify:

https://native-land.ca



http://https:/native-land.ca

Beyond Land Acknowledgementto Reparative Action:

Real Rent Duwamish

HOME DETERMINE RENT LEARN MORE ENDORSEMENTS

X~

PAY RENT
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“We sacrificed our land to make the City of Seattle a beautiful reality.

We are still waiting for our justice.”

- Cecile Hansen, Chairwoman of Duwamish Tribe



ARC:
the basic
framework
Reparations

e Acknowledgement: face the facts of
what happened.

e Redress,Remedy, Repair:Make
amends for what happened. Notin
just symbolicways. “Pay The Fee”

e Closure:only when those who have
been harmed agree the wrongs have
beenremedied






TIMELINE

1492-
Colonization A tale of two cities

m 1990-present
1940-1960 rowth management &

entrification

1870-1940 1960-1990

Industrialization & White flight and urban
urbanization sprawl



Colonizing Seattle & the
Puget Sound

Coast Salish tribes have lived, and continueto live, in
this region for thousands of years.

e 1851 White settlers arrive

e 1855 Point Elliott Treaty

e 1865 Initial Seattle
incorporation;Native
Americans prohibited from
living in Seattle unless
employed by white residents

e 1869 Current Seattle
government established




1865: Native
Exclusion
Ordinance

Ordinance No. 5, An Ordinance for the Removal of
Indians (Passed by Seattle Board of Trustees,

February 7, 1865)

Be it ordained by the Board of Trustees of the Town

of Seattle. That no Indianor Indians shallbe
permitted to reside, or locate their residences on any
street, highway, lane, or alley or any vacant lot in the
town of Seattle, from a point known as the South
side of Chas. Plummer'sten acre lot to a point known
as the South side of Bell's land claim....




Industrialization and
urbanization (1870-1940)

e Mass immigration from European and
Asian countries

e Cities sites of production and wealth, but
also poor living conditions for and
exploitation of workers

¢ Industrialization changed the city
physically and socially

e Immigrants help build wealth for white
land and business owners

e Planning emerged to manage urban
growth and “evils” of city life




African
American
arrivialin

Seattle

1860:Seattle’s first African
American residents move
here

Few business
opportunities for
non-white residents

William Grose provided
employment and lodging
opportunities

He purchased 12 acres of
land from Henry Yesler in
what is now the Central
District
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1882-1943:
Chinese
Exclusion
& Alien
Land Laws

Washington State Constitution (enacted 1889)

Art. 2 Section 33 OWNERSHIP OF LANDS BY
ALIENS, PROHIBITED — Exceptions — The
ownership of lands by aliens ... is prohibited
in this state, except where acquired by
inheritance, under mortgage orin good faith
in the ordinary course of justice in the
collection of debts.... Provided, Thatthe
provisions of this section shall not apply to
lands containing valuable deposits of
minerals, metals, iron, coal, or fire-clay, and
the necessary land for millsand machinery to
be used in the development thereof and the
manufacture of the products therefrom....



BLUE RIDGE

A BEAUTIFUL PLACE TO BUILD AND OWN.
YOUR HOME

1920s - 1940s:
Racially Restrictive

Covenants

Ballard / Sunset Hill: “No part of said property hereby
conveyed shall ever be used or occupied by any person of
Ethiopian, Malay, or any Asiatic race...”

Capitol Hill: “That no part of said premises shall ever be
used or occupied by or sold, conveyed, leased, rented, or
given to negroes or any person or persons of negro
blood.”

Eastlake: “Said lot or lots shall not be sold, conveyed, or
rented nor leased, in whole or in part, to any person not of
the White race; nor shall any person not of the White race
be permitted to occupy any portion of said lot or lots or of
any building thereon, except a domestic servant actually
employed by a White occupant of such building.”




1942-1946: Forced Removal of Japanese Americans

Executive Order 9066-Japanese
- American Internment

e 2,000 people removed from Seattle to “Camp
Harmony” in Puyallup

e Significant loss of property and community ties




The origins of zoning

1910 Baltimore zoning ordinance prohibited Black
people from buying homes on majority-white blocks,
using public health as justification

1917 Buchanan v Warley decision overturned Louisville,
KY, racial zoning ordinance

Zoning based on, e.g., lot size sustained and reinforced
racial segregation; upheld in 1918 Euclid decision

1923 Seattle’s first zoning ordinance, assisted by Harland
Bartholomew, who thought zoning could “preserve the
more desirable residential neighborhoods” and to

prevent movement into ”finer residential districts ... by
colored people.”




Zoning in Seattle

Excerpt from “A Zoning Program for Seattle.” Record Series 1651-02 Box 1, Folder 1. Seattle Municipal Archives.

The 1ty soning Commission has been engaged for the
vast two monthes in plaecing before the people of Seattle their
tentative zoning plam, whieh is the result of theiwork and
deliberations of the past year and a hadf, Iublic meetings, o
regulations are designed to prevent such uses or mach otiuctnru

in any loczlity as are unsuitable for that place or are injurious

to ndjncent property. (ur own oity hes not yet suffered seriously

from overerowding and ites consequent ill effeects in the lowering of
the standard of raecial strength and virility, and in the inereape of




Industrialization & Urbanization (1870-1940)

Rise of the
streetcar and
automobile

e Started in 1880s; by 1892 Seattle
had 50 miles of streetcar track

e When cars appeared after WWI,
streetcars could no longer operate
efficiently due to congestion
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1936-1976:
Redlining

“Redlining and disinvestment begin as a decision by
bankers thata neighborhoodisdying. Lending
institutions believe that they can make more money
by investing their money elsewhere, especially in the
suburbs. Rather than saving our long-standing
communities, they invest our savings money in
suburbs and highrises.... By doing this, bankers create
a self-fulfilling prophecy of decline — and make
money doingit!” —Central Seattle Community

Council Federation, 1975




ASK US ABOUT

F H A 1940s - 1960s:

LOANS to A Tale.o.f
/) 5/ V - Two Cities
A /7 _ //{ “Great Migration”:

LOANS UP TO $5000. Racialized federal

LOW COST.. policiesfacilitated
LONG TERM |

PAY OUT OF
INCOME

Atll\\






DON'T LET THEM
KICK AWAY YOUR RIGHTS
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1960s - 1990s:
Two Seattles

Open Housing Ordinance
1964: Seattleresidentsvote 2:1 against
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Historic preservation

Light Rail rejected

ves AV VOIS NO BN VOTE NO B VOTE NO BN VOTE NO NN
e




Fair Housing
Act of 1968
Protection
against
discrimination
for protected
classes




' NO UGLY 1990-now:

expen$IVe Growth

« Management and
Gentrification

Growth Management Act
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“Today’s resider
is not the unintent
of individual €
otherwise well-meaning law or

=

regulatioh‘gi;;
every metropolitan are
United States.”
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On going impacts

Still segregated cities

Population living in high-poverty neighborhoods

Disparities in household wealth

Income byrace
Disparities in unemployment rates
Exclusionary Zoning

Suburbanization of Poverty

Current Redlining Impacts

COVID Housing Security impacts
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Segregated city
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Population living in high-poverty neighborhoods

Percentliving in high-poverty neighborhoods by race/ethnicity: Seattle, WA vs. Washington; Year: 2017
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Homelessness Disproportionately Impacts POC

HOMELESSNESS Most Minority Groups Make up a Larger Share of the
DISPROPORTIONATELY Homeless Population Than They Do of the General Population
Race and ethnicity of th riencing homel d with the general
|MPACTS pEOpLE OF COLOR pg;ilg?io: nicity of those experiencing homelessness compared w e genera
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islanders:
RACE Two or more races

s 8 8
3”10!‘8 w w w American Indian/Alaska Native
kely Homeless population ‘ Native Hawailan and Pacific Islander

| Asian

African Americans:

e & & & o T )
5”\0[‘9 w T w w w African American
ikely

General population
Native American/Alaska Native:
2 & & & & & ¢
e 1111111
kely
Homeless population data are for a given night in 2017,

Source: 2017 Annual Homeless Assessment Report to
Congress, Part 1

for more info, visit allhomeke.org m’




Neighborhood Elementary Schools




Disparitiesin household wealth

Median for all races
$80,039

White alone, not Hispanic $131,5:ma

Black alone

Asian alone $111.;’!5u

Hispanic (any race)

Other

$0 $20,000 $40,000 $60,000 $80,000 $100,000 $120,000 $140,000




Income by race

Seattle income by race

White households have the highest median income in
Seattle, and more than double that of black households.

Median household income, 2018

White [ $105,100
Asian [E $95,800
Pacific Islander [ 72,300
Multiracial = $67,900
latimo =~ $67,500
Native American | $63,900
Black = $42,500

Source: U.S. Census JAMES ABUNDIS / THE SEATTLE TIMES




Disparities in unemployment rates

December 2019 and December 2020

White women
Black men

Black women

Latnx women

B December 2019 December 2020

ethnic categories are not mutually
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Motes: Data are for workers ages 20 and older. Racial and
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Black or African American residents (% of population
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Exclusionary Zoning

Single-family
4%

2% ADU &
DADU
Mixed-Use :

. Multi-family
7% 21%

Other (3%)
Industrial

Downtown (1%)

Commercial /
mixed-use [ L7A

10%

Multifamily

Single-family




Suburbanization of Poverty

© 2000-2015
O Change in suburban
populations in poverty

Between 2000 and 2015, the

suburban poor population
increased in 90 of the top 97

metros.




Redlining Impacts: Life expectancy in South Parkis 74 — 13 years less than in wealthy,
mostly white neighborhoods like Laurelhurst or Magnolia.




COVID Impacts - Housinginsecurity

189 aa

18 percent of POC mortgage holders missed/deferréed their June
payment

3490 ¢ttt

34 percent of POC renters missed/deferred their June payment

L)




Break Out questions

How did it feel to learn about the role of
government, planning,and policy in this history?

How do you think these policiesinfluence how
our region looks and where peoplelive today?

Where do you see opportunitiesto undo these
harms?



