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Abstract 

Forced moving is a problem in social change. Reanalyzing 

survey data from interviews with 102 Boston households who made a 

forced move between 1968 and 1970, a theoretical model is developed 

which explains the type and variety of these changes. 

The household, the residents of one dwelling unit, is the unit 

or system affected by a forced move. All social systems must solve 

the four Parsonian functions to continue to exist. Households differ 

in the adequacy of their solutions. In the model the independent 

variables are the household's levels of functioning before the forced 

move and the dependent variables are the housing and attitudinal changes 

accompanying a forced move. 

Two hypotheses specified the relationship between the changes 

accompanying a forced move and influences on these changes. Hypothesis I 

stated that households with positive functioning before the forced 

move would report positive changes after the forced move. 

In the model all four household functions do not contribute 

equally to forced move outcomes. Assuming that rehousing after a 
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forced move occurred in a locally competitive housing market and that 

social reintegration was facilitated by previous sociability, integrative 

functioning ought to contribute most importantly to forced move outcomes. 

Hypothesis II stated that household integrative functioning was the 

principal contributor to forced move outcomes. 

Bivariate statistical measures of association, together with 

canonical correlation were the major techniques employed to analyze 

Hypotheses I and II, respectively. The absence of statistical support 

for Hypothesis I suggested the presence of a complex process based on 

interrelated variables. 

Multivariate statistical analysis applied to Hypothesis II 

delineated the area of greatest shared variance between the independent 

and dependent variables. It also found an order and direction within 

the independent variables that could be renamed 11inter-gystem consonance." 

Substantively this new concept measures the household's degree of normative 

consonancy with the society's values and norms. eypothesis II is 

consequently partially affirmed; integrative contacts, when ordered 

with consonance, are the major contributors to forced move outcomes. 

From-the same analysis, the ordering and direction of the depen­

dent variables could be named "status management. 11 In essence, this 

ordering indicates households have differing emphases in a forced move; 

high "status management" households use the forced move to improve 

the household's status position in the society, while the low II status 

management" households can only use the forced move to improve the 

quality of their housing. 
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The third element in this multivariate analysis, the shared 

variance, indicates that households with high "inter-system consonance" 

have high "status management, 11 and thus are most likely to use the 

forced move for social mobility. 

F:rom this study it is obvious that forced moving creates 

complexly and diffusely interrelated outcomes. No household experiences 

completely positive or completely negative outcomes. Each mixture of 

outcomes reflects a balance of household priorities. These outcomes 

can be viewed as occurring on three independent levels, the physical, 

social, and cultural. Only high "inter-system consonant" households 

report changes on all three levels. 

This model has implications for social policies of assistance 

to forced moving and for understanding social mobility. Outcomes after 

forced moving clearly depend not on any single set of variables but on 

the degree of consonance between household functioning and societal 

norms and values. Therefore agency assistance ought to aim at measures 

for the strengths and weaknesses of household functioning. Objective 

measures of social class are not prominent in this analysis. Social 

class labels may be too static a concept with which to predict change. 

The potential for mobility or "inter-system consonance" best predicts 

forced move outcomes. 
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CHAPI'ER I 

INI'RODUCTION TO THE ANALYSIS 

This chapter describes the sources and significance of the 

problem to be studied, defines concepts with which to focus the problem, 

and develops a new conceptualization, household social system, to be used 

in developing a theoretical model in Chapter II to understand changes 

associated with forced moving. 

Introduction to the Problem 

This is a study of changes experienced by households and the 

people in them forced to leave their houses to benefit community pro-

grams. 

Construction of the Boston segment of Interstate 95 required 

people living in the proposed route to move. The planned route required 

clearance of a linear swath of land through the Boston communities of 

Roxbury, Jamaica Plain, Roslindale, and Hyde Park. 

This study is based on a secondary analysis of data obtained be­

fore and after the move from the residents of 102 Boston dwelling units 

who had to move to make way for the proposed highway construction. 1 

1John M. Mogey, et. al., Social Effects of Eminent Domain: 
Changes in Households After Involuntary Relocation for Southwest Ex­
pressway (I-95) Boston, 1968-1970 (Boston: Boston Redevelopment Au­
thority and United States Department of Transportation, Federal Highway 
Administration, 1971). 

1 



2 

Table 1 shows the community location of the 102 dwelling units. The 

locations are fairly evenly distributed among the four affected communi­

ties. The location of the 102 dwelling units studied parallels fairly 

closely the community location of all Boston dwelling units placed along 

the Boston segment of the highway. 

TABLE 1.--Community Location of the 102 Dwelling Units and all Dwelling 
Units in the Route of the Boston Segment of Interstate 95. 

Community Location 102 Dwelling Unitsa 

Number Percent 

Roxbury 17 17 
Jamaica Plain 32 31 
Roslindale 31 31 
Hyde Park 22 21 

Total 102 1004 

All Dwelling Units in the 
Route of the Boston 
Segment of Interstate 95b 

Number Percent 

122 20 
24o 39 
150 27 
84 14 

596 100% 

(Percentages rounded to the nearest whole number) 
a Selection of the 102 dwelling units is explained in Chapter IV. 

b All dwelling units in the Route of the Boston segment of Interstate 95 
contain the 102 dwelling units studied in this analysis. 

Source: }~ogey, et. al., Social Effects of Eminent Domain, op.cit., 
PP• 35-37 • 

Information about the residents of the 102 dwelling units was 

originally collected to describe the types of changes undergone and the 

relative contribution to these changes made by social characteristics of 

the residents and by the assistance offered by the agency legally respon­

sible for the forced move. The original research objective was to find 

wr;.ys of maximizing positive changes in response to an eminent domain 



2 enerated move. 

3 

Many program~ in addition to hi hway construction, designed for 

the good of the conmrunity require people to move from their dwelling unit. 

State and local governments through the legal power of eminent domain ac­

quire privately ovmed land when the proposed reuse of the land is for the 

common good. This power is used for programs based on federal funds ad­

ministered through the state and municipal governments as well as for 

locally originated and financed public improvement programs. 

Five government programs account for the greatest volume of eminent 

domain moves. They are urban renewal, highway construction, public hous­

ing construction, 11 ••• other action under the I equivalent elimination' 

provisions which since 1937 has required a unit of inferior housing to be 

eliminated either by rehabilitation or demolition for each unit of 

public housing built, and demolition by local order because of serious 

violations of building, fire, sanitation, and housing codes. 113 

It is difficult to quantify the number of people who must move due 

to government decisions. Construction of the 42,000 mile National Inter­

state Highway System, begun in 19.56, has moved many people but records 

were not kept nationally through 1967.
4 

Estimates, available for specific 

years and only for urban areas, suggest 330,000 urban dwelling units have 

been acquired by eminent domain for highway construction. 5 

2rbid. 

3National Commission on Urban Problems, Building the American 
City (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1968). 

4Toid. 

5Ibid., p. 81. 



4 

Table 2 summarizes the national figures available for the number 

of dwelling units acquired through the operation of eminent domain powers. 

Over an eighteen year period, it is estimated 4o4,000 dwelling units have 

been acquired for urban renewal programs. 
6 

Extrapolation suggests 

177,000 d~relling units have been acquired for demolition on sites in­

tended for public housing, and 143,000 dwelling units for the equivalent 

demolitions program.? There is no way to determine the national volume 

of eminent domain acquisitions for local code enforcement programs, but a 

conservative estimate is 1,045,000. 8 

TABLE 2.--Estimated Housing Unit Demolitions For the United States By 
Goverrnnent Programs, Through 1967. 

Source of Demolitions 
By Goverrnnent Action 

urban renewal programs 
highway construction 
clearance of public 

housing sites 
equivalent demolitions 
local code enforcement 

Time Period 

1949-1967 
1958-1967 

1937-1967 
1937-1967 
1937-1967 

Estimated Number of 
Housing Units Demolished 

4o4,000 
330,000 

177,000 
143,000 

1,0,54,000 

Total 2 108 000 

Source: Adapted from National Commission on Urban Problems, Building 
The .American City (Washington, D.C.: Goverrnnent Printing 
Office, 1968), p. 82, Table 6. 

Table 2 underestimates the volume of eminent domain acquisition 

of housing units because for some programs only figures from urban areas, 

6Ibid., p. 82. 

?Ibid., P• 82. 

8Ibid., p. 82. 
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for selected years, are available. 9 Extrapolation from these scattered 

figures is necessary to suggest the overall volume of the process. 

The figures in Table 2 apply to housing uni ts. The total number 

of people affected is substantially greater. Approximately 15i of the 

10 American housing units contain one person. This figure is substan-

11 tially higher, 'Y}:%, in areas undergoing urban renewal. This means 

somewhere between 70 to 85t of the dwelling units contain more than one 

person. 

To estimate the number of people who must move for community 

programs, the number of inhabitants of a dwelling unit is obtained by 

multiplying 70 to 85~ of the number of dwelling units affected by the 

national average family size for the appropriate time interval. The 

average family size in the United States in 1965 was 3.71 persons, greater 

than the average household size because households of individuals are 

1 d d f• th t t· 12 
exc u e rom e compu a ion. A conversion formula is created to 

apply to the data in Table 2. This formula estimates 20~ of the dwelling 

units contain one person and multiplies the remaining 80'1, of the dwelling 

units by 3.7 persons, average family size in 1965, which when added to 

2011/c of the number of dwelling units, yields the number of people affected 

9Ibid. 

10u.s. Department of Commerce, Bureau of 
Abstract of the United States (Washington, D.C.: 
Office, 1971), P• 36, Table 44. 

the Census, statistical 
Government Printing 

11chester Hartman, "A Comment on the Housing and Home Finance 
Ag-ency' s Study of Relocation, 11 Urban Renewal: People, Poli tics, and 
Planning, ed. by Jewel Bellush and Murray Hausknecht (Garden City, New 
York: Doubleday Anchor, 1967). 

12u.s. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, statistical 
Abstract, op. cit., p. 36, Table 44. 



by eminent domain forced moves. 13 Table 3 shows 4.6 million people have 

undergone an eminent domain forced move through the year 1967. 

6 

TABLE 3.--Estimated Number of People in the United States Affected by 
Housing Unit Demolitions for Government Programs, Through 1967. 

Source of Demolitions 
By Government Action 

urban renewal programs 
highway construction 
clearance of public 

housing sites 
equivalent demolitions 
local code enforcement 

Time Period 

1949-1967 
1958-1967 

1937-1967 
1937-1967 
1937-1967 

Estimated Number of 
People Affected 

1,276,690 
1,042,800 

559,320 
451,880 

1,264,800 

Total 4,595,490 

Source: Adapted from National Commission on Urban Problems, Building 
the American City (Washington, D. C. : Government Printing 
Office, 1968), p. 82, Table 6. 

It is again emphasized that the figures in Tables 2 and 3 under­

estimate the actual number of people experiencing a forced move. other 

sources suggest a greater impact of eminent domain moves. It has been 

stated that the highway program, for which there are no complete national 

figures, has moved as many people as urban renewal programs. 14 This in­

terpretation would slightly increase the totals in Tables 2 and 3. 

13The figure, 20%, is chosen because the number would be higher 
than the national figures for single person households because of the 
urban setting of most programs requiring eminent domain. The percentage 
is not set any higher than 20% because such programs do not take place in a 
variety of areas, principally urban. They are not restricted to inner 
city urban areas which have the greatest number of single person dwelling 
units. 

14
Paul L. Niebanck, The Elderly in Older Urban Areas: Problems 

of Adaptation and the Effects of Relocation (Philadelphia: Institute for 
Environmental Studies, 1965), p. 8. 
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other estimates say that eminent domain proceedings acquired 2.38 

million dwelling units during the period 19.50 to 1968, while private 

action which required demolition of dwelling units, affected 2.35 million 

dwelling units for the same time period, or approximately equal volume 

generated from each source of removal of dwelling units from the housing 

stock. 15 Using the previously described conversion formula, combining 

the estimates for dwelling unit demolition for private development as 

well as eminent domain acquisitions suggests that almost 15 million 

people have had to move involuntarily during a 19 year period. 

studies of voluntary mobility indicate that while 2oi of the 

United states population moves annually, 3%, or six million people, move 

involuntarily. 16 This includes involuntary moves for many reasons, such 

as fire, demolition, eviction, and eminent domain proceedings. Involun­

tary moves, therefore, annually affect a substantial number of .Americans. 

The social characteristics of the people who undergo the experi­

ence of having to move makes the issue even more significant. The bulk 

of the housing ·removed from the housing stock is low cost housing and 

yet the stock of low cost housing is not being replaced by the programs 

demolishing the original dwelling uni ts. For example, between 1949 and 

1967, 347,291 public housing units were built in 74 major American cities 

and 397,287 housing units were demolished in the same cities. 17 This 

15National Commission on Urban Problems, Building the American 
City, op.cit., p. 82. 

16 
Janet Abu-Lughod and Mary Mix Foley, "The Consumer Votes by 

Moving," Neighborhood, City, and Metropolis, ed. by Robert Gutman and 
David Popenoe (New York: Random House, 1970), p. 461. 

17National Commission on Urban Problems, Building the American 
City, op. cit., p. 85. 



decreased the stock of available low cost housing by 10% in these areas. 

Acquisition and demolition of dwelling units is frequent in American so­

ciety but it predominantly involves members of the lower social classes, 

intensifying the difficulties created by such actions. 

§pecification of the Problem 

8 

By forced moving, this study examines the social changes con­

sequent upon moving from a dwelling unit when the inhabitant has no choice 

in the decision to move. Types of involuntary moving are distinguished 

by the degree of choice left to the affected party; moving is impelled if 

there is some choice and forced if there is no choice. 18 Eminent domain 

power creates a forced move because options as to whether and when to move 

become non-existent. Private development requring eviction of the pre­

vious residents, fire, destruction of the dwelling unit also creates 

similar requirements to move. 

A forced move requires the residents to move permanently from 

their homes. This move produces changes in housing and environment to 

which many reactions have been reported. Research indicates varied reac­

tions; some people move without experiencing any interference to their 

way of life, others have financial difficulty, some report emotional 

reactions, while others undergo multiple problems. This analysis explores 

the different changes associated with a forced move and attempts to 

interpret what contributes to the differences in reactions to a forced 

18
William Petersen, Population (2nd ed.; New York: The Macmillan 

Company, 1969). 
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move. 

The basic orientation of forced moving research has followed 

the tradition of the Chicago sociologists, such as Robert E. Park and 

Louis Wirth. They assume that any migration encourages a breakdown of 

the societal order because moving separates the individual from his ties 

to kin, neighbors, friends, creating marginality, feelings of malaise, 

homelessness, and detachment. 19 These feelings threaten the coherence 

of the social order and are viewed as negative developments. 

Previous research has emphasized, in an unrelated way, the nega­

tive consequences of forced moving; for example, forced moving creates 

long enduring feelings of loss and grief, 20 forced moving is responsible 

21 for increased housing cost. 

The available research on changes consequent upon forced moving 

is inconsistent, unrelated and narrowly focused. It has focused prin­

cipally on testing bivariate hypotheses relating characteristics, socio­

economic status, demographic variables, attitudes and values, to selected 

reactions to a forced move. This previous research has lacked conceptual 

contirmity and been unable to suggest interrelationships of influences 

responsible for different reactions. Overall these research results are 

not cumulative and often contradictory as is pointed out in Chapter III. 

19
Robert E. Park, "Human Migration and the Marginal Man, 11 American 

Journal of Sociology, XXXIII (1928). 

20
Marc Fried, "Grieving for a Lost Home, 11 Urban Renewal: The 

Record and the Controversy, ed. by James Q. Wilson (Cambridge: The 
M.I.T. Press, 1967). 

21chester Hartman, "Relocation: Illusory Promise and No Relief, 11 

Virginia Law Review, LVII (June, 1971). 



10 

The model used in this study of forced moving is developed from 

the following assumptions. No aspect of society exists independently; 

all parts are constantly interacting. Residents of a dwelling unit exist 

in social situations in an interdependent way. This model to be inclu­

sive includes the contribution of social characteristics of the residents 

of dwelling units together with their interdependencies to interpret 

reactions to forced moving. 

Although this analysis is based on a case study of the residents 

of 102 dwelling units 'Who experienced a forced move, it can reveal inter­

relationships of relevant ini1.uences and be used to generate a theoretical 

model of the processes responsible for different reactions to change. 

Concepts 

Specifyine several important concepts is a necessary step in 

developing a theoretical interpretation of the processes responsible for 

different reactions to the change initiated by forced moving. Describing 

concepts appropriate to categorize the changes associated with forced 

moving is preliminary to hypothesizing relationships between these con­

cepts which encompass the responses to the change. 

Some of the concepts to be employed in this analysis will be de­

fined in the following order: forced move, household, household social 

system, household interchanges, household functioning,and outcomes. 

Forced Move 

The change experienced by the units of this analysis is a forced 

move which places more demands on those affected than a voluntary move. 
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Forced moving is a special case of internal migration which may be due 

to legal enactment of a government's eminent domain powers, or an eviction 

notice. 22 It is forced because the motivating agency allows no choice 

about whether to move although destination and the new residence are 

freely chosen. 23 

The following characteristics distinguish forced moving from 

other types of migration. It is legally imposed on all residents of a 

dwelling unit, requires all residents of a dwelling unit to move, must 

be completed with a predetermined specific time period, and is accompanied 

by intense competition for rehousing because the plan requiring the 

forced move is locally defined. 24 

22nonald J. Bogue, "Internal Migration, 11 The Study of Population, 
ed. by Phillip M. Hauser and otis Dudley Duncan (Chicago: University 
of Chicago Press, 1959). 

23William Petersen, "Migration: Social Aspects, 11 Encyclopedia of 
the Social Sciences, ed. by David L. Sills (New York: The Macmillan 
Company and the Free Press, 1968). 

24:Eminent domain forced moves differ from other forced moves such 
as job transfers,job loss, disaster, political oppression. Legally 
generated.forced moves usually affect simultaneously many people living 
in close proximity. The legal justification for moving people details 
provision for formal assistance channels and financial payments to at­
tempt to equalize the pre- and post-forced move settings, and the time 
schedule for movesis universally defined and applicable to all. This 
type of move is formalized and likely to create group consciousness among 
those affected who reside adjacent to one another. (Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, F\lblic 
Law 91-646, 84 Stat. 1894; 42 U.S.C. 4601) 

Forced moving due to eminent domain powers is similar to disaster 
reactions and political oppression in the complete lack of choice but is 
not as extreme or all encompassing an event and differs in meaning since 
antagonism to the source has utility in creating a type of scapegoating 
mechanism for the latter two events. Eminent domain forced moving is 
similar to job related moves because there is time allowed to plan for 
it but differs because it moves people from the same area setting up a 
potentially competitive situation within a small area. 
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A move is a change at the interface between the residents of a 

dwelling unit and the rest of the society. 'While ostensibly it is a 

chant,re in physical housing, it also has social components. A physical 

housing unit defines and bounds its residents in relation to the society. 

Changing that setting requires social as well as housing alterations 

because social relationships inevitably surround a housint,r unit. Moving 

means acquiring a new· neighborhood and neighbors at the minimum as well 

as a new house. 

Rehousing and. reintegrating socially 'With neighbors and in a 

neighborhood. is characteristic of all moves but the difficulty of these 

two tasks is intensified when the timing and scheduling of the move are 

imposed. People choosing to move voluntarily have the interest or 

financial capabilities to do so which encourages successful outcomes. 

With forced moving the same tasks remain to be done, but the possibility 

of selecting a subjectively defined optimal time is lacking. 

Household 

The nature of the change studied, forced moving,~defines the 

appropriate unit of analysis. Since a forced move requires the residents 

to leave a dwelling unit, the household, the people inhabiting one dwell­

ing unit, is the unit affected. 

A household is the co-residential group and may be of any size. 

It may or may not contain a family whichtis defined by kin ties. 25 

Kin defined social structures, families and extended families, are not 

25nonald R. Bender, "Refinement of the Concept of Household: 
Families, Co-Residence, and Domestic Functions," American Anthropologist, 
LXIX (October, 1967). 
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inclusive of the contemporary residential reality; of'the 64,374,000 

households in the United States, only 44, 704,000 contairr the husband-
26 

wife role relationship. Household is a more inclusive concept than 

family; it captures the residential reality which may be based on choice 

rather than kin ties. 

Household Social System 

The concept household incorporates the interactions between the 

residents of a d1,relling unit. It represents residential reality yet 

there are no theories modeled on the concept household. Appropriate 

models for analysis of household must be constructed by synthesizing 

ideas from related theoretical approaches which can be applied to dimen­

sions of household operation. 

The following traditions in sociological theory are drawn on in 

develaping a~conceptualization of the household as a social system. 

Because the household may be seen as a social system existing through 

time, structural functional concepts are used. Theories of the family 

problem solving process are useful because of the small group orientation 

of family theory. Formal organization theory specifies necessary com­

ponents of household structure, an informal organization operating with 

formal~ and informal structures in its environment. Ideas extracted from 

each of these orientations will be integrated into an orientation to the 

household. 

A household can be interpreted as a social system because most 

26 Current Population Characteristics, Series P-70, #233, Household 
and Family Characteristics (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 
1971). 
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households continue to exist in a recognizable form ·for long time per.i.ods. 

The household social system maintains its continued identity because it 

develops a relational system of' social roles used by the household members 

. 27 
to interact with each other and the society. 

If the household is a social system continuing to exist recog- -

nizably, it must more or less successfully resolve environmental, priority 

setting, integrative, and motivational issues. Parsons calls these issues 

the functional imperatives of adaptation, goal attainment, integration, 

and latent pattern maintenance, respectively.
28 

Functional imperatives 

renect both internal social system arrangement and organization of the 

inter-systemic ties linking the household with other social systems in 

the society. · 

The Parsonian imperatives are abstract and, to be applicable to 

the household level, several specifications are examined. Bell and Vogel 

use the family as an example of a social system in interdependent rela-
29 

tionships -with societal institutions. In their application of the 

Parsonian model, the societal institution 0f the economy specializes in 

adaptive issues, with wages and goods transmitted to the family while 

labor and family assets are sent into the economy. The societal institu­

tion of the polity represents goal attainment, with leadership and deci­

sion making sent into the family and loyalty and compliance offered by 

the family to the society. A community supplies integrative links, 

27Talcott Parsons, The Social System (New York: Free Press, 1951). 

28 
Ibid. 

29Norman W. Bell and Ezra F. Vogel (eds.), A Modern Introduction 
to the Family (Glencoe, Illinois: Free Press, 1960), pp. 11-19. 
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~ivin~ identity and support to the family which in turn offers group 

participation and adherence to the comrnuni ty. The societal value system 

specializes in latent pattern maintenance, sending specification of 

standards and approval to the family in return for exports from the fam­

ily of acceptance of the standards and conformity.JO These interdepen­

dencies will be examined to determine how the household social system 

relates with societal institutions which specialize in providing par­

ticular functional needs. 

Tallman, analyzing the family problem solving process, suggested 

the following four issues are fundamenta1. 31 They are in order of 

prominence: (1) physical maintenance, adequate food, shelter, and cloth­

ing, (2) group consensus or establishment of common goals serving as 

group boundaries, (3) boundary maintenance, or defining and operating 

within boundaries, and (4) family commitment or the collective desire to 

cohere which will predominate whentthe family is operating unsuccess­

fully. These issues paralled Parsons' four functional imperatives, 

respectively, even suggesting a sequential emphasis of one stage over 

the others, adaptation, goal attainment, integration, and latent pattern 
32 

maintenance. Family problem solving concepts are related to household 

operation in reaction+,to forced moving, which constitutes a··pr6b.1em· for 

30Talcott Parsons and Neil J. Smelser, Economy and Society 
(New York: Free Press, 19.56). 

31
rrving Tallman, "Family Problem Solving and Social Problems, 11 

Family Problem Solving: A Symposium on Theoretical, Methodological, and 
Substantive Concerns, ed. by Joan Aldous, et. al. (Hinsdale, Illinois: 
ryden, 1971), pp. 338-34o. 

32Parsons, The Social system, op. cit. 



16 

the household entity to resolve. 

Selznick's definition of the needs of formal structures also 

specifies the Parsonian modei. 33 These include, in the following order; 

(1) establishing the security of the organization as a whole in relation 

to its environment, (2) homogeneity of outlook among the organization's 

members with respect to the meaning and role of the organization, (3) 

stability in lines of authority and informal relationships, and (4) con-
34 

tinuity of policy or belief in legitimacy. These categories parallel 
35 

Parson's and Tallman's categories respectively. They are incorporated 

in this discussion to develop meanings for the functional imperatives 

of the household because the household has similarities to the formal 

organization's informal structure. 

The social reality of the household has not been a research 

focus, despite its universality and conceptual closeness to several 

other areas. Although Parsons' social system model, Bell and Vogel's 

discussion of the family as an interdependent social system, family prob­

lem solving and formal organization theory provide suggestions,the task 

remains to conceptualize a household. 36 
By interrelating ideas from 

social systems, formal organization and family problem solving theory, 

a conceptual approach to the social reality of the household is derived. 

33 
Philip Selznick, "Foundations of the Theory of Organization," 

American Sociological Review, XIII (February, 1948), p. 29. 

34Ibid. , P• 29. 

35 Parsons, The Social System, op. cit.; Talltj.an, "Family Problem 

Solving," op.cit., pp. 338-340. 

36 
Parsons, The Social System, op. cit. ;Bell.-abd ~vogel\e<t),A Modern 

Introduction to the Family. op. cit., pp. 11-19. 



17 

The family problem solving, formal organization, and social 

system specifications of Parsons' functional imperatives su~gest an in­

terpretation of the household unit evolved from aspects of the theoretical 

traditions. These household functional imperatives will be useful in 

developing hypotheses and operationalizing household responses to forced 

moves. 

A household is a social system because it endures through time in 

a recognizable way. This justifies assumin~ the household creates more 

or less satisfactory solutions to the issues posed by the four functional 

imperatives integral to any social system. To continue over time as an 

entity, there must be agreement among components about priorities for 

allocating scarce resources. The household must generate a fairly co­

herent self image and goals within each member to ensure joint percep­

tion of the mutual attractiveness of their collective contiruation. As 

the shared residential experience, the household must solve p~oblems of 

internal order and establish levels of participation with the external 

world. The residential experience must be perceived as rewarding enough 

to all to justify expending further energy to contirue to exist. 

The household's adaptive functional imperative is influenced by 

Tallman•s and Selznick's application of it in their analyses.3 7 The 

adaptive functional imperative, physical maintenance and the security of 

the entity as a whole, acknowledges the necessity of certain environ­

mental and physical preconditions being met to allow the entity, the 

household, to continue to exist. These preconditions include basic in-

37Tallman, "Family Problem Solving, 11 op. cit., pp. 338-340; 
Selznick, "Foundations of the Theory of Organization, 11 op. cit.• p. 29. 
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dividual biological needs for food, shelter, clothing, group maintenance 

needs such as shelter adequate for several people, and protective elements 

such as security against external threats to the integrity of the social 

system. The adequacy of these three levels of the adaptive functional 

imperative are guaranteed if the household has sufficient access to the 

accepted exchange medium, money, to be received either from work or as 

payments. The household's adaptive functioning varies directly with the 

household's access to money. 

A household is a social system to the degree that it acknowledges 

some unity of orientation, or satisfies the goal attainment functional 

imperative. Family and formal organisation theories state the goal at­

tainment functional imperative establishes group consensus or a homo­

geneity in outlook.3 8 Households differ from families and formal organi­

zations because their unity is based on desiring to reside tog~ther, 

whereas families and formal organizations cohere as well as maintaining 

kin ties and undertaking responsibilities for specified group tasks, 

respectively. The household social system can establish group consensus 

about the only issue it must agree on by definition, its common residence. 

The household residential unit must develop a common image of, and attitude 

towards, its residential reality. 

A household is a social system to the degree it can coordinate 

multiple social relationships both between the household and other social 

systems and within the household, avoiding potentially divisive contests 

for the members' attention. Solving the integrative functional imperative 
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requires.decreasing competitive, disintegrative, and unsatisfactory 

social relationships. The household differs from families and formal 

organizations because it must only maintain the residential reality 

whereas they must maintain kin identities and perform tasks, respectively. 

Because the household lacks instrumental ends, its continued existence 

is secured by a high volume of social involvements. By contrast, the 

task orientation of the formal organization and the kin responsibilities 

of the family demand more balancing of ends because of time limitations, 

The household social system is subject to fewer tasks and coheres better 

when outside contacts abound to reduce pressure to meet interests within 

the household. 

A household is a social system to the degree it generates and 

channels its members' motivational energies. The family and the formal 

organization supply motivational needs by providing sufficient channels 

of affection to meet expressive needs, and, by validating the legitimacy 

of its task requirements, respectively. By contrast the household, 

deficient in task requirements, supplies motivation by providing a 

stable residence. A residence provides a sense of place in a community 

and the society, an identity, or an "address" for its members locating 

them for participation in the community and the society. This sense of 

identity is a feeling of belongingness conferred by the community and 

the society in return for compliance with their norms. The nuclear 

family is rewarded by feelings of satisfaction because it upholds the 

community's standards.
39 

Household motivation is supplied to the degree 

39Bell and Vogel (eds). A Madero Introduction to the Family, op. cit., 
pp. 11-19. 
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its address is viewed as adequate or desirable when judged in terms of 

its confonnity to the society's values. Concrete things such as location 

and type of dwelling con_tribute to the adequacy of the household's moti­

vation. 

To summarize, the household, as a social system, fulfills the 

functional imperatives applicable to any social system's operation in the 

following ways. The household's adaptive performance depends on the 

source and adequacy of the money fiowing into the household. Goal at­

tainment depends on agreement of the household members about the desira­

bility of their residence. The household's integrative imperative 

measures the degree of extra-household support available. Finally, the 

household's latent pattern maintenance imperative measures the household's 

sense of place, or the positive collective identity the household as a 

residential experience provides, based on the household's degree of con­

formity to societal values. 

Adapting the Parsonian functional imperatives to conceptualize 

household functioning was suggested inductively. Reviewing forced move 

research shows scattered findings and many independent variables which 

had been unsatisfactorily related to disparate aspects of the forced 

move outcomes. Attempts to order and. interrelate·these independent 

variables suggests the utility of the overarching social system functional 

imperatives model to interrelate variables and work towards theoretical 

clarification at a more abstract level than that of single variables. 

Household ]nterchanges 

No household is self subsistent but depends on other social 

systems to obtaiD items vital to its survival. As a social system, the 



household participates in interchange relationshtps with other social 

systems to obtain necessary items and, in return, distribute to other 

social systems, things produced. 4o 

To exist and continue to exist, a social system imports items 

through its interchanges. The adequacy of the items obtained from in­

terchanges is related to the success of the household social system's 

responses to changes. 

21 

Interchanges are particularly important channels when the social 

system must carry out an unusual task in the environment, as when a house­

hold makes a forced move, an extraordinary systemic activity occurring 

in cooperation with the environment. The household with extensive and 

successful interchanges has greater likelihood of positive outcomes after 

forced moving because it has more channels to receive assistance, tangible 

and intangible, helpf'ul in resolving the unusual task. Interchanges chan­

nel a type of import·and export now of necessary goods and services be­

tween the household and its community and the society. 

Hwsehold Functioning 

Household functioning is an evaluative concept which measures 

the adequacy of the material received from the household social system's 

interchanges with other social systems • .And conversely, the household's 

level of functioning contributes importantly to the household's success 

with its interchanges. Household functioning, positive or negative, 

refiects the household's viability and resiliency, and is defined in 

terms of the adequacy of the household's performance of the four functional 

4oibid -· 
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imperatives necessary to continue to exist. 

Outcomes 

Qitcomes summarize a household's response to forced moving. 

Outcomes measure changes, improving or worsening of household activity 

in areas directly affected by forced moving. These areas are necessarily 

both housing and social because forced moving demands a social realign­

ment as well as rehousing. Forced movinF outcomes measure the amount 

and direction of housing and social repositioning experienced by house­

holds in response to a forced move. 

Conclusion 

The key concepts with which to approach analysis of the changes 

associated with forced moving have been delineated and described. 

Chapter II uses these concepts to develop hypotheses about the processes 

associated with forced moving. Chapter VI reports the results of statis­

tical tests of the hypotheses while Chapter VII sug~ests an interpretation 

and revision of both the concepts and hypotheses used to interpret the 

forced move process. 



CHAPI'ER II 

THEORETICAL MODEL 

This chapter is devoted to discussing the assumptions of the 

theoretical model which interprets changes associated with a forced 

move, stating the propositions developed, and specifying hypotheses to 

be tested in subsequent chapters. 

Discussion 

The theoretical model used in this analysis details the ties 

between the household and the society, specifies how these ties operate, 

enumerates requirements of a forced move, and describes how a household's 

ties with the society contribute to forced move outcomes. 

As stated earlier, no household exists in isolation. Its exis­

tence depends on the transmissions sent through the ties between it and 

other social systems. The ties between a household and other social 

systems are called mutual interdependencies or interchanges. A social 

system, not being self subsistent, is open to its environment to exchange 

things produced within the system for items produced by other systems 

and needed by the initial system. 

Arty social system, including a household, must more or less 

successfully perform the several functions mentioned earlier, adaptation, 

goal attainment, integration, and latent pattern maintenance. 1 The 

1Pa.rsons, The Social System, op. cit. 
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household does not contain within itself adequate materials to perform 

these functions and must supply itself with the requirements necessary 

24 

to contime its existence. 2 Functioning in these four areas is necessary 

for the household social system to exist because the four areas represent 

logical abstractions summarizing the continual problems any social system 

must resolve. 

Because, like all social systems, the household is not independent, 

the quality and quantity of a household's interchanges with its social 

environment, such as other social systems and community and societal in­

stitutions, channel the requirements for functioning in the four areas 

previously mentioned. To satisfy each of the four functions, the house­

hold depends on its interchanges with the environment to provide the 

necessary materials. Interchanges are specialized to correspond to each 

of the four functions a household must perform, to continue to exist. 

In summary, the function represents something that must be done by the 

household and, the interchange, the means by which a household ean per­

form a particular function. 

Interchanges are reciprocal relationships between a household 

and other social systems. Interchanges are composed of outputs from the 

household to other social systems in return for inputs to the household 

from other social systems to meet the household's requirements for the 

four areas of social system tunctioning. 3 For example, in the adaptive 

interchange between the household and the societal institution special-

2Ibid. 

3Parsons and Smelser, Economy and Society. op. cit. 



idng in adaptation, the household sends out workers in return for an 

input of income to the household. 4 
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The reciprocal. nows of interchanges are mutually interdependent. 

The quality of the input from another household, community, or societal 

social system to a household depends on the household's output. The 

adequacy of the household's performance of its four functions shapes its 

output or ability to participate in interchanges. 

Forced moving is an imposed change in which the household must 

respond to two issues, rehousing and social reintegration; that is, 

households have two sets of outcomes or changes after the forced move.5 

Specifically in forced moving, a household must act to locate rehousing 

which means obtaining financing and carrying out the move, as well as :r-e­

joing a neighborhood, a church, a school, a community. 

Evidence shows households respond in very different ways to these 

two issues consequent upon forced moving, rehousing and social outcomes. 

Some households have positive rehousing outcomes; they rehouse themselves 

satisfactorily while others can only manage to locate poor quality housing 

in terms of cost, condition, size, location. Some households report 

very positive outcomes for social reintegration while others experience 

grief or dissatisfaction with their new neighborhood and community after 

the forced move. 

The less adequate the household's functioning, the less rewarding 

are its interchanges, and the less equipped it is to handle a forced move. 

4Ibid. 

5see discussion in Chapter III for the source of the conceptual­
ization of forced move outcomes as rehousing and social. 
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For example, a household deficient in workers, with negative attitudes, 

or minority status, does not participate fully with other social systems 

because its ability·.to engage in interchanges with them is limited. It 

cannot receive adequate inputs from other social systems because its out­

put is limited. 6 In response to a forced move, these households report 

negative forced move outcomes, in rehousing and social reintegration, 

because they lack adequate inputs with which to respond to a forced move 

positively. 

Functionally adequate households participate more effectively in 

interchanges because they have the manpower and skills to do so. For 

example, with more adequate interchanges a household will have a greater 

selection of rehousing to choose from and experience more social parti­

cipation and social supports which carry over into the new social situa­

tion. Conversely, it is expected a household with inadequate or inflex­

ible interchanges has negative forced move outcomes; for example, it is 

unable to achieve rehousing preferences and is more dissatisfied with its 

social situation. 

Analysis of the previous research on forced move outcomes shows 

inconsistent and unrelated results because it has not adequately concep­

tualized the unit of analysis. The household as a social system should 

be the unit of analysis because it considers together all areas of social 

system functioning and the specialized interchanges which transmit the 

capability to function. 

Previous forced moving research is not CU!mllative because it has 

6 Bell and Vogel (eds.), A Modern Introduction to the Family. 
op. cit. 
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focused either only on measures of interchanges dealing with household 

adaptation, specifically its physical or economic situation, or only on 

measures of interchanges focusing on goal attainment, specifically atti­

tudes toward the legitimacy of the community and societal institutions, 

or only on measures of interchanges focusing on latent pattern mainte­

nance, specifically the household's conformity to the community and 

soeiety•s values and norms. These non-theoretical foci overlook the 

participatory aspects of household functioning or the role of integrative 

interchanges or social contacts. 

These foci also have been analyzed in an unrelated way with bi­

variate analyses; it is necessary to assess the influence of interchanges 

contributing to all four functional areas of household opePation simultan­

eously. 

Recognizing the theoretical significance of integrative inter­

changes and adding them to a composite of the varied previous influences 

on forced move outcomes is a necessary corrective to predicting forced 

move outcomes. In this attempt to develop an inclusive model of the 

contributors to forced move outcomes, adaptive, goal attainment, and 

latent pattern maintenance measures of interchanges will be employed 

together with measures of integrative interchanges. 

Because or the particular tasks associated with forced moving, 

all four household interchanges are not expected to be equal contribu­

tors to forced move outcomes. Certain household interchanges have more 

influence on obtaining rehousing and social reintegration; specifically 

integrative interchanges may be the primary influence on forced move 

outcomes with the other three areas of household interchanges lesser 



contributors. 

Forced moving is the change the households experience. It 

requires mandatory rehousing and to accomplish this, a household must 

obtain rehousing and reintegrate socially. The two outcomes associated 

with mandatory rehousing, or rehousing and social reintegration, have 
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the following characteristics which make the likelihood of their occurring 

positively conditional. Forced mov:1.ng takes place within a locally com­

petitive housing market because nearby households are also making a forced 

move, simultaneously intensifying demand for similar rehousing within 

the immediate area at the same time. Secondly, the change occasioned 

by forced moving means households must socially reestablish themselves 

with new neighbors, possibly with a new community and its institutions, 

such as churches, clubs, schools. 

The particular demands of forced moving, rehousing and social 

reintegration, suggests that a household's social contact pattern, inte­

grative interchanges with other households, the community and the society, 

are the most important contributors to forced move outcomes for two 

reasons. Integrative interchanges channel information which is important 

for locating rehousing. Secondly, prior experience and success with 

integrative interchange develops sociability skills in a household making 

renewal of integrative interchanges easier after the forced move. 

The tasks of rehousing and social reintegration utilize different 

aspects of household integrative interchanges. Obtaining rehousing is a 

tri&l ani error process requiring contirnting input of new information to 

the household. This implies that a household which obtains a variety of 

information about rehousing possibilities has integrative interchanges 
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with many other households, community and societal institutions. 

Successful socieJ. reintegration, asswninp: it is a developed skill, de­

pends on the volume of prior experience. In summary, these chare.cteristics 

of forced moving suggest a household's inte~rative interchanges, which is 

_behavioreJ. integration, or actual social contacts, contribute positively 

to forced move outcomes to the degree the contacts are diverse and fre­

quent. 

Both theoreticeJ. ideas and research findings portray diverse and 

frequent integrative interchanges as causing positive results. The help­

fulness of diverse integrative interchanges, or social contacts with a 

variety of people and groups, echoes Durkheim's emphasis on organic 

solidarity as more effective than mechanical solidarity in a heterogeneous 

society because development of specialization demands an exchange mecha.n,. 

ism. 7 Organic solidarity integrates diversity by creating interdependen­

cies which in tttrn offer eJ.l access to specialized goods and services. 

Simmel recognized the importance of diversity in handling con­

flict.8 Flexible group attachment patterns increase the likelihood of 

positive outcomes from conflict. structures with little overlap in mem­

bers and relationships cannot successfully resolve difficulties because 

these structures are likely to fall apart under the demands of a confl.ict 

situation. 

Fried, Fried and Gleicher, and Gans• reports on Boston's West 

?Fini.le Durkheim, The Division of Labor in Society. trans. by 
George Simpson (New York: Free Press, 194?). 

8Georg Simmel, Conflict and the Web of Group Affiliations, trans. 
by Kurt H. Wolff and Reinhard Bendix (Glencoe, Illinois: Free Press, 
1955). 



30 

End residents• unhappiness after forced moving are understandable using 

the concept of diverse integrative interchanges. 9 Ethnic homogeneity, 

insularity, or lack of contact with other communities, and with the 

society, meant that important social contacts and necessary services were 

sought only within the community. Communication with the larger society 

was defined as unnecessary and not developed when needed to communicate 

their protest against urban renewal decisions for their areas and to 

make a satisfactory move. 

Granovetter•s concept, weak ties, offers a structural concept 

linking microscopic level behavior, operationalized as social contacts, 

with macroscopic social patterns such as information transmission. 10 

Weak ties argues for the functionality of casual, non-institutionalized 

social contacts or integrative interchanges. 

The concept or weak and strong ties is similar structurally but 

not substantively to Bott•s differentiation between open and closed 

social contact networks of a marital couple, or strong and weak ties 

respectively. 11 Weak ties are a chain-like sequence where A knows Band 

B knows C but C does not know A similar to Bott 1 s open network of friend­

ship contacts which has little connectedness and facilitates joint role 

performance of the marital pair. 12 strong ties impose a circular or 

9Fried, "Grieving for a Lost Home,11 op. cit.; Mare Fried and 
Pep:gy Gleicher, "Some Source of Residential Satisfaction in an Urban 
Slum, 11 Journal of the American Institute of Planners, XXVII (November, 
1961); Herbert Gans, The Urban Villagers (New York: Free Press, 1962). 

lOMark- S., Granovetter, 11The strength of Weak Ties" (Baltimore: 
Johns Hopkins University, Department of Social Relations, mimeo). 

195?). 
11EI.izabeth Bott, Family and Social Networks (London: Tavistock, 



enclosed pattern of high connectedness where C knows A. This is a 

closed network of friends which fosters segregated a marital role rela,.. 

tionship. 
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The concept or strong versus weak ties incorporates the positive 

contribution of diversity for goal seeking activities. Granovetter 

spe~ifically noted its utility for obtaining information about job open­

ings and it ought to apply in seeking rehousing. 13 

strong verS'lls weak ties also echoes Merton's distinction between 

two types ot community residents, cosmopolitans and locals; cosmopoli­

tans• social contacts are varied including local and distant people 

linked tbrGUgh the initiator, whereas, local people have one geographic-

14 ally based set of contacts who are likely to be mutual friends. 

The predominance of strong ties in the West End and the relative 

absence of weak ties contributed to infiexibility and dissatisfaction 

w1 th forced moving because the residents lacked variation in information 

sources. Because of the parochialism of strong ties, they lacked bridges 

between them and the larger community. Fried calls this level of dis­

satisfaction, griet. 15 

Granovetter intends the weak ties concept to end the false 

dichotomy applied to urban life, as either locally based ethnic, or at 

l3Granovetter, 11The strength of Weak Ties," op. cit. 

14Robert K. Merton, "Patterns or Influence: Local and Cosmopolitan 
Influentials, 11 Social Theory ard Social structure, ed. by Robert K. Merton 
(New York: Free Press, 1957). 

15Fried, "Grieving for a Lost Home, 11 op. cit. 












































































































































































































































































































































































