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Crossing Buford Highway in Atlanta, GA 
Source: Creative Loafing Atlanta, Photographer: Joeff Davis 

No Car? 
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So the research that ended up as my dissertation focused on understanding the circumstances behind this kind of scenario: given that we build our communities assuming that people travel in cars, how does this societal dependence on automobiles affect the lives of those who have less access to vehicle travel?

I focused on Atlanta for my dissertation, but I’m now living in Des Moines, so I wanted to start exploring the issue of transportation barriers in the Midwestern context. 
 
In spite of the passage of the REAL ID act in ___, which prevents unauthorized immigrants from driving legally, there is not much research on the consequences of limited mobility on the lives of Latino immigrants.



Sarah’s Background 

• Dissertation Research: 
– MOBILITY AND ISOLATION: LATINO IMMIGRANT 

ADJUSTMENT IN ATLANTA, GEORGIA 
 

• Teaching at Drake University, Des Moines, IA 



Cars Everywhere 

 
• 1910 

–  one car per 200 people 

 
• 2010  

– .87 licensed drivers per registered vehicle 



Spatial Organization of Life 

This looks west at a subdivision at the eastern end of 
Cartwright Road in Mesquite, TX. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Factors that contribute to dependence on cars in the US
Low density zoning and development (esp in Atlanta)
Public investment in infrastructure that facilitates private vehicle travel to the exclusion of other modes
Political rhetoric that equates a car society with American values


Source: Glaeser, Edward L. August 18, 2009, 6:00 am. http://economix.blogs.nytimes.com/2009/08/18/what-would-high-speed-rail-do-to-suburban-sprawl/




Alternative Mode of Transit? 

Highway Interchange in Atlanta 
Source: Federal Highway Administration, http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/transporter/04nov/index.cfm 



California 
“[The Mexican 

participants] that 
didn’t have cars 

hoped to buy one; 
those that had one, 
wanted a second…” 

(p. 73) 
 

Vehicle Impoundment in Los Angeles, CA 

Study: Lovejoy, Kristin and Susan L. Handy. 2007. "Transportation Experiences of Mexican 
Immigrants in California: Results from Focus Group Interviews." Institute of Transportation Studies, 
University of California, Davis. 
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Transportation scholars in California also conducted ____ focus groups of Mexican immigrants in ____ county/ies in order to improve their understanding of the transportation needs of the immigrants.  They discuss the process of what some transportation scholars have labeled “transportation assimilation.”  

This is interesting because transportation scholars tend to be very excited about immigrants in metropolitan areas because they use public transportation in higher proportions than the US –born population – AND public transportation is considered to be a solution to some of the traffic problems in urban areas – such as congestion and pollution.  However, this is a fairly serious conflict of interest – there is a reason that the US – born population has increasingly driven personal cars to all sorts of destinations over the last century…. And the physical infrastructure and the social expectations of our society assume that people travel in their own personal vehicles.  To conceptually “trap” immigrants and other low-income minorities in public transportation systems serves to ignore their needs and the right to travel to locations that are only accessible by car – and this (by design) includes most locations in this country.  To be without access to a car may mean that you can’t get to the grocery store (and maybe you live in a food desert so you are stuck with unhealthy foods available at convenience stores so you become overweight and develop other health problems), or to the health clinic or hospital (and so here is another reason to avoid the scarey, expensive, mysterious medical institutions in the United States), or to your child’s school for parent-teacher conferences, or to English classes or college classes, to give a few examples. 

:It was clear that for the most part, participants’ transportation needs were similar to those of the rest of the population, since participants were well integrated into the social and economic fabric of their regions. As employees, customers, patients, and students, the participants needed to access many of the same types of places as the rest of the population. As a result, the mode choices that would make the most sense for other Californians would also be best for Mexican immigrants. Most participants considered driving to be the most preferred mode, mostly because it was what everyone else did in California and therefore was what the transportation system best accommodated. Those that didn’t have cars hoped to buy one; those that had one, wanted a second; it seemed clear that more auto access implied more freedom and a better quality of life, although to a greater or lesser extent in different cities and for different individuals.”

So there have been a few qualitative studies about the role of transportation in the lives of Latino immigrants.  In light of the recent REAL ID act (…..) and the immense impact it has had on the lives and rights of Latinos 

Source: LA Times, http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/lanow/2012/02/lapd-commission-may-decide-whether-to-change-car-impound-policy.html 




Unequal Mobility: Class & Race 

• Transport poverty 
• Forced car ownership 
• Secessionist 

automobility 
• Transportation 

inequities 

Source: http://acewreckersvr.com/towing/wrecker-service/ 

 



Mobility of Immigrants 

Drivers 

US Adults  92% 

New Immigrant Men  60% 

New Immigrant Women  45% 

Source: 2001 NHTS;  Tabulation by FHA 2006 

Compared to the US 
born population, 
immigrants: 

• Have fewer vehicles 
per household 

• Make fewer trips 

• Make shorter trips 

• Drive alone less 
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Immigrants also have less access to vehicles than the US-born individuals.  As a consequence of less vehicles available among immigrants, immigrants travel less – both in terms of taking fewer trips and travelling  shorter distances than the US born population (Tal and Handy 2005).  

The lack of personal mobility is particularly striking for new immigrants. Of immigrants living in the United States for three years or less, 60% of the men drive, and only 45% of the women drive, compared to 92% of US-born adults.

Using the 2007 American Community Survey, Chatman and Klein (2009) find that 33.0 percent of immigrants who have been in the United States less than one year drive alone to work, which is significantly lower than the 79.1 percent of US born workers that commute by driving alone to work.  This difference decreases for immigrants who have been in the US for longer periods of time, but mobility levels of immigrants continue to be lower even after 20+ years in the United States. 

Some factors that contribute to limited mobility of immigrants may decrease over time.  Immigrants can learn to drive, and they may increase their financial standing over time and therefore be able to afford a car. 

Institutional and structural factors that reduce the mobility of immigrants are less likely to attenuate over time. Since immigrants are among the population groups in the United States that have lower access to vehicles, the support of automobile travel and the lack of alternatives is one factor that creates the relative immobility of immigrants compared to the native population. In addition, the governmental policies that specifically target unauthorized immigrants also place additional constraints on the mobility of millions of immigrants.

Lack of transportation may impede the adaptation process of immigrants, but immigration scholars rarely discuss transportation, and transportation scholars do not tend to discuss the significance of the transportation patterns on the lives of immigrants themselves.  However, transportation limitations have surfaced as one of the key barriers faced by Latino immigrants in several qualitative investigations, including one conducted by Jorge Atiles and Stephanie Bohon in Georgia, and they suggested that transportation limitations form an adjustment bottleneck, whereby multiple paths to adaptation are simultaneously impeded.

Immigrants from Latin American countries experience more mobility obstacles than immigrants from other countries.   Latino immigrants make less money on average than immigrants from other regions, so they are likely to face greater financial barriers to vehicle ownership and driving.  In addition, the majority of unauthorized immigrants are from Latin American countries, so these immigrants are vulnerable to the exclusionary policies and driver’s license limitations that target the unauthorized population.

My research continues the exploration of the transportation patterns of Latino immigrants and how limited mobility affects their lives.
l



Data Source: American Community Survey 2006-2010 pooled data, from IPUMS 
*Frequency weights are applied to estimate the population parameters. 
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Explain how calculated vehicle availability
Attests to the extent to which Latino immigrants in Atlanta lack personal transportation compared to US-born workers. Similarly, commuting modes to work reveal that Latino immigrants also carpool in larger proportions than US-born workers.



Barriers to Mobility 

• Not know how to drive 
• Gender 
• Expense 
• Lack of Credit 
• Discrimination 
• REAL ID Act 
• 287(g) program 
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Consequences 

• Adaptation Strategies 
– Alternate modes of commute 
– Co-ethnic communities and commuting 

 
• Bottleneck to Adaptation 

– English language acquisition 
 

 



Co-Ethnic Neighborhoods (Atlanta) 



Counties of Growth (Atlanta) 

• Latino Population Growth • Employment Growth 



Commute Mode in the Great Plains 
States 
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Data Source: American Community Survey 2005-2010 pooled data from IPUMS.  Frequency weights applied.  



Bottleneck to Adaptation 

“Lack of 
transportation may be 
the biggest barrier to 
adaptation to the U.S. 
economy and society 
that Georgia’s Latino 

immigrants face.” (20) 
“Spaghetti Junction” in DeKalb County, Georgia 
Tom Moreland Interchange: Interstate 85 and Interstate 285 in DeKalb 

County, GA.   

Study: Atiles, J. H. and S. A.  Bohon. 2002. "The Needs of Georgia’s New Latinos: A Policy Agenda for 
the Decade Ahead." Carl Vinson Institute of Government, University of Georgia, Athens, GA. 
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Photo Source: http://cloverleafschool.org/whats-in-a-name/





Social Consequences of Limited 
Transportation 

• Constrains employment options 
• Limits housing options 
• Reduces health care utilization 
• Prevents pursuit of further education 
• Limits participation in children’s school 
• Decreases exposure to US society 
• Impeded English language acquisition 
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These links are based on research, mostly qualitative but also to some extent quantitative


Beyond journey to work

The lack of mobility constrains economic options and, therefore, increases economic hardships.  Those who do not own cars cannot travel to many employment locations and their employment options are geographically constricted.  Those that do have jobs may face a greater risk of losing their jobs than those who own cars if unexpected delays occur in the transportation arrangement, whether carpooling or public transit.  With transportation, however, low-income individuals are more likely to find jobs, work more hours, and earn higher wages.  When studying the likelihood of welfare recipients transitioning to work in Alameda County, Cervero, Sandoval, and Landis (2002) found that living within walking distance to a bus or and rail stop was positively related to finding employment, and that car ownership was even more effective in increasing the odds of finding employment, assisting most those with the lowest levels of education and those with children.   The importance of vehicle accessibility in the success of welfare recipients finding a job led Taylor and Ong (1995) to conclude that private vehicles are an “indispensable employment tool” (p. 1471).  Those with cars are also able to work more hours because they may spend less time commuting, particularly when compared to those travelling to work on public transit, and therefore they may have higher monthly earnings than those without cars (Raphael and Rice 2002). 
	
If Latinos stay in ethnic neighborhoods in part due to transportation limitations, in spite of better housing options, then, as Bohon, Stamps, and Atiles (2008) speculate,  spatial constraints may contribute to overcrowded housing conditions observed in the Latino communities. …. In constraining residential options, limited transportation also reduces the chances that Latino immigrants reap the benefits of positive neighborhood effects in areas that may be more desirable.  Researchers have shown that neighborhood characteristics influence the lives of residents in a variety of ways, including negatively impacting their health and physical activity (Ellen, Mijanovich, and Dillman 2001), their sense of self-efficacy (Rosenbaum, Reynolds, and Deluca 2002), and child well-being on a variety of measures (for a review, see Leventhal and Brooks-Gunn 2000).  Limited transportation thus limits opportunities by restricting residential location.


The lack of car ownership mobility may also constrain the residential options available to an individual or family.  Glaeser, Kahn, and Rappaport (2008) found that poor residents of the inner-cities remain in their neighborhoods at least in part to have access to public transportation systems.  This suggests that transportation may exert a segregating influence, at least along economic lines.  These scholars focused on public transportation, but shared private transportation resources may have the same effect of providing a place-constrained transportation strategy and therefore discourage individuals from moving away from the community.  In other words, individuals who rely on carpooling with a household member or neighbor as the primary method of commuting to work may not be able to consider changing housing location without a viable alternative transportation option (Bohon, Stamps, and Atiles 2008).  

Although the segregation of racial and ethnic communities may enable a greater degree of resource sharing, segregation also exerts a limiting effect. … For immigrants, living in a segregated neighborhood may simultaneously provide and limit economic opportunities…. Transportation may directly lead to negative labor market outcomes, and it may also indirectly lead to unemployment or depressed wages insofar as it contributes to the perpetuation of segregation.  In the absence of racial segregation, lower-income workers tend to live closer to their places of employment, and this distance increases as income increases and individuals trade commuting costs for improved neighborhood amenities (Madden 1985; Preston, McLafferty, and Liu 1998; Taylor and Ong 1995).  However, residential segregation by race may prevent members of a minority group from moving closer to employment growth (Stoll 1998). 

Transportation limitations may not be the primary obstacles to a variety of desired outcomes, but they prevent individuals from facing and overcoming the primary obstacles.   

Exposure to the US society is one major factor that impacts English language acquisition of non-English-speaking immigrants (Espenshade and Fu 1997; Stevens 1999), and English language proficiency in turn affects an immigrant’s adaptation to the United States.

English language proficiency significantly affects an immigrant’s adaptation to US society.   Language skills comprise one aspect of human capital – along with education – that determines successful integration in the US labor market.  Lack of English language abilities reduces earnings within occupations and limits occupational mobility (Kim 2011; McManus, Gould, and Welch 1983; Park 1999), and Kossoudji (1988) finds that immigrants—particularly from Latin American countries—who are not proficient in English are actually “pushed down” the occupational ladder.  English language proficiency also increases immigrants’ electoral participation as measured by naturalization and voting rates, and English language proficiency increases nonelectoral participation as measured by lobbying, protesting, and influencing political decisions (for a review, see Marrow 2005).  On on hand, immigrants who make greater gains in English language proficiency experience more feelings of happiness and a greater sense of well-being (Kim, Ehrich, and Ficorilli 2012).  Nawyn and colleagues (2012) propose that English language proficiency is a noneconomic resource, providing access to information, creating social power, increasing independence, and reducing uncertainty and anxiety. On the other hand, English nonfluency among Latinos in new destinations is linked to an elevated risk of drawing hostility or becoming a victim of homocide, particularly in new Latino destinations (Shihadeh and Barranco 2010). English proficiency thus forms a crucial determinant of eventual success in the US economy society for most immigrants.
 	Immigrants face many obstacles simultaneously in adjusting to life in the United States, and the ability to speak and understand English forms perhaps the most important barrier to opportunities, resources, and social and institutional connections.  If transportation acts as an adapation bottleneck, reducing the exposure and ability to participate in events in US society, then the most serious consequence may be impeded acquisition of the English language.




69.10% 

30.90% 

Latino immigrants in the Great Plains States who 
speak English proficiently 

Not proficient in 
English 
Proficient in English 

Data Source: American Community Survey 2005-2010 pooled data from IPUMS.  Frequency weights applied.  



Commute Modes of Latino Immigrants 
in Great Plains States 
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Data Source: American Community Survey 2005-2010 pooled data from IPUMS.  Frequency weights applied.  



Transportation limitations… 
• Form a bottleneck to other forms of 

adaptation 
• Should be seriously considered when working 

with Latino immigrant groups 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes





Responses 

 
• Social & Organizational 
 
• Land-use choices 

 
• Change Policies 
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