

Photo Essay Example 
The Effects of Gentrification
Gentrification is a controversial and continuous process that has been occurring in historically disenfranchised neighborhoods in Chicago since the early 1950s-1970s as a result of urban renewal and white flight (Bentacur 388). Neighborhoods in Chicago such as Pilsen, Rogers park, Humboldt park, Uptown, and Bronzeville are all communities that have or are currently undergoing this process. Although gentrification in the past is a different process now, contemporary research has now been providing policy makers and scholars knowledge on the benefits and consequences of this process. However, a continuous debate surrounding this issue is whether gentrification is a process of supply and demand in regarding to housing in developing neighborhoods or it is an intentional displacement of people of color in order to bring an influx of White middle class population. The reality is that gentrification is a result of both economic and racial factors. However, to speak of gentrification, one must take into the consideration race and the effects that it has on its community and residents. Gentrification is not just a displacement of low income residents, but it is also a removal of a community’s history and culture that is transformed to serve newcomers, which, consequently, removes the services that helped sustain and progress of long term minority residents.
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There are various driving forces to gentrification and research shows that this drive is led by educated millennials between the age of 20-30 moving to the central city in large municipalities. (Hyra 169).  Research also shows that in movers are “wealthier, whiter, and of higher educational attainment that incumbent residents” (Zuk et all 37).They are drawn to these areas because of “service amenities, such as third-wave coffee shops, craft-beer gardens, and bike shares” (170 Hyra). Moreover, many choose to move into these areas due to their desire to be cool by living in areas that appear to be edgy or hip (Hyra 170). 
The image presented located in the Pilsen community Chicago illustrates the amenities that interest the migrating population. Pilsen is known as a predominately Hispanic community with a rich cultural history. It is viewed by many as a “cool” urban center in which there are many services such as bars, restaurants, and coffee shops. However, although there are services that are Hispanic owned, there are also services that are not built for the Hispanic community but are instead tailored to newcomers and outsiders. This is problematic because “Gentrification is a claim to space. This event showcased the easy sense of ownership that gentrifiers bring to a neighborhood that has been contested space for decades, with no awareness of those struggles and the history of the people who fought them” (Curran 1725). 
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Gentrification occurs in areas where there are tight housing markets, rapid job growth, devaluated central neighborhoods, a rent gap, city amenities, tax incentives,and city policies in favor, but ultimately operates as “a marketdefining process” (Mumm 105) Moreover, another driving factor to gentrification are cheap credit and low interest rates that help “facilitate the private market production of luxury apartments in low-income neighborhoods” (Hyra 171). Historically, these conditions allowed investors to target communities and make development plans without taking into consideration how these developments would affect the residents. Moreover, the desire to create new housing units is not a result of lack of housing, rather it is formulated through the incentive for investors to create markets wherever possible (Mumm 105). This is problematic because the cost of these expensive housing units is artificially fabricated since they do not reflect the actual cost of living in these areas. 
The image of the housing unit is in Pilsen. As previously mentioned, Pilsen is a Hispanic community, and it is composed of a working class. The fact that the building is at the cost of 360,000$ illustrates that it was not built for these people. It is these drastic prices that drives gentrification by preventing affordable housing and welcoming outsiders into these communities. In addition, housing and rent appreciation leads to the displacement of these population because they cannot afford to live in their community anymore(Atuesta and Hewings 43) Furthermore, these buildings were not created to host families which is a major contrast to what housing in Pilsen was. “For generations, the housing stock of Pilsen helped to stabilize immigrant working-class families by providing opportunities for both secure housing tenure and income. An affordable single-family home allowed extended families to live together and thus save money on housing while strengthening family ties and social networks. (Curran 1721)
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The justification for gentrification is that communities are presented as being “broken” and in need of fixing by the middle class (Curran 1714). This undermines the work of community organizers, residents, and others in attempt to resolve the issues within their neighborhood assisting in reducing violence and by providing services that improve the quality of life for its residence (Mumm 112). Moreover, newcomers will view long term residents as problematic or will have certain stigmas towards them. They will often use “coded language calling for the removal of “loiterers” (Mumm 112). In addition, initiatives benefiting Latino or Latino residents for community improvement such as resources, building institutions and affordable housing are also opposed by newcomers since they express fear towards these groups of people. (Mumm 112).
	This image is located in a shop at Pilsen. It states that “the neighborhood is not to be sold, it should be loved and cared for” and reinforces the notion that the community of Pilsen rejections gentrification. It is a testament   that people in this community did not need gentrification to “fix” the community and that the act itself is injustice. The people within this community truly care about bringing power to the people and aiding one another which has been proven by the community’s resistance to this process and the services and organizations that were established to meet the needs of the residents.
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Gentrification is more than just displacement, it is “about the loss of, public space cultural capital and social networks job opportunities and commercial landscapes and the ability to participate in neighbourhood processes” (Curran 1712-1713). When newcomers establish their own presence in the neighborhood through organizing, this furthers the loss of identity. It shifts the political identity of a community since upper-income people dominate the political landscape which results in a loss of minority political representation (Hya 171). This results in newcomers establishing amenities and services that tailor to their vision of community improvement which, consequently, changes the norms and preferences that once dominated the neighborhood (Hya 171). This outcome is detrimental since the loss of these services, public spaces, and amenities results in a feeling of deprivation for long term residents especially those who benefited the most from these local services such as “senior citizens, women and children, and caretakers and recent immigrants” (Curran 1713-1714) . This makes long term residence feel as if they no longer belong there and it is just as distressing as physical relocation. 
The mural located in Pilsen perfectly exemplify how a community’s history and identity is essentially robbed from its residents. The gentrification process truly undermines the persistent work of grass root initiatives aimed at creating a safer and prosperous community at Pilsen. It is as if the people of the community were incapable of enjoying the fruits of their labor because they were eventually displaced. 
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Despite bureaucrats, policymakers, and developer’s attempt to gentrify neighborhoods, they have faced resistance from communities. For example, “Pilsen’s strong Mexican identity as a powerful tool in the ‘save community’ discourse at play in the fight against gentrification in Pilsen. Its Mexican-ness helped give it the reputation of a ‘ready-to-rumble neighbourhood’ where developers feared that virulent street tactics, such as harassment of gentrifiers, would make development projects risky” (Curran 1715). This strong community resistance helped slow down the process of gentrification, but it has not stopped the process. Many people have been displaced as a result of gentrification and “those most vulnerable to displacement end up in much poorer neighbourhoods” (Curran 1714)
This image was found in Pilsen and asks the community to be civically engaged by contacting the alderman in order to turn over the decision to make Pilsen a landmark. If this initiative passes, then more people will be displaced because of higher taxes for working class homeowners, and it will contribute the process of gentrifying the neighborhood. Moreover, this image also highlights that gentrification is an ongoing process since this neighborhood was undergoing development for years. “Gentrification is a long, drawn out process which entails a series of displacements and resistance strategies that shape how it takes place in particular urban neighbourhoods”(Curran 1712).
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Pilsen illustrates the power of organization and grass roots movements. In this community, “Groups have clustered together forming networks, non-market mechanisms, institutions and platforms of mutual support and bargaining, turning neighbourhoods, industries and institutions into ethnic powerhouses” (Betancur 387). However, gentrification also played a major role in deteriorating these efforts and often caused a divide within institutions and the community. In an interview between Uptown, West Town, and Pilsen residents, they all agreed that gentrification undermined community work and had split people between supporters and opponents, old-timers and newcomers (Betancur 396). Ultimately, the harm caused by gentrification weakened grassroot institutions, divided residents and non-profits, ran some non-profits out of business, and transformed some institutions into agencies that were less interested in providing services and more focused on long term goals (Betancur 398-399).The resurrection project has become an extended agency found in several communities in Chicago. Although, it does serve its role in assisting with community needs, they have shifted their focus to preserve their organization and to achieve organizational goals. 
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The rhetoric of gentrification as urban development is a tactic to justify and promote this action. As previously mentioned, these communities are viewed as being broken. Gentrification, thus, is used and is viewed as a tool of cleansing that is beneficial to the city (Wilson and Grammeros 297). This is especially the case in the community of Humboldt park since Puerto Rican people were viewed as being the root cause for their community’s problems. Instead of focusing on the fundamental  cause of the issue such as poverty, the city used the narrative that “grimy barrios, impulsive Puerto Ricans, wild and wooly youth, roaming and territorially obsessed gangs, and morally ungrounded adults and families” were the driving factors (Wilson and Grammeros 309-310) Furthermore, the ideology of self-determination and meritocracy are used by gentrifiers to blame poor people for their poverty (Mumm 105). When gentrifiers came into Humboldt park, they described prior residence as gangs, low class, ill mannered and low cultured. They described their displacement and community deterioration because of their behavior and values (Betancur 392). The reasoning to displace people of color is predicated on racist notions associated to them. Nevertheless, despite these stigmas, white people often find themselves not being victims of violence when moving into these neighborhoods. This white privilege enables them to create white markets in these communities which furthers the action of gentrification and displacement. (Mumm 113)  
	The mural is located at Pilsen, and it truly depicts serves as a reminder that the community derives from an immigrant background. Moreover, it also may prove a role to reinforce this information to the newcomers in the neighborhood. In fact, this image may serve as a counter narrative to the stigmas surrounding immigrants. It is not the nature of the people that create racist stigmas, but instead it is the separation and classification of these people that causes this divide. 
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Ultimately, gentrification is a form of racism. It is best described as:
“Gentrification in a historically racially segregated city like Chicago represents a racial fix, a
way for capital investors and property buyers to assign value that is artificially inflated by constant reference to whiteness in relation to people of color. Here in Chicago, that process depends heavily on cultivating, convincing, and enabling a white newcomer market that their reclamation and transformation of historical and cultural centers of black, Mexican, and Puerto
Rican life in Chicago is possible, inevitable, and even ostensibly benevolent”. (Mumm 114) 
	Mumm’s statement resonates with the statement that gentrification is colonization. The displacement of poor people of color, the removal of a community’s identity, and the sociological and political transformation of that community representing the interest of the white middle class are the consequences of gentrification. The disregarding of racism in the discussion of gentrification is criminal as it justifies the act. White privilege and white power structures dominate the American landscape in all aspects. The historical political structures that fostered inequality are still felt today and racial capitalism, which is the process of deriving social and economic value from racial subordination (Mumm 103) is best manifested through the act of gentrification. 
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