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The naming of streets after Martin Luther King, Jr. (MLK) is an important arena for African Americans as they re-
write the landscape of southern identity and commemoration. While less ornate and ostentatious than museums and
monuments, MLK streets are powerful and highly contested cultural geographies because of their potential to con-
nect disparate communities and incorporate a vision of the past into the spatial practices of everyday life. They reveal
the importance of location, particularly intra-urban location, to public memorialization. Naming streets for King is a
significant part of the nonmetropolitan South as well as larger cities and dependent upon the relative size of a city’s
African-American population. When estimating the intra-urban character of MLK streets within several southern
states, findings suggest that they are located in census areas that are generally poorer and with more African Ameri-
cans than citywide averages. Analysis reveals a geographic unevenness in the frequency of businesses having an ad-
dress identified with King. When compared with the stereotypical American thoroughfare of “Main” Street, the
address composition of MLK streets appears to be more residential in nature, although there is significant state by
state variation. 
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Introduction

 

frican Americans and other racial and eth-
nic minorities are using direct political

action to challenge and change the commemo-
ration of the past within cultural landscapes,
constituting what Rhea (1997) called the “race
pride movement.” Blacks in the southeastern
US have taken a particularly active role in recon-
structing commemorative landscapes—from
calling for the removal of Confederate symbols
from public places to the building of memorials
and museums honoring the civil rights move-
ment (Secrest and May 1989; Auchmutey 1993;
Leib 1995; Cobb 1996; Sack 1996; Armada
1998; Davis 1998). Slain civil rights leader
Martin Luther King, Jr. occupies a controver-
sial focal point in this new movement to recog-
nize the historical achievements and struggles
of African Americans. Controversy over me-
morializing King is not limited to the South
but constitutes what Zerubavel (1996) called a
“national mnemonic battle,” as evident in past
and ongoing debates over establishing and ob-
serving a holiday in his honor (

 

The Economist

 

1983; Sigelman and Walkosz 1992; Potholm
1993; Alozie 1995; Mason 1998; 

 

Chicago De-
fender

 

 1999).
An important dimension of the race pride

movement has been the naming of places after
African-American figures in history (e.g., Black-
mon 1992; Horswell 1993; Samuels 1996). As
suggested by a growing number of scholars,
place names participate in larger struggles over
social and political identity and are used for re-
sisting the hegemonic order as well as repro-
ducing it (Cohen and Kliot 1992; Berg and
Kearns 1996; Myers 1996; Gonzales Faraco
and Murphy 1997; Herman 1999). Although
largely neglected by scholars, the names at-
tached to schools, businesses, streets and other
features have an important place in the symbolic
changes and struggles occurring within the
American South (Jensen 1997; Alderman and
Beavers 1999). This paper provides an empirical
look into one of the most widespread of the re-
gion’s new commemorative practices: the naming
of streets after Martin Luther King, Jr. (MLK).

While reflecting the increased cultural and
political power of blacks and the liberalization
of white attitudes, MLK streets are often sites
of struggle for African Americans. Geography
plays a central role in these struggles (Alderman
1996). Controversy often revolves around issues
of determining which street in the city is most fit
or appropriate to identify with King. Debate
frequently arises over the confining of MLK
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streets to predominantly African-American areas
of the city. African-American activists often
argue that Martin Luther King’s commemora-
tion is important to all races and hence should
be accessible—locationally and culturally—to
larger and different publics. The naming of
major commercial thoroughfares is also conten-
tious, as many black leaders demand that King’s
name be placed on prominent and frequently
traveled streets. The most vocal opposition often
comes from businesses, citing—whether legiti-
mately or not—the cost and burden of reprint-
ing forms, stationery, address labels, and adver-
tisements containing the address change. Some
business and property owners have gone so far
as to express concern about the economic im-
pact of having their street identified with King
and, as they perceive it, the black community.

Chattanooga, TN aptly illustrates how the is-
sues of location, business, and race intersect with
each other when naming a street after King. In
January of 1982, the city changed the name of
Ninth Street to M.L.King, Jr. Blvd., ending sev-
eral months of debate over the issue (

 

Chatta-
nooga Times

 

 1982). One of the major opponents
to the name change was a real estate developer
who owned a downtown office building on the
west end of the street and was in the process of
building another one there. The developer ar-
gued that he might not be able to rent office
space in a building with a MLK address because
of the racial overtones it might create. He sup-
ported the renaming of East Ninth Street but
not West Ninth Street. Specifically, he was
quoted as saying:

 

W. Ninth Street is not related to King . . . Ninth
Street is no longer a solid black street as it was
when I was a kid growing up. . . . It is no longer
a residential street or a rather rundown business
street. It is a top class business street that can
play a great part in the future of Chattanooga. . . .
When giving street names of this sort
(M.L.King Jr., Blvd.) . . . it implies some over-
tones that, perhaps, are not acceptable in the
fashion West Ninth Street is now being devel-
oped (

 

Chattanooga Times

 

 1981a, B1).

 

When the Chattanooga city council refused to
rename Ninth Street, 300 African Americans
marched along the street. Armed with ladders
and singing “We Shall Overcome,” they defi-
antly yet temporally renamed the street by
pasting street signs with bumper stickers that
read “Dr. ML King, Jr. Blvd.” (

 

Chattanooga News-

Free Press

 

 1981). After this protest and an emo-
tional request from a coalition of black and
white ministers, the council reversed its deci-
sion and the entire length of Ninth Street was
renamed for King (

 

Chattanooga Times

 

 1981b).
Despite the success in Chattanooga, journal-

ists report that African Americans in the South
have generally been unsuccessful in attaching
King’s name to prominent thoroughfares that
cut through business districts and unite white
and black communities (Towns 1993). For in-
stance, one news reporter described Martin
Luther King Drive in Jackson, Mississippi as a
“boulevard of broken dreams” because crime,
poverty, racial segregation, and physical deteri-
oration dominate the street (Yardley 1995). The
supposed inferiority of MLK streets has even
found its way into the discourse of humor. As
Chris Rock explained in his HBO comedy series,
“if a friend calls you on the telephone and says
they’re lost on Martin Luther King Boulevard
and they want to know what they should do, the
best response is, “Run!” (Page 1998, 28).

Scholars have devoted little attention to doc-
umenting the occurrence of MLK streets in-
side or outside the South. Nor have they spent
much time determining the “place” of these
named streets in the racial and economic geog-
raphy of cities and towns. Stump (1988) is re-
sponsible for the earliest and, to date, only
study to measure spatial variation in MLK
street naming. While it was evident across the na-
tion, he found that street naming was concen-
trated in the southeastern United States (Fig. 1).
In addition to being over a decade old, Stump’s
data source (

 

National Five-Digit Zip Code and Post
Office Directory

 

) excluded smaller places, thus lim-
iting our understanding of MLK street naming as
distributed across the southern urban hierarchy.
Stump suggested that the popularity of MLK
streets in the South was a function of the large
black population living in the region. However,
he neglected to examine the racial composition
of cities involved in the naming process. By fo-
cusing so intently on the national and regional
distribution of MLK streets, Stump also failed to
consider the importance of intra-urban location
and the types of streets identified with King.

 

Purpose

 

The purpose of this paper is to describe and an-
alyze the emerging cultural geography of MLK
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streets in the American South, and, in doing so,
explore the locational embeddedness of com-
memoration. First, as way of background, I es-
tablish the analytical value of examining street
names and outline their unique political and
commemorative qualities. Street naming illus-
trates the importance of location and geogra-
phy to the commemorative process. The re-
mainder of the paper then documents, maps,
and analyzes the geographic location, distribu-
tion, and characteristics of streets named after
King. I employ census data sources and an elec-
tronic telephone directory, an underutilized tool
in current place name research. After I identify
national patterns in streets bearing King’s name,
my analysis shifts to eleven southern states,
where street naming is examined in relation to
the size and racial composition of cities. Finally,
given the apparent importance of intra-urban
location to the process of commemorating King
through street naming, I estimate the residential
and commercial character of MLK streets
within southern cities and towns. In this process,
two primary questions are addressed. First, how
do census areas containing MLK streets com-
pare to their respective cities in terms of racial
and income characteristics? Second, how often
are businesses and other non-residential insti-
tutions with an MLK street address found?

 

Getting Street Smart: The Importance 

 

of Location to Commemoration

 

Geographers have traditionally treated streets
in geometric terms, often classifying and study-

ing them as arcs, flows, and networks. Recent
literature suggests an alternative “reading” of
streets, one that views them as important cul-
tural and political arenas. “Streets are the terrain
of social encounters and political protest, sites of
domination and resistance, places of pleasure
and anxiety” (Fyfe 1998, 1). Streets, and trans-
portation in general, do not operate in a race
and class-neutral society: a politics underlies
their organization, use, and meaning (Bullard
and Johnson 1997).

Street naming, particularly for commemora-
tive purposes, represents an important and
highly contested practice in the political and
cultural geography of cities. For example, Yeoh
(1996) defined the strong ideological place that
street renaming held in Singapore’s attempt to
build a sense of national identity after indepen-
dence. Perhaps Azaryahu (1997, 480) stated the
importance of street names best: “In the jungle
of modern cities, street names are more than a
means of facilitating spatial orientation. Often
they are laden with political meanings and rep-
resent a certain theory of the world that is asso-
ciated with and supportive of the hegemonic
socio-political order.”

Commemorative street naming is a powerful
and controversial practice because it not only
participates in the construction and reification
of a selective vision of the past but also incorpo-
rates that version of history into the spatial
practices of everyday life (Azaryahu 1996, 321).
Because of its practical importance, street nam-
ing inscribes its ideological message into many
texts of urban life. Yvonne Aikens (1990, B1),

Figure 1:  Distribution of MLK streets in the US, 1987. Source: Stump (1988). Reprinted with permission.
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who pushed to have a street named for King in
Tampa, FL, expressed this point well:

 

A street touches more people than if they had
just named a building after him downtown . . .
People who wouldn’t go to a building or a park
named for King drive on a major thoroughfare
such as Buffalo (now Martin Luther King, Jr.
Blvd.) for business or personal reasons. . . . They
see the name at intersections, on signs pointing
to the road, on maps. It pops up on addresses,
letters, business cards, constantly keeping King’s
name before the public. . . . More people come in
contact with it.

 

The power and politics of commemorative
street naming lie in its dual and simultaneous
existence as historical referent and spatial des-
ignation (Azaryahu 1996). A street name’s prac-
tical function does not necessarily lessen its
symbolic function. Rather, the commemorative
and political importance of street names come
from their importance as markers of location.
As suggested in a growing body of literature,
public commemoration is not simply about de-
termining the appropriateness of remembering
the past in a certain way; it is also a struggle
over where best to locate or place that memory
within the cultural landscape (Charlesworth
1994; Johnson 1994, 1995; Alderman 1996;
Azaryahu 1997; Till 1997; Johnson 1999).

The importance of location in commemo-
rating King through street naming is perhaps
no more apparent than in Brent, AL, where
blacks protested the attachment of King’s name
onto a road leading to a garbage dump. Rever-
end W.B. Dickerson, who petitioned the city
council to rename another, more prominent
street, was quoted as saying: “We want [Martin
Luther King Street] up where people can really
see it” (Yarbrough 1992, A3). The situation in
Brent affirms Johnson’s (1995, 51) suggestion
that geography is not simply the “incidental
material backdrop” for memory but plays an
active role in constructing the meaning of com-
memoration. As Johnson (1995, 63) also as-
serted, “. . . geographers are just beginning to
examine the relationship between the memori-
alization of the past and the spatialization of
public memory.”

While participating with memorials, monu-
ments, and museums in the spatialization of
memory, the street name has a unique loca-
tional dynamic. As suggested in this editorial,
streets have a connectivity that contributes to

their commemorative power and politicized
nature: “Renaming a street is a uniquely appro-
priate way to honor King. Streets unite diverse
neighborhoods. They touch all ages, all races,
all economic levels, and the resident and the
visitor equally. They link people and places that
otherwise would remain insular” (

 

St. Petersburg
Times

 

 1990a, 2). The notion of connectivity is
of particular symbolic relevance to the com-
memoration of Martin Luther King. For in-
stance, African-American activist Allen Stucks
envisioned Tallahassee’s Martin Luther King,
Jr. Boulevard in terms of King’s goal of racial
integration: “‘Rev. King was about together-
ness . . . If his name was going to be on a street
in Tallahassee, it had to be on one that con-
nected one neighborhood to another. And it
had to be one you could find without having to
wiggle through the black community’” (quoted
in Ensley 1999, 1A). In the case of Tallahassee’s
MLK Boulevard, the street “connects one of
the nation’s oldest historically black universi-
ties to the entire city. It traces through black
neighborhoods, white neighborhoods, busi-
nesses, parks and cemeteries” (Ensley 1999,
1A). In another example of how King’s com-
memoration is represented and understood
through the connectivity and accessibility of
city streets, Jim Marshall (1999, B6), then mayor
of Macon, GA, stated:

 

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard is Macon’s
“front door,” the primary entranceway to Ma-
con’s historic downtown. It begins at Exit 2 of
I-16, crosses the Ocumulgee River on the Otis
Redding Bridge and continues for several miles
. . . Macon lies at the heart of Georgia. Macon’s
Martin Luther King Jr., Boulevard leads to the
heart of Macon—a fitting tribute to a man
whose courage and lessons changed the hearts of
many Americans.

 

As evident in the preceding statement, the lo-
cational power of MLK streets is also about
how well they connect with existing commem-
orative and historic spaces. In Eatonton, GA,
for example, Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive
runs parallel and in close proximity to Alice
Walker Drive, named for the prize-winning
author and area native. While consisting of
largely black residences, both streets work to-
gether to create a spatial network of African-
American memory, connecting local and na-
tional history.

In conclusion, the dynamics behind com-



 

676

 

Volume 52, Number 4, November 2000

 

memorative street naming are similar to those
behind establishing and observing a holiday.
Holidays, like streets, extend into the lives and
geographies of people who may not identify
with the commemorated person (Gallagher
1995). Of course, because of racial and eco-
nomic segregation in cities, not all streets unite
diversity in the way described in the preceding
quotations. As suggested by many observers, it
is often difficult to name streets for King that
cut across and connect diverse elements of the
city. However, this statement gives us keen in-
sight into why African Americans in the South
and throughout the nation are choosing com-
memoration through street naming and, more
importantly, pushing for the naming of large,
prominent streets: it is the potential of streets,
through their location, to touch and connect
disparate social groups that makes naming so
controversial.

 

The National Distribution 

 

of MLK Streets

 

One useful, yet largely unexplored, resource
for identifying street naming patterns is elec-
tronic telephone directories, which are avail-
able online as well as on CD-ROM (Alderman
and Good 1996). Using the 1996 

 

PhoneDisc
PowerFinder

 

 database of address records, a na-
tionwide search was conducted for streets
named in honor of Martin Luther King. As
listed in the 

 

PhoneDisc

 

 database, the names at-
tached to streets varied. In the majority of

cases, street addresses contained King’s full
name (Dr. Martin Luther King, Martin Luther
King, Jr., or Martin Luther King). However, a
significant number of streets were listed as sim-
ply having MLK and ML King in their names.
All conceivable name scenarios were explored.

In total, 483 towns/cities in the US were
found to have a named street as of 1996. Figure
2 shows the general location of these streets.
MLK streets appear most prevalent in the
southeastern US, particularly in the eastern
portion of Texas, along the Mississippi River,
along the Gulf region, and in what has been
termed the “Black Belt” regions of Georgia, Ala-
bama, and Mississippi. However, there are other
noteworthy concentrations in California, the
north central states of Michigan, Illinois, Indi-
ana, Ohio, and Kentucky, and the Middle Atlan-
tic States of New Jersey and Maryland. Naming
streets after King is evident across the nation
with the exceptions of parts of the New England
and West Mountain/Great Plains regions.

In 1996, sixty-seven percent of the nation’s
MLK streets were located in the six southern
states of Georgia, Mississippi, Texas, Louisi-
ana, Florida, and Alabama. When the states of
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Tennessee, and Arkansas were included, the
South accounted for 77% of MLK streets. This
group of eleven southern states constitutes the
study area for this paper’s remaining analyses.

 

1

 

Georgia and Mississippi led the country with
72 and 65 MLK streets respectively in 1996.
When cities with MLK streets as a percentage

Figure 2:  Distribution of MLK streets in the US, 1996. Source: compiled by the author using PhoneDisc
PowerFinder (1996).
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of total census-defined places are examined,

 

2

 

Mississippi leads the nation with the highest
rate of street naming (20% of places) followed
by Louisiana (13%), Georgia (12%), Alabama
(7.4%), Florida (6.2%), and Texas (4.2%). Sur-
prisingly, relative to other southern states, street
naming has a rather small presence in South
Carolina (3.2% of places), Arkansas (1.6%),
Tennessee (2.1%), North Carolina (2.8%), and
Virginia (1.4%). While MLK street naming is
pronounced in the South, the rate of the move-
ment is not consistently strong throughout the
entire region.

 

MLK Streets along the Southern 

 

Urban Hierarchy

 

In order to examine how MLK street naming
might vary by city size within the South, place-
based population data were collected from the
1990 US Census for the eleven aforementioned
southern states. Figure 3 compares the per-
centage share of the region’s MLK streets
within certain population ranges to the per-
centage share of all places within these same
population ranges. When compared to the re-
gion’s overall urban hierarchy, MLK streets ap-
pear to be overrepresented in every population
category except the less than 2,500 people cat-
egory, which is the smallest population range.
More than 60% of southern cities with a MLK
street have populations of 9,999 or less. The
largest share of MLK streets (41%) is found in

places with populations ranging from 2,500 to
9,999. In fact, the median population size of
places with a street named after King is 4,909
for Alabama, 5,595 for Georgia, 5,526 for Lou-
isiana, and 4,570 for Mississippi. While MLK
streets are clearly underrepresented in the low-
est population size range, this should not ne-
gate the fact that 20% of all places with an MLK
street have populations of less than 2,500. This
underrepresentation may result from several
factors, ranging from low levels of political/
social power of African Americans at this spa-
tial scale to the fact that such places, because of
their small size, lack a large enough base of roads
from which to name or rename. In summary,
while MLK street naming is well represented
in larger cities, the toponymic practice is not
limited to these areas but is, in fact, a significant
part of the cultural landscapes of the nonmet-
ropolitan South.

 

MLK Streets and Relative Size of 

 

African-American Population

 

If street naming is a movement led by African
Americans, we might expect to see a relation-
ship between the frequency of MLK streets
and the relative size of a city’s black population.
In order to understand the relationship be-
tween street naming and the relative size of a
city’s black population, data were collected on
the racial composition of places in the South
with an MLK street. The population of the av-

Figure 3:  Distribution of MLK streets in the South by city population size.
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erage town/city in the eleven examined south-
ern states is almost 18% African-American. For
places with an MLK street in these same states,
the African-American population, on average,
constitutes about 39% of the local population.
Figure 4 examines more closely MLK street
naming as distributed among southern towns
with similar racial composition. There appears
to be an abundance of street naming in all
places except where African Americans are less
than 10% of the total population. MLK streets
are scarce (but still exist) in places in which less
than 1% of the population is black. More than
65% of MLK streets in the eleven southern
states are in cities where 10% to 49.9% of the
population is classified by the census as black.
When compared to the relative size of the
black population in all places, MLK street
naming appears to be most overrepresented in
places where the African-American population
is at least 30% of the total population.

 

The Intra-Urban Context 

 

of MLK Streets

 

As established earlier, naming streets after King
often revolves around issues of intra-urban
location—that is, determining where King’s
memory is best situated or placed within the city’s
larger social and economic geography. Despite
the importance of these issues, two geographic
questions remain unanswered empirically. First,
are MLK streets generally located in poor,
African-American areas of the city, as suggested
by numerous journalists and activists? Second,
given the opposition that affected businesses of-

ten pose to street naming, what is the likelihood
of non-residential establishments having an ad-
dress identified with the civil rights leader?

 

The Residential Character of MLK Streets

 

The purpose of this section is to describe the
residential characteristics of areas on, and sur-
rounding, streets named after King. Specifi-
cally, I collected race and income related-data
from the 1990 US Census for census areas con-
taining MLK streets and then compared these
values with figures for their larger respective
cities. The 

 

Tiger

 

/

 

Census Tract Street Index

 

 (Ver.
2) was used to identify census tracts and block
numbering areas (BNAs) that contain a street
or portions of a street named after Martin
Luther King, Jr. Two hundred and twenty cen-
sus tracts and BNAs in 117 southern cities were
identified as containing a MLK street. These
census areas were unevenly distributed across
nine of the eleven southern states under exam-
ination. No named streets were found in the
database for Arkansas or Virginia. 

 

The Tiger

 

/

 

Census Tract Street Index

 

 provides census tract/
BNA information for more than 74 million in-
dividual residential addresses in 3,076 of the
3,141 US counties, representing roughly 70%
of all addresses in the country. Coverage within
counties ranges from as poor as 10% to better
than 90%. Street address information within
the digital index is accurate as of April 1, 1990,
which greatly limits our ability to locate and
identify the census tracts of more recently
named streets.

Table 1 summarizes the findings of the anal-
ysis. Overall, census areas with an MLK street

Figure 4:  Distribution of MLK streets in the South by relative size of city’s African-American population.
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have a significantly larger proportion of Afri-
can Americans than we would expect from city
averages. Specifically, the average MLK census
tract/BNA is 65% African American, while the
city average is 28%. While this figure points to
the location of MLK streets in predominantly
African-American parts of the city, it really
masks the intensity of this pattern. For in-
stance, 198 (90%) of the 220 census tracts ex-
amined had a higher proportion of blacks than
their respective cities. Seventy-six (or 35%) of
examined census tracts had populations that
were 90% or greater African-American. In fact,
four census tracts reported as entirely (100%)
black. Nonetheless, MLK streets were located
in 67 census tracts/BNAs where whites were the
majority. This finding prompts us to consider
that, while MLK streets in the South are gener-
ally located in majority African-American areas
of the city (specifically, two-thirds of the time),
they are not completely removed from the white
community. However, because the coverage of
census tracts/BNA is much larger than one
street, this still does not disqualify the possibility
that the population on these specific streets is in-
deed largely, if not all, African-American. One
hundred percent of MLK census areas in North
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee have
a larger proportion of African Americans than
their respective cities. Georgia follows with 97%.

The average total per capita income for an
MLK census tract is $7,999, which is signifi-
cantly lower than the average city per capita in-

come of $11,916. This would indicate that
MLK streets are located in generally poorer
areas of the city. Indeed, 173 (or 79%) of the
220 census tracts/BNAs examined had per cap-
ita incomes lower than their respective city’s
per capita income level. What is less clear from
Table 1 is the difference in per capita income
for blacks in MLK census areas as compared to
overall city averages. Per capita income for Af-
rican Americans living in census areas contain-
ing a street named after King is $6,214, slightly
lower than the average city per capita income
for blacks of $6,760. In the case of Alabama,
South Carolina, and Tennessee, per capita in-
come for African Americans in MLK census
areas is actually higher than citywide levels of
black income. While this evidence may suggest
little difference in the income of blacks whether
they live in a census tract/BNA with a MLK
street or not, it is important to keep in mind
that the majority (141 or 64%) of the examined
MLK census areas do have black per capita in-
comes lower than the income level of blacks
across their respective cities. In addition, 43 (or
30%) of those 141 census tracts/BNAs have
black per capita incomes that are at least $2,000
lower than the citywide figure for African
Americans. The hypothesis that MLK streets
are located in generally poorer areas of the city
is further substantiated by the marked differ-
ence in average per capita income for whites
living in MLK census tracts when compared to
the average citywide income level for whites.

 

Table 1

 

Comparison of Racial and Income Characteristics, MLK Census Areas vs. Respective Cities

 

STATE (Number of Census Tracts/BNAs Containing MLK Street)

AL

(18)

FL

(27)

GA

(35)

LA

(32)

MS

(17)

NC

(13)

SC

(4)

TN

(12)

TX

(62)

TOTAL

(220)

 

African-Americans as % of population

 

Average for MLK census areas 64 56 79 65 63 82 64 58 59 65
Average for respective cities 41 15 43 39 40 26 38 14 15 28
Percent of MLK census areas 

 

.

 

 city 83 89 97 88 82 100 100 100 87 90

Total per capita income
Average for MLK census areas 8,453 9,209 7,789 7,528 7,679 8,672 8,335 8,579 7,524 7,999
Average for respective cities 9,802 12,700 12,006 9,542 9,105 14,565 10,896 12,034 13,006 11,916
Percent of MLK census areas 

 

,

 

 city 72 78 86 59 53 92 50 83 92 79

Black per capita income
Average for MLK census areas 7,091 6,634 6,470 4,447 5,076 7,564 6,335 7,266 6,357 6,214
Average for respective cities 6,513 6,698 6,666 5,004 5,130 8,692 5,539 6,928 7,858 6,760
Percent of MLK census areas 

 

,

 

 city 44 63 60 72 47 69 0 42 81 64

White per capita income
Average for MLK census areas 11,517 9,978 9,415 12,112 11,292 12,674 11,958 9,139 8,187 10,072
Average for respective cities 12,935 14,789 20,757 14,489 13,822 18,793 16,113 13,657 16,342 16,124

 

Percent of MLK census areas 

 

,

 

 city

 

78

 

78

 

86

 

59

 

59

 

92

 

75

 

83

 

94

 

80
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Overall, whites living in census areas with a
MLK street average a per capita income of
$10,072, which is higher than the per capita in-
come for blacks across the city and within
MLK census areas but lower than the average
city income for whites of $16,124. Specifically,
177 (80%) of census tracts/BNA have a per
capita income for whites lower than the white
income level for their respective city. Ironically,
at this level of analysis, MLK streets appear to
be associated more with lower incomes among
whites than among African Americans, which
may suggest a closer analysis of class dynamics
as they interact with race relations.

These findings should be approached with
caution. These census tract/BNA-level data are
not at the geographic level of the actual street,
and hence we risk false generalizations. Addi-
tionally, there is a certain amount of colinearity
in the variables examined here. Nevertheless, the
findings provide insight into the intra-urban
residential context of MLK streets, an insight
missing from previous studies and discussions.

 

The Nonresidential Character of MLK Streets

 

This section pursues a finer resolution of anal-
ysis and examines the frequency of nonresiden-
tial institutions found along MLK streets.
Using the 1996 

 

PhoneDisc PowerFinder

 

 database,
I determined the number of residences and busi-
nesses with an MLK address. 

 

PhoneDisc

 

 defines a
“business” broadly as any nonresidential enter-
prise, including traditional commercial en-
terprises, associations, schools, physicians, and
government organizations. As of 1996, there
were 3,564 businesses with MLK addresses in
the eleven southern states under examination.

However, these establishments were distrib-
uted across the region unevenly, with 1,598 (or
45%) concentrated in five Metropolitan Statis-
tical Areas: Tampa MSA (689), Atlanta MSA
(388), Dallas MSA (188), Houston MSA (168),
and Fort Myers MSA (165). The states of Flor-
ida and Texas alone accounted for 53% of the
South’s nonresidential MLK addresses found
in the database, although they claim only 27%
of the region’s named streets. In contrast, I
found no business addresses in 137 (or 38%) of
the 373 southern cities with a MLK street. One
hundred and sixty-one (or 43%) of cities in the
database had one to three businesses located on
these streets. Rather than being as frequent as
the number of 3,564 may suggest, the median
number of non-residential addresses per city
with a MLK street was two.

As a way of estimating the relative extent of
nonresidential development along named streets,
I calculated the ratio of residences versus busi-
nesses with an MLK address. For the nation as
a whole, in 1996, there were 2.1 times more
residences than businesses located on streets
named after King. Within the eleven southern
states under examination, the ratio increased to
2.4. Table 2 provides a state by state breakdown
of the residential to nonresidential ratio. Only
three southern states had MLK streets with a
ratio of residence to business smaller than the
national norm. Florida had the lowest ratio,
with 1.1 more residences with an MLK address
than businesses with one. Arkansas’s ratio was
the second smallest, although the state claimed
only 39 residences and 33 businesses located on
its eight MLK streets. MLK streets in Texas
were also very commercial in nature, with a

 

Table 2

 

Residence to Business Composition of MLK Streets and “Main” Streets, 1996

 

State

(# of Streets)

MLK Street Address “Main” Street Address

Residential Business Ratio Residential Business Ratio

 

Alabama (35) 811 149 5.4 6,356 3,828 1.7
Arkansas (8) 39 33 1.1 7,114 5,882 1.2
Florida (47) 1,057 935 1.1 8,827 5,418 1.6
Georgia (72) 1,742 744 2.3 7,457 6,524 1.1
Louisiana (51) 1,306 316 4.1 8,566 4,513 1.9
Mississippi (65) 1,299 208 6.2 5,155 3,958 1.3
N. Carolina (17) 480 129 3.7 17,202 13,606 1.3
S. Carolina (11) 74 11 6.7 9,117 9,107 1.0
Tennessee (8) 172 78 2.2 13,167 8,856 1.5
Texas (54) 1,664 958 1.7 25,426 23,739 1.1
Virginia (5) 17 3 5.6 11,967 11,102 1.1

 

Region

 

8,661

 

3,564

 

2.4

 

120,354

 

96,533

 

1.2

 

Source: Compiled by author from 

 

PhoneDisc PowerFinder

 

 (1996).



 

A Street Fit for a King

 

681

 

ratio of 1.7 to 1.0. Georgia and Tennessee had
ratios close to the regional norm, although
Georgia had far more named streets and busi-
nesses located on such streets. Six southern
states had ratios of residence to business larger
than the regional ratio of 2.4. South Carolina
had the largest, with 6.7 times more residences
located on MLK streets than businesses. How-
ever, South Carolina had only eleven named
streets, with 74 residences and eleven businesses
located on them. MLK streets in Mississippi, Al-
abama, and Virginia were much more residential
in nature than the national or regional norm,
with ratios of 6.2, 5.4, and 5.6 to 1.0 respectively.
Louisiana followed these states with 4.1 times
more residences than businesses, and North
Carolina with 3.7 times more residences than
businesses.

In order to provide a way of comparing the
commercial composition of MLK streets rela-
tive to another street found in many cities, I
calculated the ratio of residences to businesses
located on “Main” streets in each state, which is
also presented in Table 2. These streets, by
name, denote streets of central importance—
the notion of a “main” street is a central fixture
in American urban culture and society. In some
instances, however, a city’s main thoroughfare
is not literally “Main” Street but a street of some
other name, such as “Broad.” Nevertheless,
when compared to the stereotypical American
thoroughfare of “Main” Street, MLK streets
appear to be much more residential in nature.
For example, the ratio of residences to busi-
nesses on MLK streets in Alabama, Louisiana,
and Mississippi exceeded “Main” street ratios
of residences to businesses by as much as 3
times, 2 times, and 4 times respectively. The
exceptions appear to be Arkansas and Florida,
whose ratio of residences to businesses on MLK
streets was actually lower than the ratio for their
respective state’s “Main” streets. Overall, MLK
streets in southern states were twice as residen-
tial as those states’ “Main” streets, although
varying greatly from state to state. The similar-
ity (or dissimilarity) of MLK streets to “Main”
streets may be an indication of the relative
prominence or prestige of these named streets.

 

Concluding Remarks

 

African Americans—who are migrating back
to the South and are more likely to identify

themselves as southerners than in the past
(Cobb 1996)—are reshaping public represen-
tation of the region’s past and their relative im-
portance within that past. The commemora-
tion of Martin Luther King, Jr. plays a pivotal
role in the historical reconnection of black
southerners to the American South. While
fighting for such universal ideals as racial equal-
ity and social justice, the civil rights movement
was initially about establishing a more equita-
ble place for blacks within southern society. Al-
though eventually a figure of national and in-
ternational importance, King began his career
as a southern pastor and activist. As evident in
the words of Alice Walker, the civil rights
leader is remembered for helping black south-
erners restore their sense of place and identity:
“He (King) gave us back our heritage. He gave
us back our homeland, the bones and dust of
our ancestors. . . . He gave us continuity of place,
without which community is ephemeral. He
gave us home” (quoted in Cobb 1999, 129-30).

The naming of streets after Martin Luther
King is an important arena for African Ameri-
cans as they rewrite the landscape of southern
identity and commemoration. While less or-
nate and ostentatious than museums and mon-
uments, MLK streets are powerful and highly
contested cultural geographies because of their
potential to connect disparate communities
and incorporate a vision of the past into the
spatial practices of everyday life. They reveal
the importance of location, particularly intra-
urban location, to public commemoration. The
politics of commemorating King in the Ameri-
can South are not simply struggles over con-
vincing the public of his historical legitimacy.

 

3

 

Rather, street naming is about how collective
memories and representations of MLK are
constructed and realized through various geo-
graphic contexts. By establishing the unique
nature of street naming as a form of commem-
oration, I have hopefully provided the rationale
for more work, not only on the toponymic
commemoration of King, but also on other
street naming patterns that would otherwise
have been neglected.

MLK streets provide windows into, not only
the importance of the person being commemo-
rated, but also society’s relative progress in ful-
filling the civil rights leader’s “dream” of racial
equality and social integration. On the one
hand, these streets do reflect empowerment
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among blacks. The presence of so many such
streets across the South’s urban hierarchy and
in places where blacks have a significant pres-
ence is perhaps evidence of this. However, as
poignantly pointed out in a recent newspaper
article evaluating named streets as symbols of
unity and equality, “[h]is [King’s name] is on
streets just about everywhere . . . everywhere
except the white part of town. . . . The geo-
graphical reality of King’s asphalt legacy is
more about boundaries than about bridges”
(Osinski 1999, A1). When one attempts to define
the intra-urban context of King’s commemora-
tion within several southern states, findings
suggest that MLK streets are located—whether
by choice or by force—in census areas that are
generally poorer and with more African Amer-
icans than citywide averages. However, income
levels for African Americans in MLK census
areas are not low across the board, prompting
us to reconsider the widely held belief that
named streets are in the most depressed parts
of southern cities and towns.

While MLK streets are less commercially
oriented than some may wish, they are not to-
tally devoid of business and other nonresiden-
tial enterprises. However, analysis did reveal
unevenness in the geographic frequency of
businesses with an MLK address. When com-
pared with the stereotypical American thor-
oughfare of “Main” Street, the address compo-
sition of MLK streets appear to be much more
residential in nature, although there is signifi-
cant state by state variation. Future work
should examine the type of enterprises and en-
trepreneurs identified with MLK streets in or-
der to fully measure the degree to which these
streets “bridge” different racial groups and eco-
nomic classes or simply reinforce traditional
social “boundaries.”

The findings presented here provide only a
general insight into the spatial extent and na-
ture of a new commemorative movement in the
American South. We will find the larger cul-
tural geography of MLK streets by recognizing
and exploring the diversity of named streets
and adopting a more critical framework. An
important barrier to developing a more critical
study of commemorative street naming, and
place naming overall, has been the scant atten-
tion given to the intra-urban locational con-
flicts that make up the toponymic process. A
focus on the locational politics of MLK street

naming would examine how named streets fit
into the material and symbolic geography of
their respective cities, how the street name’s lo-
cation is open to a number of different mean-
ings among the local population, and how local
political actors and groups struggle and negoti-
ate with each other over finding a street fit for
commemorating Martin Luther King, Jr. 

 

j

 

Notes

 

1

 

It is virtually impossible to devise a universally ac-
cepted definition of the South. These states were
chosen because of past association with the Confed-
eracy and the intense commemorative politics re-
sulting from this association and their role in the
early civil rights movement.

 

2

 

The Census Bureau recognizes two kinds of places:
incorporated places, and census-designated places
(CDPs), which are locally recognized settled popu-
lation centers by name.

 

3

 

In fact, a 1996 

 

Southern Focus Poll

 

 of 1,222 adults na-
tionwide showed that over 80% of southern respon-
dents said they admired MLK somewhat (

 

Southern
Focus Poll

 

 1996).
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