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  Primarily Latino immigration from Mexico and Central 
America since the mid-1980s, but significant immigrant 
populations from China, India, Vietnam, Laos, and Africa. 

  Latino immigrants came in principally via migrant 
agriculture and rural industry (mainly poultry processing) 
beginning in mid-1980s.

  Smaller groups of  guestworkers arriving to work in forestry 
and fisheries.

  Now concentrated in construction, rural industry, 
landscaping, fast food, other services, although the Carolinas 
still attract seasonal migrant farm workers.

  Latinos have been establishing a variety of  businesses across 
the Carolinas.



  Latino entrepreneurs in four rural and one urban North 
Carolina counties.
  In association with Latino entrepreneur study in rural Iowa.

  Durham-Puebla, Mexico Corridor.
  In association with two other corridors: Oaxaca-LA & Puebla/

Guerrero-N.Y.
  Sinaloa women working in blue crab processing in 

Beaufort County, Eastern North Carolina.
  In association with research on U.S.-bound and Canadian-

bound guestworkers and their families in Michoacán, Mexico 
and Leamington, Ontario, Canada.



  USDA Community Development Initiative
  Concentrated in 4 NC Counties: Duplin, Henderson, Johnston, and 

Wilkes.  
  Work also going on in 3 to 4 communities in Iowa (Marshalltown, 

Columbus Junction, West Liberty, and Postville).
  Early, related work in Pitt County: inventory with Ricardo Contreras 

(funded by ECU).
  Cultural Mapping/ inventories of  Latino businesses by county (attempt to 

contact 90-100% of  businesses).
  Follow-up interviews with sub-sample.
  Develop business training curriculum.
  Goal: Strengthen network of  Latino businesses and its relation to business 

services & institutions (e.g. credit unions, Chambers of  Commerce, 
universities & colleges).



  Grocery/ Variety Stores (“Tiendas”), many with 
restaurants or food services—40%

  Restaurants/ Taquerías, Bakeries, or other food 
specialties—26%

  Services (tax services, beauty salons, packaging)—
13%

  Clothing stores—8%*
  Other (auto mechanics/sales, music stores, book 

stores, etc.)—13%
*many Tiendas sell clothing as well.



  Flea markets (food stalls, some clothing, 
refreshments)

  Downtown streets of  small rural communities (e.g. 
Faison)

  Clustered into strip malls within close proximity of  
Latino neighborhoods/ trailer parks (often 2-3 close 
to one another)

  Individual Homes (e.g. packing lunches,  making 
cakes, food for sale at construction sites).



  Not much clustering of  business owners by region of  origin, reflecting the variety 
of  networks represented in North Carolina.

  Mexico: Veracruz, Guerrero, Michoacán, Puebla, Guanajuato, Jalisco, Morelos, 
Hidalgo, Nuevo Leon, Oaxaca, Mexico DF, Zacatecas, Durango, Nayarit, 
Tamaulipas, Sinaloa [no single sending state dominates]

  Honduras: El Colón, La Ceiba, Tegucigalpa, Atlanitida, Tela
  Guatemala
  El Salvador: San Salvador, La Union
  Argentina
  Venezuela (and Palestine to Venezuela)
  Dominican Republic
  Puerto Rico
  United States (married to Latino co-owners)

  Customers: All states of  Mexico, Central America, South America, United States, 
Africa, and Asia.





  Few entrepreneurs use formal financial institutions; 
fund establishment and growth with own resources.

  Most businesses provide multiple services & multiple 
goods (phone cards, nostalgia products, gatekeeper 
& liaison functions).

  Quality of  products important (quality service & 
qualitatively distinct goods).

  Trust important: critical for developing social ties/ 
social capital within community.



  Pilot study with two other corridors (NY & CA) 
  Examination of  immigrant use of  financial services.
  Oriented toward developing ways to reduce the costs of  

remittances:
  Fees associated with sending remittances.
  Time and expense of  picking up remittances in Mexico.

  Recognition that immigrants contribute greatly to the 
F.I.R.E. sector, but benefit little from it:
  Immigrant groups established early insurance companies.
  Immigrants concentrated in construction.
  Immigrants are heavy users of  international banking services 

(wire transfers).
  Yet: Many immigrants are among the “unbanked”



  Puebla immigrants, among others from Mexico and Central 
America, have been arriving since the 1980s.

  Those in the study are from one small region with two 
communities: Pahuatlán and San Pablito.

  Two-Thirds of  the population have arrived since 1995; one-
third since 2005.

  Durham has both positive and negative attributes for arriving 
immigrants:
  Positive: high number of  service organizations with Spanish-speaking 

staff; large numbers of  highly educated, liberal people who welcome 
diversity (Duke, many UNC professors live in Durham).

  Negative: high crime rate, some tension between African Americans 
and Latinos.



  Laws prohibiting use of  Mexican consulate identification to 
open bank accounts.

  Laws restricting immigrant access to other forms of  
identification that banks accept (NC Drivers License)

  Use of  F.I.R.E. services by Puebla group low.

  Latino Credit Union
  Durham branch is the oldest in the state, and the most successful in 

state.
  Currently: Checking, Savings, Mortgages & Auto Loans

  January, 2010: Moved into making business loans and providing 
technical assistance to potential clients.



  Generally young population, with age range from 18 to 44 and 28-29 
average.

  About half  (48.2%) work in construction; others in fast food/ restaurants 
(19.7%); 21.4% not currently working.

  Over two-thirds have < 10 years schooling (in Mexico); around 1 in 5 
graduated from high school, but less than 4% have college.

  Nearly half  (44.6%) are single; one-third in union libres; 9% married; 12% 
separated/ divorced.

  About two-thirds plan to return to Mexico, but most aren’t sure when 
(over 80% planned to spend fewer than five years in U.S.).

  Under 10% have U.S. bank accounts, but have an average of  around 
$3,400 in savings (in cash, Mexican banks, and U.S. banks).



  Live in highly variable household/ family situations: 
apartments with spouses and unrelated or related others, 
extended families in houses, families spread over sparsely 
furnished dwellings, etc. (86% live with relatives).

  Neighborhoods equally varied: ethnically mixed apartment 
complexes, neighborhoods, some in high crime areas, others 
in safer areas.

  Close connections with Puebla immigrants in Georgia.

  As with Latino immigrants in general, many worked in NC 
agriculture initially.



  100% remit money to Mexico.
  Average monthly remittance around $300 (range 

from $80 to $1,000).
  Most often send to Mother (28%), parents/in-laws 

(19%).
  Migration back and forth still common. 
  Extended family connections still strong.
  Some community “endogamy”.
  Communication between Puebla and Durham 

frequent.



  2-3 bakeries and a natural food/ healing store have been 
established by Pahuatlán residents, which serve as culturally 
comfortable locations to gather.

  Informal business development based on knowledge of  local 
immigrant community.

  About one-third have family members who are citizens or 
work authorized in U.S.

  Have formed/ play in Triangle soccer leagues.

  Some married to native U.S. citizens.
  Some have U.S.-born children enrolled in local schools.



  Typical of  migrant networks in new destinations: settlement is partial, 
with connections to other U.S. regions as a strategy to access other local 
economies, societies, legal frameworks.

  Community is highly fluid, with many options for geographic mobility, 
changing living situations, etc.

  Use of  financial services, and perhaps financial literacy, low among this 
group, in part due to poor access to such services.

  Some business start-ups, but not a robust ethnic enclave with employment 
opportunities.

  The Pahuatlán connection remains strong, yet is one among at least three 
or four important locations (others are Durham, Georgia, and possibly 
New York City).  



  Part of  a tri-national study being conducted in 
Mexico, United States, and Canada.

  Comparing Canadian and U.S. managed migration 
initiatives from the perspectives of  workers and 
workers’ families.

  20 life-history interviews conducted in Beaufort 
County at the dormitory housing workers who work 
in a single crab processing.

  Follow-up interviews with 10 of  the 20 in Sinaloa.



  Guestworker programs have been proliferating since the 1930s/ 
likely to continue:
  More palatable to anti-immigrant forces than amnesty or encouraging 

permanent settlement.
  In line with movement toward immigration policy as part of  economic 

policy rather than family reunification or humanitarian initiatives.
  Formerly restricted primarily to men:

  Separation of  productive from reproductive labor.
  Proponents of  programs promised anti-immigrant forces that workers 

would be temporary/women who have children are more likely to settle.
  Gendered, female-dominated occupations seeking guestworkers 

(seafood processing, hotels)
  North Carolina imports guestworkers for its three principal rural 

industries: fisheries, agriculture, and forestry.



  Northwest Mexico, across from Baja, California
  Industrial agricultural and food processing dominate the 

landscape.
  Colonias (nucleated settlements) scattered across the 

region between the two major marketing, urban centers 
of  Guasave & Los Mochis.

  At least three different types of  communities:
  Coastal fishing/ semi-proletariat communities.

  Pan-American Highway rural proletariat communities
  Inland peasant/ semi-proletariat communities.









  Guestworker programs often views as highly restrictive (due to 
contractual stipulations binding workers to single employers), but 
women view their work as liberating.

  Women motivated to work to help their children, but separate 
from children for long periods every year, which strains their 
relations with children & other family members.

  Women emphasize that emotional attachments with children are 
more important than material possessions, yet continue working 8 
months per year to increase their material possessions.

  Women simultaneously break from traditional gender relations, yet 
uphold gender relations through a variety of  ways (getting women 
as surrogate parents, condemning other women who date men in 
NC as disrespectful).



  The studies reflect different dimensions of  Latino immigration and 
settlement in North Carolina and the U.S. South:
  Ivan Light’s work has shown that entrepreneurs can contribute to the 

development of  ethnic enclaves, which the Puebla-Durham and Sinaloa-
Beaufort groups take advantage of.

  The studies reflect different ways in which immigrants engage local 
communities and wider regions:
  Latino entrepreneurs are becoming entrenched, interacting with 

government offices, tax systems, and other political economic dimensions 
of  local communities and regions.

  Puebla-Durham group are highly fluid, moving between different 
neighborhoods, regions, and occupations, are urban-based, and maintain 
tight transnational ties with home communities.

  Sinaloa-Beaufort group are technically “nonimmigrants”, as legal 
managed migrants, but have been part of  ENC Latino settlement process 
(much as the Braceros were in Western United States).



  Immigration into North Carolina far from 
homogeneous, but includes people who entered the state 
by various means, from various backgrounds, engaging 
the state in various ways.

  Immigrants continue to elaborate their residence in 
North Carolina, making more and more connections 
with one another and with preexisting institutions (e.g. 
schools, churches, extension services), forming grassroots 
organizations, and resist legal challenges to their 
residence.

  Immigrants are continuing to keep their options open in 
terms of  geographical and occupational mobility, with 
many having weak ties to the state and the region.


