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10.12 MANUEL PASTOR

LOOKING FORWARD 
DEMOGRAPHIC CHANGE, ECONOMIC 
UNCERTAINTY, & THE FUTURE OF THE GOLDEN STATE
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LEADING THE NATIONAL TREND
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IMMIGRATION AS A (NON-) FACTOR
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South Los Angeles with 2000 U.S. Census Tract Boundaries

Total Population:
1990:   802,371
2000:   825,408
2005-09: 858,773

7% increase 
from 1990 to 2005-09 

South Central High School Demographics 
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South Central High School Demographics 
2004-2005 School Year 
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A CRITICAL
ALLIANCE
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THE GAP MATTERS

Demographics and State Capital Spending Adjusted for Income
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THE GAP MATTERS

THE CHALLENGE OF INEQUALITY
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WE USED TO BE OPPORTUNITY-RICH . . .
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Gini Index by State
(2007-2009)

Note: The Gini coefficient is a measure of income inequality. A zero coefficient implies that all households in a state have exactly the same amount of 
wealth, while a coefficient of 1.0 means a single household has all the state's income.

Once considered a land of 
opportunity, California is now one of 
the most unequal states in the U.S.
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THE CONTINUING SIGNIFICANCE OF RACE

Note the persistent disparities 
in economic fortunes

AND OF NATIVITY . . .
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HIT HARD BY RECESSION

THE WEALTH GAP
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MAKING CHANGE

MAKING CHANGE
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 Keep pitching to the coming California

 Understand that this is an aspirational
not an angry constituency

 Keep our eyes on economic growth as 
well as fairness

 Understand the central task: bridging 
generations and geographies

 Build movements, not just organizations

WHAT’S THIS MEAN FOR COMMUNITY BUILDING?

 Understand that 
collaboration and conflict 
can go together

 Understand the need for policy 
packages, unexpected alliances, 
and new collaborations

 Understand that equity and inclusion 
are no longer luxuries but imperatives 
for economic and social sustainability

WHAT’S THIS MEAN FOR LEADERSHIP?
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LEADING THROUGH THE DIVIDE

PERE’S ARC OF RESEARCH

Visit us at:
http://dornsife.usc.edu/pere


