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A key consideration in the human migration process to a destination 
country is the need to secure suitable and affordable housing. As housing 
costs have increased in the United States in recent decades, mobile 
homes – also known as manufactured housing or “trailers” – have 
become a significant source of affordable housing for people living in the 
United States. In rural communities, mobile homes are a large portion of 
the housing stock. This paper explores mobile home living specifically in 
relation to Mexican migrants living in a rural county in central North 
Carolina. Consideration is given to the practical issues of this type of 
housing, as well as any influence the American stigma of mobile homes 
might have on the ways people experience their homes and communities. 
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01: Executive Summary 
As affordable housing options have become 
limited in the United States (US) over recent 
decades, manufactured housing – also 
known as “mobile homes” and “trailers” – 
has become an increasingly important form 
of housing, especially in rural communities. 
While much research has focused on the 
challenges of mobile home living, this 
project focused exclusively on the role this 
housing plays in the relocation process for 
Mexican migrants resettling in a rural county 
in North Carolina (NC). A better 
understanding of this can be valuable for 
various groups who work in both the housing 
and immigration sectors by highlighting both 
the benefits and challenges of this form of 
housing for migrants. 

This research project began as a partnership 
with the Center for Housing and Community 
Studies (CHCS) and took on an exploratory 
focus, utilizing predominantly qualitative 
methods with a geographic focus on central 
North Carolina. The initial demographic 
group targeted for inclusion was both 
migrants and refugees living in mobile 
homes in the US. Preliminary research was 
done in support of a literature review to 
inform the development of an in-depth 
interviewing guide that focused on various 
facets of mobile home living and its potential 
role in the migration and relocation process 
to the US. Due to the nature of the target 
demographic group, convenience and 
snowball sampling were used to gain access 
to interviewees. This was done through the 
use of strategically disseminated flyers 
about the project, as well as targeted mobile 
home community canvassing. 

Ultimately, twelve interviews were 
conducted in support of this project over the 

course of three months, all with individuals 
who migrated from various parts of Mexico. 
All interviewees lived in the same rural 
county in NC and came from three different 
mobile home communities. Through the 
course of the interviewing process, certain 
themes began to emerge which facilitated 
the ability to streamline the interview guide. 
These themes included, 1) the unique 
benefits and challenges of mobile home 
living for Mexican migrants living in central 
NC, 2) the role of people’s social networks 
during the migration process in finding a 
mobile home to live in, and 3) the limited 
impact of mobile home stigmatization on 
migrants. 

One of the most unique benefits of mobile 
homes for this particular group was the 
value these homes can bring in building 
social capital during the migration and 
relocation process. Mobile home ownership 
is one of the most affordable – if not the 
most affordable – pathways to home 
ownership in the US. The process of 
purchasing these homes, means that even 
people with very modest earning and savings 
can potentially achieve the American Dream 
of owning one’s own home. For migrants, 
even a modest mobile home in poor-to-fair 
condition can become a valuable commodity 
during the migration process. First, it 
provides the security of shelter. In the case 
of this research project in a rural community, 
these homes were secluded and quiet, 
affording people a peaceful existence with a 
certain level of invisibility to the rest of the 
community. All interviewees for this project 
also lived in mobile home communities that 
were composed either entirely or 
predominantly of other Latino/a migrants. 
As individuals established themselves in the 
US, these homes took on a secondary value 
as a commodity for certain participants as 
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they evolved into an investment property. 
Individuals leveraged this first home, then 
moved on to a more expensive housing 
form. They were able to sell the mobile or 
rent it out to a more recently arrived migrant 
who needed affordable housing. This was 
where the role of both strong and weak ties 
in a migrant’s social network became 
important as more established migrants had 
the opportunity to provide affordable 
housing to more recent migrants, while also 
generating income for themselves. 

Of note, none of the interviewees for this 
project seemed particularly concerned with 
or impacted by the stigmatization of mobile 
homes. Previous research indicated that a 
significant disadvantage of mobile homes as 
affordable housing is the social expense it 
can cost a person due to the unfavorable 
view of “trailers” in the US. For interviewees 
in this study, most indicated a basic 
awareness of the stigma, but seemed 
unconcerned with it. It appeared that living 
in a rural community in a predominantly co-
ethnic neighborhood may serve as a 
protective factor against stigma, especially 
given some of the advantages of mobile 
home living for this demographic. In 
addition, the fact that Americans generally 
view mobile homes unfavorably may 
contribute to the privacy and seclusion of 
some of these neighborhoods, contributing 
to a sense of invisibility for migrants. This 
could be particularly beneficial for people 
who might be living in the US as 
undocumented migrants. 

This project provides a spring board for 
measures to assist Latino/a immigrant in 
protecting their investments and assets. It 
may be especially useful for non-
governmental groups working with migrants 
and refugees and/or affordable housing 
advocacy groups. It was not clear from this 

project if people were purchasing their 
homes through formal, legal channels or 
through informal agreements with one 
another. Further research could pave the 
way for educational programs that ensure 
mobile home owners’ investments are 
protected through having proper title and 
deed paperwork in place. Additionally, most 
of the interviewees’ homes were in poor-to-
fair condition and had very low assessed 
values according to property tax records. 
Given the likelihood that many households 
in these neighborhoods included 
undocumented migrants, there may be a 
reticence to reach out to organizations who 
help with issues like home weatherization or 
food insecurity. Nongovernmental agencies 
who work in these realms can consider 
targeted ways to communicate their access 
to this demographic while being 
conscientious about the vulnerability of this 
group. 

02: Background 
Home is the launching point for everything 
else in a person’s life; one of three most 
basic needs. To be without a safe and 
dependable home makes every aspect of 
daily living more complicated. The 
availability of fair, affordable and safe 
housing plays a critical role in the economy 
and in communities by creating jobs, 
attracting new industry, increasing local tax 
revenues, and allowing working families to 
spend more on health, education, food, and 
other needs. Affordable and safe housing 
has been a constant issue in North Carolina 
(and the rest of the nation). More than 17 
million people have found mobile homes to 
be an affordable housing option.  

For many people today, mobile homes are 
seen as the place of last resort before 
becoming homeless, especially for those on 
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fixed incomes. Yet, mobile homes (aka 
trailers, or more accurately, manufactured 
homes) were once marketed as the 
affordable house for the everyman that 
could be located anywhere and possibly 
relocated as needed. Grissim (2006), notes 
that the industry really took off in the late 
1960s with the growth in personal home 
ownership and by 1972, "the industry 
shipped an astonishing 575,000 units, 
amounting to one-third of all new single 
family housing constructed that year in the 
United States." Growth rebounded again in 
the 1990s when, “manufactured housing 
represented 66% of the new affordable 
housing.” Since 2000, however, the market 
for manufactured homes (as with all 
housing) has dropped, largely as a result of 
industry greed and precarious financing 
through sub-prime and consumer-credit 
loans with prohibitive interest rates and 
poor terms. Many homes sold in the late 
1990s and early 2000s had to be 
repossessed, remanufactured, and resold, 
competing with newly built units that were 
flooding the market. This surplus of units hit 
just as access to credit became more 
restrictive. Long-time manufactures went 
out of business, others were consolidated, 
and the industry shrank. Still, the need for 
affordable housing was as great as ever. 
Today we see the manufacturing of around 
6,000 units per month nationally with an 
average sales price of under $67,000. By 
comparison, the median sales price of all 
homes sold nationally in 2014 was $282,800. 
Thus, mobile homes may still be considered 
a good option for affordable housing.  

Ed Golding, Principal Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Housing at HUD, while at the 
Aug 2015 meeting of the Manufactured 
Housing Consensus Committee (MHCC), 
explained that manufactured homes remain 

an affordable housing option for many 
Americans and that HUD is working on new 
policies to ensure “widely available safe, 
durable, and affordable manufactured 
housing.” Likewise, Amy J. Schmitz, 
Associate Professor in the University of 
Colorado School of Law, points out in 
Promoting the Promise Manufactured 
Homes Provide for Affordable Housing, that 
manufacture housing may "provide great 
opportunities for low-income families to 
own their homes. MHs [Mobile Homes] also 
may provide these families with affordable 
housing options where rental, subsidy, and 
other housing avenues are closed." 

FIGURE 1 - MOBILE HOME ADVERTISEMENT 
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Still mobile homes in general have a poor 
reputation. Starting in the 1960s, there were 
serious issues with shoddy construction, 
highly flammable materials, being 
susceptible to tornados, often located on 
poor building sites, and in the least desirable 
locations due to zoning restriction. A perusal 
of recent news headlines about mobile 
homes show continued issues of unsafe 
housing, issues with rapidly spreading trailer 
park fires, low-income home seekers of color 
falling victim to continued predatory 
lending, concentrations of high crime, and 
conditions of housing so deplorable as to 
present long-term health hazards for 
tenants.  

The greatest problem has to do with the fact 
that many who purchase a mobile home do 
not have funds to own the land on which it is 
parked. Most mobile home owners must 
rent a space in a trailer park as land prices 
are cost prohibitive and/or land 
improvements (water, septic, electricity) 
require too much up-front capital to be 
feasible. This has created a secondary 
market of mobile home park speculators 
who buy these parks and do little to maintain 
them; renting space to owners who are 
essentially trapped by the lack of mobility of 
‘mobile’ homes. Sanjena Sathian points out 
in her 2015 piece, “Investors have myriad 
advantages: They get to be landlords 
without having to maintain a physical 
structure (paint, carpeting, etc.), so 

TABLE 1 - NEW HOUSING UNITS THAT ARE MOBILE HOMES 
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operating costs are low. Most transactions 
go down in cold cash. Residents are, 
ironically, a relatively immobile bunch, 
meaning landlords can enjoy, as trailer park 
magnate Frank Rolfe wrote in a 2011 
column, “phenomenally stable revenues.” 
And landlords can play a delicate game, 
raising the rent slowly, $20 or $30 a month, 
and earning a healthy profit while keeping 
the homes just affordable enough for their 
residents.” There are even online ‘schools’ 
on how to become an investor in the ‘passive 
income’ potential of mobile home parks, 
thus attracting many who see these parks as 
easy money for little overall investment.  

 

Immigrant Displacement from Urban 
Housing 
 

Since the early 2000s housing has also 
emerged as battleground in the policy 
debates and struggles around immigration. 
When minorities find their residential 
mobility blocked because of discrimination, 
it creates a barrier to spatial assimilation, a 
key component to socioeconomic and 
occupational mobility. Moreover, it 
threatens their health and safety. While 
forty-five years ago, the Fair Housing Act 
became law, testing has revealed continuing 
patterns of housing discrimination against 
minorities and immigrants. Moreover, as 
Oliveri (2008) notes, “many local 
governments have recently sought to take 
measures into their own hands by passing 
anti-illegal immigrant (“Aii”) ordinances. 
These ordinances typically contain a 
combination of provisions: they make 
English the “official language” of the 
municipality; eliminate gathering places for 
day laborers; penalize employers for hiring 
unauthorized immigrants; restrict 

unauthorized immigrants’ access to public 
benefits; and prevent unauthorized 
immigrants from renting housing.” Housing 
studies conducted have indicated that 
immigrants and African Americans are 
“closed out” of housing opportunities 
(DeHoog, Davis, Carter, Jones, Jovanovic, 
Murphy and Sills 2008). For example, when 
all other factors were equal, the probability 
of approval for a mortgage application 
submitted by a minority is significantly less 
than whites (Sills 2008). Another study found 
that minority apartment seekers are 
provided different information about rent, 
deposit, and availability (Sills and Blake 
2008). Similarly, just under a quarter of 
(22.3%) immigrants in reported that they 
had been charged more rent than their 
neighbors and nearly a third (31.3%) felt that 
a landlord had treated them differently from 
other tenants because they were immigrants 
(Sills, Reed, and Sills 2009). 

As a result of the lack of affordable housing 
opportunities in towns, the lack of access to 
traditional credit sources, and issues with 
unfair treatment in many places, some 
immigrants are opting to purchase used 
mobile homes in rural areas and on the 
outskirts of cities.  

 

Affordable Mobile Homes  
 

Affordable housing means little in terms of 
impact if the quantity available is not 
sufficient to meet individual, family and 
community needs. Overall, nearly 50% of all 
renters in the region were “cost burdened,” 
paying more than 30% of income toward 
housing costs. The impact on family 
spending has significant economic 
repercussions throughout the immediate 
community and beyond. The 2011 State of 
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the Nation's Housing report showed that a 
shortage of affordable housing forces lower-
income families to shift the cost of housing 
to transportation, living further from 
schools, shopping, and employment. 

Mobile homes have clearly filled the 
affordability gap in NC accounting for about 
15% of housing stock. Under strengthened 
HUD standards, mobile homes present an 
opportunity for cost savings in terms of 
energy efficiency, up-front affordability, and 
even in long term sustainability. For 
example, the Corporation for Enterprise 
Development recently touted the durability 
of new manufactured homes saying that 
"The life expectancy of modern 
manufactured housing is equivalent to 
comparable site-built housing. Properly-
installed manufactured housing under 
HUD’s new construction code is also as safe 
and storm resistant as any other new home." 
Promotions for manufactured housing as the 
best alternative to renting abound. Yet, this 
does not paint a full picture of housing 

issues:  while people’s income can fall to 
nothing, housing costs typically do not.  

By CHCS calculations, there are more than 
5,849 mobile home parks in 845 
municipalities in North Carolina accounting 
for about 15% of the 38,000 parks in the USA 
and thus making North Carolina an ideal 
state in which to conduct research on 
affordable housing, mobile home parks and 
the residents who occupy them.  

TABLE 2 - NORTH CAROLINA’S MOBILE HOME PARKS HTTP://LIBRARY.UNCG.EDU/MAP/HOUSING/NEWALT.ASPX 
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03: Research Setting 
All twelve of the interview respondents for 
this project resided in Moore County, North 
Carolina. This was mainly due to the unique 
nature of Moore County. Moore County was 
designated as a small, rural county as the 
time of this research. According to 2016 US 
Census information, Moore County had a 
population of 95,776, with Whites making up 
82.9% of the county population. To highlight 
the stark differences in income, home value, 
and racial composition, 2016 Census and 
American Community Survey data has been 
provided for four cities/towns from the 
county in the table below. It is of note that 
Moore County was unique as a rural county 
since it possessed a small cluster of 
geographically-contiguous cities – Pinehurst 
and Whispering Pines — built up around 

several renowned historic golf resorts. For 
example, the golf resort, Pinehurst 1895, 
had hosted the U.S. Open Championship for 
golf multiple times throughout its history, 
making it an international draw for people 
who enjoyed golfing vacations. These cities 
had unusually high median incomes and the 
resort lifestyle had driven the cost of homes 
up within that specific area. This had created 
unique issues and problems for the county 
on the whole: 1) while many of the major 
county employers were located within 
Pinehurst the cost of living  in close 
geographic proximity to them was 
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prohibitively high, 2) the “resort lifestyle” 
had created a dearth of affordable housing 
options for lower-income individuals within 
close proximity to many of the employers 
and community resources located in 
Pinehurst, and 3) restrictive zoning laws 
within the Pinehurst and Whispering Pines 
area prevented the placement of 
manufactured homes to address the limited 
affordable housing options. This had led to 
issues of municipal underbounding by race 
whereby many lower-wage-earning workers 
lived in close by, unincorporated 
communities while Pinehurst and 
Whispering Pines remained 

disproportionately Whiter and wealthier. 
Municipal underbounding has been 
documented as a specific issue in 
nonmetropolitan Southern towns in the 
United States where certain disadvantaged 
groups are “systematically excluded from 
incorporation” which subsequently prevents 
equitable access to local community 
services, public utilities, and votes in local 
elections (Lichter, et al 2007). These sorts of 
divisions have been explored in literature 
(Gilbert 2014; MacTavish, Eley, and Salamon 
2006) to highlight the ways that they can 
“evolve into an equity issue of the center 
(those areas growing more upscale) versus 

FIGURE 2 - MAP OF MOORE COUNTY 
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the periphery (those area housing the lower 
income service providers)” (MacTavish 2006, 
110). The northern part of the county 
included a growing population of Latino/as 
who re-located to the area for agricultural 
and manufacturing work. The town of 
Robbins had become the hub of this, with a 
Latino/a population of over 50%. With 
limited apartment options, this part of the 
county’s affordable housing often took the 
form of mobile homes. 

To highlight the stark differences in income, 
home value, and racial composition, 2016 
Census and housing data has been provided 
for four Moore County cities/towns in the 
table below. 

In addition to these differences, political life 
in Moore County skewed Republican and 
conservative. In the 2016 presidential 
election, 63.4% of Moore County residents 
who voted, voted for Donald Trump (North 
Carolina Presidential Election Results 2016). 
City councils, county commissioners, and the 
school board have remained almost 

exclusively composed of Whites, as well, 
which has raised concern about to what the 
representation of other demographics’ 
interests have been represented in political 
matters (Gilbert 2014). When paired with 
racial underbounding, it appeared that racial 
minorities living in Moore County faced 
considerable political disenfranchisement. 

Interview respondents for this project 
largely came from the northern part of 
Moore County, many of whom moved for 
factory and foundry work in the area. In the 
past, a large textile mill provided potential 
employment opportunities to its over 1,000 
employees (Miller 2011); however, this 
factory closed many years ago due to 
international outsourcing. The loss of the 
mill impacted Robbins by increasing the 
poverty and unemployment rates in 
subsequent years following its closure. 
These problems were exacerbated by the 
fact that Moore County was considered one 
of the wealthiest counties in the state of 
North Carolina due to the unique affluence 

TABLE 3 - INCOME BY HOUSING BY TOWNS 

  Affluent 
Resort Town 

1 

Affluent 
Resort Town 

2 

Predominantly 
Latino/a Town 

Predominantly 
African American 

Town 

Median Household 
Income (2016) 

$78,951  $72,292  $22,541  $35,274  

Median House or 
Condo Value 

(2016) 
$304,619  $302,287  $71,438  $126,766  

Median Gross 
Rent (2016) 

$1,543  $1,262  $567  $676  

Racial/Ethnic 
Composition 

(2016) 

-91.4% - 
White (Non-

Hispanic) 

-83.4% - 
White (Non-

Hispanic) 

-45.9% - White 
(Non-Hispanic) 

-31.3% - White 
(Non-Hispanic) 

-3.7% - 
African 

American 

-2.6% - 
African 

American 

-2.6% - African 
American 

-65% - African 
American 

-2.1% - 
Latino/a 

-3.6% - 
Latino/a 

-50.3% - Latino/a -1% - Latino/a 
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of the resort communities of Pinehurst and 
Whispering Pines. This affluence meant, 
historically, that Moore County does not 
qualify for state aid money designated to 
help poorer counties, which negatively 
affected the much lower income towns 
surrounding the resort communities (Miller 
2011). 

Robbins’ geography was rural with a quaint, 
small downtown area with a few shops, a 
limited number of strip malls with grocery 
and discount stores, all surrounded by farm 
and timber lands. The closest highway was 
approximately twelve miles from the center 
of town. The area was set up in such a 
manner that it would be difficult to manage 
daily life without access to a car for 
transportation; Moore County did not have 
a public transportation program that 
serviced the entire county. Most housing 
was tucked away and not readily noticeable 

driving through town and would largely not 
be in walkable or bike-able locations. 
Because of the secluded nature of many 
neighborhoods, satellite imagery of the area 
available on Google Maps was used to 
identify mobile home communities to canvas 
for this research.  

The shift in demographics in Robbins over 
the last few decades had impacted the local 
community in unique ways as well. An 
example of this was within the education 
system. As of the 2016-2017 school year, 
30% of students in grades 3-5 enrolled in the 
public elementary school servicing the area 
were identified as “Limited English Proficient 
(LEP)”, with 60% of the entire student body 
being composed of Latino/a students 
(Department of Public Instruction 2016). 
Because this was a significantly different 
population from the overarching county 
school district (which only had a Latino/a 
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student population of 12.2%), this made the 
school “racially identifiable.” Racially 
identifiable schools are defined as ones 
where “the racial composition of the school 
[is] more than 10% different from the county 
average” (Gilbert 2014, 22). This data 
highlighted the concern of educational 
segregation and its intersections with 
educational inequity.  

Moore County on the whole had drawn 
attention from the outside due to its issues 
of racial segregation and municipal 
underbounding (Gilbert 2014). Most of this 
attention had focused on the predominantly 
African American communities surrounding 
Pinehurst that were unincorporated, 
preventing access to basic public services. 
More research needs to be done to what 
extent similar exclusionary planning has 
occurred with the growing Latino/a 
population in Robbins and ways to create 
support and advocacy for this demographic’s 
access to affordable and safe housing, 
quality education, and other important 
services. 

04: Research Findings 
Emerging themes developed through 
qualitative research coding of the interview 
transcripts. Key practical factors considered 
were: 1) whether the respondent owned or 
rented their home and the benefits and 
challenges of each,, and 2) how they had 
found their home. In addition, consideration 
was given to the fact that research 
participants in this study were largely 
unaware of or unconcerned with mobile 
home stigmatization in the United States, 
which contrasted with research done on 
other demographic groups, especially Non-
Hispanic Whites, who seemed very impacted 
by this stigma in previous literature 
(Kusenbach 2009; Atiles and Bohon 2006). 

Each of these themes was developed around 
data gathered from the research process, 
which was then evaluated within the 
theoretical framework developed in the 
literature review. This led to the 
identification of two over-arching processes 
that occurred for Mexican migrants included 
in this study who were living in mobile home 
communities: 1) the specific and practical 
role that mobile home communities played 
in the migration process, and 2) the ways 
that living in a mobile home community 
shaped certain aspects of migrants’ 
experiences living in the United States. 

 

The Practical Role of Mobile Home 
Communities in the Mexican 
Migration Process to Moore County 
 

Of importance in the migration process is the 
need for housing. Through the course of this 
research project, it became apparent that 
mobile home communities were providing a 
unique pathway to secure housing for 
Mexican migrants who relocated to Moore 
County. Unlike other forms of housing, 
mobile homes – especially older mobile 
homes – were providing private, affordable 
housing upon arrival to the area, as well as a 
potential pathway to home ownership. This 
was highlighted in an early interview with a 
male respondent who was in his 20s, whose 
family initially settled in a rented mobile 
home over a decade ago after his parents 
migrated to the area from Mexico for work.  

The respondent’s family migrated from 
Mexico to Texas when he was a young child 
before moving back to Mexico. He had other 
family members who relocated to the 
Robbins area of NC which led to his parents 
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deciding they would move to the area, as 

well. As he described it in his interview, 

 “My aunt was already working at [factory 
name redacted] and told my mom for, like, a 
year that she and my dad should move here. 
She said the pay was very good. Eventually 
my parents decided it was a good idea… My 
aunt told my parents about a house for rent 
in the same trailer park as her family so that’s 
where we first were living.”  

Once they were living in the mobile home 
community, his father was able to eventually 
purchase not only the home they lived in, 
but also the entire mobile home park as a 
parcel of land. He continued to rent the 
homes out in the park to the residents after 

becoming the owner. Over time, he was able 

to purchase houses in other mobile home 
communities, as well, and move his family 
into a stick-built, single-family home that he 
purchased. It was also interesting to note 
during this interview that the respondent 
shared in passing that this upward social 
mobility for his family allowed his mother to 
return to being a home-maker instead of 
working outside of the home for pay; this 
was something his mother had done before 
they moved to the United States. As an 
adult, the respondent worked with his father 
to help manage the mobile home 
communities while he attended college. The 
respondent indicated at the time of the 
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interview that essentially all of the tenants in 
their rental communities were Latino/a.  

Mobile home living has historically been 
viewed quite negatively in the United States, 
but this interview highlighted potential 
benefits this form of housing was providing 
specifically for migrants. Interestingly, these 
benefits likely existed largely because the 
housing form was stigmatized and viewed 
unfavorably by Americans. Many of the 
points the initial interviewee highlighted 
were reinforced by other respondents. The 
first point was that, older, rural mobile home 
communities were a pathway to providing 
affordable rent in a geographic area where 
there are not many options. Second, this 
housing option was identified by individuals 
through migrant social networks whereby a 
friend or family member would tell those 
who had not yet migrated about 
opportunities in the area for work and point 
them towards available mobile homes. This 
appeared to be occurring predominantly by 
word-of-mouth. Third, the affordability of 
older mobile homes created the opportunity 

for migrants to potentially buy a home 
outright, avoiding the need to seek financing 
for home-buying – financing that is often 
predatory in nature, especially for this 
population. Of note, none of the 
respondents in this study engaged in 
traditional rent-to-own strategies as 
outlined in the literature review; either the 
respondent indicated they owned the house 
and had paid for it outright or they were 
simply renting the house without intention 
to purchase it. Those who were renting 
indicated that they did wish to buy a home 
someday but did not indicate a desire to buy 
the actual home they were currently renting. 
Respondents generally expressed a desire to 
move into “nicer” housing – usually 
described as being newer and/or a stick-
built, single-family house. 

As can be observed in the following table, 
half of the respondents owned a mobile 
home and half rented. Most of the 
respondents found their home through a 
relative or a friend. The following table 

 

Participant ID Rent or Own? How Was Home Found? 

1 Own Family 
2 Own Family 
3 Own Family 
4 Own Neighbor 
5 Own Family 
6 Rent Advertisement 
7 Rent Friend/Acquaintance 
8 Rent Friend/Acquaintance 
9 Own Family 

10 Rent Advertisement 
11 Rent Friend/Acquaintance 
12 Rent Friend/Acquaintance 

 

TABLE 4 - HOW HOME WAS LOCATED BY OWNERSHIP OR RENTAL STATUS 
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highlights how each respondent indicated 
s/he found their current house. 

This finding related to previous research on 
how important social networks are in the 
migration process for people (Palloni, et al 
2001; Liu 2013; Re Cruz 1998). Some 
respondents found their homes through 
strong ties (e.g. purchasing a home from an 
immediate family member) while others did 
through looser ties such as a friend or 
acquaintance. The most common process 
highlighted by these interviews was that, 
first, a person/family would live in a rented 
mobile home located through an 
acquaintance and would later move into a 
purchased home, usually located through 
family in the area. Respondents who rented 
were more likely than respondents who 
were home owners to have found their 
home through an advertisement or 
acquaintance. Home owners were more 
likely to have found their home through 
family. Consideration of how interviewees 
found their houses highlighted the 
importance of social networks in securing 
housing during the migration process. The 
interviews also indicated that mobile homes 
can be a source of capital in the migration 
process for migrants residing in Moore 
County by becoming a commodity which can 
be owned and rented out to others for a 
profit. 

 

Finding Affordable Rental Housing in 
Moore County 
 

As highlighted in the literature, mobile 
homes have become a key option for 
individuals and families seeking affordable 
housing in the United States. Moore County 
proved no exception to this. The median 
rental price in Robbins was $576, with 

respondents for this study indicating a price 
that skewed even lower. Based upon 
research gathered through ads, word of 
mouth, and interview responses, monthly 
mobile home rents in the predominantly 
Latino/a mobile home communities were 
more affordable in comparison to other 
available housing types and ranged from the 
$200s to $400s. While the homes may have 
been quite old for mobile homes (in many 
cases manufactured before the 1990s) and 
in poor condition, their relatively low value 
seemed to make them a good stepping stone 
upon arriving in the United States by 
providing low monthly rent that would be 
unlikely in any other scenario. Additionally, 
as was the case for several interview 
respondents, being able to rent from 
someone who migrated from Mexico earlier 
likely provided a level of comfort and a sense 
of safety.  

This comfort and affordability as a renter, 
though, did come at an expense, namely the 
quality of the housing itself. The affordability 
of these homes as rentals came, largely, 
from the age of the housing itself. All the 
respondents lived in older mobile homes 
estimated at being produced sometime 
between the 1970s and the 1990s. Using a 
scale developed by CHCS to assess the 
external structure of mobile homes which 
allows for the rating of homes from 1 to 10, 
with 1 being in extremely poor condition and 
10 being in excellent condition, the majority 
of the houses respondents lived in were in 
poor to fair condition. Most houses were not 
on permanent foundations and were sagging 
with roofing issues and makeshift repairs. 
This poor condition of the homes could 
become a point of contention between the 
renter and the landlord. In one interview 
with a female respondent in her 20s, she 
expressed total dissatisfaction with the 
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house when asked what she liked about the 
home. “Nothing,” she said, while shrugging 
and laughing as her two children ran around 
playing together. When asked to explain her 
concerns with the home she said, 

“The landlady never fixes any of the things 
wrong with this house. Why are we paying 
her rent? I called her five or six times to fix 
that [broken window on the front of the 
home] and when she finally came this is 
what she did to fix it.”  

She pointed to a piece of cardboard duct-
taped over the broken glass. In general, most 
respondents did have concerns with the 
condition of the home but did not express 
total dissatisfaction with the home. 

Common concerns cited by respondents 
included needed home repairs, high 
electricity costs, and a lack of trash service. 

While the poor condition of a home was an 
obvious challenge, during the interviews 
most respondents also pointed to 
advantages of living in a rented mobile 
home. For example, in comparison to 
apartment living, renting a mobile home had 
the benefit of access to a yard and personal 
outdoor space. This allowed for things like 
gardens, play structures for children, and the 
ability to have animals, which a number of 
respondents indicated was valuable to them. 
While canvassing in one particular 
neighborhood composed entirely of renters, 
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the researchers were followed by a flock of 
free-range chickens. A home-made chicken 
coop was in one yard and the tenant proudly 
shared that her husband had built it for 
them. The landlord  did not care about the 
coop or chickens. In all of the neighborhoods 
canvassed people had built chicken coops or 
dog kennels for their animals which may also 
have been a draw to mobile home living in 
comparison to other affordable housing.  

Benefits and challenges of mobile home 
renting aside, like most demographics in the 
United States, interview respondents who 
rented did indicate a desire to some day own 
a home. One of the main reasons interview 
respondents cited for why they chose to rent 
their mobile home was the affordability of 
the home and the need to save money. 
Many indicated they hoped to gain the 
financial capacity to own their own home in 
the future and that they felt their current 
housing situation would allow for that to 
happen in the future. 

 

Mobile Home Ownership for Mexican 
Migrants in Moore County 
 

Mobile home ownership provided a number 
of advantages for this population. The first 
advantage cut across immigration status and 
racial lines and was simply that 
manufactured housing provided an 
affordable path to home ownership to 
people for whom this would otherwise be 
unlikely, if not impossible. Interestingly, for 
this project, all of the interview respondents 
who shared how they purchased their 
homes indicated that they either bought 
outright or had developed a payment plan 
with a family member they were purchasing 
the house from. These options seemed to 
allow the respondents to avoid more 

predatory purchasing options that are 
common in what authors Katherine 
MacTavish and Sonya Salamon referred to as 
the “mobile home industrial complex” in 
their 2017 book, Singlewide: Chasing the 
American Dream in a Rural Trailer Park.  

As described in the book, the mobile home 
industrial complex was the growing level of 
exploitation mobile home owners often 
have faced when purchasing a home, 
including high interest rates on property that 
is viewed as personal instead of real. As 
discussed in the literature on mobile home 
living, a potential disadvantage of mobile 
home ownership has been that the houses 
themselves are considered personal 
property and not real property until certain 
permanence standards are met. In addition, 
regardless of property designation, mobile 
homes historically have depreciated quickly, 
many times minimizing or eliminating the 
equity a homeowner might have been able 
to build by owning another form of housing.  

For migrant home owners included in this 
study, willingness to purchase very modest, 
used mobile homes allowed them to remain 
essentially debt-free. When and if they then 
moved on to another form of housing, 
access to migrant social networks that 
connected them to their country of origin – 
in this case, Mexico – meant they were able 
to leverage the home as a source of income 
by being able to connect with a newly 
arrived migrant who would rent the home 
from them. This also provided a benefit to 
the newly arrived migrant through access to 
monthly rents that were more competitive 
than other options in the area. 

As highlighted above, while the age of the 
homes could cause issues with the actual 
condition of the physical structure, it also 
meant that the homes were more affordable 
to purchase than other options, allowing a 
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pathway to homeownership. This is not to 
say that it did not take time, effort, and 
sacrifice to save enough money to buy these 
homes, but simply that it became more 
attainable to purchase an older, used mobile 
home than other available houses. It is also 
important to note that the general findings 
for this project may have been skewed due 
to the unique nature of one of the 
neighborhoods that several of the 
respondents who were homeowners lived 
in. This neighborhood was generally set up 
like a small mobile home park with 
approximately thirty homes lining a dead-
end street; however, most of the 
interviewees from this neighborhood 
indicated that they owned both the home 

and the land. This was not typical of how 
many mobile home communities to work. 
Staff from CHCS graciously assisted me by 
providing me the assessed value of the 
homes and the land, as well as general 
property tax information. The neighborhood 
was divided up into small, individual lots 
generally tied to a single mobile home. This 
meant that the respondents really could and 
likely did own both the home and the land. 
That being said, the value of the homes in 
this neighborhood was strikingly low. The 
mean home value was $975 with a land 
value ranging from $7,200 to $8,000. While 
it is unknown what each owner actually paid 
for their home, respondents for this project 
who were willing to share indicated that 
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they had paid between $7,000 and $15,000 
to purchase their homes outright. In all three 
cases the respondent indicated s/he owned 
the land as well. Ownership of the land can 
protect a person’s investment, even when 
the mobile home itself is decreasing in value. 

One interview highlighted the value of family 
in making these purchases possible. The 
respondent, a woman from Mexico in her 
60s, said,  

“…and I was able to rent here on this street 
first when I came from Mexico. Then a 
gentleman who owned this house here 
decided to move so my daughter, son-in-law, 
and I were able to put our money together to 
buy this house. They live nearby and wanted 
me here, too.”  

Another respondent, a woman in her 40s 
who lived with her husband and school-aged 
children, discussed how their family had 
made payments to her uncle periodically to 
ultimately purchase the home through a 
scenario that was described as being 
unstructured and informal whereby they 
made payments as they had the money 
available. 

The Value of Social Ties in Identifying 
a Mobile Home for Rent or Purchase 
 

As discussed throughout the sections above, 
a key finding was how important everyone’s 
ties to other people in the migrant social 
network were in the process of identifying 
housing. Relationships with people both in 
Robbins, as well as back in home 
communities in Mexico, proved beneficial in 
the process of finding a home or renting an 
owned one out. Both strong and weak ties 
were valuable. For most of the interview 
respondents who were renting, their rental 
home was the first house they had lived in in 

the United States. It was not common for 
renters to move around from rental-to-
rental; the only respondents who had rented 
another home in the United States had done 
so when living in a different state. Most of 
the interview respondents discussed coming 
to the area to follow friends and/or family 
members from their hometown in Mexico. 
This involved the person already in the 
United States helping with both job leads 
and identifying a house for rent in the same 
mobile home community s/he was currently 
residing in. Multiple respondents described 
similar processes of either themselves or 
their families moving to the area from 
Mexico on the advice of people from their 
social network. 

While American mobile home stigma 
generally has made manufactured housing 
seem undesirable, a key highlight in these 
interviews was in uncovering how even a 
mobile home with an assessed value of $220 
(as some houses in neighborhoods included 
in this study were valued at) could become a 
source of social capital in the migration 
experience when considered within a 
framework of migrant social networks. As 
defined by Bourdieu and Wacquant (1992), 
“[s]ocial capital is the sum of the sources, 
actual or virtual, that accrue to an individual 
or group by virtue of possessing a durable 
network of more or less institutionalized 
relationships of mutual acquaintance and 
recognition” (119). In this context, mobile 
homes were a valuable commodity by 
providing affordable housing in a geographic 
location it might not otherwise exist through 
the provision of a competitive monthly rent 
or an attainable purchase price for 
ownership. The willingness to live in a home 
that many Americans would find undesirable 
is likely the reason this system worked 



21 | P a g e  
 

effectively in providing housing and 
pathways to homeownership. 

 

Living in a Mobile Home Community: 
Experiences of Mexican Migrants 
Residing in Moore County 
 

As highlighted above, there were definitely 
practical issues and concerns with living in a 
mobile home community that ranged from 
inattentive landlords to houses in very poor 
structural condition. These issues seemed to 
be offset, at least in part, by some of the 
unique benefits mobile homes could offer to 
Mexican migrants. Even so, it was 
simultaneously important to recognize 
during the research process that there likely 
were no other housing options for this 
demographic in this area other than to live in 
a mobile home community. In addition to 
these practical facets, though, there was also 
discussion of aspects of mobile home 
community living that were less tangible. 
These aspects surrounded the respondent’s 
experiences that were directly related to 
living specifically in a mobile home 
community. These included the essentially 
nonexistent impact of American mobile 
home stigma on Mexican migrants in this 
community and a subsequent level of 
invisibility and privacy from the outside 
world. 

American Mobile Home Stigma and Mexican 
Migrants in Moore County 

For Americans, academic literature indicated 
that mobile home living was an affordable 
form of housing, but it came at a significant 
social expense to the individual or family 
(MacTavish 2007). These social expenses 
could require individual people to engage in 
various strategies to minimize or deflect the 

negative stereotyping, such as distancing 
themselves from others in the marginalized 
group as a way of differentiating one’s self 
(Kusenbach 2009). The interview guide for 
this research project was developed to 
explore if this experience was also true for 
migrants, specifically through the questions: 
“How do you think Americans in general 
view mobile homes? Do they view them the 
same as other types of houses or differently? 
If differently, how so?” The value of mobile 
homes as a commodity in the migration 
process became increasingly obvious during 
the interview process. 

Through the course of interviews for this 
project it became apparent that, while many 
respondents were aware that mobile homes 
were viewed unfavorably by Americans, they 
did not seem negatively impacted by the 
stigma. Several respondents indicated in 
their interviews they comprehended, at 
least on a basic level, that mobile homes 
were stigmatized in the United States, but 
would then go on to explain why they liked 
their home and why it was a desirable choice 
for them. For example, one female 
respondent in her 20s stated in her interview 
that, “Americans view mobile homes as 
‘lesser’ and think people living in them are 
more into poverty than other people.” 
However, she went on to debunk the 
stereotype from her own experiences and 
explained how everyone she knew living in 
mobile homes had good jobs and worked 
hard and simply wanted an affordable 
house. Another female respondent in her 
20s did not bring up mobile home 
stigmatization, but did state, “Americans 
don’t really see mobile homes the same as 
other types of houses. I don’t think they 
want to live in them.” Other respondents 
simply seemed not to care and answered the 
question dismissively or would state that 
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they were not American so they did not 
know what Americans thought of mobile 
homes. 

When paired with these interviews, the fact 
that Americans – especially Whites –
generally viewed mobile homes unfavorably 
seemed to work in migrants’ favor if the goal 
for the migrant was wanting a home that 
was private and secluded. In essence, mobile 
homes became an embodiment of the idiom, 
“One man’s trash is another man’s 
treasure.” The American distaste for mobile 
home living had created a level of invisibility 
through both the physical location of these 
homes, as well as wealthier Americans’ 
general disinterest in them which had 
created an additional sort of political and 
ideological invisibility. Also, the fact that 
white Americans living in mobile homes try 
to distance themselves from their homes 
and communities through impression 
management strategies may have added an 
additional buffer of privacy for migrants 
(Kusenbach 2009). 

 

Migrants, Mobile Homes, and 
Strategic Invisibility 
 

For both renters and owners, a common 
sentiment most interview respondents said 
about their homes and communities was, 
“Es tranquilo.” In English, this translated to, 
“It’s quiet.” Regardless of whether an 
individual liked the home itself, respondents 
indicated that a major value of their house 
was the fact that it was in a quiet, peaceful 
location, not on a main road. The majority of 
predominantly Latino/a neighborhoods 
identified for this project were literally not 
visible unless a person knew what s/he was 
looking for and where. The neighborhoods 
were located down side roads, some of 

which were dirt, and were often shrouded by 
trees. Property records and Google satellite 
imagery identified neighborhoods to canvas 
that were likely composed of the target 
demographic for this research. Because of 
this physical invisibility, many of these 
neighborhoods appeared to offer a level of 
privacy to the outside community that other 
affordable housing – namely, apartments – 
would not be able to offer residents. Given 
the politically conservative nature of the 
surrounding community and growing anti-
immigration rhetoric around the country, 
this value of privacy seemed to be code 
during the interviews for a sense of safety 
from people who might not want Latino/a 
migrants living in their communities. The 
option to live and remain in these mobile 
home communities for significant periods of 
time did not appear to be accidental, but 
instead, a strategic decision that was shaped 
by the constraints of a general lack of 
affordable housing in the area. 

One interview highlighted how non-Latino/a 
residents in a predominantly co-ethnic 
mobile home community could potentially 
cause disruptions. In this particular 
neighborhood, it appeared that only two of 
the mobile home residences were composed 
of people who were not Latino/a; in both 
cases they appeared to be White. During an 
interview with a female respondent in her 
60s who lived across the street from one of 
these homes, she indicated the only issue 
she had ever had living in the community 
had come from the couple who resided in 
that house. She stated:  

I feel safe living here. I like it. Back in 
time, there was a couple who lived in 
that house across the street and the 
husband really didn’t seem to like any 
of us. He was very prejudiced. It 
caused problems in the 
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neighborhood. He died and when he 
did, his wife actually told us that she 
wasn’t like him and didn’t want 
problems. She still lives there, but we 
don’t have those problems anymore. 
She just keeps to herself now and we 
will wave if we see each other. 

It is also of note that the privacy and 
invisibility tenants valued was primarily 
oriented to protection from concerns 
outside of the community. In other words, 
they valued that the neighborhood was not 
of interest to people other than residents. 
However, this did not mean that the 
neighborhood itself was always quiet 
amongst the actual neighbors themselves. 
For example, in one specific neighborhood, 
two separate interviews with younger 
respondents in their 20s included complaints 
about the “drama” that came from living in a 
co-ethnic neighborhood. Both respondents 
lived in with their parents and siblings; one 
also had her own child. When probed about 
what was meant by “drama,” the female 
respondent with a child said it was 
challenging living in a small neighborhood 
with family and friends who all knew one 
another. She said she lacked privacy from 
friends and family members who would just 

invite themselves into her house. “They 
don’t even knock!” she explained. “I would 
be trying to do homework or watch TV and 
my aunt and cousins would see that I was 
home and just come over.” The other 
respondent living in the neighborhood made 
similar complaints. She said, “Since so many 
of the people come here and don’t speak 
English they can get lonely and bored. 
Everyone here involves themselves in 
everyone else’s business and it can get really 
annoying.” 

Due to the fact that all respondents were 
from Mexico and living in a rural community, 
it would be interesting for further research 
to see if this finding is true for migrants from 
different countries of origin living in other 
geographic locations in the United States. 
Hypothetically, living in a rural area without 
other forms of affordable housing in 
neighborhoods with other Latino/a migrants 
might serve as a protective factor to mobile 
home stigma that would not necessarily 
exist in other contexts (e.g. more diverse 
neighborhoods, more urban geographic 
locations) while also providing the chance 
for socialization with people from a similar 
cultural background.

 

 

  



24 | P a g e  
 

REFERENCES 
Aman, Destiny D., and Brent Yarnal. 2010. “Home Sweet Mobile Home? Benefits and Challenges 

 of Mobile Home Ownership in Rural Pennsylvania,” Applied Geography 30, (1): 84-95. 

Apgar, William C., Allegra Calder, Michael Collins, and Mark Duda. 2002. “An Examination of 

 Manufactured Housing as a Community- and Asset-Building Strategy,” Joint Center for 

 Housing Studies, September. 

Appadurai, Arjun. 2003. “The Production of Locality,” in Counterworks: Managing the Diversity 

 of Knowledge, ed. By Richard Fardon, 208-226. London and New York: Routledge. 

Atiles, Jorge H., and Stephanie A. Bohon. 2006. “Camas Calientes: Housing Adjustments and 

 Barriers to Social and Economic Adaptation among Georgia’s Rural Latinos,” Southern 

 Rural Sociology 19, (1): 97-122. 

Bordieu, Pierre and Loic J. D. Wacquant. 1992. An Invitation to Reflexive Sociology. Chicago: 

 University of Chicago Press. 

Cieraad, Irene. 1999. At Home: An Anthropology of Domestic Space. Syracuse, New York: 

 Syracuse University Press. 

Gilbert, Peter. 2014. “The State of Exclusion: Moore County, N.C.: An In-Depth Analysis of the 

 Legacy of Segregated Communities,” UNC Center for Civil Rights.  

Granovetter, Mark S. 1973. “The Strength of Weak Ties,” American Journal of Sociology 78, (6): 

 1360-80. 

Grzeszczyk, Ewa. 2014. “Waking Up From a Dream: The American Myth of Social Mobility,” 

 Journal of American Studies 15, (15): 39-53. 

Hart, John Fraser, Michele J. Rhodes, and John T. Morgan. 2002. The Unknown World of the 

 Mobile Home. Baltimore and London: Johns Hopkins University Press. 

Khimm, Suzy. 2014. “The American Dream, Undocumented,” MSNBC, October 28. 

Kusenbach, Margarethe. 2009. “Salvaging Decency: Mobile Home Residents’ Strategies of 

 Managing the  Stigma of ‘Trailer’ Living,” Qualitative Sociology 32, (4): 399-428. 

Lichter, Daniel T., Domenico Parisi, Steven Michael Grice, and Michael Taquino. 2007. 

 “Municipal Underbounding: Annexation and Racial Exclusion in Small Southern Towns,” 

 Rural Sociology 72, (1): 47-68. 

Liu, Mao-mei. 2013. “Migrant Networks and Intentional Migration: Testing Weak Ties,” 

 Demography 50 (4): 1243-77. 



25 | P a g e  
 

Lucas, Kristen. 2011. “The Working Class Promise: A Communicative Account of Mobility-Based 

 Ambivalences,” Papers in Communication Studies, Paper 12. 

MacDonald, John S. and Leatrice D. MacDonald. 1964. “Chain Migration Ethnic Neighborhood 

 Formation and Social Networks,” The Milbank Memorial Fund Quarterly 42, (1): 82-97. 

MacTavish, Katherine. 2006. “Housing Vulnerability among Rural Trailer-Park Households,” 

 Georgetown Journal on Poverty Law and Policy 13, (1): 95-117. 

MacTavish, Katherine. 2007. “The Wrong Side of the Tracks: Social Inequality and Mobile Home 

 Park Residence,” Community Development 38, (1): 74-91. 

McCabe, Brian. 2016. No Place Like Home: Wealth, Community, and the Politics of 

 Homeownership. New York: Oxford University Press. 

Miller, Michelle. 2011. “Town Struggles in County Deemed Too Rich for Aid,” CBS News, 

 October 17. 

Olivio, Antonio. 2016. “Without Social Security Numbers, Illegal Immigrants Face Eviction,” 

 Washington Post, February 10. 

Palloni, Alberto, Douglas S. Massey, Miguel Ceballos, Kristin Espinosa, and Michael Spittel. 

 2001. “Social Capital and International Migration: A Test Using Information on Family 

 Networks,” American Journal of Sociology 106, (5): 1262-1298. 

Passel, Jeffrey, S., and D’Vera Cohn. 2009. “A Portrait of Unauthorized Immigrants in the United 

 States,” Pew Hispanic Center, April 14. 

Poros, Maritsa. 2011. “Migrant Social Networks: Vehicles for Migration, Integration, and 

 Development,” The Online Journal of the Migration Policy Institute, March 30. 

Qiu, Linda. 2018. “’Chain Migration’ Has Become a Weaponized Phrase. Here Are the Facts 

 Behind It,” NY Times, January 26. 

Re Cruz, Alicia. 1998. “Migrant Women Crossing Borders: The Role of Gender and Religion in 

 Internal and External Mexican Migration,” Journal of Borderlands Studies 13, (2): 83-97. 

Rodman, Margaret C. 2007. “Empowering Place: Multilocality and Multivocality,” in The 

 Anthropology of Space and Place: Locating Culture, ed. Setha M. Low and Denise 

 Lawrence-Zuniga, 204-223. Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing, Ltd. 

Rohe, William M., Shannon Van Zandt, and George McCarthy. 2001. “The Social Benefits and 

 Costs of Home Ownership: A Critical Assessment of the Research,” Low-Income 

 Homeownership Working Paper Series, October. 



26 | P a g e  
 

Salamon, Sonya, and Katherine MacTavish. 2006. “Quasi-homelessness among Rural Trailer-

 Park Households in the United States,” in International Perspectives on Rural 

 Homelessness, ed. Paul Milbourne and Paul J. Cloke, 45-63. London and New York: 

 Routledge. 

Sawyer, Ariana M. 2017. “Immigrant Families Evicted as Mobile Home Company Seeks Growth,” 

 The Tennessean, January 20.  

Schiller, Nina Glick, Linda Basch, and Cristina Szanton Blanc. 1995. “From Immigrant to 

 Transmigrant:  Theorizing Transnational Migration,” Anthropological Quarterly 68, (1): 

 48-63. 

Shen, G. 2005. “Location of Manufactured Housing and Its Accessibility to Community Services: 

 A GIS-Assisted Spatial Analysis,” Socio-Economic Planning Series 39, (1): 25-41. 

Spencer, Thomas. 2011. “Alabama Immigration Law Shakes Up Mobile Home Parks,” The 

 Birmingham News, October 15. 

Sullivan, Esther. 2014. “Halfway Homeowners: Eviction and Forced Relocation in a Florida 

 Manufactured Home Park,” Law and Social Inquiry 39, (2): 474-497. 

Sullivan, Esther. 2017. “Displaced in Place: Manufactured Housing, Mass Eviction, and the 

 Paradox of State Intervention,” American Sociological Review 82, (2): 243-269. 

Wallman, Sandra. 1998. “New Identities and the Local Factor – or When is Home in Town a 

 Good Move?” in Migrants of Identity: Perceptions of Home in a World of Movement, ed. 

 By Nigel Rapport and Andrew Dawson, 181-205. Oxford and New York: Berg. 

  



27 | P a g e  
 

UNCG Center for Housing and Community Studies 
Suite 3605 Moore Humanities and Research Administration Building  

The University of North Carolina at Greensboro 
1111 Spring Garden Street 

Greensboro, NC 27402-6170 
chcs.uncg.edu 

 

The Center for Housing and Community Studies (CHCS) was incorporated in 2015 as a 

university-based research, evaluation, and technical assistance center. We fulfill our research 

agenda by providing data and analysis for governmental and nonprofit agencies as well as the 

preparation of working papers, research notes, and scholarly publications. CHCS is committed 

to investigating and understanding how the social, economic, environmental and spatial 

aspects of home and neighborhood affect people’s health, well-being, and life course.  

What We Do: 

Community Dashboards & Indicators - Data Analysis - Data Collection - Fair Housing Analysis of 
Impediments - Focus Group Facilitation - Geographic Information Systems - Health Impact - 
Assessments Housing Assessments  - Market Valuation  - Neighborhood Development  - Planning 
Studies - Policy Analysis - Program Evaluation - Survey Research - Technical Assistance & 
Consulting 

Current and Recent Project: 

• Asset Based Community Planning Study 

• Collaborative Cottage Grove BUILD 2.0 
Evaluation 

• Community Engagement & Coalition 
Building  

• Cottage Grove Community Asset Mapping 

• Community Health Indicators Projects 

• Eviction Diversion Research Project  

• Fair Housing Studies 

• Fair Lending Mortgage Data Analysis Project 

• Food Security and Local Food Promotion 
Program 

• Guilford County MetroLab 

• Guilford County Solution to the Opioid 
Problem (GCSTOP) 

• Healthy Housing Project 

• Homebase Compass Technical Assistance to 
HUD Homeless Continuum of Care  

• Housing Hangout Monthly Presentations 

• Invest Health Greensboro Asthma-Safe City 

• Market Segmentation Studies 

• Neighborhood Health Impact Teams (HIT) 

• NSF I-Corp 

• Strategic Prevention Framework 
Partnership for Success Behavioral Health 
Disparities Technical Assistance 

• Quality of Life Mapping 

• Reentry Housing Study  

• Rural Mobile Home Studies 

• UNCG Habitat for Humanity Club 


