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A story of segregation, disinvestment, and
lingering implications
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What are Racially Restricted Covenants?

* Acondition precedent to the sale of the property (majority)
* Alegally binding document.

* Alegal extension of residential housing segregation until 1948.
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Homebuying 101
e Whatis a deed?

A deedisa
tangible legal
document that
is transferred
from owner to

owner.

Evidence that
a person is the
owner of the
title of a

property.

Recorded in a

courthouse or

an assessor's
office.

Covenants can
be placed in
deeds to
restrict the
usage of the

property.
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St. Louis: An Overview - history

Mostly enacted during the early 20th century in response
to the Great Migration.

1916 referendum passed that banned anyone buying a
home in a neighborhood that occupied 75% or more of
another race. First of its kind in the nation.

Historic Shelley V. Kraemer Case

While present in St. Louis City, these covenants are more
prevalent in St. Louis County, with 80% of properties built
before 1950 having one on their deed
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Formation & Variations

The court case Buchanan v

Warley made the recently

passed referendum illegal
in 19117.

People resulted to using
racially restrictive covenants
in their place.

Petitions,

parcel, subdivisions, private

streets, and private streets
with restrictions.
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1890-1910

Racial Restrictions in
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1920-1930

Racial Restrictions in

Greater St. Louis, 1870 - 1952
Year: 1920
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1940-1950

Racial Restrictions in
Greater St. Louis, 1870 - 1952

| Year: 1941

.
ey I
EST
1)
¥, = N i
Type of Restriction N N
Parcel BALLWIA \ ',,
|
Petition
Private Street
Private Street With Racial
Restriction SETHIL L N\
sl Restriction Type Share Black
ubdivision . ‘ W Parcel W >90%
Census Demographics W Petition W 75% - 89%
(1900 - 1950) Private Street I 50% - 74%
R M Private Street With 25% - 49%
Share Black Racial Restriction 10% - 24%

| g Subdiyision >0% - 9%

| Racial Restrictions in
Greater St. Louis, 1870 - 1952

| Year: 1952
| T ——————)
|

Type of Restriction

[ Parcel
Petition
! Private Street
Private Street With Racial
Restriction
Subdivision

Census Demographics {
| (1900 - 1950) |

Share Black

am z T ] i
l—l MBIA © MapTiler © OpenStreetMap contributors | 3mi |

FL

HAZELWOOD

Restriction Type Share Black

M Parcel W >90%

W Petition W 75% - 89%
Private Street W 50% - 74%

M Private Street With 25% - 49%

Racial Restriction 10% - 24%
Subdivision >0% - 9%

I A KlAnTilar ® NnanCtraathan rantrihidare



=== Center for Social

Development
BROWN SCHOOL AT WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY

Initiative Petition

The process of collecting signatures
and majority agreement that
property could not be sold to
undesirable group for a fixed
amount of time.

ﬁmdmdruaub;:uwb\z.umun;mmc. St. Louis cxmz
UNIFORM RESTRICT[ON AGREEMENT
Adopted by ST. LOUIS REAL ESTATE EXCHANGE -
THIS INDENTURE, Made and entered into this + 4 ‘g" day of LAPRI- ' 1939

N

by

.City of St. Louis, Missouri,
R .F ﬂAnm»uFﬁ . (hercmaftcr called Trustees), Parties of the Second Pagt, WITNESSETH :

WHEREAS the subscribers hereto are the owners of ‘various parcels of land in the d:smct sntuated
C‘h Blocks Numbets4{{‘ €:<-1 ..... ox the City of St. Louis, State of Missouri, bounded
- on -4k wMﬁhﬁ!‘&’e& on the £HEL..by

mﬁln’srwlrf . i o s
: ...Street, and on the. We“-’Z‘ byt

—.; on TR-7 274 o, 403 S

.; the several parcels owned by the Parties of the

beu!g mﬁre particularly described as follows:

A 0 frelrERTY. QENFR Mr {zar/ﬂ Lo 7 MUPOER.

Parties of the Firsg Part. and AR‘T’“" E.Hotty -Iﬂf“”” l-fl’/ _.én-a i

e
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Initiative Petition
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And, \/\/ IE lxh.-\b it is to the mutual berefit and advantage of all of the parties of the First Part to
g.resér\-e the character of =aid neighborhood as a desirable place of residence for persons of the Caucasian
itace and to maintain the values of their respective properties, and to that end they desire to restrict the usc
and '(iislvositibn of their selcral said ndn.els of land for the benefit. of all parties of the First Part, their
T:zci':-x-, SuGUessers as ned assigns, m th" manner hereinafter set forth; and

W\ HE : R!...-\. . the ¥t T.ouis -Real L:tate Exchange, a LOF[)OfatSO!‘! of. whlch ‘said- I‘rustce: are respec-

i f%ly the Presilent Jreasurer. ‘and Secrutary, is ora’,wn/ed to promote the xnterestb of the property own-
er~ of the' Uity of St Louis, andlis, thereioure, in thorougf syl '1thv'w1th said purpose. &nd desires to co-

cperate in the est .gbh\hnuut ol <aid restrictions: and,

WEHIEREAS, it is the desire-and intention of the parties o‘! the Fu'st and Second. Parts to also mwrovide -

{c.r the enforcement of =aid restricuions:




== Center for Social
<& Development

BROWN SCHOOL AT WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY

I|_v_]l

Initiative Petition

First: Erect. maintain, operate or permit to be grected. Maintained or OVETALEA TNY HAUFKILTH trviess:

: ing to parties of the First Part
iunk shop or rag picking establishment on any of. the pan.els of jand belonging to p t

and hcrein«above described.

. N - P '. l
Second: Sell, counvey, lease or rent toanegro or negroes, or deliver possession to Or permit to be
wcenpried by - pegro-or negroes { o mattcr how the right w sccupancy o titte shall be artempred to e~
i Rirs i ibed,
deqiuredt any of the said parcels of land belonging tu parties of the Rirst Part and hereinabove &esct ,

“1. X [

or any part thereoi or any mterest therein. _ s ;

¢ o o
The soregomg restrictions and each of them shall remain afd be n !one and effect for a - peried

twenty ’0) vears from the date hereof, unless sconer terminated by wri iting executed and acknowl”edged

by the OwgeEs U P ‘fee of at least seventy-five (75) per cent ‘of the totai number of fect frontage upon
RW3? BAS
L-ﬁ‘xlf:‘:r;‘:" :"" P""’” l?m of the land of parties of the hrst Part, hereinabove described :md dﬂh‘ :

recorded.-

. . . 4 e TR
- = e 2 A _ s A oAb atem sadid cravenunia A ‘h‘s.’ NG e
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Petition

Racial Restrictions in ‘
Greater St. Louis, 1870 - 1952 &

* Blocks that were petitioned to
be restricted in 1952.

 MLK Drive, and most
surrounding streets had
covenants obtained by the
petition process.
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CBIXRY GOLVECTION - s

e s FERIX: Pe-l-AWRENCE; Preidént WAYNE E:"WHEELING, Sty

OFFICERS (J,S;égg::‘ ' v men
- Sozigry - ) GEO. H. SCHELP, Tressuter /|

UNITED WELFARE ASSOCIATION

Organized to Secure the Enactment of an Ordinance that Will Prevent Furth

. er Invésion f White Resident
Neighborhoods by Negroes and Vice Versa = i es’de'.',t_v (Y

February

ir, Wo. K. Bixby, SAINT LOUIS | 5th
508 Century Bldg,, G ~ 1915.
City. :

Dear HNeighbor :-

D0 YOU REALIZE that at any time you are liable to suffer an SN
irreparable loss, due to-the coming of NEGROES into the: block in which.. ...
you live or in which you own property? The race question is one of it
vital interest to property owners. Acolored resident in your immediate
neighborhood destroys the value of your property immeasurably.Perhaps
you do not think that your neighborhcod will be invaded. Neither do

e ... youbslieve you are going to have a fire when you pay your fire in- i
i surance. While perhaps you have not yet been affected by this classof
: people coming into your neighborhood, you surely want protectionagainst
this growing danger which is more menancing than fire or the elements.
At present you have no remedy in a matter of this kind. - :
The UNITED WELFARE ASSOCIATION, composed of representatives from .
the organizations appearing below, wasg organized to gecure the enact-
ment of the necessary laws that will effectively check the inroads of
negroes into white resident districts. The Baltimore law, now in suc-
cessful and satisfactory operation, was written in conformity with
recommendations made by the Haryland Court -0f Appeals, which court
unanimougly held that the segregation of the Negro for the preserva— - .
tion of the peace does not violate his Constitutional rights. By means .
of the Initiative, we propose submitting this question to a vote of .
the people, and we are confident that this law will be adopted by an .. -

- -

" overwhelming majority. This will relieve our lawmakers who for
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UWA Post Card
Solidifying the idea of

decreased home values.

PEVILY T Toae) (Rt o e
. ,;“;_a,awsiz\hw)ﬁ%’ s

[LOOK At These Homes NOW!

An entire block ruined by negro invasion. Every house marked “*X'"" now ocoupied
by negroes. ACTUAL PHOTOGRAPH OF 4300 WEST BELLE PLACE.

SAVE YOUR HOME! VOTE FOR SEGREGATION!
ik 13
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St. Louis Today

* Hyper segregated and pockets of

concentrated poverty. Groups such as the Metropolitan St. Louis

Equal Housing and Opportunity Council, in

* Locked out of wealth building due partnership with Professor Colin Gordon,

to housing discrimination have been mapping the prevalence of
Racially Restrictive Covenants in St. Louis.

mechanisms such as redlining that
partnered with racially restrictive
covenants.

* Currently 30,000 covenants are still
on the books in the city.

* Gov. Parson 5|gned HB 1662 into A few municipalities are taking steps to
law, which mandates the removal address the Racially Restrictive Covenants
of Racially Restrictive Covenants in still present in their communities.
all newly-recorded deeds in 2022.
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Spotlight: Clayton

f] Clayton Equity Commission

mhf  Working to identify and address the City of Clayton
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Recommended Solutions

Historical land markers that
commemorate historically Black
neighborhoods such as the areas
referenced on the earlier maps.

Community land trusts, with subsidies
from city budgets.

Acknowledgment statements on
city/municipality websites.
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Recommended Solutions

Discharging of covenants, pro-fair housing
covenants inserted.

Eliminate fees associated with eliminating
raclal language in deeds.

Discard documents with racial language that
are properly digitized, supported by
legislation.

Widely educate your communities on the
newly passed legislation in MO and encourage
people to seek to vacate the covenants.
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Is there a blueprint?

Rochester NY Delaware

* Anti-covenant notices calling racial * Digitizing the entire deed that

covenants “illegal” and “racist” have
been posted in the places where
deeds can be viewed by the public. An
anti-covenant warning has also been

placed on the login page featured on
the County Clerk’s online records

database.

includes racist language and storing it
within an online database that
requires special permission to view.

Displaying redacted deed for public
view, with the notice that the full deed
contains a racial covenant and can be
accessed with special permission.
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Parting thoughts

* Reconciliation, Justice, and a more
equitable society

* Social Responsibility
 What's in your deed?
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Racially Restrictive Covenants: References

*  Confronting racial covenants - yale law school. (n.d.). Retrieved November 17,2022, from
https://law.yale.edu/sites/default/files/area/clinic/document/2020.7.31 - confronting racial covenants - yale.city roots guide.pdf

*  http://mappingdecline.lib.uiowa.edu/documents/

*  https://ehocstl.org/restrictive-covenants/

*  https://www.atlanticbay.com/knowledge-center/whats-the-difference-between-a-title-and-a-
deed/#:~:text=A%20deed%20is%20the%20actual,rights%20is%20called%20the%20grantee.

¢  https://thelanding.missourirealtor.org/blogs/missouri-realtor-party/2022/08/26/restrictive-covenants

. https://www.stlamerican.com/news/local news/research-shows-80-of-stl-county-homes-built-by-1950-have-racial-
covenants/article ddablde4-8367-11ec-90ab-27be2c8e43aa.html

*  https://www.stlmag.com/news/the-color-line-race-in-st.-louis/

e https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/shelley v _kraemer (1948)#
. https://missouriindependent.com/2022/06/30/new-missouri-law-mandates-removal-of-discriminatory-covenants-from-property-deeds/
*  https://house.mo.gov/Bill.aspx?bill=HB1662&year=2022&code=R
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Envisioning Community Land Trusts

AToolkit for Public Dialogue

The policies and market forces that shape housing production in the United States have led to massive
failures and injustices, including but not limited to crises of housing affordability and eviction; extreme
wealth inequality mapped onto patterns of segregation by race, ethnicity, and social class; and
communities displaced both by disinvestment and by gentrification.

The Community Land Trust (CLT) model emerged out of the Civil Rights Movement as one means by which

https://csd.wustl.edu/items/envisioning-community-land-trusts/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZFwNqZxdrZI&t=2s
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