DOCUMENT KESUAE

ED 126 226 0D 016 208
AUTHOR killer, A. R.
TITLE The Black Migrant: Changing Grigins, Changing
Characteristics.
INSTITUTION tlanta Univ., Ga.
SPONS 2AGENCY Manpower Administrationr (ECL), Washington, L.C.
PUB DATE ct 74 T e - - e
CGNTRACT DLMA-21-U42-73-41
NOTE 39p.; Paper presented at the W.E.PB. LCuEois Institute

for the Study of the Americam Black (Atlanta,
Georgia, October 1974); Some of the tabular material
will pot Teproduce legibly

AVAILAELZ FROM Atlanta University, 223 Chestnut Street, Atlanta,
Georgia 30313 ($1.59)

‘EDRS PRICE - . MF-$(6.83 HC-3$2.06 Plus Fostage.

DESCRIETORS Age; Black Community; *Changa Agents; Change
Strategies; Zducational Background; *Zndividual
Characteristics; *Metropolitan Areas; Migrants;
*¥Migration; *Migration Patterns; Negro Culture;
*Negroes; Negro Population Trends; Occupational
Informaticp; Social Status; Urban Immigration

AB3TRACT

) The character of black migration, as well as the
significance that migration will play in the future of the black
population is exemined in this paper. Sectior I of the paper presents
an irtroduction. Secticn II addr=sses recent migraticn to
metrcpolitan areas, focusing on the origins of recent migrarnts,
characteristics of recert migrants (age, education, activity, status,
and occupation), and a summary. This section of the paper notss that
black migrants to metropolitan areas now come predominantly from
other metropolitan areas and that the major stream of black migration
is pow from one metropolitan area to another. It is also noted that
the description of the average black migrant to the city as an )
ill-trained person of rural background and low socioeconomic status
to whom the social prcblems of the large metropolitan areas can be
largely attributed will not hold. He or she is in fact well =zducated
by current standards and, judging from the occupational position of
those employed, relatively successful at utilizing this education.
Section III discusses interstate migration and multiple movers. It
seems clear from the evidence of the 1970 census, that the black
population of the United Statas is now in a third stage--when the
rural to urban shift has proceed=d to the point where in fact it is a
relatively small part of total migration and when perhaps the
differences in educational opportunities between city and country
have diminished. (2uthor/AM)

-

Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished materials not available from other sources. ERIC makes every
effort to obtain the best copy available. Nevestheless, items of marginal reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the
quality of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available via the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS).
EDRS is not responsible for the quality of the original document. Reproductions supplied by EDKS are the best that can be made from

the original.




1
|

O
oJ
oJ
O
ad
—
(]
Ly

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

7

/

US OEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EOQUCATION 2 WELFARE
NATIONALINSTITUTE OF

EOUCATION

1415 DOCUMENT ma$ BEEN REPRO.
DUCEN EXACILY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN.
ATING 1T PDINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE.
SENT OF F1CIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EOQULATION PCSITION OR POLICY

The Black Migrant: Changing Origins, Changing Characteristics

A.R, Miller

Paper to he presented to W.E.B. DaBois Conference on che American Black,

Atlanta University, Atlanta, Ceorgia. Dctober 1974

The research reported in this paper was financed in part under a grant from
the Manpower Administration, U.S. Department of Labor (contract number
21-42-73-41). - - ’




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

II.

III.

IV,

Introduction
Recent migration to metropolitan areas
1. Origins of recent migrants

2. Characteristics of recent migrants

a. Age

p. Education

c. Activity status and occupation

-

3. Summary

Interstate migration and "multiple movers"

Conclusions and implications

o

11
14
18
20

22




I. Introduction

The Census of Population taken in 1900, shortly after DuBois published ihis
'1anamark study, shows three metroy "litan areas with over 100,000 black residents,
one in the north, Philadelpliia, and two in the boréer area cf‘thu South, the
District of Columbia and Baltimore. Seventy years lzier, at the most recent census,
34 metropolitan arecas had 100,000 or more black inhazbitaants, and of these, two had
well over 1,000,000. In the interim, a pcpulation that was nearly 80 percent rural
at the initial date ha bec;mc over 80 percent urban by the closing date (Appendix
Table I ). This may veny well be the most rapid and extensive shift experienced
by any large population/group in modern history. And it was achieved largely by
migration, that is, by the movement of individuais,,primarily young adults, away
from their placés of birth and childhood associationsito a social and econoumic
enviroament that could not be in greatér contrast to. their éarly lives.

The movement frem rural to urban areas is, of course, a world wide phenomenen
and has been an important characteristic of popalations in Wéétern Eurcope and korth
america for at least a century and a half. What I belicve is unique up to the
present in the experience of the black population iq the United States is the
rapidity og this shift and the fact that 'so large a proportion of the movement
took place over long distances.

Demographers, dependent as we usually are on aggregate statistics, can only
be euviouc of DuBois' opportunity to investigate in detail LhL sources and conse-
quences of nmigration to the city of,bhiladclphia. In his study he notes that much

of rhe migration is "indirect; Negroes come from country districts to small towns;

then go to large:r towmns; eventually they drift to Norfolk, Va., or to Richmond.

4
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Next they come to Washington, and finally settle in Baltimore or Philadelphia
The raw data that we have availasble to study the goneral movement out of the rural
South, and the estimates derived from these data, do not make it possible for us

.

to know how much of the .:igration taking é]ace in the past was of the type described
by DuBois, with 3outhern ;1ban areas providing "way stations” to migrants from rural
areas who then moved on to the Forth in wha. is known as “étep migration.” Indced,
we do not even know the total v;lumc of migration since, up until very recent times,
we are dependent on estimates of "net"kmigration, that is, on figures that show
only an estimated balance between those who left a state and those who came to it
over the ten ycar period between censuses. But DuBois' analysis of tie sitﬁ;tion

with regard to the "indirect' nature of migration to Philadelphia is in accord

with our knowledge of the behavior of migrants in general, and finds suppori in

some of the evidence we Lave for the nore recent period wlien somewhat more direct

mneasures zre gvallable,

Although the estimates of net intercensal migration cannot tell us whather
what Dulois found in Philadelphia in the late nincteenth century continued to be
true through the period of the mass migrations in the 20Lh century, these cstimates,
prepared and analyzed by Drs. Everett Lee and Hone Eldridge,2 do provide an in-
valuable scurce of inforrmation from whichlmany inferences on the nature of migration
in the first balf of this century can be drawn. If the predowinantly rural vs.
urban origins of migrénts from the South to the Horth in tle early decades of this
century remain unclear, the evidence of the urben charectes of their destimations
presenfed‘by the Lee-ﬁldridge‘seriés ;s unambiguous. All;of the non-Southern s}aLes

that have been the recipients of significant nuuwbers of biauk migrants have, had

black populations that wece preglaminantly urban at cvery census in this century

and in most cascs the pruporiions have been ove;vhelmingly urban. What the Lee-
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Eldridge data also show, hcowever, and what hos perhaps been less widely recognized,
is the extent of the aprarently peraanent rural-urban shift of black population
within the South itseclf throughout this period. Because of the rapid industri-
alization of the South in tVEfpost World War IJ period, is has often been assumed
that the eairlier urbanizatioan of the black écpulaticn occurred almost entirely

in connection with the movemzent ouvt of :ﬁe South, and that it is only in the
recent period that Southeru urban areas have become an important destination for
rural out-migrants. But the Lee~Eldridge data shev that most urban tlacks lived
in the South throughout the first half of this century, and that substantial
increa;es in the 3outh's urban black population cccurred over each intercensal
period. It is not until 1960 that the majority of urban blacks were enumerated
as living outside the South, and 2he11960-1970 period is the first in which less
thon a2 third of the tcéa] urban increase was accounted for by the Scuth.

é part of Lhe growth in the urban black population in the South undoubtedly
ariséé from natural increzwe — that is, the excess of births over deaths to the
black population resideat in ucban arcas - and a part arises fro;d;he reclassifi-
cation of previously rural arecac as dcnsiéy of settlement qualified them as urban.
But is seems clear that in most Southern ctates the bulk of the growth has been
acconmplished by the in-migration of black population froin rural arcas either in '
their home or z neighboring state. |

That therc hLas been net out-migration of the black population from the South
as.a whole, and fr.. aliost every é}a:e in the region, over ecach intercensal period
sin;e 1903, is incontrovertible. Kut since 1910, this out-migr *ion has been a
"net" of a decline in rural hlack population so substantial as to conéeal a very

considerable grcuth in the number of urban blacks in the region. The magnitude

of the runbers jnvolved sugrest that sume proporticn of the movement from the rural
. Y

0




I

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

South was probably directiy to thz urban North. 3But we do not, in fact, have
any direct evidence of the extent to which urban areas of the South provided the
first experience of urban living to the rural black population in the early
decades.

We have so {ar been discussing urbar areas as a whole. BDut life in a small
urban center is certainly véry differenﬁ from that in the large urban agglomeration.

In the remainder of this paper we will concentrate our atteniion primarily on those

large urban agglomeratiors, known to the Census Bureau, and the Federal government

in general, as Standard Métiopolitan Statistical Afeas, ot SM¥SAS. These metro=
politan areas, numbering 243 specific azglomerations in 1970, included three~fourths
of the black population of the United Staies at that date, and most of this metro-
politan black population - over 70 percent - lived in the Bﬁ areas alluded to
before, that is, thcse whose black inhabitents numbéred 100,000 or more in 1970

7’ »

(Appendix Tables II and III).

In looking at the growth of the black populations in these metropolitan areas,

&

we have used.a serics that holds area boundaries constaat in terms of their 1960
definitjons for all census dates pricr to 1960. This means that in the earlier
periods a substantial proportion of thesé population, were living in areas that
would have been classified as rural. So the growth of these zreas cannot be
directly ccmpared with the growth of the urban population. But it is clear that
the trends and direction of growth are similar for both scries. For these zress,
howe%er, the dominance of the South‘in the total is somewhat reduced. The southern
states have always been characterized by more small Jcban places that do not
qualify for metropolitan status than has the rest of the country. Even witkin the

metropolitan population, there are more snall S5SAs in the South - the 16 southern

re

{
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SHMSAs with 106,023 or more black inhabitants in 1970 include only 60 percent of
all metropolitan biaclc in the region, whereas the 16 SMSAs in the two northern
regions include over 80 perceant of all northern metropolitan blacks. The in-

creasing conceniration of black population in these lcrgest zggiomerations is,

.

kowever, characteristic of ail four regions through 1950. Since 1550, the pro-
porticn of regiomal black population in the six Northeastern, ten Rorth Central,

and two Westerr areas falling into this group has jevellad off, but in the 16

South2rn areas and for the courtry as a whole thc trend towards increasing concen-

tration in these largest arecas has continued.

DuBois' study was undertzken dt a time when the vast redistribution of the

biack population ¢f this country had barcly begun, in a city that was probably

the first of the great northern metropolises to receive substantial numbers of

L]
black migeants from the Sovth. He found, as he szys, that, as a whale, ib is true,
that the average of culture and wealth and social cfficiency is far loser ameong

immigrants than natives, and that this gives rise to the gravest of the Negro

13

pfoblems.' Probably his findings for Thiladclphia were also applicable to the

situation in othcr large metropolitan areas as the movement Lo these areas accel-

érated in subsequent decades.
A e

ITI. Recent migration to wetropolitan areas

«

The idea that rhe black migrant is zn ill-trained peasant vhose presence has
a digrupting influcnce on the éommunity has continucd to domirate public discus;ions
of this subjcct. 1t secns appropfiafg here to enwmine vhether the great changes
that Je have just briefly outlined have, in fact, left the status and the role of
the black migrant unaffected. Let us, therefore, turn our attention Lo the present

and to what the receut Censuses can tell us about ti:e nature of black wigration and

and the characteristics of black migrants.

b
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1.

Origins of recent migrants
The first thing we may note is that, whatever the situation in the past, the’

A X A . Y.
dominant stream with regard to type of residence for black migrants now is from

Y

i

one ﬁetropolitan area to anothcr. Of the 1.6 million black persons who reported
a place_gf residence in 1965 diffcrent from that in which they were living iﬂ
1950, 42 percent Q?d rmoved bctﬁcgu two metropolitan areas, 16 percent had moved
between two nenmetropolitan areas, 14 percent had left a metropolitan area and
moved to a nonmctropalitan one, and 28 percent had come to a metropolitan area
from a previeus nonmetropolitan residence. On the average then, about 60 peréent
of the migrants to meLropolitau areas over the 1965-1970 intervél had lived in a
metropolitan arca in 1965. TFor Ehe six largeét SM$As, which in combination in-
cluded over 25 percent of all bJack resﬁdents of the country in 1970, two-thirds
of alil in-migrants came from another metropolitan area.
. Persons reporting place of residence in the United States
i 1965 different from that in 1970,

Black population 5 years of age and over
(in thousands) ,

Type of residence . -
in 1965 i Type of residence in 1970
) Total Metropolitan Nonmetropolitan -
. i . x
Total ! 1,640 1,147 ] 493
Metropolitan 929 695 234
Noumetropold tan 711 452 259

Source: same.as Table 1. A
Unforiunately, we do not have comparable d&ta for all metroPolitap;ateas in
1960, but ve do have the proporLionsyfor certain specific areas, and in particular,
32 of the 34 that bud over 100,006 black inhabitants in 1970 and which among thcm,
ac noted pr¢\iousf), contuined about 70 percent of the metropolitan black population

at that date. Yor these 32, the sharp contrast between the two censuses is striking

ERI
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with almost no enception, the proportion cf in-migrants f{rom othér metropolitan
arcas is substantially higher in 1970 than in 1960; nineteen of the 32 received |
over 50 percent of invmiéxants from non-metropolitan areas in 1960, while by

1970, this was true of only four. Tke change is particuiarly notewbrthy among the

1
14 SMSAs in the South ~ in 1969, in-migrants to all of them were predominantly
b ;

acnmetropolitan ie origin; by 1970, ten were receiving at least a slight majority

-
a

4 i
of in-nigrants {rom other meiropolitan areas. As a result, the average large

- ’ . . -
southarn area differed somcwhat less from those in the rest of the country at the

-

later date.

Average percznt of in-fuigrants resident in another metzcopolitan area
5 years pricxy to census

- (unweightcdiaverages) )
1960 “1970. :
Residence at Ceosus date (Total, except white) (Black)
‘K1) metropoliitan areas N.A. 60.6¢a)
32 metropolitan areas 45.7° 58.1
6 Northcascern areas 53.8 64 .4
10 North Central arcas 50.7 61.0
14 Southera areas 35.3 ) 50.6 X
70.0_— 77.4

2 Western arcas

Solirce: ~ Appendix Table 1V
(7 Weighted average
An obvious corollary of the metropolitmn origin of in-migrants to metropolitan

y
I
1 ‘u

areas is that oucmigrants {rom these arcas must have predominantly wmetropolitan

destinations, and this is, in fact, true. Three-fourths of those who left metropa-

/

/

litan areas yeﬁt to othur metropolitan areas. What is different, however, with

respect to cut-migrants is that for this‘agries there is considerably less variatiou
e A *

” i

between 1960 and 1970, at least insofar as we can determine trends from the 32 arecas

I

for which comparison can be made. Even more intecresting is the observation that
here the Southern SHSAs do not, for{bither decade, differ as substantially from

7
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those in the rést of the country as they do for thke in-migrant series.

Average pcrcent of out-migrants resident in metropolitan area at Census cdate .

Q

(unweigﬁ%ed“hverages) -

< . 1960 1970 .
Residence 5 years prior-to Census \(Total, except white) (Black)
~— )
A1l metropolitan areas TLNLA. 74.8(2)
32 metropolitan arcas 67.07 "~ * 73.7
6 Northeastetrn arcas - 69.1 A ys SR
10 Noxrth Central areas 69.4 76.2
14 Southern areas 63.0 70.0
2 Western areas . 76.6 84.0

. Source: Appendix Table IV-
(a) Weighted average

&

Two recent dates are perhaps not very strong evidence on which to base
genaralizations, and particularly since we do not at present know the specific
- o

destination of out-migrants; these data, however, dé suggest. that Southezrn
;etropolitan areas, ;s they ha;e grawn, hiave provided increasing proportions of
the in-migrants to urban areas outside the Soufh.c Over the last decade, the
cumulative effect df generations of urban-ward movement and the consequent .
erosion of the rural baséd population, had:reached the point where, despite con-
tinuing high rates of migration out of the rural south, the place of otig£n~for

the majority of black migrants was a metropolitan area.

The point just noted, that rates of out-migration from rural arcas continue
o

to be high, duserves further emphasis. Very rough approximations of rates of out-

.

migration, computed by taking.persons who reported they had left a given type of
area.as a proportion of all those reporting thcy had lived in that type of area in

1965, show a very sharp inverse corrclation between size of area and out-migration
o ;

from it. The contrast between the six largest j.etrcpolitan areas (tucse with over

.
"

3,000,000 total population) and non-metropolitan areas of less than 20,000 popula-
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tion, is particularly striking - less than 5 percent of those rfeporting a 1965

residence in the largest areas were living in a different place by 1970; whereas

for the smallest areas, the proportion was over 13 percent (Tablé 1).

30 the dramatic change in the place of orjgin of migrants to metropolitan
areas is not the result of a higher mobility among metropolitan residents ~ they B
i .

are still, as Ravenstein pointed out 75 years ago in an article contemporaneous ;
: ‘ : ’ . i
“with DuBois' study, less mobile than their rural brethren.4 The change, rather, . ' ;

arises from the simple arithmetic of the situation. The black population is now

It
’
1

-
.

so overwhelmingly urban, metropolitan in residence, the remaining rural, non- .

metropolitan pool is so small, that we can anticipate only further increases in A

the dominance of the intermetropolitan stieam among the black migrants. ;

2. Characteristics of recent migrayts

What is the cignificance of this, in terms of the character of migration and
the role that migration will play in the future of the black population? At least

a part of the dnswver lies in the characteristic differences between migrants and

%onmigrants and, in particular, in the varying attributes of migrants in each of

0y

5 the streams within the metropolitan-nonmctropolitan matrix.

.

a. Age: That migrants are highly selectgd by age is so well established as hardly

), ) to need mention. In 1970, over 22 percent of blacks ages 20-24 reported that they
4 v ’
had changed their place of residence since 1965, as compafed to less than 4 per-
-~ \5 P

cent of those aged 55 or more (Table 1). Those agcd 20~24 are the peak age group

for each of the four streams - but migrants f{rom nonmetropolitan to metropolitan

)

areas+are more highly concentrated in, this age group than are other types of migrants

and consequently this is the age at which che net ¢hift out of non-metropolitan areas

is greatest. Even here, however, in the aggregate, over half of the gigrants to

.
.

metropolitan.areas come from othet metropolitan areas.
A1

o/
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Table 1. Bl-ck population reporting area of rcsidence in 1965 by type of residence .at that
date, by migration status and age in 1970
. Percent of
Percent in different place in 1970 migrants in
Residence in 1965 and Yumber In metropoli~ In nonmetro-— metropolitan
age in 1970 (in 1000s) Total tan arvea politan area area in 1970
Total, 5 years & oﬁﬁr 18,265 2.0 6.3 2.7 T 69.9
All metropolitan areas: 13,165 7.1 5.3 1.8 74.8
3,000,000 or more 4,533 4.8 - 3.6 1.2 74.5
1,000, 000-3,090,000 3,959 . 6.3 4.5 1.7 72.4
500,000-1,000,C00 1,911 8.6 6.6 2.0 76.9
250,(00-<500,000 1,528 9.9 7.5 S 2.4 76.1
50,000-250,000 1,234 12.1 9.1 2.9 75.6
‘A1l nouficttopolitan areas 5,099 13.9 8.9 5.1 63.6
20,000-5G,000 689 16.7 10.4 6.3 62.1 p
Less than 20,000 4,410 13.5 8.6 4.9 63.9
5-9 years, total 2,454 8.8 6.2 2.6 70.6
Metropclitan area 1,754 6.9 5.4 1.5 77.9
Nonmetropolitan area 700 13.5 8.3 5.2 61.2
10-14 years, total 2,581 6.7 4.5 2.2 67.8
Metropolitan 3Jrea 1,836 5.2 3.9 1.2 76.0
Nonuwet ropoaitan azea - 755 0.3 5.9 4.4 57.7
_15~-19 years, total ' 2,222 10.0 6.6 3.3 66.5
Metropolitan area 1,530 7.8 5.3 2.4 68.9
Nonmetropolitan arca 693 14.8 9.5 5.4 63.8
20-24 years, total 1,524 22.4 16.5 5.9 73.7
Metropolitan area 1,079 16.9 12.6 4.3 74.4
Nonmetropolitan area 445 35.6 26.0 9.6 73.0
25-29 years, total , 1,214 17.3 13.1 4.3 5.5
Metropolitan arca 921 13.9- -. _11.0° 2.9 79.3
Nonmetropolitan area. 293 28.3 19,6 - 8.6 69.5
30-34 years, total 1,106  11.3 8.3 3.0 - 73.2
Metropolitan area 859 * 9.3 7.3 2.0 78.9
Nonmetropolican area 247 18.4 11.7 6.7 63.3
35-44 years,, total 2,191 7-.2 4.9 2.2 68.9
Metropolitan area 1,690 5.7 4.3 1.4 75.2
Nonmetropolitan area - 501 11.9 7.0 4.9 58.8
, -

o
C




i

Table-gg (continued)

H

Residence in 1965 and

Percent in differcnt plcce in 1970

Number

In metropoli-

In nonwetro-

Percent of
migrants in
metropolitan
area in 1970

=

age in 1970 (in 1000s) Total tan area politan area
45-54 years, total. 1,960 4.4 2.8 1.6 64.4
Metreopolitan area 1,464 3.4 2.4 0.9 . 72.3
Nonmetropolitan area 496 7.5 4.1 3.5 54.1
55-64 years, total 1,525 3.5 2.1 1.4 60.0
Metropolitan area 1,075 2.7 1.8 0.9 66.6
Noametropolitan area 450 5.2 2.7 2.5 51.8
65 years and over 1,488 3.9 2.2 1.6 57.7
Metrcpolitan area 968 3.0 1.9 1.1 64.0
- Nonmetropoliitan area 519 5.5 2.8 2.7 51.2

Notes:

Souzrce:

Excludes persons abroad or not reporting place of residence in 1965.
Individual figures may not add to totals because of rounding.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Populaticn: 1970, Subject Reports, Final
Report PC (2)-2C, Mobility for Metropolitan Arcas. Tables 8-14.
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A particularly interesting aspect of the meiropolitan-nonmetrvpolitan arigin
of migrants to metropolitan areas, howrever, is the differunce between those aged
~/
20-24 and those aged 25-29, the two age groups in which rates of migration are
highest. 1In 1970, 54 perceat of the in-migrants to metropolitan areas who were
20-24 years of age at that date came from other metropolitzn areas; for those 25—
29, the propurtion was 64 percent. Again, the comparative data available for the
32 areas indj:ate that the same pattern prevailed, at lower levels, in 1960 .nd
that the dif{ferences between the Southern and non-Southern SMSAs are dininishinaz.
Percent of in-migrants aged 20-2% and 25-29
resident in metropolitan area 5 years prior to Census

(unweighted averages)

Age at Census date

1960 1970
Residence at Census date - (Total, except White) . (Black)

20-264 23~29 20-24 25-29

All metropolitan arcas N.A. N.A. 54.0(3)  ¢3.8(2)
32 metropolitan arcas 37.9 48.9 50.7 62.3
" 6 Northeastern areas 43.7 55.0 56.5 70.0
10 ¥orth Central arecas 41.1 54.7 51.8 64.1
14 Southern areas 29.8 38.8 44,7 55.1
2 Western sreas 61.6 71.7 69.8 80.3

Scurce: Apnendix Table 1V
(a) Weighted averages

Certain factors - for exanmple, migration associated with military service or
schooling - probably explain a part of this cousistent difference between those
aged 20-24 and those aged 25-29, but they do not account for the major portion.
Rather, one may hypothesize that Lhese'éifferences reflect the continuing role of
"step-migration,” described by DuBois’75 years ago: the older group includes many
persons who are migrating fq; at least the second time and this second migration is
more likely to be from onc meéropolitan area to asother. Later on in this paper we.
will look at other indirect evidence of this phencmenen of "remigrationf. Ve might

note here, however, th.t this suggestion that persons who move once are likely to

15
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Age of black pupulation L) niropolitan-nonmetropolitun residence in 1970, migration
status, and type of residence in 1965

'ablc 2.

Living in nonmectropelitan area in 1970
Migrants, 1965-70
From othexr

Living in metropolitan area in 1970
Migrancs, 1965-70

Age in From other From non— From metro-
1970 Nonmi- metropoli- metropoli- Nonmi- politan nonmetropo-
grants Total tan area tan arca grants Total area litan arca
Total, 5 years
{f age and .
ver (in 1000s) 12,236 1,147 695 452 4,389 493 234 259
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 130.0 100.0 100.9 -100.0
5-14 27.5  23.5 24.0 22.7 29.2 24.2 21.2 26.9
15-24 18.9  34.7 31.3 40.1 20,0 33.2 35.7 © 30.9
25-34% 12.8 21.9 23.6 19.1 9.4 17.3 18.5 16.2
40.8 19.9 21.1 18.2 41.4  25.4 24,7 25.9

35 and over

Hotec: see Table 1.

| 'ourcc: see Table 1.

'ahis 1 Percent of blaek population completing high school exr higher educaticnal levels; by
metropolitan~ncametropolitzn residence in 1970, migration status, and type of resi-
dence in 1965, by age in 1970
Living in metronolitan area in 1970 Living in nonmetropolitan area ir 1970
Migrants, 1965-70 Migrants, 1965-70
Age in From other From non- From metro— From other
1970 Nonmi~ metropoli- metropoli- Nonmi- politan nonmetropo-—
__prants  Total tan area tan _area grants Total area litau area
5 years of age
nd over 36.3  52.3 57.1 43.4 16.3 33.2 39.7 27.1
25-34 54.3 66.2 70.1 59.0 34,2 49.0 54.5 43.3
35-44 41.5  49.4 54.6 38.5 22,2 33.5 41.1 26.1
45-64 25.3 29.2 34.2 20.8 11.9 - 17.8 23.1 13.5
65 and over 12.5 17.0 20.3 12.7 5.9 410.1 12.7 8.1
iotes: see Table 1.

ource:

's

see Table 1.
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move a second time is in accordance with kaowledge about the behavior of migrants
in general. Tf the ties to a howe community are broken oncz, they are aPparcntly
more easy tc break a second time.

As mentioned, the concentration of migrants in the young gdulL ages is wvirtu-
ally universal. Although there are differences in aga distribution awong the four
migration streams we are looking at, in all four the concentration in ages 15-34
is sbbstantially greater than for the nonmigraut populations (Table 2).

b. Educaticn: A second, although somevhat less firmly established gcneralization
about migrants is that those who leave an area will gcnerally have higher levels

of educationa]-attainmcnt than these who remain, that is, to use the demographer's
terminology, that migrants are positively selected for cducation. Educational
levels in rural, nonmetropolitan arcas, however, are generally lower than those in
urban metropolit;n placcs: Consequently, in the mass rural to urban movements that

~

cccur, migrants, ever theugh ou tne dverazc they may be betier educated

.than those they leave behind, are likely to be educationally disadvantaged in their

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

|
|
|
|

urban destination. This has apparently been the situation in the past for blacks

~ -

in the United States. DuBois notes the educational lacks of the migrants to Phila-

delphia in many places in his study and a number of more recent investigations

supéort this finding.5 .

‘Unfortunately, fousr our present purposcs, Census data on the educatiéﬁal attain-~
ment of migrants deal only with persons aged 25 vears and over, .an age limitation
that eliminates the group where, as ve have scen, rates of migration are highest.
But the pattern of diffcrences is so striking and -0 consistent for these older
age groups Lhat the possibility of.its beirg reversed for younger age groups seems

very unlikely.

Using the proportions of population that have completed high school (or higher

’ 1
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levels of education) as our measure, we find that the now dozinant migrant .stream,
persons moving from one metrepolitan ar a to anothcr, have fof every age g.cup far
higher educational attaianernt than nonmigrants or than any‘of the otber migrant
streams (Table 3), For example, among persons oged 25-34, 70 pexcent of the inter-
metropolitan strcam have completed high scheol, as compared with only 54 percént
among nonrigrants living in SISAs and 52 percent for the total black population
in this age group in 1970. Since, for this age group, those moving frbm non-
metropolitan to metropolitan areas also have higher than average proportions in
the upper educaiional category ~ 59 percent - it seems certain that on balance
the metrcpolitan black population as 2 vhole gsincd persons of higher educational
status through the process of migration in the 1965-1970 period.

I'hether this is true for a specific metropolitan area, of course; depends on
the balance between the im ngrahfcs it gains and the out-;nigrants it loses. For

DuBois' Philadeclphia, or at least its modern version,‘éhe Philadelphia SHSA, the

pattera of diffirences between migrants and nonnigrants and among in-migrants and

out-migrants with the possible origins zad destin:tions, is similar to that we

have just descriled. bhoth these whe came and thone who left included substantially~

higher proportions of high school graduates than those in the area at both dates

(Table 6). Unfortunately, the data available for specific metropolitan areas do

ERIC.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

not permit us to control for zge ~ that is, to lecok at those aged 25-34, as we
have for all metropolitan areas in combination. Since the young black population

has much higher cducation.] levels, and the wmigrants, as we have seen, are coacen-

trated in the younger ages, wc cannot be sure how much of the difference between

migrants and nounwigrants is owing to the "age-effcct." In sum, the educational

=

attainment of thoze wihwo lefi Philadelj hia vas hirher than of those who came to the
t *

ares. But since more came than loft, tihere vas in fect no net effect on the, total

-

’
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educational level of Philadelphia's blaék population, or-at least those 25 years
of age and over, from those interchanges.

For Atlanta, the other metropolitan azrea of special interest to this audience,
the situation is essentially the same except that, based on the measure of hfgh
school completion, those who came to Atlantz included slightly higher proportions
than those who left (Table 6). We might note, however, that basgg on a measure
of those who had completed four or more years of college, those who left Atlanta
and went to another metrcpolitan area had the highest educational level -~ 22 per-
cent of this group had completed college, prcsumably_largely reﬁresenting the ex-
ported products of our host institutions. Regardless, h&wever, of whether the
net effect in a srecific area is negative, posigivej or neutral, and regardless
of the "age-effect," the point remains that the relative educational status of
the majority of black migrants tc metropolitan akeas mow is :.substantially differ~
ent from what it was in DuBois' day and érom’what has been the general impression
throughout the period since that time. Persons with educational handicaps do still
come to metropolitan 21eas; but on the averégc migrants are c;nsidéfably less
handicapped than the non m}granta already there, and the tendency is for those with
low educational attainment to become an increasingly small proportion of the in~

migrant population.

Some indication of how rapidly this situation has changed may be gained by

leoking at the comparative data for Philadclphia and Atlanta ten years earlicr.

- “

For the black population 25 years of age and over in 1560, the pattern of differ-

entials betw2en nonmigrants and in- and out-migrants and among those with metro-

politan and nonmetropelitan origins and destinations coming to and leaving cach

area in the previous five years, is the same as we find for 1970, But the Jevels

ERIC
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and of course among the several age groups

O
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are dramatically different. For Philadelphia, the proportion of in-nigrants who

had completed high school or higher levels of education rose from 36 percent in

.the 1955-60 period to 52.5 percent in 1965-70; for Atlenta, the proportion more

than doubled ~ from 25 percent at the earlier date to 53 percent at the more

rd

recent peried (Table 6).

c. Activity status and occupation: The effect of this relatively high educational

status among migrants should of course be reflected in their ecor mic status.
This brihgs us to the Jast of the characteristics of black migrants that we are
going to look at in this paper, the activity status of males in 1970 and the
égcuﬁation of those who were employed at that date.

It is important to note that in looking at the occupational distribution of the
employed we are dealing with only 2 portion-of the itotal migrants. Even among males
in what the Census Bureau defines as the labor forcc ages, Fhose 16 years of age
and older, barely’half of the migrants, 52 perceat, were working at {jcivi}ian job

in 1970. 4Another four percent were looking for work and 16 percent were in the

armed forces. The rewaining 28 perceat were not in the labor foerce, and unfortu-

nately w2 know aluost nothing about what they were doing, or about cheir general'
economic status. Clecarly, some wére st3l] in school and may have migrated in con-
nection with their schooling; others mé§'bave rctired and charged their place of
residence in connection with retircment; a vaydlety of possibilities can be hypothe-~

sized. There ic a very considerable difference amung the several wmigration streaas,

» in the proportions ir these various

activity status categories - and somn of/these differences are quite revealing.
.
For example, what we can term "wiong-way' movement in the context of the strong
trend towards urbanization, that is, migration {rom mectropolitan to nonmetropolitan
. ) ’

areas, turns out to be by far the Teast "joh-orieated” migration of the types we

-
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are studying here: 22 percent of the adult males making this type of move were

in the army in 1970, and another 44 percent were vut of the labor force entirely;

only 34 percent wera working or looking for work in the civilian job market (Table
4). The complementary étream, those moving from nonmetropolitan to metropolitarn
areas, is almost‘airectly opposite - 13 percent weré in the army, 21 percent were
out of the labor f£érce, and.66 percent were working or looking for work. I might
note that this difference betwecn "rural-to-urban” and "urban-to-rural higrants
also occurs for the white population of the United States and can be observed in
other countries as well, In the aggregate, it scems to bef generally true that urban
areas import economically active pers.ons from rural comnunilties and export to those
communities persons less likély to be engaged in suqh activity. This, of course,

is true only in terms of relative proportions. As we shall see when we look at

the occupation data . those who make this "reverse" migration and are employed, are
. P b g are emp

likely to have higher than average occupational status.

These differences between migrants to metropolifZn and nonmetropolitan areas

in the proportions ncither working nor lookingfior work zre in paryl a reflectioa of
. “ . / - M “;T‘ ¥
the differences in age distribution that we have already looked at. liigrants to .

nonmetropolitan areas include a higher proportion of older persons than do those

going to metropolitan areas. Bul even when we look at the data for specific age

groups, the Jifference, remains: among those aged 16-24, 46 percent of those who

- A’z left a metropolitan residence and went to a non-metropolitan area were out of the

\Iagor force in 1970, but only 23 percent of those making the opposite journey were

~,
s

4
inactive. My guess is that a substantial pant of these "nonactive" young migrants

-

were moving in connecectioa with further schooling. People go to mutropolitan areas

-

also, of course, to attend a college or university. But it is perhaps easier for

-
=

those atitending college in a large metropolitan center to find at least part tinme

= ;2’,
4 I~
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work, and.therefore to be counted as part of the labor force, than it is for those

at colleges in small towns and rural areas.

At ény rate, as a result of the substantial proportion of migrants wno are

,inactivchin the labor market, the relative occupational level of employed males
does not really give uc a comprehensive measure of the economic status of all
migrants. Moreover, the occupation data availablc to us - that is,‘occupation in
1970 - cannot be intecrpreted as a measure of migrant selectivity in the way that
the previous characteristics, age and education, can be. We know the age cf mi-
grants before they made the move we are examining - they were all five years
younger than they were in 1970 - and we can be pretty sure that £he~great majority
of persons 25 years. of age and over in 1970 who had Eompleted high school must
have completed this level of education by 1965, that is, before they mzde the movc.
But we hav2 no knowledge at present of thé activity’;tatus or Sccupaéion of titﬁer
migrapfs or nonmigrants in 1965. We cannot therefore sa§ with any precicicn whether |
the differences we observe are stable characteristics of the people involved, or

an inherent part of the move itself. Nevertheless, the differentials are useful

in giving some indica:ion of the relative economic status in 1970 of at least this

portion of the migrants. '

The most commcnly used single measure of relative occupational status when one

IS4

has, as here, only very broad major occupational groups available, is the percent

of the employed who are in the so-called white-collar occupations, that is, pro-
fessional, technical, mancgerial, sales, and clerical workers. By this mcasure, .
our findings here reinforce those indicated by the education data: for both metro-
pulitan and nbnmgtropolitan areas, the proportion of employed in-migrants in white
collar occuﬁations is higher than that for nonmigrants in these areas, in general

and for each specific age group (¥able 5). Within the white collar occupations,
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the differences are particularly striking for professional and .technical workers,

where in each instance, the proportion is two or three times higher among migrants

than it is among nonmigrants. .

=

As we would expect in’lightrof our earlier discussion of educational levels,

+

by far the highest proportion of white collar workers is found among employed
migrants who have moved from onc metropolitan area to anothet¥: 36 percent of these

. . \ . .
men were in white collar jobs, almost half in professional and technical occupationms.

1

In fact, the generally close rclaticnship betweenr differentials in the two series

is indicated by the following comparisons.

-

Persons aéed 25~34 ‘ % Persons dged 35 or over
% of employed males 7% of persons %4 of employed 7 of persons

1965/1970 in vhite collar (both sexes) com— males in white (both sexes) comf

residence status occupations pleting high school collar cccupa- pleting high schq
: ) or higher educa- tions or higher educa-
] 3 ) ) tional levels - tional levels

Moved between metro- . B
politan areas 39.6 . 70.1 S 31.2 42.8
ﬁpxéd from a non-metro- g :
politan area to a 27.5 59.0-° 18.9 26.9 .
metropolitan area . E >
"Moved from a metropolitan . -

area to a nopmetropolitan  25.5 54.5 18.5 $28.7

area - B ’ T,
Moved between non-metrd- i T . ;

politan areas . 17.9 4343 11.0 17.0 .
Remained in the same )
metropolitan area 23.8 = 54.3 19.1 ' 28.0

Remained in the same E ' ~ ) -
nonmetropolitan area 5.5 34.2 ' 8.6 .12.8

Source: ‘Pables 3 and 5. T E 1

= .

In each of the four columns, migrants between metropolitan areas, "out-score',

to use a rather unsatisfactory term, all other categories by a substantial margin;
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in intermnediate place are the metropclitan-nonmetropolitan and npnmeifopplitan-
- = FA

e

metropolitan interchanses, as well as nonmigrants in metropolitan areasy there is

-

a second substantial drcp to *he levels for migrants- between nonmetropolitan areas;
H - - * L -~

- - e »

and finally, these indices are lowest, for those Jiving in the same nonmetropolitan

3 L

area at both dates. -

=~

e )
T@is same‘pattgrn“cf differences among -the residence categorices .occurs in the

-
-

proportions_pf’@hite<hollar workﬁ%é,among employed males aged 16-24, the group

.0 - :

L - § . - . " -
_ 77 weuld be fairly safe in assumirg that differences in educational level forx, these

T

v <) P - . L. . ’
for which we have no measure ol educationdl attainment. Presumablw, therefore, we

P
£ . . ’

young men are likely to parallel—those for the older ages. .

Aggregate differences of the type we have been discussing for the occupational

differentials are, of. ggurse;fvcry interesting and important. But they frequently

conceal considerabie variability ameng the individuzl items of which they represent

the averzge. ln the present instaace, that s, with regerd to the occupaticnal

differentials among nonmigrants, intermetropolitan migrants, and migrants from

nonmétropolitan to metropolitan areas, however, this is not truve. TFor each of

the 32 metropolitan areas. whose black populations cxceggéh 100;000 in 1970, the

proportion of vhite cdllar workers among employed black men was higher among those

“who had moved to thc area within the previous five years than among those who had

E

v
-

-

been liviﬁg in the area in both 19265 and 1970, and higher among those who had come

~ 4 . - .

from another mctropolitan area than among those who had come from a nonmetropolitan
¢

area. In a very {ew cases, the differences are minimal; but in most they are sub-

Pty

stantial. 5 : , .

x

3. Summary . “ ' .

-

We started this sectibn,of the. paper by noting that black migrants to meiro-

. L]

PN

politan aieas ncw couc predominantly from other metropolitan areas and that the major

.
-
v
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Table 6.

24,

Selected characteristics of the black populations of the Atlanta and Philadelphia
metropolitan arcas, by migratior status and type of origin and destination of
migrants, 1960 and 1970

In-migrantsb OQut-migrantsd
Characteristics, From other TFrom non- To other To non-
area, anq P metropoli- metropoli- Nonmi- metropoli—- metropoli-
censuc date Total - tan area tan area grantsC Total tan area tan area
_ Education, persons 25 years and over *
Percent completing .
4 years of high '
school -or more:
Atianta, 1960 . 25.4 33.5 2G.7 18.¢ 31.4 37.6 23.3
Atlanta, 1970 52.8 58.6 46,4 30.7 48.6 57.0 34.0
‘Philadelphia, 1960 36.1 41.0 29,0 22.6 39.4 43.0 29.9
Philadelphia, 1970 52.5 54.6 , 41.4 32.7 56.7 61.0 41.9
‘
Percenéscompleﬁing ’ ¢
4 years of college -
oE more: i . : )
Atlanta, 1960 8.9 12.8. 6.7 3.1 9.8 11.8 7.2
Atlanta, 1970 . 16.0° 17.2 14.7 5.3 7.5 - 21.9 10.0
Philadelphia, 1960 8.7 10.9 5.7 2.6, ~-8.2 9.7 4.6
P¥iladelphia, 1970 . 11.9 12.7 +10.1 2.5 12.z 13.9 6.4
‘Activity status, civilian males, 16 years of age and over
Petcent in labor force: ’
Atlanta, 1960 66.5 50.7 74.5 - 74,1 58.8 71.8 44.2
Atlanta, 1970 77.8 72.5 82.4 74.6 57.8 71.6 39.9
Philadelphia, 1960 77.7 74,2 81.5 74.7> 61.8 ° 68.4 44.8
Philadelphia, 1970- 76.1 - 73.9 80.8 72.3 67.7 72,3 51.7
) Occupgtion, employed males, 16 years of age and over
Percent white collar:
Atlanta, 1960 13.6 23.7 10.1 11.3 23.5 26.6 18.0
Atlanta, 1970 33.2 38.4 29.2 20.9 38.2 44.5 23.9
}Philadelphia, 1960 1§.7 26.8 12.8 16.6 24,2 -25.8 17.7
Philadelphia, 1970 32.4 37.8 2274 22.1 42.0 46.4 20.7
Notes: %pata for 1960 include blacks and other races, except white.
bIn-migrants: ‘persons living in area at census date, elscwhere 5 years earlier.
cNoﬁmigrants: persons living in area at census date and 5 years earlier.
~ dQut—migraan: 1iving_jn area S;yearé before census, ef%ewher@,at census date.
Excludes pcrsens ‘abroad or not reporting'placc of residcnce 5 years before census.
Sources: 1970: same as Table l,thbles 15 apd 16; 1960: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census
| of Population: 1960, Subject Reperts, Mobility for Metropolitan Areas, Final
| Report PC(2)-2C, Tables 4-6. : ) )
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stream of biack migration is now’ frou one mrtropolitan area to another. And we

asked *the significance of this obscrvation for the nature of black migration. Ve

can now, I believc, feel fairly safz in ansuering that questicn - the description
of the average blhck*migrant to the city as an ill-trained person of rural back-
ground and low socio-economic status to whom the social problems of our large
metropolitan arcas can be largely attributed will not hoid. He or she is in fact
well educated by current standards and judging from the occupaticnal position of
those employed, relatively successful at utilizing this education.

III. Interstatc migration and "multiple mavers"

Earlier in this paper, questions were raiééd on the role played by "remigration®,
specifically on whéther signf}cant numbers of migronts moved first from rural to
metropolitan areas within the South, and then made subsequent moves from Southern to
non-Southern metropolitan areas or, in the most recent reriocd, to other Southern
arcas. Noting the sharp difjerences betﬁeen those 20-24 and those 25~29 in the
preportions of migrants to metropolitan areas with a nommetropolitan orjigin, we
hypothesized that this might be further evidence that 2 considerable amount of "re-
migration" occurs, that is, that many of those whko made a2r initial move from a
nonme{ropclitan to a metropolitan area in the yuunéer age group, m;de a subsequent
move to a second metropolitan area later on.

be have anotﬂéf set of data from the censuses of population which ?gain, unfor-
tunately, does not throw any light on the interrcgional diniensions of this hypothesis,
but does provide some indication of the cxtent of second*mOVcs. ~-This is the series
thaticom;ares a persoq's state of residence at three points in time, at birth, at a
dgte five years prior to tha2 census, and at the cernsus date. And what these data

show is that beyond the age of 25, most black migraants in the period 1965-70 vere

]

rovings for at least the second time, that is, migrants who left their state of

20
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birth between 1265 and 1970 constitute a nirority of total migrants. The same
observation can be made for persons over 30 in the 1955-1260 period, but the
“differences dre less striking, so0 we can tentatively conclude that we have here
a trend towa}ds the increasing importance of this type of nigration (Table 7).

Seme of these perscns who are moving for at least the second time are returning
to their state of birth. Overall, most are not, that is, most of these “remigrants",
to use a rather awkward term, are nmoving Lo a third =tate. Bug rather interest—
ingly, the "return' migrants, these living outside of their state of birth .five

" years before the census, but back in it by the census date, are a higher préportion
of the total in the more recent period than they were in the 1955-1960 interval.
Whether this indicates tne beginnirg of a trend for increasing proportions of the
black pepulation to return to the South - a possibility that has recently received
some attention in the press - we cannot really say from the data at hand. But it
is certainly suggestive of this.

Concentrating our atiention on the two age groups we looked at earlier, thcse
aged 20-24 and 25-29 in 1970, wve sec that by this measure also, that is, movement
bthqen:;tateé, rates of mnigration are highést at these agés, as they were vhen
we were examining movement between places. More pertinent to the point we are
interested in here, however, is the evidcnce thet the nature of migraztion changes
sharply between these two adjacent age groups. We have just noted that past the
age of 25, in 1970, most black migrants were changing their state of residence for
at least the second time; now we add to that the fact that the change in relative
proportions in the two Lypes of migfation is particularly sharp specifically at the
age of 25, for both decades.

Ve have then this further indirect evidence that the step-migration DuBois'

found 70 years ago is probably still contiduing. Jbut we also have from this second

»
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Table 7. Percent of native black population living in different state 5 years priox to
Census, by type of move and age at Census date, 1960 and 1970

- Percent changing state of residence

-

- Age at in previous 5 vears
census date Native . Leaving Leaving a different state
population - state of Moving to Returnipg to
(in 1000s)28 Total birth Total third state state of birth
1960, persons 5 years 7
of age and over? 16,080 6.3 3.8 2.5 1.6 0.9
5~14 , 4,521 5.0 3.6 1.4 0.7 0.8
- 15-19 1,535 7.0 5.2 1.9 1.1 0.7
s 20-24 1,187 16.7  11.9 4.8 3.3 1.5
25-29 1,141 12.9 6.8 _—~ 6.1 4.1 2.0
30-34 1,207 8.2 3.8 4.4 3.0 1.4
35-44 2,283 5.1 2.2 2.9 2.0 0.3
45 years and over 4,206 2,8 1.2 1.6 1.1 0.5
1970, persons 5 years -
of age and over 17,340 6.6 3.5 3.1 1.7 1.4
5-14 7 4,840 5.6 3.4 2.2 0.9 1.3
15-19 7 2,136 6.5 4.3 2.2 1.1 1.2 .
20-24 - 1,471 16.8  11.1 5.7 3.1 2.6
25-26 - 1,166 13.9 6.0 7.9 4.7 3.2
30-34 .~ 1,047 2.0 3.2 5.8 3.7 2.1
35-44 2,064 5.4 lt8 3.6 2.3 1.3
45 years and over 4,615 - 2,6 0.9 1.7 1.0 0.7
a

‘Notes: Excludes persons not reporting state of birth or state of prior residence and
persons born outside the United Stales or resident outside 5 years prior tc
the Census.

b .
Data for 1960 includes, in addition to the black population, persons of other

races, except white.
Individual figures may not add to totals because of rounding.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1970, Subject Reports,
Final Report PC(2)-2D, Lifetime and Recent Migration, Table 1; , Census
of Population: 1960, Subject Reports, Lifctime and Recent Migration, Final
Report PC(2)-2D, Table

)
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migration series, as well as from the first, cvidence that the characteristiuvs ef

the people who migrate have chdngcd dramatically and, moreover, that within the
'—mjgrant éroup these characteristics vary systematically with the type of move.
~Among interstate migrants, the proportions with higher educational attainment

and, for the employed, with white collar jobs, are consistently above the levels

for nonmigrants (Tsble 8). But, as we found before that‘the highest levels of all

occurred asovng tnose moving from one metgopolitan area to another, so we find here

that the highesi levels are found ameng those who are moving to at least their third

state of rxcsidence.
A particularly interesting aspect of these data are the differences among those
y
who moved Lo a third state in the 19265-70 interval and those who returned to their
home state. ‘The higher his or her educational level, the more likely the migrant

is to move on to a’ third <tate and the less likely he or she is to return home

iv. Conclusicns and implications

We do rot have at present Lhe tcbulations that would link the data {rom thesec
twvo series. But I Lhink we are gp;te safe in assuming that the cvidence they present
ctan be treated together in a discussion of the significance of the present picture.
And 1 would like to present Lo you the hypofhesis that the experience of the black
populastion in the United States has a wider application, that is, that it may be
giving us a preview, an indication of what is likely to be the experience in the
less developed ceuntrices of thé world as great nambers of their rnural populations
move out of an agricultural setting in the continuing process of urbanization.

The movement of the black populativn to the citics of this country differs, on the
surface, from the situation i? the less developed world because it took place iun a
developed country with a rapid rate of economic growth. But I Lelicve’that this

difference in setting is‘Cssent}ally superiicial - the situation of the black popula-

7
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able 8. Selected characteristics of native black populaticn by interstaté'migration status
and type of move, 1965-1970. ’

In different state, 1965 and 1970

In same Leaving Lezving a different state
- state, 1965 state -of Moving to Returning to
Age in 1970 and 1970 Total birth Total third state state of birth

Y

Percent completing 4 years of highschool or more:

rsons 25 years
f age and over 30.0 52.8 48.5 - 55.3 . 60.2 47.8

25 - 29 53.5 68.7 64.2 72.1 75.4 674 ~
0 - 34 47.2 61.4 55.0 65.0 69.0 57.8
35 years and over 23.8 37.9 31.2 41.3 47.4 32.0

Percent employed persons in white collar occupations:
les, 16 years of

age -and over 17.9 29.2 26.5 31.5 36.0 25.6
19.9 27.0 26.2 28.4 33.3 24.3
20.8 - 33.4 30.4 35.3 38.9 30.4
5 years and over 16.4 25.9 21.1 28.4 33.6 19.8
males, 16 years
f age and over—34:6"—54.3 565 52.1 56.9 45.7
52.3 62.7 63.5 61.1 * 67.1 . 55.
41.s 57 4 57.8 57.1 62.5 6Y.4 *
years and cver 26.6 - 35.9 33.2 38.9 43.7 31.5

see note a, Table 7

rce: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1970, Subject Reports, Final Report
PC(2)-2D, Lifetime and Recent Migration, Tables 2 and 3.
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tion was suchx that it was cut off from this tide of economic development and

systematically excluded, to o very considerable extent, frem sharing in its

econdmic benefits. Basically then, its positicn.was the same: black people left
the land either because of Qhat appeared to be the superior opportunities of the
city or because circumstances feorced thm off -- both factors played an obvious
part. The very earliest migrants, those whon: ﬁuBois found among the long-time
residents of Philadelphia, app..r to be a very highly sclected group whe, probably
through cxtraotrdinary efforts of their own, achieve a relatively high status in
their ncw.cpmmuniﬂy. As the paca éf urban-ward movement accelerates, the sharp
differences betwecn city and country-sidc in the educaticnal and trainiqg facili~

ties available to the young, muanifest thunselves in the disadvantaged position of

the later migrants. At a third stage, when the rural to urban shift has procecded

to-the point where, in fact it is a felatively small part of total migration and
"when perhaps the diffcrences in cducacionsl opportunicics between city and countLy

have dininished, thc sclective role of migration, that is, the fact that migrants

-~

-

are generally, for (ianple, of higher educational status than those they leave
behind, emerges again as a distinguishing characteristic in the place of destine-

tion, as it had always bzen in the place of origin.

= 5

It secms clear fiom thc cvidence of the 1970 Census, that the black population

=

of the United States is now iuv this third stage. The process of migration in the .

-

€

aggregate is probubly such like that DuBoi. found 75 yars ago, with high propor-

tions of those wiio mo>ve once, moviug a second or third or even more times. But

the characteristics cof migrants, their status relative te the populations they join,

is now vastly different - «here he found, to return to the opening pages of this

" 7

paper, evidence that "tie average of culture and wealth and social efficiency is
- s -

- far Jower amony insigrants thau natiyes,” we-have found evidenge that it is nov far

”
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higher. And this finding certainly has important policy implications with regard
to the impact of migration on our metropolitan areas and -on the country in general.

In addition, hovevaer, to the significance of this finding with respect to the

" character of black migration, we also raised the question e;rlier in this paper of
its significance for the role that migration vill play in the future of the black
population.

Speaking more broadly thén, I believe that as the third migration stage we have
described dévelops, ircreasing proportfions of migrants base their decision to move
on a wider range of reasons than the purely ecoromic benefigs that may accrue. 7To

use Simon Kuznets' term, migratien becomes more "consumption-oriented"$ Those with

the resources to engage in this type of movement are clearly the more affluent mem-—

bers ‘of- the group, that is, those with higher educatiopal attainment and those whose

-, - - . - L4

»

occupational-ccenomic statvs is above the average; and this I think 1s why those

whom we have called "remigrants", that is, persons moving to at least a third state

of residence, are the most highly selected, have the highest educational and occupa-

tional status, of any of the migrant categories we have looked at.

-

Obviously, 2 great deal more work has to be done before we can feel COnfiaent
that this model deccribes reality; but it helps to explain a nuzber of anomalies
in migration data for the United.States. And if it proves to be realistic, it means,
to returg to our focus on the black pcpulation, that in the future, the decision to
move and the cheoice of dectination will be less dictaggd by economic circuinstances .

and will reflect a much greater range of Considerations with regard to the relative

desirability of areas as places in which to live.

N
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. . APPENDIA TABLE I~
BLACK POPULATION OF TEE UNITED ST@TES, BY REGION AND URBAR-RURAL RESIDENCE,
AND-ESTIMATED NET INTERCENSAL MIGKATION BY REGION, 1900-1970
- (In thousands)
' T pageed T T Tt Smeemepee oo e
Censys'd?fc N States ’* Northeasc H r:h chcra} -?O?Er“-_.: .Eéfi. H o
! Total black population R —
Ta900 0 T TTas3a.” T Taes 536 ng2y T T Tt T
L1910 32626 494 s54¢ 8745 T 3
_ 1920 CLAL4A0] _._679 793 .. @91z, .. .25 .. ._-.
... 1930 .. 14e 91 1147 “Zb2, -, 5362 o1z .
ST HEE Y- TR E ] 1420 0 G905 T a7 17T
. 19507 . ..35¢4z L 2GA1E, 52238 JARR26 2 LB L
Jowese? T, TAsUEASTTITTdodg T aFee . 1m2seT s
. 1960 . B 2 N A R R e 344e¢, 343212 1086€. . .
- L1970 . . .3 22580 LAZ4S 0 45722, 5370 L4695 . .
i Urban black populaction b -
. T_19%00 205 C T TEss 7 3as T T 436 L TTTRCITITT T
1910 2685 ... 294 395 €54 .. 4aG_ ]
N 1920 3561 -1 . 661 zzag b . 6C
1930 s194, _ %921 14C8 | z¢6?2 .l 99 oo, .
- 1940, e 2254 Lokeda 12061 2616, .. .. A2 . o=
- 1950° ....8959 . 1852 2640 | _ 4614, s _AS3_ . _ .
: Looaese® T T 83947 T AEGs T Tadse [ AR T 55 T T
. . . ... .leeo0 . :_1328¢8 - z83:6 (z2y7. . 66C8 - aece. .
) — 1970 "TT18367 0 anas i EneT 8864, “ieez. s
- i Rural black population %“* itz
%0 | D UTTEB34T [Tyl T 497 T e5sS®TITITTACT T T T
Los10 L Tl A4 Lo T 169 6895 VL.
Zoowe2p T iiTlagcz 0 T e Tt A2 6631 T A8 T T
. 1230 o, . 6697 _. 12¢ .. 164 . 6295 -
1940, . » 6612 . 136 1 _ ite __Zsz_5.3§9..{_”_ LE9 s
P T jasel T T zZesAa b . 145 7% ihe )
. TUaese® ;U865 T Taze T Tang 7 s33p I ocggmTm
Lo1s60 o 5064 130 JAk9 L 484 e L. .
.o lsro o sE3 129 %Ey . 38€C6 53 ... ...
ﬁz Estimated net 1n:crccnsa1 migration- - Total black population i“ T
TTTwsvo-rer0 T L TTIAS T Caan L Tles TR A9y T QTN
. 1910-1920 0 . _ =3 2az [T 20 ] mPes L AC ..
... 1920-1930. - e~ 409 427 A s B
. 1930-1940 cew 2 L2830 357 CXT el B2 il e
L 1940-19507 : -4 L4864 7 Tbes 468 T3S T
Y H
. * .- . FPN e ar = - . hewme e vw o owm fwow mr mms e
1940 19504 Le18T o 463 b1 299 f . 329 .
,m- -1950-1960 . «=~ 131 436 D4 L4673 . 3C5 o,
—-1960-1970 . .. . =85 ‘. _61%c . ... 387 386 B0
. ¥ - t : {
Notcs: Urban rural data for 1900-1930 refer to "old" urban definitfon, for 1950 -1970

to Mnew" urban definition. See U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Populatior.: 195
& Bulletin P-Cl, U S. Sumna:z, p, viiif., for discussion of differcnces. .

Net intercensal m:grncion for 1900-19503 derived by Census Survival Ratio method,
for 19504-1970 by Vital Statistics method. Sce sources for further discussion.

Sources: 1900-1950 : ES Lee et al., Populatxon Redistribution and Economic Growth, Vol. I,
¢ Mc:hodologica’ Consideraticns and Réfurence Tables, Tables P-4A, P-4B, P-4C;

19502;: u.S. Bufeau of the Census, con5us of Population: 1950, Spccial Report P-E,
No. 3B, Table 2; .

1960, 1970 from U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: ‘1970, General
y " Population Characteristics, Final Report PC(1)-Bl, United States, Table 55.

“t 1900-1910 to 1940-19503; H. T. Eldridge and D. S. Thomas, Population Redistribution
and Fconomic Growth, Vol. III, Dewogrnphlc Analyses _and Interrelations Table Al.20;

1940-1950% to 1960-1970: U. $. Burcau of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Population Fsrzmnros and Projoccions, Series P- 25 No. 460 (June 7, 1971), Table 7.
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APPENDIX TABLE II

BLACK POPULATION IN METROPOLITAN AREAS, BY REGION, 1900-1970
(In thousands)

Bnm st amoex -mmese - Bw sr e Mmomm Wz oW MR ST maw B s e lehe % e Bew

North

- P

1
H

i
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H

1900-1960" data refer to areas as defmed ‘in 1960; 19_6'9_% __‘c.ia‘t;é:‘géfgg:"{:b';_',_éi'gas_:M T
.. ,as defined in 1970. T R S
1900 1960 : same as Appeudix Table Jl( TR A *Mﬂ,mm' i

1960%: U.S. Bureau of the Ccnsus, Statistical Abstract of the United States: 1973.
(94K ‘edition). Washington, D.C., 1973, p. 17.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Pooulat1on 1970, General Population
Characteristics. Final Reports PC(l)-B, Table 17 for each state.
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APPENDIX TABLE I1I

BLACK POPULATION IE 34 NEfROPOLITAN AREAS WITH 100,009 OR MORE BLAdkS IN 1970, 1900-1970

(In thousands) :
s .dﬂ—;;:-- - --a“.. - ;,_ - - *: ————— - G e —————— ..._.\}. - .; - — wr ey ..r.,‘,. .Ir._,_-.-u.; —a ke ...,t,
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_Total 34 argas '_ CAEAl 355 LA 23 e X2 ey g (AR e, | 67612 8036xH2054
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New Orleans [ & X4 108 ) 139 i 459 ', 2CC | 287 . Z78- 324
- P DR O I . o L I e . sz A R N
. Memphis___ N Y 92 J.Ag7 L 555 5. 288 4 €27 1 2sf. 8. 8%
C.Dallas: 123 [ - 3B sc 2 1 76§ AUGC [ A55 dee 1227
Birmingham___ 27 g 1. 13¢ | _ 165 1 17¢ 1 208 I 220 f 254 |27
Migmi SO 000 TR I T SN X2 B X ) ) 137 137 14C
Norfolk ~ T I TTe VT2 A o6 [T e s | TR TTTAS ST TTAST ARG TR €
Richmond ., %3 | .Q;ﬁm G 'L_! 67 R B7 ., 1¢7 1_:[“"_,_ _ £
5 Greensboro . _xd i Ab | Ti7 Y 27 I 51 KR ) ¢
Jacksonville - ee =57 A2 53 C§g - &2 106 . 106 e}
Mobile . &8 2[5 48 42 52, »78 G114 3
Tampa . 11 2[1 24 4 L8 57 89 . .69 - 9
Louisvilie 49 %‘0 48 o4 54 66 €3 ‘[ 33 1
| .
2 Western areas 6%  16x 29%- 62x' . 95%x 366% 704x% 68Ex: »
Los Angeles > ic L. 19 <47 75 219 465 . 462
San Francisco 3= ts C1G 15, 2¢C 147 239 226 - s
{ %
|
]

(a) . ; L
Data for Boston in 1960(2) and 1970 1efer to four counties, Essex, Middlesex, Norfolk, and Suffolk,

rather than to the official SMSA définition.*
~ Individual figures may not add to t:lét:'a‘ls because of rounding. - -
Source! 1900—1960'(]) from U.S, Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1960. Selected Area Reports.

Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas. Final Keport PC(3)-~1D. UyS." Governuent Printing Office,
Washington, D.C., 1963; Table 1; all data refer to SMSAs as defined in 1960.

-

1960€2) from ibid. , General Population Characteristics. Final Report PC(l)A - Serieé B, Table 28
for each state; ‘Arecas as )dcl’ined io }'970, except Bogton (see note (a)). 5, .

5

1970 from U.S. Burcau of the Census, Census 55 Population: 1970. General Population (.:harac.t:er-
istics. Final Report PC(1) ~ B 1, United States, Table 67, except Boston (see note (a)). v
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- a  APPLNDIX TABLE 1V T,
PERCENT OF I-MICLANTL 10 32 “‘IROPOIL(nh AREAS LIaNG IN ZNOTHEX METROPOLITAN AREA S YEan -
PRIOR TO CEESUL, A0 eLRCER™ OF OUT-MIGRARTS IN PREVIOUS 5 VEARS LIVING IN ANOTHER -
y NETMOROLITAT ARER SE-eTRSUS DATE, BY ..GE AT CENSUS DATE
’ BLACKS AND OLIER (BACEPT WHITES) 1960 ANU BLACKS, 19700
Standird Actrogolitae "C*Clngq Lerants Zrom och'r rctgaxﬁlfrnn _areas - Percent out-migrancs to
Statistical Area Peraons aved 1 Persons aged . Persons aged (™ other mwetropoiitan areas
5 and_over }/L_,__ZO-’I i 25-25 Persons _aged_ 5 _and_over _.
e e e - :_ 1960 { ] 1970 : 1960 I 1970 i 1960 “!4_,19.70___4“__,,_;g@g_______ . ,_19/,0_“ .
37 areas KB~ 1§71, LU 3ea T ;’. IR O R-X N MO0 N il I
: T R I D R . N
6 Northeastern aread B szl g HTRATAVCE T sk 11T LITIeS AT LT s Ay
New York | _; w=& ) hRud 1 375 b s 4 L2CL 559 1 6%6 | TR 8.6
Philadelphia chn st E ETWE G Abe L (04 555 0. €63 e 006 0 755
Newarh TR DIy | 307 0 2c4 0 w0G o, 635, 645 | wre ]
Pitrsburgh S R 74 L S B S W 778 L 2_7::.:_ R -
Byt n S A T U T MR- T IS AR N O A A B X 26 B
Buffalo U IR TS B SR - T S AR .22z | .. 685 | 765
A S S B e e L.
10 North Central .\rca:_?;“xz_c-7w } T RO BT P N -2 - S B I 634 4 .. 69¢ | = 7Ff:
Chitage - _ _ [ A6L 1 494 b 356 1 245 L9351 w33 T ERET IR T e
Deeroic . i olew dowd7 468 1 574 ) g2z 1668 237 el
St.. louwis_.. .. 0 4%ty 33 1< 348 1 A3 L a9t 62e L 736 1, 685
Cleveland i wles Ceh j_sz2e 1 596 3 566 1 .7¢3 ~2.8.5 U
Cingimnati 1 559 | 735 1 4897 €24 |__ 5728 | 226 3 A4 | T €3I
Kansas City., . ' &7 o _5e7 1 _ 224 [ 66 - 505 15 525 1 A2E _. .73
Indianapolig . 4 402} H&6 | 35.2 ¢ 278 i 468 |..635 | _. 636 | ...775
¢ Gary [ &85 L o6 h 472 1 Sao d__f7a) 632 1 724 | . 7948
S milwackee U707 Tal TSR T | Ui T S a7 et T L fee Tl They
Colymbus [ = 1 a5 {267 4T 82T | 76 | ez €341 656 gia.
- ot
«r o~ -.’ “-E’AZ_’V[H‘-’I‘L\ 5'—“» e T T TR YT L - - --._.u....._.,.,.-_,.:...;_:.- ; ” oo s -
b L76 wtmramAlwr e Ca - S . L — Lo Fmar ' o e VIV el A b e e -
waspington| v, P LT N S I -SSR P WL N S 2 LX) v
Beitwore [+ 1L T Teeq b veaT [ oAl Ay TG, X
Hopgeon [ _ . i obn j_ 519 Vs LT TITTAC T T 86T T Ty e T
. New Orleadifs _ oogeel q AL LT eba 1 2l 350 ¢ A6 G2
13 P1.-X U0 A T N N S-S - D Z S S N 2 A R )
temphis o AL 2B G ey LGS B L h a0 748 777,
LT IR S N 00 S-S B S I BC T N 2 DR
Bigminghap _ - _ ! . %4ee | v lAF 206 ] 4 nl Ahz _F 3.7 254 2awn
Miami _ | . xae ITTSal [ ot song  Beg : T 5neT Tl T TR0
Norfoik S R R LY R TV B i AL T N v e S A %
121 chmond PSR [REE I L 2 a8 j oL, i 362
Jacksoavillle Fla. 2 7E 7.7 > 43 b 9.2 L73 58.2 56.5
Tampa . 32.06 5 0.6 225 b5 369 53.4 5 4.0
Louig';\zil e - SN Zeu 3 1-5 Z C"é 4 3'6 3 0‘6 4 2.C 6 2.6
2 testern areas (b) 744 774 646 = 698 712 8 C.3 7 6.6
Los Angeles 7 45 772 6 &7 6 S 7 144 790 777
83 775 5 L6 72¢A 728 b W6 7 5.2

e San Francisco

Kotes: datu for 1960 refef o arcas as defined in 1960, for 1970 as defined in 1970. In most arcas there
Sas cither wo €han i{» in definirion or the effect of the change on the black population was minimal.
Comparisun ¢ 19601 and 19607 columns 1'1 Appendix Table III shows effect of change on total black
population. ¢ ; .

<
4

(a) -
The chunge in cov_rage may af{fect comparisons for the two Westem areas; in all other areas "others" i
ave a very minor proportion of.total. .

(B Unwsigplad GFerags . -

A
Sources: same as Table 6. #
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