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Between 1960 and 1970, approximately 6.2 per-
cent .of the 1960 population of Kansas left the
state. However, that tells only the net loss. It does
not tell us how miany ¢came’in or how many left.

. Nordoesit tel us where they went, when they left,
or where thod$e who entered came from. Here we

look at gross mrgratron from Kansas to other

states ahd to Kansas from the’ rest of the pation

between 1965 and 1970." . . ‘
Migration is an extremely difficult phenomenon

%o measure. In previous research we looked sim-

- ply at net migration and caléulated how many
. Ppeople would be in an area with normal death and

birth rates,if there had beer no migration in or
out. - The difference between the expected
population and the actual population we called
‘net_migration. However, there is another way to
look at migration: examination of individual
‘movement’ over time. The Unitéd States census
uses_15 percent.samples of the population to
determrne whére each person lived in 1965. Where
he or she lived in 1965 was\then compared with -
. where she or he lived in 1970. That ‘gives a dif-
ferent medsure of Kansas migration anhd a dif-
ferent way of assessrngpopulatron movements.
One of thé most striking things for Kansas be-
_.tween 1965 and 1970 is migration volume. Only 51
" percent of the people who lived in Kansas in,1965
'-_.-"did not move between 1985 and 1970. Only slightly
. more than half lived in the samg house in 1965and _
1970. The rest moved: to a different house in the
. same county, to. a different county in Kansas,
abroad, or to different U.S. states. Net'migration

- between 1965 and 1970 was 2 percent of the 1970

population, much less than the 6 percent for the *
1960 70°decade. While the difference could result,

1.Contribution 44, , Department of Sociology and/ An-
" thropology, Aggifuliural Experiment Statron Kansas "State
} University, Mgrihattan, Kansas 66506.

NOTE: P, lications and pRolic meetrngs by the Kansas

’ Agriculty %xpedment Station areravailable and open to the
;  Ppublic rega less of race, color, natignal origm sex, or religion.
\"/ ) . // .
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Kunsas Mlgrafrons Streéams:
R Wherejhey come. from, where ihey go

T . ByCornelia B-Flora ¢

. illustrate the.basic movement of populatron The .

’

from a differgnce in measurement technique$, it
more likely s because more people moved be-
twegn 1960 and 1965 than bétween 1965 and 1970.
Migration trends in Kansas between 1970 and
1974 strengthen that idea. Twelve percent (250,832
people) of the 1970 populationmigrated to Kansas
.between 1965 and 1970; thever 14 percent
(298, 258 peoplez,who lived in K‘ansgs in 1965 left
by 1970.

Where did those who Ieft go? Where did ihose.
who entered Kansas come from? Flgure 1

.

regronal exchange\rs shown in Table 1.

Mobility of college students °

People move the most when they are 18 to 25 ,
‘years old—between graduatron from high school
: and early adulthood, Two ‘important institutions '
that aid their mobility are the armed forces and in-
stitutions of “higher education, colleges and
universities. First let’s seq how colleges influence
migrati®n- by Iookfngv’at people who were in
college in.1970 and where they lived in 1965, and
then at people who were in college in 1965 and.

.
!

Table 1. Migration'between 1865.and 1970 to'and from Kgn-
sas. ’ e :

$ Tt

. Kansas's nlt

v~
S
ay

- ) ' migratioh
Reglon of U.S. JoKansas * From Kansas sxchange
_ West North Central ¥71.000 . 68,744 . 2,256
*« West South Central . 48,762 65,007  -16,245"
East North Central 29,811 32,352 -2,541
East South Central 8,278 8.575 -297
Pagific » 28,701 45,886 417,185
Mountain 25,444 34,964 -9,520
‘Midﬂe Atlantic 13,496 ° 11,076 2,420 .
New England  * 5,129 5171 -4
Soufh Atlantic . - 20,211 . 26,383  -6,172 .
_ AliRegions  ° 250,832 ¥98,158  -47,326 ‘
- (2% 1) (14% out) . (-2% net
S ) : o
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where they Iived in 1970. Figure 2 represents the -
migratiqn by Statesto and from Kansas for coliege

students in 1970. Twenty-two percent {20,896  in-

dividuals) of the entire college population in Kan- .
sas cameto Kansas.to go to school from dther -

parts of the United ‘States. They iived outside of
Kansas ,in :1965. But 19.4 percent (19,192 in
“dividuals) who. lived in Kansas in 1965 left to go to
schoot bng“?o That is, 1 ,704 students or 1.7 per-
cent more ofithe coIIege population entered than
left Kansas. Figure 2 shows that, on the whole, the
exchange between states was fairly equitable. We
tudents to ‘Galifornia, ¢ Colorado,
* Qklahoma, an¢§l Texas than came from those

. states to schoof\{n Kansas. However we recgived.

more from New e_xtco Missouri, lowd, Mgontana,

lllinoig, New -York Dalaware, South Dakota, and -

Nebraska than we seht to those areas. Table 2

-shows the regianal exchange of persons who -

£

.

. wer’écollegestudentsln1970 o .

Table 2. Migration befween 1965 and 1970 to and from Kan-

*sas by persgns enrolled in college in 1970 by U.§. region.

Region

Middle Atlantic ,

West North Central

East North Central

New England
_Mountain -

East South Centrai

South Atiantic

West South Central
* Pacific .,

Nat
. 1,053 -
1,797

To Kansas AFrom Kansas
2,860 . g 907
6,254 4,457
2,952 2,644

649 * 564
2,126 2,100
414 519
1,126 1,414
2,839 3,872
1,676 2,715 -1,039
20,806 « 197192 1,704
(21.1% in) (19.4% out) (+1.7%
y - d \f . net) -

Man§ people,(27, 382 or 45.1 percent) in coIIege

.in Kansas in: 1965 lived eI?eWhere in 1970—a net

loss of 7,622 or 12.6 percent. Figure 3 represents

net mrgration and the mrgratron
< coilege students.

TN

85
. 2%
" 4105
v 288
:1,033

By 1970 persons who- were students in Kansas’

in ¥W65.had scattered to eVes)L state in the Union.

}. The West South.Central "apd Pacific regions

. received the mbst who were students in Kansas in
1965, followed by the Bast North Central regiens.
* Those who were students in 1965 were most likely
to gnove to Kansas from the West NorthaCentrat
reglon (Table 3).

Only" the East Soyth Central region sent us

more who were college stddents in 1965 than Kan-
sas sent there. Largest net receiver‘was the
Pacific region, with more than 3,
. Kansas; the Mountain and South Atlantic regjons

Y

308 .

sﬂreams of .

"~ West North Central

0 students from -

Table 3. Migration batwa;; 1965 and 1970 to and from Kan-
sas by persons enrolled in college in 1965 by U.S. region.
Reglon : ) . Aot
East South Central *1,281
New England * -212
West South Central -600
West North Central 639
East North.Central -640
_ Middie Atiantig -748 |
South Atiantic -1,424
Moantain 1,534
Ipacitic -3,133,
Afl Regions +-7,649
' (-12.6%
. . ** net) »-
(had‘more than 1,000 each in 1370 who had been
students in Kansasin 1965., y o
College student migration is most often related
to availability of jobs. Kanéas seems not to meet
all the economic and other needs 'of/cCollege -
graduates,.as more migrate from than into the
‘state. ) ;

Armed Forces Mobrllt)} .

Even _more mobile than. collége students are
members of the armed forces. Kansas has sevéral
military bases or’ installations and had 35,813
milifary personnel in- 1970; 63.5 perceht (22,757)
came to Kansas from other’ states Kansans
stationed in other states-totalled 20, 664. Kansas .
had a net balance’of 6.379 milttary personnet in
the state in 1970 who did nof’live in the state in

. \Tol(anm
1,907
* 568 -
3,630
. 5,548
2,748
1,131
1,279°
1,490

FromK'ags'u
" 626
780
" 4,230
6,187 °
3,388 -
1,879 °
2,708 «
+3,024
1,459 * .4,592
19,760 + 27,409 *
(32.6% m) (45 1% out)

<

~

1965 (Figure 4)."Regional movement of the Armed

Forces is shownin Table 4.
. Kansas, lost servicemen between 1965 and
1970 Schilling Air Force Base |n Salina closed

Table 4. Migration befween 1965 and 1870 to and from Kan-
sas by members of the armed forces in 1970 by U.S. region.

Reglon ToKansas
3,261
5,986
3,109
1,678
1,240
3,257
1,180
4,577

From Kansas

1,710
7.

A 4
1,551
5,043
£ 2,483~
~ 635
512
200_
-408 ,
-479
~3,975 5932  -2,957°
27,043 20664 6,579
A (76, 1%in) (57.7% out 4t 18.4%
net)

East North Central -
Middle Atlantic
EastSouth Central
New England -
West South Central
Mountain

South Atlantic . -
Pacific

All Regions

944
626
1,043
728
3,057
1,588
5,036
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People in the service in 1965 who came to Kansas

: - by 1970 totalled 13,367 while those in service in

Kansas |n 1965 but left in 1970 tofalled 20,184—a

*  net lossjot 6,817 or 20. 7 percgntjof the 1965 ser-
" vick populatlon L

Figure 5 represents flows intd and from Kansas
by 1970 by persons in the armed forces in 1965.

" The largest numbers. who came ‘t6 Kansas be-
tween 1965 and™970 were serying in California or

- Texas in 1965. Kansag lost large numbers of ser-

_vicemien to Missouri; Texas, lIRnois, and Califor-

nia. By region the IargestAgroup (3,187) who were

in the service in 1965 anid came to Kansds by 1970

were from the Pacnflc region. More. than 2,000°

each came from South Atlantic -and West ‘South

Central regions. : .

.- . Thosé who were in the service in Kansas in 1965
tended to go t6 the East North Central, the South -
Atlantic, West Soath Centra), and Pacific regions,
about 3,000 to e'aph‘of those regions (see Table 5).

Table 5. ‘Migration betwean 1965 and 1970 to.and from Kan- .

sas by-members of the armed forces in 1965 by U.S. ragion.

.~ nonmetropolitan

“Roglon - o To Kahsas From Kansa's Net
CPadiic - "L s 3,187 2,993 194
EatSouth Central” = " 765 . 919 154
New England N 487 680 -193
© South Aflantic ¢ - - 2,83 3,064 .. _ -228
Mountn / 1,063 <1572 -509
-West Sautn Central /2,330 2,999 669
« Middle Atiantic =~ 851 1,629 978 |
. West North Central § 1085 243 4282
East North Central , “‘F 863 3.891 -3,028
All Regions 13,367  20,184"  -6,817

Y
- H

" Soméof,these men remained in the service and’
were sent' to different basés. Others’ left the ser-

vice and sought new areas'to re-enter civilian life.

Kansas's loss in population is not simply a

. .steady out-migration stream. There is much in-
migratiort as well; the streams running both direc-
tions suggest that as things change in Kansas,

return. to Kansas by those who lived herg ¥

. ,prevuously IS not out of the question.

L}

Metropohtan—- ' '
Nonmetropolttan Resudence .

-What charactenstlcs ajher than geographic
region attract m:grants from Kansas? -~

Do people froam metropolitan areas in Kansas
move to other_njetropotitan areas in or outsfde the
state when they migrate? - ,

Do those who do not live in metropolitan areas

A -

(40 5% in) (67°2% out)(-20.7% net)\\"

-

> . .

L3

in Kansas move to nonmetropolltan areas in or -

outside the state when they migrate? )
Metropolitan areas are defined as a county or a
group of contiguous counties that contains at
least ong city of 50,000 inhabitants or more. In ad-
“dition to the county or counties'that contain such
a city or cities, contiguous -counties are included
in the: Standard Metropolitan Statistical area
(SMSA) designation -if, according to_ gertain.
criteria, they are socially -and economically in-.
tegrated with a-central city. In Kansas in 1970,
- Sedgwick and Shawnee gach was a single SMSA
county. Contiguous counties ¢f Wyandotte and
Johnson were also designated a single Standard
Metropolitan  Statistical Area. What .about
migration to and from those three-areas?
Between 1965 and 1970, about 21 percerit of all
“ Kansans changed houses within thejr county.and
another.10 percent moved from the calnty where
they lived in 1965 but remajined jn -the state by
-1970. Did this, movement’ represent/a shift from
rural to urban areas, from nonmetropolitan’ to-
metropolitan areas, or was it sumply movement

within'similar areas of Kansas?
Between 1965 and 1970, 52,193 Kansans moved

into Kansas metrgpgjitan areas. Most (more than
43,000) of these me opolltan migrants were from
areas. Intrametropolitan
migration within Kansas was rather small. Not
many (only 8,752) moved between Wichita, Kan'sas .
City, and/or Topeka. Kansans when they changad-'
their area of residence; wére more likely to move-
to nonmetropolitan than to metropolitan areas of
Kansas. More than 107,000 Kansans moved into
nonmetropolitan areas. Aimost 39,000: moved
from the metropolitan areas of Wlsh\ta Kansas
City, and Topeka into- nonmetropolitan areas.

, During thie same. five years nearly 69,000 others
moved from nonmetropolltan areas of Kansas into
other nonmetropolitan areas of the state. *

Movement into Kansas
e More than 225,000 people came into Kansa’s to

_/,.,--

sas metropolitan areas;While around 60,000 came
from metropolitan areas outside Kansas to non-""

“metropolitan éeonomic areas in Kansas The non-
metropolitan areas of Kansas seem .to attract °
peopfe from outside the state. Military bases and
universities attract some, but often sma#l and
medlum sized towns in 'Kansas are attractlng a
substantial number of cnty dwellers from other
states either with- economlc opportumtles and/or
to Qur lessdrantnc way oflife.
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v, Interestingly. the smalle group bout 37,000)
£ from outslde the state. came/ from non-
: metropolitan ‘to Kansas. mefropolitan areas. Kan-
sas metropollten areas dpparently do not draw_
,highly from nonmetropolitan areas outside the
.. state,but from outsnde m,etropoht n areas.

Movement from Kansas

E trom,metropoiitan -ar¢as 1o
The next largest number go fro noninetropolitan
. .Kansas areas to metro Olita areas outside the

siate Pgople.from nonmetropolitan/areas in Ran-
R'_,,sas,,tare almost tWiceTaswli ely’ as those from
' meirop‘oiitan areas in Kansas to move to non-

7 metropolitan aréas autside Kansas. 3 Karisans Who

rhe 4,

- more likely {0 friove oyt of tate tth within'Kan-
' sas. - :

» More: than 92000 who Irved
metropolltan areds in 1965 lived ij
, areas outside Kansas by 1970.
moved from *Kansas metropolitan

.

|n Kansas
metropolitan

reag to non-
f the.United
ho left Kan-
metrop_olitan'

. States,so abgut 75 percent ‘of thos-
¢ -, sas metropolitan areas .moved ta:
areas outside of Kansas ol

NetFlows | o :

“v In’ exchanges between KansaSJ metropolltan

. areas and metropohtan areas o;gtsrde ¥Kansas,
P %L(“ansas had a deficit of around +20,000. Irr ex-
change between nonmetrgpolrtan areas of Kansa$

and nonmetropolrtan areas outside the state, Kan-

‘'sas has a deficit of stightly-more than 6,000. And
Kansas ' has' a’ surplus in movements from
_metropolitan: areas to nonmetropolntan ‘areas.
People from metropdlitan areas qutsnde Kansas ¢

are more likely to move o nonmetropolrtan areas

%in Kansas than people from Kansas are to move

L,). . “from metropolitan areas to nonm tropolitan areas

-32  outside the state—-adrfferenceo 23,000. : .
’ Forty-six thousand .more people left non-
" metropolitan Kansas for ngam tropolitan areas
... outside of Kansas than the number who left non-
. .metropolitan areas outside - ‘of .Kansas for
N metropolitan areas in Kansas., Kansas non-
metropolitan areas attract mugrants from out of
state more consrstently than her metropolitan
. . areas do. People frmonmetropohtan areass =in
3 Kansas tend to move\o/cities and towns in their
. . areas, then to Kansas metropolitan areas, and
- finally Kansas fo metropolitdn areas outside the
state. But Kansas still had a. great ‘deal of -
movement among nonmetropolrtan areas, both in
ﬁﬁe'state anq with the rest of the United States. A

~

The majority of Kansaq whq Jeave the state go -
tropolitan areas. .

moved to-a metropolitan area we(e three times

nother 37,30¢G

‘Kansan from a nOhmetropoIitan area was as likely
to move to a nonmetropolitah area outside the "
state astoa nonmetropolitan area in Kansas. They
*are more likely to move from a nonmetrapolitan
area in Kansas to a metropolitan area outside the-
state than to a no_nmetropohtan area outside the-
state. That also held for Kansans in the three
' metropolitan aréas in Kansas. One whe. lived in
Topeka, Wichita, or Kansas City was much more
likely (11 times .more- likély) to move to' a
metropoﬂtan area outside the state than to
another metropolrtan areain Kansas.
Kansas is. much more likely to aftract people
‘ from metropolitan areas than from non-
metropolitan areas and those who move here from
. Metropolitan areas tend to move to metropolitan
Kansas, although movement from metropolitan
areas outside the state to nonmetropolitan areas
in the state is substantial.

Kansas’s net inter-state migration between

1965 and 1970 was a negative 2.4 percent of its
j970p pulatlon

R [}

State of\Birth S <.
Up.to here we have Iooked at mlgratron between

1965 and 1970. A longer period, between birth and .

. residenck in 1970, shows 62.9 percent of Kansans
-in 1970 were born in Kangas, comparenmth 64.6
_ percent of the U.S. population living in, their state
of birth. But 45 percent of the persons born in Kan-
sas lived in another.state in 1970, compared with
only 28 percent of the éntire U.S. population who
¥lived outside their state of birth in 1970. About'one
third (31 percent) of that group lived irnythe con-
tiguous states of Colorado, Nebraska, klahoma,

" and Missoliri. A large portion of pe ns born |n
Kansas.live out of the state, and thgy migrate sub-

» ; Stantial distances. : :

By 1980 Kansas had Tost a net of 455,521 pér-
sons by movement between state of bifth and
-state of current resudence A -net gain o 4 163
Negroes kept the loss from bemg hrgh‘9r ansas

- has been somewhat attractive to Negroes, who
areavery small portion of the state populatron

Kansas residents born out of state came from
these regions, in rank ordef: West North Central
.Solith, West,. and Northeast. Other states that
sent large numbers of théir native born to Kansas
were contiguous states and those with large

o
9

populations (Texas, lllinois, and GCalifornia) as

shown ip Table 6. Contiguous states and western
) states havé attracted the most Kansans. '

" When the age nd sex characteristics of those/ ‘

_of Kansas birth are examined, we find that the very
young remain in the state, but after 19 the propor
. W ",:‘.. " € 5 /
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0 }iort stlll Ilytng‘ln Kansas decreases. qulte rapldly
4 Males ,are mere mobile ‘than females. leferential

access to the armed forces (traditionally male)\

likgly explaing most of the difference. Women
were sILgthy less likaly than men to migrate long
distances ;' e .

i State-ot birth, Besidence in1965, ~ ..
and Residence in 1§70

* To det mformatioﬁ on return m|grat|on to Kan-
" sas, we com pared place of birth.to where one lived
_in 1970 ahd 1965. While, that uses three-arbitrary
1 ;ﬁmes rather than every move a person has made
Kansas stayers and-return’ mlgrants ‘
Of* persLohs fiye years and, older who lived in
Kansas in 197§, 58.5 pércent were born in the
< state and also I|ved there in 1965, compared with
459 6 percent for the U.S. as a whole. Thus Kansans
Swere slightly | more mobilé than the US.
population as a whole, Only 3.7 percent who were
‘born in-Kansas were not here-in 1965 but had re-
turned by 1970. That compares with 3.5 percent for
_the nation as la whole. Of the 1970 Kansas
population five years and older, 21.8 percent who
wete in Kansas |n both 1965 and 1970 were born in
a different state,| compared with 18.5 percent for
the nation as a whole: Thus we can say those who
adopt Kansa¥ arejmore onal to'their adopted state
than average, at léast in‘as much as loyalty can be
measured by contjnued-residence.

RETN 4

In. 1970, Kansas had 57,334 who were born in 2
nsas and attending college in Kansas; 2,788

ad returned from another state since: 1965,
suggesting that Kansas institutions of higher
learning are attractive enough to pull back native
Kansans to go to $chool. In 1970, 36,793 born in
another state were going to school in Kansas.
.~ Nearly. half of them (17,721) were living in Kansas
in 1965~suggestmg again that the quaﬁty,of ourin-
stitutions of higherieducation attract a large.num-
ber of fairly recent tnigrants into the state. Of the
20,320 persons born in.Kansas and living in Kan-
sasin 1970 and inc llege somewhere in 1965 but
not in.1970, 18,528 were in Kansas colleges in

1965. Gross in-migration between 1965 and 1970 ~

" was about 2,000 who were in college in 1965, They
were native Kansans educated out of state who
‘- came back toKansas. . s
-Of people in colldge in 1965 and living in. Kan-
sasin 1970, 19, 808 were born in another state;

only 7,548 of them ere living In Kansas in 1965

and going to collbge, Offsetting them were 12,260

. born in another state and educated out of state In (

1965 vfho came to, Kansas by 1970.

. \""\

Vatevery pomt in time, it glves -an-idea of long term#

Of persons. under 30 who were not in college in
1965 or'1970 but who had at least 4 years of
- .college, 6,369 were born in Kansas and lived in
Kansas in 1965 and 1970. Another 665 horn in Kan-
_sas returned to the state after getting their college . .
educat|on There were 6,003 born In other states
who came to Kansd by 1970, and only a third of ,
-them lived in Kansas in 1965 Unfortunately data’
. a hP not avgllable to'l00k the other way, to answer
e questlbn did people -born in Ka sas ith
college educations léave, and at what rate?
However .there is "some .suggestion, of return ‘o
migration by native Kansans, aIthough not: many :
considering the Iarge ‘number reslding outside
Kansas. ,

”
>

Conclusions -

It is clear that the strearo of migration both into
and from Kansas is si stantial. ‘Kansas is a
cosmopolitan state with inpyt from many other

- states. Further, Kansas has an |mpact on every .
state by sendmg Kansans to eagh other- state.
Usually the places we send the st Kansans

" also. send us the most immigrants. For example,
Caltforma and Colorado fgceivé a lot,of Kansans

. butalsosenda lot of their residents to-Kansas. ,

Nonmetropolltan areas of Kansas seem to be
the. most “attractive for outof-state migrants, as
well as for Kansans Changmg residence to
another economic area in Kansas. The step- o
m|grat|on of Kansas residents wha move probably
goes’like this: from a farm to a small town, to a !

. medium sized city, toa metropolitian‘area lp the *
state and then toa me’;ropohtan area outs|de Kan-
sas.

Remarkabiy few move from metropofltan areato
metropolitan areas” in Kansas, suggesting that "‘m;
each metropolitan area tend§ to develop its own S
hinterland and that co nication ‘and, ltnkages )
with other-metropolitan areas is mmlmat at Ieast
through human beings who carry information from

*one of its three metropolifan centers to the other .
two., y

The* mtgrants tend o be under 30 and well
educated. The large flow of persons among Kan-
sas economic areas and between Kangas and the =~
rest of the Unifed States can’ be:accounted for,
fargely by two mstltutlons that prImartly attract _-
young ‘people, the military and higher education. °
The military- tends to be more global in migration
streams and jnfluences, brtnglng people from the -
far corners of the United States to Kansas and in’ )
turn sending Kansans, particularly,young men, to )
other parts of the UnIted States. UnIversttIes, too, A
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L ﬁlhile less controlled in térms of migration flow, .economic areas shows that Kansas metropoftan’;. ‘.
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