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CONTRIBUTIONS OF REC / T.

AND I.ABOR FORCE

n By Gladvs K. Bowles* -

N

7R0/N0NMETR0 o
POPULATION , -~

, S . / ) A
INTRODUCTION - 'Some 6.2 million, or one-eighth, of the 19). "special tabulations
) . ) ‘1975 nonmetro populanou lived in metro f 1975 CPS. it L i
ome 6.2 million people 5 y#drs old araas 5 years'earlier. Metro/nonmetro Tom ¢  CFS, 1t 1s possi-
and over who lived in norfAetro  ™igents more than replaced the 5.1 ble to gain arer picture of: charac-
w 5 - million persons moving in the opposite teristics this migrant group and to
localities in 1975 had movg’sin from direction,dex'c‘:ept among young adults, make risons"ﬁ'ith perso‘ns in
v . . blacks, and the college educated. In their . °
:ﬁt‘;‘;ﬁ:gﬁgg‘: X t‘l’lg":‘;ﬁ occupation, industry, and income attri-  other nglbility status categories.

/.
A
[N

metro populationin }9%5 and also
"about onefeighth o "the“ nonmetro
labor force.- /
~ This ‘article highlights some charac-
_ teristics of thesf people and presents
trof their contributions
etro population and
? The data. used are based
tabulations from the March
rrent Populatlon Survey
(CPS) f the Bureau of the Census and
reflgft metro designations through
19¥5 and assigned values for persons
whom mobility status was not
ported originally. Thus, they are
¢ somewhat different from those
pubhshed in the Current Populatton
7' ‘Reports (16): '’

t(/:)"vthe no
/}ﬁbor fo

*Gladys K. Bowles is a social de-
mographer with the Economic Devel-
-opment Division, ESCS, stationed at
the Institute for Behavioral Research,
University of Georgia. This article is a
modified version of a paper presented
at the -annual meeting of the Popula-
tion: Association of America, April
*1978, in Atlanta, Georgia. The
% research reported on is being con-

" ‘ducted under Agreement No. 12-17-

- 09-8-1663, between the (former)
Economic Research Service, USDA,
and the Institute for Behavioral
Research, University of Georgia.
More information will be presented
in a forthcoming.report of the Eco-
nomics, Statistics, and Cooperatives
Service and the Institute for Behav-
ioral Research (6). The assistance of
Jdennifer L.  Campbell, Teresa D.
Cromer, and Sam T. Davis, III, of the
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butes, migrants did not have a negative
impact on the nonmetro population. High
proportions were in white-collar occupa-
tions and industries, and average income
was no less than that of the total nonmetro

- population. Nor did the nonmetro popula-

tion suffer in exchanges with metro areas-
‘on earning capacity of migrants. Remarka-
ble similarity was noted in the incomes of
metro/nonmetro migrants and persons
moving in the opposite direction.

' Keyn}vords:

Metro/qonmetro
Migrants s
Labor force

CHARACTERISTICS
OF
THE MIGRANTS

Except for one recent article (17),
little has beéh written on the charac-
teristics of the metro/nonmetro
migrants, although many people have
treated other aspects of the recent
nonmetro population and migrat

turnaround in the United States and _

other countries (2-5, 7-9. 11,13, 18,

Institute for Behavioral Research, in
the development of materials on -
which the article was based is:

'acknowledged The article is pat-,

terned to some.extent after the
design developed by Anrie S. Lee' for

.an aiticle appearing in Agricultural

Economics Research some years ago

which assessed certain aspectsof the :

rural-to-urban migration stream (10).
Note: Italicized numbers in paren-

theses refer to items in the Blbllogra-‘ .

phy at the end of this article:

%,’ E

tus of each individual 5
d over was based on a
f place of residence at
the time of the survey and 5 years.
earlier. In this article, nonmovers are
persons living in the same house in
1975 as in 1970. Movers lived in
dlfferent houses but in the same
county .at both dates, and migrants
lived in’ dlfferent counties at the
beginning. and end of the period.
The vast majority of the metro/
nonmetro migrants were whites; only
about 6 percent were blacks or per-
sons of other minority races. Neither
males nor females predominated
among metro/nonmetro migrants.
Each sex was just about one-half the
total. The median age was 27.3 years
and the median yéars of school com-
pleted weére 12.6. About 42 percent
livedin the South in 1975." The great
majority had moved from metro to -
nonmetro-areas within the two broad '
regions -of the country, the South, .
and the North and West, combined.
-But about a fifth had moved from
one of these broad reglons to the
other.

' The South includes Maryland,
Delaware District of Columbia, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, .
South Carolina, Georgia, Flotida,
Kentuc,ky, Tenne‘ssee Alabama, Mis-

sis&ippi, Arkansas,'-Louls:ana Okla-
‘homa, and Texas. The remaining
States, including Alaska and Hawaii,
are grouped together in th!'North
and West region.

’



Although direct information on family migration
versus that of single individuals is not available, it is *
obvious that most of the meéro/nonmetro movement
involved families or persons who had formed families
after moving. The proportions of migrants living alone -
_or with others to whom they were not related was no
“greater than in the general nonmetro population.

About 5 percent of the males were in the Armed

- Forces, a higher proportion than in the total nonmetro
population. About 75 percent of the males were in the
labor farce. Of those in the civilian labor force, about 10
percent were unemployed. Nearly 45 percent of the »
females were in the labor force and 14 percent were
unemployed. The labor force participation rate of male
metro/nonmetro migrants was higher than that of the
larger population they had joiped, and the unemploy-
ment rate, nominally so. Female newcomers participated
in the labor force at about the same rate as other non-
metro women, but a somewhat larger proportion did not.
hold jobs.?

’

: "REPLACEMENT :
‘OF NONMETRO POPULATION
, LOST THROUGH OUTMIGRATION

In considering contributions of these migrants,
perhaps the first is the extent to which they have
replaced or exceeded the number of persons of similar
characteristics who left for metro areas. - ,

‘According to the CPS figures, persons 5 years old and
over moving to nonmetro from metro areas between
1970 and 1975 exceeded by 1.1 million the number
moving away (table 1). People moving to the nonmetro
areas more than offset the metro-directed losses of
whites, but replaced only three-fourths of the blacks.

" Losses were exceeded to about the same degree among
males and females and among persons living in each of
the two broad regions of the country. For those moving
within the South, the losses were offset less than in the
North and West. Inter-regionally, metro areas of the
South gained at the expense of the nonmetro North and
West and nonmetro areas of the South also gained at the
expense of the metro North and West:

Movement ) Number .
- South metro to North and West nonmetro 405,000
North and West nonmetro to South metro | 544,000
Net gain by Southern metro ©139,000
South nonmetro to North and West metro 557,000
North and West metro to South nonmetro 937,000
Net gain by Southern nonmetro 380,000

1 Tests, for significance were madelat the 2.0 and 1.6
standard error levels following procedures recommended
by the Bureau of the Census for the March 1975 Current

16 s . . o . . T,

Numbers of people involved in the metrq/nqnmetro
exchanges and degree of replacement varied considerably
by age. While young adults, 18-34 years, led in each

“stream (2.5 million. to nonmetro and 2.7 million to

metro), they were only two-fifths of those moving to
nonmetro areas compared with over half those moving -
away. This fact was true partly because only three-
fourths of the loss of young adults, 18-24 years, was
replaced, although at every other age category shown'in
table 1, losses were more than offset.

As has been pomted out by others, retlreinent has
influenced nonmetro migration and populatlon turn-
around (4). Persons aged 55 and over exceeded those
who had moved in the opposite dlrectmn to a somewhat
greater extent than at other ages. Even'so, they were
under-represented in the nonmetro population of these
ages in 1975. Although metro/nonmetro migrants had a
nominally higher median age than those moving in the
opposite direction (25.4), the former group nonetheless

~ had a larger percentage of children under age 18, Metro/
. nonmetro movers wete disproportionately weighted with

both children and persons aged 55 or.over.

Indexes of dissimilarity indicate that, in their distribu-
tion among the age.categories, metro/nonmetro migrants
were most like other people of metro origin who either
moved or migrated between 1970 and 1975 (figure).?
They were least ljke people who had not moved at all
either metro or nonmetro, and next least like the
migrants in the opposite stream. ‘

Metro/nonmetro migrants were somewhat less well -

educated than persons in the opposite streatn. A smaller '

number had college experience and a larger number had
less education. Another. researcher has pointéd out an
interesting interaction of age and education: t

At ages 18-24, there is a strong prepOnderance of

movers with a high school education or less .in

the metropolitan-to-nonmetropolitan stre\am,.

and anequally strong preponderance of 1 to 3

years of college and 4 years or more of college

in the opposite stream. This supports the sugges-

tion that a portion of the educational differential

in these two streams is due to the migration of

two-year and four-year college graduates into

SMSA's after completion of education in non-

metropolitan colleges (17). ‘

Metro/nonmetro migrants were most like other peopl’e
of metro prigin who had moved or migrated within
SMSA’s. People moving from one SMSA to another were
generally better educated. They were least like nonmetro-
origin people who did not move or who had mo?d toa

-

Population Surve'y In‘comparative statements, é?e'word

“nominglly” is used if the difference was statis ically

significant at the 1.6 but, notat the 2.0 level.

3 Indexes of dissimilarity’ measure the extent to ‘which .
mobility categories differ (or are similar) on their per-
centage distributipns on gjven characteristics (12) When
two distributions are very much alike, the index is cI05e
to zero. *,
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dlfferent house but stayed in the same county, who were
somewhat less well educated. © e Lt
t ."{- . '

v
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.. CONTRIBUTIONS
“TO NONMETRO OCCUPATIONS
5 - "AND INDUSTRY -

' Just over ‘two-fifths of the employed white male

‘metro/nonmetro migrants were in white-collar occupa- ,

 tions and. two-fifths were in blue-collar jobs (table 2).
About a tenth worked ih service occupations and the
"+ remainder were'in farming. White male migrants were

over-represented in white-collar and service gecupations

and under- -represented in blue-collar and . farm-work
eompared with the ove nonmetropohtan populatlon

s Abou,t one- ﬁfth of the nonmetrd males with a prot‘es

¥ . . . . \
- ‘ . A L

» - . -

i . '

signal, techmcal and sales jobs'were recent newcomers

from metro aregs..

“Over two- thirds of the employed whlte female metro/
nonmetro mlgrants held white-collar jobs, a considerably”
“higher’ propomon than among al| nonmetro women. -
One-fifth’ were in the“semce oéeli tlons not too differ-

" eqt from nQ m wqmen in general.-One in ten had

" and, for white males, professmnal services. Men were ~

blue-coll yment, conslderably Below the rest of .

othe employed nonmetro women.

Among the industry categdries, as,would be expected
" from the above information, o,ver-representatlon existed
in industries primarily employmg whlte-collar people-
(table 3). These were finance, insurance, and real estate, ~
under represented in the extractwe"‘industnes and ° “‘Q‘_
manufacturmg “Women' metro/nonmetro mlgrants were.

iy
.‘ N

4 ) Al
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under-represented io these mdustnes, also, and in trans-
portation, communications, and related industries.

In. industrial empployment, mal¢ metro/nonmetx:?"
mlgrants weré mosb.similar to other perséns in the
nonmetro population who had moved away from their
origin cournty either to another nonf#®tro county or to
a metro county. They were less similar to the nonmetro-
origin populatlon who were still in their origin county in
jter group includes most of the men engaged

migrants were under-represented, But
ployment, they were more similar to ~
_ ople who had not moved than to
most of the ts and movers in the metro-émployed
population. . '
Male metro/nonmetro mlgrants were most similar in

their occupational attachments to men in the metro .

_populatfon who had not moved. They were next most
similar to nonmetro-men who had moved from'their

homé county to another nonmetro area or to a metro
area. In their occupational attachments, women metro/

£

nonmetrc migrants were closest to women in the oppo-
site stream and to nonmetro migrants. They were least
like the nonmetro people who wert living in the'same
countyin 1975 as in 1970, both movers ahd nonmovers.
In their distribution among the mdustry cAtegories, they
were closest to nonmetro migrant women and least like -,
nonmetro movers and nonmovers, as. they-had beeh ‘on
occupatlons '

Although estnmates f</)r blacks4and other minorities’

. are included-in the tablés, the numbers of metro/non-
metro migrants are so small that analysis is not included
" her¢. About three fifths of the men were in blue- colldt
or service jobs, and the women were mainly in white-
collar or service ]obs

INCOME CHARA@TERISTICS

.

~

Metro/nonmetro mi rants generally did not earn less

income than the nonni¢tro population’ they bad jomed
The median for men mlgrants earning income in 1974
appears higher than that of other men in the nonmetro




—

N\

populatlon (but this dlfference was not statlstlcall-y
significant in terms of the CPS sample). The median for
women in each group was about the same:

Py . - M

e oo Median income in 1974
. ‘ s N . . :
- . Status _Men " Wonlert
S S Dbllc_zrs

Nonmetro, popalation o 1 072 2,620

- Metro/nonmetro migrants. | 7\850’ 2,650

Nonmetro/met_ro migrants 8486 3,313

.- S ) N

“White the median income for males moving in the
opposite directior- appears somewhat higher than that

J

oof metro /nonmetro males, the difference was not statis-

00 S

\ lja/ly sngmf cant. The mdexea of dlssnmllanty also mdl-

te that the ¥wo groups were distributed very similarly
among income classes. About the'same proportions of
men movmg between metro and nonmetro areas,
whatever the dn‘ectlon  earned low, medium- smed ‘and -
high incomes. 'I'hey ranKed between . theit populatlons s
of origin and destination, as is often the situation of )
mggrants moving from one type of environment to
another (see figure, median ineonte block).

Metro/nonmetro migrant men were considerably-
closer on' theu' distribution among the income-categories
to other nonmetro movers and migrants than they were
to nonmpvers in this population (see figure, index block).

-~ More nonmovers* incomes were in the lower brackets. ,
_ Compared with the population they left, these male

mlgrants had incomes closer to people. who had moved . .
in tb.elr original SMSA county than to SMSA mlgrants or
nonmovers, The median income of women metra/non--

metro mlgrants, although apparently lower (as reported '

. v .
’
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’ ./ . ‘
_in the CPS), did not differ statistically from that of

women moving in the opposite direction. Their income
distribution most resembled that of nonmetropolitan
wamen who had not moved between 1978&and 1975.

CONCLUSION ' Do

Metrojnonmetro mlgrants more than replaced persons

* oving in the opposite direction, except among young

adults, blacks, and persons with college education. They

mwore than replaced persons who were high §chool gradu- '

ates or had less education, but: did not completely cover
the loss of persons with some year's of college. Replace-
ment was nominally higher among people remaining
within the North and West than in the South, but in the
regional exchanges, the South gamed at the expense of

' . the rest of the country.

"In terms of occupation, industry, and income
attnbutes, metro/nonmetro migrants have not had the

- negative impact on the nonmetrdfopulation that some
peoRle feared would occur. Although a higher propor-

tion of‘migra.nts were unemployed in 1975, there was
over-representation among the employed in'the white-
collar occupations and industries. On the average,

" migrants’ income was no less than that of the nonfnetro

‘
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