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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

Personal perspectives on ecological problems differ. As the-phrase goes,

"We are where we sit." To affluent. suburbanites the word ecology is likely

to bring 'forth a concern with industrial pollution of the water and

atmosphere, or a concern with worldwide population growth. To less

affluent AmeriCans ecology is a were relating to their concerns with

sick children, relatives in mental hospitalg, too few bedrooms, leaky

roofs, cars that won't run and streets that are not paved.

At some level, rich and poor Americans share a common concern with

man-man and man - environment relationships. However, these differ sub-

stantially in thg extent to which they are personalized and_the_extent

to which the consequences of ecological problems are immediate. While

inadequate sewage disposal in a region day mean potentially polluted

water to middle- income residents, it may mean immediate and critical

health problems to low-inc9me resident; of that region. Similarly,

middle-income persois are likely to see population growth and urban
,

crowding problems as statistical abstractions which are costly and somewhat

threatening and worrisome; low-income persons know these problems

firsthand. Moreover, the poor are likely to experience crowding and
1

overpopul4ion within the context of poor sewage and housing; inadequate medical

and mentallhealth services, as well as within limited prospects for long-

term employMent. More generally, their lives are lived out within an

environmental context of a high density of stressful events.

From a researcher's point of view, a major problem is the development

cf a research strategy that taps into meaningful data at multiple levels of

0 0 1 (
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concern. Moreover, these data must have the potential for shedding light

on basic theoretical quebtions and contain sire possible solutions to

practical :and immediate problems. In addition, it should be possible to

use these data, whether basic or apflied, as a basis fOr multiple strategies

of ecological intervention.

Strategies of ecological intervention' mean the deployment' of

4
resources in order to increase the quality of life at personal, community,

and regional levels. In addition, these intervention strategies should be

integrative, focusing on the related diversities of needs within social

pystems. -

Conceptual models for intervention strategies which have been thus far

employed have tended to be narrow in scope and operative at Only.a

limited number of levels of the social systems involved. For example, we

have tended to develop.programs for emotionally disturbed children

withoht focusing on the network of overlying_ amily pathologies; we have

developed programs for community referral of alcoholics without examining

family and community stresses; and we have developed job training programs

without medical programs designed to help workers stay healthy.

Neither have our:intervention strategies successfully integrated

the use of often scanty human service resources. Unfortunately, the

reverse has tended to be the rule. The inter-organizational relationships,

among human service organizations, those organizations with real and

potential resources for ecological intervention, have rare* approached

canons of professional ethics so often referred to by their resident,

staff. In a recent review of some literature on these inter-organizational

relationships, Demone at Harshbarger have noted that "...the extraor-

dinary point is.that many agencies are unawareof and disinterested

0016



in the essential symbiosis which overlays the entire human service

network. This awareness, when manifested, occurs frequently in the forms

of competition, prejudice, and distrust. Boundary maintenance and domain

protection are more common than collaboration and cooperation."1

The recent growth and popularization of system theory C-Ould sugge

that we may be developing tools with a potential for dealing with some

of the problems of human ecosystems. A system has been defined as the

totality of elements in interaction with each-other, including the prop-
:, . 4 '

ertlea of heirarchical levels of units and interaction patterns, as well

?;.,:- ;. . .

.

. aeboundaries, boundtry maintenance, and internal-external eneigy re-
...

- 0 .
.lationshipa. Conceptually, this approfch might be used by a.physician in

discussing the integrityof the human body or a social scientist'in

discussing the problems of a community or a region. That is, we might

focus on an individual as a very basic his family and

social relationships at the next higher level of that system, his neigh-

borhood at a still higher level, until we begin to map the different

levels, Clements; and transactional relationships involved in a defini-

, tion of a-community. Such an approach could be carried on, of course,

moving towards systems definitipns of regions and daige geographic areas.

The essential requirement is that sub-unit and different system levels

be interacting, or in some way functionally related.

For example, a child with emotional problems is part of a system

which includes such relevant sub-systems as his family, community

1Demone, H. W. Jr., and Harshbarger, D. The Planninicand Administration
of Human Services, New York: Behavioral Publications, 1973

()()
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employment and economics, residential housing, tax revenues, cit

meet, and parks and recreation to mentieh-only a few. All of these0-
systems areAmportant components in understanding and intervening in

this-serious problem. And, while it might seem naive to attack this child's

problem in isolation, it'seems overwhelming to deal with it, in all of its

complexity.

It is this dilemma which hqed, on the one hand, to overspecialized

research, and, on the other, to research lacking sufficient specificity

, to answer important ecological questions. That is, we have tended to

point our research in the direction of either individual or community-

wide pathology, without examining the ecological parameters or internal

community contingencies which are problem related. However, it is possible
.\,.

that this dilemma is a product of the conceptual frameworks which we

have used, not the nature of the problem itself.

In the preseht prOject there has been an attempt to use the framework

of system theory to resolve this dilemma and to provide a mechanism for

Amulti-level integration of data.

0018



CHAPTER TWO

ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL CONDITIONS IN WEST VIRGINIA - AN OVERVIEW

It is a premise of the present research that ecological and health

problems, and human responses to those problems,, are directly related
7

to cemtrity social and economic conditions. Therefore, this chapter

describes the broad social and economic structure of 'West Virginia;

a structure containing all of the sampl2 counties in this research.

Hopefully, this description will provide a useful background for inter-

pretations of the survey data'presented in subsequent chapters. The

present chapter will discuss income and employment trends, as well as

patterns of educational and welfare investments and e7tpenditures.

Employment

West Virginia's economy did not.grow appreciably between 1950 and

1970. Data from the West Virginia Department of Employment Security

. indicate an estimate of 586,070 employed labor force participants in

1950 with a cOmparable'estimate of X8,800 for 1970. The leading factors

retarding the state's economic growth, uring a time when the national

eccmomy was surging forward at unpre dented sustained rates, were

declines in coal mining (122,800 persons employed in 1950 versus 48,900.

in 1970) and agriculture (61,770 persons employed in 1950 versus 23,600

in 1970) Which were not offset by employment gains in other industries,

such as services, which nationally were assuming relatively more important

positions. (See Table 2-1).

o
Agriculture has been declining in importance nationally,_ and

Virginia has also'experienced this decline. However, the state has

5
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been so heavily dependent upon coal minin at when employment fell in
-

this important industry, the state's economy was catiCally damaged.

This problem was further compounded by the fact that other industrial

sectors did not grow enough to absorb-displaced Workers..

Normally, when an area experiences reduced economic oppof uniej,

4
labor force mobility, which draws people, from low income area high

income areas, produces a new distribution of population. This ocaurred,

and continues to occur, in West Virginia.' It is well known that thousands,

of people mov ed from the state'to othet areas of the.nation during the-.,'

1950's and 60's. It is also well known that this migration lies produced

a state population tending to have a dispropOrtionately large number of

older and younger people. --Tbese 'pimps are, of course, the least mobile.

West Virginia's unemployment rate has exceeded the national rate for

many yea rs, In 1972 the rate. of unemployment in West Virginia was 6.9

percent Compared to 5.6 percent. foe the United Stated as a Whole. ,(See

Table 2-1); In,- the same year, per capita, income in West Virginia was

$3574 cared to $4478 for the United States. Indeed, tbe:state's per

capita income has consistently been below the national estimate. This

had been true since at least 1940 as reported by the U. S. Bureau of the

Census. (See Tables 2-2and 2-3). Consistent with these trends,, and

largely due to discouraged workers, the'nature of the demographic features

of the state's population, and the industrial structure of the, state's

economy which heavily influences the quantity and quality of labor

demand, the state's labor force. participation ratesare lower than the

national rates. In 1970, the'participetiOn'rate of males and females

16 years of age and over was 60.3 percent for the, United States
. .
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compared to only 47.1 percent for West VirginA. Even when controlling'

by sex, the West Virginia labor for& participation rates are lower,

with male rates for the Ualfed States at '19.2 percent compared -to

West Virginia's 66.9 percent, and febale rates at 42 percent for the

United States compared to'29.4 percent for West Virginia:---(See Table 2-4).

It is possible that the economi dicators cited above reveal a

personal preference for leisure rather than income among potential labor

force participants (the "lazy mountaineers iypothesis). However, this

explanation has not been widely advanced by those who have seriously

t studied work behaylor.in both West Virginia and the Appalachian Region.op

Neither doges the data to 1.6 presented later support this point of view.

Cultural expiahations of the Region's economic problems have been advanced

4

which have lead to inferences about non-economic factors which may

restrain mobility. However, it probably is true that the delay in the

achievement of a more comfortable equilibrium between the level of

liying of people of the state and their economic opportunities is due
c

td'a wide array of interdependent factors,, including at least the follow-

ing: the structure of economic opportunities inside and outside of the

state; willingness to respond to greater economic. opportunity (the cultural

actor); and the ability to respond to economic opportunity (particularly"

health and education).

Educational attainment is generally regarded as positively related

to health and neighborhood environmental quality, (It is also knownto

'be intercorrelated with income). In 1970, median school years completed

by people 25 years and over W3S 12.2 years for the United States compared

0021
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to only 10.6,yaais fOr West Virginia. (See Table 2-5). In part, the

difference in educational attainment probably can be analyzed in terms

of state'ekpenditures fdr education, which vary with per capita income.

In 1970 elementary and secondary' teachers earned an average annual

salary of $9265 he United States compared to only $7800 in West

Virginia.t (See Table 2-6)

Public Welfare System.in West Virginia

.For those in the population who are poor," the Welfare and Food

(Stamp Programs offer critically needed services. The nature of these

delivery systems are, therefore; significant in our analysis of human
i-.- . . . ; -*OP.-

. 'service siatebs,which can effect basic changes in the lives of the

- low-income in West Virginia.

As.a,state which has historically failed to share in the fu_

benefits of national economictexpansion, resulting in income and

edu4tion levels which haire been subpar relative to national norms,

it is not surprising to find a Significantly larger percentage of poor

people in West Virginia than in the ,nation. And given p lent

attitudes toward welfare recipients here and throughout t nation, it

is not surprising to find a wide-spread concern with the welfare poor

in West Virginia -- a concern which has been manifested in such
.

, ,

as the reduction of the number of recipients among the unemployed

father (i.e. AFDCU) categorical program.

.Table (2-7) indicates that the public assistance xolls moved upward

(though not steadily) from 53,357 families in 1955 to 57,664 families

lk 1961. While this is a significant increase in itself, far'more/ ,

important was what happened -to the AFDC caseload during this same period.

C
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Prior to 1961, unemployed fathers without full disability were

ineligible to receive public assistance. However, as a result of the

1561 amendments to the Social'Security Act, inability to find employ-

ment became a sufficient reason to receive public welfare aid. This

new amendment, which became'law at the option of the individual states

led directly to the sudden explosion in the number of persons on

welfare rolls and the so-called public welfare crisis which received

(and continues to receive) national attention in thd late 1960's and
0

early 19704, culminating in a wide array of proposals and experiments
7

concerned-with a workable and acceptable income maintenAnce program.

In West Virginia, as in the nation, this sudden increase in the

welfare rolls, directly traceable in the 1961 ADCU law, caused a public

outcry. While there were those who viewed the sudden growth in the

fumbers of welfare recipients as an indication that the welfare system

was finally fulfilling its mission of extending services and income

security to theimpoverished, many policylakers and community and

business leaders viewed the sudden growth in welfare caseloads as

a crisis which threatened the very work ethic on which the nation had

been founded. :Their view was that something had to be done to reduce

the number of welfare cases. There was simply no defense for swollen

welfare caseloads. Therefore, stringent new welfare regulations were

developed in order to exise the "cheaters" and "swindlers" (to use

Senator Long's terminology) from the welfare rolls.

New laws were passed and the provisions of those new laws have been

quickly implemented, particularly in West Virginia. In fact West Virginia

has led the nation (and achieved national acclaim) in reducing the number

002;3
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of caseloads receiving AFDCU categorical payments. From a high of about

13,000 families in 1962, West Virginia's Department,of Welfare has been

successful in reducing the so-called unemployed father's-caseload to

approximately 1,500 cases. Few states can equal that ridlittion rate.

.

Welfare'policy in West Virginia, as in the nation generally, has

been toward a reduction and stabilization in monthly money benefits for

the adult'welfare categories, suchas AFDC and AFDCU, and an increase

in their non-cash benefits (i.e. food stamps, services, clothing.allowlinces).

At the same:time there has been an attempt to improve both the welfare

services and the cash payments (which have been notoriously low in the

United States in general and in Westarginia in particular) for the

remaining categorical welfare groups (i.e. OAA, AB, AD, and GA).

The, food stamp program in West Virginia has grown significantly

since its inception in 1961, both in terms of the number of low income

population served and in terms of its relative importance as a part of

the new strategy to improve the lives of the low income population,

particularly the welfare poor. (See Tables 16-20). Dateon'the operation

of food stamp programs in West Virginia is included here because it

indicates how an important program developed specifically to service the

poor actually services the poor, and the extent to which the poor take

advantage of this program designed to assist them in meeting one ortheir

basic needs -- food.

-Data presented in tables 2-7 through 2-11 indicate clearly that the

number of participants and expenditures for food stamps have .ncreased
,

substantially since the beginning of the program on a pilot basis in 1961.

and its first full year of operation in 1962. In 1962 in West Virginia,

0024



1

4
11

14,060 persons participated in the program as recipients.of food st mps

valued at $200,000. .(See Table 2-8). For the fiscal year ending June 30,

1971, there were,66,100 households (or 247,000 people) who were active

participants in the program and the total value of the food stamps they

received had reached approximately $65 million. if one excludes the .

monieiused by the recipients to purchase the stamps, the bonus value

of all stamps for fiscal year 1970 was almost 45 m lion. (See Table 2-9).

Although the food stamp program in West Virginia has impressively

expanded, a more important concern is how well is the'program reaching

the low-income population eligible to participate in the program -- welfare

recipients and all other low-income combined. The answer is mixed; not

very well in certain counties of the state, and quite well in others.

Although data presented in Tables 2-10 and 2-11 are somewhat misleading

and overstate the success of programs by including only welfare recipients

rather than all eligible low income households in the base, as well as

using $3000 as the poverty level income, criteria quite different from

those used by the West Virginia Department of Welfare in determining

eligibility for participation in the food stamp program they nevertheless

point up the great variability in the success of the food stamp program

!frOm county to county in West Virginia. For example, the percent.of

eligible low income recipients who have participated in the food stamp
s

' program reaches 50.percent or less in several counties of the state.

(See Table 2-11). This 'uneveness in the administration probably reflects

- both Inadequate attempts to make the potential clients aware of their

eligibility, and the negative attitudes many low-income have regarding

their becoming welfare clieqp.
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The West Virginia Tax System: A Brief Overview

The amount of monies available to state government in West.Virginia

is, of course, important in meeting the basit health, education, welfare

and other human service needs ofresidents. Since a latge proportion

of funds, come from taxation, it is very important that the tax system

be structured so as to be adequate, convenient ard, perhaps most
. ,

importantly in a democratic society, equitable. By adequacy we.mean

not_only a system which raises sufficient tax revenue to carryout the

functions of government, but also a system which is structured (In terms

of the tax rate and base coverage) to be sufficiently elastic that it

will provide substafitially more revenue as the economy and the service

needs of'the people expadded. Convenience, of course, simply refers to

ease of payment by the taxpayer And cost of tax collections to the state.

Tax equity refers:to fairness of the system; that is, it is based on the

citizen's ability to pay and the citizen's benefits received.

There is, in fact, little about the West Virginia tax system at

the state or local levels that is unique or particularly noteworthy with
.

the exception of.the state's heavy reliance on the Business and Occupational

Tax as a source of tax revenue. The Business and.Occupational Tax (which

is the major revenue producing tax in the State),ihas been adjudged as

one of the worst forms of taxation by tax experts throughout the nation

and has little to recommend it other than the'fact that it does raise

substantial revenue for West Virginia. For the most part, the typesof

taxes included in West Virginia tax systems vary little from the types

of taxes used by other state and local governments of the United States.

It should be noted here that although, as in most states, the property

0026
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46140.8 the primary source of tax revenue for all local governments, its

revenugleAfing ability is severely restricted by the long-standing

tax limitation amendments of the West Virginia constitution which limit

the rates that may be applied to the several classes of taxable property.

With the heavy reliance on the Business and Occupation tax, the

general sales tar and other forms of sales taxation (without tax credits

to reduce the burden on those'with lowincomes), the relative under-

utilization of the personal income tax by state government and.the major

reliance on the property tax byloeal government, the West Virginia.tax

system is quite regressive.

Although the general expenditures of West Virginia per $1000 of

personal income have often exceeded the national average f6r various

functions of state government (See Table 2-12), data presented in

Table 2-13 indicate that'West Virginia.has lagged behind the other

Appalachian states and the United States as a whole in the growth of

state and local revenues derived from their own sources -- a measure of

tax effort. In addition, as Table 2-14 points.out,both state and local

governments in West Virginia compare rather unfavorably with neighboring

states of Appalachia as well as the nation as a whole in their allocations

of monies for aSmostall categories of goveinment programs. 'Particulaily

noteworthy is the low level of local, government expenditures in:West

Virginia.

Despite the very encouraging economic growth experienced by West

Virginia.during the last few years, the state's primary sources of

internal ukation have failed to provide expanded revenues is rapidly

as had occurred in neighboriqg states. Table 2-12 describes this problem.

00;2.1.
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In comparison to all other Appalachian states, West Virginia islast in

bothrothe aggregate and percentile increases of state and local revenues

over an 18 year pelkod. Although this poor showing in part reflects

the decline in population during the years covered by the table, it,

also mayqndicate the inelastic properties of the state tax structure.

In other words, the present state and local tax mechanisms of West

' Virginia may be incapable of expanding, sufficiently given present rates
"

of economic growth add the concurrent Increase in demand for government

prvices.

In general, per capita measurements of revenues and expenditures

by West Virginia counties tend to confirm many of the survey indings to

be presented later in this report that rural areas are in nee -of improved

service from government delivery systems. Comparative county measurements

in Table 2-14 indicate that both.the pet capita tax capacity and effort

of the less populated' counties are significantly below that of the more

urbanized, heavily populated counties. The data cited above from the

'U." S. Bureau of the Census also show a failure of rural counties to assume

debt in order to finance capital projects such as schools.

The relatively low per capita tax effort'in rural areas is reflected

in the lower than average expenditures for nearly all human services shown

'on Table'2 -14. Outlays for services such as highways, welfare, public safety,

and sewerage are significantly below the state-wide average. One very

notable exception to this trend is the per capita expenditure for hospitals.

This most likely reflects the higher per capita cost of maintaining hoapitai

facilities in sparsely populated areas.

Ultimately, if existing programs are to be expanded or new programs

established that will deal with the'particular conditions and problems

0026
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described later in this report, it may be necessary to raise West Virginia's

revenues and expenditures up to the national average on a per capita

basis in order to pay for their operation. However, because of the

inadequate tax base provided by the predominately low income population

of the state, it is questionable whether state and local revenue efforts,

,

without major changes such as an increased severance tax, will be adequate

for the task ahead. Otherwise what may be required are increased Federal

inputs designed specifically to compensate for the demonstrated inability

of an underdeveloped area such as West Virginia to raise the revenue

necessary to satisfy its many human needs.
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TABLE 2-2

19

,,

Per Capita Income for the United States and West Virginia for the

Census-Years 1940, 1950, 1960, and 1971

YEAR

1940
1950
1960
1971
1972*

AREA

United States West Virginia

595,
1,596
2,216

4,156
4,478

407
1,065
1,596

.3,275.

3,574

Source: U..S. Bureau of the Census and the Survey of Current
Business, April 1973, p. 17.

(
*1972 data, preliminary.

0 '0033
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TABLE 2-,5

Public School Enrollment and Teachers Salaries in
United-States and West Virginia, 100

Public School Enrollment 11,000)
Elementary

Secondary
Classroom teachers (elem)

Secondary
Pupil-teacher ratio

United States

27,491

18,407
1,131,774
91.041

22.3

Estimated SalaryjAverage isiollarf)
All teachers , 9,265
Elementary
Secondary 9,540

Precent 4istributlon of Teachers
Under $6,500
$6,500-7499
$7,500-8499

$8,500-9499
$9000 and over

by salary groups
8,7

15.6
18.4

16.7
40.7

22

West Virginia

222

178
8,352
8,230

24.1

7,800
7,600
8,000

6.9
34.4

40.9

8.3
9.5

Source:
5
U.S. Bureau of the Census,'General Social and Economic Characteristics,
1970.
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23

TABLE 2-6

Median School Years Completed by the Population 25 Years and Over
for the United States, West Virginia, and Selected Counties of
WestVirginis for the Census Years 1940, 1950, 1960 and 1970

. ,

AREA 1940 1950 1960 1970

M .10

United States 8.4 8.3 8.5 9.3 10.6 12.2.

West Virginia 7.8 7.7 8.0. 8.5 8.8 10.6

Harrison 8.1 8.1 8.3 8.9 9,9 . 12.0

Monongalia -, 8.0 7.8 8.2 8.8 9,4 12.1

Cabell 8.4 8.3 8.6 9.3 10.0 11.9

Kanawha 8.2 8.1 8.3 9.0 10.1 12.1 .

McDowell 7.0 6.7 7.3 7.7 8.1 8.7

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of the Population,
1940, 1950, 1960 and 1970.
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Table 2-11

Percent of West Virginia Population Receiving Public Assistance. Percent of Population below
Poverty Level. Percent Participating in Food Stamp Program. 1970-71

Publit in Food Stamp Programme

No

i

of Pop. No of Nusobold Participating
Receiving
Assign' ce

Average
No .

Is a Z AmeX
No Saline %use,

Pecipi hold

Incam. lea's
than Poverty

Level, Persons

locum. lees

than Poverty
Level Ho shold.

No No

Barbour
Berkeley
Boone
Braxton

1127 8.0 694 61.6 80. 4027 30.1 870 31.4

12 61.7 50.8 3693 16.1 608 _la 0
2490 9.9 1545 62.0 81.7 7682 30..7 890 30:4

1242 9.8 831 66.9 99,4 5295 42.1 836 40,6
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303 4.7 269

2 41 An71 Al 1 661 AS 1
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Mill1111111141111111111111111
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4429 6.3

1965 8.0
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TABLE 2-12

Selected Economic Items Comparing

West Virginia and the United States

ITEM
United
States

. .

West
Virginia

W.Va.
as percent

of U.S

Rafting
of

W.Va.
.

Per. Capita General
.

.'

Expenditures of State
.

& Local Government for:
All Functions $ 472 $ 399 85% . 40, ,

Education 192 16 84 39
Local Schools Only 139 113 81 44

. Highways y 70 102 145 10
v....

Public Weldare s 41 .36 88 22
Health 6..Hospit.als 34 . 21 62 47

, .

General Expenditures of ,

-

State & Local Goverment ' .

Per $1,000 of Personal'
c., ,.

.

Income'for: .

All Functions $ 161 $ 182 113r 21.
Education 65 74 113 i 21
Local ScHbols Only 48 51 108 , 16
Highways . 24 47 194 7

.PUblic Welfare . 14 17 '117 14
Health & Hospitals 11 10 83 33

Per Capita Debt of .

State &'Local Government $ .574 $ 354 62% 41
- , , ,

Note: All money figures rounded to the nearest dollar.

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census - General Social and Economic

Characteristics. 1970.

004 7



, 70

TABLE 2-13
1

Increase in Government General Revenue

from Own Sources from 1953 to 1971

. 34

United States Applachian States West Virginia
Government & Datft.

Total in Percent Total in Percent Total in 'ercent
VI)linne _Tnerpago WIllinnst Increase Mpipps Increas%

Local Government

195P $ 12,693 $ 4,664 $ 61
1971 57,491 19,947 224

353% 328% 2682

..,

. .

Sate GoverOment

1953 11,750r 4,307 134 .

1971 61,290 22,643. 507
422%, 426% ( 277%

, , ,
.

,

1.971.

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census - Governmental Finances in 1.970-

0048i
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TABLE 2-13 (Cont.)

Selected Economic Items Comparing

West Virginia and the United States

,

ITEM United
States

West
Virginia

W.Va.
as percent
of U.S.

Ranking
of

W.Va.

, .

Per Capita Personal Incomea $ 3,910 $ 2,929 75%' 46

Median nnua1 Pay Rate of 6,172 4,942 80 46
Full-time State & Local
Government Employeesb

t

Per Capita General Revenue -

from: bAil Sourcesi 461 383 83 40
Federal Government 78 103 133 16
State & Local Govt. 383 279 73 46
Taxes 308 223 72 ,, 45

Property 131 60 . 45 44
Non Property 177 163 92 27

Revenue Per $1,000 of,
Personal Income from:'

All Sources 157 175 111 23
Federal Government 26 47 178 10
State & Local Govt. 131 128 98 29
Taxes 105 102 97 27

Property 45 27 60' 42
Non Property 60 75 124 12

Note: All money figures rounded to the nearest dollar.

aSource:. U.S. Bureat' of Re4Isils '- General Social and Economic

Characteristics, 1970:

aSource: U.S. Bureau of Census - Census of Governments,. 1967
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1. The Research Design

CHAPTER THREE

THE PRESENT STUDY

In designing the framework for the study, the guiding principle

was that ecological problems are, first and foremost, immediate and personal.

Moreover, it was assumed that the frequency and intensity of ecological

problems, in health and housing, for example, could be best understood

if they could be viewed against the background of different but compirable

residential ecosystems. The present, research design is an attempt to

assess the ecological texture of the environment.

Figure 1 expresses the research model developed for this project.

Neighborhood is defined as a goegraphically bounded and functionally

related serof households; community as a geographically bounded and

functionally related set of neighborhoods; zone as a geogrxphically

bounded and functionally related set of communities and environmental

region is defined as geographically bounded and functionally related

environmental zones.

An example of a zone in this project would be a county. An example of

a particular-environmental region would be counties that ire nonti,Vouss

or in important and specifiable ways share certain commonalities with re-

spent to,economic base, population distribution, and other demographic

characteristics which highlight qualitative difference between these and

other combinations of environmental zones. For example, the farming region

of Central West Virginia vs. the coal mining region of Southern West Virginia.

4o
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141

A first, and critical, step in the development of the present project

was the choice of different environmental regions; geographic areas which

are representative of the region and which had the potential for yielding

data that might enable our generalizing to larger segments of the Appala-

chian region.

7
Briefly, the eftironmental regions selected and theircharacterictics

were as follows:

Envirbnmental Region 1 (Northern West Virginia):'" Zone 1, Mononialia

County; Zone 2, Marion County

Economic base: Mixture of.heavy mining, manufacturing, higher

educatio n

Population distribution: 1 urban center of 25,000 pills; multiple

rural communities

Environmental Region 2 (Central West Virginia).: one 1, Lewis Cdunty.:

Zone 2, Randolph and Pendleton Counties

Economic base: Mixture of light manufacturing, mining, farming

Population distribution: 1 urban center 7,00t to 9,000 each;

multiple rural communities

Environmental Region 3 (Southern West Virginia): Zone3, Boone County:

Zone 2, Raleigh County

Economic base: Heavy mining, both deep and surface;

manufacturing

Population distribution: Raleigh County, 1 urban center of 20e,000;

Boone County, 1 urban center of 2,500; both counties with high

dens'ty of small rural communities

Through the diversification of each Environmental Region, as indicated

in Figure 1, it should be possible to organize the data into related and

comparable ecosystems and clusters of.ecos-jatems.

0055 ,
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2. Sampling

In each Zone, or county, quota sampling was used to complete the

design indicated in Table3-1. In each community relatively homogeneous,

geographically bounded neighborhoods were selected and mapped. Within

each of these neighborhoods, hopefully representing environments of

differing ecological texture, including different income levels, a total

of approximately 100 households were selected.

The purpose of this method of local sample selection was the same

as the purpose that guided the selection of environmental regions; that'

of representative neighborhoods which have the potPntial for facilitating

the generalizing of findings.. Each of these environments consisted of a

residen al ecosystem, or an intact residential environment in which there

were comm n social and technological relationships between the residents

themselves) and their surrounding neighborhood environment.

Threugh the use of quota sampling a rather high proportion of homes
J

in any given residential environment were sampled. This permitted accurate

estimates of the density or textureof certain ecological events within that

neighborhood, and the comparisons of eveLt density across neighborhood

environments, communities, zones, and environmental regions.

3. The Survey Data

The survey research instrument being used 'gas the Neighborhood

Environmental Evaluation Decision System (NEEDS), developed by the Bureau

of Community Environmental Management. This instrument has been designed

to-yield a wide array of data dealing with such problems as migration,

medical. services, births-deaths, mental health, housing, sewage disposal,

city services, and neighborhood environmental pollution. NEEDS is a complex,

005
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TABLE 3-1

Quota Sampling .1t the Community Level

Environmental Region 1

Zone 1

Urban Rural
Neighborhood Income Level&

Hi Mid Lo Lo

No. Households 100 100 100 100

0058
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but a well-organized instrument to administer for simultaneouly gathering

the reported incidence per teily,of this cluster of ecological problems.

The data were gathered through household interviews conducted by part-

time staff recruited from the local areas sampled. Approximately 2000

interviews were conducted.

0056
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CHAPTER TOUR

RESULTS

Part One: Health

The research findings related to health indicate that, in the

neighborhoods sampled;- residents of lower income neighborhoods reported a

much greater incidence of health problems than residents of upper income

neighborhoods. Further, residents of lower income' neighborhoods reported

receiving considerably fewer health services than residents of upper income

neighborhoods.

These data are highlighted by the following:

A. Health Problems

1., Rural low income neighborhood residents over age 5 reported

twice the.incicience (43% vs. 22%) of serious health problems

-reported by urban higher income neighborhood residents. In

addition, low income urban neighborhood residents reported an

incidence of problems one and one-half times as great (37% vs. 22%)

as among the residents of high income neighborhoods (See Tabl4 4-1).

? 2. Rural low income neighborhood residents over age 5 reported an

incidence of serious disabilities which was twice as high as

that reported by residents of higher income urban neighborhoods

(15% vs. 7%). Similarly, the incidence of serious disabilities

among residents of low income urban neighborhoods was about one

and one-half times greater (12% vs. 7% than that reported by

higher income urban neighborhood residents, (See Table 4-2).

B. Health Services Usage

1. There was a pronounced tendency for upper income urban neighbor-,

ho residents to receive mcre'hospital care for serious diseases

46 y
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-
than low income neighborhood residents. Conversely, low income

neighborhood residents tended to rely.on home care for treatment

of serious diseases (See Table 4-3).

2. Over twice as many serious disabilities went untreated among

rural low income neighborhood residents as among high income

urban neighborhood residents (22% vs. 8%). The former group

also had the lowest percentage (17%) of hospitalization among

all neighborhood groups (See Table 4-4).

3. Special therapy or rehabilitation for diseases occurred at a

rate almost twice as great (16% vs. 9%) among high compared

with low income neighborhood residents (See Table 4-5).

4. Compared to high and,middle income neighborhoods, low income

neighborhood residents were two to four times as likely to report

time delays and expensive 'costs as reasons preventing them

from using public or private health services (See Table 4-6).

5. The receipt of special therapy or rehabilitation for a disability

was lower among low income, as contrasted with upper income,

neighborhood residents (See Table 4-7).

6. There was about one-third greater use of private physicians for

medical care among upper,, as opposed to lower, income neighborhood

residents (86% vs. 56%). There was a strong tendency for low

income neighborhood residents to use emergency rooms and hospital

clinics, facilities which were used at much lower rates by

upper income neighborhood residents (See Table 4-8).

C. Health Concerns

1. While the particular health services that. people would like to

see made available varied, there was a general trend for all

income groups to support the development of programs having

0061
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the features of home contact, prevention, and early probltm

detection.. Of particular interest were preference for visiting

nurses, home care, alcohol and drug clinics, and dental care.

(See Table 4-9)

Other health findings were as follows:

A. Health Problems

I

1. Tables 4-10, 4-11, 4-12, and 4-13 generally elaborate the major

findings -that residents of lower income neighborhoods reported

a large number of health problems. Of particular interest is

Table 4-10, indicating the incidence of health problems for

infants immediately following birth.

2. Table 4-li indicates that 17% of the recent births in the

rural low income neighborhood residents had related illnesses

or injuries.to the mother. The next-highest incidence of these

injuries opoillnesses was 14% among urban high income neighbor-

hood residents.

3. Table 4-12 describes disabilities among children under five

years of age; there was a'tendency for a greater number of problems'

to occilr,among rural low income neighborhood groups than in

other groups.

4. Table 4-13 indicates a high level of concern &lout behavioral

and emotional problems of children among parents in all income

groups. Overall, these concerns tended to be somewhat lower

among middle income neighborhood residents.

0062o
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Health Services Usage

1. All results in this section were described earlier as highlighted

findings. Generally, wide discrepancies were found between

high and low income neighborhood residents regarding their usage

of hellth and medical services (See Tables 4-3, 4-4, 4-5, 4-7,

4-8).

C. Health Services Availability and Adequacy

1. Table 4-14'shows that small percentages of residents in each

income category had found that a needed medical service.was

unavailable to them. Urban high income neighborhood residents

gave the largest (4%) overall respo n this item. Lewis County

and Boone County were the two areas inwhich lac f a needed

medical service was most frequently reported, particularly

among high income neighborhood residents.

D. Family Planning

1. In each income group the percent of people using birth control

was approximately equal (Table 4-15).

2. The percentages of people using medically supervised means of

birth control (Table 4 -16) and consulting a doctor, clinic or

family planning service concerning birth control differed

across income groups. Urban high income neighborhood residents

showed the smallest usage of medically superviqd birth control

methods and medical services .doncerning birth,control methods,

and low income neighborhood residents reported the greatest

use of these services (See Table 4-17).
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E. Emergency Transportation

1. Private vehicles were cited by all residents as the most likely

means of emergency medical transportation.

;. Middle income urban neighborhood residents, however, showed a

strong (40%) second preference for emergency vehicles (Table 4-18).

F. Concerns Regarding_ Health

1. The various patterns of preferences among different income

groups for new health services was indicated in the,data high-

lights (See Table 4-9).

2. Most residents reported relatively little dissatisfaction with

existing public medical facilities; the largest percentage of

dissatisfaction (5%) occurred among residents of urban middle

income groups (See Table 4-19).

3. Low income neighborhood residents expressed,a concern about the

1lac% of the right kind-of food. 39% of the residents of urban

low income neighborhoods and 25% of the residents of rural

low income neighborhood.: expressed this concern (See Table 4-20).

it+
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TABLE 4-1

- Health Problems Per 100 People 5 Years of Age or Older*

Urban
,

Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 17 40 51.

Marion 2 29 48 48

Lewis 30 37 32'

Randolph 23 29 27 38

Pendelton 45

Boone 37 50 23 1 43a

Raleigh 19 48 39

Total 36R 252 586 591
Frequency F.77313b 793 1588 1365

Average per 1

1
100 22 32 37 43

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total, number of con--

ditions reported by the total number of people in each cell and then

multiplying by 100.

*Q38 Has anyone five years of age or older in this household had

any of these conditions in the past 12 months? 1. Asthma 2. Tuberculosis

3. Chronic Bronchitis and/or Emphysema 4. Rheumatic fever 5: High

blood pressure 6. Stroke 7. Coronary heart disease including heart

attack 8. Arthritis or Rheumatism 9. Diabetes 10. Cancer or

0061



52

Table 4-1 Continued

Leukemia 1. Noticeably overweight 12. Noticeably underweight 13. Re-

peated attacks of sinus trouble 14. Hardening of the arteries - Cerebral

Arteriosclerosis 15. Stomach ulcer (Peptic ulcer disease) 16. Kidney

stones 17. Gall bladder trouble, gall stones 18. Treated for mental

illness or emotional disorders %19. Diseases of the nervous system other

than mental or emotional disorders (Cerebral Palsy, etc.) 2Q. Chronic

skin trouble 21. Hernia or rupture 22. Diseases of female or male

genital organs - privates, (Hysterectomy, prostrateAtroubles, etc.' -23.

Cirrhosis of the liver (liver trouble).

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.

b
Total frequency of conditions reported divided by total people.
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TABLE 4-2

Disabilities Per 100 Persons Five Years of Age or Older*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low 4 Low.

Monongalia 7 10 17

Marion 4 3 21 14

Lewis 7 10 17

Randolph 12 10 23

Pendelton 13

Boone 11 0 15 16a

Raleigh 4 7 5

Total 120 56 i 192 i 206
Frequency 1708" 793 j 1588 j 1365

Average Per
100 7 7 12 15

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the number of disabilities

reported by the total number of people in each cell and then multiplying

by 100.

*Q45 Does anyone five years of age or older in this household have

any of these conditions? 1. Unable to stand or walk. 2. Deafness or

serious trouble hearing with one or both ears. 3. Serious trouble seeing

with one or both eyes even when wearing glasses. 4. Cleft palate or

0061
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TABLE 4 -2 (continued)

Harelip 5. Any speech defect 6. Missing finger or hand or arm or toe 0'

foot or leg. 7. Palsy (chronic shaking or tremor) 8. Paralysis of any

kind. 9. Repeated trouble with back or spine 10. Club foot. 11. Per-

manent stiffness or any deformity of the foot, or leg or finger or arm or

back or other areas. 12. Other impiirment or disability.

aDatum is from-a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.

Total frequency of disabilities reported divided by total people.

1
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TABLE 4-3

Type of Treatment Received for a Serious Disease

inihe Past 12 Months*

Urban
Response

Rural

High Middle Low Low

Hospital 20% , 18% 16% 12%

Doctor '61411 55. 67 58

Home Care. 8 13 11 17

None of 10 14 5 13
These

Totals 99% 100% 99% '100

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses

in each category by the total number of responses.

*039-44C Did,(person's name) enter the hospital, see a doctor, or

receive home care for this condition? (See diseases listed in Table 4-1,

Q38.)

006a:
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TABLE 4-4

Type of Treatment Received for a Serious Disability*

Urban Rural
Response \\

Middle Low Low

Hospital 24% \ 24% 24% 17%

Doctor 63 51 61 51

Home Care 5 5 8 9

None of
These 8 20 8 22

Totals 100% 100% 101% 99%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of re-

sponses in each category by-the total number of responses.

*046-51C Did (perSon's name) enter the hospital, see a doctor,

or receive home care for this condition? (See diseases listed in Table

4-2 , Q45.) -

OUr?



57

TABLE 4-5

Receipt of Special Training, Therapy or Rehabilitation

for a Disease in the Last 12 Months*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 5% 9% 11%

Marion 36 4% 6 2

Lewis 1 14 5

Randolph 12 9 16 10

Pendelton 6

Boone 10, 30 0 5
a

Raleigh 41 10 35

Total 58 24 46 52
Frequency 369 246 591 588

Average 16% 10% 8% 9%

Note: Percentages were ootained by dividing the number of affirmative

responses by the total number of responses.

*Q39-44D Has (person's name) had any special tuyfing, therapy or

rehabilitatio4 for this condition? (see condftions given in Table 4-2.)

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

is not included in column total.

0071
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TABLE 4-5A

Receipt of Special Training, Therapy or Rehabilitation
for a Disability*

57-A

41e

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 29% 2&% 30%

Marion 13 0% 23

Lewis 5 36 24 ,

Randolph 29 43 22 11

Pendelton
22

Boone 40 10

Raleigh 38 30

v,21a

27

Total 38 20 4o
Frequency 132 59 200 208

Average 29% 34% 18% 24%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing affirmative responses

by the total number of responses.

Q46-51D Has (person's name) had any special training, therapy

or rehabilitation for this condition?JSeectnditions given in Table 4-2.)

aDatum is frbm a middle income rural Boone County Neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-6

Reasons Preventing Use of a Public or Private

Health or Medical Service*

58

Response

Had to Wait

Urban Rural

High Middle- Low
A Low

Too Long 72
i

8% 20% 23%

Bad Experi-
ence with
Health Ctr. 1 0 2 2

, Bad Repu-
tation of
Health Ctr. 0 1 2 1

See too
many people
before Dr.

0 2

Don't Get
Same Doctor 1 7
Regularly

Too Expen-
sive 4 4 16 15

Costs too
much to get
to Health

0 1 3 4

Service

Note: Percentagei were obtained by dividing the number of re-

sponses in each category by the total number of responses.

*073&74 While living at this residence, have any of the following

reasons prevented you from using a public or private health or medical

service or from returning to a health or medical service when requested

$o by a-doctor?

007';
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TABLE 4-7

Receipt of Special Training, Therapy or Rehabilitation

for a Disability*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 29% 20% 30%

Marion 13 0 24 NN. 23

Lewis 5 36 24

Randolph 29 43 22 11

Pendelton 22

Boone 40 0 10 21a

Raleigh 38 30 27

Total 38 20 40 49
Frequency 132 59 200 208

I I

Average 29% 34% 18% 24%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing affirmative responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q46-51D Has (person's name) had any special training, therapy

or rehabilitation for this condition? (See conditions given in Table

4-2. )

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

0074
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TABLE 4-8

Where Routine Medical Care is Obtained*

Urban Rural
Response

High Middle Low Low

Private
Physician 86% 832 61% 56%

Preapid
Medical 0 1 1 10
Facility

Community
Health 0 1 3 6
Center

Health Dept.
Clinic 0 3. 1 0

Hospital
Clinic

e Hospital

11 10 20 18

Emergency 2 0 12 9
Room

Totals 99% 98% 98% 99%

Note: Percentages ere obtained by dividing the number of responses

in each catego by the total number of responses.

*Q69 Where do members of this household usually go for medical care

when feeling sick or,ill?
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TABLE 4-9

Health Service Would Like to.See' Made Available*

61

Response
Urban Rural

High Middle Low Low

Visiting
Nurses 9% 16% 11% 10%

Well Baby -1*
(Child)
Care (inc.
immuniz).

4 5 10 5

1:Tome Care &

Housekeeping 12 8 8 9

Disease De-
tection &
Care Programs 5 4 6 11

Mental Hlth.
Psychiatric
Services 7 3 4

?Family Plan
& Birth 10 6 6 5
Control

V.D. Clinic .
& Education 9 12 6 6

Alcohol &
Drug Clinic 11 15 8 7

Dental Clin-
ic & Edu-
cation

6 3 6 15

School
11ealth 3 3 3 4

Nursing,
Convales-
cent Home

8 4 6 7

Child Day
Care Ctrs. 4 4 4 4

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses in
erch category by the total number of responses.

*Q75 Which public health service would you most like to see made
available to people in this neighborhood?

0 0'7 b
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TABLE 4-11

Percentage of Serious Illness or Injury to the

Mother Connected with,Pregnancy or Delivery of a Child Younger than 24 Months*

County
Urban i Rural

Hi Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 10% 37%

'Marion 20 25% 7 0

Lewis 50 0 14
t

Randolph 67 0 13 22

Pendelton 50

Boone 22 0 6 5a

Raleigh 0 8 0

Total 8 2 8 11
Ftequency

57 20 90 64

Average 14% 10% 9% 17%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of illnesses

reported by the number of children younger than 24 months in each dell.

*Q23 Was theie any serious illness or injury to the mother con-
%

nected with the pregnancy or delivery of,(baby's name)? (Serious illness

or injury includes high blood pressure, swelling of feet and ankles, gain

of over bhirty pounds, kidney infection, heart trouble, convulsions, heavy

bleeding before labor and after pregnancy, nausea and vomiting requiring

0 07 6
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Table 4-11 Continued ^1

64

1

hospitalization, water broke twelve hours or more before delivery, etc.).

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.

00Th



TABLE 4-12

Disabilities Per 10 Children under 5 Years Of Age*

1
Urban Rural

County
High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 53 13 24

Marion 13 13 13 13

Lewis 38 28 21

Randolph 7 10 15 5

Pendelton 30

Boone 4 0 28 23a

Raleigh 26 19 71

Total 23 11 40 30
Frequency lllb 83 236 , 123

Average
Per 100 21 13 17 24

65

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of

conditions renorted by the number of children younger than five

years of age in each cell and then multiplying by 100.

*Q26 H. any children under five years of age had any of

these conditic in the past 12 months? 1. Unable to stand or

walk(for child over one year of age) 2. Deafness or serious

trouble hearing with one or both ears 3. Serious trouble seeing

with one or both eyes even when wearing glasses. 4. Cleft palate

orrharelip: 5. Any speech defect 6. Missing finger or hand'or

0080
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Table 4-12 (Cont.)

arm or toe or foot or leg 7. Palsy (chronic shaking or tremor) 8. Pa-

ralysis of any kind 9. Repeated trouble with back or spine 10. Club

foot 11. Permanent'stiffness or any deformity of the foot or leg or

arm or back or other areas 12. Asthma 13. Cerebral Palsy 14. Treated

for mental illness or emotional disorders 15. Rheumatic Fever 16. Epi-

lepsy 17. Hepatitis 18. Hernia or rupture 19. Noticeably underweight

20. Other impairment or disability

aristum is from a middle inqRme rural Boone County neighborhood and
yl

. is not included in column total.

bTotal frequency of conditions reported divided by total of child-

ren under five years of age.

,N4
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TABLE 4-13

Concern about Behavioral and Emotional Problems of

Children Between the Ages of 5 and 15 Years Per Household*

Urban Rurs1
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia .17 .19 .36

Marion .55 .52 .88 .44

lewis .56 .11 .22

Randolph .16 .25 .26 .16

Pendeltot .95

Boone '.85 .00 1.00 .42*

Raleigh .31; .88 .75.

Total 235 88 298 189
Frequency. 557 31041 548 444

I

Average .42 .28 .54 .43

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the number of concerns

expressed out of nineteen possible by the number of households per

cell.

*Q60 Most children have some of these conditions. For child-

ren five years of. age and over and less than 15 years of age, please

tell me whether you are concerned by the amount or length of time

any of these conditions have existed? 1. Won't mind 2. Hyperactive

.0984-
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Table 4-13 Continued

or can't stick to one thing long enough 3. Easily upset, bad temper,

high strung, or nervous 4. Wets the bed or can't toilet train 5.

Trouble sleeping, or frequent nightmaies 6. Thumbsucking 1. Stut-

tering 8. Breathholding 9. Frequently swallows things :other than ,-

food 10. Cries too much 1. Fights too much 12.' Clings to-mother,

13. Breaks thing on purpose (destructive) 14. 'Often depressed,

moody or withdrawn 15. Lying 16. Stealing 17. Starts fires

18.. Doesn't make friends easily, can't get along with other child:-

ren, or gets jealous 19. Poor appetite or other eating problems. '

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included Lt column total.

tio(18.-.

4

c



69

TABLE 4-14

Unavailability of Health or Medical Service*

Urban
_County

High Middle

Monongalia 1%

Marion 0 1%

Lewis 17 6

Randolph 3 2

'Pendelton

Boone 10 0

4taleigh 0 3

Rural

Low

0%

Low

0%

0 0

3

1 1

0

5 8
a

2

Total 24 8 7 4

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 4% 3% 1% 1%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividng affirmative responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q73 (1) While living at this residence, have you ever been pre-

vented from receiving public or private health or medical service because

the type of service needed was not available?

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

fis not included in column to al.

0084
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TABLE 4-15

Use of Artificial or Other Methods of Controlling Family Size*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 86% -70% 63%

Marion 68 77% 59 65

Lewis 60 52 36 48

Randolph 57 56 46

Pendelton 40

Boone 70 86 72 -63a
0

Raleigh 52 77 67

Total
Frequency

372 68 152

r2-37-?

95
271 108 167

Average 63% 63% 64% 57%

Hotel Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of

affirmative responses by the total number of responses.

Q65 Are you using any artificial or other methods of controlling

family size?

sapatum is from a middle infome rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.

3



TABLE 4-16

71

Use of Medically Supervised Means of Controllin Family Size*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 57% 61% 53%

Marion 58 74% 52 se

Lewis 35 30 36

Randolph 37 49 27 39

Pendelton 33

Boone 50 71 55 44a

Raleigh 28 71 57

Total 113 57 i 128 80
Frequency 271 108 239 167

Average 42% 53% 54% 48%

e Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing she number of re-

sponses of a method requiring medical supervision (diaphragm , IUD,

pills, vasectomy, tubal 'igation) by the total number of responses

for all methods.

*Q66 Would you please tell me what methods of controlling

family size you are currently using?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neigLocrhood

and is not included in columr total.

008,
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TABLE 4-17

Use of Doctor, Clinic, or Family Planning

Service within Last 2 Years Concerning Birth Control*

County

H1g
-r

Monongalia 42%

Marion 36

Lewis 49

Randolph 43

Pendelton

Boone 29

Raleigh 24

Total 93

Frequency 270

Average

Urban

Middle Low

31%

48

43

13

62%

61

26

43

69

Rural

Low

55%

49

32

41

20

33a

32

43
113

132

253
73

175

34% 38% 55% 42%

Note: Percentages Were obtained by dividing affirnative responses

by the total number of responses.

*067 Have you been to a doctor, clinic, or family planning service

within the past 'two years concerning the use of birth control methods?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhaod

and is not included in column total.

008
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TABLE 4-18

Emergency Medical Care Transportation

Response,
Urban Rural

High Middle Low Low

Private
'Vehicle 84%

i 54% 69% 71%

Emergency
Vehicle 13 40 21 24

Taxi 1 2 6 1

Call Medi-
cal Care
to Home

1 2 0 2

Totals 99% 98% 96% 98%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses

in each category by the total number of responses.

*Q72 If you needed medical care during the night in a hurry, how

would you most likely get to a place of medical care?

a
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TABLE 4-19

Dissatisfaction with Public Medical Facilities*

County
Urban

High Middle

Monongalia 1%

Marion 5 1%

Lewis 4

Randolph 0 8

Pendelton

Boone 2 0

Raleigh 0

Total 10 14
Frequency 557 310

Average 2% 5%

Rural

Low

0%

0

0

0

0

Low

0%

0

1

1

0

6a

0

i 0

1 548
2

444

0' 17

Note: Percentages were obtained 1)v divluing "dissatisfied" re-

'sponses by the total number of responses.

/9103C On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've
(-

heard or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with the 11,gwing services. Public Medical Facilities.

aDa um is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

,4s,...,14-6ineluded in column total.

008J
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TABLE 4-20

Concern about Lack of Good Food*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

MOnongalia 2% 12% 21%

Marion 3 1% 24% 33

Lewis 27 20 14

Randolph 5 10 38 36

Pendelton 17

Boone 21 58 84 61a

Raleigh 3 72 24

Total 50 57 214 112
Frequency 557 310 6.48

Average 9% 12.7 39% 25%

Note: Percentages were obtained -by dividing "concerned" responses

the total number of responses.

*010613 Nease tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and

if so whether you are concerned or unconcerned. People do not have

enough right kind of food.

a
Datum is fre:rn a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is nor included in column total.

009
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Part Two: Housing

Data in this section define a wide variety of housing conditions-and

housing deficiencies; typically, the most major and the most frequent

occurrence of housing deficiencies were found among homes in low income

neighborhoods.

These data are highlighted by the following:

A External Conditions of Housing

1. There were strong and consistent findings detailing very 1a411

rates of external housing deficiencies in low, and particularly

urban low, income neighborhoods.

This was true for:

a. roofing (See Table 4-21).
N.

b. paint (See Table 4-22). .

c. chimneys and cornices (See Table 4-23).

d. outside walls (See Table 4-24).

e. doors and windows broken (See Table 4-25).

f. outside porches and stairs rotted or missing (See Table 4-26).

g. foundation sagging or leaning (See Tab4,e 4-27).

t

h. percentage of households with one or more abandoned motor
vehicles (See Table 4-28).

i. percentage of households with rubbish accumulation (See Table 4 -2

4
i

j. percentage of households neglected landscaping (See Table 4 -30). ,
- '. A+

2. o

v
1

1

Outside wells or cisterns were not frequently reported, but tended c-=,(

to be found, in low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-31).

3. 8 to 10% of all low income households sample reported using pit ,

.

privys to dispose of human waste (See Table 4 -32).

0991 I
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B. Housing Space

1. One-third of the households of low-income neighborhoods had four

or fewer rooms; this was twice the incidence of small houses,

found among higher income neighborhoods (See1Table 4-33).

2. There was a tendency'for there to be more people ;Ir household

in low income neighborhood homes (See Table 4-34).

C. Housing '-oblems and Deficiencies

1. Low income neighborhood housing had from two to seven times as

many deficiencies (e.g., unheated rooms, rooms without electricity

or windows, etc.) as housing in higher income neighborhoods

(See Table 4-35).

2. Kitchen deficiencies, such as not having a working kitchen sink

or running water or the absence ofan electric or-gas stove or

refrigerator, were almos.t exclusively the problems of homes in

low income neighborhoods, with the rate of kitchen deficiencies

J
being highest among rural low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-36).

3. 'The lack of a working flush toilet inside the house was also a

low income neighborhood problem; this problem was particularly

evident in rural low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-37).

4. Other bathroom problems (such as sink, tub or shower deficiencies)

were also the near exclusive problems of low income neighborhoods,

F.

with their greatest incidence occurring among low income rurr.1

neighborhood houses (See Table 4-38).

D. Housing Concerns

Residents of both middle and low income neighborhoods expressed concern

about the lack of low-cost, low-rent housing at rapes two to three times

- OCM;

1
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greater than among residents of most high income neighborhoods. This

concern was expressed by one-half of all residents interviewed in low

income neighborhoods (See Table 4-39).

Other findings were as follows:

A. Housing Space

1. Data on rooms and people per house were indicated in the

housing data highlights (See Tables 4-34 and 4-33).

2. Homes in low'income neighborhoods tended to have fewer bed-

rooms than homes'in higher income neighborhoods (See Table 4-40),

B. Housing Problpms and Deficiencies

1. Data on general household deficiencies, kitchen and bathroom

deficiencies, were presented in the housing data highlights (See

Tables 4-35, 4-36, 4-37 and 4-38.

2. Unvented space heaters were found in homes in both middle and low

income neighborhoods; they were most frequently found in urban

neighborhoods (See Table 4-41).

3. Residents reported the presence of rats within'the past yeak in

over one-third of all low income neighborhood interviews. This

is a rate four to seven times greater than that reported among

middle and high income neighborhoods (See Table 4-42).

4. Evidence or vermin other than rats were infrequently'reported

(See Table 4-43).

C. Housing Ownership and Costs

1. There was a strong tendency among urban $$eti.ings for middle and

high 1Rcome neihborhoods tq have high rates of home ownership,

and in urban low income neighborhood-1 for about one-third of the
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residents to rent. Rural low income neighborhoOds were

characterized by ownership. rather than rental (See Table 4-44).

2. As indicated in Table 4-45, monthly rental cosEs are generally

proportional to neighborhood household income.

D. Housing Concerns

1. Data on concerns about the lack of low-cost, low-rent housing

were presented in the housing concern highlights (See Table 4739).

2. Residents of urban low income neighborhoods reported the greatest

frequency of concern with the cdndition of their neighborhood

and its houses (See Table 4-46).

3. Overcrowding in the area was most frequently cited by residents

of low income urban neighborhoods (See Table 4-47).

4. Concerns about ptor street lighting were most frequently reported

by residents of both urban ad rural low income neighborhoods

(See Table 4-48).

5. Less than one-fifth of the respondents in all neighborhoods

reported dissatisfaction with public housing (See Table 4-49).

6. While rodent, pest and dog control were not frequently reported as

problems in any neighborhood, they were more often reported in

middle and high income neighborhoods (See Table 4,-50).

7. Few residents of any neighborhood expressed dissatisfaction with

the\iiiforcement of their local housing code (See Table 4-5l)

00'94
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TABLE 4-21

Roof Deficiencies Per Household*

County
I Urban 'Rural

r
High Middle Low Low

Mbnongalia .00 .03 .03

Marion .00 .00 .18 .12

Lewis .00 .26 .03

Randolph .00 .02 .24 .08

Pendelton .06 .17

Boone .001 .03 .15 :07a

Raleigh .01 .35
1.95

Total 1 51 86 i 37 .

Frequency 558 484 560, 521

Average .00 .11 .15 .07

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of ,

deficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis.. Roof: Loose or missing materials;

sagging.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

ouati
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TABLE 4-22

Neglected Outside Paint*

0
Urban Rural

County

High Middle Low . Low

Mdhongalia .00 .09 .08

Marion' .00 .00 .94 .19

Lewis '.01 .37 .

Randolph .00 .06 .16 .06

Pendelton ,06 .86

Boone .r4 .09 .18 .17a

Raleigh .01 .46 i .13

Total 6 lk 58 93 60
Frequency 610 425 381 405

Average .01 .14 .24 .15
4

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of de-

ficiencies reported by the number of hous-ift-Ids surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Paint: Neglected

a
Datum is frOm amiddle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-23

Chimney and Cornice Deficiepcies Per Household*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia .00 .02 .07

Marion .00 ' .18 .04

Lewis .00 .01 .01

Randolph .00 .00 .20 .05

Fende lton .00 .00

Boone .00 .01 .03 .03a

Raleigh .00 .21 .02

Total ,0 3 56 18
Frequency 622 515 563 521

Average .00 .01 *` .10 .03

.

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of

deficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Chimneys and cornices: Cracks,

rotted, or missing material; leaning.

aDatum is from a middle income ruralBOone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-24

Outside Walls Deficiencies Per Household*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia .00 .06 .06

Marion .00 .00 .39 .17

Lewis .00 .14 .04

Randolph .00 .04 .19 .08

Pendelton .03 .12

Boone .03 .03 .13 .14a

Raleigh .01 .39 .04

Total 4 33 i 106 i 43
Frequency 622 515 i 563 i 521

Average .01 .06 .19 .08

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of de-

ficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Outside Walls: Loose or missing

material; Rotted or Open Cracks; Leaning.

Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not in :luded :!.n column total.
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TABLE 4_25

\Door an Window Deficiencies Per Household*

4

Urban Rural
County

High( Middle Low Low

Monongalia .00 .10 .18

Marion .00 .00 .42 .20

Lewis .00 .18 .06

Randolph .01 .08 .31 .40

Pendelton .08 1.00

Boone .05 .06 .12 .16a

Raleigh .00 .54 .12

Total 5 46 127 122
Frequency 622 496 523 481

Average .10 .24 .25

Note: Figurc9 :-_arc obt-ined by oividing the total number of

deficiencies report by the number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Doors and Windows. Breaks, Cracks

in Panes; Loose o- rrares; Screens (missing, or torn).
a
Datum is fro7 a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

002;1
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TABLE 4-26

Porch and Steps Deficiencies Per Household*

Urban Rural

County
High Middle Low Low

Monongalia .00 .13 .22

Marion .00 .00 .41 .31

Lewis .01 .26 .08

Randolph .00 .06 .28 .21

Pendelton .35 .29

Boone .07 .03 .14 .25a

Raleigh .01 .62 .06

Total 9 I 59 151 98
Frequency 622 515 563 521

Average .01 .11 .27 .19

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of

deficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Outside Proches and Stairs: Rotted,

missing or broken materials, open cracks; sagging.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-27

Foundation Deficiencies Per Household*

Urban 1 Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia .00 .04 .07

Marion .00 .00 .26 .13

Lewis .04 .02 .01

Randolph .00 .03 .18 .05

Pendelton .11 .22

Boone .03 .04 .14 .14a

Raleigh .01 .55 .04

Total 7 14
i 93 37

Frequency 619 508 i 534 499

Average .01 .03 .17 .07

Note: Figures were obtained by dividi,g the total number of de-

ficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Foundation: Loose or Missing

Material; Open Cracks (Larger then pencil width); Sagging or Leaning.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-28

Percentage Households with One or More Abandoned Motor Vehicles*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 1% 5% 17%

Marion 0 6% 5 10

Lewis 0 0 6

Randolph 0 2 11 0

Pendelton 0 8

Boone 0 18 12 9a

Raleigh 0 17 14

Total 1 22 37 45
Frequency 631 517 441 477

Average 0% 4% 8% 9%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of

affirmative responses by the total number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Abandoned Motor Vehicles: One;

Two or Three; More than Three.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-29

Percentage Households with Rubbish Accumulations*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Mbnongalia 1% 19% 35%

Marion 0 8% 42 25

Lewis 0 9 4

Randolph 0 2 29 20

Pendelton 0 16

Boone 9 1 32 7a

Raleigh 0 51 7

Total 9 28 146 96
Frequency 636 515 475 526

1

Average 1% 5% 31% 18%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of

affirmative responses by the total number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Rubbish Accumulations: Detracts

from the Premise; Detracts from Premise and adjacent property; Detracts

from entire block frontage.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-30

Percentage Households with Neglected Landscaping*

County
Urban [Rural

r---
High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 1% 27% 42%

Marion 0 5% 72 25

Lewis 1 26 8

Randolph 0 2 25 23

Pendelton 0 61

Boone 19 12 26 45a

Raleigh 0 76 19

Total 20 63 202 140
Frequency 636 515 476 i 526

Average 3% 12% 42% 27%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of

affirmative responses by the total number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Landscaping: Neglected; Needs Main-

tenance.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-31

Percentage Households with Outside Well or Cistern*

County
Urban Rural

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 1% 0%

Marion 0 0% 0 0

Lewis 0 0 4

Randolph 0 0 13 2

Pendelton 0 48

Boone 1 7 0 19a

Raleigh 0
1 0

Total
Frequency

1 5

513
14 26

620 557 519

Averase 0% 1% 3% 5%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of

affirmative responses by the total number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Outside Well or Cistern.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-32

Percentage Households with Pit Privy*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 5% 15%

Marion 0 0% 0 0

Lewis 0 0 3

Randolph 0 0 9 7

Pendelton 0 17

Boone 0 4 0 6a

Raleigh 0 34 25

Total 0 5 45 57
Frequency 620 513 557 519

Average 0% 1% 8% 11%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of

affirmative responses by the total number of households surveyed.

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Pit Privy

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-33

Number of Regularly Occupied Rooms in the House*

1 Urban Aural

Response
High Middle Low Low

1-4 11% 16% 34% 31%

5-7 66 70 60 61

8 ur more 23 14 6 8

1

Totals 100% 100% 100% 100%

unit?

*077 How many regularly occupied rooms are in your housing
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TABLE 4-34

Number of People Living in the House*

Response

1-3

4-6

7 or more

Urban Rural

High Middle Low Low

58%

39

2

68%

30

2

58%

34

7

63%

30

6

Totals 99% 100% 99% 997

*Q 1 How many people live in this housing unit and have no other

usual address at which they live?
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TABLE 4-35

Housing Deficiencies Per Household*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia .04 .07 .17

Marion .01 .02 1.02 .29

Lewis .06 .30 .72

Randolph .03 .14 .53 .27

Pendelton .52

Boone .22 .08 .81 .04°

Raleigh .05 .61 .22

Total 37 45 274 155

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average .07 .15 .50 .35

Note: Figures were derived by dividing the number of reported

deficiencies out of a possible seven by the number of households in

a cell.

*Data are derived from the combination of two questions: Q78

which, if any, of the following conditions exist in one or more of

these regularly occupied rooms?

010a
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1. A room with no working heating system provided by the landlord

2. A room without working electricity. 3. A room with no window

or no daylight. 4. A room with no windows that can be opened or

closed at will and with no mechanical ventilation.

Q92 Does this housing unit have any of the following conditions

in any of its rooms? 1. Plumbing leaks 2. Frequent rain water

leaks through ceilings, walls, windows or doors 3. Water collects

on ceilings, walls, windows or doors

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-36

Kitchen Deficiencies Per Household*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia .00 .10 .27

Marion .00 .00 .11 .07

Lewis .00 .08 .18

Randolph .00 .00 .20 .18

Pendelton .38

Boone .01 .00 .08 .20a

Raleigh .00 .28 .36

Total 2 i 7 79 98
ir2quency 557 i 310 548 444

Average .00 i .02 .14 i .22

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the number of reported

deficiencies out of six possible by the number of households.

*Q90 Is there a kitchen sink inside this housing unit?

Does it provide hot and cold running water and drain away waste water?

Is there a gas or electric kitchen stove inside this housing unit?

Does it work?

Is there a mechanical refrigerator inside the housing unit? Is it in

working order?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-37

Percentage of Households Reporting Lack of a Working Flush Toilet*

Urban Rural

County
High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 1% 12% 24%

Marion 0 0% 5 5

Lewis 0 0 23

Randolph 0 0 12 13

Pendelton 28

Boone 0 0 4 20a

Raleigh 0 30 67

Total 1 0 68 106
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 0% 0% 12% 23%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of reported

deficiencies by the number of households.

*Q91 Is there a flush toilet inside your housing unit? Does it

Work?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-38

Bathroom Sink, Tub or Shower Deficiencies Per Household*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

t
Monongalia .00 .",5 .85

Marion .00 .00 .40 .25

Lewis .00 .1) .43

Randolph .00 .02 .40 .64

Pendelton .57

Boone .00 .08 .06 .49a

Raleigh .00 .66 1.45

Total 0 12 178 291
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average .00 .n4 .32 .65

Note: Figures were obtained hv dividing the number of reported

deficiencies out of three possible by the number of households.

*091 Is there a bathroom sink inside your housing unit? Does

it provide hot and cold running water and drain away waste water? Is

there a bathtub or shower inside your housing unit?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-39

Concern about Lack of Low-Cost, Low-Rent Housing*

Urban
County Rural

High Middle Low Low

137

-t-

38% 277

:.!arion 0 39% 35 57

Lewis 51 61 67

Randolph 16 44 37 58

Pendelton
45

17 75 87 64a

p
6 74 53

Total 88 115 279 221frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 16% 37% 51% 50%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

the total number of responses.

*0105G For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me if the

condition exists and if it does exist whether you are concerned or un-

concerned about it. There is not enough low-cost, low-rent housing in

the area.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural BooneCounty neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-40

Number of Bedrooms in the House*

Urban Rural

Response
Hi h Middle Low

0-1 1% 7% 8% 9%

2-3 73 74 80 75

over 4 25 18 10 15

Totals 99% 99% 98% 99%

*Q81 How many bedrooms do you have? Count rooms used only for

sleeping.

01 la
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TABLE 4-41

Percentage of Households with UmLntv0 mace Peaters*

Rural
County

High "idle Low Low

Monongalia 1% 10!' 107

Marion 0 44 14

Lewis 0 3

Randolph 0 9 13 11

Pendelton 0

''.,on 6 7
.-)7a

Raleieh 0 7 2

1

Total 6 38 79 34
Frequency 545 308 530 435

Average 1% 12%

4-

15% 8%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of inter-

view observations of unvented space heaters by the number of households

per cell.

'O 115 Unvented space heaters present? (Observed by the inter-

viewer either by walking about the housin; unit After obtaining per-

mission, or by observing from the soot vhere th- iltervic; c .is ,-on-

ducted in the event that permission to move about i5 not granted).

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Arene County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-42

Percentage of Households Reporting Presence of Rats*

Urban Rural
County

High
-+

Middle Low Low
4-

Monongalia 10% 31% 58%

Marion 3 2% 36 21

Lewis 3 8 18

Randolph 1 -7 36 16

Pendelton 48

Boone 9 83 37 32a

Raleigh 5 63 58

Total 128 27 210 154
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 5% 8% 38% 35%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of af-

firmative responses by the number of households per cell.

*Q89 Within the last year, have you seen any rats or signs of

rats in or near this building?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-43

Percentage of Households with Presence of Vermin other than Rate

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 10% 1% 0%

Marion 0 0 19 0

Lewis 0 1 1

Randolph 1 1 0 0

Pendelton 2

Boone 5 0 8 Oa

Raleigh 0 9 2

Total 14 2 35 3

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 3% 1% 6% 1%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of interviewer

observations of vermin by the number of housholds per cell.

*Q117 (Observed by the interviewer, either by walking about the

housing unit after obtaining permission, or by observing from the spot

where the interview was conducted in the event that permission to move

about is not granted.) Other vermin or vermin signs observed?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in colurn total.
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TABLE 4-44

Home Ownership*

Urban
Response

Rural

High Middle Low Low

Rented

Cooperative

Owned

Occupied,
no rent

9%

0

82

2

19%

1

78

1

31%

4

57

5

17%

0

71

7

Totals 93% 99%
1

97% 95%

*93 Is your housing unit--1) rented for cash rent 2) a cooperative

or condominium which is owned or being bought by you or someone else in

this household 3) owned or being bought by you or someone else in this

household 4) occupied without payment of cash rent

U1 1a
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TABLE 4-45

Monthly Rent Costs*

Urban Rural

Response
High Middle Low Low

r

$0-49 24% 45% 61% 77%

$50-99 41 48 34 22

$100-149 22 3 5 0

$150-199 11 3 0 1

Totals 98% 99% ' 100% 100%

*Q94 Which of the following categories best describe this

household's monthly rent?
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TABLE 4-46

Concern about Condition of Neighborhood and Its Houses*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 32% 13% 14%

Marion 3 0% 43 12

Lewis 5 27 30

Randolph 3 9 26 23

Pendelton
10

Boone 20 58 20 25a

Raleigh 2 82 16

Total 56 40 167 73
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 10% 13% 30% 16%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q105H For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me if the

condition exists and if it does exist whether you are concerned or un-

concerned about it. The condition of the neighborhood and its houses is un-

satisfactory.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-47

Concern about Overcrowding in the Area*

1

1
Urban 1 Rural

County 1

High Middle Low i Low

Monongalia 0% 2%

Marion 3 0% 5 12

Lewis 8 8 1

Randolph 0 9 20 7

Pendelton 2

Boone 18 25 21 26a

Raleigh 1 7 5

Total 24 2] 64 24

Frequency 557 310 548 444

f

Average 4% 7% 12% 5%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*101105I For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me if

the condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned or

unconcerned about it. The area is overcrowded.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-48

Concern about Poor Street Lighting*

Urban Rural
County

Hi Rh Middle Low Low

Monongalia 12% 18% 51%

Marion 4 5% 42 22

Lewis 27 25 14

Randolph 14 26 69 8

Pendelton 10

Boone 23 17 13 40a

Raleigh 1 87 45

Total 65 58 214 116
Frequency 557 310 548 444

1

Average 12% 19% 39% 26%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q105J For each condition I'm about to read please tell me if the

condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned or un-

concerned about it. Poor street lighting.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-49

Dissatisfaction with Public Housing*

County
Urban t Rurali

i
i

High Middle Low Low

Mon ongalia 13% 12% 7%

Marion 1 1% 1:3 20

Lewis 57 35 16

Randolph 8 20 2 30

Pendelton 19

Boone 27 0 13 8a

Raleigh 5 11 22

Total 93 59 59 81
Frequency 557 310 548 444

I

I I I

Average 17% 17% 11% 18%

NotP: Percentages were obtaince. by dividing dissatisfied responses

by the total number of responses.

"c104J Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with these services. Public Housing.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-50

Dissatisfaction with Rodent, Pest and Dog Control*

Urban Rural

County
High riddle Low Low

Monongalia 2% 0% 0%

Marion 3 2% 2 0

Lewis 8 7 3

Randolph 5 7 0 4

Pendelton
0

Boone 9 8 0
3a

Raleigh 1 0 0

Total 22 17 2 5

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 4% 6% 0% 1%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

sponses by the total number of responses.

140103G On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've

heard or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with the following services. Rodent, Pest and Dog Control.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-51

Dissdtisfacticm with Housing Code Inspection*

Urban i Rural
County

Hie) Middle Low Low

Monongalia 2- 0% 0%

Mnricn 7 3 0

Teals 0 4 3

Randolph 0 1 1 0

PendPlton 0

Boone 4 0 1

Raleigh 1 0 0

Total 11 i 4 i 4 2

r''requency 557 i 110 i 548 A44

Averaco 2% l*/ 1% 1%

Note: Perrertigeq were obtlined by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

qponsos by th( total number of responses.

10'1r On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've

read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with

the following services. Housing Code Inspection.

aDatum is from n income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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Part Three: Human Services

This section contains data, largely attitudinal, regarding neighborhood

residents' views of various human services, both private and public, in

their communities. While feelings of satisfaction or dissatisfaction with

dimensions of community life varied, depending upon the particular neigh-

borhood and questionnaire item being focused upon, there was a strong

tendency for residents from both urban and rural low income neighborhoods

to report dissatisfaction and concern with numerous human services.

These data are highlighted by the following:

A. Recreation

1. Virtually one-third of the residents of all neighborhoods expressed

dissatisfaction with recreation for children, teenagers, and

adults (See Tables 4-52, 4-53, and 4-54).

2. Over 40% of the respondents in middle and low income neighbor-

hoods expressed their concern with the lack of neighborhood

parks and playgrounds, a problem about which only 20% of the

residents of urban high income neighborhoods expressed concern

(See Table 4-55).

B. Transportation

1. Over 20Z of middle and low income households sampled were without

a means of private transportation (See Table 4-56).

2. While there was a tendency for residents of middle income neigh-

borhoods to voice dissatisfaction with public transportation, this

was most typical of residents of middle and high income neighbor-

hoods in Lewis, Randolph, and to some extent, Marion, counties

(See Table 4-57).
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3. Considerable dissatisfaction with street and road conditions

and maintenance were expressed by residents of all neighborhoods,

ranging from about one-fifth of the high income urban neighbor-

hood respondents to one-half of the low income rural neighborhood

respondents (See Table 4-58).

C. Commerce

1. Residents of low income neighborhoods, particularly low income

rural neighborhoods, were concerned about the inconvenience

of their neighborhood to transportation, shopping, schools and

other services (See Table 4-59).

2. Residents of low income neighborhoods, particularly rural neigh-

borhoods, were concerned about harsh policies of their neighbor-

hood stores (See Table 4-60).

3. Concern about a lack of neighborhood food stores was true of

certain neighborhoods at all income levels, but was particularly

noticeable among low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-61).

4. Almost one-half of all respondents in low income urban neighbor-

hoods were concerned about the lack of neishborhood drug stores;

the concern was shared by residents of low income rural neighbor-

hoods (See Table 4-62).

5. Residents of low incoi.e neighborhoods were concerned about the

lack of neighborhood laundromats (See Table 4-63).

D. Income and Employment

1. Table 4-64 indicates the percent of households in all neighbor-

hoods falling within each of the three income brackets in the

present study. In effect, this table serves to validate the

initial categorizing of neighborhoods.
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2. Lack of income was a pervasive concern among low income neighbor-

hood residents. This concern was from four to five times as

great among all low income neighborhoods as among all high

income neighborhoods (See Table 4-65).

3. Lack of work or working hours was a pervasive concern among

residents of low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-66).

Local Government

1. There was a tendency for direct political or social action to

deal with neighborhood conditions to have been taken by residents

of lower rather than upper income neighborhoods (See Table 4-67).

2. The residents of high and middle income urban neighborhoods felt

themselves represented in local government to a greater extent

than did residents of low income urban and rural neighborhoods

(See Table 4-68).

3. Virtually all neighborhoods reported a concern about a lack of

police protection in their neighborhood (See Table 4-69).

Other findings regarding human services were as follows:

1. Recreation

1. All recreation findings were indicated in the data highlights

(See Tables 4-54, 4-53, 4-52, 4-55).

. Transportation

1. Ownership of vehicles and concerns with public transportation

and street conditions were indicated in the data highlights

(See Tables 4-56, 4-57 and 4-58).

2. A concern with traffic conditions was reported in all samples,

but was particularly true of middle and high income urban neigh-

borhoods (See Table 4-70).
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C. Commerce

1. Commerce relted findings were reported in the data highlights

(See Tables 4-59, 4-62, 4-60, 4-63, 4-61).

2. Rural low income neighborhoods were particularly concerned

about the pr,,,ence of too many bars in the area of the neigh-

borhood (z:ee 1,:ble 4-i1).

D. Income and L:..

1. Data regrir(1:,,2 income and employment were indicated in the

data highli.,alts (See Tables 4-64, 4-65, and 4-66).

2. Table - '- --lt,s sources of income for all samples; the

major diffe- -a., :cross income groups was in the tendency for

high income neighborhood residents to be self-employed.

3. No neigh- -,:u sample seened dissatisfied with employment services

(See iab, 4-73).

E. Local Governmc2:

1. Findings regrding social action, representation in government,

and lae .:7 :s__r-cL protection were reported in the data highlights

,--):;, ac; 4-69).(See i,:,

2. With the exceptiot of 3 neighborhoods in Boone County, there was

litLLe concern abo,1 everlctive neighborhood action groups (See

,! ', 4-74).

3. With the ,x,.Lpt,c: ,f neighborhoods in Boone County, there was

little , t.:fdPrs running neighborhood programs

(See Table 4-7).

4. A numbt, of low ,,, P,- t-1,;In and rural neighborhoods, as well

as hige ant midd,t ,n,',, -eighborhoods in Boone County, were
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concerned that neighborhood action groups did not represent

the people's interests (See Table 4-76).

5. While most respondents in all neighborhoods reported that the

police treated them fairly, this was less true for rural neigh-

borhoods (See Table 4-77).

6. Few people were dissatisfied with existing levels of police

protection (See Table 4-78).

7. With the exception of one middle income urban neighborhood in

Randolph County, most neighborhood residents reported satisfaction

with their courts (See Table 4-79).

8. About one-fifth of the residents of middle and low income neighbor-

hoods expressed dissatisfaction with jails, correctional facilities

and probation. With the exception of one rural low income neigh-

borhood, few low income residents expressed this attitude (See

Table 4-80).

9. Virtually all respondents expressed satisfaction with fire protec-

tion (See Table 4-81).

10. With the exception of one middle income urban neighborhood, virtually

all residents expressed satisfaction with water, light, and power

services (See Table 4-82).

11. Middle income urban neighborhood residents tended to express more

concern with their schools than did residents of high or low

income neighborhoods. This concern was virtually unexpressed among

low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-83).

12. A greater number of residents of middle and high income neighbor-

hoods expressed concern with welfare and public assistance administra-

tion than residents of low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-84).
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F. Sanitation and Pollution Control

1. Considerable dissatisfaction was expressed regarding sewage

disposal; this was less true of residents of low income urban

neighborhoods than of other neighborhood samples (See Table 4-85).

2. Few neighborhood residents expressed dissatisfaction with trash

or garbage collection (See Tables 4-86 and 4-87).

3. Both air and water pollution controls were sources of dissatis-

faction among urban and rural neighborhood residents. These

concerns were more frequently expressed regarding water pollu-

tion (See Tables 4-88 and 4-89).
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TABLE 4-52

Dissatisfaction with Recreation for Children*

County

1

1

1

1

Urban Rural

r
High Middle Low 1 Low

Monongalia 24% 23% 22%

Marion 24 15% 28 33

Lewis 90 61 51

Randolph 12 34 19 50

Pendelton 48

Boone 60 17 47 31a

Raleigh 29 25 38

Total 214 108 150 172
Frequency 557 310 548 444

1
1

Average 38% 35% 27% 39%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied"

responses by the total number of responses.

*0104D Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with these services. Recreation for Children.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-53

Dissatisfaction with Recreation for Teenagers*

1 RuralUrban

County 1
1 Middle LowHigh Low

Monongalia 26% 26% 23%

Marion 29 18% 29 34

Lewis 86 65 42

Randolph 19 34 18 55

Pendelton 50

Boone 59 17 51 31a

Raleigh 30 20 31

Total 222 114 157 168

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 40% 37% 29% 38%

Note: Percent ages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

sponses by the total number of responses.

*0104C Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with these services. Recreation for Teenagers.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-54

Dissatisfaction with Recreation for Adults*

County
Urban Pura]

1

High Middle Low Low
f

Mcnongalia 11% 23% 12%

Marion 11 8% 27 32

Lewis 15 55 59

Randolph 18 34 10 50

Pendelton 24

Boone 61 17 51 31a

Raleigh 21 22 25

Total 173 97 142 150

Frequency 557 310 548 444

i 1 I

Average 31% 31% 26% 34%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied"responses

by the total number of responses.

*0104B Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with

these services. Recreation for Adults.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not inculded in column total.
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TABLE 4-55

Concern about Lack of Neighborhood Parks and Playgrounds*

Urban Pura]
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 17% 36% 60%

Marion 0 217 17 27

Lewis 51 55 53

Randolph 9 46 39 39

?endelton
50

Boone 45 58 47 83a

Raleigh 7 84 64

Total 111 128 231 210
Frequency 557 310 544 444

Average 20% 41% 42% 477

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0105K For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me if the

condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned or un-

concerned about it. Neighborhood does not have enough adequate narks

and playgrounds.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-56

Ownership of Car, Truck, or Motorcycle*

Urban Rural

County
High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 88% 85% 82%

Marion 95 68% 47

Lewis 96 78 80

Randolph 97 82 72 66

Pendelton 97

Boone 92 92 77
85a

Raleigh 95 62 69

Total 523 239 378 343

Frequency 567 311 524 440

Average 94% 77% 72% 78%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing affirmative responses

by the total number of responses.

*070 Do you or someone in this household own a working car, truck,

motorcycle or motor scooter?

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total®
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TABLE 4-57

Dissatisfaction with Public Transportation*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low
1

Monongalia 0% 3% 0%

Marion 7 5% 1 0

Lewis 22 14 4

Randolph 3 39 0 7

Pendelton 0

Boone 2 0 0
5a

Raleigh 0 0 2

Total 25 63 7 9
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 5% 20% 1% 2%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q1O3J On the oasis of your own experience, or from what you've

heard or read, riease tell me whe;ler you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with the following services. Public Transportation.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not incluaed in column total.
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TABLE 4-58

Dissatisfaction with Street and Road Conditions and Maintenance*

Urban Rural
County

.1
High Middle Low Low

1

Monongalia 27% 26% -52%

Marion 11 38% 62 70

Lewis 58 38 28

Randolph 19 18 32 61

Pendelton 33

Boone 13 8 35 lla

Raleigh 13 7 38

Total 124
i

90 173 221
Frequency 557

1
310 548 444

Average 22% 29% 32% 50%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q104F Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with

these services. Street and Road Conditions and Maintenance.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-59

Concern about Inconvenience of Neighborhood to

Transportation, Shopping, Schools, and Other Services*

Urban Rural

- Middle Low Low

Monongalia 8% 14% 48%

Marion 1 1% 14 12

Lewis 18 13 54

Randolph 0 11 15 51

Pendelton 24

Boone 17 33 4
a

55

Raleigh 0 63 16

Total 36 29 106 156
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 6% 9% 19% 35%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q105A For each condition I am about to read, please tell me whether

or not the condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned

or unconcerned about it. Neighborhood is inconvenient to transportation,

shopping, schools, and other services.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-60

Concern about Harsh Policies of Neighborhood Stores*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 5% 9% 37%

Marion 0 1% 2 8

Lewis 18 11 41

Randolph 1 9 17 24

Pendelton 21

Boone 16 42 19 28a

Raleigh 1 62 53

Total 34 26
i

101 130

Frequency 557 310 548 444

I 1

Average 6% 8% 18% 29%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0105C For each condition I'm about to reau, please tell me whether

or not the condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned

or unconcerned about it. Policies of neighborhood stores are hard on people.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-61

Concern about Lack of Neienborhood Food Stores*

Urban Rural
County

Hi h Middle Low Low
F

Monongalia 2% 14% 20%

Marion 0 0% 20 0

Lewis 32 19 45

Randolph 1 7 18 16

Pendelton 17

aBoone 22 50 38 49

Raleigh 1 62 5

Total 28 30 145 75
Frequency 557 130 i 548 444

Average 5% 107 26% 177

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" resnonses

the total number of resnonses.

*0105F For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me whether

or not the condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned

about it. Neighborhood does not ',avt. enough food stores.

a
Datum is from a middle incomn rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.

014.4,



128

TABLE 4-62

Concern about Lack of Drug Stores in the Neighborhood*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Law

Monongalia 26% 46% 40%

Marion 1 9% 12 48

Lewis 2 0 52

Randolph 1 4 13 62

Pen del ton 62

Boone 17 50 3 27a

Raleigh 1 79 31

Total 23 20 178 216

Frequency 357 310 548 444

Average 4% 6% 32% 49%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q105B For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me whether

or not the condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned

or unconcerned about it. Neighborhood does not have enough drug stores.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-63

concern about Lack of Neighborhood Laundromats*

Urban Rural

County
High Middle Low Law

Monongalia 2% 20% 31%

Marion 1 3% 24 1

Lewis 8 4 57

Randolph 3 6 18 36

Pendelton 17

Boone 20 58 6 17
a

Raleigh 34 67 45

Total 79 20 135 132
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 14% 6% 25% 30%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

19105D For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me whether

or not the condition exists, and if it does exist whether you are concerned

or unconcerned about it. Neighborhood does not have enough laundromats.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-64

Total Yearly Income before Taxes*

Urban Rural
Response

High Middle -Law -Low

$0-4900

$4900-10000

$10,000 +

8%

36

56

23%

55

22

59%

34

8

53%

39

8

Totals 100% 100% 101% 100%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses

in each category by the total number of responses.

*Q101 Including salaries, wages, and all other sources of income,

which of the following categories best describe this household's total

yearly income before taxes?
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TABLE 4 -b5

once rn about Lack of Income*

Urban Rural
County

Uigh middle Low Low

Yonongalia 3 337 34'

Marion 27 50 57

Lewis 38

Randolph 11 33 64 57

Pendelton 5n

Boone 58 93 7a

Raleigh sp 64

Total 88 323 218
Itrquency 310 548 444

Average !I- 50% 497

Note: Percent,: re hv dividing "concerned" resnonses

hv, the totol r1117!,vr

*0106A " \i-,,t in t! is Area, and

if so whether von a,0 ,-renc(rne,'. People do not have enough

income.

aDatum is fro:- incv,nu rurl Boone county, r( ivhhorhood and

is not includeo it tc.t
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TABLE 4-66

Concern about Lack of Work or Working Hours*

Urban Rural

County
High Middle Low Low

Mon ongalia 0% 24% 187

Marion 0 3% 24 41

Lewis 30 26 14

Randolph 7 24 39 65

Pendelton 31

Boone 15 42 88 75

Raleigh 3 84 38

Total 46 58 236 152

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 8% 19% 43% 34%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0106C Please tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and

if so whether you are concerned or unconcerned. People do not have enough

work or working hours.

a

Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.

014



1
3
3

T
A
B
L
E

4
-
6
7

P
o
l
i
t
i
c
a
l

a
n
d

S
o
c
i
a
l

A
c
t
i
o
n
*

R
e
s
p
o
n
s
e

C
a
l
l
e
d

o
r

w
r
i
t
t
e
n

a
n

o
f
f
i
c
i
a
l

F
o
r
m
e
d

o
r

a
t
t
e
n
d
e
d

a

n
e
i
g
h
b
o
r
h
o
o
d

o
r
g
a
n
i
z
a
t
i
o
n

S
i
g
n
e
d

a
p
e
t
i
t
i
o
n

T
r
i
e
d

t
o

d
o

s
o
m
e
t
h
i
n
g

m
y
s
e
l
f

T
a
l
k
e
d

t
o

l
a
n
d
l
o
r
d

C
a
v
e

m
o
n
e
y

t
o

h
e
l
p

U
r
b
a
n

H
i
g
h

M
i
d
d
l
e

L
o
w

1
7
Z

9
2
7

6
2

2
5

1
1
%

4
1
5

5
2

2
2

1
3
%

9
2
0

5
1
0

2
8

R
u
r
a
l

L
o
w

1
8
7

1
5

3
8

6
3

4
8

*
0
1
0
7

T
h
e
r
e

a
r
e

m
a
n
y

w
a
y
s

o
f

t
r
y
i
n
g

t
o

d
e
a
l

w
i
t
h

c
o
n
d
i
t
i
o
n
s

i
n a

n
e
i
g
h
b
o
r
h
o
o
d
.

I
n

a
t
t
e
m
p
t
i
n
g

t
o

d
e
a
l

w
i
t
h

n
e
i
g
h
b
o
r
h
o
o
d

c
o
n
d
i
t
i
o
n
s
,

h
a
v
e

y
o
u

e
v
e
r

d
o
n
e

a
n
y o
f

t
h
e

f
o
l
l
o
w
i
n
g

i
n

t
h
i
s

n
e
i
g
h
b
o
r
h
o
o
d
?

01
4b



134

TABLE 4-68

Representation in Local G=overnment*

T Urban Rural
County

f Hi1h Middle Low Low

Monongalia 86% 847 20%

Marion 77 83% 48 53

Lewis 58 72 45

Randolph 14 93 50 57

Pendelton 52

Boone 79 100 78 43a

Raleigh 90 12 51

Total 418 257 337 199
Frequency 557 310 548 444

1

Average 75% 83% 61% 45%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "agree" responses by

the total number of responses.

*110A Please tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of

the following statements. The people in this neighborhood are represented

in the local government.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-69

Lack of Police Protection in the Neighborhood*

Urban Rural

County
High Middle Low Low

MOnongalia 417 56% 567

Marion 47 61% 42 47

Lewis 52 34 37

Randolph 24 32 52 73

Pendelton 26

Boone 34 50 21 55
a

Raleigh 59 67 47

Total 252 131 266 220

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 45% 42% 49% 50%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "agree" responses by

the total number of responses.

*0110C Please tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of

the following statements. There is not enough police protection in this

neighborhood.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-70

Dissatisfaction with Traffic Conditions*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low i Low

Monongalia 48% 30% 35%

Marion 19 23% 22 17

Lewis 57 31 11

Randolph 32 32 13 30

Pendelton 5

Boone 24 33 41
9a

Raleigh 30 12 7

Total 193 89 138 86

Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 35% 29% 257 19%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0104G Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with

these services. Traffic Conditions.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-71

Concern about too Manv Area Bars*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 11% 20%

Marion 1 2% 5 40

Lewis 23 25 61

Randolph 8 13 6 38

Pendelton 10

Boone 23 58 24 52a

Raleigh 2 4 35

Total 47 45 i 58 157
Frequency 557 310 i 548 444

Average 8% 15% 11% 35%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0105E For each condition I'm about to read, please tell me whether

or not the condition exists, and if it does exist whether vou are concerned

or unconcerned about it. Too many bars in the area.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-72

Sources of Income *

Urban Rural

Response

HiRh Middle Low Low

Salary or
Wages 52% 45% 46% 41%

Self Employ-
ment, Rent
Investments 22 13 5 3

Dividends
Inheritance

Old Age
Assistance 1 0 3 1

Benefits

Soc. Sec.- -

Special Bene-
fits for Per-
sons 72+

2 2 5 3

Soc. Sec.--
Ret. Ins.& 11 16 12 15

R.R. Ret.

Soc. Sec.- -

Survivor's 4 9 9 6

Insurance

Soc. Sec.- -

Disability 2 3 5 5

Insurance
Pensions 3 6 6 6

A.D.C. 0 1 5 3

Unemploy-
ment Comp. 0 1 1 3

Veteran's
Cash 3 2 3 5

Benefits

Totals 100% 98% 99% 97%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses
1. each category by the total number of responses.

*Q76 During the past year, which of the following sources have you
or any members of this household received income from:
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TABLE 4-73

Dissatisfaction with Employment Services*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 2% 1% 0%

Marion 0 0% 2 0

Lewis 3 2 1

Randolph 1 6 0 1

Pendelton 0

Boone 4 0 0 6a

Raleigh 0 0 2

Total 8 9 1 3

Frequency 557 310 548 444

1

Average 1% 3% 0% 1%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing dissatisfied responses

by the total number of responses.

kO103L On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've

heard or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or, .dissatisfied

with the following services. Employment Services.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-74

Concern about Over-Activity of Neighborhood Action Croups*

County

Monongalia

Marion

Lewis

Randolph

Pendelton

Boone

Raleigh

L

Total
Frequency

Average

Urban Rural

High Middle Low Low

1% 5% 0%

1 0% 3 2

0 2 3

1 1 1 0

0

15 42 2 lla

1 5 5

17 8 19 7
557 310 548 444

3% 3% 3% 2%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q1060 Please tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and

if so whether you areconcerned or unconcerned. Neighborhood action groups

are too active.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

are not included in column total.
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE 4-75

rn about Outsiders Running Neighborhood Programs*

,1i

High

37

4

0

12

4

23

557

47,

Urban Rural

Middle Low Low

2% 0%

0 5 0

2 7

0 2 1

5

42 5 6a

8 11

7 20 14

310 548 444

2% 4% 3%

Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

t.31 number of responses.

Pleaso tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and

er you are concerned or unconcerned. Too many neighborhood

,'1-,grim5 run by outsiders.

1-- um is from d middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

in column total.
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TABLE 4-76

Concern that Neighborhood Action Groups Do

Not Represent or Act in the People's Interests*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 3% 5% n%

Marion 3 07 9 1

Lewis 4 4 8

Randolph 1 2 1

Pendelton 0

Boone 12 33 14 12a

Raleigh 4 13 18

Total 25 7 43 18
Frequency 557 310 544 444

Average 4% 2% 8% 47

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0106F Please tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and

if so whether you are concerned or unconcerned. Neighborhood action groups

do not represent or act in the people's interests.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-77

Fair Police Treatment of Neighborhood People*

T
Urban Rural

County

High Middle Low Low
-

Monongalia 87% 85% 66%

Marion 87 95% 77 77

Lewis 91 84 62

Randolph 88 96 90 78

Pendelton
86

Boone 84 92 88 44a

Raleigh 75 82 84

T

Total 467 4.31 463 329
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 84% 92% 85% 74%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "agree" responses by

the total number of responses.

10110B Please tell me whether you agree or disagree with the fol-

lowing statements. Police treat the people of this neighborhood fairly.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 478

Dissatisfaction with Police Protection*

Urban Rural
County

High. Middle Lowr

Monongalia 1% nx 0%

Marion 1 0% 2 0

Lewis 9 4 0

Randolph 3 3 0 1

Pendelton
0

aBoone 2 17 0 4

Raleigh 0 1 2

Total 19 8 3 2
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 2% 2% 1% 1%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" resoonses

by the total number of responses.

*0103H On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've heard

or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with the

following services. Police Protection.
a

Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-79

Dissatisfaction with Courts*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 5% 2% 5%

Marion 1 1% 5 3

Lewis 10 4 7

Randolph

Pendelton

3 24 1 3,

17

a
Boone 12 8 3 3

Raleigh 5 7 4

Total 33 33 i 18 24
Frequency 557 310 i 548 444

i

Average 6% 11% 3% 5%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q1041 Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with

these services. Courts

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-80

Dissatisfaction with Jails, Correctional Facilities and Probation*

County
1

Urban Rural-

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 10% 4% 2%

Marion 0 4% 6 2

Lewis 53 35 9

Randolph 4 26 2 5

Pendelton 26

Boone 27 25 3
13a

Raleigh 5 9 4

Total 84 68 24 28

Frequency 557 310 548 444

I I I

Average 15% 22% 4% 6%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0104K Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with

the following services. Jails, Correctional Facilities, and Probation.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-81

Dissatisfaction with Fire Protection*

Urban Pural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 0% 0%

Marion 1 0%, 2 0

Lewis 0 0 0

Randolph 3 0 0 0

Pendelton

Boone 1 0 0

0

a
0

Raleigh 0 0 0

Total 4 0 2 0
Frequency 557 310 548 444

Average 1% 0% 1% 0%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*01031 On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've heard

or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with the

following services. Fire Protection.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-82

Dissatisfaction with Water, Light, Power

(Gas or Electric) Service*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 0% 07

Marion 0 0% 0

Lewis 1 2 0

Randolph 1 3 0 0

Pendelton 0

Boone 1 17 0
5a

Raleigh 0 0 0

Total 3 8 1 0
Frequency 557 310 548 444

1

Average, 1% 3% 0% 0%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*0103K On the basis of your awn experience or from what you've heard

or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with the

following services. Water, Light, Power (gas or electric).

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-83

Dissatisfaction with Schools, Education*

County
Rural

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 1% 1% 0%

Marion 4 0% 0 0

Lewis 1 1 0

Randolph 0 17 0 0

Pendelton
0

Boone 4 17 0 0a0

Raleigh 0 0 0

Total 8 i 23 i 0 0
Frequency 557 i 310 548 444

Average 1% 7% 0% 0%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses

by the total number of responses.

*Q103D On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've

heard or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with the following services. Schools, Education.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TAnw 4-S4

Dissatisfaction with Welf"re and Public Assistance Administration*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 17 0%

Marion 3 0 I 0

Levis 9 6 4

Randolph 7 21 1 5

Pendelton 0

Boone 7 17 0 3

Raleigh 0 0

Total 21 3'7 3 7

Frequency ;57 110 54g 444

Aye IW 17 2%

Nutt: .,ont,wes were obtained by Jl:iding "dissatisfied" responses

by the t J11,, r or responsos.

II, 1,a,,!.= of 'our own ema ence, or from what you've read,

please tell '0.,rher you are satisfied of dissatisfied with the following

services. Welfare and Public Assistance Administration.

Datum *r'^ ril(11,, income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not toium totdi.

0160



151

TABLE 4-85

Dissatisfaction with Sewage Disposal*

Urban Rural
County

High Middle Low

Monongalia 1% 4% le%

Marion 9 4% 4 33

Lewis 25 16 4

Randolph 10 15 14 30

Pendelton 10

Boone 4 8 4
5a

Raleigh 29 8 7

Total 83 37 33 76
Frequency 557 310 548 444

;

Average 15% 12% 6% 17%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

sponses by the total number of responses.

141Q104A Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with these services. Sewage Disposal.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-86

Dissatisfaction with Trash Collection*

County

Urban Rural

High Middle Low Low

Monongalia 0% 0% 1%

Marion 5 1% 0 0

Lewis 0 0 0

Randolph 1 2 0 1

Pendelton 0

Boone 0 8 0 2a

Raleigh 1 0 0

Total 6 4 0 2

Frequency 557 310 548 444

1

1

Average 1% 1% 0% 1%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

sponses by the total number of responses.

*1103A On the basis of your own experience, or from what you've

heard or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with the following services. Trash collection.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-87

Dissatisfaction with Garbage Collection*

County
Urban Rural

High Middle Low Low
1

onongalia 0% 0% 1%

'!arion 5 1% 0 0

Lewis 0 0 0

Randolph 0 1 0 1

Pendelton 0

3oone 1 8 0 2a

Raleigh 0 0 0

Total 5 5 0 2
Frequency 557 310 548 444

1W
1% 0% 1%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

-ronses by the total number of responses.

*Q1038 On the basis of your own experience or from what you've

Ieard or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with the following services. Garbage collection.

a
Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

.s not included in column total.

0.16o
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TABLE 4-88

Dissatisfaction with Air Pollution Control*

Urban
Com tV

Monongalia

Marion

Lewis

Randolph

Pendelton

Boone

Raleigh

High

13%

4

19

9

20

4

r
Middle Low

8%

15

14

17

17%

14

7

16

0

Rural

Low

3%

9

16

3

17

6a

2

Total
-
rruciul,n,_y

59

557

39

310
68

548
34

444

1

Average 11% 13% 12% 8%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

,-;nonsf.s y the total number of responses.

*0104E Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with these st rvices. Air Pollution Control.

a
Datum is from a middle Income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-89

Dissatisfaction with Water Pollution Control*

Urban

Coun:

Mohon.,d11,1

Marion

Lewis

Randolph

Pendelron

Boone

ealeigh

High

23%

4

52

16

21

6

r
Middle Low

Rural

Low

3%

20

20

17

20%

1

12

20

3

5%

36

21

7

14

3a

22

Tot a1

Frequency

Average

i

r ;

1 1

i 1

19% 15% 13% 18%

104

557

45 73

310 i 548
81

444

Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

sponses ',, che total number of responses.

1041 Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with ; services. Water Pollution Control.

'Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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CUPTER FIVE

DISCUSSION, IMPLICATIONS, AND PROPOSALS

Neighborhoods and Human Ecology: "What's it Like to Live Here?"

Defining the quality of community or neighborhood life is a difficult

t.isk. Past attempts have ranged from political and economic data on

state and local government operations and finance, to the subjective

feelings of community residents. While these kinds of data have not been

ex laded from the present study, its primary thrust has been to quantita-

tively detail the range and density of important ecological events in

neighborhood life.

inree principal types of data were pursued in this study; data on

fanL1y health and health concerns, data on the physical condition of

..1..,i,hborhood housing, and attitudinal data regarding human services in

LuTmunity. Approximately 2000 structured interviews were conducted

in a stratified design in 38 neighborhoods throughout West Virginia.

ne results were remarkably consistent. The neighborhoods in which

tni, research was conducted yielded data which formed a number of coherent

ratt_ :1,); patterns of data that appeared to be primarily based on neighbor-

hood ,els of income. That is, the range and density of ecological events

concerns varied between certain kinds of neighborhoods, but were

unsistent within what were, economically, the same types of neighbor-

should be noted that one of the earlier considerations in the design

of regional sampling, contrasts in different sections (Northern, Cen-

outhern) of the state did not yield any particularly significant

156
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2. $500,000 - User outlays (or monies paid by partici-
pants who purchase transportation stamps).

3. $300,000 - Project provides support to those who
develop or extend transportation services
(both private and non-profit organizations
are eligible).

4. $250,000 - Engineering research and equipment adapta-
tion for rural areas and other parts of state.

5. $250,000 - Social Science type research and evaluation.

Total Actual Cash: About $3.8 million ($4.3 minus $500,000
user 'itlay).

Geographical Coverage: All 55 Counties of West Virginia.

Population Coverage: 120,000 eligible or potential riders from
the target group of those over 60 years of age with incomes
of less than $1,500 per year.

Expected Usage of TRIP: 30,000 clients of 25% or eligible target
group. (Estimate based on usage of Federal.Food Stamp
Program).

**Net Federal Subsidy necessary to provide Transportation Stamps
to 30,000 elderly poor - $3,000,000.

Formula for Monthly Allotment of Stamps*

gamily Size Dollar Value of Stamps User Outlay Bonus Stamns

1 $10 Variable Sliding ?
2 15 scale according ?
3 18 to family income $13

B. Maximum Coverage Program - Based on above cited cost calcula-
tions of TRIP.

Geographical Coverage: All 55 counties of West Virginia.

Population Coverate; All state residents living in households
with incomes of less than the poverty level according to
the 1970 U. S. Census; 380,113 eligible riders.

Expected Usage: 95,028 clients or 25 percent of eligible
target group. (Estimate based on usage of Federal Food
Stamp Program).

*See Appendix D for TT1.11' formula for monthly allotment of stamps
by income range and hcur,ehold size.
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were viewed positively and concerns about lack of income

and work were not common. Most people felt that their inter-

ests were represented in local government. While there were

concerns about the lack of police protection, that which was

available was favorably regarded. There was considerable

dissatisfaction with jails and correctional facilities. Sewage

disposal and air and water pollution controls were problems

about which there was considerable concern. Overall, while

families in these neighborhoods were not without their problems,

their lives might be generally described as relatively rich

in resources for problem management; in short, living in these

neighborhoods probably approximates the American stereotype of

"the good life."

2. Middle Income Urban Neighborhoods

The rates of health problems and disabilities were about midway

between those of upper and lower income neighborhoods, as were

the use rates for hospitals and physicians. More people received

home care or no professional care for health and disability

problems than in upper income neighborhoods, and rehabilitative

training was less available. A substantial number of people

reported serious health problems immediately following the birth

of a child. Concerns about children's behavior problems, while

relatively high, were lower than in other types of neighborhoods.

The exterior condition of homes was worse than among upper income

neighborhoods, and abandoned motor vehicles were occasionally

present. Houses were somewhat smaller than in upper income
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neighborhoods. The rate of internal housing deficiencies

in plumbing, appliances, etc., was twice that of upper income

homes. There was considerable concern about low-cast housing

and hazards such as unvented space heaters were relatively

common. Report_ .: rats were not frequent, and most homes

were privately owned. There was some concern about the quality

of the neighborhood, and as much dissatisfaction with public

housing as in upper income neighborhoods. There was considerable

dissatisfaction with recreation for all age groups, and a 1110

rate of concern about the lack of parks and playgrounds. Many

families owned no auto and there was dissatisfaction with both

public transportation and road conditions. A small number of

people were concerned about neighborhood shopping facilities.

A large number of residents were concerned about lack of income

and about lack of work. There was a moderate rate of political

participation and most people felt that they were represented

in local government. There was concern about a lack of police

protection and traffic conditions, although available police

and fire protection was positively regarded. There was a

comparatively high rate of dissatisfaction with the courts

and jail and correctional facilities. While low in any absolute

sense, the highest rate of dissatisfaction with the schools

appeared in these neighborhoods. There was some dissatisfaction

with welfare administration. Relatively high rates of concern

regarding sewage disposal and air and water pollution controls

were also recorded. For these neighborhoods life was not without
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statistically elevated rates of problems, and resources for

problem management were, in contrast to upper-income neighbor-

hoods, less abundant.

3. Low Income Urban Neighborhoods

The rate of health problems and disabilities in these neigh-

borhoods exceeded all groups except rural low income neighbor-

hoods. Medical care, through hospitals and physicians, was

available, although rehabilitation therapies were not. Expense

and delays in obtaining medical service were reported as problems

in getting health care. The largest number of parental concerns

about children's behavior was found in these neighborhoods.

Housing in these neighborhoods had a greater number of exterior

deficiencies than in all other types of neighborhoods, including

neglected paint, roof problems, and problems with outside walls,

doors, porches, foundations, etc. A comparatively large number

had pit privies Abandoned motor vehicles were fairly common,

as were rubbish accumulations, and neglected yards. Houses

tended to be relatively small, with more people living in them.

Heating, plumbing and other internal housing deficiencies were

quite high. Hazards such as unvented space heaters and rats were

at their highest. Not surprisingly, home ownership was lowest

in these neighborhoods; one-third of the residents rented. A

large number of people were concerned about the condition of

their neighborhood and overcrowding in the area. There were

concerns about the lack of recreation for all age groups as

well as the absence of parks and playgrounds. A large number of

families did not own an auto, and many were dissatisfied with road
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and street maintenance. Residents were concerned about the

inconvenience of the neighborhood's location, the harsh policies

of neighborhood stores, and lack of food and drug stores in

the neighborhood and a lack of good food. A very large number

of the residents x.n.re concerned about low income and a shortage

of work. These neighborhoods tended to be relatively more active

politically. However, fewer people felt they were represented

in local government, when contrasted with upper income neighbor-

hoods. There were concerns about the lack of police protection,

although residents felt the police treated them fairly. Dissatis-

faction with the courts and correctional facilities was low.

There was relatively little concern with sewage disposal, though

many people were concerned about air and water pollution controls.

Overall, social and environmental stresses, particularly those

associated with housing, were rather severe. Whether using

objective data or the residents' subjective views, these neigh-

borhoods present numerous ecological problems; the quality of life

can not be viewed very positively.

4. Low Income Rural Neighborhoods

Health problems and disabilities reached their highest reported

rates in these neighborhoods, as did the number of people relying

on home care . r treatment of health problems. The largest

number of pec reporting no treatment for serious disabilities

were found here. Expense and time delays were frequently reported

as reasons for not using medical services. The lowest rates of

usage of private physicians were reported here. Health problems
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among newborns and mothers were frequently reported, as were

disabilities among youngchildren. Parental concerns about

children's behavior problems were relatively high. Housing

deficiencies were at about the same level as in middle income

urban neighborhoods and considerably lower than in low income

urban neighborhoods. Abandoned vehicles and some rubbish

a emulation were common. Size of houses and number of occu-

pants were about the same as in low income urban neighborhoods.

While kitchen and bathroom deficiencies were relatively high,

these stemmed primarily from a lack of running water in certain

neighborhoods. Many people were concerned about low-cost

housing. There were fewer unvented space heaters than in low

and middle income urban neighborhoods. Reports of rats were

common. Most people owned their homes, and concerns about the

c.,hdition of the neighborhood were at a moderate level. There

WAS a dissatisfaction with recreation for all age groups, and

the highest rates of concern about the lack of parks and play-

;I:ocis occurred here. A significant number of people were

1,'.h3ut autos, and there was widespread concern about road

( -1ditions. Concerns about the inconvenience of neighborhood

.:,oing were higher than in any other type of neighborhood,

as were concerns about the harsh policies of neighborhood stores

ad the lack of drug stores. Concerns about lack of income and

work were common. There was a very high rate of political

p,,ticipation and most people did not feel that they were

:presented in local gdvernment. There were concerns about the
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Lack of police protection and the presence of too many bars.

Fewer people felt they were treated fairly by police than in

other types of neighborhoods. There was considerable dissatis-

faction with sewage disposal and air and water pollution

controls. Overall while housing tended to be privately owned

and in significantly better condition than among low income

urban neighborhoods, the other stresses in neighborhood life

are at about the same or a higher level than among low income

urbat ieighborhoods.

There were major and far-reaching differences in the quality of life

across the types of neighborhoods assessed in the present study. Generally,

as neighborhood income level decreased, health problems worsene:- and the

use of medical services decreased; housing became increasingly deficient,

particularly to the extent that it WAS rented. There was a tendency for

there to be more concern with the quality of public services as income

increased.

At the same time the various income and urban-rural neighborhoods

had a number of common concerns. They desired more preventive health

services, particularly those that would increase contact with the home;

they wanted work to be available, and expressed worry abo..c the lack of

low-cost housing. There were also concerns about the general conditions

of neighborhoods, the lack of public transportation, and road conditions.

There were prevalent concerns about the lack of police protection, though

the police were regarded postively. Most neighborhoods expressed concerns

about air and water pollution controls.
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Implications for Social Research

The preceding data strongly point towards a number of implications

for social research at the community level. They include the following:

1. What visibly appear to be different types of relatively homo-

geneous neighborhoods can be validated through survey research

as both h'gogeneous and different.

2. That these differences can be quantified along multiple dimensions

of health, housing, and human services.

3. That these differences between neighborhood are primarily due to

disparities in neighborhood income levels.

Taking these three points one step further, it should be possible to

develop and effectively support the position that this type of research

has detailed and quantified economically based neighborhood life styles

or social class in Appalachia.

A Potential Problem: Are the Health Data Accurate?

Findings based on survey research methods, such as those of the present

project, are always open to the criticiE that they lack validity. This

is a particularly important problem when trying to assess physical health.

Based on the findings of some previous and related research in this

region, however, it is likely that if the preceding data err, it is in a

conservative direction; that is, the estimates, if wrong, are too low.

When researchers from West Virginia University School of Medicinel

followed up a door-to-door survey of health problems in a rural community

1
Schwerha, J. J., Chick, E. W., and Jarvis, M. A. A Unique Learning

Lxperience: Community Health in a Rural Area. The West Virginia Medical
Journal, 1967 (Jan.), 8-11.
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with physical examinations of the respondents, they found that a large

number of people were not aware of their medical problems. Their findings

are summarized in Table 5-1.

TABLE 5-1

Reports and Incidence of Health Problems
in 1967 WW Medical Center Research

Self Report
by Subjects
Regarding
Problems

Medical Exam

' Problem Problem

Not Found Found

Affirmative (A)

Negative

31

(B)

25

(C) (D)

! not 134
! reported

However, not only were the people participating in the study correct

nearly as often as tIley were wrong in reporting the particular physical

health problems assessed in the study (Cells A vs. B), but most people

were unaware of other existing problems (Cell D). What emerged prior to

the physical examinations was a relatively low recognition or estimate

of the frequency of physical health problems. Thus, it should be noted

that data in the present research which is based on respondents' reports

of health problems in themselves and among their families, are likely to

represent conservative estimates of those physical health problems.

0186



166

Implications for Social Policy

Overall, Lae data tends to confirm any suspicion that low income and

rural location, in that order or importance, will combine to produce a

substantially lower quality of life and basic government services than

does higher income and urban location.

Not only does high income.seem to insure greater access to quality

medical care and other human services, but the basic social-economic infra-

structure provided by government apparently heavily favors wealthier

neighborhoods. For example, such key government services such as good

roads, street lighting, and recreation are clearly distributed in greater

quantity and quality to high, and in most cases, middle income neighborhoods.

Although this state of affairs can be justified in light of the greater

overall amount of taxes to be exacted from the middle and high income

segments of the population, it does not appear to reflect the priorities

necessary to alleviate the plight of those living under difficult social

and economic conditions.

Perhaps the most revealing data is that which reflects the more sub-

jective responses of those questioned. Through questions which elicited

opinions and the rich detail of individual experiences, we were given an

unusually candid insight into the effect's that poverty and rural isolation

can have on human concerns, behavior, and expectations. Predictably,

low income group, expressed a high degree of concern about basic daily

necessities such as food, lack of work and income, and transportation.

At the same time, low income residents expressed almost no concern about

the inability of certain government services such as employment agencies

and public housing to provide them with assistance. These responses might
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be contrasted with the high degree of concern expressed about such services

as roads and local stores. The inference might be drawn that a lack of

exposure or a lack of knowledge about a specific service might well lead

to a virtual absence of any expectation of and demand for that particular

service. Interestingly, this conclusion seems further warranted by the

marked tendency of low income residents to use birth control clinics.

This service has been available in most areas of the present survey and

was usually a well publicized human service. Thus, it might be argued

that when services which meet the needs of people are readily available,

and, most importantly, when people were made aware of their existence,

it could then be expected that these services will be widely and frequently

used.

The section of this report which dealt with external conditions of

housing proideg an excellent case supporting home ownership for the poor.

Although owner-occupied rural housing is more likely to lack basic amenities,

such as flush toilets, their overall condition seemed to reflect a pride in

ownership. This is in contrast to the predominantly rented, urban low

income housing, which while being more likely to have complete bathroom

and kitchen facilities, showed a far greater incidence of environmental

deterioration and neglect then did rural low income housing.

Overall, and more specifically, this research would suggest the follow-

ing soc_al policy guidelines for the immediate future in West Virginia.

1. Health services need to be made more available and accessille

to the poor, particularly the rural poor.

2. aidale and low income neighborhoods have pressing needs for

increased transportation services.
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3. A strategy of effectively publicizing available health and

social services should be developed.

4. There are prevalent needs for low income urban housing.

5. Public housing for low income residents is P.kely to produce

more problems than it solves. Rather, any strategy to alleviate

housing problems should be oriented towards increasing the

opportunity for private home ownership.

Implications for Intervention: have We Tested Service Delivery Systems?

Before the effectiveness of existing preventive health facilities

and other human services can be accurately judged, it seems fair to say

that they must first be made accessible to a maximum number of people

over a time span sufficient to establish both regular usage patterns

and the capacities of the delivery system. If this were to be done,

deficiencies could be noted and corrections and additions made to

existing service systems.

Survey data gathered from sample neighborhoods during the course

of this project provide numerous indications that many of West Virginia's

poor, particularly those in rural areas, lack a reliable means of trans-

portation to places where goods and services might be obtained. Such

a conclusion seems warranted by responses to questions dealing with

both the ease of mobility and the resulting degree of freedom to choose

between existing services.

Perhaps the most reliable indication of a statewide transportation

problem is the response of the rural poor, recorded in Table 4-56,to a
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question concerning motor vehicle ownership. These figures show that

nearly 20 percent of the rural households surveyed lacked a working

motor vehicle of any type. Nationwide, according to the U.S. Census

Bureau, only 11.7 percent of rural households are without an automobile.

Thus, a low income West Virginian in a rural area is almost twice as likely

to be without automobile transportation as is a rural resident elsewhere

in the United States. Although this fact alone might justify drastic

action to improve the transportation available in rural areas, additional

indications of the existence of severe mobility problems appeared in

other questions.

For exampleft Table 4-58 showed that fully half of all rural respondents

were dissatisfied with road conditions and maintenance. This figure is

far higher than the response from any of the other income and locational

categories and no doubt reflects the many miles of barely improved

dirt roads that link West Virginia's rural hollows with services available

in the state's towns and cities. It is possible that automobile ownership

in many rural areas may be virtually meaningless during the inclement

weather which frequently makes such roads all but impassable.

Table 4-59 indicates that the rural poor were also far more concerned

than were other state residents about the inconvenience of their neighbor-

hoods to transportation, shopping, schools, and other services. Perhaps

better than any other question, this response is evidence suggesting

the isolation felt by low income rural residents. The findings of

Table 4-59 are confirmed and reinforced by Table 4-62 and Table 4-61

which show a high degree of concern by both rural and urban poor people

about a lack of access to food and drug stores.
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Not only does the limited mobility suggested by these data prevent

the full utilization of existing service facilities, it also tends to

arbitrarily limit the choices that individuals are free to make between

similar and competing services. It might be argued that a lack of

mobility on the part of those in need of services might give undue

advantage to deficient services with advantageous locations. For

example, the high usage rates by the urban and rural poor of clinics

and hospital emergency rooms shown by Table 4-8 might be lowered if

individuals were able to travel at will to private physicians or other

medical professionals. In addition, rural areas with highly mobile

populations would be more attractive to physicians who would be assured

that patients had easy access to their place of business.

Further evidence of a lack of choice stemming from possible trans-

portation difficulties seems to be offered by Table 4-6, a table dealing

with reasons preventing the respondent's use of available health services.

The fact that a significantly large proportion of both rural and urban poor

complained that they had to wait too long for service at a place of

health care, suggests that services available to this sector of the popula-

tion might be utilized beyond their present operating levels.

Many of the low income respondents also complained that available

health care was too expensive. The fact that many economically poor clients

of these services were unable to travel to other places of health care

would seem to increase the number of patients who have no choice but to

wait long period for service, and also perhaps pay what they feel are

unreasonable prices.
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A lack of choice due to forced isolation may also cause the rural

poor to express more concern than other groups about the harsh policies

of neighborhood stores in Table 4-60. Stores in poor neighborhoods,

particularly in rural areas, have little incentive to improve their

method of conducting business when they are assured of a virtually

captive clientele.

When offered mobility, rural residents have quickly abandoned

unfair and inefficient local services. The 0E0 funded Raleigh County,

West Virginia free bus project (1967-1969) demonstrated that when trans-

portation was readily available in low income rural areas, residents

unhesitatingly took their commercial business and health needs to

locations where they were best served.
2

Given the kinds of responses mentioned in the preceding discussion,

it is very difficult to view the health and human service data in the

present surv,y as represent'lg data generated in the context of fully

functioning human service systems. Because of strong indications that

many West Virginians may be unable to get to the locations of various

services, any attempt to judge the ability of such services in meeting

human needs are likely to be less than valid. Left unanswered by all the

survey data is a fundamental question: If the mobility factor was a

constant across all income and locational sectors of the sample population,

what would be the use patterns of existing services?

2See study of free bus project done for U. S. Department of Trans-
portation by the Resource Management Corp., The Transportation Needs of
the Rural Poor (Washington, D. C.: 1969). This project and a number
of cooperative bus systems are detailed in Appendixes A and B.
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In light of the inability of those most in need of services to take

full advantage of present facilities, it would be premature at this time

to suggest a number of new or significantly expanded categorical delivery

systems. Rather, a first step, one which would make services available

to those in need, seems critical. Therefore, what follows are descriptions

and cost estimates for broad aim transportation systems; systems designed

to link people with services. 3 Once these or similar programs have been

in effect long enough to gain acceptance and widespread use, a second step,

that of assessing the adequacy of certain human service systems, might be

taken. Such an incremental approach to the development of human service

systems in West Virginia will require a longer period of time to mature,

but should lead to delivery systems that effectively serve their con-

stituencies.

PROGRAM PROPOSALS

1. State-Wide Transportation Stamp Program

Cost calculations based on estimates and figures supplied by TRIP

(Transportation Renumeration Incentive Program). This pilot transporta-

tion stamp program has been initiated by West Virginia Governor Arch A.

Moore, Jr. and is funded by OEO (Office of Economic Opportunity) and will

get underway in the fall of 1973.

A. Minimum Program - TRIP

Total Funding - $4.3 million

Breakout of Funding:

1. $3,000,000 - Bonus monies or OEO cash subsidies for
participants who purchase transportation
stamps.

018
3Additional transportation programs that have been tested in Appalachia

are described in Appendixes A, B, C, D and E.
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2. $500,000 - User outlays (or monies paid by partici-
pants who purchase transportation stamps).

3. $300,000 Project provides support to those who
develop or extend transportation services
(both private and non-profit organizations
are eligible).

4. $250,000 - Engineering research and equipment adapta-
tion for rural areas and other parts of state.

5. $250,000 - Social Science type research and evaluation.

Total Actual Cash: About $3.8 million ($4.3 minus $500,000
user qtlay).

Geographical Coverage: All 55 Counties of West Virginia.

Population Coverage: 120,000 eligible or potential riders from
the target group of those over 60 years of age with incomes
of less than $1,500 per year.

Expected Usage of TRIP: 30,000 clients of 25% or eligible target
group. (Estimate based on usage of Federal_Food Stamp
Program).

**Net Federal Subsidy necessary to provide Transportation Stamps
to 30,000 elderly poor - $3,000,000.

Formula for Monthly Allotment of Stamps*

Family Size Dollar Value of Stamps User Outlay Bonus Stams

I $10 Variable - Sliding ?
2 15 scale according ?
3 18 to family income $13

B. Maximum Coverage Program - Based on above cited cost calcula-
tions of TRIP.

Geographical Coverage: All 55 counties of West Virginia.

Population Coverate; All state residents living in households
with incomes of less than the poverty level according to
the 1970 U. S. Census; 380,113 eligible riders.

Expected Usage: 95,028 clients or 25 percent of eligible
target group. (Estimate based on usage of Federal Food
Stamp Program).

*See Appendix D for TTtIi formula for monthly allotment 'xi' stamps
by income range and household size.
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380,113 - eligible riders
.25 - expected usage rate"

95,028 - expected total usage

30,000 TRIP clients @ $3,000,000 per year

95,028 Transportation Stamp clients @ $9,480,000

per year

(Estimate includes administrative costs)

$9,480,000 - Estimated cost of expanded transportation stamp
program

$1,500,000 - User outlays based on TRIP estimates

$7,980,000 - Total actual cash necessary to implement program

2. State-Wide System of County Operated Buses Serving Rural Areas

Cost calculations based on actual expenses incurred by Monongalia

County Court in establishing rural bus systems serving Monongalia County,

West Virginia.

A. Minimum Program (Utilizing three 16 passenger buses per county).

Appropriate for the more sparsely populated counties of
West Virginia, but projected here on state-wide basis.

Geographical Coverage: 50 non-metropolitan Counties of West

Virginia.

Populition Coverage: All resident of rural areas of non-
metropolitan counties.

Expected Usage of Rural Bus Systems: There are 64,069 rural house-

holds without automobiles in West Virginia. Residents of
these living units would constitute the core ridership of
any bus system.

Cost Base: One Non-metropolitan County

$48,000 - Three 16 passenger buses.

3,600 - insurance for one year.

26,000 - yearly operating expenses.

$77,000 - cost of establishing and maintaining system for
one year.
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x50 - non-metropolitan counties in West Virginia

* $-3,850,000 - total estimates cost of minimum county operated
rural bus system projected on state-wide basis.
(Administrative Costs not included).

B. Maximum Program (Utilizing four 16 passenger and one 32 passenger
buses per county). Coverage and usage characteristics same
as for minimum system cited above.

Cost Base: One Non-metropolitan County.

$100,000 - initial capital expenditure for four 16 passenger
and one 32 passenger bus.

6,000 insurance for one year.

41,600 operating expenses for one year.

$147,000 cost of establishing and maintaining system for
one year.

x50 non-metropolitan counties in West Virginia

$7,380,000 total estimated cost of maximum county operated rural
bus system projected on state-wide basis. (Administra-
tive costs not ;ncluded).

3. A State-Wide System of Mobile Dental Vans

An alternate strategy to establish links between people and services is

that of bringing the services to the people. The Southern West Virginia

Regional Health Council has been doing just this since 1969 with its mobile

dental vans. The following are cost estimates for a particular kind of

service program which have been projected on a state-wide basis in order

to examine the feasibility of expanding this highly successful program.

While this program focuses on dental health, the reader might consider

other health programs that could be developed with this model. Cost

calculations based on figures supplied by the Southern West Virginia

Regional Health Cuuncil, Bluefield, West Virginia.*

*See Appendix C for details of program.
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A. Minimum Program

Geographical Coverage: All rural areas of state.

Population Coverage: All rural children cited by the U. S.

Census as living below the poverty level. (Under age 18).

Expected Usage: There are 106,962 children in rural areas of
West Virginia living below the poverty level.

$60,500 - cost of purchasing and operating one mobile dental
van with one dentist for one year.

x12 - number of vans necessary to treat 106,963 children
once a year. (According to Southern West Virginia
Regional Health Council, one van can treat a maximum
of 8,400 people once a year).

$726,000 - total estimated cost of dental care for all rural poor
children of West Virginia for one year. (Administra-

tive costs not included).

B. Maximum Program

Geographic Coverage: All rural areas of state.

Population Coverage: All rural children in West Virginia regard-

less of income. (Under age of 18).

Expected Usage: There are 384,012 children in rural areas of

West Virginia.

$60,500 - cost of purchasing and operating one mobile dental van
with one dentist for one year.

x45 - number of vans necessary to treat 384,012 children once

a year.

*$2,722,500 - total estimated cost of dental care for all rural children
of West Virginia for one year. (Administrative costs not

included).

*See Appendix C for details of program.
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CHAPTER SIX

EVALUATION OF NEEDS

Overall, NEEDS is a valuable Instrument. 1 It defines and quantifies

a number of the very fundamental problems in neighborhood life, and has

the potential for serving as a strong foundation for community development

in both rural and urban America.

In carrying out the present project a number of problems were experi-

enced in the use of the NEEDS instrument; specific problem descriptions

and recommendations for change are specified later in this section. It

should be understood that although we are very critical of NEEDS over-

inclusiveness, organizational structure, and certain sets of response

alternatives, we regard NEEDS as a valuable prototype in the development

of neighborhood research instruments. In many ways, NEEDS merely reflects

the complexity of the problem itself. Hopefully, the present evaluation

of NEEDS will further the development of the instrument and the accomplish-

ment of the difficult task of evaluating the quality of neighborhood life.

9uestionnaire Structure

Retrieving data from the NEEDS questionnaire was hampered from the

beginning by the structure of the questionnaire. While the questionnaires

are of a type that can be fed through a scanner and the information duplicated

on data cards, an initial major problem arose in putting the cards in the

proper sequence. A second major problem appeared in the formatting of the

questionnaire.

1
Copies of the Exterior Promise Analysis and Interior Interview forms

which comprise the NEEDS instrument evaluated here are included in Appendix F.
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Specifically, Stage II of NEEDS is 17 pages long, yielding 23 cards per

interview. The result, after scanning, was 23 groups of about 2000 cards

each (total sample size). It was then necessary to merge these 23 groups

in the appropriate order. Normally this is not a difficult task. The

first step was to sort the 23 groups on some identification number unique

to each questionnaire (set of 23 cards), and this was accomp2ished through

each interview's I.D. number. The second step was to sort within each set

of 23 to get the set in the correct sequence. This could not be done for

the interview numbers had not been arranged sequentially; a problem that

could have been avoided had complete instructions accompanied NEEDS.

The second and hzost consequential problem involved the format of the

card. The difficulty was that instead of entering the number of the reply

selected in one or two card columns, the question format provided as many

card columns as possible replies. For example, a question with two replies,

yes or no, was given two card columns. If yes was the answer the first

column was punched and the second was left blank. If no was indicated

the reverse was true. To then give a simple frequency count two sub-

variables had to be displayed. The first with the number of yes replies

and the blanks, the second with no replies and the blanks. As the number of

replies to a question increased, the number of sub-variables became very

large; when cross-classifications were required the size became prohibitive.

This type of organization also made more sophisticated statistical analyses,

such as A...alysis of Variance or Regression Analysis, very difficult to

impossible, because the total sum of squares of a dichotomous dependent

variable with replies 0 and 1 equaled zero.

Thus, the data in its present form did not easily lend itself to

further research and analysis. This could have been avoided by formulating
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the data so that the designated card columns gave the reply number and not

merely a blank or a one reply. Also, much time could have been saved if

the interview numbers had been sequentially arranged.

General Recommendation: A complete reformating of NEEDS, simplifying
the coding of alternative responses to questions.

Questionnaire Content

A. NEEDS

1. Exterior Premise Analysis (Stage I)

While most items yield information, it would appear that the inter-

correlation between interior and exterior permise conditions is sufficiently

high that, for research purposes, the number of exterior items could be

reduced. For example, it is quite likely that if in Stage II the kitchen

stove doesn't work (item 90), there are bathroom deficiencies (item 91), and

there are sagging walls (item 114) and unsafe electrical conditions (item 118),

then it's very probable that there will also be rubbish accumulation, un-

collectable discards, etc., appearing in the Exterior Premise Analysis.

For purposes of community planning and/or articulating community problems,

it may be desirable to have this abundance of information. For research

purposes, however, the amount of information to be managed could be reduced

through the use of probability statements and limited sampling.

B. NEEDS Interior Interview (Stage II)

1. In an apparent artempt to cover everything of importance in assess-

ing neighborhood life (admittedly a difficult problem) the questionnaire

seems to drift on and on, sometimes returning to information touched on

earlier, sometimes not. For example, physical housing information is

gathered on page 1! of Stage II, then pages i5 and 16 deal with rents and
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salaries, and concerns with human services, respectively, then page 17

returns to attitudes and information on housing. Similarly basic informa-

tion on household occupants is split across pages 3 and 6, with parents'

physical and behavioral concerns about children on pages 4 lnd 5; behavioral

concerns, this time for older children, emerges again on page 11.

Recommendation 1: Reorganize Stage II of NEEDS with an attempt to
create meaningful, coherent, complete organizational sub-structures.

2. Stage II tends to have a metropolitan, large city flavor to it,

and most items referring to large city problems are inappropriate to research

in predominately rural areas such as West Virginia. Specifically, items

12, 13, 102, 110, 126, 128, and 129 are limited value 4-1 West Virginia,

and could probably be omitted from rural surveys.

Recommendation 2: Have rural interviewers omit items 12, 13, 102, 110,
126, 128, and 129 in most rural research.

3. There is no information gathered in Stage II regarding the

frequency or incidence of retardation across all age groups, or senility

as a problem among the aged.

Recommendation 3: The inclusion of items which would assess the
problems of retardation across all age groups, and senility (and
associated problems) among the aged.

4. Items 10 and 11 required the interviewer to urite information on

the interview format. In large scale research, such as the present project,

the labor costs associated with extracting and coding this information

render it virtually worthless, or at best of very low yield in a cost-

benefit framework.

Recommendation 4: Provide a coded format for items 10 and 11.

5. Items 39-44, 46-51, 53-59, and 60 all attempt to link specific

problems to particular members of the household. Tremendous confusion
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was experienced in the present data analysis with respect to who had what.

Ultimately this resulted in a loss of precision in the data analysis because

of our being forced to simply look at the frequency of occurrence of problems

among, say, adults, rather than among "head of household", "spouse", etc.

The source of the confusion stemmed from the demand that each inter-

viewer remember which household resident was which coded or numbered perscu,

a difficult task. This was compounded by possible errors in coding as the

numbered person format was used. Further, the computer programs available

to extract this information were unable to keep the cast of household

characters straight.

Recommendation 5: Recode items 39-44, 46-51, 53-59, and 60 in a
simpler format, e.g., by household residents' sex, role, and age
status. While this might lengthen the number of pages required
for the data, it would enhance precision and eliminate much data
confusion.

6. Items 73 and 74 seem to contain a laundry list of reasons why

people have difficulties using health services. The internal logic of this

list is not easily discernable. In addition, there is some redundancy

in the response alternatives, e.g., in item 74 alternative 1, "facility

too far away", is probably highly correlated with response 8, "costs too

much to get to health service".

Recommendation 6: Restructure the response alternatives of items
73 and 74 in an atte:vt to simplify the items; e.g., the use of
fewer but broader categories, such as costs, mode of travel distance,
problems in communicating with health personnel, etc.

7. Considerable confusion grew out of the data reported on page 16.

While this confusion was, to some extent, true for every item on the page,

it seemed most typi,-.11 of items 103 through 106. The inconsistency in

item format (103 vs 104'; 103 and 104 vs 105 and 106) made the interpreta-

tion of computer printouts rather difficult. Further, these inconsistencies

created problems in making comparisons among the four items.
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Recommendation 7: Reformat items 103 - 106 so that the response
categories are consistent across items.

8. Also on page 16, questions arose regarding whether or not the

response alternatives in item-107 had been subjected to psychological

scaling techniques. The value of the information attained would be sub-

stantially enhanced if this were so.

Recommendation 8: If not already done, subject the response
alternatives of item 107 to psychological scaling techniques,
then reformat consistent with scaling principles.

9. Similar to item 107, item 109, if not already developed via

psychological scaling techniques, would have its informational and predic-

tive value substantially increased if response alternatives were created

through scaling methods.

Recommendation 9: If not already done, subject response alterna-
tives in item 109 to psychological scaling techniques, then reformat
the item consistent with scaling principles.
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CHAPTER SEVEN

CONCLUDING COMMENTS

This research project has attempted to quantify a number of dimensions

of neighborhood life in West Virginia. While many of the major findings

regarding differences in health, housing, and human concerns across socio-

economically defined neighborhoods may not be too surprising to readers who

have some familiarity with life in Appalachia, these data provide what

may be the most comprehensive and soundest data base for planning in the

state's history. Hopefully the data will be further analyzed and applied

towards the planning of effective human services in West Virginia.

While 52% of the U.S. population earned less than $10,000, and 20%

less than $5000 in 1970, approximately 70% of West Virginia's population

earned less than $10,000 in that year, and 32% lived in families where the

income was less than $5000.1 It is these families, particularly the

latter, that the research strongly suggests are in need of ways to increase

the quality of their lives. Compared to upper income families, their

health is nearly twice as bad, their 1-ousing deficient, and community

services in both the private and public sectors are less available to them.

Of equal concern, from both research and community development points

of view, is the fact that although low income families in the present

study were more politically active than higher income groups, they felt

unrepresented in local government. It is possible that effective human

services in these low income neighborhoods will come about only after

1Census Bureau, U.S. Department of Commerce, 1972.
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the undertaking of community organization efforts necessary to change

whatever realities support this feeling of removal from government,

and perhaps democracy itself.

Life for the poor in Appalachia has never been easy. Over the years

the stresses of mountain life and an economic dependence upon the

declining industries of agriculture and mining have combined to consume

the resources of most economically poor families. However, the past does

not necessarily predict the future.

In recent years a number.of changes have brightened the state's

potential for the future; the out-migration of the state's population

has virtually ceased; coal mining has again become economically viable,

although its long-range future remains somewhat uncertain; and state tax

revenues have increased, with state government reporting a considerable

surplus in fiscal year 1972-73. This combination of population stability

and increasing resources may provide the conditions necessary to dramat-

ically improve the quality of life in West Virginia. It is our intent

that the present data serve both as a base for that development, and a

set of benchmarks against which the effectiveness of future programs

of human services can be measured.

West Virginia's abundance of beauty and physical resources are

perhaps unparalleled in the United States. If she is to attain the

stature she deserves, there must be a sharply expanded development of

her greatest resource: her people. Hopefully, this project will help

attain that end.
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APPENDIX A

Free Bus System Demonstration Project In
Raleigh County, West Virginial

In September, 1967, the Raleigh County Community Action Association

(RCCAA) received a $44,400 grant from the Office of Economic Opportunity

(3E0) to operate a free bus system in a sparsely populated rural area of

Raleigh County, approximately 22 miles from Beckley. RCCAA was able to

utilize the initial funding to operate a fleet of five buses for a period

of 19 months.

Operations consisted of one round trip from each designated route to

Beckley and back. Three-fourths of the riders were picked up in front of

their homes. The drivers were salaried local residents, all of whom

were previously in need of employment.

1. Degree of Usage - Approximately 250 different people utilized

th3 buses each month. At the end of operations, the buses were functioning

in excess of 110 percent of rated capacity.

2. Purpose of Usage - As the data in Ts7ble A-1 indicate, the majority

of rides were for purposes of shopping. A significant percentage of

riders also attended community action meeting (for which special bus

runs were made) and received medical care or visited social service

agencies. Very few riders used the buses for transportation to work.

3. Benefit/Cost - $91,563/$44,400 = 2.06

4. Savings per rider per month - $21.70. This total includes

1Source: Resource Management Corporation, The Transportation
Needs of the Rural Poor, Report prepared for the Bureau of Public Roads,
U.S. Dept. of Transportation, 1969.
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TABLE A-1

Trip Purposes Reported By Free Bus Passengers:

Activity Percentage of all Trips

Grocery Purchases 28.48
Other Shopping 18.24
CAA Meetings 13.85
Medical/Doctor 12.28
Work 6.74
Food Stamps 5.48
Church 4.70
Visiting 3.34
Welfare 2.77
Recreation 1.98
Job Training 1.77
Social Security 1.72

savings in transportation costs in addition to benefits from greater

access to lower shopping prices and social sector goods and services.

5. Value of improved access to medical care - Estimated at $100

per year for each rider who recieved medical care.

6. Who utilized service - 79 percent of the riders were classified

as poor. Only 27 percent of the county was so categorized.
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APPENDIX B

Co-op Transportation Systems In
Appalachian, North Carolina2

In June, 1968, OEO granted fulds for local research into the feasi-

bility of a cooperative transportation system. Several plans grew out of

meetings with citizens in low income communities. What was agreed upon

as the most workable plan was adopted and put into operation in Watauga

County, North Carolina. This effort served as a model and the idea of

cooperative transportation quickly spread to surrounding counties, each

modifying the plan to suit local needs.

1. Watauga County: "The Green Eagle Rural Community Transportation

Cooperative" - Members of this group, with the assistance of community

action advisers, drew up bylaws and issued $5 shares that made residents

eligible to ride the buses. All management decisions, including scheduling,

are made by a majority vote of all members. The cost of fares is also

determined by members and varies with the purpose and duration of each

trip. Initial OEO funding covered the first monthly payments for the

Co-op's four small buses, as well as operating expenses such as driver's

salaries. After a period of a year and a half, the system was put on

its own resources.

2. Avery County Co-op Bus System - This system is similar to the

one in Watauga County except that scheduling is simplified because all

members live in the community of Beech Mountain.

3. Mitchell County Co-op Bus System - This system also serves

primarily one community, that of Buladeen. It has been used exclusively as

2
Source: "The Green Eagle", Mountain Life and Work, July-August,

1970, pp. 16-17
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a means of transportation to work and operates round the clock. So

successful has been this system that its original 12 passenger bus has

been traded in for a 34 - seat model.

Observations On Bus Systems, Free And Cooperative:

The above mentioned cooperative transportation projects of a cooperative

nature, all managed through a basic form of participatory democracy,

seemed to offer an excellent opportunity for rural people to tailor a

transportation system to the particular needs and life-styles of their

area. In addition, the community organizations formed around the bus

systems of both general types would seem to provide the groundwork for

concerted action on other local problems.

Difficulties encountered by special transportation systems established

specifically to get inner-city residents to suburban jobs might tend to

plague the longer -lived rural bus systems. Once the poorer urban residents

were made financially able by their suburban jobs, they were found to

purchase cars and thus cease to provide the special transportation systems

with the patronage necessary to operate. In the case of rural bus systems,

this potential problem might be the suriject of future research.
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APPENDIX C

Mobile Dental Clinic Program of the
Southern West Virginia Regional Health Council

Since 1970 the Southern West Virginia Regional Health Council has

operated four two-chair mobile dental units in confection with two

fixed dental clinics. Both the mobile clinics and fixed offices have

operated almost from the outset at peak capacity, averaging a total of

700 corrections each month by the individual dentists. Children have

been given priority in this dental care project although treatment is

made available to additional age groups when alternative means of care

are not available.

Operation of the various dental clinics has been coordinated with a

program of intensive dental education and preventive measures in area

elementary schools. Applications of stannous flouride and dental

health lectures have been combined to produce positive results. This

project reached more than 25,000 children in five counties during the

first six months of its operation. In conducting the education project

it was discovered that 35% of those participating had never owned a

toothbrush, and 45% had never visited a dentist.



APPENDIX D

West Virginia Transportation Stamp Program

State initiative and Federal funding has permitted the West Virginia

Department of Welfare to institute the nation's first transportation

stamp program. Called TRIP (Transportation Remuneration and Incentive

Program) this innovative approach to the transportation problems of the

handicapped and elderly poor has been granted $4.5 million in 0E0 funds

for Fiscal Year 1973-1974. TRIP also provides subsidies to enable commercial

carriers to establish new transportation systems or improve existing

ones.

As the program is presently structured, only those persons 60 years

of age or older with incomes of less than $1,500 are eligible to par-

ticipate. It is anticipated that the physically handicapped will be in-

cluded at a later date. TRIP stamps are distributed according to an in-

come discount system simillar to that used by the Federal Food Stamp Pro-

gram. Those with the lowest incomes pay only a token fee of 25 cents for

a monthly quota of stamps. TRIP stamps can be used on any public conveyance

that qualifies for the program, including taxis.

In addition to facilitating transportation for those most in need

of mobility, TRIP is intended to provide public carriers with the in-

centive to modify their facilities to accommodate the handicapped and

aged poor and to expand their services into new areas.

Although TRIP is an innovative and praiseworthy effort to end the

forced isolation of many West Virginians, the present program appears

to have two problems. First, it is not clear at this time whether or

not private citizens who transport their neighbors may receive reim-

bursement for TRIP stamps. Secondly, TRIP neglects the large number of
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West Virginia's poor who are under the age of 60. TRIP would be most

beneficial to this sector of the population, primarily because of its

ability to provide improved access to employment opportunities. Due

to the fact that TRIP has recently been funded as a pilot transportation

project, these apparent shortcomings may well be elimated by the program's

future expansion.
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NET INCOME BASIS FOR COUPON ISSUANCE

HOUSEHOLD SIZE

ONE PERSON TWO PERSONS THREE PERSONS

INCOME
nthly

INCOME

RANGE

STAMP

PRICE

STAMP

VALUE
STAMP

PRICE

STAMP

VALUE
STAMP

PRICE

STAMP

VALUE

0-25 $ .25 $10.00

26-76 1.00 10.00

77-123 2.00 10.00

124-183 3.00 10.00

184-266 5.00 10.00

0-53 $ .50 $15.00

54-106 2.00 15.00

107-156 3.00 15.00

157-250 4.00 15.00

251-360 6.00 15.00

0-75 $ .75 $18.00

76-129 2.00 18.00

130-182 3.00 18.00

183-277 5.00 18.00

278-360 7.00 18.00

Source: Proposal by the State of West Virginia for Transportation Remuneration
and Incentive Program (TRIP) June 4, 1973.
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APPENDIX E

Family Health Service

The Family Health Service is operated by the Memorial General

Hospital Association of Elkint, West Virginia, under a grant from the

U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare. It has been established

to provide comprehensive health services for the rural population of

Randolph County and adjoining areas of Barbour and Pocahontas Counties.

In addition to providing subsidized health care to families and indi-

viduals registered with the program, the Family Health Service also

offers health maintenance and home improvement information, a medical

referral service, home care, and transportation to health services in

Elkins. It is staffed by 29 full-time employees and 20 part-time family

health workers.

A. Family Health Workers

Specially trained residents of rural communities act as Family

Health Workers under the supervision of the Family Health Service. The

Service pays these workers on a part-time basis and subsidizes their

telephones. It is the primary function of these workers to instruct

rural people in various health maintenance practices. They have been

trained to provide instruction and to answer questions about safe drinking.

water, innoculations, and care of the sick. Family Health Workers also

provide a medical referral service, guiding their neighbors to avail-

able specialized health services. These workers may also be called on to

supplement health professionals in the giving of home care.

B. Health Vans

Families and individuals registered with the Family Health Service
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may take advantage of the Service's two Health Vans. These are 12-passenger

vans driven by two full-time women drivers that transport people from

rural areas to the offices of doctors and other health professionals

in Elkins. These vehicles are not set up as ambulances and only those

physically capable of taking a normal automobile ride can be transported.

One of the vans operates strictly on reservation basis and will pick

up riders at their homes. The Family Health Service has found that once

rural residents were made aware of the existence of the Health Van

transportation system its patronage increased sufficiently to justify

its continuation. Payment for utilization of the Health Van is based

both upon the ability of the rider to pay and the length of the ride.

The approximate cost of operating each bus on a yearly basis is $15,750.

(45,000 miles @ 35c per mile).
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9

b 9 9

41-,SW' MATERIAL S

r

DOORS AND 1.Y.NOnV,' rip, ,' r=
4

OITTS:DE P

4
IFOJNDA:v

OTHER

7 ,,,,,F,74

0

3 4 -'

4 7

MAIN STRUCTURE

, P,-- 1,E nR E.7,E,Sow; MATERIAL

MATERIAL 40TTU0 OR ODE% ,;RAGAS

P^T' 74 FR.WEr M RNI

RcLr.1,-N MATT TnAL .,REN 7

Alio( R TIN,
PENCIL OPETIO

F GUI 'T FIRF ESCAPES

021:4

4

1
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.efk.,h808H,:u, 4 1,-h,
e , t...., a 4 9 BLOCK NUMBER

i
0 2 4 , 5 A 8 9 I

I

2 3 4 H.R.o,r(Ps

-1

0

O

r

I

2 3 4 TENS

2 I 4PREMISE talMaER
I

e 3 5 A 9 1

1

7 A 4 .! ., 9 i
I

PREMISE CONDITIONS
UNACCEPTABL E FENCE OR RETAINING WAIL (NEEDS REPAIRS IINSIGHTLY)

ALA "Jr:C.:NED MOTOR VEHICLES
:MAR" UNE, Ofc,l,- , -

, RUBBISH ACCUMULATIONS
NE,ONLY)

I UNCOLLECTABLE DISCARDS
(MAP., L'AL.T I

-

; REFUSE STORAGE

0'

198

5 6 7 8 8

3 6 7 8 9

6 7 8 8

TWO MORE
OR THAN

TARE.. THREE

ACCUMULATION DE TRACTS FROM THE PREMISE

ACCUMU,AYION DETRACTS FROM PREMISE AND AD..ACENT PROPERTY

ACCUMULATION DETRACTS FROM ENTIRE BLOCK FRONTAGE
TWO MORE

ONE OR THAN
THREE THREE

LIDS NOT TIGHT FITTING OR ABSENT

PUTRESCIBLE REFUSE ON THE GROUND

TYPE CONTAINER USED NOT PROPER
OR IS ABSENT

7 LANDSCAPING (MARK, ONE. ONLY) NEGLECTED NEEDS MAINTENANCE

, OTHER LIVESTOCK, POuL TRY RODENTS

mOSOUll'OEc 3E3f4NDOEC REFRIGERATOR OVERFLOWING SEPTIC TANK FLIES

EXCESSIVE ANIMALS SAFETY HAZARD OTHER INSECTS OR PESTS

AUXILIARY STRUCTURE CONDITION
:MARY MI48E4 C., EA

DIMENSIONS
IIN FEE .1

LOT WIDTH

I I lEv:C,Th

(PUG TURE

WIDTH

:ki+(4 (UPE

GOOD

FAIR

POOR

I

I

2-
2

2

S 4

3 4

3 4

5

5

5

5

6

6

7

7

7

2 3 4 THOUSANDS 5 6 7

2 3 4 HUNDREDS 5 6 7

O 2 3 4 TENS 5 6 7

O 2 3 4 UNITS 5 6 7

I 2 3 4 vsousems 5 6 7

2 3 4 .4isenotEos 5 6 7

2 3 4 TENS 5 6 7

2 3 4 UNI'S 5 6 7

2 3 4 THOUSANDS 5 6 7

2 3 4 HUNDREDS 5 6 7

2 3 4 repo 5 6 7

3 4 uwS 5 6 7

3 4 -,1,4savo; 5 6 7

3 4 husOREos 5 -6 1

2 3 4 TENS 5 6 7

3 4 JNTS 5 6 7

0 2 3 4 irmuS4mos 5 6 7

2 . 4 oNORE01 5 F 7

e 3 4 TENS 5 6 7

4 5 7

3 4 HUNDREDS 5 6 7

3 4 N5 5 6 7

P 3 4 uN,*3 5 6 7

0213

-a CAW

8

6 9-

8 9--
_ _ _

-9

8 9-

6 9

6 9

6 kltre

8 9

8 9

8 9

6 9

8 9

8 9

8 9

8 cAtc

8 9

8 9

8 9

8 9

8 9

8 9
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INTERIOR INTERVIEW

13-17015Y CODE NUMBER
2 3 4 NONDIIDS S ig 2- .

0

O 2 3 4 I4t

O I 3 4 "Min 'k.

BLOCK NUMBER

ic

3 IN et 3

5 2 2 4 'INS 3

St 2 u 4 N.IS

CENSUS TRACT NUMBER

3 4

O 2 3 4

1 0 2 3 4- 6

O __I___3 3 4____S
CENSI IC TRACT COFIDIVISION

2

1_5 t 2 4

INTERVIFWE NUMBER

0

FOINA AOVED
SUOGET M

PPRAW
NC NS R 0134 13792 -01

INTERVIEW NUIIIMIT
9 PPP*

I 9

&- : l'S 1' '4 :-

& 7 a

9

9

6 A. 9

z.ik: 9

--6 7 9

It P 9

3, 6 7 It 9

5 II 7 l 9

non

HMI

MOO

NEIGHBORHOOD NUMBER

i 2 3 4 TINS 5 7 9

O 2 3 4 UNITS 5 6 7 9

PREMISES NUMBER

2 3- 4 TINS 5 6 7 9

I 2 3 4 DOTS 2 4 7 B 9

DATE OF INTERVIEW SUPPLEMENTS ADDED
YES NO

MONTH DAY YEAR

TIME OF ARRIVAL ON PREMISE TIME INTERVIEW BEGAN
AM AM

PM
1

t 4 4 2 0 -1 I 9

3
Opts 3 6 -2

I INTERVIEW COMPLETED

2 INTERVIEW REFUSED AND CALL SACK INTENDED.

DATE

3 INTERVIEW REFUSED AND NO CALL SACK INTENDED

4 SATISFACTORY RESPONDENT UNAVAILABLE

5 NO ENGLISH SPOKEN, LANGUAGE

6 VACANT
7 OTHER

II INTERVIEW TERMINATED AND NO CALL BACK INTENDED

9 INTERVIEW TERMINATED AND CALL BACK INTENDED,
DATE

t 2 3 4 1ST CONTACT 3 6 7 1

t 2 3 4 DIO CONTACT S 6 7 t 1

t 2 3 4 3115 CONTACT 3 6 7 9

INTERVIEWER NOTES

PROJECT COORDINATOR NOTES

IF TERMINATED, QUESTION INTERVIEW TERMINATED ON

0

NUNDRIDS

2 3 4 TINS S 6 7

2 3 4 UNITS 3 6 7 9

BEGINFT4TOVIEW
HOW MANY PEOPLE LIVE IN THIS MOUSING UNIT AND NAVE NO
OTHER USUAL ADDRESS AT WHICH THEY LIVE? NR UNK

2 TINS

O I 2 2 4 NM 5 6 7 t 9

rf, WHEN DID YOU MOVE INTO THIS HOUSE (Apou...f)? (Cod.,
'' the lost fseto degas en yoor ow of kis than one yr . Ink IN MOO DO NOT

word both mos IL the y,
ALWAYS LIVED

NMI NR UNK
2 3 4 TINS S 6 7

YEAR

0 2 3 4 UNITS 3 6 , 1-
MONTHS I TINS

O t 2 3 4 WITS 3

The unswe 3

IS 7 9

NA - 3 LIMO lo If

731 WITHIN THE LAST THREE YEARS, HAVE YOU LIVED IN
AN URBAN OR CITY AREA FOR AT LEAST ONE YEAR? ;

YES NO NA NR UNK

HOW MANY MEMBERS OF THIS HOUSEHOLD MOVED AWAY
FROM THIS ADDRESS WITHIN THE LAST THREE YEARS AND
DID NOT RETURN? OR MORE NONE NI UNK

n ' ,

711 HOW MANY BABIES WERE BORN AUVE TO MEMBERS OF
THIS HOUSEHOLD WITHIN THE LAST TWELVE MONTHS?

O I 2 3 4 S 6

W WHAT WAS THEIR AGE AT THE TIME THEY MOVED?
NUMBER OF PERSONS 7 PLUS NR UNK

411 ris t 2 3 4 S 6
7 PLUS NR UNK

7 PLUS NR UNK!

to-so yes I 2 3 4 3 6
7 PLUS NE UNK

M. INS I 2 3 4 5 6

7 WHILE AT THIS ADDRESS HAVE ANY MEMBERS OF THIS 3 WHAT WAS THEIR AGE AT THE TIME THEY DIED?
HOUSEHOLD DIED WITHIN THE LAST THREE YEARS?

YES NO NR UNK
NUMBER OF PERSONS

F11 INS 1 2 3 4 5 6

4 ts.st ros I 2 3 4 6

a M., YRS 1 2 3 4 5 6

0 2 1 (1

7 PLUS NE UNK

7 PLUS NR UNK!

7 PLUS NR UNK
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INTERVIEW NUMBER
NMI

13792-02

HOW MANY DEATHS OF CHILDREN ONE YEAR OF AGE OR UNDER LIVING IN THIS HOUSEHOLD HAVE OCCURRED DURING
THE LAST TWELVE MONTHS?

10 HAVE YOU MOVED IN THE LAST THREE YEARS?

II the answer NO NR or UNIT 90 re 'II It the answer

YES ask

WHERE DID YOU UVE JUST BEFOIE YOU MOVED HERE?

a) STREET INTERSECTION

CITY AND STATE

(Ash about Owe before that oft anal you obtem kw. 4 eekhossos tetthro
the last 3 year Do ear record moues ehmh occurred more than 3 years ego)

b) STREET INTERSECTION

CITY AND STATE

c) STREET INTERSECTION

CITY AND STATE

411 STREET INTERSECTION

CITY AND STATE

11 WHAT ARE SOME OF THE THINGS YOU LIKE MOST ABOUT
UVING IN THIS NEIGHBORHOOD?

WERE YOU OR ANY MEMBER OF THIS HOUSEHOLD BORN
OUTSIDE THE FIFTY STATES? (Il "YES" ask) WHERE?
'Code only one response ,

NO MEXICO CUBA PUERTO RICO OTHER Ni UNK

R OTHER THAN ENGLISH, IS THERE ANOTHER EVERYDAY LANGUAGE
SPOKEN IN THIS HOUSEHOLD' of "YES" ask) WHAT LANGUAGE
IS SPOKEN?

1 ARAM I HUNGARIAN 1S RUSSIAN UKRAINIAN

2 CHINESE 9 IRISH 16 SEERO- CROATIAN

3 CZECH, SLOVAK 10 ITALIAN 17 SLOVENIAN RUMANIAN

4 DUTCH I I UTHUANIAN IS SPANISH

5 FRENCH
12 NORWEGIAN SWEDISH

DANISH, FINNISH YIDDISH

6 GERMAN 13 POUSH 20 JAPANESE

7 GREEK 14 PORTUGUESE

21 OTHER (wetly

14 WHAT IS THE HIGHEST GRADE (OR YEAR) OF REGULAR
SCHOOL YOU HAVE EVER ATTENDED'

NONE

0 1 1 1 4 S IP

7 PLUS NI

YES NO NR

of NEIGHBORHOOD ,rrtit
P .. e

II i T. s s 7 T
BLOCK NUAMRFu

), T. A ; 4

7 4

a 3 0
NCION0001100f H. WEER

2 : e ,1; E a 1 1

0 Z e 4 4 E. 7 4
Ort,,Arik,

I 7 d

t- IN 0 tr 1 4

0 1 :2 a P
NEIGNI10,140 U 1 c

S. 2 a et / T

0 e 7 4
ALCP" NU/.1 fir

a t 0 7 R

ce A A 4 :7. 3 3

0 2 D
el. NtiGEsoimoon NUMBER

4- A 3 4 111.4

4 . 0

0 1 x s E Wet% t .4
IXOCX NUMSLY

2 3 4 M. Note. - 0

0 i x e- 4 4.- -P 4 7 It-

0 1 2 a- 4 .41 7

A 4 S 1 2 A 4

(Fast resew**,
NO Ni

I 1 Fall

0 I 2 3 4 won S A 2 iii

(Second response)

I 5 MS

0 I 2 1 4 OWLS* 7 Il
(Thad response/

I S NW

0 I 1 2 4 WM S dr 7 ill

Oc I' i ob 1., 4 ,), Y. u

UNK

UNIT

9

3

9

9

0

3

9

- 9

9

9

.9

f-

9

.1

UNK

9

Which of the following categories but desenbos
NURSERY KINDER Ni UNK the respondent' (Cede only ewe tremor )

CAUCASIAN NEGRO INDIAN
WHITE MACK ORIENTAL iAMER1 OTHER UNK

0 E 2 3 4 MU, 5 6 7

(Other, speedy

ARE THERE ANY CHILDREN IN THIS HOUSEHOLD UNDER FIVE
YEARS OF AGE?

K4122 CIN YES NO NR UNK
70

021i)

,s NO,
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INTFRInR IITERviFw

1, WHAT IS THE FIR' Of EACH CHILI. UNDER FIVE
YEARS OF AGE A . 1E P RELATIONSHIP 10 THE HEAD
OF THEIR CAW! or,, THIS HOUSE110LC0 INCLUDE
INFANTS UNDtP I- .1- AGE V

,tors of

ry
o,t0

J Or

),S

o .o.00 000 vo,

11,,,10, 1.1 I

I

NOM

0,,

Nf(10 lb 0,
coo,0,

1040 1P,4 t.

I

IS.( s on 3 le.,,r K FEMALE", ,o,.. pplement of n...ied
AI Mk rEM..t 11 ,M, NR UNK MALI IfMAIE FIR UNN ,1 ffT4Alf

4rE

. 9
' C.)

IQ HOW OLD IS , , , t, ,, ,, - , P,- y, ,. nn, Do not cede In both y. 01. U. 47 Ipploonon, 4
NI .INN 'K NIT

' 'I VP, "./1) *as t 3 I ores- _ - - _ -
,. MO5 I as (11) MOP 1 2 IINS

0 7 JII1)1 S 0 II (v) 0 1 2 2 4 mutt

ill YIP

.1, 1,105, I

WHAT MONIE

oilmo y

20- _

1') FOLLOWIN1> We

0.

o

NR UNK 14 IINK
+1/ i4) YRS 2 3 4 Jr ,

(.94) MOS I 2 o

P 0 7 I 9 l.t.) 0 1 2 3 4 tPs 5 t,

AS BORN IN AND WHAT WAS .call. AGE AT LAST BIRTHDAY ,

. MO K LOP LOy MO VI AG* (4) mO Y4 t br

rI T DAYS DID d,InL non, Si AY IN THE HOSPITAL') (us. Sto,,p1meoll I ri,,,eo 1
P IOW,

5 6 7 II 11 'op 0 I 2 3 4 Pu'
NR 0146 NR UNE(

k '54 2 3 4

NI liNit NR UNIT
.01)

V'MAT 'A .. A': 'IA,
UNDt ILA' it, ho* t r

.lilt
ie. IA ht A NR toot

;11

MIRING -. f-0,10WIT it r, 61R 114 NO
/

1.0
:01;

11 WAS THERE

`4i

UNDER 5 lAS S I lb, GREATER THAN 1,, . NY? UNE

UNDER S HIS 40 145 6,1114IIII !NAN 1' , NIT UNN

HAVE ANY SERIOUS PROH I r.L
510of blno on Jest

117 NET NI LINK rJ, .5544
,

' LNESS OR IN JURY TO THE MOTHER CONNECTED WITH THE PREGNANCY OR DELI"tkY Of
ui 6,, isu, J hoer R 441. go ,,T at owe,

do,ong 6 oh prelnon, no 6 ut tong Tequ/6.64 A14.16,T4066 wok', too . anus. r

I

if, N7 IF ;ES NO NI WO

HAS a CPI S 4f. ff,
re Ci SiiC'T' i t.

no
07/ 1 7

I. S e ' it
't

bot.w .hors D.othr Pert.

.1A is Os II/ no. do 11

NR 01,1
2 3 0

,OTS; 2 2 4 400411 Of,IS
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TONA AMON"
mow /UNSAY NO Es 14134

202 PAGE 4

MIA

13792-10

IMP

tiIN ORDER TO PROVIDE SETTER HEALTH CAIE,-WTHAVE TO ifieffirwfrArmarumrultrAiiiiI61
141101110.14000S. THE NEXT COUPLE OF QUESTIONS HELP US GET THIS INFORMATION HAVE ANY Of THE
CHILDREN UNDER NNE YEARS Of AGE HAD ANY Of THESE CONDITIONS IN THE tikalli.MILMIANthp
Shaw Card 211. Iowa HOW ABOUT ANY Of THESE CONDITIONS? Show 01144I 3tA Ifava *Or NIP

TOE NO NR UAW

El PLEASE JUST GIVE MI THE NUMBERS Of THE CONDITIONS AND THE FIRST NAME Of THE CHILD. 1114. 6.4404.004 A ^..A.,0

8 CIAO (a SA Coed 16 ONUS

1 UMW. TO STAND 01 INAL1 IMO 0100 owe 0041 MR
00 A011

2 INIATINGSS ON seems vows wawa MIN 014E 08
10114 EARS

3 WOLFS 1000511 WINO WITH ONE ON 110114 11173 woo
WHEN MARINO GLASS'S
Chit PANTS 041 NAM.

S ANT UGH OEFICT

Ausoso MON 01 HAND OR UN OR TOG 011 MOT
OR 110

7 SIAM (CHRONIC SNAKING OR MAIM

I PARALYSIS Of ANY WINO

*MATEO wooed W1114 Mat 01 WW1

10 CtUR FOOT

1111 IIIMAYONT STIAKKAS OA ANY OKOOAUTY Cl TIN TOOT
01 WO OR 11140111 OR MN OR 111401 01 OMNI ARIAS

CHAO SMw CANI 36A

12 ASTHMA

13 cfREGRAt PALSY

14 TREATED 1041 MINIM tiLNESS oe !MOTIONAL 010011111S

IS RHEUMATIC FIVER

8 EPRIPSY

17 HEPATITIS

II NITIMA 08 INIPTUIN

IS NOTKIAINT uftolOWENTed

20 OTNEI IMPA1161611 01 OISAINUTE

E HAVE ANY Of THE CHILDREN UNDER FIVE HAD ANY Of THESE CONDITIONS IN THE EMT TWO WEEKS? 14ww Conlit
YIPS NO NI UNK

PLEASE JUST GIVE ME THE NUMBERS OF THE CONDITIONS AND HE FIRST NAME Of THE CHILD. I We supploonetat A AKIed

CCHAD CI

KA 1,1
K.

91111w CONI. SI

I Fuouirn IIAI NANCTIONS

2 STINPI THROAT

3 SERIOUS INFECTIONS SUCH AS ABSCESS'S. SORES 011
INFLAMMATION OTH11 THAN THROAT 1,11N0011AI 14110014
111014CHTTIS OR PNEUMONIA

S iNGESTION .POISONING,

FRACTURE Oa EA011N 10141

SIIHOUS BURNS

I WWI
I Plea.. ,pre4v

0214

e
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INTERIOR INTERVIEW
PAGE S

NVNOWf UNvAU NO lb 10134 23792_-11
MIN

MIN

ONO

. 20

IR THIS QUESTION DEALS WITH CONCERNS PARENTS OFTEN HAVE MOUT THEM CHILDREN. MOST COWMEN HAVE SOME OfTHESE CONDITIONS PLEASE ?ELI Me WHETHER YOU ARE C210/121WilAittensiLIM ANY OPTHESE CONDITIONS NAVE EXISTED FOR EACH CHILD OVER ONE YEAR AND LESS THAN FIVE YEARS OtD. JUST GIVE MITHE NuMEERS Of THE CONDITIONS AND THE FIRST NAME OP EACH CHILD. IlmoSEILit We. oopeAtows0 olTot 8 Moto To*thr, 1 if, then M. yretr '

ik 121 ON
70

CP4K0 CU) Show CAW ER

WON I MIND

2 HYPERACTIVE OR CANT STICK TO ONE THING LONGENOUGH
3 EASILY UPSET 11A0 WORM NIGH STRUNG OR ILTIKVOUS

Nougat STISPIN4 OR filikluDIT esouthsaits

UTURASSUCIIING

STUTTERING

1111AINTECNOING

TEEOLTINTLY CHEWS ON THINGS OTITIS OMAN 0000

MOTs MIES

To TIGHTS TOO MUCH

II GUAM TO MONO( OR CRWS TOO MUCH

12 u1AKS DAMS ON PURPOSE mesteuani,

OFTEN DEPRESSED MOODY OR WITHDRAWN

1 LYING

S STEALING

to 01301 APPETITE OR OTHER EATING PROINUAS
11 nar: GIT "°" WITHn,rita NT uNo OTHER NA WWI OTHER NI UNE

®

()Io I, 101h., . 11414., oly '0444 Oh W./0V

0216
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INTERIOR INTERVIEW

Ad 0111 1St ho WI my "%b.. of rat h,,,er41 1 y* r 44, onJ

41510511
SUMO IMAM NO IN 0114

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

204 PAGE IS

13792-15
IN1F1h IEW NUMBER

O MNI

E NO

KIM

36 WHAT IS YOUR Nifty NAME w. NA I WHat IV THE IfiRttlisait O3 EACH MEMBER O tiiit HODUHO TO
PLEASE LIST ACCORDING TO AGE BEGINNING WITH THE YOUNGEST MEMBER FIVE YEARS Of AGE OR OLDER. ov.
taro WHAT IS IPTI04 0004/ REIAT TO THE HEAD OF HIS (HER) FAMILY UVING IN THIS HOUSEHOLD?
U.. topahwoet Ave of n..4.4 Ihnowtodola

1ft 4\ta' \ok \*Ze SIZN$
;1344\ t *SS tt

A MAUI OR A FEMALE? !Use wrph me,t shire. a ..doe
KiIKKUe 410044111 142 UNK

NUM NI WI 8MIAMI NR UNK

MIAMI NI UN*

HISAO NI UNK 0MAW NI UN& 8
32 HOW OLD IS .1w ,flf op U.. ,# 444,4441

NI UM
'0 2 3 4 uw

It404081,1
S 7

0 4 Welt S 7
^

NI UNK
8 I

tu, S 7

Jh 0 7 8
8 O

NI UNK
1 7 11t

1 2 3 oats S 7 0
NI UNK

0
3 4 IIW S 7

O .7) a 3 KI14' 11

NI UNK
(.)

1 1111 S 7

04., O 2 out S 7

741 UNK
4 If 111

I I) a um!' I
2/ lIN

G 0

E14

MAUI

MALI FINALI

MALE MAALI

MAUI MMAII

MALI MAALI

MALI 111111/11

2 3 4 ars

1 S 4 VOWS

, 2 3 MK

, 3 4 1*11

1 2 3 4 INK

1 1 1 wits

1 2 3 1015

1 2 3 !Out

1 1 3 tun

2 3 amt

1 2 3 Um

1 2 3 4 Vint

0215

IN wok

tat wet

NR UNK I

NI WM

NI JIM

NI UNK

NR U
s 7

7
NI WI

5 I 7 II

5
NI UNII

s 7

S 7
KR MK

S 7

NIt LNMI
S

s 7

5
NI WM

5 7



NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW FORM APPI,. ID

BUDGET 85 IttAU NO 85 It Oi 3A

1.7,1 WHAT MONTH AND YEAR WAS , - 6ORN IN AND
2---1 WHAT WAS ,P.,son s name AGE A:" LAST BIRTF:DAI' ,I 7 _MEW NovifiEl,'8 MO ___ YE AGE _ _ 07 MO T E AGE Now

8 MO YE AGE kEti4 MO II II . AGE_ !

,_..,

8 MO YE AGE __ _ 8 ,A0 YR AGE ____,_I

(7) MO YE AGE G MO AGE__

8 .0 __ YE ___ AGE _ 07 MO AGE _ _

0 MO Y R _ AGE__ _ © MO ,R AGE . _ _ 1 NINO

MOO

205 PAGE

13792 -16-16

IMOD

IS (Pwson s nom.) NOW MARRIED, SEPARATED, DIVORCED, WIDOWED OR NEVER MARRIED? lUse supplement sheet sl needed t

USPONDINI
M rtItIt 0 SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED /EMAIL NRNEVER

SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED MARRIED NE UNK

NEVER .. 02 tim
mANIED SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED MARRIED "".

NEVER ..,SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED PAARRIED UNK

SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED
NEVER ,.

(QUARRIED SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED MARRIED ^.
NIVER ,,,.

MARRIED ^8 UNK

MNIAlgitt NESEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED MARRIED NR UNK 0V-7 ArEIVIED SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED

NOW

M AIR% D

.-7 NOW
(QUARRIED

:7 NOW
fz, MARRIED
OS

tAARRIED

P(ATAD
kU MOW

MAMMI

NEVE*

UNK

UNK

UNK

UNK

NR UNKSEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED m SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED MAD NE UNKum)
SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOWED

art& UNK 61=D SEPARATED DIVORCED WIDOW/1) Aita NE UFO

riii WHAT IS THE HIGHEST GRADE (OR YEAR1 OF REGUI AR NONE
I

NURSERY KINDER 1411 WWI

!---J SCHOOL (Penns nom*/ HAS EVER ATTENDED') (II now ottendfly
morik geode he the Es En I /Um supplement shat .f needed t @ a I 2 3 -.4 loon S -T a
NONE

V'
O *
OS

NONE

,NONE

07 O
NONE

8 c
°HONE

@

NURSERY KINDER NE
I TEES

t 2 2 4 UNITS , 6 7 4

I
NURSERY

TINS
KINDER NR

- I 2 3 WIITI S 7 R

NURSERY KINDER NE
1 TINS

4 UNITS S 6 7 I
NURSERY KINDER NA

FINS

2 I 4 UNITS S 6 7

NURSERY KINDER NE
TINS

2 2 UNITS S 6

UNK es NONE NURSERY KINDER NE UNK

V. 1 TINS

f 0 ° I 2 3 4 WOO S. a 7 IR

UNK NONE
1 NM

NURSERY KINDER NE

0 * I 2 3 4 UNITS s T
UNK s-s, NONE NURSERY KINDER NE

OE 1 IINS

0 0 1 2 I 4 WITS s a 7 t
UNK NONE NURSERY KINDER Ni

10 1 INS

UNK

,

UNK

UNK,

S 73 4 UNITS

UNK NONE
7

NURSERY
1 TINT

KINDER Ni UNK

0 0 I 2 3 WETS s a 7 a
DID (Nam* of heed of loondy, FINISH THE HIGHEST GRADE (OR YEAR) HE (SHE) ATTENDED? (Cod. only one Intim,* I

NOW ATTENDING FINISHED DID NOT FINISH NR UNK

IN THE LAST SIX MONTHS HAS (Persons name' BEEN WORKING FULL TIME, PART TIME, NOT WORKING BUT Lr3OKING
FOR WORK, NOT WORKING AND NOT LOOKING FOR WORK, ATTENDING SCHOOL OR KEEPING HOUSE' (Lb. supplement
sheet el needed I

0 ent000nn 0 0 0WORKING Pills TIME

KR II: I ON
. 6 70

WORKING PART TVA

NOT WORK NG RUT LOOKING FOR 'WORN

NOI WORKING AND NOT LOOKING FOR WORK

ATTENDING SCHOOL

KEEPING HOUSE
OTHER Ni UNK OTHFR NR UPK OTHER NE UNK OTHER NE UNK

0 (76) 0WORKINC, TIME

WORMING PARS TIME

NOT WORKING RUT LOOKING FOR WORK

NOV WORKING AND NOT LOOKING FOR WORK

At TENDING SCNOOL

KEEPING HOUSE
OTHER NE UNK OTHER NR UNK

0
WORKING FULL TIME

,'ORKINU PART TIME

NOT MiltittuNG BUT LOOKING FOR WORK

NOT WORKING AND NOT LOOKING POE WORK

ATTENDING SCHOOL

KEEPING HOUSE
OTHER NE UNK OTHER NE UNK

0 9 )4.

OTHER NE UNK OTHER NE UNK

11 13

OTHER NE UNK OTHER NE UNK



NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL 'EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW11.,

Ell HAS ANYONE FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER IN THIS
HOUSEHOLD HAD ANY OF THESE CONDITIONS IN THE PAST
TWELVE MONTHS? Show Cold 34. HOW ABOUT ANY OF
THESE CONDITIONS? Show Card 38A. PLEASE JUST GIVE
ME THE NUMBER OF EACH CONDITION AND NOV MANY
PEOPLE HAD THAT CONDITION. thole ore more than 'waive P0134 I

over four in the household record conditions for persons numbered over twelve o

on the supplement Sher,. only NONE NI UNIT

CODE THE CONDITION NUMERS
Is, 0011011106 1 2 TIM

O I 2 3 ousts 5 6 7

34 CONDITION I 2 THIS

O I 2 3 *int 5 6 7 9 0

SP, C084111011 I 2 IIMS RID CONDITION

O 1 2 3 MOS 5 6 7 9 0 I 2 2 4 owls 5 6 7

h. ,r 3P '.)HE Ng or (INK q^ "'P.-4T' on M. seer' nose tl one er msir I r ens me vomted n 38 ass 39, !li '<mooed

FORM APPROVED
BUDGET BUREAU NO Is 10134

INTERVIEW NUMBER
OPP.

IONS

206 PAGE 8

13792-17

Ted CONDITION 1 2 MIS

O 2 3 4 EMITS

All CONSITION I 2 tun

I 2 3 4 4mRs

i 2 TINS

6 7 9

6 6 7 9

11

n^. , o.

133 A) WHO HAD 'None of first condition on WI, ,Code person number,
NE UNK

O I 2 HMS

O 2 3 4 uNITS 5 6 7

C) DID ,Person s ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR,
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION'
,Code only the most severe

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK

B) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Persons nomel IN
BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY'

O 1 2 3-5 6-10 II 15 16 20 21 25 26 PLUS NR UNK
DAIS

D) HAS (Person s norm.) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR REHABIUTATION FOR THIS CONDITION'

YES NO NR UNK

Al WHO HAD 'Nome of second condition ,n 3. (Code person number)
NR UNK

I 2 tIo5

0 3 UNITS 5 6 7 9

DID ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR,
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION?
(Code only the most severe

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK

B) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Person s ,some( IN
BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY'

O 1-2 3-5 6-10 11-55 16-20 21.25 26 PLUS NR UNK
OATS

0) HAS (Person's nom*? HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR REHABIUTATION FOR THIS CONDITION'

YES NO NR UNK

EST Al WHO HAD Mom. of sherd colditron 13711fP (Code person number( B) ABOUT 140W MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
NA ;INK MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Person is nom& IN

BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY'
O 1-2 3-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26 PLUS NR UNK

OATS

O TOW

O I 2 3 ions 5 6 7 a 9

C) DID (Persons noose ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR,
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION'

4osPi +t17En Doc-OR HOME r R NONE OF THESE NE ONE

D) HAS (orson's name) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR REHABIUTATION FOR THIS CONTIITION?

421 Ai WHO HAD Nome of 'mirth condition in138. ;7 ICode person
NR UNK

7

2

HMS

4 MIS 5 6

C) DID ,Pe,sors' 'tarn( I ENTER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DOCTOR,
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION'
Code only tile rr14IP

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK

3 A'' WHO HAD (Nair,' 0+

0

condo... 78 Is 'Code person
NR

2 HMS

YES NO NR UNK

B) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Persons name) IN
BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY'

O 1-2 3-5 6-10 11-15 16 -20 21-25 26 PLUS NR UNK
DAIS

D) HAS (Person's name) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?

YES NO NR UNK

B) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
UNK MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Person's norms) IN

BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY'
O 1-2 3 5 6-10 11-15 14-20 21 25 26 PLUS NR UNK

DAISO 1 2 3 4 Usfilt 5 0 7 8 9

C) DID (Persons noose( ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR,,
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION?
(Code only the most severe 1

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK

- _

Es-4.] Al WHO HAD Norm of s ash conlo'cm m i 38j (Code peon number)
NR UNK

O 1 2 HES
2

1 2 3 Loots S 6 B 9

CI DID o, ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR,
4 OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION?

'Code only the 'nosy severe
HOSPITALIZED DC,:TOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK

13) HAS (Person's name( HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?

YES NO NR UNK

B) ABOUT MOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Person's name) IN
BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY?

O 1-2 3-5 6-10 11 15 16 20 21-25 26 PLUS NR UNK
OATS

I)) HAS (Person s name) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION'

022 t

YES NO NR UNK



NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW FORM A,PRO 46S

CE DOES ANYONE FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER IN TiiI5
HOUSEHOLD HAVE ANY Of THESE CONDITIONS? Show Card
45. PLEASE JUST GIVE ME I HE NUMBER OF EACH CONDITION
AND HOW MANY PEOPLE HAVE THAT CONDITION.

more (hoe Neely- poop.. o4, go, ' the housnhold record rund,ocos too
persons numbered ova, twelve on the supplement sheers only

NO 141 ' NR

CODE THE CONDITION 141,3413ERs

1ST CONDITION 1 3 IVO

0 1 2 3 4 UNITS 5 6 7 II 9

310 CONDITION 2 5 TINS

o / 7 3 4 toms 5 6 7 $ 11

STH CONtorom, 2 3 Iles

0 I 2 3 4 UNITS 5 6 7 II 9

".1 ON's re 'Oil /0 . '5? '1' "

A) WHO HAD Nunte 01 1051 common on 145 ,' (Code person number)

OWNS

men

207 PAGE 9

2ND CONDITION 2 1 'M.

0 1 2 3 4 mos 5

4TH CONDITION 2 3 FINS

0 I 2 3 4 UNITS 5

6TH CONDITION 2 3 TINS

0 I 2 3 4 ONUS 5

13.792 -18

WNW

mow

6 II 9

6 II 9 1

i

6 II 9

, nns, ...ndoTn71

B) ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS 1

NR UNK HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT ,Person, name) IN BED ALL OR ,

1 Iles MOST OF THE nAY" - , . -- " 4 MOS
I PIC 3 WMS 3 WKS I MO / MOS 3 MOS PIUS NE ONE '

O I 2 3 4 won 5 6 7 5 9 0

C) DID Pe,so ' s no,,, ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, D) HAS p/.,,,,,,, 1 Iorne/ HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION' OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
Code only ,no moll severe /

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE Of THESE NR UNK YES NO NR UNK,

p A) WHO HAD Nome of second condotron on lii_ V (Woe" person number!
_

B) ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS
L NR UNK HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT i Person s name) IN BED ALL OR

O I 2 TINS MOST OF THE DAY' ., . 4 NOS
I OK I Pots 2 WKS I MO 2 NOS 3 MuS PIUS NE UNIT

O t 2 1 4 owls 5 6 7 6 0 u

C, ;.,I. - ., . Ft -'TER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DOCTOR 0: HA, ,t , , ,-, HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION' OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION'
C+kff .fni,f f ly most severe

HOSPITALIZED DO" TOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE MR UNK YES NO - NR UNK

A; WHO HAD Nom, *I Mnd contlmon 711Sill Code pmson nunlbert
NE UNK

o 2 FINS

s 4 011115 5 6 ' S 9

11) ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS'
HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT Person s name) IN BED ALL OR
MOST OF THE DAY' W lo MOS

I WE WES 3 DNS I MO 7 MOS 3 MOS PIUS NE ENE
0

C, DID no tl. ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR D) HAS SesscNi nentl HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY 1

OF RE. 5' JE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION'

1,110 4./F 11,/fr 1A ,r1, "CT HO NI UNK

B I ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS
WS THIS CONDITION KEPT AO.. IN BED ALL OR 1

m(:sT OF THE DAY'
e) 1 91 I Mn 7 MOS 3 MOS PIUS NE ONE

C, ENIER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DOC IOR ft, HAS ow, HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
CARE THIS CONDITION) Cik REHABILIT tTION FOR THIS CONDITION'

1105PITA 'Er '<r 4%4. ..41,.re. Of '0f .1 ;14 lef ,vE Y, NE UNK

kit A Wrt 4

0

I IS] Code pee, n .tutn5, r
NJ ONO

I A.?, 5 6 7 S 9

LSO( ' B, ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHSA' W. .:' .:, , ,ro I I $5, / ' f a j, pa %WI /16,16E.
NP ,IN, HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT , Pow, , nom, IN BED ALL OR 1

o I 2 ,N5 MOST OF THE DAY' ' N MOS
I yor SONS 3 WS 1 NO 7 MOS 3 MOS PIUS III UNK 1

O I 2 3 4 oN I', 3 6 7 II 9 I.

C) DID ..., ENTER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DOCTOR DI HAS . ,,,,, ,,,,,, HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR R:i ',IV, I' )ME "AkI.: FOR THIS CONDITION' OR PFLIAFVLITAIION FOR THIS (UNDITION'
(Code only The most senile /

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE I401)5 OF THESE NR 'INK YES NO Nit Ulit':

B ABOUT HOW LOW; DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHSi511 A' WHO HAT , 0, , , , . - I. pro. , , 4 e ' ( r, le too, , uo o 1,I
NO 'ITO HAS Oil', CONDITION kEPT t, ,,,, '0, IN BED ALL OR

1Li -AO CI IHE DAY'
z WI 610 I W5 : 4. ' , MI" 3 A' O s '1'11OlsT NE UNIT
0 O 1 2 3 I LNII 5 6 7 II 9 0

P.V., C) DID , ,,,, ENTER THE H0,PITAL SEE A DO, TOR O. HAS P ,. r ,i, HAU ANY SPECIAL TRAINING,, THERAPY
" OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION' OR PFHABIIIIMION FOR THIS CONDITION'

,C,,,le , de II, I.," se. me;
HOSPITALIZED 156 YES NI,C7f R HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK Nil UNK

022'4



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW

Re SUI yoo how* asked o$o.t cosh repooted conotoolon 000 L45 hewn asking 51

HAS ANYONE FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER IN THIS
HOUSEHOLD HAD ANY OF THESEgr51CONDITIONS IN THE
PAST TWO WEEKS? 1ol JUST GIVE
ME THE UMBER OF EACH

cAC19vi

H CONDITION
PLEASE

AND HOW MANY
PEOPLE HAVE HAD THE CONDITION r11 are thnfitert or
more household ~lbws, use o supplement form for persons numbered
0 or ?agile, to record answers to riA NO NR UNK

CODE THE CONDITION NUMBERS
1ST CONDITION

3RD CONDITION

5TH CONDITION

7TH CONDITION

0 I 2

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

INS

Units

TINS

UNITS

TINS

UNITS

TINS

UNITS

5

5

5

6

6

6

6

7

7

7

8

FORM APPNOVFO
CAW BUREAU NO US N 0134

Fri TIGIEW1TOM1111
MOM

1111111111

2ND CONDITION 3 TINS

1 0 2 3 4 UNITS

ITH CONDITION 3 4 TINS

9 D I 2 3 4 MI5

6TH CONDITION 3 4 TINS

208 PAGE 10

13792-19

owe

5 6 7

5 6 7 t 9

2 3 4 UNITS 5 6 7 t 9
(II "46 (OTHER(' /4 masked for any of these seven condrtrons please specify

U the answer to 521 to NO NI or UNK go to '60 on the nest, 0/59. If one or me,. tnndoons tepwted ,n L52 osk 53 1591 Inn ep,ted conoloionns

B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,(""'
A) WHO HAD Name of hot condotron on L12; 7 (Code persos number)

NR UNK HOUSEWORK) HAS (Pelson s name) BEEN LIMITED IN OR
2 TINS LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?

7 PLUS NI UP K
O 2 3 4 ONUS 5 6 7 II 9 0 I 2 3 4 EATS 5 6

C) DID (Amon s name) ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS? (Code most severe) HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NI UNK,

112 A) WHO HAD (Nome of second condhon on 52' ) 7 (Cod* porson numbra)
NN UNK

2

2 3

TINS

4 UNITS S

B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT ( SCHOOL WORK, 1

HOUSEWORK) HAS (Person's name) BEEN UMITED IN OR
LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?

6 7 I 1 0 I 2 3 4 DAYS 5 6
7 PLUS NI UNK,

C) DID nom.; ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS') (Code most severe) HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE Of THESE NE UNK

A) WHO HAD Home of thord condotoon on 52' ; ? ,Code nelson number)
NI UNK

O 2 TINS

B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT ( SCHOOL WORK,
HOUSEWORK) HAS (Person's nom& BEEN UMITED IN OR
LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?

7 PLUS NI "NK
O I 2 3 4 50115 1! 6 7 I 0 I 2 3 4 OM 5 6

C) DID (Person 5 name) ENTER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS', Code most several HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CANE NONE OP THESE NE UNK

56 A) WHO HAD ,Nome of /moth condo., in '52 7 rCsrle person number) B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,
NI UNK HOUSEWORK) HAS (Persons roomer BEEN LIMITED IN OR

LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?
O I 2 3 4 UNITS 5 6 7 t 0 I 2 3 4 DM 5 6

7 PLUS NI UNK

C) DID (Person s nome) ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS% , Code most severe) HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE Of THESE NI UNK

A) WHO HAD Nome of MO ctrndetion on 52 11 ,rode person number) B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT ( SCHOOL WORK,
NE UNK HOUSEWORK) HAS (Person's nom*, BEEN LIMITED IN OR

.(NI LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?

O I 2 3
7 PLUS NR UNK

4 u*I15 5 6 7 0 I 2 3 4 DAYS 5 6

C) DID (Person s name) ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR. OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS.' (Cod. most severe) HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE Of THESE NR UNK

I

I
z

A) WHO HAD ovum. of soth condonon ,01 LI? 7 ,lode ponon number/ B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,
NI UNK HOUSEWORK) HAS (Person's nom.) BEEN UMITED IN OR

O I 2 TINS LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?

O I 2 3 4 NullS 5 6 7 I 9 0 I 2 3 4 111,5 5 6
7 PLUS NR UNK

C) DID (Pon-son's nom*) ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS', rCode most severe' HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE Of THESE NO UNK'

A) WHO HAD 'Nome of seventh condotoon a 52 7 o Code poison numb.)
NI UNK

2

B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,
HOUSEWORK) HAS (Pelson name) BEEN LIMITED IN OR
LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?

O I 3 3 4 Loot, 5 6 7 I 1 0 1 t 3 4 MS 5 6
7 PLUS NR UNK

C) DID tvson 5 name ENTER THE HOSPITAL. SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS') (Code most severe) HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK(

022(0
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NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM 209 PAGE 11

60

Be ,..oe o

6,11 60 le

INTERIOR INTERVIEW ,,IpEp APPROVED

WNW

NNW

13792 -20

MOST CHILDREN HAVE SOME Of THESE CONDITIONS FOR CHILDREN FIVE YEARS OF AGE AND OVER AND LESS THAN FIFTEENYEARS OF AGE, PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER YOU ARE CONCERNFO BY THE AMOUNT OR LENGTH OF TIME ANY OF THESECONDITIONS HAVE EXISTED? JUST GIVE ME THE NUMBER OF EACH CONDITION AND THE FIRST NAME OF EACH CHILD.
Show Cord 60

I WONT MIND

2 HYPERACTIVE OR CAN STICK TO ONE THING LONG
ENOUGH

3 EASILY UPS11, SAD TEMPER, HIGH STRUNG OR NERVOUS

4 WETS THE RED OR CAN T TOILET TRAIN

S TROUBLE SLEEPING OR FREQUENT NIGHTMARES

6 THUIERSUCKING

7 STUTTERING

BRIATHHOWING

9 FREQUENTLY SWALLOWS THINGS OTHER THAN FOOD

10 CRIES TOO MUCH

11 FIGHTS TOO MUCH

12 CLINGS TO MOTHER

13 BREAKS THINGS ON PURPOSE DESTRUCTIVE

14 OFTEN DEPRESSED, MOODY OR W1THDREWN

IS LYING

16 STEALING

17 STARTS FIRES

II DOESN T MAKE FRIENDS EASILY, CAN T GET ALONG WITH
OTHER CHILDREN OR GETS JEALOUS

19 POOR APPETITE OR OTHER EATING PPOSIEMS
OTHER NE UNK

OTHER NR UNK OTHER NR UNK

8 0 01 WONT MIND

2 HYpERACTIVE OR CAN T STICK TO ONE THINGENOUGH

3 EASILY UPSET BAD TEMPER HIGH '>TiI,;Nu OR NERVOUS

4 WETS THE BED OR CAN I TOILET TRAIT,

S TROUBLE SLEEPING OR FREQUENT NIGHT MARES

o THUMBSVUING

7 STUTTERING

BREATHHOLDING

0 FREQUENTLY SWALLOWS THINGS OTHER THAN FOOD

10 CRIES 100 MUCH

I I FIGHTS TOO MUCH

12 CLINGS TO MOTHER

13 SNEAKS THINGS ON PURPOSE DESTRUC'IVEi

14 OFTEN DEPRESSED MOODY OR vii4rzawt,

IS LYING

1E STEALING

IP STARTS FIRES

10 DOESN T MERE FRIENDS EASILY CANT I..' I ALONG, WITH
OTHER CHILDREN OR GETS JEALOUS

19 POOR APPETITE OR OTHER EATING PROL'15KA122 101A OTHER NE UNK OTHER NR UNK
NR VNK OTHER NE UNK

1640

022i



NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW IeeM APPROVID

POOGET UMW NO 15 I 0134

DID YOU OR ANYONE ELSE IN THE HOUSEHOLD GET HURT
OR INJURED DURING THE LAST TWO WEEKS HERE AT HOME,
IN THE YARD, OR IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD" (Hu,' w 4,41u.cr
includes such things as lolls Cuts poisoning. burns etc including minor ones
not thought serious /

YES NO NI UNK

'f `' AI .4r

210

GAM

PAGE 12

13792-03,

HOW MANY INJURIES OCCURRED INSIDE THE HOME" llf one SO more mom*, are 'goatee'. wee the respondent Sheer Cord 67 and ash /
FOR THOSE INJURIES WHICH OCCURRED INSIDE THE HOME, HOW MANY RESULTED IN EACH OF THE FOLLOWING?
HONE I INJURY 2 INJURIES Show Cord 62 63 64 3 PLUS INJURIES PAR UNK

A) NOSPITAUZAT/ON

I) MEDICAL ATTENTION SUCH AS CAWNG A DOCTOR, GOING
TO THE CLINIC, ETC

CI HOME FIRST AID SUCH AS A BANDAGE OINTMENT. OR
OTHER TREATMENT

DI COMPLAINED Of PAIN BUT DID NOT REQUEST OR NEED
FIRST AID

EI DID NOT COMPLAIN Of PAIN AND DID NOT REQUEST OR
NEED FIRST AID

g HOW MANY INJURIES OCCURRED IN THE YARD INCLUDING THE SIDEWALK? (If one or more tnturtes are reported, sore the respondent
Show Card 63 and on& I FOR THOSE INJURIES WHICH OCCURRED IN THE YARD OR ON THE SIDEWALK, HOW MANY RESULTED
IN EACH OF THE FOLLOWING?
NONE I INJURY 2 INJURIES

Show Cord 62 63 64 3 PLUS INJURIES NR UN*
AI HOSPITALIZATION

I

Be MEDICAL ATTENTION SUCH AS CALLING A DOCTOR GOING
TO THE CLINIC ETC

Cl HOME FIRST AID SUCH AS A RANOAGE, QINTMENT. OR
OTHER TREATMENT

Eh COMPLAINED Of PAIN BUT DID NOT REQUEST OR NEED
FIRST AID

E) DID NOT COMPLAIN OF PAIN AND DID NOT REQUEST OR
NEED FIRST AID

HOW MANY INJURIES OCCURRED ELSEWHERE IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD' :It one <4, ,444,., "snows ore HIPsoMd gore the tesnondont
Shoe. Card 64 and ash I FOR THOSE INJURIES WHICH OCCURRED IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD, HOW MANY RESULTED IN EACH
OF THE FOLLOWING'

Show Card 62 63 ARNONE I INJURY 2 INJURIES 3 PLUS INJURIES NR UNK
A) HOSPITALIZATION

B' MEDICAL ATTENTION SUCH AS CAWNG A DOCTOR GOING
TO THE CLINIC ETC

Cl HOME FIRST AID SUCH AS A BANDAGE OINTMENT OR
OTHER TREATMENT

D. COMPLAINED OF PAIN BUT DID NOT REQUEST OR NEED
FIRST AID

E. DID NOT COMPLAIN Of PAIN AND DID NOT REQUEST OR
NEED FIRST AID

85.1 ARE YOU USING ANY ARTIF!CIAL OR OTHER METHODS OF CONTROLLING FAMILY SIZE'
YES NO NR UNK

WOULD YOU PLEASE TELL ME WHAT METHODS OF CONTROLLING FAMILY SIZE YOU ARE CURRENTLY USING? PLEASE JUST
GIVE ME THE APPROPRIATE NUMBERS 5_1".1. Cord 66

II FOAM JELLY OR CREAM 2' RUBBER OR CONDOM

31 DIAPHRAGM

51 RHYTHM

7; DOUCHE

9) PILLS

41 WITHDRAWAL

6' INTRA-UTERINE DEVICE IIUDI

6. SELF DENIAL ;ABSTINENCE)

10 MALE STERILIZATION (VASECTOMY)

II) FEMALE STERILIZATION OR TUBES TIED 1 TUBAL LIT NON. I21 OTHER
NR UNK,

67 HAVE YOU BEEN TO A DOCTOR, CLINIC, OR :AMY PLANNING SERVICE WITHIN THE LAST TWO YEARS CONCERNING USE
OF BIRTH CONTROL METHODS'

YES NO NE UNIT

68 DURING ANY SICKNESS OR ILLNESS WHICH OCCURRED WHILE LIVING AT THIS ADDRESS, WERE THERE ANY PROBLEMS
TAKING CARE OF THE SICK PERSON BECAUSE OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS? ShowCord

Shrew Curd CA

z

44

L.! Re NO PRIVATE BATHROOM OR BATHROOM NOT WORKING

I TOO MANY STAIRS 10 CLIMB

3 COULON T GIVE PATIENT PRIVACY

5, DIFFICULTY IN PROVIDING CONSTANT OR PART
TIME PERSONAL CARE

7, NOT ENOUGH FRESH AIR

'7 LACKED HEAT

4 TOO MUCH NOISE

6 NOT ENOUGH HOT WATER

COULD NOT GIVE PATIENT PROPER FOOD OR DIET

101 OTHER III NO PROBLEMS

0 Pleat. specify

0225

NR UNIT



NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW

WHERE DO MEMBERS OF THIS HOUSEHOLD USUALLY GO FOR
MEDICAL CARE WHEN FEEUNG SICK OR IU? go.
111.04ses 14 the erponient

II PRIVATE PHYSICIAN Ifee Nr were riled.. Meld. Ins...Noce 1

31 NEIGHBORHOOD OR COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTER

SI Hosanna. CLINIC

71 NURSING NOME SANITARIUM. CONVALESCENT HOME

91 CHIROPRACTOR

Ill HAVE NEVER NEEDED MEDICAL CAN

10103 4107105.11
141113,711 MAI,: .60 OS I 0131

INTERVIEW NUMBER
are

MEN

211 PAGE 13

13792-04

2, PREPAID MEDICAL TAOUTY OR CENTER

41 HEALTH DEPARTMENT CONIC

HOSTIG.' EMERGENCY ROOM

So PHARMACIST DRUGGIST

101 CANNOT GET MEDIC.41 CARE

121 OTHER Weer Wed 11'/
NR UNK

00 YOU OR SOMEONE IN THIS NOOSEHOLD OWN A 71 HOW MANY PASSENGER AUTOMOBILES ARE OWNED OR
WORKING CAR, TRUCK, MOTORCYCLE, OR MOTOR SCOOTER? LI REGULARLY USED BY MEMBERS OF YOUR HOUSEHOLD?

YES NO NE UMW COUNT COMPANY CARS KEPT AT HOME.
3 PLUS tot

MOW

If WO. NI er UNR qr 7i II YES Rah 2
-

ra IF YOU NEEDED MEDICAL CARE DURING THE NIGHT IN A HURRY, HOW WOULD YOU MOST LIKELY GET TO A PLACE OF
MEDICAL CARE? Cod. art, ,ne fesponse De 001 I. 00 ne tespow, o the mreerleer
11 PRIVATE AUTO TRUCK OR OTHER VEHICLE Views ot o heed's 1
21 EMERGENCY VEHICLE Ambultere Pore r Fore Dep. Cr/
3) MIS MOUSY OR CAME CM

2 3 4 7 11

OFR

41 TAXI
5, TRAIN SUBWAY ELEVATED TRAIN
IN WALK
71 WOULD CALL MEDIAL CARE TO MY HOME
SI CANNOT GET EMERGENCY MEDICAL ATUNTION

VIM 1 OTHER Meese speed,
I

WHILE LIVING AT THIS RESIDENCE. HAVE ANY Of THE FOLLOWING REASONS PREVENTED YOU FROM USING A PUBUC OR
PRIVATE HEALTH OR MEDICAL SERVICE OR FROM RETURNING TO A HEALTH OR MEDICAL SERVICE WHEN REQUESTED TO BY A
DOCTOR? Show Cord 73

T I TYPE OF STRVICE 2 I HAD TO WAIT TOO LONG AT 3 HAD SAD EXPERIENCE WITH 4 1 OIDN T WANT TO ,

NEEDED NOT HEALTH WOUTY HEALTH SERVICE ACCEPT CHARITY OE I

AVAILABLE ANYTHING THOUGHT ,

TO BE CHARITY

S r 1110 IMPUTATION Of I DOCTOR 00E5141 EXPLAIN Si CANT UNDERSTAND 1

HEALTH SERVICE MY ILLNESS LANGUAGE OF HEALTH'
SERVICE PERSONNEL I,

I121 DON T Gff TO SEE
SAME DOCTOR

7 Dom r LIVE TO SIT IN
WAITING ROOM WITH
PEOPLE 1 MEOW

, AtRAID Of DOCTOR 101 ONLY TIME DOCTOR IS II I HAVE TO SEE TOO MANY
NEEDED IS INCH I AM PEOPLE BEFORE DOCTOR
VERY MC%--_ _ -

[DHOW ABOUT ANY OF THESE OTHER REASONS? Show Cord 74

11 HEALTH MOLTER TOO 7 I Lou CK FROM PITON 3) NO ONE TO CARE FOR 41 COULD NOT LOCATE
:L ot 1* 1 ' NEDICAl CONDITION CHILDREN HEALTH SERVICE

SLIMING

REGULARLY

S HEALTH CARE TOO 1 TAKES TOO LONG TO GET
EA1114CIVE TO HEALTH SERVICE

r SAO WEA (HER

7 HEALTH SERVICE ONLY
OPEN HOURS WHEN
I CANNOT BE THERE

10. OTHER r PLEASE SPECIFY II NONE Of THESE

51 COSTS TOO MUCH TO
GET TO HEALTH
SERVICE

MR UNK

WHICH TWO PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICES WOULD YOU MOST LIKE TO SEE MADE AVAILABLE TO PEOPLE IN THIS
NEIGHBORHOOD? 51ow Cord 75
1ST I ,101 2ND RESPONSE

RESPONSE

O J40% 7 5 I Per

Ni LINK

( OTHER Please tpttd,

76 DURING THE PAST YEAR, WHICH
'----INCOME FROM: Show Cord 76.

I I SALARY OR WAGES

S I SOCIAL SECURITY
IFTIREPAFKI 114`1.,3"sef.
AND RANI ROAD
RETIREMENT

9 ALIMONY AND
PARENT A
CHILD SUPPORT

13 AID TO THE
PERMANENTLY
TOTALLY

KA ITT cm
670 I7. NO INCOME

O : 2 3 4 Hots

OF THE FOLLOWING SOURCES HAVE YOU OR ANY MEMBERS OF

2 SILT EMPLOYMENT RENT
INVESTMENTS DIVIDENDS
INHERITANCE

31 OLD AGE ASSISTANCE
BENEFITS

SOCIAL SECURITY 7 SOCIAL SECURITY
SURVIVOR S INSURANCE DIsARP1,y INSURANCE

IQ AID TO 4ANIUES WITH II UNEAPLOYMENT
DEPENDENT CHILDREN COMPENSATION

AID TO THE KIND IS 1 EMERGENCY WELFARE
ASS'S/ ANCE

0226

5 7 11 I
THIS HOUSEHOLD RECEIVED

4) SOCIAL SECURITY
SPECIAL BENEFITS
FOR PERSONS AGED
72 AND OVER

SI PENSIONS rIomote
ronptinr. tvd

12 VETERANS CASH
BENEFITS

16 ) OTHER (Please spretlyi



NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW FORM APPROVED

':.:_". - -
SUOGIS RURIAU NO SS R 0134

TINTER': VW NUMBER
THE NEXT SERIES OF QUESTIONS ASKS ABOUT REGULARLY OCCUPIED'
ROOMS IN YOUR HOUSING UNIT A REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOM IS

SIMI

A ROOM THAT YOU OR THE MEMBERS OF YOUR HOUSEHOLD USE
FOR SLEEPING OR EATING OR UVING. NOT ORDINARILY INCLUDED

ROOM

AS REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOMS ARE HALLWAYS, BATHROOMS,
WATER LOT COMPARTMENTS, ALCOVES, LAUNDRIES, FURNACE
ROOMS, PANTRIES, FOYERS, KITCHENETTES, UTIUTY ROOMS, CLOSETS,
UNHEATED PORCHES AND HALF-ROOMS; UNLESS THESE ROOMS ARE
ALSO USED AS EATING ROOMS, SLEEPING ROOMS. OR LIVING ROOMS.

212 PAGE 14

13792-05

11111404

HOW MANY REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOMS ARE IN YOUR
NUMBER OF ROOMS

HOUSING UNIT'

NI UNK
SINS

2 3 t SMITS 5 7 2 9

FIT WHICH, IF ANY,
A ROOM WITH NO WORKING HEATING SYSTEM PROVIDED

OF THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS EXIST IN BY THE LANDLORD

ONE OR MORE OF THESE REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOMS? PLEASE
2) A ROOM WITHOUT WORKING ELECTRICITY

JUST GIVE ME THE NUMBERS OF THE CONDITIONS Show Cord 78
31 A ROOM WITH NO WINDOW OR NO DAYLIGHT

4, A ROOM WITH NO WINDOWS THAT CAN BE OPENED OR
CLOSED AT WILL AND WITH NO MECHANICAL VENTILATION

and 79 NR UNK
5) NONE OF THESE

rt , % , OF ?HES: 144 Or UAIN a, to fi 0

Ft NOW MANY OF YOUR REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOMS HAVE
ONE OR MORE OF THESE CONDITIONS' Show Cord 78 and 79.

80

TOTAL NUMBER OF ROOMS WITH ABOVE CONDITIONS NI UNK
I SINS

0 / 2 3 OM'S 5 6 7 t

EXCLUDING THE BASEMENT, ARE THERE ANY ROOMS IN WHICH YES NO NI uNK

THE FLOORS SLOPE" A SLOPING FLOOR HAS ONE PART HIGHER
OR LOWER THAN THE LEVEL OF THE REST OF THE FLOOR

HOW MANY BEDROOMS DO YOU HAVE? COUNT ROOMS NONE
2 3 ROOMS

5 PLUS NI LINK

USED ONLY FOR SLEEPING

121 HOW MANY ADDITIONAL ROOMS ARE NORMALLY USED FOR
SLEEPING AND ARE ALSO USED FOR COOKING, EATING, OR LIVING?

NONE
2 3 4 looms 5

83. DO YOU HAVE SIGHT PRIVACY IN THE ROOM YOU USE FOR SLEEPING"

7 PLUS NI UNK

YES NO NI UNK

WHILE IN THE ROOM YOU USE FOR SLEEPING, ARE YOU BOTHERED BY NOISE FROM EITHER INSIDE OR OUTSIDE THE ROOM?

1851 WHILE IN YOUR BATHROOM,_ ARE YOU BOTHERED BY NOISE FROM EITHER INSIDE OR OUTSIDE THE BATHROOM?

116: DO YOU HAVE ENOUGH ELECTRICAL OUTLETS IN EACH REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOM WITHOUT

USING SUCH SPECIAL ADAPTORS AS MULTIPLE-SOCKET OR OCTOPUS PLUGS"

YES NO NR UNK

YES NO NI UNK

YES NO NI UNK

187 DO YOU USE AN OVEN, COOKING STOVE, .0T BELLY STOVE, HOT PLATE, FIREPLACE, OR PORTABLE
ELECTRIC HEATER TO HELP MEAT ONE OR MORE ROOMS"

YES NO NI UNK

DO YOU HAVE ENOUGH HEAT IN EVERT REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOM" YES NO NI UNK

69, WITHIN THE LAST YEAR, HAVE YOU SEEN ANY RATS OR RAT SIGNS IN OR NEAR THIS BUILDING?..
YES NO NI UNK

.

90 IS THERE A KITCHEN SINK INSIDE THIS HOUSING UNIT"
YES NO NI UNK

o yes ctA DOES IT PROVIDE HOT AND COLD RUNNING WATER AND DRAIN AWAY WASTE WATER? YES
NO

NE
UNK

IS THE SINK USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD?
YES NO NI UNK

IS THERE A GAS OR ELECTRIC KITCHEN STOVE INSIDE THIS HOUSING UNIT?
YES N:. NR UNK

YES NO NI UNK
rr YES DOES IT

IS THE STOVE USED RY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD'
YES NO NR UNK

IS THERE A MECHANICAL REFRIGERATOR INSIDE THE HOUSING UNIT"
YES NO NI UNK

If YES ash ; IS IT IN WORKING ORDER"
YES NO NI UNK

IS THE REFRIGERATOR USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD'
YES NO NI UNK

91 IS THERE A BATHROOM SINK INSIDE YOUR HOUSING UNIT"
YES NO NI UNK

IM YES n,l DOES IT PROVIDE HOT AND COLD RUNNING WATER AND DRAIN AWAY WASTE WATER?.. YES
NO NR UNK

IS THE SINK USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD'
YES NO NI UNK

IS THERE A BATHTUB OR ',HOWER INSIDE YOUR HOUSING UNIT"
YES NO NI UNK

'I. YES DOES IT PROVIDE HOT AND COLD RUNNING WATER AND DRAIN AWAY WASTE WATER" YES
NO NI UNK

YES NO NR UNK
IS THE SHOWER OR i 16 USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD'

IS THERE A FLUSH TOILET INSIDE YOUR HOUSING UNIT/
YES NO NI UNK1

or yes n,M DOES IT WORK",
YES NO NR UNK

, . ,
4 IS THE TOILET USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD?

YES NO NI UNK

0227



r.

1-E DOES THIS HOUSING UNIT IAVE ANY OF THE 1.01.10WING
CONDITIONS IN ANY OF I- ROOMS, 4. /4
CROR 0. 440, 01,6

NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION, SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW sI/OW EAU IRO 111 01JR

N UMEINQ tEAsks

WATER ( OU,CI
CEILINGS WALLS
WINDOWS OR DOORS

,EQUENT PAIN WAIFR ).LAN
'HREJUL CE11,4444> 4,t`
WINDOWS OR CiOCRS

93! IS YOUR HOUSING UNIT
/4,H 6,0 44 the /ow r.4.041,41 1 410, Nie0 I

1 2 3- _ . .
.4 v.4

44 1040

181041.0

213
1319 ro6

ROM

1 RENTED FW CASH
7; A COOPERATIVE OR CONDOMINIUM WHICH IS OWIL' D 01 MING

SOUGHT SY YOU OR II SOMEONE ELSE IN THIS HOUSEHOLD
3) OWNED OR NINO SOUGHT 114 YOU 01 SY SOMEONE USE IN THIS

;,NR HOUSEHOLD
41 OCCUPIED WITHOUT PAYMENT Of CASH ERNI_

--;;;-, WHICH Of THE FOU.,.e.i/ING CA. EGORliS REST 0E'ICRI9E
Lj. THIS HOUSEHOtTi S MON I H1Y RENT, 477-, . 7., 7 ,7 ,

, ..,..4 ir. ors >how ....1r44 43 4,,,,t ...:,.
0 1 914411

(-g-,-w-Hick 0. tsorbil5WiNC:',..ifEdiSFilFS BEST -DE 36i1f4E 7.- Wt ELT'
LL THIS HoustHuLD S moNtbi , Kis, RTGAGE is e MERITS) ior%

A,, tr .,, r4, v ,1 ,.....4 I et ' s' iiI,I w C' " ..rd 05, 0 2 3 4 11115 5 7 5. . --. _ __ ,. _ --
95 IN ADDITION TO THE RENT we, , Z. ' 00 ' 01) r", I. i0 vA W FOR - 'Ark pa 4 o 7 1 -, c d 1 on.i n of Ph... paes446 or «oar resporwArow

L----2 a. ElFCINCITS'4 014,1,1 1,, 4:: MC 44 1(4 r; ymcse

TINS

.0

VA TER, V.11,1` S 714

O 7 ' a ..' a

e REM ESIAle TAXES, WHIT Is THE 1E.Stt.4 PA v MEN
NO IN 44
MORT

1 7 7 a ys ., 4
4.

0 nn .
C A

I' 4,443, WHAT IS THE MONTHa PAYMENT,
0,01
0' 00 la 04 IN NE UNR

7 3 4 gas S

O ^ 7 umIs S 7 A 9

el Olt CON, NEROSENt W00.3 ETC ? WHAT IS THE YEARLY COSE7

t 'sci ; EiMT NE UNE
1 4 'HO S a

0 7 1 9 7 P 94 t00% i

P , ... , ,,,
_ _____ .__..__Triarj

"ow MAN; AR:4 ii IMEN TS"C"4
-

Nukatits
r--- P. . ....

7'1 NOT ..OUN I INr., YOUR MOM.. P. , ,,,
,....... AND ROOrtING UNIT;, AV ',Ii.R4 t!-: 11.-.'i I.1ILI ,.,,f-

O 1 '14410 S A 7 II *

'99'
NONE

Ai Fr cENT At 0.4 7e Pr .1 111411s e, 4'4/

O toe t% 5 fl 7 4 9

Of. THESE VACANT *EWA( UNITS HOW MANY
1;_:_jHAVE THEIR OWN KITCHEN/ NE NOR

2 3 4 'Do 3 6 7

I)

,100; H0v, MAW 04J0th DT/ 1 1410

;04(tilDir, e , ),),1 114()Ati.10.11 6i tot 1wa,.: ;it!. 1,11.- r,:CR1,4 ?we, u.v.tc.INOUVS

7 4 tkIIS 3 6 a N

2 7 ... Nan 5 7 I

.1.
-1------- ----RR --lia-

TOTAt YEASIT Ii.:( ;',ORE ':'t ' .) 2 3 4 MLR 3 0 7 II V

IAA t of 4g
Li Sow Cord 102

v10,t04CE ')E DWOI14:71:Nt.
."111 PIVSPI,

744

"Izt'. 440

c .
rifoU, 4 11 ,

t '4 L TI. t,..1:,1W44G etiN A MAJOR THREAT IN THIS NEIdNWwMOOD7

,aat c

Maa,i1L ;Mad *a. le

,17 ,I` les r 7 MUM, RIGHTING SEATING

4 VILIECI 4 THROWN OR WIPPED

6 r WINN° SHAMING

Homic.,ot mulmet

10 oPuNtHiss

I 4LIVINIII DELINQUENCY

S IllEGIIIMAt'Y

SiT.101 PHISUTION

IN OTHER IS NONE OP THESE

Ph so 4,4

0228
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NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
INTERIOR INTERVIEW

ON THE BASIS OF YOUR OWN EXPERIENCE OR FROM WHAT

YOU'VE HEARD OR READ, PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER YOU ARE

SATISFIED OR DISSATISFIED WITH THE FOLLOWING SERVICES.

ALSO PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER OR NOT YOU HAVE HAD

PERSONAL CONTACT WITH THESE SERVICES. (Newt ewe .Lem Do

net oh mere Mem rum umemmee for eech men*

f%1:44,1,447,
-"'40 4e '40 4* *o

TRASH COLLECTION

OARIAOE COLLECTION

MILK MEDICAL FACILITIES

SCHOOLS EDUCATION

WELFARE AND PUBLIC
ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
HOUSING CODE INSPECTION

RODENT PEST AND DOG
CONTROL
POLICE PROTECTION

HOE PROTECTION

'MK TRANSPORTATION

WATER UGHT AND POWER GAS
ON ELECTIIKI
EMPLOYMENT SERVICES

AND DECISION SYSTEM 214

POEM APPIOVIC
swop wets) NO 1310134

iNtEOVIEW t4I/MAER

MOM

SIM

PAGE 16

13792 -07

WNW

-----
NOW, PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER YOU ARE SATISFIED OR
DISSATISFIED WITH THESE SERVICES 111,01 wHA ow. De ma

Cede more thee tem response. he wHA swvHe 4b.
cq

i4r74of 46 4116

SEWAGE DISPOSAL IS1w0f 114
foulm boao.ps *ft 1

RECREATION 01 ADULTS

4
SE

to
4*46

Yii
IN TIN PAST, PEOPLE NAVE MENTIONED CONCERN ABOUT SOME OE THE FOLLOW.
ISO CONDITIONS IN TRIM MEIGOS00000. FOR EACH CONDITION I'M ABOUT
TO READ, PLEASE TELL ME vnanon OR NOT THE CONDITION EXISTS, AND IF IT
BOPS EXIST moue YOU ARE CONCERNED OR IINCONCERNIO ASOUT IT. (twoeqlr

*4) APR 414
NEIGHOORWX30 IS INCONVENIENT TO
TRANSPORTATION SHOPPING SCHOOLS
AND OTHER SERVICES

NEIGH1101114000 DOES NOT HAVE
ENOUGH DRUG STORES
POLICIES OF NEIGNIOIN000 STORES
ARE HARD ON PEOPLE
NEIGHBORHOOD DOES NOT HAVE
ENOUGH LAUNDROMATS
TOO MANY SANS IN THE AREA

NEIGHBORHOOD DOES NOT HAVE
ENOUGH FOOD STORES
THREE IS NOT ENOUGH LOW COST
LOW -SENT HOUSING IN THE AREA
THE CONDITION Of THE NEIGHBORHOOD
AND ITS HOUSES IS UNSATISFACTORY
THE AREA IS OVERCROWDED

POOR STREET LIGHTING

NEIGNIORHOOD DOES NOT HAVE
ENOUGH ADEQUATE PARKS AND
PLAYGROUNDS

1; CALLED OR WRITTEN A PUBLIC OFFICIAL

3, FORMED ON ATTENDED PHIGH00,11000 ORGANIZATIONS

51 TALKED TO A 721EST, MINISTER. RAM OR OTHER REUGIOUS LEADER

7) TALKED TO LANDLORD

19) GAVE MONEY TO HELP
Ni UNE

RECREATION FOR TEENAGERS

RECREATION FOE CHILDREN

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL

STRUT AND ROAD CONDITIONS AND
MAINTENANCE
TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL

COUR'S

PUBLIC HOUSING

JAILS, CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES,

PLEASE TELL ME IF THESE CONDITIONS EXIST !N THIS
AREA, AND IF SO WHETHER YOU ARE CONCERNED OR
UNCONCERNED fiewmi wait own

rbe,Po4,17;04, r°Ni*r°
PEOPLE DO NOT HAVE ENOUGH INCOME

PEOPLE DO NOT HAVE ENOUGH Of
THE RIGHT KIND Of FOOD
PEOPLE DO NOT HAVE ENOUGH WORK
OR ENOUGH WORKING HOURS
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTION arrows ARE
TOO ACTIVE
TOO MANY NEIGHBORHOOD PROGRAMS
RUN BY OUTSIDERS
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTION GROUPS DO
NOT REPRESENT OR ACT IN THE
PEOPLES INTERESTS

THERE ARE MANY DIFFERENT WAYS OF TRYING TO DEAL
WITH CONDITIONS IN A NEIGHBORHOOD. IN ATTEMPTING
TO DEAL WITH NEIGHBORHOOD CONDITIONS, HAVE YOU
EVER DONE ANY OF THE FOLLOWING IN THIS
NEIGHBORHOOD? Show Cord 107. PLEASE JUST GIVE
ME THE NUMBERS.

71 JOINED A PROTEST PARADE OR PICKETED

4) SIGNED A PETITION

A) TRIED TO DO SOMETHING ABOUT IT MYSELF

81 MET WITH OTHER INTERESTED PEOPLE

101 OTHER III NONE OF THESE

/Neese spofy

HERE ARE THINGS SOME PEOPLE WOULD LIKE TO SEE CHANGED IN THEIR HOME. WHICH OF THESE CONDITIONS WOULD
YOU LIKE TO SEE CHANGED IF ANY? Show Cord 105, PLEASE JUST GIVE ME THE NUMBERS OF THE CONDITIONS.

11 HOUSE TOO DRY IN WINTER 71 HOUSE TOO NOV IN SUMMER

3) NOT ENOUGH HOT WATER

Si FURNITURE OLD OR LACKING

71 NO ADEQUATE PLACE TO STORE GARBAGE BEFORE

I, NOISE INSIDE BUILDING

I I i OTHER rPlease spwIty

REMOVAL

0229

11 NO LAUNDRY FACILITIES OR FACILITIES INADEQUATE

INADEOUATE CLOSET SPACE

I, 000E INSIDE HOUSE

101 NOT ENOUGH ROOMS

171 NONE OF THESE
NR LINK



NEIGHBORHO ; ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SY,TFM
INTERIOR iNTERVIEM

ii PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER OU ACME . 0 4,11( 11:11.10I' EACH OF THE FOLLOW:N1/4. STLIFMENV.0

I 1/0011t1 At t, .1 M
.EAs1 A.volto

3 MY 14Q1j1k A ..At. th.,;01 M it

GU* FAMILY GET% ALONG WELL tCY61.1501111

. 5 EN JOY WOOL it AYM.140 Imt II )IYJ

0 I Ott ALON. WILt 101114 Mt Nrit,51At,

wHETscic, (0J &r.:1.1 DICF.EF W!,11
EACH OF THE FOLLOWiNO STATEMENTS . . ,

AR D.t1011,
POL'tf T4(A1 ist P0(111 Cif 1141'

_1.411014%0111000 EA10'1

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

?ye. etitt*,
,r'1 LA!'

NNW

01111M

,s :hit 10
t .1111

I 'A. ,
I Ors - O.' I.
AvrAl It 1W HOMY Al. 1',I1 ot'

.1

10 'P' l'1.? .1[ .,

1,44 tit
1,4,t '

TENANTS AND LAI;IDLOODS OFTFN HAVE r,st1I.i/tTAT l'AVCONS A140,,s1 wHO
=CAUSE OF THE NECEsSAR1 MAINTFNANC NStJt it. roc-...0 .A.0,4;1,404;1 low ye

TENANT DO YOit THINK SHOULD
110 NO P.

*ANT ANY rt. ,10.1 ,

COLLECT ANO C ICE TAA051 .041' A
El)* C15/AAC3 tr)

5 ItP,ACE IIROMIT4 (3
REIPAik 011:3VI C.104104,
AIICHEN AMA:
OFT 010 01 *OW Ad) 5s4t ;
!Tv II .1 R F ..1/

F. 5

YOU li$4...1.1.e &i Co, , it :1

YT, 00'T
v .1a "11'.) Nr (-114 N.Noutp

,.1 ei qf, Mitt .4:
HEALH 4101. . ,, " 4. ;
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.` ,r01-111
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