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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 wa!ﬂ'refhting to their concerns with

. \

sick children, relatives in mental hospitals, 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 concerm with
man-man and man-environment ralationships. However, these differ sub-
stantially in thg extent to'qhich they are person;{ized7and_the_extent
to which the comsequénces of ecological problems are immediate. While
inadequate sewage disposal in a region may mean potentially polluted
water to middle~income residents, it may mean immediate and critical.
ﬁealth problems to low-income residentg of that région. Similarly,
middfeién(ome 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 proﬁlems

firsthand Moreover, the poor are likely to experience crowding and
overpopulstion within the context of poor sewage and housing, inade;;ate medical
and menta;‘health services, as well as within limited prospects for long-

term emplofment. 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 af'multiple levels of

0015, - '




concern. Moreover, these data must have the potgntial for shedding light

2 on ﬁasic theoretical questions and contain sdge possiblé solutions to
N\ s

s

practical ..and immediate problems. 1In qﬂdition, it should be possible to

use_these data, whether basic or applied, as a basis for multiple strategies

-

of ecological intervention. Lo

. Strategies oféecdlogical intervention” mean the deployment of

. . #
resources in onder to increase the quality of life at persona;, community,

and regional levels. In addition, these intervention strategies should be
integrative, focusing on the related diversities of needs within social
s systenms. >

Conceptual models for intervention strategies which have been thus far

employed have tended to be narrow in scope and operative at énly'a

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

have tended to develop .programs for emotionally disturbed children

withofit focusing on the network of overlying,faﬁily pathologies; we have

‘ deve19pcd programs for cqmmuni}y referral of alcoholics without examining
family and community stresses; and we have developed jdb training programs *
without medical programs dgsigneq to help workers stay healthy. -

Neither have our:.intervention strategies successfully integrated
the use of often scanty human service resources. Unfortunatelyz the
reverse ha; tended to be the rule. The intef—organizationél relationships ,
amdné human service organizations, those organizations with real and
éotential resources for ecological intervention, have rarely approached °
\canons of professional ethics so often refer;ed to by their r;gidenta
staff. In a recent review of some literature on these inter-organizatibnal

’ -

relationships, Demone afi}f Harshbarger have noted that "...the extraor-

dinary point is that many agencies are unawaresof and disinterested

ERIC | 0016
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(N

in the essential symbiosis which overlays the entire human service
N -

netwosk. This awareness, when manifested, occurs frequently in the forams

.

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

prg}ection are more common than collaboration and cooperat:l;on."1

The recent growth and popularization of system theory Guld sugge
. . N *
that we may be developing togls 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 edch-other, including the prop-

557 . . . .

. erties of heirarchical levels of units and interaction patterms, as well
?';; f‘:- .q > " . ‘ "
: as:’boundaries, boumd!ty maintenance, and internal-external energy re-
K2 T . & .

. lationships. Conceptually, this approgch might be used by a physician in : -

discussing the integrity of the human boay or a social scientist~ip :
\ ) .
discussing the problems of a community or a region. That is, we might

focus on an individual as a very basic—unit—in-a-system, his family and
social rélationships'at the next higher level of that system, his neigh-

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

levéls,¥ﬂements; and transactional relationships involved in a defini-
.. tion of a -community. Such‘aﬁ approach could be carried on, of course,
moving towards systems definitigns of regions and darge geographic areas.

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

¥ -

be interacting, or in somg‘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

F

1Demone, H. W. Jr., and Harshbarger, D. The Planning and Administration o -
of Human Services, New York: Behavioral Publications, 1973 ] '
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employment and economics, residential housing, tax revenues, cit

ment, and parks and recreation to mention only a few. All of these
L]

e

systems are ‘important components in understanding and interveming 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 has:led, on the one hand, to overgpecialized

;eseatch, 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-

v

wide pathoiogy, without examining the ecological parametérs_or internal

community contingencies which are problem related. Howéver, it is possfble
‘e, ~

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

have used, not the nature of the problem itself.

In the present prdject there has been an attempt to use the framework

’

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

multi-level integration ofkdata.
K

D
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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 hunan responses to those prohlems, are directly related
. 7
to com%:nity social and economic conditions. Therefore, this chapter

describes the broad social and economic structure of‘West Virginia°

.2 structure containing all of the samplg counties in thls research

»

Hopefully, this description will provide a useful background for inter-
‘pretations of the survey datad presented in subsequent chapters. The . %
present chapter will discuss income and employment trends, as well as

patterns of educational and welfare investments and egpenditures.

. . ;
+ - ¢ - ¢ !

loyment -
West Vir?inia 8 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 e
1950 witn a comparable"estinate of 3§8,800 forzl970. The leading factors
retarding the state's economic growth, uring a time uhen the national
economy was surging forward at unprecedented eustained,rates, were
declines 1in coal mining (122,800 persons employed "in 1950 versus 48,900
in 1970) and agriculture (61,770 persons emp{oyed 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 g
positions. (Seé Table 2-1), .
4 <
Agriculture has been declining in importance nationally,.and West L )

Virginia has also éxperienced this decline. However, the state has

»
a
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been’ so heauily dependent upon coal miningxtﬁat when employmenb fell in

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

»,

This problem was further compounded by the fact that other industrial
sectors did not grow enough to absorb displaced workers. . T .
Normally, when an area experiences reduced economic oppoiﬁunit§, B .

" labor force mobility, which draws people from low income area

high

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

and continues to occur in West Virginia.” It is well known that thousands C s

‘r

of people moved from the state' to other areas of the.nation during the

1950's and 60 s. It is also well known that this migration has produced vt .
a state population tending to have a disproportionately large number of s -
older and younger people.’”These groups are, of course, the least mobile. o » ¥

" West Virginia s unemployment rate has exceeded the national rate for
.many years; In 1972 the rate.of unemployment in West Virginia was 6.9 .
percent compared to 5.6 percent fof the United States as a whole (See ’
Table 2-1).- Iq-the same year, per capita income in West Virginia was | ¢ 5 . .

"

§3574'c9mpared to $4478 for the United States. Indeed, the state's per ‘
capita income has consistently been below.the national estimate. This toe .
h;d been true since at least 1?40 as reported by the U. S. Bureau of the .
Censys. (See Tables 2-2 .and 2-3). Consistent with these trends,_and ' cor
largely due to discouraged workers, the nature of the demographic'features ' ,
of the'statefs population, and the industrial structure oflthejstate's
economy which heavily.influences the quantity 'and quality of labor
demand, the state's labor force-participation rates- are lower than the

natioftal rates. In 1970, the participation’ rate of males and females

16 years of age and dver_ﬁas'60.3 percent” for the, United States

oo ()();3()1'
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comparéd to only 47.1 percent for West Virgin#®. Even when controlling*
by sex, the West Virginia labor fdérée participation rates are lower, e

with male rates for the Umifed States at J9.2 percent cdmpared-to .

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

.

. ) -, P y
United States compared to-29.4 percent for West Virginiat (See Table 2-4).
JapsTe o .

/ - -
It is possible that the efogggigzinaicators cited above reveal a
. personal preference for leisure rather than iqcome aﬁong potential labor

- force participants (the "lazy mountainee ﬁypothesis) However, this '

L4

explanation has not been widely advanced by those who have seriously

studied work behavior.in both West Virginia and the Appalechihn Region.
o Neither ddes the data to be presehted later support this poiht of view.

. 0~ _Cultural explahations of the Region S economic problems have been gdvanced ¢

.

e : which have lead to inferences about non—economic factors which may

v restraiﬁ mobijity. However, it probably is true that the delay in the T

achievement of a more comfortable equilibrium betweeo the level of
) liying of people of the state and their econnmic opportunitie; is due
té a wide array of interde;endent factors, ,including at 'lea.st the follow~
v 1ing: the structure cf economic opportunities inside and outsidemof the
state; olllingness to respond to greater economic. opportunity (the cultural
factor); and the ability to respond to economic‘ogportunity (particularly
‘health and education). ' ot
! Educational attainment is generally regaroed as positively related
to health end neighborhood environmental quality, (It is also known- to

o ‘be intercorrelated with income). In 1970, median school years complteted

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

[
I
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, attitudes toward welfare recipients here and throughout t

W -

to only 10 6.years for West Virginia. (See Table 2-5). In part, the

.

difference in educational attainment probably can be analyzed in terms
of sfate expenditures for education wh ch vary with per capita income.
\ N

. ' . \

In 1970 elementary and secondary ‘teachers earned an average annual

'.salary of $9265 inﬂéhe United States compared to only $7800 in West

Virginia.& (See Table 2-6)

Public Welfare System in West Virginia

. For thoae in the population who are peor,’ the Welfare and Food

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

- delivery systems are, therefore!‘gignificant in our analysis of human
. ¢ “ . L I . “
service systens‘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 economic expansion, resulting in income and

-

ednéation levels which have been subpar relative to national norms,

it is not su(prising to find a significantly larger percentage of poor

people in West Virginia than in the hation. And given pr%lent

nation, it

is not surptising to find a wide~spread concern with the welfare poor
in West Virginia - a concern which has been manifested in such actions
as the ‘reduction of the number of recipfents among the unemployed
father (i.e. AFDCU) categorical program.

* Table (2-7) indicates that the public assistance rolls moved upward

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

f! 1961. While this is a significant increase in itself, far more

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

\\

°
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Prior to l96i, unemployed fathers with;ut full disability were ® ) .
’ | ineligible to receive public assistance. However, as 3 result of the g’
1961 amendments to the Social‘Security Act,'inability to find employ-
ment became a sufficient réason to receive public welfare aid.l This
new amendmeﬁf, which'became'law at the option of the individual states

led directly to the sudden explosion in the number of persons on
. welfare roils and the so-called public welfare‘;risis which received
(and continues Fo Teceive) national attent}on in the late 1960's and
early {97015, culminating in a wide array of proposals and experiments
® concerned ‘with a workable and ;cgeptablé income mai;ten%nce 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 -
. 4 .

outcry. While there were those who viewed the sudden growth in the
) . é;mbers of welfare ;;cipients as an indication that the welfsre system
"was finally fulfilling its mission of extending éervices and income
security to the. impoverished, many policymzkers and community and

business leaders viewed the sudden growth in walfare caseloads as

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

been fouﬁded. - 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 gxise the "cheaters" and "swindlers" (go use

Senator Long's terminology) from the welfare rolls.

", New laws were passed and the provisions of thoge 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

= ' e
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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

sy

successful in reducing the so~called unemployed father's -caseload to
. * > '\.11)
approximately 1,500 cases. Few states can equal that reduttiwn rate.

ﬁelfare‘policy in West Virginia, as in the’ nation generaliy, has
been‘toward a reduction and stabilization in monthly money benefits for
the adult'welfare categories, such'as AFDC and AFDCU, and an increase
in their non-cash benefits (i.e; food sta@ps, services, clotningfaliowanees).

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

servipes and the cash payments‘fwhich have been notoriously low in the
United States in general and in West Virginia in particular? for the
remaining categoricai velfare 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 cé?hs 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,
narticularly the welfare poor. (See Tables 16-20). Data on' 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 of their

.

basic needs --‘food. i

»
. i

-Data presented'in tables 2-7 through 2-11 indicate clearly that the °
number of participants and expenditures for food stamps have increased |,
- .

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

and its first full year of operatign/in 1962. 1In 1962 in West Virginia,

¢

. 0024




, .

11

~

14,060 persons participated in the program as recipients of foodwstlmps
valued at $200,000. '(See Table 2-8). For the fiscal year ending June 30,
1971, there were 66,100 hsuseholds (or 247,000 people) who were‘ectivé
participants in the program and the total value of the food stamps they
received had reached approximately $65 million. :f one excludes the . \
monies-used by the recibients to pnrchase the stamps; the bonus value \\\-
of all stamps for fiscal year 1970 was almost QQE\:%Alion. \SSee Table 2-9),
élthough the food stamp program in West Virginia has imnressivery .
expan&ed, a more important concern is how'well is tHe‘program reaching
thellow—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 countjes of the state, and quite well in others.
Although data presented in Tables 2-~10 and 2-11 are somewhat misleading
and’ overstate the suctess of programs by including only welfare recipients
rather than all eligible low income households in the b;se, as well as
using $3000 as the.poverty level income, criteria quite different from
those used by the West Virgini; 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 exampie,othe percent .of
eligible low income recipients who have participated in the food stamp
pro%ram reaches 50.percent or less in several counties of the state.

P

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

both fnadequate attempts to make the potential clients aware of their

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

their becoming welfare cliengs.

. 0020 .
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The West Virginia Tax System: A Brief Overview S
The amount of monies available to state government in West -Virginia s
is, of course, important in meeting the basit health, education, welfare . . ﬂ
-~ 4

B ‘

and other ﬁuman service needs of residents. Since a large proportion
of fuﬁds‘come from taxation, it is very important that the tax system

be gtructured so as to be adequate, convenient ard, perhaps most

°

’ importantiyﬁin a democratic societ}, equitable. By adequacy we.mean

4

not only a sysfem which raises sufficient tax revenue to carry out the

functions of goverﬁment, but also a system which is structured ({n terms

qf the tax rate and base coverage) to be sufficiehtly elas;ic that it
Lwill provide substantially more revenue ag the economy and the se;vice ~
needs of the people expanded. Cogvenience, of course, simply refers to
ease of payment by the taxpayer gnd cost of tax éolleckions to the state.,
Tax equity refers .to fairness of the system; th;b is, it is based on the
Sitizen’s ability to pay and the citizen’s benefits received,

fﬁere is, in fact, little about the West Virginia tax-system at
the state or local levels that is unique or particularly note;orthy with
the exception of the gtate's heavy reliance on the Business anq Occupational
Tax as a source of tax revenue. The Business and, Occupational Tax iwhiéh
is the major revenue producing tax in. the Qtatg),ihas been adjudged as
one of the worst forms of taxation by tax ;xperté throughout the ngtion
and has little to recommen; it other than the fact that it does raise
substantial revenue for West Virginia. For the mo;t part, .the types of
taxcs included in West Virginia tax sysﬁemsxvary 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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ﬁu&is the primary source of tax revenue for all local governments, its .
- --.‘ P /\% "\

revenut Qﬁ&fing ability is severely restricted by the long-standing

tax limitation amendments of the West Virginia congtitution which limit

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

‘With the heavy reliance on the Business and Occup;tion tax; the = . : _‘
general sales tar and otheriforms ot seles taxetioq (withbut'tax credits
to reduce the burdee on those“with low- incomes), the relative under~
utiliéation Qf the personal income tax by state government and.the major
reliance on the property tai by ‘local government, the West Virginia .tax
system is quite regressive.

Although the general expenditures of West Virginia per $1000 of
personal income have often exceeQed the national average fbér vatioué
functions of state government (See Table 2-12), data presented in
Table 2-13 indicate that'&est Virginia has lagged behind the other A
Appalachian states and the United States as a whole in the growth of . ,

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

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

governments in West Virginia compare rather unfavorably eith neighboring -
states of Appalachia as well as the nation as a whole ie'their allocations
of monies for almost.all categories of government programs{z Perticulafly
notewortﬁy is the low level of local, éovernment expenditures in:West
Virginia. - . . ‘ N
Despite the very encouraging economic growth experienced by West
Virginia,dpring the last few years, the state's primary sources of .

internal tdxaticn have failed to provide expanded revenues as rapidly

a
as had occurred in neighboring states. Table 2-12 describes this problem. \

.
‘
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in comparison to all other.Appelaehian srétes, West Virginia is last in
bqiﬁvthe aggregate and percentile increas®s of state and iocel revenues
over an lé year pe,&od. Although this poor showing in part reflects
“the decline in population during the years covered by the table, it

' also may‘indicate the inelastic properties of the state tax structure.

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

. N 8"
. ' Virginia may be incapable of expanding sufficiently given present rates

3

. . o ' J -
of economic growth adid the concurrent incréasa in demand for government

> . 0

gerviEes.

L]

In general, per capita measurements of revenues and expenditures

e

b

b? West Virginia counties tend to confirm mény of the survey findings to
be presented later in this report that rural areas are in nee of improved
.service from-government delivery systems. Conparhtive county measurements
“in Table'z-la indicate that both .the per capita;tax eagacisz'and'egggrg
of the less populated counties are significantly below tha’. of the more

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

¢ [y

*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 scrvices shoen
‘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 hespitals.
This most likely reflects the higher per capita cost of maintaining hospitai

..
~

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
. _ ) )

0025
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describéd later in this report, it may be necessary to‘raise West Virginia's
revenues and expenditures up to the nationgl 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 fevenue efforts,
without major change;.such as an ingreased séverance tax, will be adequate
for thé ta;k ahead. Otherwise what may be required are increased Federal
inputs dgsigned specifically to compensate f;r the demonstrated inability

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

necessary to satisfy its many human needs.

- N
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TABLE 2-2

’

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

Census-Years 1940, 1950, 1960, and 1971

YEAR . ‘i‘ AREA

United States

West Virginia

1940 1 ses.

1950 1,596
1960 2,216
1971 4,156
1972% " 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.
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TABLE 2-5 )
Public School Emrollment and Teachers Salaries in
United States and West Virginia, 19%0

<
-

United States West Virginia -

Puhlic School Enrollment -(1,000) )

Elementary ‘ 27,497 222

Secondary : T 18,407 178

Classroom teachers (elem) 1,131,774 . 8,352

Secondary : 929,341 8,230

Pupil~teacher yratio g . 22.3 24,1
Estimated Salary (Average in dollars)

All teachers : 9,265 7,800

Elementary 9,u25 - 7,600 \

Secondary 9,540 8,000

,

Precent pistribution of Teachers by salary groups

Under $6,500 . ‘ 6.9
$§6,500~7499 15,6 . 34.4
$7,500-8499 18.4 40,9
$8,500-9499 -~ . 16.7 ' 8.3
$9,500 and over 40.7 9.5

Sodtce:) U.S. Bureau of the Census, General Social and Economic Characteristics,
1970,

<
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TABLE 2-6

Median Scﬁool Years Completed by fhe_Pbpulatiqn 25 Years and Oyer
for the United States, West Virginia, and Selected Counties of
West Virginia for the Census Years 1940, 1950, 1960 and 1970

AREA 1940 1950 | 1960 | 1970

o ' M [ I )
United States 8.4 831 85 | 9.3 10.6 12.2
West Virginia 7.8 7.7 ] 8.0 8.5 | 8.8 | 10.6
HarrZson ] sa 8.1 8.3 8.9 9,9 .| 12.0
Monongalia = 8,0] 7.8 | 8.2 8.8 | 9,4 lé.l
Cabell 8.4/8.3 |86 | 93 1.0 [1.9
Kanavha 8.2 8.1 | 8.3 9.0 101 J12.1.
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 2-10 Cont.

~

"

Area and State Average % of
N County Population Recipients Population ;
a 8: 79,417 2,390 3.0
ddridge 6,389 303 4.7
e Harrison 73,028 2,087 2.9
Area 9: 53,363 3,353 6.3
Barbour 14,030 1,127 8.0
Preston 13,878 1,453 10.5
Taylor 25,455 773 3.0
Area 10: 40,913 3,037 7.4
Pocahontas 8,800 691 7.8
Randolph 24,596 1,965 8.0 o
Tucker 7,447 381 5.1 o
o
Area 11: 24,493 1,601 6.5 O
Grant - 8,607 446 5.2
Hardy 8,855 581 6.6
Pendleton 7,031 574 8.2
Area 12: 131,224 7,225 . 5.5
Cabell 106,918 6,072 5.8
Mason 24,306 1,153 4.7
Area 13: 35,014 1,976 5.6
Jackson 20,903 893 4.3
Roane 14,111 1,083 7.7
Area 14: 14,828 1,656 11.2
Calhoun 7,046 996 14.1
Gilmer 7,782 660 8.5 3
Area 15: 36,939 2,241 6.1 o
Lewia 17,847 1,200 6.7 o f
Upshur 19,092 1,041 5.5 . ;
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Table 2-11 .
Percent of West Virginis Population Recaiving Public Assletence, Percant of Population below
Poverty Level, Percent Participating {n Yood Stamp Progrem, 1970-71 .
Bo & X of Pop. No of Housahold Participating | Incdme lean Income lasw
Receiving Publie tn Food Stamp Programme - than Foverty than Poverty .
Level, Pargon 1 ehold. .
ks 8 X [As a2
b4 ¥o pelfars | Wouse-] No 4 ¥o X
- Pacipient hold X
Barbour 1127 8.0 694 61.6 80.4 4027 30.1} 870 31.4
N
F"RC‘CY 1128 321 a7 5693 16,1 D608 14.0
Boone 2490 9.9 1545 62.0 81.7} 7682 30.7 P890 30:4
Braxton 1242 9.8 831 66.9 99,4] 5295 42,1 }83¢ 40,8
Brooke 968 3.3 670 69.2 68.4§ 3216 10.9 § 980 12.0
Cabeil | 6072 S8 3497 S1.4 531017060 12 s Jasay 3%
CaThoun 996 14.4 509 s1.1 151.5] 3119 4.5 {336 3.7
‘h, [ 1422 1S5.8 313 £2.0 1 4028 A1 91 6A1 AS2 .
dri 303 %) 269 88,8 81.0} 1686 26.6 | 332 33.9
. E VTN Y T L soabuue | oo LTI
] r 660 8,5 432 44,1 82.5] 2991 42.6 § 513 40.2
r Ak 5.2 i $9.2 2802 1 12.8lsos na
Greenbrier 1569 . 4.9 1377 87.8 , 70.5] 8411 26.4 952 26.3
H } il 5.9 152 L o6 2l wos | og < li6o 232
H K 1019 2.6 551 54,1 51.9§ 3997 7.6 o6l 9.9
s8] e T TR $3.1! 2829 12.2] &350 0.8 ~ >
H!rrigon 2087 2.9 1710 81.9 43.21 12370 17.243957 18.8
g_a%;_@ 893 4.3 562 62,9 TAL28 19,8 11
- Je !Fg_\ 601 2.8 Ak 66 9 Al | . : -
Kanawha 11536 5.0 6815 59.1 55.61 37673 16.5112 18,2
L_ 6.1 36 1.3 16,20 4611 28.8) as0 25,3
17.0 1852 57,7 152.1) 8176 43,5218 39,7
8.z 2337 S51.8 22.2012706 2.5 02 26.4
14.4 3271 45.0 75611806 35.8 ha2s 1.2
3.2 A4S £ 2 43340837 30— 29réy
4.2 939 59,1 $9.1{ 4777 13.0 }589 16.7
4.7 .1 50,4} 6213 26,1 )64 26,0
6.9 2482 58.7 62,2({14009 22.5 B990 24,1
4.3 264 77.4 s 4672 20.6 }366 23.4
Mingo 5067 15.5 2793 ss, 82.713925 42,6 276 41,6 | ¢
Monongalia 1490 2.3 1361 90,0 38.4 {20932 18.9 §488 21.6
Monroe 261 e8| a3 L2 | s2.6l3308 | 536 .| 30,54
n 286 3.3 223 78.0 50.01 1675 19.7 {447 202
Nicholas ' 1342 1000 a5 | easl6een | 20,2 lugs 2.6
Ohio 2862 1497 50,1 45.61 8737 14,2 3282 17.5
Pendleton 574 8.2 268 46,2 95,31 2303 3,4 §278 33,5
Pleasants 106 4,2 179 8.5 ] 5.9} 1162 17.3 {320 21.7
Pocahontas 691 7.8 499 122 1/ a5 2032 1 a6 lsey 6.6
res ton 1453 10.5 1015 70, 66.11 7845 31.2 536 . 29.9
* P ’ \ K L e = ~ - - - < -
Putham 1276 4,6 899 70,5 2a.8 0450 16 ooy T
Rate 4429 6.3 1316 [14.9 68.0 116368 23.7 14873 25.5 _a
T ?
RandoIph 1965 8.0 | 191 0.6 | males 28.6 llezo ' 28,5 ~
Ritchie 86 1 5.8 352 Ep.l alal2es, 292 1516, 21,6
Roane 1083 7.7 1 | 669 , pl.8 106.7 | 4008 30.3 Je27 0 2741
Summers 1838 19,9 9/0 p2.8 87.5 | s225 39.7 1o I 39.7
aytor 273 1.0 502 a9 591 13039 22.3 lsso 24,1
ucker 381 | S.1 3.3 B6. 1 63.2 12072 28.5 [st9 30,0
Tyler S 5.2 351 1.4 es.502000 | 226 fie | 239
Upshur - 1041 ' 5.5 696 5.9 57.0 | 5248 29.4 122 | 3.0,
Wayne 4099 10.9 2286 \ k5.8 Als.4 9920 26,5 11981 ' 22.9
Webs ter 1513 15.4 1163 N X 135.1 14254 43.7 Bol 1 43.1
Wetzel 1069 5.3 3 6 92.7 Loy 214 lgu 207
Wirt 212 5.1 205 N\ Ja7 ;) 1220 |13 33.4 Jlos  :  30.0
Wood 2445 2.8 1280 28 L sl w2y b o4
Wyoming 2384 1.9 1565 5.6 88.2 13g 2.4 hi7e 26.6
Ed -
Statewide \
. 3 »
Total 106.567! 6.1 1 66,16p 62,1 66.0 §380,11) 22.2 Roo,20f 27./

Source: U.S. Buresu of the Censue,

Cenersl Mﬂkﬁtﬁ.&gﬂerht!cu. ‘197
v] nd 740759_%2

Valfare. Annual Revorta. 18712772 a

0, and Weat Virginia Depnitus it
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TABLE 2-12

- Selected Economic Items Comparing

West Virginia and the United States

33

ITEM United West W.Va. Rattking
States | Virginia |88 percent of
.. of U.S. . Wo_Vlo
- Per. Capita General
Expentlitures of State 4
& Local Government for: :
All Functions $ 472 $ 399 852 . 40.
Education 192 - 161 84 39
Local Schools Only 139 113 81 4 ‘J
. Highways & 70 102 145 10
Public Welfiare b g 4l 36 88 22
Health & Hospitals 3 . 21 62 47
General Expenditures of '
State & Local Goversmment | * .
Per $1,000 of Personal:’ W
Income’ for: ! . . ot
All Functions $ 161 $ 182 1132 21 -
Education 65 74 113 ., 21
Local Schobols Only 48 51 108 16
Highways ' 24 47 ‘194 7
"Public Wélfare 14 17 117 - 14
Health & Hospitals - 11 10 . 83 33
Per Capita Debt of .
State &'Local Government $ 574 $ 354 622 41

Note:
Source:

Characteristics, 1970,

U.S. Bureau of Censqf

All money figures rounded to the nearest dollar.

- General Social and Economic
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TABLE 2-13 !
2

Increase in Govermment General Revenue

from Own Sources from 1953 to 1971

v

- United Stat;s Applachian States | West Virginia
Government & Date.
Total in | Percent | Total in | Percent otal in Percent
Milliona | Increase | M{1liona | Increase | Millio c
Local Government /T
1958 $ 12,693 $ 4,664 $ 61
1971 57,491 19,947 - 224
sz |, 3282 2682
Sgate Government, F
1953 11,750 4,307 134
1971 61,290 22,643 . 507
. 422% - 4262 % 2772
Con ‘ ,
Source: U.S, Bureau of Census - Governmental Finances in 1970-
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TABLE 2-13 (Cont.)

. Selected Economic Items Comparing .

West Virginia and the United States

ITEM

United West
States | Virginia

Per Capita Personal Income?

Median Annuel Pay Rate of
Full-time State & local
Government Employeesb

Per Capita General Revenue
from: PAil Sources’
Federal Government
State & Local Govt.
Taxes
Property
Non Property

Revenue Per $1,000 of

Personal Income from:
All Sources
Federal Government
State & Local Govt.
Taxes

Property
/) . Non Property

t

$ 3,910} s 2,

6,172 4,

461

78
383
308
131
177

157
26
131
105
45
60 |

929
942

¢

383 .
103
279
223
60
163

175

128
102
27
75

W.Va, anking
L—as percen of
Of UOSO w.va.
5% - 46
80 46
83 40
133 16
- 73 46
72 - 45
45 44
92 27
111 23
178 10
98 29
97 27
60 42
124 12

Note: All money figures rounded to the nearest dollar.

.- 8Source:* U.S. Bureay of fensus '~

dharacteriétics, 1970.

J

General Social and Eceromic
. [ |

8Source: U.S. Bureau of Census - Census of Governments, 1967




TABLE 2-14

f County

Selected Items of Local Government Finances by Population-Size Groups o
o Areas for West Virginia, 1966-67

oooooo

............

oooooooo

ooooooooooo

ooooooo

:

888 §E88S

88888 888838

Iten’
tion, 1
terlocal
Intergovernmental Revenue
From State Government
From Local Sources
Property
Other

Taxes

General Revenue, Excluding In-

Number of Areas
Population, 1965

Number of Areas

Po

S
o
(3
=

[T,

-

Other than Capital Outlay

Highways

Other than Capital Outlay .

Health

Charges and Miscellaneous
Direct General Expenditure
Capital Outlay
Other

Education

. Other than Capital Dutlay
Public Welfare
Hospitals

See source at the enti of Table 2-14,
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1. Thé Research Design o .

In designing the framework for the study, the suidias principle
was that ecological problems are, first and foremost, immediate and personal.
Moreover, it was asauned that the frequency and intensity of ecological
problems, in health and housing, for example, could be best understood
1f they could be viewed sgainst the background of different dbut conparnhle
residential ecosyatema. The presen’ research desigg is an attempt to
assess the ecological texture of the environment.

Figure 1 expressés the research model developed for this project.
Neighborhood is dufined as e goegraphically bounded and functionally
related set of y?useholds; community as a geographically bouqded and

functionally ;elited set of neighborhoods; zone as & geogrsphically

‘bounded and functionally related set of ccmmunities 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
e particuler. snvironmental ¥egtanxuould be counties that are contiguous, .
or in important and specifiable ways share certain commonalities with re-
spent to,economig base, population distribution, and other demographic

characteristics which highlight hualifﬁtive 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.

ko

0054 ~




. A first, and.critical, step in the development of the present project
was the choice of different environméﬁtal reéions; geographic areas which
are representative of the region and vhich had the potential for yielding
data that might enable our genéralizing to larger segmegts of the Appala-
chian region.

» .
Briefly, the edvironmental regions selected and their“characterictics

were as follows: 'S . . '

Envirbqpental Region 1 (Northern West éirginia):@ Zone 1, Monongalia f

County; Zone 2, Marioh County
‘- Economic base: Mixture of.heavy mining, manufacturing, higher

education _
L J . -

Population distribution: ‘1 urban center of 25,000 plus; multiple
rural communities

Environmental Region 2 (Central West Vizginia)& ?ode 1, Lewis Cduntx:
Zone 2, Randolph and Pendleton Counties \ .
Econemic base: Mixture of light manufacturing, mining, farming
Population distribution: 1 urban center 7,00% to 9,000 each;

multiple rural communities

Environmental Region 3 (Southern West Virginia): Zone-l, Boone County:

t -

ZOpe 2, Raleigh County
Economic base: Hea?y mining, both deep and.sﬁrfhce; light?
manufacturing ] ) o )
-Population distribution: Raleigh County, 1 urban center of 20,000;
Boone Céunty, 1 urban center of 2}500; both coun£ies with high
. dens 'y of sm;ll rural communities
Through the diversification of each Environmental Regiog, as indicated
. in Figure 1, it should be possible to organize the data into related and '
Q  comparable ecosystems ana clusters of ecosystems.

ERIC
== . 9055
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2. Sampling

In each Zone, or county, quota sampling was used to complete the
de;ign indicated in Table 3-1. In each community relatively homogeneous,
geographically bounded neighborhoods were selected and mapped. Within
each of these nqighborhooés, hopefully representing environments of
differing ecological texture, including different income levels, a total
of approximately 100 households were selected.

The purp;se of this method of local sample selection was the same
as tﬁe purpose that guided the selection of environmental regions; that ’
of representative neighporhoods which have the potential 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 co:iln social and technological relationships between the reéidents
themselves) and their surrounding neighborhood environment.

Through the use of quota sampling a rather high proportion of homes
in any given residential environment were sampled. This permitted accurate

estimates of the density or texture ‘of certain ecolcgical events within thar

- neighborhood, and the comparisons of eve:i.t density across neighborhood

environments, communities, zones, and environmental regions.

3. The Survey Data

The survey research instrument being used was the Neighborhood
Environmental Evaluation Decision System (NEEDS), developed by the Bureau
of Community Envi;onmental ﬁanagement. This instvument 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/

\.



' TABLE 3-1

‘Quota Sampling :t the Community Leve!

Environmental Region 1

Zone 1
Urban Rural
- Neighborhood Income Levsl
Hi Mid Lo Lo
No. Households 100 100 100 100

« ‘ 00538
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but a well-organized instrument to administer for gimultaneouly gathering

‘the reported incidence per fgmily of this cluster of ecological problems.
The data were gathered through ﬁousehold interviews conducted by part-

..

time -staff recruited from the local areas sampled. Approximatel& 2000

interviews were conducted.

3




‘ . CHAPTER ‘FOUR

/ RESULTS °

Part One: Health

—————

The research findings related to health indicate that, in the
néighborhoods 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 resideﬁts of upper income
neighborhoods. .

These data are highlighted by the following:

A. Health Problems o )
1. Rural low income neighborhood residents over age 5 reported

twﬁce the incicence (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 probiéms one and one-half times as great (37% vs. 227)
as among the residents of high income neighborhoods (See Tabla 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 meighborhoods
(15% vs. 7%). Similarly, the incidence.;f seripus disabilities
among residents of low income urban neighborhoods was about one
and one-half times greater (12% vs. 77 than thét reported by
higher income ur?an neighborhood residents, (See Table 4-2).

4

B. Health Services Usage

1. There was a pronounced tendency for upper income urban neighbor-
hood residents to receive mcre hospital care for serious diseases

46 o
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than low income neighborhood résidents. Conversely, low income
neighborhood regidegis tend;d 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 lég-income neighborhood residents as among high income
Qrban 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. Spe;iél therapy or éehabilifat)on for diseases occurred at a
rate almost twice as great €¢16Z vs. 9%) among high compared
with low income neigﬁborhood residents (See Table 4-5).

4., Compared to high ahd middle income neighborhoo@s, low income
neighborhood residents were two to four times as likely to report
time deiays 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 4-75.

6. There was about one-third greater use of.}rivate physicians for
medical care among upper,. as opposed to lower, incéﬁe neighborhood
residents (86% vs. 56%). There was a strong tendency for low
income neighborhood residents to use emergency rooms and ,hospital
clinics, facilities whiFh‘were used at much lower rates by

upper income neighbprhood residents (Seq Table 4-8).

C. Health Concerns

1. While the particular heaith 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 problem

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. Bealth Problems

1. Tables 4110, 4-11, 4-12, and 4-13 generally elaborate the ﬁajor
éindings_that residents of lower income neighborhoods reported
a large number of health problems. Of particular interest is
Table 4-10, indicating the incidence of héalth~prob1ems for.
infants immediately following birth.

2 Taﬁie 4-lt indic.ates that 172 of the 'regent births in the
rural low income neighborhood residents had related illnesses
or injuries, to the mother. The next -highest incidence of these
injuries”o;'illnesses was 142 ;mong urban hihh income neighbor-
hpod residents.

"3, Table 4-12 describes disabilities among childreﬁ under.five
years of ‘age; the;e was a-tendency for a greater number ;f problems *
to occir-among rural low inceme neighborhood groups tﬁaq in *
other gr;ups.
§ 4. Table 4-13 indicates a high-level of caoncern alfout behavioral

and emotional problems of children among parents i; all income

groups. Overall, these concerns tended to be somewhat lower

among middle income neighborhood residents.

D
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~
B.' Health Services Usage '
1. All results in this section were described earlier as highlighted
/// . findings. Generally, wide disc;epancies were found between
/ high and low income neighborhood residents ;;garding their usage
of heilth ?nd medical services (See Tablés 4-3, 4-4, h-é, 4-7,
. . 4-8).
C. Health Services Availability and Adeguaci
1.  Table 4-14‘shows that smali percentages of residents in each .
income category had found that a needed med%pal service was
unavailable to them. Urban high income neighborhood r;sidents -

¢

. gave the largest (4%) overall Tespo

n this item. Lewis County
and Boone County were the two areas inswhich lacRNQf a needed
medical service was most frequently reported, particularly

among high income neighborhoo& residents.

D. Family Planninh ‘

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

was approximately equal (Table 4-15).

Y
3

2. The percentages of people using medically supervised means of

birth control (T;bie'6—16) and consulting a doctor, clinic or
family planning service concerning birth coﬁtrol.differed
across income groups. Urbén high income neighborhood r;sidents
, .
i showed the smallest usage of medicaily superviéﬁd birth control
;ethods and medical -services .concecrning birth,control methods,

: and low income neighborhood residents reported the greatest

use of these services (See Table 4-17).
R . .

Lo
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E. Emergency Transgort:néion v '

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

means of emergency medical transportation.
#. Middle income urban neighborhood residents, howeﬁer, showed a-

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

F. Concerns Regarding Health ' v
1. The various patterns of preferences amoAg different income
- groups for ;ew 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 largeét percentage of
dissatisfaction (52) occurred among residents of urban middle

-

income groups (See Table 4-19). i
3. Low income ﬁeighporhood residents exprassedja concern about the
"lack of the right kind ‘of food. 39% of the residents of urban

low income neighborhoods and 25% of the residents of rural

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

BN




TABLE 4-1

Health Problems Per 100 People 5 Years of Age or Older®

\\ .
| Urban Rural
County BN .
I 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’ 432
Raleigh 19 48 39
Total 368 252 586 591
Frequency 1708 793 1588 1365
Average pér .

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. . ‘ s -

*Q38‘ Has anyone five years of age or ;;der in this household héd
any of these conditions in the past 12 months? 1. Asthma 2. Tuberculosis
3. Chronic Bronchitis and/or Emph;sema 4. Rheumatic fever 5. High
Stroke 7.

blood pressure 6. Coronary heart diseag®™ including heart

attack 8. Arthritis or Rheumatism 9. Diabetes 10, Cancerbor
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Table 4-1 Continued

Leukemia 1. Noticeably overweight 12. Noticeably underweight 13, Re-~
peated attacks of sinus trouble 14. Hardening of the arteries - Cerebral
Arter%o?clerosis 15. Stomach uléér (Peptic ulcer disease) 16.” Kidney
stones 17. Gall biadéer trouble, gall stones IQ. Treated for mental
1llness or emotional disorders “19. Diseases of the nervous system other
than mental or emotional disorders (Cerebral Palsy, etc.) 20. Chronic
skin trouble 21. Hernia or vupture 22, Diseases of female or male
genital organs - privates, (Hysterectomy, prostgete,troubles, etéi)“\23.
Cirrhosis of the liver (liver trouble).

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and
is not included in column total.

brotal 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®*

1*7 Urban 5 Rural
County
High Middle —_Low Low.
i 0 #
Monongalia 7 i 10 17
]
Marion 4 3 | 21 14
Lewis 7 10 . ' 17
Randolph 12 ) 10 23
Pendelton , 13
. ’
Boone 11 ” 0 15 162
Raleigh 4 7 5
Total 120 _S6 192 206
Frequency 1708° 93 1588 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 vears of age or older in this household have
any of these conditions? 1. Unabie 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. C(Cleft palate or

006/




TABLE 4-2 (continued)

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

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 impairment or disability.

3patum 1s from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

—

not included in column total. oy

Fp—

s “‘bTotal frequency of disabilities reported divided by total people. ’

4
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. ' TABLE 4-3 . -

.

Type of Treaiment Received for a Serious Disease

in“the Past 12 Months*

Urban Rural .
Response : )
High Middle Low Low
, :
Hospital |  20% b, 182 16X 122
, Doctor ‘fLe 55 67 - 58
Home Care: | - 8 13 11 17
Noné of " 10 14 5 13
These ) .
Totals 99X 1007 992 1007,

AN

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing thé number of responses
.- 'in each categbry by the total number of resporses.

*Q39-44C Did‘(per‘son's name) enter the hospital, see a doctor, or

:,%u_"receive home care for this condition? (See diseases listed in Table 4-1,
Q38.) ' * o
Ly

0063
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TABLE 4-4

Type of Treatment Received for a Serious Disabilitys»

AN " Urban Rural
Response AN s
Bigh \_~ Middle _  TLow _ Low
| 1 s
Hospital 26% \\\ ; 242 24 172
\ H .
Doctor 63 . 51 61 51
Home Care 5 ‘ 5 8 9
None of
These 8 20 8 . 22 N
. !
- Totals 1002 100z - 1012 992

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of re-
sponses in each category by-the total number of responses.

*Q46-51C Did (person's name) enter the hospital, see a doctor, \

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

4-2 () QAS-)
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AN

TABLE 4-5
Receipt of Special Training, Therapy or Rehabilitation

for a Disease in the Last 12 Months* \

H Urban i Rural

County ! !
High Middle Low Low
T ]

i i i
Monongalia | 52 o ! 9% ! 117

i 1 i i

i i i i
Marion ! 36 ! 4% H 6 ! 2

3 | i i
Lewis ! 1 ! 14 ! ! 5

: : : i
Randolph ! 12 ! 9 : 16 1 10

i i | . i .
Pendelton | H ! ! 6

i i i i a
Boone ! 10. ! 30 H 0 : 5

1 i i i

i i i i
Raleigh ! 41 | 10 I35

| i ! i

H i H H

1 i —1 1

i i i ] .
Total ! _58 ! 24 ! 46 1 52
Freguency ! 369 1 246 H 591 i 588

H H L 14

. I F
Average 162 10% 8% 9%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of affirmative
tesponses by the total number of responses.
*Q39-44D Has (person's name) had any special tiijﬂing, therapy or

rehabilitation for this condition? (See conditions given in Table 4-2.)

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood
is not included i{n column total. y

Q . . ()()77;1 ?E
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TABLE L-S5A
Receipt of Special Training, Therapy or Rehabilitation .
for a Disability#
-]
i Urban Rural
County 1 : :
High Middle Low ° Low
\ v -1 | .
Monongalia | 29% E i 20% 30%
] ) b |
Marion {13 0% : %& ] 123
\ i
Lewis | 5 36 2k
Randolph P29 43’ 22 11
l 3
Pendelton 5 i ; P2
] ] ]
]
Boone i Lo 0 10 218
[ /
i
Raleigh 5 38 E / 30 27
] {
i 1 :
! AP
Total 3 8 i _20 i _ko 29
_ Frequency 1132 59 I 200 i 208
i i ( '
/ | i |
P ? .
Average ' 29% . 347 18% 2k%

Note: Percentages were obtafned by dividing affirmative responses
. by the total number of responses.
#QL6-51D Has (person's name) had any special training, therapy
or rehabilitation for this condition?/’i§ggl§fnditions given in Table k-2.)
8Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County Neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

*
L4
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TABLE 4-6

Reasons Preventing Use of a Public or Private

58

sponses in each category by the total number of responses.
4

] Health or Medical Service® B
Urban / Rural
Response
High Middle - Low Low
1
]
Had to Wait ! g
Too Long | 7% ! 8% 202 . 232
i | |
i
Bad Experi- ! !
ence with !
Health Ctr. : 1 0 v 2 2
. Bad Repu~
tation of . !
Health Ctr. 0, 1 2 1
See too
many people 1 0 2
before Dr.
Don't Get
Same Doctor 1 - 1 7
Regularly
Too Expen-
sive 4 4 16 ! 15 .
Costs too
much to get 0 1 3 4
to Health | ’
Service ’
|
]
Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of re~

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

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

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

to by a doctor?

0070
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TABLE 4-7
Receipt of Special Training, Therapy or Rehabilitation

. for a Disability#*

Urban . H Rural
County
/ High . Middle Low Low
i I B

Monongalia | 297 . 207 302
Marion 13 | 0 " 24 \ 23
Lewis 5 36 24
Randolph 29 43 . 22 11
’ Pendelton 22

Boone 40 0 10 i, 212
Raleigh 38 ) 30 27
Total _38 20 _4o 49
Frequency 132 | 59 200 208

T T =
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.)"
3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

0074

- .
g PR P 3l a A oo




TABLE 4-8

Where Routine Medical Care is Obtained™

Urban Rural
Response . ,
High Middle Low Low -
Private ' .
Physician 862 , 832 612 562
Preapid ' ) «
Medical 0 1 1 10
Facility .
Community I ]
Health 0 1 3. 6 .
Center ’ .
Health Dept. '
Clinic . 0 3. 1 0
Hospital i
Clinic 11 10 20 18
¢ Hospital )
Emergency 2 0 12 9
. Room
Totals 99% 987% 987 992

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses

in each categoryx by the total number of responses.
Q69 Where do)members of this household usually go for medical care

wi:en feeling sick or 1117
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TABLE 4-9

| N

Health Service Would Like to.Sce  Made Availshle*

61

'Houspkeeping

Response

Urban

Rural

Middle

Low : Low

Visiting
Nurses

Well Baby
(Child)

Care (inc.
immuniz) .

Home Care &
Disease De-

tection &
Care Programs

"Mental Hlth. |}

Psychiatric
Services
Family Plan
& Birth
Control

V.D. Clinic
& Education

Alcohol & 1
Drug Clinic |

Dental Clin-~- |
ic & Edu-
cation

School
Health

Nursing,
Convales-
cent Home

Child Day
Care Ctrs.

12

10

11

16%

12

15

117 107

19

4 4

_g,««\\‘ l

T
[

Note:

it

1

esch category by the total number of responses.,

Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses in

*)75 Which public health service would you most like to see made

available to people in this reighborhood?
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TABLE 4-10

Percentage of Seriou.s Health Problems during the

First Three Days Following Birth for Children under 24 Months®

62

i : Urban Rural
County . b :
High N Middle Low Low
Monongalia 0% o 92 267
~  Marion 17 13% 7 11
q
i
Lewis - 100 14 14
Randolph = 0 22 7 11
i
i
Pendelton ' 0
Boone 5 0 7 02
‘Raleigh 0 0 0
Total 6 4 8 ") N
Frequency 41 26 91 64
]
Average 7% 15% 97 147

" Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of problemY
reported by the number of children younger than 24 months.

*Q22 During the first three days following birth did any child
younger than 24 months have any serious problems? (Serious problems in-
clude yellow jaundice, bre%thlng difficulty, heart trpuble, shakes, bloated
stomach, not passing stooll blood in stool or urine, etc.).

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not included in column total.

L)
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TABIE 4-11

Percentage of Serious Illness or Injury to the

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

+

County

Rural

Low

. Monongalia

‘Marion
Lewis

Randolph

Pendelton //

!

Boone {

Raleigh

r——

I
0
14

.}

‘

22
50
Sa

0

Total _8
Frequency 57
2

1
64

Average 142

17z

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 there any seriouq‘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 dhirty pounds, kidney infection, heart trouble, convulsions, heavy

bleeding before labor and after pregnancy, nausea and vomiting requiring

0073




Table 4~11 Contineed Y

~

+

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

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included ian coldmn total.




TABLE 4-12

«

Disabilities Per I%Children under 5 Years of Age#

\

Urban Rural
County . —_—
i 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 .28 232
Raleigh 26 19 71
. Total 23 11 _40 30
' Frequency 111P 3 236 . 123
Average )
Per 100 21 13 17 24

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of
conditions revworted by the number of children younger than five
years of agé in each cell and then multiplying by 100.

*Q26 H: any children u;derifive years of age had any of
these conditic in the pdst 12 months? 1, Unab%e to stand or
waik(for chi;d 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

or ‘harelip " 5, Apy speech defect 6, Miséing finger or hand or

Q | ) : 00‘80




Table 4-12 (Cont.)

o

arm or toe or foot or leg 7. Palsy (chronic shaking or Epemor) 8. Pa~
ralysis of any kind 9. Répeated trouble with back or spine 101‘ Club
foot 11. Permanent stiffness or aﬁy 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. Heﬁatitis 18, Hernia or rupture 19. Noticeably underweight
20, ' Other impairment or disability

aDatum is from a middle inggme rural Boone Cdﬁhty neighborhood and
. is not included in column totalj7 ‘

-

brotal frequency of conditions reported divided by total of child-
4
ren under five years of age. v -
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TABLE 4-13

Concer-s about Behavioral and Emotional Problems of

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

. Urban . Rural
" County .

o High Middle Low “Low
Monongalia W17 _ T .36
Marion .55 2 b

. ‘lewis .56 11 . «22
Randolph .16 . © .25 .26 .16
) Pendelton . .95
Boone ‘.85 .00 1.00 428
Raleigh .34 - ' .88 .75 .
Total 235 - .88 298 189
Frequency. 557 310 4 548 44
Average .42 .28 . .54 .43

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the number of concerns
expressed out of nineteen possible by the ntn;:;)er of household§ per
<':e11. ‘

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

Q , ) 008‘» .
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Table 4-13 Continued t

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

high s*rung, or nervous 4, Wets the bed or can't toilet train 5.

Trouble sleeping, or frequent nightmares 6. Thymbsucking 7, Stut-

te;?;g 8. ﬁreathholding é.\ Ffequently swallows thiqgs:other than -
food 10, Cries too much 1. Fights too much 12, * Clings to-mother
13. ﬁ;eaks thingf on purpose (destructive) 14, .Ofteg deprgssed,
moody or withdrawn 15. Lying 16. Stealing 17. Starts fires

18.. Doesn't make friends easi;y, can't get along with other .child-,-
ren, or gets jealous 19. Poor appetite or other eating problems. -

8patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and‘is not included 1. colum total.

0085
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TABLE 4-14

: »e
Unavailability of Health or Mediczl Service#

Urban Rural
" _County
High Middle Low Low
quongalia 1; 0z 0z
Marion 0 12 0 0
Lewis 17 ' 6 3
Randolph 3 2 1 1
"Pendelton . 0
Boone 10 o s 8®
Raleigh 0, 3 2
] Total 24 8 1 4
Frequency 557 310 548 444
Average 47 Ky 4 1% 12

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividng affirmative responses
by the total number of respo&ses. '
*Q73 (1) While living at this residence, have you ever heen pre-
vented from receiving public or private health or medical service because
the typemof service needed was not ;vailable?

8patum is from a middle inﬁome rural Boone County neighborhobd and

is not included in column i7tal.

i
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TABLE 4-15

Use of Artificial or Other Methods of Controlling Family Sizex

H Urban

1 PRural
County 1 . H
High . Middle Low Low ot
1
I i . v
Monongalia 862 ! | 70% 63%
Marion 68 77% I 59 65
N ’ ]
Lewis 60 52 j, 36 48
. ~
Randolph 57 56 - 46
Pendelton ) 40
r .
Boone 70 ' 86 72 -63a
s
Raleigh 52 77 67
|
L
i i
Total I 112} . _e8 152 T
Frequency | 71 108 239 167 ‘
. i, :
H
Average - 63% 637 647, 57%

P
Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of
affirmative responses Ly the ;otél number of responses,

65 Are you using any artificial or other methods of controlling
/N
family size?

?batum iz {rom a middle infoﬁe rural Boone County neighborhood and -

A)
is not included .n column total. -
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TABLE 4-16

Use of Medically SuperVised. Means of Controllin Family Size*

?

s

&
H . Urban Rural
County ! ) .
High . Middle Low : Low
]
Monongalia 572 E 612 53%
Marion 58 74% 52 i 5¢
Lewis 35 30 ' 36
Randolph 37 - 49 27 39
I
Pendelton | 33
Boone 50 71 55 442
Raleigh 28 71 57
Total 13 57 128 _80
Frequency 271 108 | 239 167
- —+
1 ]
Average 42% 53% 54% 48%

< Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing che number of re-
sponses of a.wethod requiring medical supervision (diaphragm , IUD,
pills, vasectomy, tubal “igation) by the total number of responses
fér all methods.
*Q66 Would you please tell me what methods of controlling
farily size you are currently using?
3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neigh.,orhood

and is not included in column total.

-
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TABLE 4-17

Usé of Doctor, Clinic, or Familv Planning .

»
Service within Last 2 Years Concerning Birth Control*

?' Urban E Rurai
County i U
' I High , Middle Low Low
1 H .
Monongalia |  _42% E | ez 55%
[} ]
Marion 36 ; 317 ; 61 49
« - | ) . ) *
Lewis 49 P, 48 | 32
i ]
Randolph 43 ; 43 i 26 41
| } :
Pendelton E ' ! 20
] ]
Boone E 29 i 13 43 s 3328
|
Raleigh | 2% ! 69 32
: |~ -
. 1 {
i i
R T
i | .
Total i 33 | _43 P32 13 .
Frequency i 70 ! 113 + 253 " 175
— T
[} [} N
Average - 347 38% . 557 - 42%

Note: Percentages Were obtained by dividing affirmative responses
by the total number of responses. . .
*067 Have you been to a doctor, clinic, or family planning service
within the past ‘two years coﬁcerning the use of birth control met@ods2
‘.

a ‘ X
Datum is from a middle income rural Boene Countv neighborhaod

and is not included in column total.

-
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TABLE 4-18

Emergency Medical Care Transportation®

. Urban . Rural
Response , 5]
e High ° : Middle Low " Low
T
- ] 1
Private H - !
*Vehicle 842 547 692 712
Emergency
Vehicle 13 40 21 24
Taxi 1 2 6 1
Call Medi- '
cal Care ; 1 2 -0 2
to Home ‘
Totals 99% 98% 96% 982

. , i
Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of responses

in each category by the total number of responses. ‘
n

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

would you most likely get to a place of medical care?
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TABLE 4-19
Dissatisfaction with Public Medical Facilities*
B Urban ! Rural
County §
Higch - Middle +— Low ;7 Low
I I
Monongalia 1% i 0% E 0%
. B ] ]
Marion 5 “ 1z ; 0 E 0
i |
Lewis 4 s o ! 1
] ! 1
i
Randolph | 0 ; 3 ! 0 i 1
’ i - i i
i t |
Pendelton ' { ! 0
] i 1
Boone 2 E 0 i 0 E 6
i : | | |
. Raleigh ! 0 ! ; 0 ! 0 .
' i | v i
: | | ’
Total . _10 ; 14 ! 2 ! 2
Frequency 557 i 3i0 | 548 ! 444 .
H ] I
1 . 1 H
Average 2% N 5% o° 1%

Note: Percentages were cbtained hv div:uing "dissatisfied" re-
*sponses by the total number of responses.
*®)103C On the basis of your own exper}pnce, or from what you've
heard or read, please tell me whéther you are catisfied or dissatisfied

with the fodlowing services., Public Medical Facilities.

®pafum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighbortood and
7

‘\gg/nﬁflgnoluded in column total, .
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- , TABLE 4-20
Concermn about Lack of Good Food*
R Urban ! Rural .
* County 1 ‘
High - _Middle Low Low
1 1
! N | i .
Monongalia 2% 122 212
Marion 3 ‘ 1z ! 247 33 .
Lewis i 27 20 14 :
Randolph 5 10 d 38 36 -
!
LS
Pendelton 17 ,
Boone 21 58 84 612
B3 . ‘
. Raleigh 3 72 24
' .
3 1 !
| | |
Totsl ! 50 57 ! 214 112 )
Frequenc; i 357 ! 310 ! 48 it4
] { ! :
—1 i i ~
. Average 97 127 39% 25%
Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses
7y the total number of responses.
*1106B Flease tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and
if 3¢ whether vou are concerned or unconcerned. Peopie do not have
\enough right kind of faend.
#patum s Fram a mlddle income rural Boone County neighborhood
and is nor included in column total.
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Housing

Part Two:

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

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

occurrerce of housing deficiencies were found among homes in low income

neighborhoods.

A

These data are highlighted by the following:

External Conditions of Housing

1.

There were strong.and consistent findings detailing very hi&h

rates of external housing deficiencies in low, and particularly
urban low, income neighborhoods.

This was true for:

a.

i.

j.

Outside wells or cisterns weré not frequently reported, but tended

roofing (See Table 4-21).

paint (gee Table 4-22). .

chimmeys and cornices (See Table 4-23).

outside walls (See Table 4-24).

doors and windows broken (See Table 4~25).

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

foundation sagglng nr leaning (See Tah\e 4-27).

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

percentage of households neglected landscaping (See Table 4-30).

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

-

8 to 10%Z of all low income households Eample reperted using pit -
. o S

privys to dispose of human waste (See Table 4-32). tf@
2
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B. Housing Space 3

-~

'1. One-third of the ﬁouseholds of low-income neighborhoods had four
or fewer rooms; this was twice the incidence of'small houses -
found among higher income neighborhoods (See,Table 4-33).

2. There was a tendency for there to be more people }ilr household

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

C. Housing "~oblems and Deficiencies
1. Low income neighborhood housing had from two to seven times as

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

@
v

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 runding water or the absence of-an electric or-gas stove or

"
i

refrigerator, were almost exclusively the problems of homes in

low income neighborhoods, with the rate of kitchen deficiencies

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

3. "The lack of a working flush tcilet insjde the house was alseo a
’ low income neighborhcod preblem; this problem was particularly
evident in rural low income neighborhoods (See Table 4-37).

! 4. oOther bathroom problems (such as sink, tub or shower deficiencies)
were also the near exclusive prcblems of lgw income neighborhoods,
with their greatest iﬁcidence occurring amogg low income rural
nelghborhood houges (See Table 4-38).

D. Housiﬁg,Concerns

B

Residents of both middle and low iucome neighborhcods expressed concern

2

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

«

Q ' -, 0096 |




’

greater than among residents of most high income neighborhoods. This o
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 N

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

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

v * 2. Homes in low”income neighborhoods tended to have fewer bed-

. rooms than homes’'in higher income neighborhoods (See Table 4-40).
B. Housing Problems and Deficiencies ) ~ <
1. Data oﬁ 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 year in
over one-third of all low income neighborhood interviews. This! hs

LS VI,

1s a rate four to seven times greater than that reported among Wy

+ middle and high income neighbcrhoods (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 setiings for middle and
high inrcome neig:hhorhoods to have high rates of hone vwnership,

and in urban low inceme neighborhonds for about one~third of the

Lo




D.

residents to rent. Rural low income neighborhodds were
characterized by ownership. rather than rental (See Table 4-44).
As indicated in Table 4-45, monthly rental costs are generally

proportional to meighborhood household income.

Housing Concerns

1.

Data on concerns about the la;k of low-cost, low-rent housing
were presented in' the houéing concern highlights (See Table 4-39).
Residents of urban low income reighborhoods reported the greatest
frequency of concern with the cdhdftion of their neighborhood

and its houses (See Table 4-46).

Overcrowding in the area was most frequently cited by residents

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

Concerns abcut ptor street lighting were most frequently reported
by residents of both urban @Rd rural 10% income neighborhoods

(See Table 4-48).

Less than one-fifth of the respondents in all neighb&rhoods
reported dissatisfaétion with public housing (See Table 4-49).
While rodent, pest'?nd dog coutrol weré not frequently repofted as
problems in any neighborhoo;, they were more often reported in
middle and high income neighﬁorhoods (See Table ﬁrSO).

Few residents of'any neighborhood expressed dissatisfaction with

’ -

the enforcement of their locai housing code (See Table L-51)

N o«
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TABLE 4-21

Roof Deficiencies Per Household*

y i Urban | I ‘Rural
. County : . ,
High ~ Middle Low Low
1] L]
w I i
Monongalia .00 E .03 .03
Marion | .00 .00 .18 .12
Lewis .00 ! .26 ) .03
Randolph .00 .02 «24 .08
Pendelton : : .06 , .17
Boone .qoZ .03 .15 .072 )
Raleigh o .35 ,05
- L]
Total - 1 ) _51 _86 37
PFrequency 558 484 560 * 521
H \
Average .00 . .11 .15 .07 :

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

. . Ve .
deficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

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

sagging.' ' e .

, 3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

t
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TABLE 4-22

Neglected Outside Paint™*

L &d = ﬁ__! 1
! Urban 1  Rural
v County ,
High —Middle’ Low . Low
. [
, Mohongalia .00 .09 .08
A\ .
Marien” .00 .00 «94 .19
Lewis .01 .37 .08
Randolph .00 .06 .16 .06
Pendelton .06 .86
Boone N .09 18 .178
- &
Raleigh .01 46 - .13

Total
Frequency

_60
405

Average

.01

. *Exterio; Premise Analysis.

.rand is not included in column total,

.14

o

Paint:

.24

Neglected

ficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

.15

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

aDatum is from a. middle income rural Boone County neighborhood




TABLE 4-23

o

Chimne§ and Cornice Deficiepcies Per Household*

i Urban . 1 Rural
County
v | High . Middle Low Low
' 1 b
Monongalia .00 . .02 - .07
Marion .00 . .00 | .18 - .04
Lewis .00 .01° 1 .01
;- .
. Randolph .00 . .00 20 - 1 .05
»
Fendelton . .00 .00
Boone ! .00 .01 .03 - .03®
] » .
Raleigh .00 : .21 .02
- ' ‘
L -
Total _0 3 _56 18
Frequency 622 515 563 521
Average .00 .Oi‘ » .10 .03

‘ Néte; Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of

deficiencies reported by the number of households éu}veyed.

-

*Exterior Premise Analysis. Chimmeys and cornices: Cracks,

rotted, br m%ssing material; leaning. > .

v

2 ras”

~aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

»




TABLE 4-24

Qutside Walls Deficiencies Per Household*

E Urban i Rural
County 1 1

H i gh Middle Low {  Low

H H 4 i
Monongalia i .00 E i .06 E .06

] i ] ]
Marion ; .00 ; .00 E .39 i .17

] ] ] ]
Lewis i .00 E .14 5 i .04

] ] [}
Randolph i .00 .04 i .19 i .08

] ] ] ]
Pendelton : ! .03 l l .12

i i P : a
Boone i .03 .03 5 .13 5 .14

1 ] ]
Raleigh ; .01 ; ; .39 1 .04

| H i i

] ! ] [}

] ] ] []

1 § L T

| ! : !
Total 1 _4 1 33 1 LQQ 1 43
Trequency i 622 1 515 563 1 521

1 A i

H H H H
Average .01 .06 .19 .08

Note: Figures were obtained by dividing the total number of de-~
ficiencies reported by the number of households surveyed.

*Extericr Premise Analysis. OQutside Walls:

material; Rotted or Open Cracks; Leaning.

Loose or missing

ADatur is from a middle income rvral Boone County neighborhood

and is not in‘:luded in column total.

0096



TABLE 4-25

Door anJ Window Deficiencies Per Household*

? Urban E Rural
County ! !
] High . Middle Low i Low
} ) I ]
Monongalia E .00 i E .10 5 .18
] ] i ]
Marion E .00 | .00 P42 i .20
i ] ] ]
Lewis i .00 | .18 5 [ .06
! ] ) ]
Randolph i .01 i .08 P31 P40
] ] i [}
Pendelton | | .08 ] [ 1.00
} ] 4 ]
Boone E .05 E .06 P12 Po.16°
1 i ! ]
Raleigh i .00 | P .54 S ¥
) i i i
gl; i ] §
Total i 5 i _46 P 127 1122
Frequency ! €22 : 496 ! 523 ! 481
! 1 1 i
R T i H
Average 20 .10 .24 .25

Note: Figurcs 'ore obt-ined by aividing the total number of

deficiencies repcrt<d by the number of households surveved.

*Exterior Prerise Analvsis.

in Panes; Loose o~ '
a

-~
e

iny Frares; Screens (Missing, or tomn).

Doors and Windows.

Breaks, Cracks

Datum is froxr 2 middie income rural Boone County neighborho:,d

and is not included in colurmn total.
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TABLE 4-26

Porch and Steps Deficiencies Per Household#*

! Urban I Rural
County !
High Middle Low H Low
0 ! H
Monongalia .00 E .13 .22
] ]
Marion .00 § .00 41 .31
Lewis .01 .26 .08
[}
Randolph .00 .06 .28 i .21
Pendelton .35 .29
Boone .07 .03 .14 .252
Raleigh .01 .62 .06
Total ) 39 151 98
Frequency 622 515 563 521
i ! |
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.

aDatum 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 *

Uroan Rural
County
High ' Middle . Low Low
i i
Monongalia E .00 ' .04 .07
i
Marion E .00 .00 .26 .13
1]
Lewis .04 .02 1 .01
]
i
Randolph .00 .03 .18 i .05
]
Pendelton i .11 .22
Boone .03 .04 .14 .142
Raleigh .01 = .55 ’ .04
;
1
H
Total ! 1 _14 93 37
Frequency | 619 508 534 499
i -
Average .01 .03 .17 .07

Note: Figures were obtained by dividi 'y 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.

3patum 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®

87

Urban i Rural
County
High Middle | ~_Low Low
Monongalia i 1% ! ! 5% / 17%
Marion g 0 6% 5 10
Lewis : 0 0 6
Randolph 0 2 11 0
Pendelton 0 | 8
Boone : 0 18 ' 12 g 92
Raleigh 0 17 14
Total .1 r 2 37 _4s
Frequency 631 517 441 77
Average (104 47 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.
2patun. 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 H Rural
County
High Middle T Low Low
T
i ] I
Monongalia 17 H ! 197 35%
1
i
Marion 0 ; 8% 42 25
I i
I ]
Lewis ! 0 ! 9 4
I
]
Randolph 0 ! 2 29 20
I
i
Pendelton 0 .16
! a
Boone 9 1 32 H 7
i
i
Raleigh 0 54 H 7
1
1
/]
|
Total 9 28 | 146 96
Frequency 636 515 | 475 526
i
} }
i i i
Average 17 5% 317 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.

3patum 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¥*
Urban E'Rural
County
High Middle Low Low
T
I I
Monongalia 1% i 27% i 427,
Marion 0 5% ' 72 25
1
Lewis : 1 26 | 8
i
Randolph i 0 2 125 23
1
Pendelton i 0 61
1
Boone 5 19 12 26 452
{
Raleigh i 0 76 19
! .
i i
u N
Total : 20 63 202 140
Frequency [ 636 515 476 526
!
] H
Average 3% 127 42% 27%

Note: Percentages were cbtained by dividing the total number of
affirmative responses by the total number of households surveyed.

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

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighbo.hood

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

Percentage Households with Outside Well or Cistern®*

Urban Rural
County ‘1
1 High Middle Low ! Low
i ] n
i i
Monongalia 0% ' 1% 0%
]
i
Marion 0 H 0% 0 0
i
]
Lewis ! 0 ! 0 4
Randolph 0 0 13 2
Pendelton 0 48
Boone 1 7 0 192
i
Raleigh E 0 1 0
i
Total | 1 5 14 26
frequency ! 620 513 557 519
- |
i
Average 07 1% 37 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.

8patum is from a middle income rural Boone Countv neighborhood

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

Percentage Households with Pit Privy™®

1 Urban ! Rural
County |
High Middle . Low Low
i
Monongalia 0% . | 5% 15%
Marion 0 07 0 0
Lewis 0 i 0 3
Randolph 0 0 9 7
Pendelton 0 17
Boone 0 4 0 63
Raleigh 0 34 25
Total 0 5 45 57
Frequency 620 ! 513 557 519
i
T
Average 0% 17 8% 117%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the total number of

affirmative responses by the total number of households surveyed.
*Exterior Premise Analysis. Pit Privy
8patum 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*

Urban
Response

Middle

1-4 4 167
5-7 70

8 or more 14

[ S S

_—fem———————————

Totals 1007 1007 1007 1007%
*077 How many regularly occupied rooms are in your housing

unit?




TABLE 4-34

Number of People Living in the House*

i Urban
Response
High ; Middle — Low
| |
1-3 58% 687 58%
46 39 30 34
7 or more 2 2 7
1
Totals 997, 100% 99% 99%

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

usual address at which they live?

0100



TABLE 4-35

Housing Deficiencies Per Household*

Urban ! Rural
County !
High Middle Low Low
1 1
] i
Monongalia .04 { ! .07 .17
Marion .01 .02 1.02 .29
[}
t
Lewis .06 .30 .72
Rando 1ph .03 .14 .53 .27
Pendelton .52
1
Boone .22 .08 .81 .04
1
Raleigh .05 .61 .22
T a
Total ! 37 45 ! 274 155
Frequency 57 310 548 44
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 combinatjon of two questions: Q78
which, if any, of the following conditions exist in one or more of

these regularly occupied rooms?

010y




1., A room with no working heating svstem 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

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

and is not included in column total.

0110
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TABLE 4-36

Kitchen Deficiencies Per Household*

147 Urban ?7 Rural

County [ 1
] High . Middle . Low b Low
) 1 I ]

Monongalia E .00 E i .10 E .27
] ! I ]

Marion a: .00 E .00 : .11 E .07
] ] ] ]

Lewis i .00 E .08 ; .18
] ] {

Randolph i .00 E .00 ; .20 | .18
1 ] ]

Pendelton i i | .38
] ] I

Boone E .01 | .00 .08 | .202
] I

Raleigh i .00 5 ; .28 .36
i 5 E :

T E } B 7

Total i 2 : 7 , 79 | 98

Fraquency i 557 | 310 { 548 : 444
i 0 i ;
H ] ] !

Average ! .00 : .02 ! .14 : .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? 1Is it in
working order?

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

Q
[ERJf: not included in column total.

— 01li
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TABLE 4-37

Percentage of Households Reporting Lack of a Working Flush Toilet*

Urban 1 Rural
County
High . Middle - Low Low
]
Monongalia 17 i 12% | 247
Marion 0 0% 5 | 5
1
Lewis | 0 ! 0 23
I
Randolph ' 0 0 12 13
Pendelton 28
Beone 0 0 4 202
Raleigh 0 30 ! 67
1
]
! ! !
Total 1 0 68 ! 106
Frequency 557 310 | 548 : 444
e l L
i HE H i
Average 0% 0% 127 237

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of reported
deficiencies by the number of households.

*#Q91 1Is there a flush toilet inside your housing unit? DNoes it
Work?

aDatum 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 Neficiencies Per Household#

98

: Urban : Rural
County i :
i ___ High Middle Low {  Low
i i ] H
Monongalia i .00 i 5 .25 E . 85
i i | }
. ) ) i )
Marion E .00 E .00 E 40 i .25
Lewis i .on E .11 i i .43
| ) | ]
Randolph E .00 i .02 E .40 i .64
} ] ) ]
Pendelton E i i i .57
d | | | a
Boone : .00 : .08 | .06 : .49
] ] I ]
Raleigh i .00 E 'l .66 | 1.45
) { 1 1
| | | 1
= ? | |
Total i 0 : 12 ; 178 ! 291
Frequency ! 557 : 310 ! 548 ! 444
] ] 1 -
i - H ] T
Average .00 .04 .32 .65

Note: Figures were obtained hv dividing the numher of reported

deficiencies out of three possihle by the number of households.

*191 Is there a bathroom sink inside vour housing unit? DNoes

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

there a bathtub or shower inside vour housing unit?

Is

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

is not included in columm total.
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|
TABLE 4-39
Concern about Lack of Low-Cost, Low-Rent Housing®
i Urban E Rural
County | |
i High Middle Low 1 Low
i | M i
“onepealin 5 137 ; i 38 i 277
[} [} 1 ]
Marion 5 0 E 39% j 35 E 57
] i [} ]
lLewis 5 51 ; 61 5 E 67
1 ] ] |
Randolph ] 16 5 44 ! 37 i 58
] i ] [}
Pendelton E E E E 45
I ] 1 I
Fac e g 17 E 75 g 87 E 642
] ] | [}
Piloi sk ! 6 | | 74 | 53
| } ] ]
| ] : :
? | i i
i H f i
Total f _88 E 115 : 279 1221
Frequency ! 557 i 31 : 5438 ! L44
] ] ] ]
.= 5 z i
Average 167 37% 517 50%

“ote: Percentages were obtained bv dividinrg "concerned" responses
"t the total nuwber 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 Boore County neighbortcod anid

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-40

Number of Bedrooms in the House*

Response

]
2-3 73 74 80 i 75
]
over 4 25 18 10 i 15
|
|
|
Totals 997 ! 997 987 997

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

sleeping.
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TABLE 4-41

Percentage of Households with Unvented Space Featers™

Urba fTi Rural
County )
High Viddle Low ! Low
A 5 L 4 L S
| 1 |
Monongalia i 1% i ! 107 E 107
| | | |
Marion 0 i 2 E 44 i 14
| | ]
lewis 0 i 22 i i 3
| ) ]
|
Randolph | 0 E 9 P13 I B
| [} ]
Pendelton E i i 0
] | )
Yoone 1 6 | N % 7 ! 272
| | | i
| | ] ]
Raleigh 0 ] ! 7 ! 2
| i ]
| ] |
I I i B
| T | "
Total ! 6 i 38 ] 79 ! 34
Frequency i 545 : 308 I 530 I 435
) : —— 1
| I l i
Average 1% 127, 157 87

Note: Percentages were obtained bty dividing the nurber of inter-
view ohservations of unvented space heaters bv the number of households
per cell,

*) 115 Unvented space heaters present? (Observed bv the inter-
viewer either by walking about the housing urit after obtaining per-
mission, or by observing from the spot vherg th- iirtervi.y v.as con-
ducted in the event that permission te move about is not granted).

#patum is from a middle income rural Rccne County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-42

Percentage of Households Reporting Presence of Rats*

County

Monongalia
Marion
Lewis

Randolph

Pendelton

Boone

Raleigh

.
v

'y

31% .
]
27 36
]
8 1
7 | 36

83 37

63

18
16
48
328

58

Total
Frequency

27 210
310 548

-
w
£

&S
£
£

Average

Note:

8% 38%

35%

Percentages were obtained by dividing the number of af-

rats in or near this building?

011/

firmative responses by the number of houceholds per cell.

and is not included in column total.

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

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood
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TABLE 4-43

Percentage of Houscholds with Presence of Vermin other than Rats*

Urban Rural
County i
High Middle Low Low
Monongalia 10% 17 0%
Marion 0 0 19 0
Lewis 0 1 1
Randolph 1 1 0 0
Pendelton 2
Boone 5 0 8 02
i
Raleigh E 0 9 2
Total 14 2 35 3
Frequency 557 310 548 444
i i
Average 3% 17 67% 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.) AOther vermin or vermin signs observed?

3patum 1is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood

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

Home Ownership*

' Urban Rural

Response
High Middle Low Low

Rented 9% 19% 31% 17%
Cooperative 0 1 4 0

I
Owned ! 82 78 57 Al
dccupied, 2 1 5 7
no rent
Totals 93% 99% l 97% 957%

*33 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

ERIC Oils
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TABLE 4-45

Monthly Rent Costs*

Urban Rural
Response
High Middle Low Low
$0-49 24% 45% 61% 77%
$50-99 41 48 34 22
%100-149 22 3 5 0
$150-199 11 3 0 1
1
1 !
Totals 98% 997 100% 100%

*Q94 Which of the following categories best describe this

household's monthly rent?

0120
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TABLE 4-46

Concern about Condition of Neighborhood and Its Houses*

Urban Rural

County

High Middle Low Low
Monongalia 327% 137 147
Marion 3 0z 43 12
Lewis 5 i 27 30
Randolph 3 9 26 23
Pendelton 10
Boone 20 58 20 258
Raleigh 2 82 16
Total _56 _4o 167 13
Frequency 557 310 548 444
Aver age ! 107 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.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.

ERIC 0121




107

TABLE 4-47

Concern about Overcrowding in the Area*

Urban Rural
County
High Middle ] Low Low
H 1
Monongalia 0% i E 8% | 27
] ]
Marion 3 5 (1} E 5 12
[} [}
Lewis 8 ! 8 ] 1
!
Randolph 0 9 20 7
Pendelton 2
! ! ! .
Boone 18 25 21 26
Raleigh 1 7 5
I
{
i
Total 24 2) _64 24
Frequency 557 310 548 | 44
!
Average 4 7% 127 5%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses
by the total number of responses.

#Q1051 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
unconcermed about it. The area is overcrowded.

8patum 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
High Middle . Low Low
] i i
Monongalia ' 127% i 18% | 517
i
Marion ! 4 5% i 42 ! 22
1 i
Lewis | 27 25 14
Randolph 14 26 69 8
]
Pendelton | ! 10
1
Boone 23 17 i 13 402
Raleigh 1 87 45
|
1
Total _65 I _58 214 116
Frequency 557 310 548 444
Average 12% 19% 39% 267

Note: FPercentages 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.

3Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.

‘ 0124




109

TABLE 4-49

Dissatisfaction with Public Housing*

H Urban Rural
County
High Middle Low Low
Monongalia 137 127 7%
i ]
i
Marion 1 1% ! 15 20
Lewis 57 35 16
Randolph 8 20 2 30
Pendelton 19
Boone , 27 0 ! 13 g2
| i
i ]
Raleigh 5 i 11 22
i
|
Total 93 ! 59 59 81
Frequency 557 310 ! 548 44
i i
: |
Average 17% 17% 117 187%

Note: Percentages were obtainred by dividing dissatisfied responses
by the total number of responses.

*Q104J Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied
with these services. Public Housing.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in columm total.
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TABLE 4-~50

Dissatisfaction with Rodent, Pest and Dog Control*

County

Monongalia
Marion
Lewis
Randolph
Pendelton
Boone

Raleigh

Total 5
Frequency 444

Average 17

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-
sponses by the total number of responses.

*#0103G 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.

28natum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.




TABLE 4-51

Dissatisfact i~n with Housing Code Inspection*

i Ufban H _ Rural
County ]
i i1gh Middie | Lov Low
I :f
Monongalia E 2” ! | 0% 0%
I |
Maricn i 7 E 0y 3 | 0
i ]
Tewis E 0 E 4 3
t |
Randolph | ) E 1 1 0
]
Pendelton | E 0
1 ] 1
Boone | 4 E 0 | 0 1
i
Raleigh 1 ; 0 0
: :
{ ]
T T
] 1
Total E 11 i 4 4 2
Trejuency i 557 ‘ 310 548 ‘bbb
| .
T e
! :
Averace 2Z 17 1% 1%

Note: Percertages were ohtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-
sponses by the total number of resprnees.

*MI103F On the basils of your own experience, or from what you've
read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with
the following services. Housing Cude Tnspection.

dpatum 1s frem o widdle income rural Boone County neighborhood

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

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 ard rural low income neighborhoods
to repoit 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%Z of the
residents of urban high income neighborhoods expressed concern
(See Table 4-55).

B. Transportation

1. Over 20X 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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Considerable diszatisfaction 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).

Residents of low income neighborhoods, particularly rural neigh-
borhoods, were concerned about harsh policies of their neighbor-
hood stores (See Table 4-60).

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).
Almost one-half of all respondents in low income urban neighbor-
hoods were concerned about the lack of neighborhood drug stores;
the concern was shared by residents of low income rural neighbor-
hoods (See Table 4-62).

Residents of low incoae 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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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).

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),
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).

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

All recreation findings were indicated in the data highlights

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

Transportation

i,

Ownership of vehicles and concerns with public transportation
and street conditions were indicated in the data highlights

(See Tables 4-36, 4-57 and 4-58).

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 rel.ted findings were reported in the data highlights
(See Tables 4 39, 4-62, 4-60, 4-63, 4-61).
2. Rural low income ncighborhoods were particularly concerned
about the presence of too many bars in the area of the neigh-
borhood (fee [ablie 4-71).

D. Income and Lrp.. - ot

1. Data regardirz ipcome and employment were indicated in the
data highlignts (See Tables 4-64, 4-65, and 4-66).
2. Table 4-" * "+ "~ats sources of income for all samples; the
major diftfe~ 1.. =2cross income groups was in the tendency for
high income neighborhood residents to be self-employed.
3. No neigh’ “rwou sample secened dissatisfied with employment services
(See Iab. 4-73).

E. Local Governmui:

1. Findings reg.-rding social action, representation in governmment,
and iaci oI 7 ..~ protection were reported in the data highlights
(Sev 1au v v o amud, aitd 4-093).

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

littiv concern 3bour cveractive neighborhood action groups (See

T 4-74)
3. With the .x.cpi.¢s o+ I neighborhoods in Boone County, there was
littie - « e . v teiders running neighborhood programs

(See Table «-75).
4. A numbe- of low .r+ 1« ' -ban and rural neighborhoods, as well

as hig: and midd.. v« oeighborhoods in Boone County, were

ERIC 013u
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11.
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concerned that neighborhood action groups did not represent

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

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).

Few people were dissatisfied with existing levels of police
protection (See Table 4-78).

With the exception of one middle income urban neighborhood in
Randolph County, most neighborhood residents reported satisfaction
with their courts (See Table 4-79).

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),

Virtually all respondeunts expressed satisfaction with fire protec-
tion (See Table 4-81),

With the exception of one middle income urban neighborhood, virtually
all residents expressed satisfaction with water, light, and power
services (See Table 4-82),

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).

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 Tahle 4-85).
Few neighborhood residents expressed dissatisfaction with trash
or garbage collection (See Tables 4-86 and 4-87).

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®*

Urban i Rural
County {
High Middle Low Low
i B
Monongalia ' 247 ! 23% 227
I
Marion ! 24 15% 28 33
1
Lewis i 90 61 51
1
Randolvh 5 12 34 19 50
|
Pendelton i 48
Boone 60 17 47 312
Raleigh 29 25 ! 38
! |
] i
i I
Total 214 108 I 150 172
Frequency 557 310 | 548 444
!
H HE i
Average 38% 35% 277 397

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.

3patum 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 *

119

Urhan Rural
County
High Middle Low Low
Monongalia 267 26% 237
Marion 29 18% 29 34
Lewis 86 65 42
Randolph 19 34 18 55
[]
Pendelton E 50
i
Boone 59 17 ! 51 312
Raleigh 30 20 31
- ]
Total ! 222 114 157 ' 168
Frequency ' 557 310 548 ! 444
1 3
| :
Average 40% 37% 29% 387%
Note: Percent ages were obtained by dividing "'dissatisfied" re-

sponses by the total number of responses.

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

with these services.

Recreation for Teenagers.

3patum 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*®

1 Urban o

County
High Middle Low
T
1

Menongalia i 117 ' 232

[}
Marion 11 8% H 27

1
]
Lewis 15 55
|

Randolph 18 34 10
Fendelton
Boone 61 17 51
Raleigh 21 22
Total 173 97 142
Frequency 557 310 548

3

i

Average 312 31% 26%

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.

aDatum 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 *

U'rban i Rural
County
High Middle Low Low
Rl i
Monongalia 17% | ' 6% 60%
!
Marion 0 217 17 27
Lewis 51 55 53
Randolph 9 i 46 39 39
Pendelton 50
Boone 45 58 | 47 832
Raleigh 7 ' 84 | A
Total 111 | 128 231 210
Frequency 57 i 10 544 444
!
| 4
Average 20% 41% 42% 47%

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 pnarks
and playgrounds.

aDatum 1s 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 8872 85% 82%
Marion 95 687 47 ?
Lewis 96 ! 78 80
Randolph 97 82 72 66
Pendelton 97
1
Boone 92 | 92 77 852
Raleigh 95 62 69
Total 523 239 318 343
Frequency 567 311 524 440
]
' i
Average 942 77% 727% 78%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing affirmative resnonses
by the total number of responses.

#)70 Do you or someone in this household own a working car, truck,
motorcycle or motor scooter?

aDatum 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
“ "Monongalia 0% ’ ’ ’ 3% - 1A
Marion 7 5% 1 0
Lewis 22 I 14 4 .
Randolph 3 39 0 . 7
Pendelton 0
Boone 2 0 0 52
Raleigh 0 0 2
] ] !
i 1 ]
[ I
i
Total ! 25 _63 7 9
Frequency ! 557 310 548 444
|
1B
Average 5% 207% 1% 2%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses
by the total number of responses.

*Q103J On the Lasis of your own experience, ;r from what you've
heard or read, riease tell me whe:.ier you are satisfied or dissatisfied
with the following services. Public Transportation.

8Datum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not incluced in column total.
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TABLE 4-58

Dissatisfaction with Street and Road Conditions and Maintenance*

! Urban Rural
County I

% High Middle | Low Low
Monongalia - é 277 26% ’ 527
Marion i 11 387 62 70
Lewis i 58 ) 38 28
Randolph 19 18 32 61
Pendelton 33
Boone 13 8 35 112
Raleigh | 13 7 38
Total 124 _90 173 221
Frequency 57 i 310 548 44
Average 22% 29% 32% 507

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.

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and is

not innluded in column total,
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TABLE 4-59
Concern about Inconvenience of Neighborhood to

Transportation, Shopping, Schools, and Other Services*

Urban Rural
County
. . - L Hisk - . ‘Middle - - - Low Low N
1
i
Monongalia 8% | 14% 48%
i
]
Marion 1 1% ! 14 12
i
| 1
Lewis 18 13 ! ! 54
|
Randolph 0 11 ¢ 15 51
Pendelton 24
a
Boone 17 33 4 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 "conc;rned" 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.

qpatum 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 .
H High Middle Low Low
]
‘Monongalia B S ' 'Y 37y
i
Marion ! 0 17 2 8
Lewis 18 11 41
Randolph 1 9 17 24
Pendelton | 21
Boone 16 42 19 282
Raleigh 1 62 53
! ]
]
Total 34 26 101 130
Frequency 557 310 548 444
Average 6% 8% 18% 29%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing ''concerned' responses
by the total number of responses.
*)105C For each condition I'm about to reac, 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.
aDatum 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 Neighborhood Food Stores*

Urban H Rural
County
High Middle Low . Low
' ]
Monongalia 27, ' i 14% 207,
} )
Marion ! 0 0% 20 0
]
Lewis | 32 | 19 | 45
! H t
i [} i
Randolrh i 1 7 ! 18 l 16
| |
Pendelton | | 17
| L.
Roone | 22 ! 50 38 49
1
|
Raleigh 1 ! 62 5
]
]
i i
Total i 28 30 145 ! 75
Frequency f 557 310 | 548 5 444
: "
Average 5% 107 267 17%

Note: Percentages were obtained bv dividing "concerned" responses
L+ the total number of resnonses.

*0105F For each condition 1'm about to read, please tell me whether
or not the condition exists, and 1f it does exist whether vou are concerned
about it. Neighborhood does not vave cnough food stores.

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

not included in columm total.
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TABLE 4-62

Concern about Lack of Drug Stores in the Neighborhood*

Urban Rural
County
1 _High ' Middle - Low Low
i
. i 1 { . . } )
Monongalia H 267% ' 467, 407
1
Marion 1 9% 12 ! 48
Lewis 2 0 | 52
i
Randolph 1 4 13 ; 62
1
Pendelton | ! i 62
i
Boone 17 50 3 278
Raleigh 1 79 31
Total 23 20 178 216
t i
Average 4% 6% 327 497

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.
3patum 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*®

Aff Urban Rural
County i
. I High __ Middle Low Low
1 t 1 . i )
Monongalia | 2% :- E 207 3%
1 i i i
Marion i 1 E 3% i 24 i 1
i 1 i
Lewis i 8 § 4 | 57
i j !
Randolph E 3 i 6 ; 18 ; 36
I ! i i
Pendelton i ; E i 17
i i i
Boone i 20 ; 58 E 6 172
i 1 1 1
Raleigh E 34 ; i 67 s 45
i i i
I i i
- } |
Total ! 79 ' _20 ! 135 ! 132
Frequency : 557 ! 310 ! 548 ! 44
i i i |
! o 1 H
Average 147 6% 25% 30%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses
by the total number of responses.

*Q105D 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.

3patum 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*

Response
$0-4900 8% H 23% 597 537%
i
$4900-10000 36 55 34 39
i

$10,000 + 56 22 8 ! 8
| !
H i

Totals 100% 1002 1017 1007

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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BLE 4-65

Concern about lack of Tncome®

: Urban { Rural
County ! |
L High Middle Lovw ! Low
1 - - 1 ’ - | ; 1
] ! t i
Monongalia } 3 ! ! 337 ! 347
i
_ N i :
Marion ! 3 } 27 ! 50 ! 57
, | | | | |
Lewis : 34 : 42 ! ! 38
l | , i ;
Randolph : i ! 33 : 64 ! 57
| | | |
Pendelton ! { ! : 50
] { ] i
I . i _ t i a
Boone : e ! AR ! 93 ! 7
, 1 ! | )
Raleigh } . ! ! R& | 64
! I i ]
I | f i
! H 1 !
i : i i
Total LA g 8 1323 I 218
Fregquency ! 557 | 310 ! 548 ! bbg
! ! ' 1
v - , T ' |
Average i RE P 507 497
Note: Percentowncs e sitained by dividing "concerned”" resnonses

hv the totul

*N106A

nurber

D1

Fesnon-os,

if so whether veou a e (opecen & oy

income.

Aatum is from

is not includeda

aoridbife

Colepre e

tneone

)

i,

conditioy s esist o in this and

ared,

=concerned,  Penple do not have enough

rural Boene County re ishborhood and
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TABLE 4-66

Concern about Lack of Work or Working Hours*

Urban ! Rural
County
High Middle Low ' Low
j 0 - T -
; i I
Monongalia 0% ! ! 247 ! 187
]
Marion 0 3% i 24 41
: i
i
Lewis 30 26 ! L 14
i
]
Randolph 7 24 ! 39 65
i
Pendelton ! 31
| i i
Boone ! 15 42 I 88 roTs
i
]
Raleigh 3 84 38
Total 46 58 236 152
Frequency 557 310 548 44
!
Average 8% 19% 43% 34%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses
by the total number of responses.

*)106C 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.
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TABLE, 4-67

Political and Social Actiorn*

Urban Rural

Response

High Middle Low Low

i - o

Called or
written an 177 117 13% 187
official
Formed or
attended a
neighborhood 9 4 9 15
organization
Signed a
petition 27 15 20 38
Tried to do
something 6 ! 5 5 6
myself | |
Talked to
landlord 2 2 10 3
Gave money
to help 25 22 28 48

*0107 There are many ways of trying to deal with conditions in a
neighborhood. 1In attempting to deal with neighborhood conditions, have

you ever done any of the following in this neighborhood?
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TABLE 4-68

Representation in Local (overnment*

Urban ] Rural
County _ i

High Middle Low Low

‘ Mon;ngalia - 867 ' ‘ ‘ | 847 20%
Marion 77 83% 48 53
Lewis 58 72 45
Randolph 14 93 50 57
Pendelton 52
Boone 79 100 78 P43t
Raleigh 90 12 51
Total 418 257 337 199
Frequency 557 310 548 444
Average 75% 83% 612 45%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "agree' responses bv
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.

#patum is from a middle income rural Boone Countv neighborhood and 1is

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
1 ] I
Monongalia ! 41% i i 56% i 56%
1 [} [l
Marion 47 | 61% . Y
[} | | |
Lewis A V: E 34 ! {37
| | !
|
Randolph r 24 i 32 P52 I &
[} | | |
Pendelton E i i i 26
| i | i a
Boone ; 34 | 50 P2 I 55
1 | [}
Raleigh P59 i L 67 47
| : | '
1 ! !
i i i .
Total {252 011 b 266 1 220
Frequency ! 57 ' 310 ' 548 444
| 1 |
T 1 ] i
Average 457, 42% ’ 497 507

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 pnrotection in this
neighborhood.

aDatum 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*

B I Urban AE Rural
Countv ! t
High ~__Middle Low 1 Low
- T - - B . R . ‘:. -
Monongalia 48% 307 i 357
1
] |
Marion ' 19 ' 23% 22 i 17
i i
Lewis 57 | 31 i 11
!
Randolph 32 32 13 30
Pendel ton ! 5
Boone 24 33 41 9
Raleigh 30 12 7
1 I 1
I
i
!
Total 193 89 138 ! _B86
Frequency 557 310 i 548 I 444
|
|
1
Average 35% 297 257 197

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses
by the total number of responses.

*0)104G Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with
these services. Traffic Conditions.

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

not included in column total.

0181




137

TABLE 4-71

Concern about too Manv Area Bars*

H Urban Rural
County
High Middle Low Low
Monongalia 0% 11% 20%
Marion 1 27 5 40
Lewis 23 | 25 61
Randolph 8 13 6 38
Pendelton 10
Boone 23 58 24 528
Raleigh 2 4 | 35
: i
Total 47 45 58 157
Frequency 57 310 548 44
H H "
Average 8% 15% 117% 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 uniconcerned 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.

Q 0152




TABLE 4-72 138

Sources of Income *

Urban ! Rural
Response

High Middle Low Low

Pa—

Salary or

Wages i 52% 45% 46% 41%

Self Employ-
ment, Rent

Investments 22 13
Dividends
Inheritance |

01d Age H '
Assistance d 1 0 3 1
Benefits

Soc. Sec.--~

Special Bene-
fits for Per-| 2 2 5 3
sons 72+ !

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

Unemp loy-
ment Comp. 0 1 1 3

Veteran's
Cash 3 2 3 5
Benefits

Totals 100% 98% 997 97%

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

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

Dissatisfaction with Employment Services*

i Urban ! Rural
County 1
High Middle Low g Low
] ] i
] 1
Monongalia E 27 E ! 17 : 07
i i ] |
Marion | 0 5 07 ;' 2 : 0
. | | |
Lewis i 3 i 2 | i 1
I i I ]
Randolph | 1 | 6 ! 0 ! 1
i i : i
Pendelton ! ! : ! 0
] ] i i
Boone i 4 i 0 E 0 E 64
i ] ] |
Raleigh | 0 E i 0 i 2
i i ] i
1 | i I
| ! 1 !
i 1 | |
I f ] I
Total ! 8 ! 9 ! 1 ! 3
Frequency ! 557 ! 310 | 548 ! 444
! ! ) |
': i i !
Average 1% 37 0% 17

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing dissatisfied resnonses
by the total number of responses.
#Q103L On the basis of your own experience, or from what vou've

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

with the following services. Employment Services.
¥patum 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 Groups*®

1 Urban Rural

County

High Middle Low Low
Monongalia | 17 5% 0%
Marion i 1 ! 0% 3 | 2
Lewis 0 l 2 3
Randolph 1 1 1 0
Pendelton | 0
Boone 15 42 2 112
Raleigh 1 5 i 5
Total 17 _8 19 1
Frequency 557 310 548 444
Average 3% 3% 3% 2%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses
by the total number of responses.

*Q106D Please tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and
if so whether you greconcerned or unconcerned. Neighborhood action groups
are too active,

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

are not included in column total.

015u




141

BEST Copy RVAILABLE

TABLE 4-75
fooworn ahout Outsiders Running Neighborhood Programs®
B ! Urban | Rural
R A4 : Il
1 High Middle Low | Low
J | ] ]
vy 1 | 37 3 f 2 l 0%
! { | |
! 1 i 02 l 5 | 0
: :
] 4 ‘ 2 7
| :
Nt : 0 = 0 2 1
' |
T : ] 5
) ]
| | | | a
! 12 ! 42 ! 5 ! 6
i | | |
R ) 4 ] I 8 11
i | ]
i | ]
| ] ]
- . _ ! [
P ! !
: ! _23 ! - P20 14
! 557 ! 310 : 548 444
- ! ! 1
T H 1 A
47 2% 4% 3%

v Peorcentages were obtained by dividing "concerned" responses
i tal number of responses,
'V Please tell me if these conditions exist in this area, and
ther vou are concerned or unconcerned. Too many neighborhood
~rewrams run by outsiders.
1

m~tum ig from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

¢ ‘rwetuded 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
i ]
| I
Monongalia 3% | | 5% ! 0%
I I I
i :
Marion 3 ! 07 | 9 1
I i
i I
Lewis 4 : 4 : [
i i
I I
Randolph 1 ! n ! 2 1
I I
I I
Pendelcon | ! 0
| ! .
Boone 12 ! 33 | 14 ! 12
i I i
I . I - I
Raleigh 4 ! ' 13 E 18
| | : i
; ; L
| | |
Total ! 25 ! ] ! 43 18
Frequency | 557 | 310 | 544 444
| | i
i ! i
} i 1
: i :
Average 47 27 87 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 unconcermned. Neighborhood action groups
do not represent or act in the people's interests,

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighhorhood and is

not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-77

Fair Police Treatment of Neighborhood People*

1 Urban Rural
County i
High Middle Low Low
Monongalia 87% 85% 667
i
Marion 5 87 957 77 | 77
1
Lewis ; 91 84 62
i
Randolph E 88 96 90 78
1
Pendelton E 86
1
Boone s 84 92 88 ! 442
] 1 ( i
Raleigh E 75 | | 82 | 84
!
!
1
Total 5 467 285 463 329
Frequency ' 557 310 548 444
1 ] 1
1 i ¥ 1 H
Average 84% 922 85% 747,

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "agree" responses by
the total number of responses.

*0110B Please tell me whether you agree or disagree with the fol-
lowing statements. Police treat the people of this neighborhood fairly.

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-78

Dissatigfaction with Police Protection*

Urban E Rural
County i
i High Middle ~ Low i ____Low
[]
Monongalia 12 ! 0% 0z
|
Marion 1 0% E 2 0
[]
Lewis 9 4 '} 0
[]
Randolph 3 ! 3 E 0 1
]
Pendelton 0
a
Boone 2 | 17 0 4
]
Raleigh 0 ' 1 2
Totel 12 8 3 2
Frequency 57 310 548 444
[] []
Average 2% 2% 1% 1Z

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses
by the total number of responses.

*0103H On the basis af 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 I 5% 27 5%
Marion 1 17 5 3
Lewis‘ 10 4 i 7
Randolph 3 24 | 1 . 3.
Pendelton 17
Boone 12 8 3 30
Raleigh 5 I 7 4
Total 33 33 18 24
Frequency 57 310 548 444
Average 67 11% 37 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.

a
Datum 1s from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

Courts

is not included in colummn total.
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TABLE 4-80

Dissatisfaction with Jails, Correctional Facilities and Probation*

1 Urban Rural-

County
High Middle Low Low
Monongalia 10% 47 27
Marion 0 47 6 2
Lewis 53 35 9
|

Randolph i 4 | 26 2 5
Pendelton 26
Boone , 27 25 3 132
Raleigh 5 9 4
Total _84 68 _24 _28
Frequency 557 310 548 444

1

H
Average 15% 22% 47 6%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses
by the total number of responses.

*0104Kk Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied with
the following services. Jails, Correctional Facilities, and Probation.

3patum 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
1 T
i { ]
Monongalia 5 0% i i 0% i 0%
] ] ] i
Marion ; 1 i 0% i 2 | 0
] ] i
Lewis i 0 i 0 ! 0
i i i
Randolph ' 3 | 0 i 0 0
Pendelton | 0
] | a
Boone 1 0 0 | 0
Raleigh 0 0 0
]
|
R
|
Total i 4 0 2 0
Frequency § 557 310 548 444
1 i
Average 17% 0% 1% 0%

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" responses
by the total number of responses.

*Q103I 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.

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*

i Urban E Rural
County AL 1
1 High Middle Low i Low
T 7 1 ¥
] i ' i
Monongalia E 0% E E 0% i 07
) | i
Marion | 0 : 0% ! 1 E 0
| | 5 :
Lewis | 1 | 2 | 1 0
| | | |
Randolph E 1 E 3 E 0 | 0
| i I
Pendelton i i E 0
i i i
Boone E 1 E 17 E 0 : 54
| ] ] I
Raleigh i 0 , E 0 0
; | i
i ] i
1 i i
1 T T
Total | 3 8 | 1 0
Frequency | 557 310 :' 548 | 444
l | |
¥ I | T
i I i
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 own 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).

#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*

| Urhan TT Rural
County i t
1 High Middle R Low Low
|
Monongalia 17 i 1% 0%
|
Marion | 4 0% 0 0
1]
Lewis i 1 1 0
Randolph 0 17 0 i 0
Pendelton 0
Boone | 4 17 0 i 0o?
|
Raleigh 0 0 I 0
Total _8 _23 _0 0
Frequency 557 310 | 548 444
' 1
Average 17 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.

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

is not included in column total.
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TARLE 4~

Dissatisfaction with Welfure and Public Assistance Administration*

T Urban } Rural
Countv f [
| High Middle Low Low
T ¥ f
! i |
Moncenuealia : 0% | E 17 : 0%
| i | i
Marion 3 i 0 | 1 H 0
I i i ]
| | | |
Lewis ! 9 ] 6 i H 4
I i ] i
| : | :
Randolph ! 7 ! 21 |' 1 | 5
i | i i
Pendelton : ! | | 0
I ] ] i
Boone E 7 5 17 ; 0 ! 32
| ! : :
Raleizh ' 1 f » 0 ! 0
f ! ; l
] ] ] i
i ] ! ]
- ~ T T 1
| i ; i
Total | 2] ! 32 1 3 i 7
Frequency ! 57 ; 10 | 548 A
i ] i 1
T R T 1
1 1 t i
Averap. 47 10 17 2%

Note !
bv the t~f

AiYViQ
please tell

services,

",

centages were ohtained by

Sbor of responses,

1t o hagis

1siding "dissatisfied" responses

of *our own exsc..ence, or from what you've read,

wbether vou are satisfied or dissatisfied with the following

Welfare and Public Assistance Administration.

a .- . - . . .
Datum {e from 2 micdle income rural RBoone Countv neighborhood and

is not

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ine

!
it

'
i

nocoiumn

total,
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TABLE 4-85
Dissatisfaction with Sewage Disposal*
Urban i Rural
County i
High Middle Low Low
T T
i 1
Monongalia 17 E i 47 127
1 i i
Marion E 9 i 47 i 4 i 33
i ] ! i
Lewis H 25 E 16 i 5 4
1
i 1 1 i
Rando1ph i 10 ! 15 5 14 :' 30
1
1 i ] 1
Pendelton H H i 5 10
i
I I 1
Boone E 4 8 ! 4 i 52
i i 1
Raleigh ' 29 i i 8 ! 7
i i i
I i
1 1
T T
I 1 !
Total i 83 i 37 i 33 i 76
Frequency E 557 310 548 ; 444
: . T T
i i ! I
Average 15% 127 6% 177

Note: Percentages were ottained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-
sponses by the total number of responses.

*Q104A Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied
with these services. Sewage Disposal.

®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*

! Urban ! Rural
County ! 1
! High Middle Low ! Low
i 1 1
i i
Monongalia i 0% H ! 0% 1%
i i
1 1
Marion ! 5 ! 1% ] V] 0
1 1 i
1 i
Lewis i 0 H 0 ! 0
\ A
I
Randolph ] 1 2 0 1
i
]
Pendelton ] 0
| a
Boone H 0 8 0 2
1 1 1
1 ! i
Raleigh ! 1 ; 0 ; 0
; ' |
N : s
Total ! 6 H 4 _0 ! 2
Frequency ! 557 ! 310 548 H 444
: : :
1 h 1
l : !
Average 1% 17 (174 17

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-
sponses bv the total number of responses.

*#)103A On the basis of your own axperience, or from what you've
heard or read, please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied
with the following services. Trash collection.

3patum is from a middle income rural Boone Couvnty neighborhood

and is not included in column total.
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TABLE 4-87

Dissatisfaction with Garbage Collection¥*

County

‘onongalia

“larion

lowis

Randolph

Pendelton
Joone

Raleigh

Total 5 _2
Frequency 557 310 444

. - -~ 107 L-/4
Accroge % % 1

Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied” re~
-ronses by the total number of responses.

*Q103B 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.

aDatum is from a middle income rural Boone Countv neighborhood and

.5 not included in column total.




Dissatisfaction with Air Pollution Control *

TABLE 4-88

?Aﬁ Urban ?7 Rural
Coun tv IR
i High . Middle - Low Low
i 1 i
Monongalia E 13% i 17% 3%
{ I
Marion E 4 i 8% 14 9
i
Lewis ! 19 15 | 16
i I I
Randolph i 9 i 14 7 3
1
Pendelton E 17
I a
Boone ! 20 17 16 6
i
Raleigh i 4 0 2
|
| i
E |
Total ! _59 39 ! 68 34
Frequency : 557 310 : 548 | 444
| i
i |
Average 11% 13% 12% 8%
Note: Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-

soonses hy the total number of responses,

*)104F Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied

with these st rvices,

Air Pollution Control.

a
Datum is from a middle Income rural Roone County neighborhood

and is not inciuded in column total.
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TABLE 4-89

Dissatisfaction with Water Pollution Control*

Urban Rural
Coun: .
High —+ Middle Low Low
Monon .l . 232 | 207 5%
Marion i 4 § 3% 1 L 36
Lewis 52 ; 20 | 21
Randglph | 16 i 20 | 12 7
Pendel ron | ' 14
Boone 21 17 | 20 . 32
Lalexgh 6 ! 3 i 22
Total 104 _4s | 1 81
Frequency i 557 310 548 444
i
Average 19% 15% 13% 18%
Percentages were obtained by dividing "dissatisfied" re-
sponses " che tutal number of responses.
< 104H Please tell me whether you are satisfied or dissatisfied
with ¢ < services. Water Pollution Control.

'Detum is from a middle income rural Boone County neighborhood and

is not included in column total.
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CHAPTER FIVE

DISCUSSION, IMPLICATIONS, AND PROPOSALS

Neighborhoods and Human Ecology: '"What's it Like to Live Here?"

pefining the quality of community or neighborhood life is a difficult
tash. Past attempts have ranged from political and economic data on
state and local government operations and finance, to the subjective
feeiings of community residents. While these kinds of data have not been
excluded from the present study, its primary thrust has been to quantita-
tively detail the range and density of important ecological events in
neiguborhood life.

inree principal types of data were pursued in this study; data on

famiriy health and health concerns, data on the physical condition of

tie community. Approximately 2000 structured interviews were conducted
in 3 stratified design in 38 neighborhoods throughout West Virginia.

‘ne resuits were remarkably consistent. The neighborhoods in which
tnl. research was conducted yielded data which formed a number of coherent
ratt. n5; patterns of data that appeared to be primarily based on neighbor-
hood «.els of income. That is, the range and density of ecological events

. .an concerns varied between certain kinds of neighborhoods, but were

ousistent within what were, economically, the same types of neighbor-
AR

+i should be noted that one of the earlier considerations in the design

of tne regional sampling, countrasts in different sections (Northern, Cen-

t..:., d>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 utlay),

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 Stamrs
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. (Lstimate based on usage of Federal Food
Stamp Program).

*See Appendix I for TRIF formula for monthly allotment of stamps
by income range and hcusehold 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."

Middle Income Urban Neighbarhoods

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-(>st housing
and hazards such as unvented space heaters were relatively

common. Reprvtz ui 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 high
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 conditioms. 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 conditionms, 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
prchlem 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. ExXpense

and delays in obtaining medical service were reported as problems

in getting health care. The largest number of rarental 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 were 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,

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 . tr treatment of health problems. The largest

number of pec reporting no treatment for serious disabilities
vere 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 young -children. 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

& rumulation 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
aud middle income urban neighborhoods. Reports of rats were
common. Most people owned their homes, and concerns about the
c.idition of the neighborhood were at a moderate level. There
wis a dissatisfaction with recreation for all age groups, and
the highest rates of concern about the lack of parks and play-
' unds occurred here. A significant number of people were

v *bout autos, and there was widespread concern about road

« nditions. Concerns about the inconvenience of neighborhood
¢’ woing were higher than in any other type of neighborhood,

as were concerns about the harsh policies of neighborhood stores
a*d the lack of drug stores. Concerns about lack of income and
work were common., There was a very high rate of political .
pt. ticipation and most people did not feel that they were

ropresented in local government, 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 whiie 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
urbar 1eighborhoods.

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.: the lack of
low=-cost housing. There were also concerns about the general conditions
of neighborhoocs, 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 nejghborhoods expressed concerns

about air and water pollution controls.
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.mplications 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 hcwogeneous 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: Arerthe Health Data Accurate?

Findings based on survey research methods, such as those of the present
project, are always open to the criticit 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 i{f 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 Medicine1

followed up a door-to-door survey of health problems in a rural community

1Sc'nwerha, 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 WVU Medical Center Research

Medical Exam

: Problem Problem
i Not Found Found
Self Report Affirmative (A) (B)
by Subjects : 31 25
Regarding f
Problems () (v)
Negative © not ) 134
! reported

However, not only were the people participating in the study correct
nearly as often as they 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.
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Implications for Social Policy

Overall, tue 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 niigher 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 effects 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 goverrment cervices Such as employment agencies

and public housing to provide them with assistance. These respouses might

- '018i
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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 4 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 seerns further warranted by the
marked tgndency 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 availabie,
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 pro-ides an excellent case supporting home ownership for the poor.
Although owner-occupied rurai 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, wiich 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 ths immediate future in West Virginia.

1. Health services need to be made more available and accessit.ie

to the pocr, particularly the rural poor.
2. iddle and low income neighborhoods have pressing needs for

increased transportation services.
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3. A strategy of etfectively publicizing available health and
Suciai services should be developed.

4. There are prevalent needs for low income urban housing.

5. Public housing for low income residents is 1°kely to produce
more problems than it solves. Rather, any strategy to alleviate
hous ing problems ;hould be oriented towards increasing'che

opportunity for private home ownership.

Implications for Intervention: kave 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 conciusion seems warranted by responses to questions dealing wita
both the ease of mobility and the resulting degree of freedom to choose
between existing services.

Pernapc the most reliable indication of a statewide transportation

problem is the response of the rural poor, recorded in Table¢ 4-56,to0 a
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quegtieon 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 i
in the United States. Although this fact alone might justify dra;tic

action to improve the transportation available in rural areas, additional
indications of the existence of severe mobility problems appeared in

other questions.

For example,, 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 hoilows 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 p;tients 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 pcor 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 OEO funded Raleigh County,

P
West Virginia free bus pro}ect (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 sur\.y as represent ng data generated in the context of fully
functioning hum:n 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
suvvey 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

3 Once these or similar programs have been

to link people with services.
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 incre@ental 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
(Transpor tation Renumeration Incentive Program). This pilot transporta-
tion stamp program has been initiated by West Virginia Governor Arch A.
Moore, Jr. and is funded by OE0 (0ffice 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«
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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 atlay).

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 OQutlay Bonus Stamrs
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. (Lstimate based on usage of Federal Food
Stamp Program).
*¥See Appendix D for TKII formula for monthly allotment »f stamps
by income range and hcucehold 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.

Population 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 znd maintaining system for

one year.
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x30 - 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 ior one year.

41,600 - operating expenses for one year.

$147,000 - cost of establishing and maintaining system for
one year.
x30 - 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 included),

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 Council, 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 _‘nstrument:.1 It defines and quantifies
a number of the very fundamental problems in neighborhood 1ife, 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.

Questionnaire 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.

1Copies of the Cxterior Premise 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 #s5 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 thig 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 accompl!ished 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 wost 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 rcplies 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. Fo; 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 attempi 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

gatnered on page 14 of Stage 1I, then pages 15 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 bzhavioral concerns about children on pages 4 and 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 i1 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 retardztion 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 a1l age groups, and senility (and

associated problems) among the aged.

4. Items 10 and 11 required the interviewer to vrite 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. 1Items 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 occurrance 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 persc.,
a difficult task. This was compounded by possible errors in coding as the
numbered person format was used. Further, the computer programs aveilable
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
nuch to get to health service'.

Recommendation 6: Restructure the response alternatives of items

73 and 74 in an attenpt to simplifly 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-al 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: 1If 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 te 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 322 lived in families where the
income was less than $5000.1 It is these famiiies, particularly the
latter, that the research str?ngly 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 lFousing deficient, and community
services in both the private and public sectors are less available to them.

0f 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

lcensus 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 govermment,
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 econmomically viable,
although its long-range future remains somewhat uncertain; and state tax
revenues have increased, with state government reporting a comsiderable
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
(OE0) 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
th2 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 Table 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 transportatlon 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.




APPENDIX B

Co~op Transportation Systems In
Appalachian, North Carolina
In June, 1968, OEO granted finds for local research into the feasi-

bility of a cooperative transportation system. Scveral 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
Coutty, 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 OE0 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

Zgource: "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 long:sr-lived rural bus systems. Once the poorer urban residents
wvere made financially able by their suburban jobs, they were found to
purchase cars and thus cease to provide the special transportatian systems
with the patronage necessary to operate. In the case or rural bus systems,

this potential problem might be the suhiject of future research.
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APPENDIX C

Mobile Dental Clinic Program of the
Southern West Virginia Pegional Health Council

Since 1970 the Southern West Virginia Regional Health Council has
operated four two-chair mobile dental units in conjection 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 cliniqs 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.
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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 OE0 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 oider 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 similar 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 mobglity, 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
fMonthly
INCOME STAMP STAMP STAMP STAMP STAMP STAMVP
RANGE PRICE VALUE PRICE VALUE PRICE VALUS
0-25 $ .25 $10.00
26-76 1.00 10.00
77123 2.00 10.00
124183 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
E 251-350 6.00 15.00
0-75 $ .75 $18.00
76-129 2.00 18.00
130-182 3.00 18.00
133-277 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 Elkins, 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
télephones. 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 l2-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 oflthe ride.

The approximate cost of operating each bus on a yearly basis is $15,750.

(45,000 miles @ 35¢ per mile).
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10 WHAT (S YOUR FIRST NAME? wise cervpendons s name o 1eb ) WHAT 3 THE HRST NAME OF EACH MEMSER OF Tied HOUSENOIGT
< PLEASE UST ACCORDING TO AGE BEGINNING WITH THE YOUNGEST MEMBER FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER. (Wire nemes on
1301 WHAT 15 (Persen s nomer RELATIONSHIP TO THE MEAD OF MIS (MNER) FAMIY LIVING IN THIS HOUSENOLD?
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NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL £VALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM

INTERIOR INTERVIEW

FORM APPRL
BUDGET B RkAu NO

RO

205

1379216

WHAT MONTH AND YEAR WAS = . . SORN IN AND T
WHAT WAS (Persons name' AGE AT LAST BIRTHDAY® 7T _RVIEW NUMBER
Mo \{] AGE 02) mo I 1] AGE - Ll
Mo YA AcE_ __ @O MO _ . W __ AGE. _ | o
MO YR____ acE . @me __ w ___ AGE___ ___|
v L ___J
@mo____ AGE U MO . iR.. . . AGE___._ -
@mo__ . v ____ Ack___(OMO ___ YR _ _. AGE .__ -
(") Mo wo act_ __ (Dmo . YR AGE._. .| ——
IS (Peisens nome: NOW MARRIED, SEPARIJED DIVORCED, WIDOWED OR NEVER MARRIED? rUse sheet of ded )
.mp SEPARATEO  DIVORCED ~ WIDOWED Miroto N UNK umg SEPARATED  DIVORCED  WIOOWED  mimeieo NR  UNK
MA"lol'l‘(o SEPARATED  DIVORCED  WIDGWED  miiito NR  UNK W00 SEPARATED  DIVORCED  WIDOWED  JNER mNm unk
MASMED  SEPARATED  DIVORCED  WIDOWED  minito NR  UNK WNOW | SEPARATED  DIVORCED  WIDOWED  wagto MR UNK|
walikD  SEPARATED OIVORCED  WIDOWED  smisiep NR  UNK WM, SEPARATED  DIVORCED  WIDOWED WS NR  UNK
@ SEPARATED  OIVORCED  WIDOWED  wiimo MR UNK u,’.‘.?,"‘.m SEPARATED  DIVORCED  WIDOWED  MitdEp NR
o oD SEPARATED  DIVORCED  wiDOWED  AaR, M@ umk @M SIARATED DIVORCED WIOOWED 00 N2 umk
WHAT 15 THE HIGHEST GRADE (OR YEAR' OF REGUIAR @"0“5 1 1oy (RURSERY WiNDER NR  UNK
SCHOOL ‘person s name; HAS EVER ATTENDED? (# now attending
mark grade he she 15 in ) {Use supplement sheet if needed ) @ o 1 2 3 4 [P s . -y s v
NONE NURSERY  KINDER NR  UNK NONE NURSERY  KINDER NR  UNK
Tows. ® ' . )
®@ o T X 4 wn > & 7 8 e @ e 2 3 4 wn s & *r 8 9,
NONE NURSERY  KINDER NR  UNK NONE NURSERY  KINDER NR  UNK:
1 L] 1 s !
e 1 2 3 4 wm s & 7 % 9 @ o 1 2 3 a4 wn s 4 y & & ]
NONE NURSERY  KINDER NR  UNK NONE NURSERY  KINDER NR  UNK
@ 1 (2] 1] s
|
o 1 T = 4 wn s & 7 s ® @ o 2 3 4 wns S 7 s -9
NONE NURSERY KINDER NR  UNK NONE NURSERY KINDER NR  UNK!
™ . - 4 |
@ e 1 2 x 4 wm s s 71 & ® e 1 2 3 4 wm 3 ¢ ¥ & w!
NONE NURSERY KINDER NR  UNX =~ NONE NURSERY KINDER NR  UNK
@ 1} TENS el ] TEns - - E
@Wo 1+ 2 s 4 wn 5 s r &8 ¥ @e 1 2z 3 a4 wm 35 & 7 & 9

. DID {Name of head of famidy: FINISH THE HIGHEST GRADE (OR YEAR} HE (SHE) ATTENGED? /Cede only one respense )
NOW AHINNNG

HNISNED

DID NOT HNISH

NR  UNK

IN THE LAST SIX MONTHS HAS (Pessons name' BEEN WORKING FULL TIME, PART TIME, NOT WORKING BUT LROKING
FOR WORK, NOT WORKING AND NOT LOTKING FOR WORK, ATTENDING SCHOOL OR KEEPING HOUSE? (Use supplement

shoet o/ needed |

e raime

#CA 122 (CIN
‘670
Q

ERIC
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KEEPING HOUSE

LR OTHER NR

WORKING FJLt TIME

WORNING PART TIME

NOT WORKING SUYT LOQXING POR WORK

NOT WOCRNING AND NOT LOOKING FOR WORK
ATTENDING SCHOOL

KEEPING HOUSE

NR UNK OTHER NR

NORKING UL TIME

WORKING PART TIME

NOT WORKING BUT LOOKING FOR WORK
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NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL

INTERIOR INTERVIEW

SVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM

FORM APPROVED
SUDGE! BuREAL NO

2 mamans wea - R No mseoins
T . TINTERVIEW NUMBER ]
[38] HAS ANYONE FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER IN THIS ; e :
HOUSEHOLD HAD ANY OF THESE CONDITIONS IN THE PAST |
TWELVE MONTHS? Show Card 38. HOW ABOUT ANY OF ; L] '
THESE CONDITIONS? %gw S&a 38A. PLEASE JUST GIVE E
ME THE NUMBER OF EACH N AND HOV MANY evz sz L] -
PEOPLE HAD THAT CONDITION. (1t thete ore more thon twelve people |
over four in the household record d tor pe bered over twelve —
on the suppiement sheets anly | NONE NR  UNK ;
CODE THE CONDITION NUMBERS i hasas -
Ist CONMTION 1 2 T4y 2nd CONOITION 1 2 Tows
[] ) 2 3 4 s s ° ? [ ] * [ L] k] 3 4 s 5 ] ? [ ] 14
Jé CONDITION ) 2 e b CONPITION 3 2 LU ;
!
[} 1 2 3 4 [T s [ ? ] ® ] ] 2 3 4 s 5 [ ? ] L 2
!
St CONDATION ) ] [ “h CONDITION  } ] tns l
o 1 2 3 4 s 5 ] ? l 1 ] ] 1) 2 s 4 [ 17141 s [} ? ] * '
- e e - - i wmn s o —
"woha . 1w 3P ‘e INE NR or UNK ritens e cmoaited n 38° om 39, T2 0 wom'ed !

W y § nme toads s at n e

k] T3V 00 the e page H onr o1 ™

]
cad [PREPE

E’;" A) WHO HAD '‘Nome of hust condition 1 ’r;\ 12 (Code Petson number:
= NR

B) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST ¥WEL\'E
MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Persons nome) IN

o 1 2 s UNK BED ALL Of MOST OF THE DAY?
/] 12 3-5 o610 1115 16 20 21 25 26 PLUS NR  UNK
-] ) 2 3 4 L7113 5 [ b4 8 * OAYS
C) DID /Person s names ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, D) HAS (Pesson s nome) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THiS CONDITION? OR REHABHITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
1Code only the most severe '

HOSMTALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK YES NO NR  UNK!'
a0l A) AD 'Nome of second condrtron i 28] 8) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
[40] Al WHO HAD 1Nome of sccand condion n [38])2 icode peston "“J;“;" MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Peisons momei IN

e 1 2 1w BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY?
] 1-2 3-5 6-10 11-38 16-20 21-25 26 PLUS NR UNK
o 1 1 3 4 [ 1343 s [ 7 ] ° [ 7143
, DID Persuns ru-n ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, D) HAS (Person’s nomer HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
{Code only the most severe '

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK YES NO NR UNK
AT Al WHO HAD Name of thud condstion 138117 (Code person ) Asour HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
[“1 WHO HAD .Name of thud coaditron nﬁ?;’ {Code pe so:mnumg‘.xl MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT iPersons name! IN

1 2 Twe SED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY?
o 1-2 3-%5 610 1115 16-20 21-25 26 PWUS NR UNK
] 1 2 3 3 TN 5 £y 7 8 9 OAYS
C) DID (Persons name ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, D) HAS (Person's nome) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONNITION?
NEELAMES L A LR P

HOSPIZALIZED DOC"GR HOWE 7 AR NONE OF THESE NE UNK YES NO NR UNK‘
221 A, WHO HAD 1 tourth condit ,,,,,, 3 i Code pere *778) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
aa Nome of fouth tondiben 1t PR NUIT:;" MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT /pcssons nome! IN

o 2 Tows, BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY?
0 1-2 3-5 610 N-1s 16-20 21-25 26 PLUS NR UNK
1] 1 2 3 4 N L] ] 7 8 9 DAYS
C) DID .Person < name; ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, D) HAS (Person’s nome) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
Of RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
0 ] muse ver
HOS’I!A&;:G NI;OC;OII D:;)A(AEI CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK YES NO NR  UNK
A WHO HAD (Noms of hiths condition viom mumbeetB) ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE
‘3 (Nome ot 1t condin 38,17 “Code o . ’“3,:.(’ MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Person’s nome) IN
o 2 s BED ALL OR MOST OF THE DAY?
] 1-2 35 6-10 1115 16-20 21 29 26 PLUS NR  UNK
o 1 1 3 4 uNITs 5 [ 7 8 9 oAYS
C) DID (Persons nome; ENTER THF HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, D) HAS iPesson's nome) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THiS CONDITION? OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
{Code only the most severe )
HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR UNK YES NO NR UNK

1?2 {Code penon number)

Fﬂ A) WHO MAD Nome of 5 2th combiion sz-liJ

NR  UNK
-] 1 2 TENS

Z
Y. o 1 2 3 o o s 6 [ °
S22 C) DID #e sons num- ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR,
b OR RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION?
- tCode oniy the most ieverc
HOSPITALIZED DO/ TOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR  UNK

" 7B) "ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS DURING THE PAST TWELVE

MONTHS HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (Person's name) IN

BED ALl OR MOST OF THE DAY?

1-2 3-5 610 1115 16 20 21-25 26 PWUS NR

[ 131)

D) HAS (Peison's nome) HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION? !

YES

UNK'

NO NR  UNK

Q
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E



E

NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM

INTERIOR INTERVIEW
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PAGE 9

13792-1¢

FORM ASPROVED
WO EY Rt $EAL Nes RS w033

B it o v ERN Casl SuMIe O P hion i 38 Der v i THE Talennet i
——— . e = e - - - . A onand ]
@ DOES ANYONE FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER IN TS —m §

HOUSEHOLD HAVE ANY Of THESE CONDITIONS? Show Ceard )

45, PLEASE JUST GIVE ME 1HE NUMBER OF EACH CONDITION — !

AND HOW MANY PEOPLE HAVE THAT CONDITION. ' |

(1t more than twelve poopie ove four in the housshold record wadibeps tos !

persons aumbered 0s21 twelve 0n the supplement sheets only - -

NO NR UNK t
n—_— i
CODE THE CONDITION NUMBERS . - =
15T CONDITION ? 3 1688 IND CONDITION 2 3 e
] 1 ? 3 4 UMt 5 L) 7 [ ] * ] 1 g 3 4 units 5 ] 7 ] ’
38D CONDITION 2 3 nws 4TH CONDITION 2 3 v
[ ' ? 3 4 unirs & 6 r s L3 [} 1 2 s 4 umits 5 [ 7 s 9 i
STH CONDIT.ON ? 3 HH 6TH CONDITION 2 3 TEns ‘
] i 2 3 4 s 5 [} b4 ] L ] e 1 2 3 4 units 5 é B 7 ] 9_4
[ NE o UNR ot 881 o 1 TS2 ae n e pace ! T 13 et o, boee 3 0 reonreed u.mhn.;n\]
- ~ 3
@ Aj WHC HAD wume of hrst conaition 1n [4;_‘,’ {Code person number! B) ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS |
NR UNK HAS THIS CONDITION KEPY (Person's name) IN BED ALL OR
c ' 2 TNy MOST OF THE NAY” « . AN s MOS \
1w 2 wKS 3 wks 1 o 7m0 3 mos PUS MR UNK
] } 1 3 L] umr 5 6 7 ] L ]
C) DID Persors nome, ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, D, HAYS persons roame; HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
?R RECEIVE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? OR REHABILUTATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
Code only 'ne most severe !t .

HOSPITALIZED  DOCTOR  MOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR  UNK YES NO NR  UNK,

e . e e e e . o
{ N B) ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS
RS WHO HAD o of secand condton m (45 1o peren Ve HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT (fcison s name) IN BED ALL OR -
[ ' 2 THes MOST OF THE DAY? « .« - o MOS
1MWK 2 AKS 3 WRS T MO ? Ios k] nos PLUS NR UNR |
o ' 2 3 4 unils 5 (3 7 & L] u
WU R . ANTER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DOCIQR 0 HA> » 4. - HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING. THERAPY
OoRr REC‘ENE HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? OR REHABILIfATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
vage anly e most severe

HOSPITALIZED  DO“TOR  HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR  UNK YES NO - NR  UNK.
PO e e e e e e D .- R, e e e o e m e e g
a8 A B! ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS

[} a of this "y . a5 cis0n nu »t !
[48] A VIHO HAD am of hid condmon 0 4517 Code peisgn numbe HAS THi5 CONDITION KEPT bersons names IN BED ALL OR
' 2 Tiwg MOST OF THE DAY? » . . ©r ek W omauh g et
1wk WKS 3 WS | MO 7 MOS 3 MOS PUS  NR UNK
¢ ' p] 3 4 [T s [ ? ] [ K
C, DID e, - aum ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR D) HAS Pessons nomes HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY |
06 RE, €° Jt HOME CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? OR REHABILITATION FOR THIS CONDITION? :
Cut A " L Wt sy

HOSPLVALL *0 s ik e meKE Tt UF arreas n uhin vET Mo NR unx!
e -
ol W™ A8 b o bt s o dr pers b numbers B) ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS |
fagh A W : Pt e G e IAS THIS CONDITION KEPT .pirans names IN BED ALL OR |

) ) . "n MCST OF THE DAY? « -« R R Y 1) ‘
& AT WO b an 1M05 3 MO PUS  NR UMK {
o ¢ ~ 3 4 st s 6 ? ] 9 o i
[ SN I 1 EiER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DOCIOR D MAS Pawny came HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING. [HERAPY
O 80E v v wE CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? oK WEHABILTATION FOR THIS CONDITION?

HOWITA TEF e+ e aE MUt OF THESE 1M K cE NR UNK
500 A+ W+ 73 . . vumber, S AEQUT HOW LUNG GURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS
(50 A T B S HAS THIS CONDITION KEPT iservcns nomi IN BED ALL OR |

o ' 2 " MOST OF THE DAY? - . . MOS .

PWE D WYS T WrS 1 Mn 7 M0% Y MOS PLUS  NR Une |

[ 1 2 3 4 ua i, 3 [ 7 ] 9 G ;

C) DID Pocier .-~ ENTER YHE WOSPITAL SEE A DOCTOR D) HAS *® ..o .1, HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY
OF RFC 2V 1 DME TAXE FOR THIS CONDITION? NR PFHARWITATION FOR THIS CONDITION?

tCode oniy the most scvare f

HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR  HOME CARE MOME OF THESE NR  'INK YES  NO NR  UNP.
Bl AT WHO b b s 4 Gt e a0 e B ABOUT HOW LONG DURING THE PAST TWELVE MONTHS
[SY AT WHO AT ’ ! BT Gk e HAS THIS CENDITION KEPT © .ns-um: IN HED ALl OR

[} H « . A G (tHE DBAY? " s MOS
z Wr o WG g W e C M 3 MY P NR
v ] 1 ? 3 1 YNt 5 3 7 ] 9 [ i
'.’:E C) DiD v BHTER THE HOSPITAL SEE A DO/ 1OR D eSS » o, e HAD ANY SPECIAL TRAINING, THERAPY |
;{ OR RECEIVE MOME CARE FOR [His CONDITION? OR PEHABIMTATION FOR THIS CONDITION?
tCade 1ty the must seserm
HOSMTALZED  POCICR  HOME CARE NONE OF THESE  NR  UNK VES  NU NR  UNK

RIC 0
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE

NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM 208 PAGE 10
INTERIOR INTERVIEW
e o T o ween  13792-19 -19
Be sure you hove asked ohout coch repoited condition i 45 betore asking 52 lNT—Ean NUMBER”
"HAS ANYONE FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER IN THIS
: HOUSEHOLD HAD ANY OF THESE CONDITIONS IN THE —
. PAST TWO WEEKS? . PLEASE JUST GIVE
! ME THE NUMBER OF ITION AND HOW MANY [l
PEOPLE MAVE MAD THE CONDITION {H ther~ ore thuteen or
more h h s, use @ form for persons numbered —
!
ot hugher 10 record answers to j-—m ) NO NR  UNK — i
CODE THE CONDITION NUMBERS I B ]
15T CONDITION 3 4 s 2ND CONDITION 2 - 4w
° ) * 3 4 umts 5 [ 7 [ ] * -] 1 2 3 4 umts H ] 7 [ ] *
3RD CONDITION 3 4 TEns 4TH CONDITION 3 4 16m8
[ ! E 3 4 [T H [ 4 L 14 o ] 2 3 4 U 5 6 7 s *
STH CONDITION 3 4w 6TH CONDITION 3 4« ums
s ] 4 3 4 unrs 5 ] 7 [ ] L] o 1 2 3 4 uNITS 5 [ ? [ ] L
(1 46 (OTHER)' s morked for any of these seven condinons please spealy )
7TH CONDITION 3 4w
[ | ? 3 4 o 5 6 7 s ) { —— e e R
it the answer 10 -5?1; %, NO NR or UNK go to "6_0 on the next Payr It one or mare candiicas ore reported in l:;; osh _21' 159' for epetted condarony ‘:
A) WHO HAD (Name of fust comdirom 1 (83, 12 o o B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,
53 & Name of fist condition 10 (32117 (Code Berie e HOUSEWORK) HAS (Person s nomei BEEN LIMITED IN OR
° ' 2 Tiws LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THiS CONDITION?
7 PUS NR O URK,
° | ? 3 4 w5 6 ? [ ] [ ' 2 3 4 oars S
C) DID (Person s nome! ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION (N THE PAST
TWO WEEKS? (Code most severe) HOSPMTALIZED DOCTOR  HOME CARE NONE OF THESE  NR  UNK:
A) WHO HAD (Nome of nd condition tn 82 12 (Code person . B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT {SCHOOL WORK. j
B4 A (Neme of second condition 1n 3, ) (Code pasan number) HOUSEWORK) HAS (Peson’s nome) BEEN LIMITED IN OR
0 ! 2 fius LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THiS CONDITION?
7 MUS NR  UNK,
o 1 2 3 4 umiTs 5 ] ? ] * o ' 2 3 4 DAYS s .
C) DID /Person s nomes 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 N8 UNK'
e |
A me d condition 1 £? ice  number B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,
[55] A) WHO HAD iName of thid candiron in 52,52 rCude i HOUSEWORK) HAS (Person's name) BEEN LIMITED IN OR f
0 1 ? Tews LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION? X
7 MuUS NR UNK,
o L 2 3 4 (T34 H 6 ? ] 9 ° ] 2 3 4 [ 1119 s i
C) DID (Pesson s nome) ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THiIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS? (Code most severe) HOSPITAUZED DOCTOR  HOME CARE NONE OF THESE  NB  UNK|
I
TT58] Al WHO HAD mome of Tourth sondition n 52 *7 1Cade peron mombers . B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,
[se] & Nome of founh candon n 52,17 1€ P Tomber! HOUSEWORK) HAS (Persons name) BEEN LIMITED IN OR
o ! ? "ws LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?
7 PUS NR UNK
] 1 2 3 4 umrs S ] H [ ] L] ] 1 * 3 4 [ 1311 s [ 1
C) DID /Person s nomes ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PAST
TWO WEEKS? | Code most severr) HOSPMTALIZED DOCTOR  HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR  UNK
TT57] Al WHO HAD -Nome of irh condiion m S 5712 (Code person numbert  B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT (SCHOOL WORK, |
NR  UNK HOUSEWORK) HAS (Persen’s nume/ BEEN LIMITED IN OR
° ! ? 1hus LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?
° 1 2 ] 4 wars S 6 H [ ] ° ' 2 3 4 mun s 7 MU N UNK
C} DID Pesson s nomes ENTER THE HOSPITAL, SEE A DOCTOR, OR RECEIVE ATTENTION AT HOME FOR THIS CONDITION IN THE PASY
TWO WEEKS? (Code most severe) HOSPITALIZED DOCTOR  HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR  UNK
T[58] Al WHO HAD (Nome of suath conduron n (57 17 1<ode person mombers B) HOW MANY DAYS OF EMPIGYMENT (SCHOOL WORK,
NR UNK HOUSEWORK) HAS (Person’s name) BEEN LIMITED IN OR
o ' 2 Tews LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?
0 1 3 1 4« was 5 6 7 s . o ' 2 s « v s 7 MUS NR  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’ HOSMTALIZED DOCTOR HOME CARE NONE OF THESE NR  UNK
w‘)’ ;AIMb “_AD ‘Name of seventh condition n‘S‘? ? A:('udp person twmbc:.’ ) B) "ow MANY DAYS OF EM"'OYMENT (SCMOOl w_b'x
N NR  UNK HOUSEWORK) HAS (Persens nome) BEEN LIMITED IN Ol
E ° ! 2 v LOST IN THE PAST TWO WEEKS DUE TO THIS CONDITION?
a2 ] ! 2 3 4 umiy H 6 7 [ ° ° ' ? 3 . s s 7 MUS NR  UNK
g‘" C) DD (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  NR  UNK

ERIC
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NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM 209 PAGE 11

.;——‘\-_— B INTERIOR |NTERV!EW ‘.f;ﬁ.."ﬁ:‘f&?‘f > svos o '113 7 9 2 _20

, ? ‘ - T

-; Be sure sau hoo [T o "r - l}

b -

— e - |
Ak 80 4, e | -s

—_———ceee R S e {
MOST CHILDREN HAVE SOME OF THESE CONDITIONS FOR CHILDREN FIVE YEARS OF AGE AND OVER AND LESS THAN FIFTEEN
YEARS OF AGE, PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER YOU ARE CONCERNFD BY THE AMOUNT OR LENGTH OF TIME ANY OF THESE !
CONDITIONS HAVE EXISTED? JUST GIVE ME THE NUMBER OF CACH CONDITION AND THE FIRST NAME OF EACH CHItD.

Show Card 60 @

WON T MIND :

2 HYPERACTIVE OR CAN s STICK TO ONE THING LONG
ENOUGH

w

EASILY UPSET, BAD TEMPER, HIGH STRUNG OR NERVOUS
WETS THE 8ED OR CANT TOIET TRAIN

TROUBLE SLEEPING OR FREQUENT NIGHTMARES

THU/ ABSUCKING

STUTIERING

BREATHHOLDING

FREQUENTLY SWALIOWS THINGS OTHER THAN FO00

S ¢ ® N o w o,

CRIES TOO MUCH

FIGHTS TOO MUCH

12 CLINGS TO MOTHER

13 BREAKS THINGS ON PURPOSE {DESTPUCTIVE

14 OFTEN DEPRESSED, MOODY OF WiTHORS Wi

15 LvNG

16 STEALING

17 STARTS fimes .

18 DOESN T MAKE FRIENDS EASILY, CAN T GET ALONG WiTH
OTHER CHILOREN OR GETS JEALOUS

19 POOR APPETIIE OR OTHER EATING PPOSLEMS N
OTHER NR  UNK OTHER NR  UNK OTHER _NI U!‘K

@ @

WON T MIND f
I

2 HYPERACTIVE OR CAN T STICK TO ONE THING L ING
ENOUGH

w

EASILY UPSET BAD TEMPER HIGH >TiuNG  OR NERVOUS
4 WETS THE BED OR CAN T TOILET TRAIN

w

TROUBLE SLEEPING OR FREQUENT NIGHT MARES

o

THUMBSUCKING

~

STUTTERING

BREATHHOLDING

O FREQUENTLY SWALLOWS THINGS OTHER THAN FOGD
10 CRIES TOO muCH

11 FIGHTS TOO MUCH

V2 CUNGS TO MOTHER

'3 BREAKS THINGS ON PURPOSE DESTRUCTIVE:

14 OFTEN DEPRESSED MOODY 0P wiTHnRAWN

V5 LYING

V6 STEALING

STARTS BIRES

18 DOESH T MAKE FRIENDS EASILY CANT 31 ALONG WITH
QTHER CHIDREN OR GETS JEALOUS

19 POOR APPETITE OR OTHER EATING ®ana:.ws
BCA-122 (CIN) OTHER NR  yNnk OTHER NR  UNK TTHIY MR UNK OTHER NR  UNK
1670

1 LBt
<

O

ERIC . 032,
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) o !N]TEMOR |_N‘TERV|'E;W —_ SUOGET BUREAY NO 85 8 0134 1 3 7 9 2 -03
- [TIRr Y SN s, Of !
-~
} [61] DID YOU OR ANYONE ELSE IN THE HOUSEHOLD GET HURT -
3 OR INJURED DURING THE LAST TWO WEEKS HERE AT HOME, . ——

IN THE YARD OR IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD? [ “Hurt or inured’

Prom e e e e 4

inctudes such things as folly curs p g. burns ete including minor ones
not thought senous ) —
YES NO NR  UNK pu—
" e v NO NR LN o4y Loy Tt Tt !
—_—

" 62] HOW MANY INJURIES OCCURRED INSIDE THE HOME® (1f one or more munes are reparied, guve the respondent Show Card 62 ond osk |
FOR THOSE INJURIES WHICH OCCURRED INSIDE THE HOME, HOW MANY RESULTED IN EACH OF THE FOLLOWING?

.
NONE 1INSURY 2 INJURIES Shew Cord 62 63 o4 3 PUS INJURIES  NR  UNK :
A) HOSPITAUZATION

8) MEDICAL ATTENTION SUCH AS CALLUNG A DOCTOR. GOING

TO THE CUNIC, ETC !
C) HOME FIRST AID SUCH AS A BANDAGE OINTMENT. OR

OTHER TREATMENT
o) COMPAINED OF PAIN BUT DID NOT REQUEST OR NEED

T AID

E} DID NOT COMPLAIN OF PAIN AND DID NOT REQUEST OF

NEED FIRST AID }

E!] HOW MANY INJURIES OCCURRED IN THE YARD INCLUDING THE SIDEWALK? (1f one or more injures are reported, gve the d
Show Card 63 and osh ) FOR THOSE INJURIES WHICH OCCURRED IN THE YARD OR ON THE SIDEWALK, HOW MANY RESULTED
IN EACH OF THE FOLLOWING?

NONE TINJURY 2 INJURIES Show Cord 62 63 64
A) HOSPITAUZATION

3 PUS INJURIES NR  UNK

8) MEDICAL ATTENTION SUCH AS CALLING A DOCTOR GOING
TO THE CLINIC ETC
Ci HOME FIRST AID SUCH AS A B.ANDAGE. QINTMENT. OR
OTHER TREATMENT
COMPMAINED OF PAIN BUT DID NOT I!OU!SI OR NEED
FIRST AID
E} DID NOT COMPLAIN OF PAIN AND DID NOT REQUEST OR
NEED FIRST AID i

. HOW MANY |NJURIES OCCURRED ELSEWHERE IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD? (i one or more injunes are reported give the respondent ,
Show Cord 64 and ask ) FOR THOSE INJURIES WHICH OCCURRED IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD, HOW MANY RESULTED IN EACH
OF THE FOLLOWING?

NONE Ry 2 INaumE Show Card 62_63 64 3 PLUS INJUMES  NR  UNK

) HOSMTALIZATION !

8 MEDICAL A"!NNON SUCH AS CALLING A DOCTOR GOCNG '
1O THE CUNIC

C' HOME FIRST AID sucn AS A BANDAGE OINTMENT OR
OTHER TREATMENT
0. 'cgeu'rul:m OF PAIN BUT DID NOT REQUEST OR NEED
A
E. DID NOT COMPLAIN OF PAIN AND DID NOT REQUEST OR
_NEED FINST AID

L_] ARE YOU USING ANY ARNF’CIAl OR OTHER ME!HODS OF CON!ROllING FAMIlY SIZE?

YES NO NR  UNK

. woum YOU PLEASE TELL ME WHAT METHOOS O‘ﬁ CONTROUING FAMILY SIZE YOU ARE CURRENTLY USING? PLEASE JUST |

GIVE ME THE APPROPRIATE NUMBERS Show Cord 66
- 1) FOAM JELLY OR CREAM 2 RUSRER OR CONDOM

3) DIAPHRAGM a) WITHDRAWAL |
,
5} RHYTHM & INTRA-UTERINE DEVICE (IUD} '
7) DOUCHE 8. SELF DENIAL { ABSTINENCE) )
:
9 MLLS 10 MALE STERIUZATION (VASECTOMY) .
NR  UNK,

11) FEMALE STERILIZATION OR TUBES TIED , TUBAL LI.ATION: 12 OTHER

HAVE YOU BEEN TO A DOCTOR, CLINIC, OR FAMILY PLANNING SERVICE WITHIN THE LAST TWO YEARS CONCERNING Z
OF BIRTH CONTROL METHODS? R USE

NR  UNK

Eﬂ] DURING ANY SICKNESS OR II.lNESS WHICH OCCURRED WH“.E UVING AT THIS ADDRESS, WERE THERE ANY PROBLEMS
TAKING CARE OF THE SICK PERSON BECAUSE OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS? Show Card 68.

Shaw Curd 68

1 100 MANY STAIRS 1D ClLima 2. LACKED HEAT

3 COULDN T GIVE PATIENT PRIVACY 4 100 MUCH NOISE
z
S 5, DIFFICULTY IN PROVIDING CONSTANT DR PART 6 NOT ENOUGH HOT
le ' TIME PERSONAL CARE WATER
RS 70 NOT ENOUGH FRESH AIR 8 COULD NOT GIVE PATIENT PROPER FOOD OR DIET
<

NR  UNK

¥ 9; NO PRIVATE BATHROOM OR BATHROOM NOT WORKING 100 OTHER 11} NO PROBLEMS

(Pleave speaby _ S, U —

LRIC 0225
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NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM
INTERIOR INTERVIEW

FORM AZ>ROVED
BUDGH! BUKEZY WO B85 20113

INTERVIEW NUMBER

i -
| - ;
-
! '
@VIHEIE DO MEMBERS OF THIS HOUSEMOLD USUALLY GO fOR ! —:
MEDICAL CARE WHEN FEEUNG S!ICK OR IU? (00 nos rud the t
responses 1o the .erponient L, L, W e e O
VI PRIVAIE PHYSICIAR (Fee bor service clvding heslth insuramce ) 7. PREPAID MEDICAL FACKITY OR CENTER
3) NEIGHBORHOOD OR COMMUMNITY MEALTH CENTER 4 HEALTH DEPARTMENT CLINIC '
S HOSPITAL CUNIC © HOSHTLL EMERGENCY ROOM
7) NURSING HOME SANITARIUM, CONVALESCENT HOME 8 PHARMACIST DRUGGIST
9 CHIROPRACTOR 10) GANNOT GET MEDICAL CARE f
11 HAVE NEVER NEEDED MEDICAL CARE 12} OYHER Fleose wpealy)

'D HOW MANY PASSENGER AUTOMOBILES ARE OWNED OR

TER? REGULARLY USED BY MEMBERS OF YOUR HOUSEHOID? |

COUNT COMPANY CARS KEPT AT HOME. i
3 nus NR UNK

@ﬁ OR SOMEONE IN THIS 0D OWN
NG CAI TRUCK, MOIOICVClE, oRr MO!O! SCOO

—— = e g

1 NO. NR o UNK qr'a 73 W YES ek 7t 1 2

":]W YOU NEEDED MEDICAL CARE DURING THE NIGHT IN A HUI" HOW "'WOULD 'YOU ‘MOST UKELY GET TO A PLACE OF - N
MEDICAI. CARE? ,Code anly sne sesponse Da not tiod e resporses o the m”ﬂ‘ﬂ'l

1

1) PRIVATE AUTO TRUCK OR OTHER VEMICLE Yeurs or o Frend's ) 4 TAXI
2) EMERGENCY VEMWICIE 1 Ambulonce Polce o Frre Dept Cor) S TRAIN SUSWAY ELEVATED TRAMN
3) BUS TROUEY OR CABLE TAR MNALK
7) WOUND CALL MEDICAL CARE TO MY HOME
] 2 3 4 s [ r 8 L] 8} CANNOT GET EMERGENCY MEDICAL ATTenwlIiON
R UNK 9 OTNER (Please specify -

(73] WHIE UVING AT THIS RESIDENCE, HAVE ANY OF THE FOLLOWING REASONS PREVENTED YOU FROM USING A PUBLC OR
PRIVATE HEALTH OR MED!CAY SERVICE OR FROM RETURNING TO A MEALTH OR MEDICAL SERVICE WHEN REQUESTED TO BY A .
DOCTOR? Show Cord 73

Tt TYPE OF SIRVICE 71 HAD TO WAIT TOO LONG AT
NEEDE!

0 NOT HEALTH saCHITY
AVAHABLE

3 ¢« HAD BAD EXPEMIENCE WITH 4 DIDN T WANT 1O A

NEALTH SERVICE

10 BE CHARTY
S: BAD REPUTANON OF &) DOCTOR DOEINY EXPLAN 71 DONTY UFE TO SiT IN 8) CAN'T UNDERSTAND |
HEALTH SERVICE MY RINESS WAITING ROOM WITH LANGUAGE OF uulml
PEOME | FNOW SERVICE PERSONNEL ;
9 ASRAID OF DOCTOR 10) ONLY TiME DOCTOR IS 1) HAVE TO SEE TOO MANY 12) DON Y GET TO SEE !
NEEDED 1S WHIN ¢ AM PEOPLE SEFORE DOCTOR SAME DOCTOR '
_VERY KX o o REGULARLY __*
@m AIOUI ANV OF IHESE omn IEASONS" Slnw Cmd 74 ;
11 HEALTH FACILTY TOO 31 Tou JCK FROM PRIOR 3) NO ONE TO CARE FOR 4) COUD NOT LOCATE i
AR Aves” MECICAL CONDITION CHILDREN HEALTH SERVICE
BUNDING
S HEALTH CARE 100 &) TAKES TOO LONG TO GETV 7 MEALIH SERVICE ONLY 8) COSTS TOO MUCH toi

EXPENGIVE TO HEALTH SERVICE OPEN HOUNS WHEN GET TO HEALTH
I CANMOT BE THERE SERVICE '
NEUNK|
91 BAD WEATHER 10. OTHER ' PLEASE SPECIFY 11 NONE OF THESE !
- P T T s SE L S . U — |
@WHICH TWO PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICES WOULD YOU MOST UKE TO SEE MADE AVMI.ABI.E TO PEOPLE IN THIS H
NEIGHBORHOOD? Skow Card 75 |
et NR  UNK '

. ) w ING AESPONSE

e 1 2 3 4 an 3 & 7 8 9 ) e !
____(OTHER Pleose specn, 0 : 2 3 a s S . 7 s 0|

oum«; THE PAST VEAR, WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING SOURCES HAVE YOU OR ANY MEMBERS OF THIS HOUSEHOLD RECEIVED!
INCOME FROM: Show Card 76. !

ECA 133 CN
s

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

PERMANENTLY &
TOTALLY DiSABLEO

17. NO INCOME

0226

ASS'STANCE

11 SALARY OR WAGES 2. 3ELr EMPLOYMENT RENT 31 OLD AGE ASSISTANCE 4) SOCIAL SECURITY — ;
INVESTMENTS DIVIDENDS TBENERITS SPECIAL BENEAITS .
INMERITANCE FOR PERSONS AGED
71 AND OVER )
$1 SOCIAL SECURITY &1 SOCIAI SECURITY 7+ SOCIAL SECURITY 81 PENSIONS ‘Prvare |
RETIREMENT N/ URINCE SURVIVOR S INSURANCE DISARI'ITY INSURANCE cmpanis o conl
. AND RAIROAD Srrveer
. RETIREMENT
’ 9 AUMONY AND 10 AID TO SAMILES WITH 11 UNEMPLOYMENT 12 VETERAN S CASM
PARENTAL DEPENDENT CHILOREN COMPENSATION BENEATS
CHID SUPPORT
13' AID TO THE 141 AID TO THE BUND 151 EMERGENCY WELFARE

)
16) OTHER 1Please sprerdy) i
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et INTERIOR |NTERV|EW :?A;:':u”:‘ug!v:\? NO 95 RO134 1 3 7 9 2 '05

THE NEXT SERIES OF QUESTIONS ASKS ABOUT REGULARLY OCCUPIED
ROOMS IN YOUR HOUSING UNIT A REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOM IS
A ROOM THAT YOU OR THE MEMBERS OF YOUR HOUSEHOLD USE
FOR SLEEPING OR EATING OR LIVING. NOT ORDINARILY INCLUDED -
AS REGULARLY OCCUMED ROOMS ARE HALLWAYS, BATHROOMS,

~ TINTIR”1°W NUMBER “

WATER CLOSET COMPARTMENTS, ALCOVES, LAUNDRIES, FURNACE —
ROOMS, PANTRIES, FOYERS, KITCHENETTES, UTILITY ROOMS, CLOSETS,
UNHEATED PORCHES AND MALF-ROOMS; UNLESS THESE ROOMS ARE -
ALSO USED AS EATING ROOMS, SLEEPING ROOMS. OR LIVING ROOMS. .
- e R S m— -
e T NUMBER OF ROOMS NR  UNK
[77] HOW MANY REGULARLY OCCUMED ROOMS ARE IN YOUR 1 s
HOUSING UNIT?
[ ] 2.3 4 _us 5 [ ? [ ] *

SYSTE
(78 WHICH, IF ANY, OF THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS EXIST IN D S e Nitong, WONING MEATING SYSTEM PROVIED

T H
ONE OR MORE OF THESE REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOMS? PLEASE % A ROOM WITHOUT WORKING ELECTRICITY

JUST GIVE ME THE NUMBERS OF THE CONDITIONS Show Card 78 _ . A OOM. WiTH NO WINDOWS. THAT CAN BE OPENED of

CLOSED AT WILt AND WITH NO MECHANICAL VENTHATION

and 79 NR  UNK
S) NONE OF TMESE

3} A ROOM WITH NO WINDOW OR NO DAYLIGHT )

. . T n . OF ISt N2 or UNK  as 1o 50 I TOTAL NluM!!l OF ROOMS WITH A::VE CONDITIONS NR UNK
[79] HOW MANY OF YOUR REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOMS HAVE 6 1 2 3 4 ums S 6 T & @
ONE OR MORE OF THESE CONDITIONS? Show Card 78 and 79.
[s0] EXCLUDING THE BASEMENT, ARE THERE ANY ROOMS IN WHICH YEs NO NR UNK

THE FLOORS SLOPE® A SLOPING FLOOR HAS ONE PART HIGHER
OR LOWER THAN THE L LEVEL OF THE RES! OF THE FI.OOR

[81] HOW MANY BEDROOMS DO YOU HAVE? COUNT ROOMS NORE T T L 4 oo TS NETUNK

USED ONLY FOR SLEEPING
{82} HOW MANY ADDITIONAL ROOMS ARE NORMALLY USED FOR MNONE y 2 3 & moms s
SLEEPING AND ARE ALSO USED FOR COOKING, EATING, OR LIVING?

a DO YDU MHAVE su;m PRIVACY IN THE ROOM vou USE FOR SLEEPING?. » o . oo veenneronnnnes.. YES, NO NRUNK
YES NO NR UNK

7 MUS NR  UNK

}84 Wﬂll! IN Ni! IOOM VOII IIS! IOI Sl!!?l‘lﬁ ARE VOII IOIH!R!D IV NOIS! ’ROM EITHER INSIDE OR OUTSIDE THE ROOM? . .

f85; W W_DTII!Ti T«iﬁiniaﬁioon m You lommo IV NOISE mon mum  INSIDE OR OUTSIDE THE BATHROOM? . , . ... ... Y NO NE INK

86 DO YOU HAVE ENOUGH ELECTRICAL OUTLETS IN EACH REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOM WITHOUT
_USING SUCH SPECIAL ADAPTORS AS MULTIPLE-SOCKET OR OCTOPUS PLUGS?. . oo vvvevvevesen. ., B8 NO NROUNK

i87 DO YOU USE AN OVEN, COOKING STOVE, ; OT BELLY STOVE, HOT PlAYE, FIREPLACE, OR PORTABLE
ELECTRIC HEATER TO HELP HEAT ONE OR MORE ROOMS?. ... e v toeneteecooeeoocneonooocnns

aa DO YOU HAVE ENOUGM HEAT IN EVERY REGULARLY OCCUPIED ROOM?. . .......oc0vuennasen... Y8 NO NR TUNK

09‘ WITHIN THE LAST YEAR, HAVE YOU SEEN ANY RATS OR RAT SIGNS IN OR NEAR THIS BUIDING?,...'® NO NT ~UNK

YES NO NR  UNK

30 1S THERE A KITCHEN SINK INSIDE THIS MOUSING UNITZ. . .. .« annennrsonnennneonnnoees, 0 RO NEONK
W ves ok DOES IT PROVIDE HOT AND COLD RUNNING WATER AND DRAIN AWAY WASTE WATER?. . '© NO Nt UNK

IS THE SINK USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEMOLD?. - « v o ve e vesrneenneenenes. 8 MO NEUNK

YES L] NR UNK

IS THERE A GAS OR ELECTRIC KITCHEN STOVE INSIDE THIS HOUSING UNIT?. . .« i cvveeveocecrens
YES NO NR  UNK

v vés ok DOES 1T WOA. - . T
1S THE STOVE USFD BY ANGTHER uoussuomm.....,.,.«.....................,...::: :: :: :::i

IS THERE A MECHANICAL REFRIGERATOR INSIDE THE HOUSING UNIT?. .. . e vuveeunevnnaoonnanns
W ves skt 15 1T IN WORKING ORDER. . .. vosesesenninnsatneneansenanserenernanes o o MU UNK
L 1S THE REFRIGERATOR USED BY ANOTMER HOUSEMOLD®. .............cceerecen. o 0 M0 ™
97 1S THERE A BATHROOM SINK INSIDE YOUR MOUSING UNIT? . . o\ oo vreenmneoneanonnen, ., NONBUNK
i ves ko DOES IT PROVIDE HOT AND CO!D RUNNING WATER AND DRAIN AWAY WASTE WATER? '™ N0 Nt UNK
IS THE SINK USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD, . . ovoevs e ve gee e ennmeneoesa s N0 NE UK
{5 THERE A BATHTUB OR <HOWER INSIDE YOUR MOUSING UNIT?. .\ oovnrrnennsnenigane, o' N0 MU UNC

NI
4 ves s DOES 1T PROVIDE HOT AND COLD RUNNING WATER AND DRAIN AWAY WASTE WATER>. . '™ N0 Nt UMK

YES NO NR  UNK

1S THE SHOWER OR T )8 USED BY AMNOTHER HOUSEMOLD?. . .« v v ev v e vnveneronens
! YES NO NR UNK,
£ 1S THERE A FLUSH TONET INSIDE YOUR HOUSING UNIT?. .o inieneesvnnnneennnnneensrnneos |
5% o0 ves o DOES 1T WORK?, Ces e e e e e e, T MO MR U
N
< IS THE TOILET USED BY ANOTHER HOUSEHOLD? "5 o Nr LN

LRIC 1227
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@ DOES THIS HOUSING UNIT SAVE ANY OF THE FOULOWING :
— CONDITIONS IN ANY OF I:5 ROOMS? + v iun o

Code oy mony  arnhy ! -
raEQUENT AN WATFR tLAY Load
"HROUGH CETLINGY  wvhult
PLUMBING LEANRS WINDCWS OR TOCRS . p— i
WATER COUCT On |
CEMINGS WALLS -
WINDOWS OR DOORS e .
N —
T e - TV RERiNED FON EASH WENT T T T Tmsmem— oo oo o
91! 1S YOUR HOUSING UNIT- 2 A COOPERATIVE OR CONDOMINIUM WHICH IS OWK' D Of SEING |
1Read each o6 the four responses o the wyght | BSOUGHT BY YOU OR 8Y SOMEONE ELSE IN THIS NOUSENOLD
3) OWNED OR BEING BOUGHT BY YOU OR BY SOMEONE ELSE IN TMIS
L1 IR HOUSENOLD
—_— e M . ~ o) _OCCUMED WITHOUT PAYMENT OF CASW MENT =
- . L ¥ .

[o3] WHICH OF THE FOLLAVING CATEGORIES BESY DESCRIaL” ~ 7 77~ ~7 " 7~ T e T T T W

LI7] THIS HOUSERGLD'S AONIHLY RENT? ate . v te !

_otiemen gt se show Land 43 cad v, ] G 1 : 3 &4 _wes_ s ¢ 7 % v

(o3 WHICH Of THF FOUDWING CrTEGORIES BEST DESCAINE ~ - s I

3, THIS HOUSEHOLE S MONTHI . NMURTGAGE LA TMENTS? ! '
Ader bem o der i anaaed a0 v Show Crod 94 Led 95, ° ) 2 3 PREERTT TR § . ? [y [

,r‘)!’; iN ADDITION 10O THE RENT wer .50 QO YOU L350 VAY FOR- Ak pus o b ¢ d ond 0 of thn o1 euch r1ewpondent’

o o EECYOICIIYD, WHAT 1y 795 MO iF (1 P2 YMENS .
Nt . .
useb . AL b GAS? WHAT (5 THE MONTHLY PAYMENT :

’ .
s T o e
o 1 2 1 oo - L t ki 3 4 Ttus $ [
-t VIATERY WobAT 5 e iR 0 7 v ) 0 ' » 1 4 yats 8 [y ’ 8 9
uses . R LR ¢ d Ot COaL KERDSENe WOGO ETC 2 WHAT IS THE YEARLY COSPP
! N ' o . aG NO M
[N RENT L) L L1}
[+ . ? v 3 ¥ o N N v 3 4 A ]
Noemum ESIATE TAXES' WHAT {3 TWE YEARLY a;vmf: " o . ) 2« e & R ’ . o !
MORT L v o
1 k] b E IR LT LA ¢ §
0 ' - ' BRI s A ° i
[ i 2 T M A !
- - N - - 7 N N M = Rl o TS T e -—~~l

f97] NOT COUNTING YOUR HOM.. 1. .. “"OW MAN: APARTMENTSNO™ . - "o

Lot AND RODAMIG UNIT, ARE LR (M 1.5 UL 10"

Q ' ’ 3 4 ‘s 3 [ 4 L v

R 0 1 ¢ 3 . un'l\' 5 L] 7 [ A

Tga: AT FRTCENT Ao A AMaNY Pr v UNDy a0F v BT )

A . [ — . e P, -

NONE . . ' ) ' ' rog CF THESE VACANT RENTAL UNITS HOW MANY DO NGT
177 HAVE THEIR OWN KITCHEN? o uN
m ) ' v r i ? 3 4 TNy s [ ?
V) H N 3 4 (LYY 3 (3 I ] v
T oo - - - Aty ¥ 17
TO0 HOY MANC KON DR £0s Nac e 5 (0L S0 ey o4 7 ' 2 3 . unifs s L} r
ap MEUDAG #LabE ¢ w31 e RS O INCOME, ) ’ T oae T T TR T
CUOWRICH GE T r0BEWAD JARL 00T L DI tORESE THY MSENOLDYS
TOTAL Ylasit WL ML 5008 ' "t hgw Card 107 M t 2 3 [} LY 3 [y ? [} 1]

flog] WITHIN THL LAST fEak h wo % € T tLUSWING BEEN A MAJOR THREAT IN THIS NEIGHBORHOOD? o T
L~ Show Cord 102

1 VIOHENCE DR DLGISOCTIN, ' Wty a Jdasiatint 1 ASSAULT MGHTING BEATING

W oenntad.

[ 4 CMCYT, THROWN GR DPOPPED

s CTHAL b L LAK ¢ PURSING SHAMING

MY L T N | S A HOMICOE MueDER
;& 2 LTV S T WY VO OPUNVENESS
1
N (R LA ' LUVENRE DELNQUENCY

PR BT L OMEGIHMATY
E, N e RACHAL PRRSECUTION
e NR  UNK,
o TLOUERELT L ON b e 0 e, e 18 OTHER 1S NONE OF THESE
« ARRL DINEY et IR,

[N

bl apafy PR .
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NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION AND DECISION SYSTEM

INTERIOR INTERVIEW

YOU'VE HEARD OR READ, PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER YOU ARE
SATISHED OR DISSATISHED WITH THE FOLLOWING SERVICES.
ALSO PLEASE TELL ME WHETHER OR NOT YOU HAVE HAD
PERSONAL CONTACT WITH THESE SERVICES. Reed ewch tem Do

not cede more then twe responses for each service /

%
340{",‘:4'% fg% N;}

TRASH COUECTION

GARSAGE COULECTION
PUBLIC MEDICAL FACILTHES
SCMOOLS EDUCATION
WELFARE AND PUBUC
ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
HOUSING CODE INSPECTION
RODENT PEST AND DOG
CONTROL

POLICE PROTECTION

HRE PROTECTION

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
WATER LGHT AND POWER (GAS

OR ELECTRIC)
EMPLOYMENT SERVICES

- T INTERVIEW THIMBER
@ ON THE BASIS OF YOUR OWN EXPERIENCE OR FROM WHAT

214 PAGE 16

FORM APPROVED
WDG" suttay NO S RO

1379207

|
!.,
|

NOW, MASE TELL ME WHETHER YOU AIE SANSHED or
DISSATISFIED WITH THESE SERVICES Reed cach tem De uu,

tode mere then twe respenies far e8cth rervice !

iy o,

‘b

SEWAGE DISPOSAL (Sewsge end
tedet bachups et !
RECREATION »OR ADULYS
RECREATION FOR TEENAGERS
RECREATION FOR CHNDREN

AR POLLUTION CONTROL
STRIEY AND ROAD CONDITIONS AND
MAINTENANCE

TRAFHC CONDITIONS

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL
counts

PUBLIC HOUSING

JARS, CORRECTIONAL FACHITIES,

Py
‘.'::‘:“l~ ~i

|

e Homn Ty

1N THE PAST, PEOPLE HAVE MENTIONED CONCERN ABOUT SOME OF THE FOLLOW.
1NG CONDITIONS IN THEIR NEIGABOLNOOD. FOR EACH CONDITION I'M ABOUT
70 READ, PLEASE TELL ME WHETNER OR NOT THE CONDITION EXISTS, AND IF T
W{S llCSl WNETHER YOU ARE CONCERNED OR UNCONCERNED ABOUT IT. (Reed

"4:'
%ﬁ"r

O, oy,

Ty, 4w
NEIGHBORMOOD 1S INCONVENIENT YO
TRANSPORTATION SHOPPING SCHOOLS
AND OTHER SERVICES

NEGHBORNOOD DOES NOT WAVE
ENOUGH DRUG STORES

POLICIES OF NEIGHBORHOOD STORES
ARE HARD ON PEOPLE
NEIGHBORHOOD DOES NOT HAVE
ENOUGH LAUNDROMATS

100 MANY BARS IN THE AREA

NEIGHBORHOOD DOES NOT HAVE
ENOUGH FQOD STORES

THERE IS NOT ENOUGH LOW COSY
LOW.-RENT HOUSING IN THE AREA

IHE CONDITION Of THE NEIGHBORNOOD
AND ITS MOUSES 1S UNSATISFACTORY
THE AREA 1S OVERCROWDED

POOR STREET LIGHTING

NEIGHRORHOOD DOES NOT HAVE
ENOUGH ADEQUATE PARKS AND
PLAYGROUNDS

1; CAUED OR WlﬂIEN A PUBLIC OFFICIAL

3) FORMED OR ATTENDED NEIGHBORNOOO ORGANIZATIONS

$) TALKED 1O A FIIEST, AINISTER. RABBI OR OTMER RELIGIOUS LEADER
7) TALKED YO LANDLORD

9} GAVE MONEY 10 HEP

NR UMK

£

|
|
|

|
|
I

|
|
|
|
|
]

PLEASE TELL ME IF THESE CONDITIONS E;TS—' IN THIS

AREA, AND IF SO WHETHER YOU ARE CONCERNED OII

UNCONCERNED (Reed euch ttem )

o
%"%%‘s - N
PEOPE DO NOT pAVE ENOUGH INCOME
PEOPLE DO NOT MAVE ENOUGH OF
THE RIGHT KIND Of FOOD
PEONE DO NOT HAVE ENOUGK WORK
Ot ENOUGH WORKING HOURS
NEIGHBORHOOD ACTION GROUPS ARE
100 AClIVE
100 MANY NEIGHBORMHOOD PROGRAMS
RUN BY OUTSIDERS
NEIGHBORKOOD ACTION GROUPS DO
NOT REPRESENT OR ACYT IN THE
PEOPIE S INTERESTS

THERE ARE MANY DIFFERENT WAYS OF TRYING TO DEAL

WITH CONDITIONS IN A NEIGHBORHOOD. IN ATTEMPTING
10 DEAL WITH NEIGHBORHOOD CONDITIONS, HAVE YOU
IN THIS!

EVER DONE ANY OF THE FOLLOWING
NEIGHSORHOOD? Shew Cord 107. MEASE JUST GIVE|
ME THE NUMBERS,

2 JOINED A PROTESY PARADE OR MCKETED

4) SIGNED A PETITION

6) TRIED TO DO SOMETHING ABOUY IT MYSELF
8) MET WITH OTHER INTERESTED PEOPLE
10! OTMER 11) NONE OF THESE

(Plewsa specily _ . . )
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HERE ARE THINGS SOME PEOPLE WOULD LIKE 10 SEE CHANGED IN THEIR HOME. WHICH OF THESE CONDITIONS WOULD

YOU UKE TO SEE CHANGED If ANY?
11 HOUSE TOO DRY IN WINTER
3) NOT ENOUGH HOT WATER
5 FURNITURE OLD OR LACKING
7: NO ADEQUATE PLACE TO STORE GARBAGE BEFORE REMOVAL
9 NOISE INSIDE BUNDING

11) OTHER (Please spealy
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Show Card 108. PLEASE JUST GIVE ME THE NUMBERS OF THE CONDITIONS.

) HOUSE TOO HOT IN SUMMER

4) NO LAUNDRY FACHITIES OR FACKITIES INADEQUATE

6 INADEQUATE CLOSEY SPACE

8 ODOR INSIDE HOUSE

10) NOT ENCUGH R00MS

UNK
12) NONE OF THESE

!
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