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ABSTRACT '

A _Utilizing data compiled from the 1970 U.S. Census -of
Population, this statistical analysis presents a comparison of the
socioeconomic characteristics of.growing.and declining .

nonmetropolitan U.S. Counties. In addition, separate,analyses are
presented for whites and' racial minorities and for South and nonsouth
regions (since analysis is limited to those counties.ohaving at least
250' racial minority residents *and' since 2/3 of these are located in
the South, the analysis of nationa .level nonmetropolitan data is
heavily weighted by southern count.-es). This analysis indicates- that'
when compared with growing nonmet qpolitan counties, the declining

. nonmetropolitan counties have:" (1)\a deficit of working age
population; 12) a higher proportien of dependent age groups; (3) a
lower median educational attainment among the minority population;
COJk lower rate of female participation in the labor force (33.7% vs
37.9%); 51 A lower mecUan faoily income ($6,546 vs.$8,027); (6) less
etploymentiin manufacturing 123.1% vs 26.9%); (7) a higher than
average amount of employment in low7wagd/loy-skill extractive
industries (20.1% vs 6.5%); and (8) a higher percentage of families
whOse income falls below the poverty line. This analysis indicates a
declining population affects ay area's socioeconomic composition, age
and'labor force structures, and its ability to genera'te income.
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ABSTRACT

Populat on decling can adVersely affect an area's socfal and economic com-
position, i s-age structure, the structure of its labor force, and its ability
to generate ncome.to support.Osential programs and activities. Counties

.with declinin population have a deficit of working age popylation and a rela-
tively high proportion of dependent age groups. Declining counties trail the
growing coun'ies in family ijcome, labor force participation by females, and

. employment in manufacturing; they are characterized by much higher than average
employment in low-wage and low-skill extractive industries. A substaBtial num-
ber of counties that declined"during the 1960's are currently experiencing
population grbwtt. Hence, population decline is not necessarily irreversible;
not all declining areas are being bypassed by the procesS of national economic
growth. * 4 4

Key Words: , Nonmetropolitan population, Population growth,.Populaeion decline,
Socioeconomic characteristics, Age, Sex, Race,' Education, Family
income, Poverty, Occupation, Industry, Labor force. !
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HIGHLIGHTS

Counties which are losing population lag behind population-gaining counties
in family income, participation of women fn,the labor force, and employment in
mamrufacturing. They also have higher than average employment in low-wage and

.

low-skill extractive industries. While many of these population-losing counties
have recently "turned around" and now experience population.growth, population
loss cdntinues in others. Special assistance may be required to ensure a decent
standard of living for residents of counties bypassed by national economic de-
velopment.

C 4

Declining couaiies have a deficit of working age population, and a large
proportion of elderly. Moreover, the racial minority population in declining
,areas has .a relatively large proportion of young children as well. The youth
and aged have relatively low rates of labor force participation and.require a

, number(of societal supports including educati9nal and custodial institutions'and
healthLand income maintenance. ./-

'"`
.

Median educational attainment of the racial minority population in rapidly
declining counties (6.9 years) is 2 years less than that in Counties that grew
and experienced net inmigration.-

Regardless of race, region,,or level of urbaniz ion, the labor force par-hticipatiol

rate of females in growing counties exeee -that in declining coun-
ties (37.9 percent vs 33.7 pel-cent). Moreover, labox forde participation is
higher for women in counties that declined by less than 10 percent as compared
with counties that declined by higher rates (34.7 percent vs 30.7 percent). In
contrast, grouting and declining counties differ only slightly in the proportion
of males participating in the labor force.

-,

k

Extractive industries such as agriculture and mining with relatively low
wage and skill levels have experienced substantial declines in manpower needs;
hence, counties highly dependent on extractive employment tend also to be areas
of population decline. Employment in extractive industries increases regularly
as a percentage of total employment as one moves from growing areas with net
'immigration (6.5 percent) to counties that lost 10 percent or more of their

'._population (20.1 percen0.
0

Growing counties have a higher proportion of their-labor force employed in
manufacturing thin is true of declining counties (26.9 percent vs 23.1 percent),
but the pattern is notJ-egular over the four categoriesif growth and decline.
The heaviest reliance 4on minufacturing,employment is among those counties the}
experienced modett population growth to slight decline.

Median family income is substantially lower is declining counties as com-
pared with growing counties ($8,027 vs $6,546). Moreover, rapidly declining
counties have less than 70 percent as much income per family asno rapidly grow-
ing counties ($8,331 vs $5,741). 'Similarly, the percentage of families falling
below the poverty line is higher in declining counties. Differences in family
income are related to the industry mix of employment, labor force participation
rate of women, age composition, and educational attainment - -all these factors
favor growing counties. Wages and salaries are somewhat more important as a
source of income in growing counties while the opposite is trueioi social secu-
rity and welfare.
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SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF GROWING AND DECLINES(

5- NONMETROFOLITAN COUNTIES, 1970

by

David L:'''1i`rewn,Hociologist

EconOmic DeVelopment Division
Economic asearch-Service

INTRODUCTION

5,

Populitiod change -- especially declines -- can have a serious negative
pact on nonmetropolitan communities. Such change can adversely affect the com-
position of a commbnity's population (51*, and it is generally aasociate4 with
the availability of services, amenities o, and economic opportbnities (6; 14),.

;
Previous comparative research hair investigated the association of papule-

tion change with socioeconomic composition for cities and metropolitan areas
C16, 20, 5) and for villages (L1,1). Results of these studies are tonaistent;
they show that growing doMmunities have younger age structures, higher socio-'
economic status, and higher labor force paiticipation rates that suggest greater
economic opportunity.

This study compares characteristics of groWing and.declining nonme ropoli-
tan counties in-1970 (data_ are based on.1970 Census of Population, the latest'
source of such information). In addition, it provides separate analyses for
whites and racial minorities, and for that South and nonsouth regiAs:

DATA AND METHODS

Thi units oobservation in this research are nanmetropolitan counties and -

-county enukvalents-1/ Data were compiled from the 1970 Census of Population
in which the characteristics discussed Here are based.on a 20-percent sample
of all 'households. As these ace sample items, there is concern over the re-
-liability Of the characteristics data for racial minorities in counties with

* Underscored numerals in parentheses refer to referenLes on pages 25 -26-.

`1/ The delineation of metropolitan and nonmep,ropolitan counties follows the
official designation by the Office of Management and Budget in April 1974. Our
data were compiled prior, to the, final announcement, however, and we recognize
only? 612 mettropolitan counties/rather than the current official_total of-630.

4
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very small minority populations.tv For example, the racial minority data pre-

sented for a county with 250 minority residents are based-on 50 actual cases.

Hence, this analysis is limited to those counties having at least 250 racial
minority residents. "There are 1,308 such counties, about two-thirds4of which
are located in the South (table 1, fig. 1). Consequently, the salysis of na
tional level nonmetropolitan data is heavily weightp by southern eounAes.

44-t
Since one purpose of this report.is to describe the characteristics of both

white and minority populations in growing and declining areas, the, analysis is
based', necessarily, on data collected in counties with at-leas a minimum min-
ority population. This procedure/leisea the question of whether the socioec-
.onomic differences between growing and declining nonmetropolitan counties with'
at least 250 racial midtritY residents reflect the more general difference
existing between all growing and declining nonmetropolitan co ties. Append4
B contaips data for all 2,485 rionMetropolitan COutties;° they e highly pimilar'
to correspondingdata presented in the text of the report. R aders interested
in the socioeconomic differences between all growing-and decl ning nonmetro-
politad counties, regirdlesi of'rece, are directed ''co'Appendix .B.

To delineate skowing and,decliningccunties, those growing by eveete per-
son [or that remailed.stable] were distinguished from those that declined.
Table 2 indicates that regardless (*the level of urbanization or of the region,
the difference in the average rate of population, change between the categories
is approximately 20 percentage points.

Population change is a'product of natural increase and net migration. In

growing counties, population change- was primarily due to natural increase, the
excess of births over deaths, while net outmigration was the basic source of
change in declining counties.6able 3, fig. 2). However, growing co sties did
experience some net inmigration. Table 1 indicates 306 of the 713 growing.
counties had net inmigration while 407' experienced net outmigrstion,J.Further-
more; table 2 indicates that the rate of population growth is positively assoc-
iated with net migration.! Crowing .counties net inmigratibn grew by 22.5
percent while growing counties with net outmigration grew by only 6.3 percent
Consequently, growing counties were subdivided into two groups (a) those that
experienced net inmigration and (b) those that experienced net outmigration.
Similarly, the declining category was partitioned into two groups, but since
virtually all declining counties experienced net outmigration, they Weredi-
vided ot the basis of the rate of population decline. The distribution of

2/, Although several year old, 1970 Census Date are, the most current avail -,

able on socioeconomic characteristics at the county level. Racial minority re-

fers tp Negroes and other,races. In the South, 96.7 percent of this category is

Negro, but Negroes comprise only 81.1 percent of the racial-minority population
in,the remainder of the country. Indians, Japanese, Chinese, Filipinos, and a
number of other groups are major components of the racial minority population
in the nonsouth-(1.7),. Of 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with at least 250 ra-
cial minority residents, only 417 are located outside of the South. Consequent-
ly, the minority data are heavily weighted by the southern black population.

2
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Table 1 - -Popularion and number of counties byvapulation growth
and decline, race, region, and level of urbanization, 1970 If

I: Growth
: % .

Item : Total* .

: Total :

Net in- . Net out-
migration: migration.

, r: * :

Population (ThousandsOf:
:

All nonmetropolitan
We

Total
United States.

0South
Nonsouth

White ,
United States
South
Nonsouth

Racial minority
United States
South
Nonsouth

20%000 or gore urban

Total
United States
South
Nonsouth

White
United States
South
Nonsouth

Racial minority
United States
South
Nonsouth

Number of Countie

* 38.595 25, 19 11.972 i3:4-477-,

21,916 13,128 5,481 7,647

: 16,679$ 1/,791 6,491 6,300

: 32,854 22,958 11,024' 11,934

4 17,042- 10,850 4,758 6,092
: 15,812 12,108 6,266 5,842

1

5,741 2,961 948 2,013
4,875 "2,278 722 1,556

866 683 226 457

: 19,175 15,271 7,564 _______.2,/.07

7,543 5,686 2,658 3,028

: 11,632 9.585 4,906 4,679
.

17,227 13,916 7,050 6,866'

6.0441.,- 4,699 2,299 2,400%
11,187 "f9;217 4,751 4,466

. t

1,948 /1,355 514 841.

1,504 +987 359 628
444 368 155 213

Less than 20,000 urban yd

Total
United States
South

_,-.

:

14.373 7,442
19.420 10.648 , 4 4.408

2,823 64:!1

'Nonpouth ,: 5,047 3,206 -4585 40621
White . '

,:
United States : 15, 3.974 " 51.0627 9,044

South ...- 11,002 6,151 2,460 LIB%

Racial minorirY ,

477Nonsouth : 4,625 2,891 1,514

United States 3,793 ,,1,606 4434 1,172

South 3,371 1,291 . 363 928

Nonsouth : 422 115 71 244

All, nonnetropolitan
United States 1,308 "( 713 306 --403 595

South 891 438 177 261

Nonsouth 4k 417 275 129 146

40,000 or mare urban
United,Statee 285 217 105 112

South- 125 89 43 46

' Nonsouth 1,60 128 62 66

Less than 20,000 urban :
II

United States 1,023 496 201 295

South 766 349 -134 . , 215

Nonsouth 257 147 67 80

Decline

teas thin : More than
Total 0 10 percent: 10 percent

.

12.676 - 9.538 3,138
8.788 6,361 '2,427

3,888._ 3.177 711

9,896 7,522 2,374
6.192 4,474 1.718

:.-3,704 "0,048k 656
---.

2,780 2,015 745
4

2,597 1.887 710

183 128 55

3.904 10 3,397 507-
1,857 1,615., 242

2,047 1,782 265
_

e
3;311 2,921 390

1.1,1 1,206 135
1,970' 1,715 250'

.

593 476 117
517 410 107
76 66 10

64:7931

1.841

i

6,585-
4,85?
1,734

2.187
2,080

107,

453
142

, 68 i
36

32

527
417
110

6,14iSI
4,746 -2,185

2,630

1,396 to 445

-4.602 1,983
3.2'69 l.15eg
1,4333

1.539 648
1,47 603672

45

401 194

34; 151
99 43

58 10 '

31 5

27 5

4

343. 184
271' 146
72 38

1/ 1.108 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or more racial minority population.
2/ Rowe and"columns may not balance due to rounding.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Table 2 - -Populagion ange for growing and declining nonastropoliten
, counties Uy\regioA and level of urbanilation, 1960-1970 V. N.1.-1-

i.....f
.

A .
.t:0 .:

.
1.. grovrth

Region :.Totia, :. '

Net in- :Met out-

t.
I

: Total . _ Total
/ .migration

:
migration.

:

-.2"=

DIkiin!

Leas than.; 10'percent
;10 percent 7, or more

- .,

United States.
*. "Chang* 1460-1970

Amouat (000) :1,/ 1,986 I' 3,020

Percent : '5.4 - a3.2
:
. .

South
t ChAulge 1960-1970

Amount (000)
Percent.

Nonsouth,
Change 1'960-1970
Amount (000)'
percent'

7.411 nonmetropSlitan--- ":"

2,198 822 -1,034
22.5 6.) -7.5,

-437
-4.4 -16.6.

. wl

737 1,482 1,013 469 -745 -291
. 3.5 12.7 22.7 6.5 v -7.8 - '-4.4

or
1,249
8.1

United States
' Change 196eL1.970

Amount (000)
_tercertt

South
Change 1960-41470,
Amount (000) '

-,Percett

1,538 1,185 351 -289
143:7 22.3 3.9._ -6.9

-454

-146 ) -143
/ -16.7

1- 4s4or of more, urban population--

4

4

1,807 2,037. 1,526 511 -230 -149 -81
10.4 45.,4 25.1 7.1 =-5.6 -4.2 -13.8

-4

729 822 574 248 . -93 -61 -42

:10.7,16.9 -17.5 8.9 -4.8 -3.6 '-11.7

Ncrnsouth

Change 1960-1970 4
,

Amount (000y : 1,048-* ,I215 952 263 -137 48 -49
Percent :' 10.2 14.5 24.1 6.0 -6.3 -4.7 -15.6

: I ,

----Less than 20,000 urban population

South
Change 1960-1970 . :

Amount (000) :

percint

INOnsdhth

e Change 1960-19.70*

e 0Amount (000) 1/0 32.3 233 il--1

do not balance precisely dtse to rounding.

2Cm.

.

1/.1,308 nonmetropelitan counties with or more racial. minority population.
2/ Rows and columns:
trurce: Census of Populatidn, 1970.

S

Percent

...-----

4

: 3.5 11.2 17.2

.

() 0 1.1

5.9* -7.7

%

-4.0

. United States
0a age 1960-1970
Amount (000)
Percent

4.

179 48 672 311 r- -804 -287 -517
.9 10.2 18.0 7.9 -8.4, -4.5 -16.4

.
660 09 221 -652 -130 -422
9.7 18.4 5.0 -8.6 -41 -16.2

--/''

-95
-17.6

-15 2 -57

0



, Table 3-:'-doitonga.ts of - population change f grotoing and declining

nonsetropolitan*counties by region andlievel of urbanization, -1960-1970'1!

Region

t

Population :

Components of population chang 6*

Population :chan 1960-1970' . .

ge' Natural Increase Net atigrapion

1970 ` 1960 ktmher :Ptirccat : Number Percent : Number ! Percent

0 .

United States
All nonmetropolitan : j8,329 16,374

Groi4ig : 25,822 22,819
Declining ; 12,50' 13,555

South'

An nonmetropolitan : 21,777 21,053
Growing : 13,112 11,624
Declining : 8,665 9,429

Nonsouth
AU. nonmetropolitan : 160552

Growing 12,710
6. declining : 3,842

NO'

United States
All nonmetropolitan : 19,086

Growing : 15,231
Declining 1 : 3,855

South
All nonmetropolitan : 7,486

Growing : 5,676
Declining : 1,810

Nonsouth
All ngnmetropOlitan : 11,600

Grolfing : 9,555
Declining : 2,045

6

.
Thou. Thou.* - Thou,.

All nonmetropolitah

i.,955 5.37
3,001 13.16

-1,048 *-7,73

3,972 10.92
2,702 11.85
1,270* 9.37

724 3.44 2,376
1,488 12.80 1,434 t

-764 -8.11 942

--

15,321 1,231 8.03, 1,596
11;155 1,515 13.61 1,268
4,126 -284, -6.88 328

4, -20,000 or mo

17,276 1,810
13,197 2,039
4,084 N.,7229

10.48
15.46
-5.61

6,730 756 11.23
4,830 846 17.52
1,900 -90 -4.74

10,546 1,054/ 9.99
8,362 1,193 14.27
2,184 -139 -6.36

United
All nonmetropolitan : 19,243 19,098

Growing : 10,591 9,627
Declining : 8,652 9,471

4

So.:1th

All nonmetropolitan : 14,2%1 14,323
Growing .: 7,436 6,794
Declining ; 6,855 7,529

Nonsouth
All nonmetropolitan .: 4,952 4,775
-Growing : ,3,155 2,833
Declining : 1,797 1,942

11.29
12.34
9.99

10,42
11.140

7.96

urban population

2,106 12.19
1,671 12.67

435 -10165

958
726

232

1,148
'945

2C1

14.23
15.04
12.21

10.89
11.31
9.30

,) f

-2,017 *-5.55
301 1.32

-2,318 -17.10

-16_2 -7.85
54 .46

-365 -2.39
247 2.21

-614, -14.82

-296 -1.55
368 2.79

-664 .-16.29

-202 -3.00
120 2.48

-322 -16.96

-94 -.89
248 2.96

-342 -15.65

Less than 20,000 urban population----------

145 .76 1,866
964 10.01 1,031

-819 -8.65 835

-32
642

- 674

-.22
9.44
-8.95

9.7'
10.71."
8.8)

1,418 9.90
708 10.42
710 , 9.43

177 3.71 448
322 11.37 0623

- 145 -7.47 . 125

9.38
11.41

6.45

.. 11.--

-1,721 -9.01
-67 ---.76

-1,654 -17.46

.64,450 -10:12
-66 -.97

-1,384 -18.38

:271 -5.68
-1- -.05

-270 -13.89

1/ 1,308 nonmeltropolitan counties. with 256 or more racial minority population.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, "Components of Population Change, Current Population

Reports, Series-P-25, No.402, 1971.'
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COMPONENTS ORPOPULATION CHANGE F9R GROWING AND
DEduNINbill'ONMETROPOUTAN COUVT1ES, 1960-1470

bECLINE

11.9"

I

- 7.7

I

PERCENT

15- 13.2

10 --

5

0

5

-10-

-15

GROWTH

POPULATION CHANGE

1)iATURAL INCREASE

NET.VIGRATION

4 .

population an of counties ovetr/t1i'6s% four categories of growth andjecline is
indicate'd in- ble 1, and their rates of population change are disprayed -in

-table 21

9.4

Figure 2

- 17.7

r
The level of urbanization is introduced as a teat factor to elaborate ti-te

association between population nhange and population 'composition.)r This is
necessarybecause"previous research has demonstrated that population 'change
and population composition bear ,a common' associationwith urbanization (8).
Thus, adjusting for the level di urbanization allows( one to determine whether
there is an actual link between population change and population composition,
or wfaether the observed relationship is merely due to a common association with
the third extraneous variable, level )(aLurbanization.

Two utbaniIzaion -categories- were delineated by grouping together those
cotynyieg having 20,000 or more urban residents an&those having fewer than
2x0,000 urban residents..V This classification has been used in- previous re-
search'which indicates ;that the categories-are substantially different in their.
population charatteristics (11 ) .

it

3/ r Urban residents are those ilplaces of 2,500 or more population.
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This research fciCuses'On socioeconomic differences betWeen growing and de-
.

clining nonmetropolitAnpopulations, yet"thedata presented.. can be used to
comp4te the,compositAatiof-the_varioue rticial groups, regions, and urbanization
categories as well. this analysis, however, is limited to the growth-decline
.comparisons, and the basic purpose for /Introducing race, region, and level of
urbanization is to determine. whether the differences'betteen growing and de-
clining areas persist after other factors are accounted for.

PATTERNS OF NONMETROPOLITAN POPULATION CHANGE

There are growing and declining nonmetropolitan countie3 in Ail parts of
the Nation, yet definite areas of growth and decline are discernible as well.
Figure 1 demonstrates that nonmetropolitan population growth took place in the
interstitial zones between metropolitan areas of the Northeast and around the
lower Great Lakes, in the Florida Peninsula and the.eulf Coast, the Southern
Textile Piedmont, thelid-South.uplands, the Ozark-Ouachita areas of Missouri,
Arkansas and Oklahoma, and the far West. On the other hand, the Great Plains,
Western COrn Belt, southern Appalachian coal fields, and cotton growing areqs
of the old South experienced decline in their nonmetropolitan populationsAf

ANALYSIS

A'socioeconomic profile of growing and declining nonmetropolitan counties
is di4Yayed in tables 4 through 8. These tables are composed of three,sec-
tions: ode f4r whites, one for racial minorities, and one for the total pop-_,
ulation. Moreover, each section is subdivided into control categories of
urbanization. Identical tables for all 2,485 nonmetropolitan counties un-
differentiated by race appear in Appendix B.

Age and Sex Composition

Age. The age composition of a community imposes requirements and limitarl-
tions on each of its institutions. Figure 3 indicates that declining counties
had a comparative deficit of young adults (aged 15 to 45) and a larger than
average proportion of persons aged 45 and older. Hence, in 1970, theAledian

,,age of growing counties (27.1 years) was lower than that in declining counties
(29.0 years) (table 4). Similarly, growing counties were younger than declin-
ing counties in both categories of urbanization and in both the South and non-
south region& (app. table A-1).

In contrast, the median age of the racial minority population was somewhat
higher in growing than in declining counties t21.2 years vs 20.0 years). Figure
4 demonstrates that this is because there-was a large proportion of young min-
orittchildren, as well as of older adults in declining counties. Hence, the
aging effect of the elderly mias moderated by the large number of children, and

4/ Beale (2) has, discussed these patterns more completely.

8
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Table 4 - -Age and sex composition of,growing and declining *

nonmetropolitan counties by ra?e and level of urbanization, 1970 1/

GroWth Decline

Item Total :

: Total
Net in- :Net out- :

:migration;migratioa: Total
Lesajhan : More than,
10 percent: 10 percent

All nonmetropolitan

r Total population-

Median age 27.7 27.1 21.2 27.1 29.0' 29.1 28.6
Dependency ratio 21 84.6 81.4 77.6 84.7 89.1 98.7
Sex ratio 3/ 96.6 97.8

.91.4
99.3 96.5 94.2 94.2 94.1

20,000 or more urban
Median age 26.7 26.3 26.0 26.7 28.4 28.9 25.6
Dependency ratio 79.9 78.4 74.6 82.2 86:1 84.7 97.7
Sex ratio 97.5 98.4 100.0 96.9 93.9 94.0 93.5

Less then 20,000 urban
Median age 28.8 28..4 29.4 27.7 29.2 29.2 29.2
Dependency ratio 89.4 85.9 83,2 .0 93.8 91.7 98.9
Sex ratio 95.7 96.9 97.9 96.1 94.3 94.3 94.2

White population

All nonmetropolitan
Median age : 28.9 28.0 27.7 28.3 31.5 31.5 31.6
Dependency ratio : 79.9 78.5 76.1 80.8 83.2 81:8 88.0
Sex ratio 97.0 98.0 99.1 97.0 1104.9 94.9 95.2

2o,000 or more urban :

'Median age 27.4 26.9 26.4 27.4 29.9 30.2 27.9
.Dependency ratio 77.4 76.6 73.5 .79.9 80.8 79.9 87.4
Sex ratio : *4. 97.8 -981 99.9 97.2 94.7 94.6 94.9

Less khan 20,000 urban :

Median age 30.8 29.8 30.2 29.5 32.3 ":32.3 32.5
Dependency ratio 82.8 81.6 81.0 82.0 84.5 83.0 88.2
Sex ratio 96.2 97.0 97.6 96.6 95.1 * 95.0 75.3

-

Racial minority population

All nonmetropolitan
3

-'\'20.7Median age 20.7 21.2 22.0 20.0 20,.4 19.4
Dependency ratio 116.6 107.2 97.3 112.2' 127.6 122.9 141.2
Sex ratio 94.0 96.5 101.6 94.1 91.5 91.7 90.7

r
20,060 or more urban'
Median age 21.3 21.7 21.8 21.5 20.0 20.4 19.0
Depektdency ratio 105.7 98.5 90.8 103.5 124.3 120.3 141.9
Sett ratio 94.9 97.2 101.7 94.5 89.9 90.2 89.0

Less than 20,000 urban
Median age 20.3 20.7 22.2 20.1 20.0 20.4 19.5
Dependency ratio 122.7 115.1 105.6 118.9 128.6 123.7 141.1
Sex ratio 93.5 95.9 101.5 93.9 91.9 92.2, 91.1s,

1/ 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or more re
2/ Persons under 18 years of age plus persons 65 years

to 64.

3/ Males per 100 females.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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the median age of'the racial minority population irCdeclining counties was
reduced. The large number of minority children in declining counties ia partly
due to high fertility and the fact that a number of such children are left
behind by parents migrating to metropolitan areas (18, 19)

Except.for the larger proportion of racial minority children in declining
areas, the shape of the white and minority age structures in growing and de-
clining counties was essentially the same. For both racial groups), declining
counties hard a deficit of young adults and an abundance of older persons:.
This is reflected in the dependency radio which, regardless of race; was higher
in declining counties than in growing CountiesAtable 4).

. The dependency ratio is a crude measure of the relationship between the
economically active population and those segments of the population which are
economically dependent. Accordingly, declining areas had a'heavier dependency
load than growing areas, and because of their larger-proportion of young child-
ren, racial minority populations in declining counties had the heaviest depend-
ency'load ofall (table

Dividing the growing counties by whether or not they had net inmigration
reveals little difference in median age, yet figure 5 deMonstrates that their
age structures are substantially different. Growing counties with net out -
migration had a high proportion of-children and a deficit of young adults.
This is reflected in the dependency ratio which was higher in growing counties
experiencing a net loss ofpopulation through migration (84.9 vs 77.6).

;

Disaggregating the population decline category indicates that counties
losing 10 percent of their pop4.ation between 1960 and 1970 hada higher pro-
portion of children, "a substantial deficit of working age persons, and a
slightly higher percentage of the elderly (fig. 6).- Hence, the dependency
ratio in:such counties was notably higher than in counties which experienced a'
lesser degree of population decline (98.7 vs 89.1).

Sex. There were more males per 100 females in growing counties-than in
declining counties for boti racial groups and within control levels of urban-
ization (although the difference is greater in those counties with 20,000 or
more urban residents) (table 4).

Partitioning the growth and decline categories into their various components
indicates that growing counties with net inmigration had more males per 100--
females than growing counties that experienced net outmigration (99.3 vs 96.5)-.
In contrast, there was little difference in the sex ratio between the two cotr
ponent groups of population decline (94.2 vs 94.1).

Sex differences between areas have generally been explained by the nature
of employment opportunities, and areas with heavy employment in extractive in-
dustries have been shown to have high ratios of males to females. In the pre-
sent data, declining counties had lower sex ratios than growing counties de-
spite the fact that a larger proportion of their labor force was employed in
extractive industries.

Accordingly, we must look elsewhere for an explanation of the present

4
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findings. There is evidence that variation in the seer ratio between growing

and declining counties is attributable to, the disparity in length of life be-

tween males and females. That is, declining counties had a larger proportion

of elderly persons, and malfir mortality is considerably higher- than female mor-

tality at,these older ages 414). The sex selectivity of migration may be an-

other contributing factor Which explains the lower sex ratio observed in grow-

ing counties that lost through net migration.

Educational Attainment

At thet,national level, median years of schooling were higher in growing

nonmetro counties (11.4 years vs 10.21;ears), but this aggregate pattern was

not characteristic of all race and regional categories. For example, the dif-

ference in educational attainment for whites was sutostantially redAced When

the leve] of urbanization was adjusted (table 5). Regionally, in the South

and nonsouth there was little difference in educational attainment for whites

between growing and,declining counties with 20,000 or more urban residents,

although growing counties in the nonsouth did have higher educational attain-

ment in less urbanized areas (app. table.A-2). This suggests that differences

in educational attainment for whites are due to urbanization rather than pop -

ulat ion Change.

Racial minorities in growing counties had higher levels of educational at-

tainment than their counterparts in declining counties. In the South', this

difference was evident in both categories of urbanization, and in the nonsouth

in more urbanized areas where educational attainment in growing counties ex-

, needed that in declining counties by a full year (10.6 years vs 9.6 year6)

(app. table A-2).

f

'Among growing counties, educational attainment was more than 6 months high-

er in counties that experienced net inmigration as comparecrwith those that had

a net migration loss. This difference holds for racial minorities in all coun-

ties, regardless of the le4e1 of urbanization, and for whites in less urbanized

counties. There was little or no variation in educational attainment for

Whites between the county groups with 20,000 or more urban residents.
0

Declining counties losing 10 percent or more of their population had lower

educptional attainment. than counties declining by less substantial rates.

Once again, this compafison holds for racial minorities,.regaTdle s of the

level of urbanization, and for whites in counties with ,tess tha ,000 urban

populatidh. Furthermore, the patterns discussed above are general character-

istic of the South and nonsouth' regions as well (app. table A-2).

For racial minorities, then, median educational attainment increased reg-

ularly as one moved from counties with heavy population' decline (6.9 years) to

those that grew and experienced net,inmigratiQn (8.9 years). For whites, the

pattern' was less regular, although educational attainment seemed to be associ-

ated with population-ttowth in less urbanized counties.

Data from the Survey of Economic Opportunity indicate that black migrants

have higher educational levels than nonmigrnts, and hence, the differences

in school years completed discussed above may be due to the loss through mi-

gration of better educated blacks from' declining areas (1).

-13
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Table 5--Educationa3 attainment,'ozcupational status, and labor force participation
of grbwing and declining counties by race and level of urbanization, 1970 1!

Item Total :

4

All nonmetropolitan ,,,---)

Median school years completed .1:!'':
Pct. white collar 2! :

Pct. males'in labor force Y :

Pct. females in labor forc/' :

`20,000 or more urban

11.0
36.1
65.3
36.5

Mediawachool years completed 12.0
Pct. white collar : 40.2
Pct. males in labor force : 65.4
Pct. females in labor force : 37.9

Less than 20,000 urban
Median school per, completed 10.1
Pct. white collar g 31.9
Pct. males in labor force 65,4,2

Pct. females in labor force 35.2

All nonmetropolitan
Median school years completid

: 11.5
Pct. white collar 394
Pct. maims in labor force : 6641,
Pct. females in labor force 36.3

20,000 or more urban : ".

Mediad school years complied f 12.1
Pct. white collar : 42.3.
Pct. males in labor force : 66.5
ect. females in labor force 37.5

., .

Less than 20,000 urban
Median school years completed : 18.7
Pct. white collar ,v

: 35.5
Pct. males in labor f iblq,4 :( 67.2
Pct. females in labor force : 35.1

1h11 nonmetropolitan

:--- ----

Median school years completed 8.0
Pct. white collar 13.7
Pct. males in labor force 55.2
Pct. females in labor force V.7

20,000 or more urban

Growth Decline

et in- ,Net out- Less than : More than
Total sIgration:migration: Total 10 percent' 10 percent

:

11.4
37.4

65.8
37,9

12.0
40.6
65.3
38.7

10.5
32.7
66.4
36.8

- -Total population

12.0
41.0
64.3
38.1

12.1
43.1
63.7
38.6

11.0
34.6
65.4
37.2

11.0
35.2
67.0
47.8

11.8
38.2
67.0
38:8

/0.1
31.3
67.0
36.6

10.2
33.2
64.4
33.7

11!5
38.2
65.7
34.6

9.7
30.9
63.8

33.3

-White population-

11.8 12.0 11.4 11.0
39.7 41.7 37.9 37.6
66.9 65.2 68.5 66.7
37.6 37.7 37.5 _33.6

12.1 12.2 12.0'' 12.0
42.6 44.6 40.5 41.1
66.2 64.4 68.2 I 67.5
38.3 38.2 38.4 34.5

10.9 11.2 10.6 10.5
35.4 36.5 34.5 35.7
67.9 66.6 68.9 66.3
36.5 36.8 36.3 33.1
,

------ ----Racial minority population

Median school years completed
Pct. white collar A

Pct. males in labor force
Pct. f6males in labor force

Less than 20,000 urban
Median school years completed
Pat. white collar
PCt. males in labor force I

Pct. females in labor force

:

:

:

:

8.6
16.6

54.7
41.0

17:12

55.4
36.0

8.4 8.9 f 8.2 7.4
15.0 16.1 I

11,47:1 4

12.0
55.9 53.4 54.4
41.1 44,-1 39,0 34.2

8.8
16.8
55.3
43.6

9.4
18.7
53.2
45.7

8.6
15.6
56.7

7.9
15.8
53.4
35.3

1 83.

8.5 7.9 7.3
12.9 13.5 11.1

56.4 53.6 57.5 54.7
39.0 42.1 37.9 33.9

10.4
33.4

65:2
34.7

9.5
32.6

62.0
TO:7

11.5 11.2
38.0 40.2
65.8 65.0
34.5 35.8

9.9 9.2
30.9 31.0

.64.8 61:4
34.8 29.7

11 1..4, 10.3
37.7 37.1
64:3 64.8
34.5 30.8

12.0 12.1
40.6 44.8
67.5 68.3
)4.3 36.1

10.7 10.0
30.9 30.4
,67.2 64.2
34.6 29.7

7.6 6.9
12.0 12.3
55.6 51.3,
35.6 30.5S

6

8.1 6.7 -
15.4 17.3
53.7 51.8
35.4 34.9

7.5 6.9 t

10.9 11.4

56.2 51.2
35.6 29.7

V 1/ 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or more racial minority population. 2/ Populati4 25 years
and older. 3/ Professional," technical, sand kindred; manager, official, and proprietor; clerical; sales.
4/ Aged 14 or more years. Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Another contributing factor may be age composition, since older ',ovulations

as found in declining counties would tend -to have lower educational status.
irs

Economic Activity
4

. Economic activity is a basic determinant of an area's prosperity and vi-
tality, and community well-being depends, tova large :extent, on the number of
jobs-availaIde and the occupation and industry mix of the jobs. /

Labor force participation. One aspect of an area's economy that is of
fundamental importance is the proportion of its working age populafirbn (ages
14.and over) participating in the labor force. A county's labor,force par-

, ticipation rate reflects the number and type of jobs available; economic pres-
sure for more than.one household' member to earn income, attitudes toward work

for women, and physical characteristics of the population such as age and
health.

Regardless of race, region, and levelEdurbanization, the labor force
participation rate of females in growing counties exceeded that im declining
counties. This difference seems to be greater for racial minorities than for
whites and especially greater for minorities in more urbanized-corties (table

. 5).

There was little difference in female labor force participation for whites
between counties that grew and had net inmigration and those that experidhced
net migration loss. In contrast, labor force participation was notably higher
for racial minority females in growing counties with net inmigration. This

differenceois especially marked in southern counties (app. table A-2).

Comparing the two categories of population decline reveals a gerieral in-

verse relation between'the degree of populatio- decline and labor force par-
ticipation of women. Regardless of race and r-gion, labor force participation
was highe; for women in counties that declined by less than 10 perlient.as com-
pared with counties that declined by a more precipitous rate. 6/

. /I)

In contrast, growing and declining counties differed only slightly in the
proportion of males participating in the labor forte. Differences were very
small and inconsistent for whites, and slight 'it consistently in favor of

growing counties for racial minorities.

00*
Disaggregating the population growth categoiy reveals that regardless of

race, region, or level of urbanigation, growing counties with inmigration

5/ Persons in the labor force.include both employed and unemployed (but
looking for work) individuals aged 14 and older.

6/ There is no clear difference between the two groups of declining counties
with 20,000 or, more urban population, but there are only 10 such counties that
lost 10 percent or more of their population. Hence, comparisons of these two

categories are relatively unimportant.
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tendedopo have lower labor force participation of males than was true'of grow-
ing counties_that experienced net outmigration -(table 5). One.explanation for
this surprising finding is that many.growing nonmetropOlitan bounties are cen-
ters for retirement and a larger proportion of olderyersons [in a community
would tend to reduce the overall labor force particijation rate. Support for
this explanation is demonstrated in figure 5 which showed that there was a
higher proportion of the elderly in growing counties with net inmigration as
compared with counties that grew but experienced net migration loss.

In addition, colleges and 'Universities often createpcipulation growth with
net inmigration, 'and college communities are likely to have- a relatively large
:number of young adults not in the labor force. 21

Comparing the two categories of population decline indicates that male
labor force participation was greater in counties that lost less than 10 per-
cent of their population as compared with those that lost at a higher rate.
Once again, there was little difference between more urbanized declining coun-

ties, but this comparison is. weakened by the small number of counties in the
high-decline group (table 1).

Percent employed in white collar occupations. At the national level, the
percent employed in white collar occupations was higher in growing as compared
with declining nonmetropolitan counties (37.4 percent vs 33.2.4ercent). .

This pattern was characteristic of both racial categories and of both levels
of urbanization. Moreover, white collar employment tended to be higher, re-
gardless oferace or level of urbanization, in growing counties that experienced
net inmigration as compared with those that lost population through outmigra-.
tion., In contrast, there was no clear pattern of differences in the percent
employed in white collar occupations between the two categories of population
decline (table 5). J

The pattern of differences discussed above was characteristic off the non-
south regipns as well, as of the entire Nation, but not of the South. In the
`South, adlusting for race and level of urbanization substantially reduced dif-
ferences in white collar employment between growing and declining counties.
However, consistent with the pattern observed in other regions, growing coun-
tieswith net inmigration did have a higher percentage of their labor force
employed in white collar occupations than was true of growing counties with
net outmigration (app. table A-2).

1/ Of 187 nonmetropolitan counties with 4-year-State Colleges, 54 %

grew with net inmigration, 28% grewyith net outmigration, and 18% declined
in population.

8/ White co filar occupations include: (a) professional, technical, and
dred, (b) manager, official, proprietor, (c) clerical, and (d) sales.
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ti
. Employment by industry. 2I The types of jobs avails le in an area depend,

to some extent, on the industrial composition of the are s economy. Hence, 4.

the'differences in white collar employment discussed ab e may be associated

with industrial composition. Most industries include a ide range of occupa-

tions yet certain industries, such as agriculture and mining, have stan-

tially lower skill levels than others/ Agriculture, forestry, and mining have
experienced substantial.declines in their manpower needs, and hence, counties
that have a large proportion of their labor force employed in extractive in-
dustries tend also to be areas of population decline. Regardless of race,

region, or level of urbaniation, declining counties had a larger proporticioi
of their labOr force emvloyed fn extractive industry than was true of growing
counties (11.2 percent.vs 7.4 percent) (table 6). ,Dependence on extractive in-

dustries increases consistently as one moves from growing counties with net
inmigration to those that lost 10 percent or more of their Opulation. In the
Southt,4whereas general differences between growing and declining areas ap-
plied, there was little donsistent difference in extractive emp oyment between
the two subgroups of population growth. In addition, there med to be no

difference in extractive employment for racial minorities between growing and
declining counties outside of the South. However; when counties were broken

into the four subgroups of growth and decline the familiar inverse relationship

between population growth and percent employed in extractive industries emerged

(app table A-3),

Growing. counties had a higher percent of their labor force employed, in

manufacturing than was true of declining counties (26.9 percent vs 23. percent)

(table 6). This was the case in all race by region and level of urbanization
categories. Growing counties that experienced outmigratiqn had a somewhat
higher percent employed in manufacturing than was the case for their counte -
parts that grew with pet inmigration (28.8 percent vs 24.8 percent). One eec

planation for this is'tAat manufacturing wasnOt a rapidly growing industry
during the 1960's, and counties that grew rapidly in population were not char-
acterized by heavy employment in manufacturing. On the other hand, neither

was manufacturing a declining industry. Hence, the heaviest reliance on man=
ufacturing employment was found among those counties that experienced modest
population growth or slight decline.- Furthermore, counties that lost over 10
percent of their population during the 1960's had substantially lower employ-

ment in manufacturing than was true of counties that declined by less precip-

itous rates (25.4 percent vs 15.5 percent).

In contrast, there w little consistent association between population
growth and decline and e plOyment in wholesale and retail trade (Mt able 6).

9/ The industrial categories are: (a) extractive--agriculture, forestry,
-fisheries, mining; (b) manufacturing--durable and nondurable; and (c) trade- -

wholesale or retail. 1
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Table'6--Employment by industry of growing and declining nonvatropolitan

counties by race and level of urbanization, 197VV

:

Item

'Growth Decline

Total
Net in- :Net out- Less than : More thin

Total
'

Total
migrption:migration: 10 percent' 10 percnt

411 noLetropolitan :
,.

Total population

Pct. extractive 2./ 9.2 7.4 6.5 8.2 13.2 11.1 20.1
Pct., manufacturing 21 : 25.7 26.9 24.8 28.8 ,23.1 25.4 15.5
Pct. 'trade 4/

r
: 17.4 17.4 17.5 17.3 17.5 17.3 18.0

2Q,000 or more urban .
.

Pct. extractive 6.6 6.1 5.4 6.8 8!5 8.0 '12.0
Pct. manufacturing : 25.4 25.7 23.6 27.9 24.0 25.1 16.5
Pct. trade : 18.3 18.2 18.0 18.4 19.0

..
18.8 20.5

Les* than 20,00a urban
Pct. extractive : 11.9 9.2 8.4 9.9 15.3 12.9 21.7
Pct. manufacturing : 26.1 28.7 26.9 29.9 22.7 25.6 15.2
Pct. trade : 16.5 p1.6.3 16.8 15.9 16.7 16.5 17.4

4
-----------------L----------White population

All nonmetropolitan
Pct. extractive 8.9 7.2 6.4 8.1 12!8

../"--

1 10.7 20.0
Pct. manufacturing : 25.7 27.0 24.8 29.0 22.6 25.0 14.5
Pct. trade : 18.4 18.1 18.0 18.2 19.1 18.9 19.8

.}

20,000 or more urban
Pct. extractive : 6.4 6.0 5.3 6.8 8.1 7.6 11.4
Pct. manufActuring : 25.5 25.8 23.6 28.0 24.2 25.3 16.5

I

Pct. trade : 19.0 18.7 18.4 19.1 20.1
' "t,--.19.8

22.3

Less tan 20,000 urban
Pct. extractive : 11.6 9.1 8.2 9.8 15.2 12.7 21.8
Pct. manufacturing : 26.0 28.9 27.0 30.4 21.8 24.8 14.1
Pct. trade : 17.7 17.1 17.4 16:9 18.6 18.3 19.3

: Racial minority population

All nonmetropolitan
Pct. extractive : 11.5 8.9 8.3 9.1 14.7 12.9 20.4
Pct. manufacturing : 26.1" . 26.3 24.4 27.3 ,.25.7 27.7 t 19.7
Pct. trade : 10.2 10.8 10.9 10.7 9.5 9.5 9.7

20,000 or more urban .

Pct.. extractive :

,

8.6 7,5 7.4 7.6 11.4 *10.6 15.1
Pct. manufacturing c 24.6 25.4 23.0 27.0 22.1. 23.5 16.6
Pct.. trade

Less than 20,000 urban

:

t

11.3 11.5 11.4 11.5 10.9 10.7 11.7

Pct. extractive 13.1 10.0--- 9.5 10.3 s15.6 13.6 21.4
Pct. manufacturing. 26.8 27.1 26.1 27.5 /6.6 28.9 20.3
Pct. trade 9.A. 10.1 10.4 10.0 9.2 9.1 9.3

---,.

1/ 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or more racial minority population.
-..21 Agriculture, forestry, fisheries, mining.
3/ Durable and nondtWable.
4/ Wholesale and retail.
Source: Census of Population, 1970. "
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FOloilY Income

Median family lancome was subftantially lower in declining counties than in

growing counties, regardless4of,race, region, or level of urbanization (table

7 and app. table 4). Comparing the four subgroups of population growth and
decline indicated a regular increase in median family income as one movei from

counties that lost 10 percent or more of their population to those that grew

with net inmigration. The rep -idly declining counties had less than 70 percent

as much income per family as diA,the rapidly growing counties. This general

'pattern is charatte istic of nearly all race by.rSgion and level of urbanize-

tio categories. 111 Similarly, the percentage of families falling below the

pov rty line was higher in declining counties as well. Differences in family

inc me were generally greater. for minoritie4 than for whites and in the non-

south rather than in the South.

Differences in family income may be related to the industrial composition

. of growing, and.. counties. For example, Morrill and Wohlenberg (15)

demonstrated that poverty was directly'associated with the proportion of the

labor force employed in such-industries as agriculture and mining and inversely

associated with employment in other industries such as durable goods manufac-

turing and trade. Consequently, if declining.areas are characterized by low-

wage and low-skill industries, then this might explain their lower level of

family income. Moreover, income and' occupational status are generally thought

to be positively associated, and hence, another determinant of higher family

income in growing counties may be higher occupational status (indicated by

percent white collar).

Higher labor force participation of womenin gilowing counties may indicate

that such areas have a larger proportion of families with more than one wage
earner. This is another factor that is likely to be associated with higher

family income. Furthermore, differences in family income, may be due to the

sources from which income is accrued. For example, table 8 indicates that

wages and salaries were somewhat more important as a source of income in grow-

ing as compared with declining counties while the opposite was true of social

security and welfare. Such diffeence,,+ are especially marked for the racial

minority population where 84 percent of all income came Irom wages and palaries

in growing counties hut only 78 percent in declining counties. Disaggregating

the growth and decline categories revealed little consistent difference be-

tween the two subgrotips of population growth. But, wages and salaries did make

-up a higher proportion of income in counties that lost 7.ess than 10 percent as

compared with those that lost"10 percent or more of their population. Similar-

ly, social security and welpre contributed a somewhat larger proportion of

income in counties that experienced rapid popula,tion loss as compared with

those that lost at less substantial rates. Finally, lower family income in

declining counties is related to their higher ratio of dependent to working

age groups.

10/ The general pattern is not 'characteristic of the white population in

southern counties with 20,000 or torekrban residen10.
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'Table 7--Income of growing and declining non:metropolitan counties
by race and level of urbanization, 1969 1/

Growth Decline

Item TOtal :

otTal Net ins: Net out- Less than More than
' al.

10 percent; 10 percent;migration:migration
:

Tot

.
All nonmetropolitan

Total population

Median family income $7,547 $8,027 p8,331 $7,772 $6,546 $6,794 '$5,/41
Pct. below poverty lei/el 21.7 18.-1 15.8 20.0 28.9 26.7 35.7

20,000 or bore urban f
Median.fatily income :

Pct-b'elced_pamertY lelel
$8,400

16.5
$8,61

15.
$8,794 $8,455 $7,576 $7,677
14.0 16.4 234_2 21.0

$6,802

29.8

Less than 20,000Arban rA,

Median family Income' : $6;699 $7,195 $7,455 $6-,941 $6,068 $6,287 $5,543
Pct. belmrpoveity level : 26.7 22.3 11.8 24.7 31.9 29.8 36.9

-White population

All nonmetropolitan
Median family income $8,026 $8,357 $8;549 $8,185 $7,302 $7,499 $6,633
Pct. below poverty level 16.2 14.6 13.7 15.3 20.0 18.3 25.1

20,000 or more urban
Median family income $8,714 $8,880 $8,982 $8,781 $8,085 $8,127 $7,746
Pct. below poverty'level 13.2 12.6 12.3 12.8 15.8 15.4

. A
18.4

Less than 20,000 urban
Median family income $7,289 $7,580 17,807 $7,412 $6,892 $87 $6,407
Pct. below poverty level 19.5 17.6 16.2 18.7 22.1 20.2 26.5

-------- -Racial minority population ------

All nonmetropolitan
Median family income $4,057 $4,783 $5,152 $4,614 $3,4614-, $3,682 $2,916
Pct. below poverty level 52.8 45.2 40.4 47.3 60.t 57.7 . 68.5

20,000 ormore urban
Adianfamily income $4,6711 $5,150 $5,456 $4,963 $3,702 $3,871 -4., $3,035
Pct. below poverty level 46.1 41.0 37.2 43:1 57.4 54.8 67.7

Less than 20,000 urban
Median family income $3,795 $4,481 $4,798 $4,359 $3,403 r$3,628 $2,898
Pct. below povmtty level 56.1 48.6 44.1 50.3 61.5 58.5 68.;

1/ 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or more racial minority population.

urce: Census of Population, 1970.
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Table 8- =Percent' of family inc frost selected sources for growing antNiclining
nonnetropolitan counties bry race and level of urbanization, -1969 1

'tea tor : Total :

: Total

All nonnetrdimlitan
Wage and salary : 77.2 78.3
Social Security ' : 3.9 3.5

Public'assiatance : 0.8. 0.6

'.i

20,000 or more urban
Wage anji salary : 79.2 79.4
Social polarity : 3.4 3.1
Publii assistance : '0.6 0.5

Lois than 20,000 urban
Wage and salary f

Social Security
Public assistance '

-74.9
4.4

' 1.01.

76,6

4.0

0.8

All nonnetropolitan
Wage and *lary : 7g.9 w 78.0
Social Security : 3.8 3.5

Public assistance : 0.6 0.5

.20,000 or more urban
Wage and salary 79.0 79.1
Social Security 3.4 3.2

,Publio assistance 0.3 0.3

Less than 20,000 urban
Wage and salary 74.3 '76.1

Social Security 4.3 3.9

Publik assistance 0.6 0.6

All nosnetropolitan
Wage And salary 81.3 817
SOT Security 5.5 4.6

Pub c assistance 3.9 3.1

20,M0 qF more urban
Wage ind *allay 83.1 84.6
Social Security 4.8 4.2
Public assistance' 3.1 2.6

Less than 20,000 urban
Wags and salary 80.1 82.8
Social. Security 5.9 5.0

Public assistance 4.3 3.5

crompt- Decline

Net in- Net out- Less than : More thin
Total ! 10 percent: 10' percent

0

Total populatiola

,

77.9 78.7 74.6 76.1 69.5
.3.6 :.5 4.7 4.5 5.4
0.5 0.7 1.2 1.1 1.6

,

78.9 -79.9 78.7 79.2 75.3
3.3 3.2 4.2 4.3 3.9
0.5 0.6 kt 0.9 0.9 0.9

76.0 77.1 72.5 74.1 68.2
4.1 3.9 5.0 4.7 5.8
0.7 0.8 1.3 1.1 1.7

---White populatio4

4

77.6 78.4 '-'74.3 75.8 69.0
3.5 3.4 4.5 4.3 5.1
0.5 0.5 0.7 0.7 1.0

78.6 79.6
3.5 2,9
0.3 0.3

4

78.7 79.2 75.0
3.9 4.0 2.8
0.5 0.5 0.4

75.6 76.5 71.8 73.4 67.6
4.1 3.8 4.8 4.5 5.5
0.5 0.6 0.8 0.7 ' 1.1

Racial minority population

84.8 83.2 t.-- 77.8 79.1
4.2 4.8- 6.7 6.3
2.8 3,2 5.0 4.5

85.8 83.9 78.7 78.6
3.7 4.5 6.6 6.4
2.4 2.8 4.6 4.5

83.5
4.8
3.3

82.6
5.0
3.6

77.6 79.3
6.7 6.3
5.1 4.5

73.8
8.0
6.7

78.9
7.5
4.9

72.8
8.1
7.0

ir1,308 nonnetropolitan counties yith 250 or more racial minority population.

-Source: Census of Population, 1970.

4.
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CONCLUSION

The composition of a dommunity's population is associated with its current
well-being and with its potential as a place to live. For example, the age
and sex composition of a community limposes requirements and limitations on each
of its institutions. Age-sex structdre has implications for the size, rates
of entry and departure, and other aspects of the labor force, for-family for-
mation and childbearing, for the demand for housing units, and for the delivery
of community, health, and social services.

Although he differences between growing and arclining counties were not
generally large, the data in this paper depict a population profile in'declin-
ing areas which is relatively less well off than that in growing areas. More-
over, most differences were not diminished by controlling for the level of
urbaniiation, and in most cases, they held for both whites and racial minori-
ties and in the South and nonsouth.

Paradoxically, many counties that declined in population between 1960 and
1970 experienced growth in the number of occupivd housing units. In general,
this is attributable to the reduced size of hoAeholds in the United states.11i
For -rural areas in particular, it is associated with the large number of elder-
ly persons who continue to live in a separate household after their children
have left home or after the loss of a spouse. This is an important considera-
tion for a community because many Services are distributed on a household basis
rather than on a per capita basis. Hence, declining population has not neces-
sarily meant a declining need for housing units or for fuel, water, and serv
ices associated with housing.

Perhaps the most important difference between growing and declining coun-
,ties is the age composition of their populationss Declining counties were
shown to have a deficit of working age population and a relatively high propor-
tion of the elderly. Moreover, the racial minority population in declining
counties was shown to have a surplus of young children as well. Youth and the
elderly are geperally thought of as being the dependent segments of a popula-
tion. These groups have relatively low rates of labor force participation and
they require a number of societal supports, including educational and custodial
institutions and health and income maintenance. In addition, the availability
of capital has been shown to be less in areas with heavy dependency burdens
(4).

Declining counties were also shown to lag behind growing counties in fami-
ly income, and it was suggested that this difference was related to lower
levels of labor force participation by females and a higher proportion of the
labor force employed in low-wage and low-skill extractive industries in de-
clining counties.

11/ Average number of persons per household declined from 3.67 in 1960 to
2.97 in 1974 (U.S. Bureau of the Census, Decennial Censuses, and Current Pop-
ulation Reports).
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These data seem to indicate a rather bleak future for nonmetropolitan
counties that have experienced population decline, and especially for the/fie
that declined at a rate of 10 percent or, more. Interestingly, however, a sub-
stantial number of counties that declined in the 1960's have "turned around"
and are currently experiencing population growth. The data in table 9 indicate
that 64 percent of the counties that declined during the sixties gained pop-
ulation between 1970 and 1973 (833 of 1,297),, and that 53 percent of those that
declined by 10 percent or more during the sixties gained between 1970 and 1973

-(275 of 517).

This suggests that the determinants of nonmetropolitan pOpulation decline
may be transitory, elg., population decline may reflect a period of adjustment
in the manpower needs of agriculture, forestry, mining, and other extractive
industries. Recent population growth in such areas is indicative of growth in
manufacturing, service, and other types of nonextractive employment (2). Hence,

one cannotimde that population decline is an irreversible process, and
thatall aclsiottining areas are being bypassed, by the process of national economic
growth.

In contrast, the data in table 9 also indicate that the vast majority. of
counties that lOst population between 1970 and 1973, in fact, also lost during
the 1960's (464 of 592). Thus, in many instanees, population decline does
tend to perpetuate itself. This tends to be the case in such areas as the
Great Plains where decades of decline have created an, age structure which is
not conducive to natural increase, and in parts of the southern coastal plain
and old cotton belt where the outmigration of racial minorities continues at a
relatively high rate.

Table 9--Growing and diclining,nonmetropolitan counties 1970-1973
cross classified by population change 1960-1970

Item

Population change, 1970-1973

Total Growth Decline

Population change, 1960-1970

Total counties 2,485

-Number

1,893 592

Growth 1,188 1 060 128
Inmigration 556 511 45
Outmigr#tion 632 549 83

Decline 1,297 833 464
Less than 10 percent 780 558 222
10 percent or more 517 .275 242

Source: Census of Population, 1960 and-1970 and Current P.pulation-Reports, U.S.
Bureau of the Census.
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The process of national economic development spreads its.gains.and burdens
inequitably among geographic, demographic, and economic groups. Many nonmetro-
lpolitan areas are characterized by population growth, while in others, popula-
tion decline is a transitory adjustment to reduded manpower needs in extractive
industry. For these areas, the social and economic future seems optimistic.

For other areas, especially those that have experienced long-term continuous
population decline, an optimistic future is not assured. Data ptesented in
this report indicate that population decline can have a detrimental impact on
the socioeconomic composition of an area, on its age structure, on the struc-
ture of its labor force, and on its ability,to generate income to support es;
sential programs and activities.

These communities present a paradox for iablic policy. As Hoover (10) has
noted, one broad aim of population distribution policy is a rapid advancement
of the Nation's per capita income. The realization of this objective would
require that population and economic activity be located where they can con-
tribute most effectively to national per capitaoutput. Hence, the spatial
misallocation of manpower and capital is clearly to be avoided.

Hoover suggested that a strategy of enhanced mobility (for both labor and
capital) is the most fundamental way in which a government can influence spa- )
tial allocation with the aim of increasing national per capita output. More-
over, it follows that, in many instances, this strategy requires the migration
of people and business from areas 'of low marginal productivity -to areas of
higher marginal productivity.

On the other hand, Heady (9) has observede."...we want development.-for
rural communities which possess positive possibilities... But for those who
do not, we also have an equal obligation, if we are not to further the in-
equities which stem automatically from economic growth."

Accordingly, there is growing concern that, to prevent inequity, forms of
assistance might be directed to those settlements where the economic future
is in question. Such assistance might come in the form of edUcation and train-
ing programs, public aid to ensure the provision of high quality health, rec-
reation, and social services, or as payments to cover the capital loss suffered
by businesses in declining areas. But basically, aid is needed to enhance
standards of living for persons who live in communitiesbypasAed by the ,pro-
cess of national economic development.
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Appendix table k-1--4.ge and sex composition of growing and declining
nonmetropolitan counties by race, regian, and level,pf.urbanitation, 1970 .z.V

Item

South

k
: Total :

: Total

Growth Decline

Net - ;Net out- total
:migration:ulgration:

A11 nonmetropolitan
Median age 27.7
Dependency vatic. 2L 85.5
Sex ratio 3! 95.4

20,000 or more urban
Median age 26.2
Dependency ratio 79.0
Sex ratio 96.9

Less than 20;000 urban
Median age 28.6
Dependency ratio 89.1(
Sex ratio 94.7

27.3
80.7
96.7

25.8
76.0
98.4

4
28.6
84.'6

95.5

Less than More than
10 percent. 10 percent

Totallopulation ----- --11L

27.7 27.0 28.5
78.6 82.3 93.1
98.1 95.8 93.5

26.0 26.7 27.5
74.6 77.2 89.1
99.9 97.1 , 92.5

Alt

29.5 28%0 28.7
82.4 85.9 94.1
96.3' 95.0 93.8

:----------------------------White

All nonmetropolitan
Median age 29.7 28.6
"Dependency ratio 77.7 75.6
Sex-ratio

: 96.4 97.5

20,000 or more urban
Median age 27.6 26,9
Dependency ratio 72.6 71.1
Sex ratio 98.3 99.6

Less than 20,000 urban
Median age 31.1 30.1
Dependency ratio 80.6 79.1
Sex ratio 95.4 95.9

All nonmetropolitan
Median age 20.6 21.1
Dependency ratio 119.3 110.1
Sex ratio 92.1 93.3

20,000 or more urban
Median age 20.9 21.3
Dependency; ratio 110.7 103.2
Sex ratp 91.4 92.8

Less than 20,000 urban
Median age 20.4 20.9
Dependency ratio 123.3 115.7
Sex ratio 92.4 93.7

population

'"' 28.7 V3:6 32.0
75.3 75.8- 81.4
98.y 96.9 94.5

26.8 27.0 30.4
71.3 70.9 77.7

100.6 98.7 93.9

30.7 29.8 32.4
79.2 79.1 82.4
95.9 95.8 94.7

28.5

90.7

93.5

28.0'

87.0
92.5

28.7

92.0
93.8

28.3
99.4
93.5

24,3
104.1 3
91.8

28.8
98.9
93.7

31.9
79.6
94.5

30.6
77.4

93.8

32.4

80.5
94.7

32.1

94.7

29.1
80.7
94.5

32.4
86:6
94.7

Racial minority population- -- - - - - ------

21.8 20.7 20.0
103.2 113.5 128.0
97.4 91.5 91.1

21.5 21.2 19.9
98.8 105.8 126.8.
95.8 91.2 88.8

22.1 20.4 20.0
1117.7 119.0 128.3
99.1 91.7 91.7

27
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20.4

123.5
91.3

20.3
122.6
88.9

20.4
123.8
91.9

19.5

140.8
90.7

18.9
144.0
88.6

19.16

140.2
91.0

.--Continued
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Appendix table A-1-lie-And
counties by race, region; slid level of urbanizaten, 1970--C ntinued

,coAposition of giowikg and declini

Growth Decl

Item : Total : Net in- :Net out- !* Iasi than ! ilorethan
TotalTotal .migration'migration: 10 percent. 10 percent

Nonsouth

All nonmetropolitan

"Total population

Median age 27.6 27.0 26.2- 27.3 30.1 30.3 29.4

Dapendency ratio 83.4 82.1 76.9 87.8 87.9 86.0 96.5

Sex kkatio 98.1 98.9 100.3 97.4 95.7 95.6 96.2

r

20,000 or more urban
Medi n Age : 27.0 26.6 26.0 27.3 29.2 ' 29.6 26.8

Depeteficy ratio : 80.5 79.8 74.5 83.8 82.6 92.1

Sex do : 97.9 98.5

,85.7
100.1,/ 96.8 95.3 95.3 95.1

Less than 20,000 urban :

Median age . 29:1 28.1 29.1 27.0 31.3 31.3 31.3

Dependency ratio . 90.4 89.2 84.5 94.1 92.6 90.6 99.2

Sex ratio : 98.6 100.1 100.9 99.3 96.1 91.9 -- 96.9

i

:

--White population
1.

All nonmetropolitan :

Median age - : 28.1 . 27.4 26.9 27.8 30.7 30.8 30.5

Dependency ratio : 82.4 81.2 76.7 86.3 86.4 85.0 ! 93.2

Sex trio : 97.7 98.4 99.7 97.0 95.6 95.4 l''''v96.6

20,000 or more urban :

Median age 27 3 26.9 2o..* 27.6 29.6 30.0 27.1

,Dependency ratio : 80.1 79.5 74.5 ,85.2 82.9 81.8 91.1

Sex ratio : 97.5 98.1 99.6 96.4 95.2 95.2 95.1

Less than 20,000 urban :

Median age : 30.0 29.0 29.5 28.6 32.1 31.8 32.9

Dependency ratio . 88.3. 86.9 84.0 90.3 90.6 89.4 74.5

Sex)raclo : 98.2 99.5 100.2 98.7 96.1 95.7 97.5

. .

-- ----Racial minority population

All nonn4ropolitan
Median age :

'Dependency ratio :

21.2
102.8

21.5
98.1

22.4 20.7 20.0

80.7 108.7 122.3
20,

113.2
18.7
147.2

Sex ratio : 105.2
17

107.6 116.2 103.6 96.8 99.1 91.6

20,000 or more urban * ,

Median age 22.4 22.4 22.3 22.6 21.1 '21.2 20.3

Dependency ratio : 90.3 86.9 74.6 97.1 108.7 107.0 120.7

Sex ratio : 107.6 109.7 116.8 104.9 97.7 98.4' 93.0

* :

Less than 20,000 urban :
Median age : 19.8 19.9 22.6 19.3 19.5 20.6 18.4

Dependency ratio : 117.7 112.9 95.7 118.5 133.1 120.2 153.8

Sex ratio : 102.8 105.2 115.1 102.5 96.2 99.8 91.3

1/ 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or more racial minority population. 2/ Persons under

18 years of age plus persons 65 years old and ovtr as a percent of persons 18 to 64. 3/ Males

per 100 females.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table A- 2-- Educational attainment, occupational status,. and labor force participatifton
of growing and declining nonmetropolitan counties by race, region, and level of urbanisation, 1970 1'

Growth Decline

/tee T al :

: Total :

.

Total :

. 0, I

Net in* :Net out- Less than : More than
migration:migration. 10 percent. 10 percent
:

South ;

0

'
. Total population

All nonmetropolitan 41 .

Median.school year completed 2/° 10.3 L0.8 10.0 9.6 9.8 9.1
Pct. white collar 33.3 34.3 36.6 32.7 ".."-- 31.5 31.0 31.3
Pct. wales ih labor force 64.2
Pct. females in labor force : 56.3

64.7
38.2

63.7 65.5 63 64.4 61.0
38.0

.46
38.2 33 35.0 30.1

:20,000 orpore urban r
.

'

Median school years 'completed : 11:0 11.1 11.6 10.7 10.6 10.7 9.8
:Pct. white collar 38.4 38.6 40.5 36.8 37.8 37.6 38.7

Pct. males in labor force 63.1 62,6 61.9 63.3 64.5 64.7 63.2
Pct. females in labor force : 38.4 39.5, 38.7 40.3 35.0 34.7 36.9

Less than 20,000 urban
Median school years completed : 9.6 9.8 10.2 9.6 9.3,,,, 9.5 9.0
,.Pct. white collar 30.5 31./ 33.0. 29.9 29.8 29.6 30.5

-Pct. males in labor force 64.9' 66.4 65.5 66.9 63.2 54.3 A 60.8
Pct. females in labor force 15.3 37.1 . 37.5 36.9 33.3 35.1: 29.4

White population

All nonmetrOpolitan i."

Median 'Chao' years completed' 10.7 10.8)r 11.2 10.5. 10.5 10.7 , 10.0
Pct. white collar 38.0 38.2 39.7 37.1 37.7 37.9 37.0
Pct. males in labor force 66.1 65.9 64.7 6k.9 66.5 .67.3 - 64.1
Pct. females in labor force 35.9 17.4 37.0 37.6 33.4 34.7 29.9

20,000 or more urba
Median school years coMpleted 11.7 11:6 12.0 11.3 11.7 11.6 12.0
Pct. white collar 43.3 43.1 , 44.2 42.1 43.9 43.3 49.3k

Pct. males in laborforce .64.4 63.5 62.4 64.5 67.7 67.4 70.4"

Pct. females in labor force 37.7 38.5 37.4 . 39.5 34.8 34.5. 38.3

Less than 20,000 urban
Median school years 4,vleted 10.2 10.2 10.5 10. 10.2 10.4 9.8

Pct. white collar 7, 435.1 34.5 35.7 33. 35.9 35.9 35.8
Pct. miles in labor force 67,1

Pct. females in libor force 35.0
67.9
36:5',

660'/'*---68.5v 66.1 67.3
36.7 36.4 33.0 34.9

Racial minority population-------------r---------

All nonaetropolitan
Median school years: completed 7.7 8.1 8.5 7.8 7.3 7.5 6.8
Pct. white collar 11.8 11.9 13.0 11.4 11.6 11.5 11.9
Pct. males in labor force 56.5 58.1 56.8 58.7 55.0 56.2 51.7
Pct. females in labor force- r 38.0 42.3 45,3 40.9 34.3 35.7 30.7

20,000 or more urban
.

Median school years compleW : a 8.1 8.3 8.7 8.1 7.6 7.9 6.4
Pct. white collii 13.9 13.3 14.6 12.6 ' 15.2 14.8 17.0
Pct. males in labor force ; 56.6 57.7 57.9 57.6 54.3 54.9 52.1
Pct. females in, labor force : 41.5 44.7 47.3 43.2 35.5 35.6 34.8

Lees than 20,000 urban
Median school years completed 7.5

:Pct. white collar 10.7
:Pct. males in labor force 56.4

7.9

10.8
58.3

8.3 7.6 7.2 7.4 6.8
11.3 10.6 10.7- 10.6 11.0
55.7 f',9.5 55.2 56.6 51.7

Pct. females in labor force 36.5 40.4 43.3 39.2 34.1 35.7 30:0

29
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Appendix table A-2-Educationalkattaisment, occupational status, and labor force partiiipation of grow-

ing and declining ntametropolitan counties by rata, region, and level of urbanisation, 1970-Continued

Item

Growth Decline

Total- :

Net in- :Net out- . Less than : bore thou&
: Total Total

:migiatiOn:migration. 10 percent: 10 percent
. - ",,

Non:outh

All nonmetropolitan
Median school years completed
Pct. white collar
P5t. males in labor force
PCt. females in labor force

20,000 or *re urban
)edian school years completed
Pct. white collar t

* Pct. males in labor force
Pct. females in labor force

Less than 20,000 urban
edian school years completed
Pct. white collar
Pct. mIleg.in labor force
Pct. females in labor force

t
Median school years completed
Pct. whiteAcollar
Pct. males in labor force
Pct. femalt in labor force

20,000 or more urban
, Medieg school years completed

Pct. white collar
Pct. males intlabor force
Pct. females in labor force

1 nonmetropolitan

Less than 20,000 urban
Median scl1ool years completed
Pct. white collar
Pct. males in labor force
Pct. females in 1abo4 force

All nOnmetropolitan
Median school years completed
Pct. white collar
Pct. males in labor force
Pct. females in labor force

20,000 or ire urban
Median sc ool years completed
Act. white collar
Pct. males in labor fcs.,e
Pct: females in labor 1..ace

Less than 20,000 4tan ..,

Median school years completed
Pct. white collar
Pct.. males inPlabor force
Pct. females in labor force

.
Total population --11,-

4

12.1
/ 41.3

66.9
37.5

12.2
41.8
67.0
38.2

A
A

12.1 1R01 12.2 12.1 U.S I

39.7 40:6 42.8 38.2 36.8 36.9

rr-,,,,,, 11.2
36.4

66.7 66.8 64.8 68.9 66.3 66.6 65.3 s

36.8 37.7 38.2 37.2 33.9 34.1 0 32.7

12.2
44.4

64.7
38.6

12.1
39.1
69.5
37.8

:

M ' 11.9 12.0 12.1 '11.9

: 35.9 36.5 37.6 35.5

! 66.1 66.3 65.2 67.3

: 35.1.- 36.1 36.9 35.4

11.3
34.8
65.9
33.3

White population

4 12.1 , 12.2 12.2

4 40.3 41.1

12.1 12.0

:. 67.6 67,8

43.2
;403.! :77.124 67.3

12.0
37.4

11.5

66.7
37.2

36.8 37.7 38.1 37.3 33.9 34.1 33.1

: 12.2 12.2 12.2 12.1 12.1 - 12.1 12.1

41.8 42.3 444.8 39.6 39.2 4 .38.7 42.1

: 67.6 67.7 65.4 70.2 67.4 67.5 67.1

: 37.5 38.1 38.5 37.7 / 34.3 34.2 34.9

12.0 12.1 12.1 12.1 11.5 11:7 10.9

f 36.5 37.2 38.0 36.4 35.3 35.7 .34.0

: 67.6 - 68.0 66.3 70.0 66.9 67.1 66.4

wit 35.3 36.4 36.9 35.9 , 33:5 33.9 32.0

.
Racial minority population

t

: 9.6 9.8 10.8 9.4 8.9 9.2

: 25.7 27.0,e 28.3 26.3 20.0 20.2

! 48.8 49.2 3.9 52.3 46.9 47.6

: 35.8 36.9 39.8 35.5 32.0 33.9

: 10.4 104 11.3 10.0 9.6 9.5

, : 26.2 27.3 30.2 25.3 19.8 19.7

: 49.4 49.7 44.1 54.3 47.5 47.4

39.3 40.3 41.7 39.4 _ -34.2 34.1

: 8.6 8.8 9.9 8.6 8.7 8.9

25.1 26.6 23.6 27.5 20.1 20.9

! 48.1 48.6 43.6 50.3 46.5 47.8

32.1 32.7 35.6. 31.9 30.3 33.7
. . ,

12.0 12.0
38.7 38.3

66.7 66.,18

34.3 34.2.

12.1
41.6
66.5
34.9

11.6 10.5

35.2 33.3(

66.3 64.6

33.9 31.4

8.4

19.2
45.1
27.4

10.2
20.7
47.9
35.5

8.2
18.8
44.4
25.6

1/ 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or acre racial minority population. 2/ Population 25 years

and older. 3/ Professional, technical, and kindred; manager, official, and proprietor; clerical; sales.

4/ Aged 14 or more years. Source: Cepsda of Population, 1970.
af
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Appendix table le-3--Employmeit by indumtry of growing and declining
nommetrOpolitan counties by race, region and level of urban ation, 1970 11

Item

South

: Total

Growth Decline

fa

Total
Net in- Net out- :

Total 'Less than More than
:migration:migration. :10 percent:10 percent

All mOnmetropolitan,
%Peet extractive 2!
Pct. manyfaccuring 3/-
Pct. trade:Li

20,000 or more urban
Pct. extractive
Pct. manufacturing
Pct. trade

Less than 20,000 urban
Pct. extractive
Pct. manufactulAng
Pdt.'trade

All nodmeir Map

it
tct. extr Live
'Pct. mann eturing
Pct. trade

20,0000
Pct.
Pct.
Pct.

or more urban
extractive -
manufacturing
trade.

Less than 20,000 urban
extractive '

Pct. manufacturing
?ct. trade

All notimetrOpolitan
Pct. extractive
Pct. manufacturing
Pct. tradi

6

20,000 or more trban
Pct. extractive
Pct. manufacturing
Pct. trade

Less than 20,4100 urban
Pct. extractive
Pct. manufacturing
Pct. trade

'

r

Total

10.0 7.4 7.2 7.6 14.1 11.9. . 20.6
2/.3 29.6 .27.0 31.4 23.7 26.3 16.2
16.7 16 46 17.0 16.4 16.8 16.7 17.3

a

6.5 5.6 5.6 5.7 9.4 9.0 12.4
26.3 27.3 25.1 29.2 22.9 23.6 18.0
18.0 17.8 17.6 18.0 18.7 18.6 19./

11%8 8.8 8.6 8.9 15.4 12.8 21.5
27.9 31.3 28.8 32.8 .24.a 27.3 16.0
16.0 15.8 16.5 15.3 16.3 16.0 17.0

White. population

9.5 7.2 7.4 13.8 .11.4 20.6
27.4 29.8 - 27.3 31.8 23.0 25.8 /5.0
18.2 17.8 17.9 17.2 19.1 18.9 19.5

6.0 5.3 5.2 5.3 8.7 )3.4 10.7
26.5 27.4 25.2 29.5 23.2 ;3.7 18.8
19.5. 19.1 18.5 19.6 20.9 20.6 22.9

,L1.5 8.7 8.4 8.8 15.2 12.5 21,.6
17.9 31.6 29.1 33.3 23.0 26.6 14.7
17.5 16.8 17.3 16.4 18.6 18.3 19.1

minorityRacial population

11.9 8.8' 9.1 8.7. 15.1 13.2 20.6
27.1 28.0 25.2 29.4 26.0 28.0 20.0
9.9 10.3 10.8 10.1 9.5 .9.4 9.7

9.0 7.7 8.4 7.3 12.1 11.2 15.9
25.1 26.4 23.8 28.0 22.0 23.3 16.3
10.9 11.0 11.4 10.7 10.8 10.6 11.7

13.3 9.7 9.8 9.7 15.8 X3.8 21.5
28.0 29.4 26.7 30.5 27.0 t9.2 20.7
9.4 9.8 10.2 9.6 9.2 9.1 9.4

31
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Appendix table A- 3- -Employment by industry of growing and declining non-

metropolitan counties by race, region an4 level of urbanisation, 1970--Continued

: : :

Growth' Decline

Aare/ : Total : : :

Nat in- :Net out- .Less .that .Noce than
.4

: . To, .
:

W
t
migration:migration

: Total :10 percent :10 percent
: .

.

NOnsouth.

All nonmetropolitan
:

Total population.

Pct. attractive
Pct. manufacturing

:

8.2
23.7

7.4
24.2

5.9 8.8 11.2

22.9 /5.6 21.8
9.6

23.6
18.3
13.2

Pct. trade : 18.3 18.2 17.9 18.4 18.9 18.6 20.1

20,000 or more urban
Pct. extractive
Pct. manufacturing

:

:

6.6
24.9

6.4
24.8 ,

5.3 7.6 7.6

22.8 27.0 24.9
7.0

26.3
11.7
15.2

Pct. trade : 18.6 18.4 18.1 18.7 19.3 19.0 21.7

Less than 20,000 urban
:

.

Pct. extractive : 12.0 :10.3 7.9 12.7 15.1 13.0 22.4

Pct. manufacturing : 20.9 22.4 23.4 i 21.3 18.2 20.1 12.0

Pct. trade
:

' 17.8 17.5 17.3 /' 17.6 18.3 18.1 19.2

. White population

All nonmetropolitan
:

Pct. extractive. 8.2 k 7.3 5.9 8.2i) -11.2 9.7 18.4

Pct. manufacturing 23.8 24.4 23.0 26.0 21.8 23.7 13.2

Pct. trade 186 18.4 18.1 18.7 19.1 18.8 20.6

20,000 or more urban
: lk

Pct,. extractive 6.6, 6.4 .3 7.6 7.7 7.1 11.8

Pct. manufacturing : 24.9 24.9 22.8 27.1 24.9 26.4 15.1

Pct. trade : 18.7 18.6 18.3 18.8 19.5 19.2 21.9

Less than 20,000 urban
:

Pct. extractive
Pct. manufactur ng

:

:

12.0
21.2

10.2.

22.9
7:9. 12.6 15.3

23.5 22.2 ,,. 18.3
13.1
20.2

22.6
12.0

Pct. trade ,
: 18.2 17.8 17:5 18.2 14.7 , 18.3 19.8

: .
Racial minority population

All nonmetropolitan
Pct. extractive 9.1 9.1 5.5 10.9 9.2 6.8. 16.4

Pct. manufacturing 19.7 19.6 21.3 18.7 24 21.8 14.3

Pct. trade 12.1 12.5 11.6 13.0 10.2 10.5 9.2

20,000 or more urban
:

Pet. extractive
: 7.0 7.1 4.7 . 8.8 6.1 602 -6.0

Pct. manufacturing
Pct. trade

:

:

22.8
12.8

22.5
13.0

20.9 23.6 24.2

11.6 14.0 11.6

24.9
11.5

19.5
12.0

Less than 20,000 urban
:

Pct. extractive ' 11.8 11.8 - 7.5 13.1 11.6 7.5 19.6

Pct. manufakturing : 15.6 15.4 22.1 13.4 16.5 18,4 , 12.8

Pct. trade. : 11.2 11.9 11.6 12.0 9.1 94 8.4
IR--

1 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 21/ 50 or more racial minority population.

2/ Agriculture, forestry, fisheries, mining.
3/ Durable and nondurable.
4/ Wholesale and retail.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table A-4-Income of growin anVd declinfhg nammerropolitan counties
by race, region and level of urbanization, 1969 11

Item
t Growth Decline

Total :

Net in- Net out- Less than :More thanTot.
:migration migration; Total

.

'10 percent '10 percent

South t

edi family income
. below poverty level

:

:

:

$6,634
27.4

$7,068
22.9

Total population

$7,290 $6,909 $5,932 $6,127 '$5,401
20.3 24.8 33.8 31.8 39.0

20,000 or more urban
Median family income : $7,452 $7,652 $7,793 $7,528 $6.,797 $6,904 5,924
Pct. below poverty level : 22.2 19.9 18.1 21.5 29.2 27.6 . 39.6

Less than 20,000 urban
Median family income : $6,218 $6,651 $6,844 $6,531- $5,718 $5,874' $5,349
Pct. below poverty level :

:

30.0 25.2 22.3
.

26.9 35.1 33.3 39.0

. -1 White population-
,

All nonmetropolitan
Wien lamilyincome : $7,327 $7,550 $7,624 $7,494 $6,937 $7,105 $6,471
Pct. below poverty level : 19.2 17.5 16.7 18.2' 22.2 20.5 26.6

.

20,000 or more urban'
Median family income : $8$118 $8,194 $8,174 $8,211 $7,864 $7,825 $8,233
Pct. below poverty level 15.1 14.4 14.4 .14.5 17.2 17.4 15.8

,

Less than 20,000 urbap :

Median family income : $6,905 $7,078 $7,133 $7,042 $6,682 $6,844 $6,318
Pct. below poverty level : 21.5 194.8 18.8 20.5 23.5 21.6 27.5

Racial minority populationr-------------

All nonmetropelitan
Median family inco : $3,833 $4,416 $4,770 $4,251 $3,404 $3,612 $2,887
Pct. below poverty, evel : 55.6 48.6 44.1 50.6 61.6 58.8 69.1

20,000 or more urban
Median family income : $4,227 $4,631 $4,955 $4,455 $3,537 $3,700 $2,945
Pct. below poverty level 50.7 45.7 41.5 47.9 60.0 57.4 69.7

Less than 20,000 urban
Median family income : $3,680 $4,250 $4,597 $4,109 $3,373 $3,588 i $2,877-
Pct. below poverty level 57.8 50.8 46.6 52.3 62.0 59.2 69.0

. 3
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Appendix table`k-4--Income of grdldn$ and declining nonsetropolitan counties

by race, region, and level of urbanization, 1969--Continued

(I

Item

Growth

Total

Decline

: Net in- Net out- .Less thin More than
Tot. . ion'misr on :10 percent : 10 percent

Monsouth

All nonmetropolitan
Median family income : $8,714 $9,026

Pet. below poverty'level : 14.1 13.0

20,000 or more urban
4 Median fiiily income : $8,978 $9,195

Pct. below poverty level : 12.8 12.2

Less than 20,000 urban
Median family income : $8,090 $8,547

Pct. below poverty level : 17.1 15.5

All not:metropolitan
Median family income : $8,806 $9,124

Pct. below poverty level : 13.0 11.9

20,000 or more urban :

Median family income : $9,044 $9,260

Pct. below poverty level : 12.2 11.6

Less than 20,000 urban :

Median family income : $8,239 $8,715

Pet. below poverty level :iv 14.8 12.9

All nonsetropolitan
Median family income : $6,110 $6,554

Pct. below poverty level : 36.2 33.3

20,000 or more urban
Median family income : $6,709 $6,990

Pct. below poverty level : 29.6 27.5

Less than 20,000 urban : -

Median family income : $5,406 $5,957

Pct. below poverty level : 42.7 39.7

Total population

$9,249 $8,818 '$7,786 $7,982 $6,826

11.9 14.1 17.7 16.2 24.3

$9,364 $9,031 $8,151 $8,253 - $7,399

11.8 12.6 15.7 14.9 20.7

$8,911 $8,181 $7,345 $7,606 $6,4b0

12.5 .18.3 20.0 17.8 26.5

-White population --

_

$4,114_ $8,936 $7,889' $8,059 $7,049

11.5 12.4---- 16-3_ 15.2' 21.3

$9,421 $9,102 $8,225 $8,322 $7,498

11.4 11.9 14.8 14.0 19.8

$8,958 $8,423 $7,482 $7,691

11.8 14.1 18.1 16.

$61;5:

1Racial minority population - - - -- -----------:,--

$6,829 $6,414 $4,626 $5,217

27.1 36.0 46.5 40.3 $36n

$7,021 $6,969 $5,433 $5,572 $4,784

25.9 28.5 39.5 38.7 45.0

$6,414 $5,816 $4,101 $4,859 $3,228

29.7 42.3 51.4 41.9 64.2

1/ 1,308 nonastropolitan counties with 250 or more racial minority population.

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table A-5 - -Percent of family income from selected sources for growing
and declining nonmetropolitan counties by race, region, and level of urbanization, 1969 I/

Item

South

Growth * Decline

Total :

Net in- Net out' ! . Less than . More than: TOtal :migration:migration. Total 10 percent: 10 percent

All nonmetropolitan

------------------------Totalpopulation

Wage and Asalary : 76.8 78.3 77.3 79.1 74.2 75.5 70.3
Social Security : 4.2 3.8 4.0 3.6 4.9 4.7 5.7
Public assistance : 0.9 0.7 0.6 0.8 1.3 1.2 1.7

20,000 or more urban :

Wage and salary
: 79.5 80.0 79.0 80.9 77.9 78.2 75.8

Social Security : 3.5 3.3 3.5 3.1 4.3 4.4 3.7
Plablic assistance 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 1.2

Less than 20,000 urban :

Wage and salary : 75.2 76.9 75.6 77.7 73.0 74.5 69.7
Social Security : 4.6 4.2 4.4 4.0 5.1 4.8 5.9
Public assistance 1.1 0.9 0.8 0.9 1.4 1.3 1.7

---White population

All nonmetropolitan
Wage and glary : 76.2 77.7- 76.8 78.5 73.5 74.9 69.7SISocial ecurity : 4.0 3.7 3.9 3.5 4.6 4.3 5.3
Public assistance : 0.6- 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.6 1.0

20,000 or more urban
Wage and salary : 79.1 79.5 78.4 80.4 77.8 78.2 75.2
Social Security : 3.3 3.2 3.5 2.9 3.9 - 4.0 2.8
Public assistance : 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.4

Less than 20,000 urban :

Wage and salary 1 74.5 76.3 75.0 77.1 72.2 73.5 69.1
Social Security 4.4 4.1 4.3 3.9 4.8 i 4.5 5.6
Public assio(ance : 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.7 1.1

Racial minority population ----------------------

All nonmetropolitan
Wage and salary : 81.3 84.2 84.8 83.8 78.2 79.5 74.0
Social Security : 5.9 ____ 5.1 4.6 ' 5.3 6.9 6:5 8.2
Public assistance : 4.0 3.1 2.7 3.3 ' 4.9 4.4 6.3

20,000 or more urban, :

Wage and salary : 83.1 85.1 86.0 84.6 78.4 78.5 78.0
Social Security . 5.4 4.7 4.3 5.0 6.9 6.7 7.8
Public assistance : 3.2 2.5 2.2 2.7 4.6 4.6 5.0

Less than 20,000 urban
Wage and salary : 80.4 83.3 83.7 83.2 78.2 79.8 73.4
Social Security :---6.2 5.3 4.9 5.5 6.9 6.4 8.2
Public assistance : 4.3 3.6 3.3 3.7 4.9 4.4 6.5

--Continued
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Appendix table A5--Percent of family income from selected sources for growing .au
declining nonmetropolitan counties by race, region, and level of urbanisation, 1969 -- Continued

Growth Decline

Item : Total :
. . . .

: Net in- :Net out-
: y' : Total grati ; &ratio n

: Total

----------4m01--.---
: Less than More than
: 10 percent; 10 percent

Nonsouth

All nonmetropolitan

:

Total population

'Wage and salary : 77.7 78.3 78.3 78.4 75.4 77.0 67.1

Social Security 3.6 3.3 3.3 3.4 4.4 4.3 4.6

Public assistance
.

0.6 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.9 0.8 1.3

20,000 or more urban
Wage and salary : 79.1 79.0 78.8 79.3 79.4 80.0 75.0

Social Security 3.4 3.2_, 3.2 3.3 4.1 4.2 4.1

Public assistance 0.6 0.6r 0.5 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.7

Less than 20,000 urban :

Wage and salary : 74.3 76.1 76.6 75.6 70.6 73.1 62.0

Social Security 4.0 3.6 3.7 3.6 4.7 4.6 4.9

Public assistance . 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.7 1.0 0.8 1.6

:

White population .,..

4f
All nonmetropolitan

Wage and salary : 77.6 78.2 78.1 78.3 75.4 77.1 67.0

Social Security : 3.6 3.3 3.3 3.4 4.4 4.3 4.5

Public assistance : 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.8 0.7 0.9

20,000 or more urban :

Wags and salary 79.0*-' 78.9 78.7 79.2 -79.4 80.0 74.8

Social Security . 3.4 3.2 3.2 3.3 4.1 4.1 4.1

Public assistance . 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.8 0.8 0.7

Less than 20,000 urban :

,), Wage and salary : 74.0 75.8 76.4 75.1 70.7 73A 61.8

Social Security 4.0 3.6 3.7 3.6 4.7 4.6 4.9

Public assistance 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.6 1.1

:---------------- ---- Racial minority population

All nonmetropolitan .

Wage and salary : 81.2 82.7 84.7 81.7 74.3 75.3 70.9

Social Security : 3.7 3.4 3.1 3.6 0 5.0 4.7 6.1

Public assistance : 3.6 3.0 2.9 3.0 6.2 4.9 10.9

20;000 or more urban
Wage and salary : 83.2 83.7 85.4 80.0 79.4 85.2

Social Security 3.4 3.2 2.6

.82.6

3.5 4.8 4.8 5.3

Public assistance : 3.0 2.8 2.8 2.8 4.2 4.2 3.8,

Less than 20,000 urban :
7

Wage and salary : 78.7 81.3 82.8 80.9 69.4 70.8 66.5

Social Security 4.1 3.8 4.2 3.6 5.2 4.6 6.4

Public assistance 4.3 3.3 3.2 3.4 7.9 5.4 13.1

1/ 1,308 nonmetropolitan counties with 250 or more racial minority population.

Source: Census of Population, 1970,
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Appendix table b-1 -- Population and number of counties by populat4on
growth and decline, region,- and level of urbanisation, 1970 4V

Item

:

Total

Population (Thousands) 21:

United States

All nonnetropolitan
Total
20,000 or
Less than

South

more urban
20,000 urban

Total
20,000 or iLre urban
Less than 20,000 urban

Nonsouth

Total
20,000 or more urban
Less than 20,000 urban

Number of Counties

United States

All nonmetropolitan
Total
20,000 or more urban
Less than 20,000 urban

South

: Total
20,000 or more urban
Less than 20,000 urban

Nonsouth

Total
II 20,000 or more urban

Less than 20,000 urban

Growth Decline

. Net in- : Net out-. Less than : More thanTotal : Total:migrationmigration. 10 percent. 10 percent

ti

55,217 35,593' 17,021 ; 18,572 19,624 14,443 5,181
21,581 17,482 96104 -8,378 4,099 3,592 507
33,636 18,111 7,917 10,194 15,525 10,852 4,673

24,077 14,177 6,027 8,150 9,900 7,060 2,840
7,594, 5,737 2,709 3,028 1,857 1,615 242
16,4831 8,440 3,318 5,122 8,043 5,445 2,598

31,140 21,416 10,994 10,422 9,724 7,383 2,341
13,987 11,745 6,395 5,350 2,242 1,977 265
17,153 9,671 4,599 5,072 7,482 5,407 2,076

2,485 1,188 556 632 1,297 780 517
326 255 131 124 71 61 10

2,159 933 425 508 1,226 719 507

. .

1,117 531 226 305 586 376 210
126 90 44 46 36 31 5
991 441 182 259,, 550 345 205

4

1,368, 657 .330 327 711 404 307
200 165 87 18 35 30 5

1,08 492 243 249 676 374 302

1/ 2,485 nonmetropolitan counties.

2/ Rows and columns may not balance due to rounding.
source: Census of Population, 1970.
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( .
Appendix table B-2--PoNlation change for growing mid declining

nonmetropolitan counties by region and level of urbanization, 1960-1970 11

Total
:

Growth.

Net in- 1: Net out-
: migration : migration

Decline

Total
: Less than More than
10 percent; 10 pe5pdt

United States
. :

Change 1960-1979.
Amount (000) V:
Percent °

South)

Change 1960-1970
unt (000)

Percent

Nonsouth

Change 1960-1970
Amount (000)
Percent

2,349
4.4

735

3.2

1,614
5.5

3,986
12.6

1,593
12.7

2,393
12.6

2,946
20.9

1,097
22.3

1,848
20.2

All nonmetropolitan

1;040
5.9

496
6.5

545
5.5

-7.7

-818
-870

-779
-7.4

-678
-4.5

-331
-4.5

-347
-4.5

-959
-15.6

-527
-15.7

-431
-15.6

-20,000 or more urban population-

United States r7

Change 1960-1970 :

Amount (000) 2,085 2,327 1,770 557' -242 -161 -81
Percent

:

10.7 15.4 24.1 7.1 -5.6 -4.3 -13.8

South
po 1

Change 1960-1970 .

Amount (000) : 744 837 589 248 -93 -61 -32
Percent 10.9 17.1 27.8 8.9 -4.8 -3.6 -11.7

Nohsouth

Change 1960-1970
Amount (000) : 1,341 1,490 1,181 309 -149 -100 -49
Percent 10.6 14.5 22.7 6.1 -6.2 -4.8 -15.6

-- -- --Less than 20,000 urban population---------------------

United States !

Change 196071970
Amount (000) ; 265 1,659 1,176 483 -1,394 -515 -879
Percent 0.8 10.1 17.5 5.0 -8.2 -4.5 -15.8 .

South

Change 1960-1970 :

Amount (000) : -9 756 508 248 -765 -269 -496
Percent -0.1 9.8 18.1 5.1 -8.7 -4.7 -16.0

Nonsouth

Change 1960-1970 :

Amount (000) : 274 903 667 236 -629 -246 -383
Percent

: 1.6 10.3 17.0 4.9 -7.8 -4.4 -15.6

1/ 2,485 nonmetropolitan counties.

2/ Rows and columns do not balance precisely due to rounding.

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table -3-- Components of population change in growing and declimlng
nonmetropolitan'counties by region and level of urbanization, 1960-1970 -1"

5

Region

4rw'

Population
Population. Components of population change,

:

: change,,1960-1970 :

. Natural increase Net migration e
, 4

1970 gt 1960 Number Percent : Number Percent Number Percent

United States

Thou. Thou. thou. Thou.

-----",

Thou.

=--------- ---- -T.-
.

r

Allinonmetropolitan

(,,

',...-

Total ' 55,213 52,868 2,345 4,4 5,316 10.1 -2,971 -5.6
Growing 1 35,452 *4.1.1,442 - 3,990 12.7. 3,513 11.2 477 1.5
-Declining : 19,761 21,406 -1,645 -7.7 1,801 8.4 -3,448 -16.1

South ,..

.

Total " 24,077 23,342 735 3.2 2,627 11.3 -1,892 -8.1
Growing : 14,087 12,488 1,599 12.8 1,508 12.1 91 0.7
Declining : 9,990 10,854 -864 -8.0 1,119 10.3 -1,983 -18'.3

/
Nonsouth

Total : 31,136 29,526 1,610 .5.5 2,689 9.1 -4079 -3.7
Growing * : 21,365 18,974 2,391 12.6 2 005 10.6 386 2.0
Declining : 9,771 10;552 -781 -7.4 84 6.5 -1,465 -13.9

or more urhin population

United States
Total : 21,458 19,387 2,071 10.7 2,314 11.9 -243 -1.3
Growing : 17,319 15,004 2,315 15.4 1,865 12.4 450 3.0
Declining : 4,139 4,383 -244 -5.6 449. 10.2 -693 -15.8

South
Total a 7,475 6,741 734 10.5 920 13.6 -186 -2.8
Growing : 5,618 4,791 .827 17.3 690 14.4 137 2.9
Declining : 1,857 1,950 -93 -4.8 230 11.8 -323 -16.6

Nonsouth
Total : 13,983 12,646 1,337 10.6 1,394 11.0 -57 -0.5
Growing : 11,701 10,43 1,488 14.6 1,175 11.5 313 3.1
Declining : 2,282 2,413 -151 -6.2 219 9.0 -370 -]5.2

-Less than 20,000-Urban population

United States
. Total : 0,755 33,481 274 0.8 3,002 9.0 -2,729 -8.2
Growing :118,133 16,458 1,675 10.2 1,649 10.0 26 0.2
Declining : 15,622 17,023 -1,401 -8.2 1,354 8.0 t2,755 -16.2

South ' .

Total : 16,602 16,601 1 2/ 1,707 10.3 -1,705 -10.3
Growing : 8:469 7,697 772 10.0 818 10.6 -45 -0.6
Declining 1 8,133 8,904 -771 =8.7 889 10.0 -1,660' -18.6

Nonsouth :

Total : 17,152 16,880 272 1.6 1,296 7.7 1-1,023 -6.1
Growing{ : 9,60 8,762 902 10.3 810 9.5 72 0.8
Declining : 7,489 8,118 -624 -7.7 465 5.7 -1,095 -13.5

1/ 2,485 non:metropolitan counties. 2/ Less than -.05 percent.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Components of Population Change," Current Population

Reports, Series P-25, No. 402, 1971. ,
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Appendix table B- 4--Age and sex composition of growing and declining,
nonmetropolitan counties by region and level of u;banization, 1970 .1.1

Item : Total

Growth Decline

: Net in Net out Less than More than
Total : Total

.migration.migIation. 113 percent: 10 percent

40eAl1 nonmetropolitan :

Median age : 28.3 27.5 27.6

Un ted States-

27.4 30.2 30.0 30.8

Dependency 5atio : 86.5 83.2 79.8 86.3 92.9 91.1 98.2

Sex ratio ]'./ 96.7 97.5 98.6 96,6 95.1 95.0 95.5

20,000 or more urban
Median age : 26.8 26.4 26.1, 26.7 2.6 29.1 25.6

Dependency ratio : 80.4 79.0 75.8 82.7 86.2 84.7 97.7

Sex ratio : 97.2 ' 98.1 99.2 96.8 93.8 93.9 93.5

Less than 20,000 urban :
Median age : 29.5 28.6 29.4 28.0 30.7 30.3 31.5

Dependency ratio : 90.7 87.3 84.6 89.5 94.8 93.3 98.3

Sex ratio : 96.3 97.1 97.8 96.4 95.5 95.4 '5.8

South-------'-------- -------

All nonmetropolitan :

Median age : 27.9 27.5 28.1 27.1 28.7 28.1 28.7*

Dependency ratio y 85.8 81.2 78.9 82.84 92.8 90.6 98.5

'Sex ratio : 95.5 96.7 97.9 949 93.8 93.8 93.9

20,000 or more urban :

Median age : 26.2 25.9 26.1 25.7 27.5 28.0 24.3

Dependency ratio : 79.1 76.0 74.8 71.2 89.1 87.0 104.1

Sex ratio : 96.9 98.3 99.8 97.1 92.5 92.5 91.8

Less than 20,000 urban :
Median age : 28.8 28.7 29.9 28.0 29.0 28.9 29.1

Dependency ratio : 89.0 84.8 82.4 86.4 93.7 91.7 98.0

Sex ratio :
94.9 95.6 96.3 95.2 94.2 .94.2 94.1

-Nonsouth

All nonmetropolitan :

Median age : 28.6 27.5 27.3 27.7 31.8 31.4 33.4

Dependency ratio : 87.1 IL 84.5 80.3 89.2 93.1 91.6 97.8

Sex ratio : 9J.6 98.1 99.0 97.2 96.5 96.2 97.5

20,000 or more umban
Median age : 27.1 26.6 26.1 27.4 29.5 29.9 26.8

Dependency ratio : 81.1 80.5 76.3 85.9 83.8 82.8 92.1 4

Sex ratio : 97.4 97.9 99.0 96.7 94.9 94.9 95.1

Less than 20,000 urban :

Median age : 30.1 28.5 29.1 28.0 32.6 31.9 34.4

Dependency ratio ' : 92.3 89.6 86.3 92.7 96.0 95.0 98.6

Sex ratio 97.7 98.3 98.9 97.7 97.0 96.6 97.9

14
2,485 nonmetropolitan counties.
Persons under la years of age plus persons 65 years old and over as a percent of persons 18

to 64.
3/ Males per 100 females.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table 8 -5 -- Educational attainment, occupatiOnel status, and labor force participatipq
of'growing and declining- nonmetropolitan counties by region and level of urbanization, 1970 Af

Item : Total

Grbwth Decline

Net in- : Net out- v . than . thanTotal .
.migration:migratioe. Total 10

Less
percent: 10

More
percent

United- !

411 nonmetropolitan
.

Staten-

,

.'Median school years completed 2/: 11.2 11.6 12.0 11.2 10.6' 10.7 10.1,
Pct. white collar .2/ : 36.5 37.0 39.2 35.0 32.8 33.0 32.1
Pct. males in labor force A/

. 66.4 66.8 65.7 68.0 65.7 66.2 64.1
Pct. females in labor force

: 36..0 37.7 37.9 37.5 33.1 34.2 30.3

20,000 or more urban
Median school years completed :

*Pct. white collar :

12.0
40.1

12.1
40.6

12.1
42.7

11.8 11.5
38.3 38.0 '

11.5
37.7

11.2
40.2

Pct. males in labor force : 66.1 66.1 65.0 67.4 66.0 66.1 65.0
Pct. females in labor force : 38.1 38.9 38.9 38.9 34.8 34.7 35.8

Less than 20,000 urban
Median school years completed

: 16.7 11.0 11.4 10.7 10.3 10.4 10.0$
Pct. white collar

: 32.6 33.5 35.1 32.1 31.4 31.5 31.3 *
Pct. males in labor'force : 66.6 67.5 66.4 68.Z, 65.6 66.3 64.0
Pct. females in labor force

: 34.7 36.5 36.7 36.3 32.7 34.0 29.7
i

South

All opnmetropolitan :

Median school years completed : 9.9 10.3 10.7 9.9 9.5 9.7 9.0
Pct. white collar : 33.0 34.1 36.2 32.5 31.3 31.3 31.2Pct. males in labo- force io : 64.0 64.7 63.7 65.4 63.1 64.1 60.7
Pct. females in labor force 35.7 37.7 37.5 37.8 32.9 34.4 29.3

20,000 or more urban
Median school years completed : 11.0 11.1 11.6 10.7 ` 10.6 10.7 9.8-
P401, white collar : 38.3 38.5 40.4 " 36.8 37.8 37.6 38.7'Pct. males in labor force

: 63.1 62.6 62.0 63.3 64.5 64.7 63.2
Pct. females in labor force : 38.4 39.5 38.6 40.3 35.0 34.7 38.9

)
Less than 20,000 urban
Median school years completed 9.5 9.8 10.2 9.5 9.2 9.4 8.9
Pct. white collar : 30.5 -91.1 32.8 29.9 29.8 29.4 30.5
Pct. Males in labor force : 64.5- 66.1 65.2 66.7 62.8 63.9 60.5
Pct. females in labor force : 34.5 36.4 36.7 36.3 32.5 34.3 28.6

Nonsouth------
All nofimereopolitan

Median school years completed 12.1 12.1 12.2 12.1 11.9 11.9 11.8
Pct. white collar f
Pct. males in labor force

37.5
68.2 ir 96 .3

40.8
66.7

36.9 34.2
69.9 68.2

34.6

68.3
33.1
68.0

Pct. females in labor force : 36.3 37.7 38.1 37.2 33.3 33.9 31.4

20,000 or more urban
.

Median school years completed : 12.1 12.2 12.2 12.1 12.0 12.0 12.1
Pct. White collar : 41.1 41.6 43.7 39.1 38.2 37.8 41.6
Pct. males in labor force : 67.7 67.8 66.3 69.8 67.2 67.2 66.5
Pct. females in labor force : 38.0 38.6 39.1 38.1 34.7 34.7 34.9

Less than 20;000 urban, .*
Median school years completed : 12.0 12.0 12.1 12.0 11.8 11.8 11.7
Pct. white collar : 34.5 35.6 36.7 34.5 33.1 33.5 32.1Pct. males in labor force

: 68.7 68.8 67.3 70.1 68.5 68.13 68.2
Pct. females in labor fOrce

: 34.9 36.5 36.7 36.4 32.9 33.7 31.0

1/ 2,485 nonmetropolitan cqunties. 2/ PoOtilation 25 years and older. 3/ Professional, technical
and kindred; manager, official and proprietor; clerical; sales. 4/ Aged 14 or more years.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table 8-6-1-Employment by industry of growing and declining,,.
nonmetropolitan couatiei by region and level of urbanization, 1970 A!

Item : Total

All no tropolitan
Pct. iptraCtive 11.1
Pct. martufat;uring.1/ 24.3
Pct. trade 7' : 17.7

20,000 or more urban :

Pct. extractive :

.Pct. manufacturing :

Pct. trade :

Leas than 20,000 urban
Pc6. 'extractive :

Pct. manufacturing :

Pct. trade :

ll nonmetropolitan
Pct. extractive :

Pct. manufacturing :

Pct. trade :

20,000 or more urban
Pct. extractive :

Pct. manufacturing :

Pct. traae :

Less than 20,000 urban
Pct. extractive t

Pct. manufacturing :

Pct. trade i

All nonaetropolitan :

Pct. extractive - :

Pct. manufacturing :

Pc t. trade :

20,000 or more urban :

Pct. extractive. :

Pct. manufacturing :

Pct. trade :

.

Less than 20,000 urban .

Pct. extractive :

Pct. manufacturing :

Pct. trade :

6.6
25.8
18.4

14.2
23.3
17.2

10.5
26.9
16.7

6.6
26.3
18.0'

12.4
27.1
16.0

11.6
22.4
S18.4

6.6
25.5
18.5

15.8
19.8
18.4

Growth Decline

k: : . : .

. Net in- . Net out- : Less than . More than
Total ..

igration.migration
: Total 10 percale 10 percent

United States

16.58.4 7.3 9.3 14.0 24.0

26.4 24.6 28.1 20.2 22.8 12.4

17.6 17.8 17.4 17.9 17.7 18.2

6.2 5.5 7.0 8.3 7.8 12.0

26.0 24.3 27.8 24.7 25.8 . 16.5

18.2 18.0 18.4 18.9 18.7 20.5

10.5 9.4 11.3 18.7

26.8 24.9 ;F 48.3 19.0

17.0 17.5 16.5 17.6

South
L

A
7.8 7.6 8.0 14.7 12.3 21.5

29.2 26.7. 31.1 23.2 26.0 15.4

16.6 17.1 16.3 16.7 16.5 17.2

16.1. 25.3
21.8 12.0

17.4 18.0

5.7 5.7 5.7 9.4 9.0 12.4

27.3 25.2 29.2 22.9 23.6 18.0

17.8 17.6 18.0 18.7 18.6 19.2

9.3 9.1 9.5 lr.0 13.3 22.3

30.5 27.9 32.2 -13.3 26.7 15.1

15.8 16.6 15.3 16.2 15.9 17.0'

Nonsouth
,

'*8.7 7.1 10.3 18.2 15.6 26.7

24.6 23:5 23.8 17.4 19.9 9.3

18.2 18.2 18.2 19.0 18.8 19.1

6.5 5.4 7.7 7.4 6.9 11.7

25.4 24.0 27.0 26.2 , 27.6 15.2
...

18.4 18.2 18.7 19.1 18.8 21.7
.

11.5 9.6 13.2 21.4 18.7 $ 28.5

23./ 22.8 24.5 14.8 17.2 8.6

17.9 18.2 % 17.7 18.9 18.9 19.0

1/ 2,485 nonmetxopolitan counties.
2/ A griculture, forestry, fisheries. milling.
3/ D urable and nondurable.
4/ W holesale and retail.
Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table B-7--Income of growing and declining nonmetrqpolitan
counties by region and level of urbanization, 1969 11

Hi Growth
.

Decline
, f

.

P Item : Total
Net in- : Net out -: : Less than :-More thanTotal : Toalt

:migration:mlgration: 10 percent: 10 percentt
7.1

All nonmetropolitan

- - - - - -United States

Median family income : $7,615 $8,096 $8,346 $7,871 $6,743 $6,955 $6;29.5
-Pct. below poverty level : 20.2 17.1 15.3 18.8 25.7 24.0

20,000 or more urban.
Median family income : $'.488 $8,707 $8,907 $8,493 $7,601 $7,699 $6g0t3
Pct. below poverty level : 159 14.5 13.4 15.7 21.6 20.5

Lass than 20,000 urban
Median family income : $7,063 $7,527 $7,723 $7,376 $6',514 $6,702 $6,060
Pct. below poverty level 22.9 19.6 17.4 21.2 26.8 25.1 30.5

South

All noSmetsopoliten''
MegiaArfamily income

: $6,534 $6,979 $7,162 $6,844 $5,852 $6,041 $5,364
Pa. below poverty level : 27.8 23.3 20.7 25.2 34.0. 32.0 39.0

20,000 or more urban
Median family income : $7,444 $7,639 $7,764 $7,578 $6,797 $6,904 $5,924-,
Pet. below poverty level 21.2 19.9 18.1 21.5 29.2 27.6 39.6 1

, ft

Less than 20,000 urban :

Median family income °.$6,130 $6,563 $6,707 $6,466 $5,653 $5,806 $5,306\
Pct. below poverty level ' 30.2 25.6 22.8 27.3 35.1 33.3 38.9

Nonsouth

All nonmeempolitan
Median family income : $8,416 $8,829 $9,001 $8,653 $7,559 $7,746 $6,953
Pct. below poverty level 14.3 .13.0 12.3 13.7 17.2 16.3 -10.1

20,000 or more urban .

:

Median family income . $9,022 $9,229 $9,419 $9,014 $8,140 $8,230 $7,399
Pct. below poverty level ' 12.5 11.9 /1.5 12.5 15.4 14.7 20.7

Less than 20,000 urban
Mediaan family income : 7,931 $8,377 $8,484 $8,281 $7,377 $7,553 $6,898
Pct. below poverty level 15.8 14.3 13.5 15.0 17.7 16.8 20.0 t

1/ 2,485 nonmetropolitan counties.

Source: Census of Population, 1970.
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Appendix table D-8,0- Percent of'fimily income from selected sources for
growing and declining nonmetropolitancounties by region and level of urbanization, 1969 if

Item

:

Growth Decline

Total :

Totil . Net in- Net out--; Total Less than : More than

.141ration:migration : 10 percent: 10 percent

20,000 or more urban
Wage and salary
Social Security
Public assistance

'11

All nonaetropolitan
Wage and salary

,1 Social Security
Public assistance

Less than 20,000 urban
Wage and salary
Social Security
Public assistance

All nitropolitan
Wags-and salary : 75.0 77.2 76.9 77.$ 70.4 72.4 64.4
Social Security 4.0 3.6 3.7 3.6 4.8 4.6 5.3
Public assistance . 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.6 1.0 0.9 1.2

.
: 79.2 79.2 78.8 79.7 78.8 , 79.3 75.3

3.4 3.3 3.1 3.3 4.2 4.3 3.9

: . 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.9 0.9 0.9

Less than 20,000 urban:
Wage and salary : 72.0 75.1 74.5 75.5 67.9 70.0 63.1
Social Security 4.4 4.1 4.2 3.9 5.0 4.8 5.5
Public assistance 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.7 1.0 0.9 1.2

69.9 74.2 74.4
4.2 3.9 4.0
0.5 0.5 0.5

United States-.

South

: 76.2 77.8 76.6 78.8 73.7 75.1 69.8
4.3 3.9 4.1 S.7 5.1 4.8 5.8
1.0 0.7 0.6 0.8 1.3 1.2 1.7

20,000 or more urban
Wig* and salary : 79.4 79.9 /8.8 80.9 77.9 78.2 75.7
Social Security 3.5 3.3 3.6 3.1 4.1 4.4 3.7

Public assistance . 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.0 1.2

. .

Less than 20,000 urban : __

Wage and salary : 74.6 76.2 74,5- 77.4 ;/2.5 . 74.1 69.2
Social Security 4.7 4.3 4.6 4.1 ' 5.3 4.9 6.0
Public assistani: . 1.1 0.9 0.8 1.0 1.4 1.3 1.7-

Wonsouth

All nonmetropolitan :

Wage and salary : 74.2' 76.9 77.1 76.7 67.7 70.3 59.3
Social Security : 3.8 3.5 3.5 3.5 4.6 4.5 4.8
Public assistance 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.7 0. 0.7:

20,000 ot-more urban :

Wage and salary : 79.0 78.9 78.8 79.1 79.5 80.1 75.0
Social Security t 3.4 3.2 3.2 3.3 ,4.2 4.2 4.1
Public assistance 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.7

73.0
3.8
(0.5

.64.1
4.7
0.6

66.6
4.6

0.6

57.3
4.9
0.7

1/ 2,485 nonastropolitan counties.

Source: Census of Population, 1970.

44

nn5in



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250

OFFICIAL BUSINESS
PENALTY/ FORPRIVATE USE, $300

POSTAGE ANO FEES PAIO
, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF

AGRICULTURE
A+1101

FIRS CLASS

ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE
Econchmic Development. Division

The Economic Research Service (ERS) develops information on a broad array
of issues for decisionmakers at all levels-- including members'of Congress, USDA
policy officials, State and local administrators, farmers and farm organizations,
and consumers. ERS, thrdugh its Economic Development Division (EDD), provides
-information to help improve th 'conditions Of rural life in the United States.
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changes in rural'communities--schools, housing, medical services, and public
facilities. Other recent EDD publications include:
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Social and Ecortilic Characteristics of the Population in Metro- and Nonmetro
Counties, 1970 (AER 272) by Fred K. Hines, David L. Brown, and John M. Zimmer.

State Programs for the Differential Assessment of Farm and Open Sflace Land
(AER 256)3y Thomas F..Hady and Ann Gordon Sibold.

American Indians in Transition (AER 283) by Helen W. Johnson.

Farm Real Estate Taxes: Recent Trendsand Developments (RET 14) by Jerome
Stem and Eleanor Courtney.

The Revival of Population Growth in Nonmet opolitan America (ERS 605) by
Calvin L. Beale.

Single copies are free on request to Publicat onmiervices, Rm. 0054-S, ERS,
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