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INTRODUCTION

IH= MIGRATION OF PEOPLE HAS BEEN STUDIED FOR MANY
CENTURIES. KLINE :189E3, P. 53 DESCRIBED MIGRATION AS ' AN

ACTIVITY OF THE SOUL, WOVEN INTO LEGENDS AND FOLKLORE, DIS-
CUSSED IN HISTORY AND SCIENCE, AND AFFECTING PROFOUNDLY THE
DOMESTIC AND SOCIAL LIFE OF A PEOPLE." DURING THE NINE-
TEENTH CENTURY THE APPALACHIAN REGION OF OUR COUNTRY ENJOYED
FINE PROSPERITY WITH COAL MINING AND INDUSTRIES RELATED TO
IT IN FULL FLOURISH. BUT, IN THE EARLY 1900'S ECONOMIC
=ONDITIONS IN THE AREA BEGAN TO CHANGE AND SINCE THAT TIME
WE HAVE SEEN EXTREME AMOUNTS OF MIGRATIONFROM THE
APPALACHIAN AREA.

IN THE DECADE FROM 1960 TO 3970 MOST OF THE COUNTIES IN
1THE APPALACHIAN REGION OF OHIO DECREASED IN POPULATION BY FROM
ONE TO FIVE PERCENT. IN rACT, 7FT OF OHIO'S RURAL COUNTIES
EXPERIENCED A NET OUT-MIGRATION DURING THE 1960 TO 1970 PERIOD.
ONLY ATHENS, CLERMONT, AND WASHINGTON COUNTIES EXPERIENCED IN-
MIGRATION ACCORDING TO MITCHELL AND THOMAS (1972, P. I).
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UNDERSTANDING NET MIGRATION GIVES SOME MEASURE OF THE
STRENGTH OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL RESOURCES OF AN AREA.
LOSSES OF POPULATION THROUGH MIGRATION OFTEN INDICATE THAT
THERE ARE ECONOMIC, SOCIAL, AND CULTURAL CONDITIONS THAT ARE
LESS ATTRACTIVE THAN IN OTHER AREAS. THOSE WHO MOVE AWAY ARE
USUALLY YOUNG ADULTS. THE HOME COMMUNITY HAS A MAJOR INVEST-
MENT IN THESE YOUNG PEOPLE THROUGH THE EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES
AND OTHER SERVICES OFFERED DURING THE DEVELOPING YEARS.
COUNTIES THAT RECEIVE THESE MIGRANTS FIND MOST OF THESE YOUNG
PEOPLE ARE IN IHEIR PRODUCTIVE YEARS READY TO WORK. THEY
CONTRIBUTE TO THE SUPPORT OF THE RECEIVING COUNTY AND IT'S
CITIES.

NATIONALLY THERE HAS BEEN A GREA"'" DEAL OF EMPHASIS ON
RURAL DEVELOPMENT WITH THE PASSAGE OF THE RURAL DEVELOPMENT
ACT OF 1972 AND SIMILAR LEGISLATION. AREA NEWSPAPERS HAVE
RELATED THE PURPOSES OF THIS RURAL DEVELOPMENT EMPHASIS AS
" TO HELP CREATE ECONOMIC GROWTH IN RURAL AREAS" AND " TO
HALT MIGRATION FROM THE COUNTRYSIDE TO THE BIG CITIES."
(ZANESVILLE TIMES RECORDER, FEBRUARY 1, 1972, P. 1). IN FACT,
RECENT FIGURES WOULD SEEM TO INDICATE THAT THERE IS A SLOWING
IN THE MIGRATION FROM RURAL TO URBAN AREAS AND A GROWING IN-
MIGRATION TO THE APPALACHIAN REGION OF OHIO.

ANOTHER SOCIO-CULTURAL INFLUENCE OF MIGRATION IS THE
FAMILY. FAMILIES IN THE APPALACHIAN REGION SEEM TO VALUE
FAMILY AND KIN FAR MORE THAN ANY OTHER SOCIAL INSTITUTIONS.
ACCORDING TO RICO-VELASCO (1969, P. 26) THEY TEND TO FORM

" CLOSE-KNIT" ORGANIZATIONS THAT RESEMBLE A SOCIAL GROUP
WITH A DENSE TEXTURE OF RELATIONSHIPS.

THE EXTENDED FAMILY ORGANIZATION IS NOT ONLY MAINTAINED

AND ENCOURAGED AMONG THE MEMBERS OF THE FAMILY WHO ARE LIVING

NEARBY, BUT THE RELATIONSHIP GOES BEYOND THE IMMEDIATE AREA,

WHERE NEARLY EVERYONE IS RELATED IN SOME WAY TO THE OTHERS,

TO RELATIVES SOMETIMES LIVING AT GREAT DISTANCES IN OTHER

RURAL COMMUNITIES, SMALL TOWNS OR IN BIG CITIES. MEMBERS OF

THE FAMILY LIVING IN OTHER PLACES OFTEN PLAN TRIPS TO VISIT

RELATIVES IN THE APPALACHIAN REGION. THIS TYPE OF REGULAR

CONTACT KEEPS PERMANENT KIN RELATIONSHIPS NO MATTER WHAT THE

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTANCE.

ALTHOUGH THERE HAS BEEN MUCH RESEARCH ON FAMILY MIGRA-
TION RELATIVELY LITTLE HAS BEEN DONE IN TERMS OF SIBLING

MIGRATION. SEVERAL QUESTIONS CUJLD BE POSED IN THIS RE-
GARD.

.
WHY DO CERTAIN MEMBERS OF A FAMILY STAY IN THE AREA
WHERE THEY ARE BORN AND REARED WHILE OTHER MEMBERS OF
THE SAME FAMILY MIGRATE TO URBAN CENTERS?
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2. ARE THERE KIN TIES THAT KEEP CERTAIN CHILDREN OF
THE FAMILY AT HOME? FOR EXAMPLE, DOES THE FIRST
CHILD TEND TO STAY IN THE HOME COMMUNITY? DOES
SEX OF THE FIRST CHILD MAKE A DIFFERENCE IN WHO
STAYS AND WHO MOVES AWAY?

3. WHAT ARE THE FORCES WITHIN THE FAMILY THAT ARE
PREDOMINANT IN THE MIGRATION PATTERN?

4. How DO PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS SUCH AS EDUCATION
AND AGE OF THE RURAL RESIDENTS COMPARE WITH SIBLINGS
WHO MOVE TO URBAN AREAS?

5. WHAT REASONS DO FAMILIES HAVE FOR REMAINING IN THEIR
HOME AREAS OR MIGRATING?

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

AMERICAN SOCIETY, AT THIS STAGE OF DEVELOPMENT, SEEMS TO
BE EXPRESSING A DESIRE TO SLOW, EVEN HALT, THE MIGRATION FROM
RURAL TO URBAN AREAS. PROPOSALS OF THE CONGRESS POINT TOWARD
DEVELOPMENT OF RURAL AREAS TO A DEGREE THAT WOULD PROMOTE OUT-
MIGRATION FROM CITY TO COUNTRY. THE PRESSURES AND PROBLEMS OF
URBANIZATION HAVE UNDOUBTEDLY SPEEDED THE DEVELOPMENT OF THIS
CONCEPT.

IF IT IS DESIRABLE AND POSSIBLE TO REVERSE THE HISTORICAL
MIGRATION TREND THEN ADDITIONAL RESEARCH SEEMED DESIRABLE.
SUCH RESEARCH COULD HELP VARIOUS ORGANIZATIONS TO BETTER UNDER-
STAND MIGRATION FORCES. A COMPARISON OF FARM FAMILIES WHO
STAYED IN THE RURAL AREAS WITH SIBLING:7 WHO MOVED INTO METRO-
POLITAN AREAS WOULD BE BENEFICIAL. SUCH RESEARCH WOULD PROVIDE
A BETTER UNDERSTANDING OF SOME OF THE ECONOMIC FACTORS AND
SOCIAL FORCES THAT MIGHT ENCOURAGE PEOPLE TO RErURN TO THEIR
COMMUNITY OF BIRTH. IT WOULD ALSO BE USEFUL IN POLICY DECISIONS
AFFECTING MIGRATION,DATTERNS.

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

THIS STUDY WAS DESIGNED TO COMPARE FARM BROTHERS WHO STAYED
IN THE RURAL AREAS OF OHIO WITH URBAN BROTHERS WHO MIGRATED TO
LARGE METROPOLITAN AREAS OF OHIO. IN THE STUDY SELECTED
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CHARACTERISTICS OF A GROUP OF RURAL BROTHERS WERE COMPARED
WITH URBAN BROTHERS; THEIR ATTITUDES TOWARD SELECTED AMERICAN
SOCIETAL VALUES WERE COMPARED: INTER-GENERATIONAL AND INTRA-
GENERATIONAL INTERACTION WITH PARENTS AND SIBLINGS WERE
COMPARED AND INFORMATION WAS GAINED CONCERNING THE REASONS
FOR STAYING IN THE RURAL AREA OR MIGRATING TO THE L'RBAN AREA.

OBJECTIVES

SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES OF THIS STUDY WERE:

I. TO IDENTIFY AND COMPARE SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF
FARM OWNERS OR OPERATORS WHO STAYED ON A FARM IN THE
APPALACHIAN REGION OF OHIO WITH SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS
OF THEIR BROTHERS WHO MOVED TO A METROPOLITAN AREA. THESE
CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDED:

A. AGE
B. AGES OF FAMILY MEMBERS
C. FAMILY SIZE
D. EDUCATION
E. OCCUPATION AND EMPLOYMENT
F. SIBLING ORDER
G. RESIDENCES AND MOBILITY
H. INVOLVEMENT IN SOCIAL INSTITUTIONS
I. MARITAL STABILITY
J. SATISFACTION WITH LIFE
K. INCOME
L. SOCIAL CLASS
M. ASPIRATIONS FOR EMPLOYMENT AND BUSINESS

OPPORTUNITIES
N. FUTURE RESIDENCE PLANS

2. TO DETERMINE THE EXTENT OF INTER-GENERATIONAL AND INTRA-
GENERATIONAL INTERACTION FOR BOTH GROUPS OF BROTHERS.

3. TO COMPARE RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS WITH RESPECT TO THEIR
ATTITUDES TOWARD SELECTED AMERICAN SOCIETAL VALUES.

4. TO IDENTIFY FACTORS THAT WEIGHED HEAVILY ON THE DECISION
TO STAY IN THE APPALACHIAN REGIOr OF OHIO OR MIGRATE TO A
METROPOLITAN AREA.
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METHOD OF INVESTIGATION

FARMERS IN THE 28 COUNTIES IN THE SOUTHERN AND EASTERN
APPALACHIAN REGION OF OHIO SERVED AS THE BASIC POPULATION.
THE COUNTIES WERE STRATIFIED INT(' THREE GROUPS BASED UPON
FOTAL POPULATION. THREE COUNTIES WERE RANDOMLY SELECTED
FROM THE HIGH POPULATION GROUP, THREE FROM THE MEDIUM POPULA-
TION GROUP AND TWO FROM THE LOW POPULATION GROUP. SAMPLE
COUNTIES WERE SCIOTO, ROSS, WASHINGTON, GUERNSEY, GALLIA,
CARROLL, PIKE AND MORGAN.

LISTS OF FARMERS WERE SECURED FROM THE OHIO AGRICULTURAL
STABILIZATION AND CON:ERVATION SERVICE FOR EACH OF THE EIGHT
COUNTIES. THESE WERE R,4NDOMLY SAMPLED SO THAT THE NUMBER OF
FARMERS' NAMES DRAWN FROM EACH COUNTY WAS IN RELATIVE PRO-
PORTION TO THE NUMBER OF FARMERS IN A TOWNSHIP. AFTER THE
NAMES WERE RANDOMLY DRAWN FOR THE COUNTY THEY WERE AGAIN
RANDOMIZED FOR ORDER OF CONTACT.

IN ORDER TO BE INCLUDED IN THE SAMPLE A FARMER MUST HAVE
HAD A BROTHER IN OHIO, IN A METROPOLITAN AREA, IN OR ADJACENT
TO A CITY OF 100,000 OR MOPE. THE URBAN BROTHER MUST HAVE
MIGRATED TO THE URBAN AREA.

INITIAL CONTACTS WERE MADE BY THE PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR
BY TELEPHONE TO DETERMINE ELIGIBILITY OF RURAL BROTHERS AND
URBAN BROTHERS. INTERVIEWERS WERE HIRED AND TRAINED BY THE
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR, THEN VISITED THE RESPONDENTS IN THEIR
HOMES TO ADMINISTER THE INTERVIEW SCHEDULE. ALL INTERVIEWS
WERE CONDUCTED BETWEEN MAY AND OCTOBER 1974.

. A TOTAL OF 44 RURAL BROTHERS AND 44 URBAN BROTHERS COM-
PRISED THE SAMPLE FOR THE RESEARCH PROJECT.

AN INTERVIEW SCHEDULE WAS DEVELOPED BY THE RESEARCH
INVESTIGATOR AND A COMMITTEE OF OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY
PROFESSORS IN CONTINUING EDUCATION, FAMILY AND CHILD DEVELOP-
MENT, AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION, AND AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS AND
RURAL SOCIOLOGY. THE FINAL INTERVIEW SCHEDULE CONSISTED OF
50 QUESTIONS IN TWO PARTS. THE FIRST 44 QUESTIONS RELATED
TO PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS, MIGRATION, FAMILY INTERACTION,
ATTITUDES TOWARDS SOCIETAL VALUES, ORGANIZATIONAL INVOLVEMENT,
AND SATISFACTION AS EXPRESSED BY THE RESPONDENTS. THE FINAL
SIX QUESTIONS WERE COMPLETED BY THE INTERVIEWER TO PROVIDE
DATA IN ARRIVING AT SOCIAL STATUS SCORES FOR RESPONDENTS.
THE INTERVIEW SCHEDULES ADMINISTERED WERE PARALLEL IN THAT
MOST QUESTIONS WERE IDENTICAL FOR RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS
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WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THOSE RELATING TO FARM ACREAGE AND
ENTERPRISES AND REASONS FOR STAYING OR LEAVING THE " HOME"

AREA.

INTERVIEW SCHEDULES WERE RETURNED TO THE PRINCIPAL
INVESTIGATOR UPON COMPLETION OF THE INTERVIEW. SCHEDULES

WERE CODED AND THE DATA TRANSFERRED TO TALLY SHEETS. DATA

WERE HAND TABULATED TO GAIN FREQUENCIES, PERCENTAGES, AND

MEANS. IN STATISTICAL CALCULATIONS INVOLVING RANK ORDER
CORRELATIONS, SPEARMAN'S RHO WAS USED AS THE STATISTICAL

TEST. CHI-SQUARE TESTS WERE USED TO DETERMIVE DIFFERENCES
BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS. WEIGHTED SCORES WERE USED
IN DETERMINING SOCIAL CLASS OF RESPONDENTS. WHERE STATISTICAL
TESTS WERE APPLIED A LEVEL OF .05 OR LESS WAS CONZIDERED

SIGNIFICANT.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

AGE

THE MEAN AGE OF RURAL BROTHERS WAS 48.8 YEARS AND FOR

URBAN BROTHERS 48.2 %EARS. THIS DIFFERENCE WAS NOT SIGNIFI-

CANT.

THE MEAN AGE OF SPOUSES OF RURAL BROTHERS WAS 46.1 YEARS

AND FOR SPOUSES OF URBAN BROTHERS 44.41 YEARS. THE AGE OF
SPOUSES COMPARED TO THE AGE OF RESPONDENTS WAS NOT SIGNIFICANTLY
DIFFERENT FOR THE TWO GROUPS.

WHEN RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS WERE COMPARED ON THE BASIS

FAMILY I.IFE STAGE, NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND.

FAMILY SIZE

NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN
BROTHERS REGARDING FAMILY SIZE OR NUMBER OF PERSONS IN THE HOUSE-

HOLD OF RESPONDENTS. MORE THAN TWICE AS MANY RURAL BROTHERS AS
URBAN BROTHERS HAD FAMILY SIZES OF SEVEN OR MORE. THE EXTENDED
FAMILY LIVING IN ONE HOUSEHOLD SEEMS TO BE PRACTICALLY NON-
EXISTENT IN BOTH RURAL AND URBAN AREAS. ONLY TWO RURAL BROTHERS
AND ONE'URBAN BROTHER HAD OTHER THAN IMMEDIATE FAMILY (PARENTS
OR GRANDCHILDREN) LIVING WITH THEM. NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES
WAS FOUND WHEN RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS WERE COMPARED ON THE
NUMBER OF CHILDREN WHO MOVED FROM THE HOME.
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EDUCATION

RURAL BROTHERS HAD COMPLETED A MEAN OF 10.86 YEARS OF
FORMAL EDUCATION COMPARED TO 12.14 YEARS FOR URBAN BROTHERS.
THREE TIMES AS MANY URBAN BROTHERS AS RURAL BROTHERS HAD 16
OR MORE YEARS OF EDUCATION.

ALTHOUGH SOME DIFFERENCES WERE OBSERVED WHEN EDUCATION OF
RESPONDENTS WAS COMPARED TO OTHER SIBLINGS, THEY WERE NOT SIGNI-
FICANT. BETWEEN 40 TO 45 PERCENT OF THE RESPONDENTS HAD THE
SAME AMOUNT OF EDUCATION AS OTHER SIBLINGS WHICH INDICATED
UNIFORMITY OF EMPHASIS ON EDUCATION IN A FAMILY GROUP.

No SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND BETWEEN RURAL AND
URBAN BROTHERS WHEN HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION STATUS WAS COMPARED
BY AGE GROUP. A HIGHER PERCENTAGE OF YOUNGER URBAN MIGRANTS
HAD NOT COMPLETED HIGH SCHOOL THAN WAS TRUE OF RURAL BROTHERS.

No SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND IN POST HIGH SCHOOL
EDUCATIONAL TRAINING OF RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS. FIFTY-FIVE
PERCENT OF RURAL BROTHERS AND 68 PERCENT OF URBAN BROTHERS HAD
RECEIVED SOME PAST HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION. JOB-RELATED VOCATIONAL
OR TECHNICAL EDUCATION WAS THE MOST FREQUENT TYPE OF POST HIGH
SCHOOL EDUCATION FOR BOTH GROUPS.

THERE WAS NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN
BROTHERS WHEN TIMING OF THE MIGRATION DECISION WAS RELATED TO
POST HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION. SEVENTY-NINE PERCENT OF RURAL
BROTHERS AND 87 PERCENT OF URBAN BROTHERS HAD MADE THE DECISION
TO MIGRATE OR NOT TO MIGRATE PRIOR TO POST HIGH SCHOOL EDUCA-
TION.

OCCUPATION

A SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND IN OCCUPATION OF RURAL
AND URBAN BROTHERS. NEARLY TWICE AS MANY URBAN BROTHERS WERE
IN PROFESSIONAL, TECHNICAL, AND MANAGERIAL POSITIONS AS WERE
THE RURAL BROTHERS. THREE TIMES AS MANY CRAFTSMEN AND FOREMEN
WERE EVIDENT AMONG URBAN BROTHERS AS COMPARED TO RURAL BROTHERS.
IT SHOULD BE REMEMBERED THAT THE 18 FULL TIME FARMERS WERE NOT
CONSIDERED IN MAKING COMPARISONS OF MAJOR OCCUPATIONS BECAUSE
THE NATURE OF THE STUDY DID NOT PERMIT URBAN BROTHERS TO BE
FARMERS.

IT WAS FOUND THAT 41 PERCENT OF THE RURAL RESPONDENTS WERE
FULL TIME FARMERS. FIFTY PERCENT OF THE RURAL RESPONDENTS
WORKED FULL TIME OFF THE FARM. FORTY-FIVE PERCENT OF THE RURAL
BROTHERS FARMED FROM 50 TO 200 ACRES. SIXTEEN PERCENT FARMED
500 ACRES OR MORE. HAY, BEEF, CORN, WHEAT, AND SWINE WERE
THE PRIMARY FARMING ENTERPRISES REPORTED BY RURAL BROTHERS.
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FIFTEEN URBAN BROTHERS OWNED SOME LAND THAT THEY USED FOR
RECREATION, INVESTMENT OR BUSINESS SUCH AS TRUCK FARMING OR

GENERAL FARMING. ONLY TWO URBAN BROTHERS OWNED MORE THAN 100
ACRES.

SIBLING ORDER

THERE WAS NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL AND

URBAN BROTHERS WHEN THEY WERE COMPARED ON THE BASIS OF THEIR
POSITION IN THE BIRTH URDER OF THEIR FAMILIES.

RESIDENCES AND MOILIxY

SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES WERE FOUND WHEN RURAL AND URBAN

BROTHER3 WERE COMPARED ON RESIDENCE HISTORY AND MOBILITY.
URBAN BROTHER'S HAD A SIGNIFICANTLY LARGER NUMBER OF RESIDENCES
SINCE BIRTH AND HAD LIVED A SMALLER MEAN LENGTH OF TIME AT EACH

RESIDENCE. URBAN BROTHERS HAD ALSO LIVED A SHORTER LENGTH OF

TIME AT THEIR PRESENT LOCATION. ALL VALUES WERE SIGNIFICANT
AT THE .01 _EVEL. ALMOST 80 PERCENT OF THE RURAL BROTHERS
HAD LIVED AT LEAST 20 YEARS AT THEIR PRESENT LOCATION COMPARED
TO 36 PERCENT FOR URBAN BROTHERS.

INVOLVEMENT IN SOCIAL INSTUUTIONS

THERE WAS LITTLE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN

BROTHERS WHEN COMPARED ON OVERALL INVOLVEMENT IN SOCIAL INSTITU-

TIONS. THE MEAN WEIGHTED SCORE OF PARTICIPATION FOR RURAL
BROTHERS WAS 9.1P COMPARED TO 8.87 FOR URBAN BROTHERS. THERE

WAS SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE IN SPECIFIC GROUPS SUCH AS FARM
ORGANIZATION (RURAL BROTHERS MORE ACTIVE) AND VETERANS, RE-
CREATIONAL, AND PROFESSIONAL GROUPS (URBAN BROTHERS MORE

ACTIVE).

MARITAL STABJ ITY

MARITAL STATUS OF RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS SHOWED NO
SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE. THERE WERE NO DIVORCES AMONG THE 43
RURAL RESPONDENTS WHO HAD BEEN MARRIED. THIRTY-SEVEN URBAN
BROTHERS WERE MARRIED ONLY ONCE, FIVE WERE MARRIED MORE THAN
ONCE, ONE WAS DIVORCED AND ONE WAS SINGLE.

SATISFACTION WITH IIFE

RURAL BROTHERS INDICATED A SLIGHTLY HIGHER SATISFACTION
WITH LIFE THAN DID URBAN BROTHERS. THIS WAS ESPECIALLY TRUE
AT THE TIME OF THE DECISION TO STAY OR LEAVE THE " HOME"

COMMUNITY. RURAL BROTHERS 50 YEARS OR OLDER INDICATED A VERY

HIGH SCORE (9.33) AT THE TIME OF DECISION TO STAY IN THE " HOME"

COMMUNITY. BOTH GROUPS OF BROTHERS INDICATE MUCH OPTIMISM FOR
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THE FUTURE WITH MEAN WEIGHTED SCORES OF 9.00 FOR URBAN
BROTHERS AND 9.55 FOR RURAL BROTHERS ON A 10 POINT SCALE.

NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND WHEN THE RESPONDENT'S
PERCEPTION OF HIS INTERVIEWED BROTHER'S SATISFACTION WITH
LIFE WAS COMPARED WITH HIS OWN. THERE WAS A SIGNIFICANT
DIFFERENCE AT THE .01 LEVEL WHEN THE RESPONDENT'S PERCEPTION
OF ALL SIBLINGS SATISFACTION WITH LIFE WAS COMPARED WITH HIS
OWN. MORE RURAL BROTHERS THAN URBAN BROTHERS PERCEIVED THEIR
OWN SATISFACTION AS THE " SAME" OR " BETTER" THAN THEIR
BROTHERS AND SISTERS.

DIFFERENCES IN ANNUAL INCOME LEVELS OF RURAL AND URBAN
BROTHERS WAS SIGNIFICANT AT THE .01 LEVEL. TWENTY-FIVE PERCENT
OF URBAN BROTHERS COMPARED TO FIVE PERCENT OF RURAL BROTHERS HAD
INCOME OVER $20,000.

WHEN THE RESPONDENT'S PERCEPTION OF THE INTERVIEWED
BROTHER'S FINANCIAL SITUATION WAS COMPARED WITH HIS OWN, NO
SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND. BUT WHEN THE RESPONDENT'S
PERCEPTION OF ALL SIBLINGS' FINANCIAL SITUATION WAS COMPARED
WITH HIS OWN, A SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE AT THE .01 LEVEL WAS
FOUND. MORE RURAL BROTHERS THAN URBAN BROTHERS PERCEIVED
THEIR OWN FINANCIAL SITUATION AS BEING THE " SAME" OR " BETTER"
THAN TIR BROTHERS AND SISTERS.

SOCIAL CLASS

WARNER'S " INDEX OF STATUS CHARACTERISTICS" (1960,
PP. 121-185) WAS USED IN ARRIVING AT A SOCIAL CLASS FOR EACH
OF THE RESPONDENTS. No SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL
AND URBAN BROTHERS WAS FOUND ON QUALITY OF HOMES OR THE
COMPOSITE SOCIAL STATUS SCORES. SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES WERE
FOUND IN THE QUALITY OF DWELLING AREA (.01 LEvaL) AND MAJOR
SOURCE OF INCOME (.05 LEVEL) BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS.

ALMOST 80 PERCENT OF RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS PERCEIVED
THAT THEIR FAMILY WAS RESPECTED ABOUT THE SAME AS OTHERS IN

THEIR COMMUNITY.

ASPIRATIONS

ASPIRATIONS OF RURAL BROTHERS APPEARED TO BE FULFILLED
ABOUT AS THEY HAD PLANNED AT THE DECISION TO STAY IN THE
RURAL AREA. FORTY-ONE PERCENT WERE FARMING FULL TIME AS
PLANNED, 45 PERCENT HAD PLANNED TO FARM AND WORK OFF THE

FARM. ACTUAL COUNTS INDICATED THAT 59 PERCENT WERE NOW
FARMING AND WORKING OFF THE FARM. URBAN BROTHERS INDICATED
A LACK OF JOB OPPORTUNITIES IN THEIR HOME RURAL AREA AT THE

1 0
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TIME OF DECISION TO MIGRATE. THIRTY-FOUR PERCENT HAD PLANNED
TO WORK AT THE PRESENT OCCUPATION AT WHICH THEY WERE CURRENTLY
ENGAGED.

FIFTY-SEVEN PERCENT OF THE RURAL BROTHERS PLAN TO MAINTAIN
THEIR FARMING OCCUPATION ABOUT AS IT IS NOW WHILE 30 PERCENT
INDICATE THAT THEY WOULD LIKE TO INCREASE THE SIZE OF THEIR
FARMING OPERATION. SEVENTY-FIVE PERCENT OF URBAN BROTHERS
INDICATE THAT THEY PLAN TO REMAIN AT THEIR CURRENT JOB AND
23 PERCENT PLAN TO RETIRE WITHIN THE NEXT FIVE YEARS.

.FUTURE RESIDENCE PLANS

A SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND WHEN RURAL AND URBAN
BROTHERS WERE COMPARED ON FUTURE RESIDENCE PLANS. MORE THAN
36 PERCENT OF THE URBAN BROTHERS INDICATED THAT THEY PLAN TO
STAY LESS THAN TEN YEARS IN THEIR PRESENT COMMUNITY. CONVERSELY,

MORE THAN 90 PERCENT OF RURAL BROTHERS PLAN TO REMAIN IN THEIR
PRESENT COMMUNITY INDEFINITELY. THESE FINDINGS WERE SIGNIFICANT
AT THE .01 LEVEL. MORE THAN 37 PERCENT OF THE URBAN BROTHERS
INDICATED THAT THEY PLAN TO RETIRE IN THE RURAL " HOME" AREA.

SOME 45 PERCENT PLANNED TO MAINTAIN THE URBAN WAY OF LIFE.

NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE WAS FOUND BETWEEN RESPONDENTS
WHO CONSIDERED LEAVING OR RETURNING TO THEIR HOME AREA SINCE
THE DECISION TO STAY IN THE RURAL AREA OR MIGRATE.

INTER-GENERATIONAL AND INTRA-GENERATIONAL INTERACTION

THERE WAS A SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN

BROTHERS IN THE FREQUENCY OF VISITS IN THE PAST YEAR WITH THEIR

PARENTS. EIGHTY-FIVE PERCENT OF THE RURAL BROTHERS HAD VISITED
THEIR PARENTS ONCE A MONTH OR OFTENER COMPARED TO 63 PERCENT OF

THE URBAN BROTHERS. SIXTY-TWO PERCENT OF RURAL BROTHERS
COMPARED TO SEVEN PERCENT OF URBAN BROTHERS HAD VISITED THEIR
PARENTS AS FREQUENTLY AS ONCE A WEEK. TWENTY-THREE PARENTS OF
RURAL BROTHERS COMPARED TO ONLY ONE PARENT OF URBAN BROTHERS
LIVED WITHIN A DISTANCE OF 20 MILES OR LESS.

THERE WAS NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN

BROTHERS ON MOST FREQUENT VISIT WITH ANY SIBLING DURING THE
PAST YEAR. MORE RURAL BROTHERS THAN URBAN BROTHERS VISITED A

SIBLING " ONCE A DAY OR OFTENER." THE MOST FREQUENT INTER-
ACTION WITH A SIBLING WAS MONTHLY OR QUARTERLY FOR BOTH RURAL

AND URBAN BROTHERS.

CONTACT SCORES WERE USED AS A METHOD TO COMBINE FREQUENCY
OF VISITATION AND DISTANCE DIMENSIONS OF INTERACTION. As A

RESULT OF GREATER DISTANCES, CONTACT SCORES WERE HIGHER FOR
URBAN BROTHERS WITH PARENT, URBAN BROTHERS WITH RURAL RESPONDENT
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BROTHER, AND URBAN BROTHERS WITH ALL SIBLINGS. FURTHER
ANALYSIS OF CONTACT SCORES WERE MADE BY COMPARING THOSE
ABOVE THE MEAN AND THOSE NOT ABOVE THE MEAN. No SIGNIFICANT
DIFFERENCES WERE FOUND USING THIS ANALYSIS FOR ANY OF THE
THREE INTERACTION PATTERNS.

ATTITUDES TOWARD SELECTED VALUES

THERE WAS A HIGH DEGREE OF CORRELATION (Rs = .85 < .01)

BETWEEN RANKINGS OF RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS ATTITUDES TOWARD
rEN SELECTED AMERICAN SOCIETAL VALUES. THE VALUE THAT RANKED
HIGHEST WITH BOTH GROUPS WAS " FAMILY.SECURITY" WHILE " SOCIAL
RECOGNITION" RANKED AT THE BOTTOM FOR BOTH GROUPS. THE VALUE
" SALVATION" WAS RANKED CONSIDERABLY HIGHER BY RURAL BROTHERS
THAN BY URBAN BROTHERS WHILE " MATURE LOVE" WAS RANKED HIGHER
BY URBAN BROTHERS THAN BY RURAL BROTHERS.

FACTORS INFLUENCING MIGRATION DECISION

FORTY-EIGHT PERCENT OF THE RURAL BROTHERS INDICATED THAT
THE MAIN REASON THEY STAYED IN THE RURAL AREA WAS BECAUSE THEY
" LIKED THE COMMUNITY" WHILE 18 PERCENT INDICATED THE " OPPOR-
TUNITY TO TAKE OVER THE FARM" AS THE MAJOR REASON. FORTY-
THREE PERCENT OF URBAN BROTHERS LISTED " LITTLE OPPORTUNITY
FOR EMPLOYMENT" AND 32 PERCENT " FINANCIAL OPPORTUNITIES WERE
LACKING" AS THE MAJOR REASON FOR LEAVING THE RURAL AREA. NINE
PERCENT OF THE URBAN BROTHERS INDICATED " TO GO TO COLLEGE"
AS THE MAJOR REASON FOR MIGRATING.

EIGHTY-FOUR PERCENT OF THE RURAL RESPONDENTS AND 91 PERCENT
OF THE URBAN BROTHERS INDICATED THAT THEIR OWN PERSONAL CHOICE
HAD THE GREATEST INFLUENCE ON THEIR DECISION TO STAY OR LEAVE
THE HOME AREA. WIVES, PARENTS, AND OTHERS HAD RELATIVELY LITTLE
INFLUENCE ON THE MIGRATION DECISION.

CONCLUSIONS

THE FOLLOWING CONCLUSIONS WERE BASED ON THE INTERPRETATIONS
OF THIS STUDY.

1. RURAL BROTHERS STAYED IN THE HOME AREA BECAUSE THEY
" LIKED THE COMMUNITY" OR HAD AN " OPPORTUNITY TO
TAKE OVER A FARM."

2. URBAN BROTHERS MIGRATED FROM THE RURAL AREA BECAUSE
OF " LITTLE OPPORTUNITY FOR EMPLOYMENT" OR " FINAN-
CIAL OPPORTUNITIES WERE LACKING."

1 2
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3. THERE WAS A HIGH POSITIVE CORRELATION BETWEEN RURAL
AND URBAN BROTHERS It THEIR RANKINGS OF TEN AMERICAN
SOCIETAL VALUES. BOTH GROUPS RATED " FAMILY SECURITY"
AS THE MOST IMPORTANT. THERE WAS SUBSTANTIAL DIS-
AGREEMENT ON ONLY TWO OF THE TEN VALUES.

4. THE DECISION TO STAY IN THE RURAL AREA OR MIGRATE WAS
PRIMARILY A PERSONAL DECISION ON THE PART OF THE
RESPONDENT.

5. RURAL BROTHERS SHOWED A HIGHER FREQUENCY OF VISITS
IN THE PAST YEAR WITH PARENTS THAN DID URBAN BROTHERS.
THERE WAS LITTLE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN
BROTHERS ON THE MOST FREQUENT VISIT WITH ANY SIBLING
DURING THE PAST YEAR.

6. RURAL BROTHERS AND URBAN BROTHERS DIFFERED SIGNIFICANTLY
IN PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS SUCH AS MAJOR OCCUPATION,
NUMBER OF RESIDENCES SINCE BIRTH, MEAN LENGTH OF TIME
AT EACH RESIDENCE, LENGTH OF TIME AT PRESENT LOCATION,
INVOLVEMENT IN SOCIAL INSTITUTIONS WHEN CONSIDERING
SPECIFIC GROUPS AND ORGANIZATIONS, PERCEIVED SATISFACTION
WITH LIFE WHEN COMPARED TO ALL SIBLINGS, ANNUAL INCOME,
QUALITY OF DWELLING AREA IN WHICH THEY LIVED, MAJOR
SOURCE OF INCOME AND LENGTH OF TIME THEY EXPECT TO
REMAIN IN THEIR PRESENT COMMUNITY.

7. THERE WAS NO DIFFERENCE BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN BROTHERS
IN PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS SUCH AS AGE, AGE OF SPOUSES,
FAMILY LIFE STAGE, FAMILY SIZE, NUMBER OF PERSONS IN

THEIR HOUSEHOLD, NUMBER OF CHILDREN NO LONGER LIVING AT
HOME, EDUCATION, EDUCATION COMPARED TO THAT OF OTHER
SIBLINGS, HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION, POST HIGH SCHOOL EDU-
CATION, TIMING OF MIGRATION DECISION RELATIVE TO POST
HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION, SIBLING ORDER, OVERALL INVOLVE-
MENT IN SOCIAL INSTITUTIONS, MARITAL STATUS, FINANCIAL
SITUATION AS COMPARED TO THE PERCEPTIONS OF THE OTHER
INTERVIEWED BROTHER, QUALITY OF HOMES, SOCIAL STATUS,
PERCEIVED RESPECT IN THE COMMUNITY, AND CONSIDERATION
OF LEAVING OR RETURNING TO HOME AREA.

8. CONTACT SCORES TO MEASURE FREQUENCY OF VISITATION AND
DISTANCE WERE HIGHER FOR URBAN BROTHERS THAN RURAL
CONCERNING VISITATION OF PARENTS, SIBLINGS AND THE
OTHER RESPONDENT BROTHER. HOWEVER, THERE WAS NO
DIFFERENCE WHEN THESE CONTACT SCORES WERE COMPARED
BY FREQUENCIES ABOVE AND BELOW THE MEAN.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

THE FOLLOWING RECOMMENDATIONS WERE BASED UPON THE DATA
OBTAINED IN THIS RESEARCH PROJECT AND THE LITERATURE REVIEWED.
THEY WERE TEMPERED BY THE EXPERIENCE AND JUDGMENI OF THE
WRITER.

1. ASSUMING THAT A RURAL COMMUNITY WISHES TO REDUCE THE
OUTMIGRATION OF MALES IT SHOULD PLACE PRIMARY EMPHASIS
ON PROVIDING GOOD FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES
FOR THEM.

2. IF IT IS DESIRED TO ENCOURAGE RURAL MALES TO STAY IN
THEIR HOME COMMUNITIES APPEAL SHOULD BE MADE TO THEIR
PERSONAL DESIRES RATHER THAN TO FAMILY OR FRIENDS.

3. SINCE THE DECISION TO MIGRATE SEEMS TO BE MADE PRIOR
TO POST HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION, SCHOOL GUlDENCE COUNSE-
LORS MIGHT EMPHASIZE FINANCIKL AND EMPLOYMENT OPPOR-
TUNITIES IN THE RURAL COMMUNITY.

4. COMMUNITY PLANNING ORGANIZATIONS, FOR EXAMPLE
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSIONS, SHOULD INvOLVE YOUTH
OF 17-19 YEARS OF AGE TO ASSIST WITH COMMUNITY PLAN-
NING FUNCTIONS BECAUSE THE DECISION TO MIGRATE IS
MADE PRIOR TO POST HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION.

5. RURAL COMMUNITIES SHOULD DEVELOP PROGRAMS TO ASSIST
RETURNING RETIREES TO BECOME INVOLVED IN THE COM-
MUNITY.

6. ADDITIONAL RESEARCH SHOULD BE CONDUCTED IN AREAS SUCH
AS:

A. DETERMINING MORE SPECIFIC FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH
FINANCIAL AND EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES THAT ATTRACT-
ED MIGRANTS FROM RURAL TO URBAN AREAS.

B. DETERMINING SPECIFIC FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH THE
RURAL COMMUNITY THAT ENCOURAGED RURAL BROTHERS TO
REMAIN IN THE RURAL AREA.

C. COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP POSITIONS OF RURAL MIGRANTS
TO URBAN AREAS COMPARED TO THOSE WHO REMAINED IN
THE RURAL AREA.
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D. A FOLLOWUP STUDY OF BROTHERS IN THIS SAMPLE
FIVE TO TEN YEARS FROM NOW TO DETERMINE THE
EXTENT OF MIGRATION OR RETURN MIGRATION.

E. SIMILAR RESEARCH OUTSIDE OF OHIO 10 DETERMINE
WHETHER OR NOT SIMILAR RESULTS ARE OBTAINED.

F. QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS OF PAR. d*CHILD INTER
ACTION AND SIBLING INTERACTION; FOR EXAMPLE, ARE
VISITS FOR SOCIAL CONTACT ONLY OR A HELPING
SHARING RELATIONSHIP?
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SUMMARY OF RESEARCH SERIES

THE APPALACHIAN REGION OF OHIO HAS E;UDERIENCED A NET
POPULATION OUT-MIGRATION DURING THE PAST FEW DECADES.
THE RECENT EMPHASIS ON RURAL DEVELOPMENT AND EFFORTS
TO CREATE ECONOMIC GROWTH IN RURAL AREAS PROVIDED A
BASIS FOR THIS EXPLORATION OF FACTS INFLUENCING FAMILY
MIGRATION.

THIS SUMMARY IS BASED ON A DOCTORAL DISSERTATION COM-
PLETED BY ROBERT H. GROVES UNDER THE DIRECTION OF
ROBERI W. MCCORMICK. DR. GROVES IS AN ASSISTANT
PROFESSOR IN THE COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE, AND
DR. MCCORMICK IS AN ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT FOR
CONTINUING EDUCATION, AT THE OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY.

SPECIAL APPRECIATION IS DUE WARREN NOLAND, ASSOCIATE
DEAN, CONTINUING EDUCATION, NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY,
LAS CRUCES; AND WILLIAM L. HULL, PROFESSOR, AGRICULTURAL
EDUCATION AND SPECIALIST, THE CENTER FOR VOCATIONAL
EDUCATION, THE OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY FOR THEIR CRITICAL
REVIEW OF THE MANUSCRIPT PRIOR TO ITS PUBLICATION.

RESEARCH HAS BEEN AN IMPORTANT FUNCTION OF THE
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION SINCE IT WAS
ESTABLISHED IN 1917. RESEARCH CONDUCTED BY THE
DEPARTMENT HAS GENERALLY BEEN IN THE FORM OF GRADUATE
THESIS, STAFF STUDIES AND FUNDED RESEARCH. IT IS THE
PURPOSE OF THIS SERIES TO MAKE USEFUL KNOWLEDGE FROM
SUCH RESEARCH AVAILABLE TO PRACTITIONERS IN THE PRO-
FESSION. INDIVIDUALS DESIRING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
ON THIS TOPIC SHOULD EXAMINE THE REFERENCES CITED IN

THE BIBLIOGRAPHY.

J. DAVID MCCRACKEN
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
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