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N . THE RURAL TURNAROUND IN OHIO: .
. - . SOME EVIDENCE RELATED 70 IMPLICATIONS -

oo o SR Donaldw. Thomas S e .
S . Douglas C. Bachtel

INI‘RODUCfION '

The nu.gratlon reversal which has been responslble for normetropolltan
'growth in certam areas  of the U.S. is no longer a new phencmenon. Smce
' fJ.rst brought to our’ attentron by Beale (1975) ' we have seen cbntmmng
’docunentatlon of growth in areas prev:.ously characterlzed by out-nugratlon
. and populatJ.on Zeclme. Whether it is called the rural renalssance, rural

rev:.val -or rural tunnaround, each n‘onth seems to br:Lng new documentatlgn :

of' 1ts ex1stence. _
o 'I‘he second generﬁtlon of research is just now appearlng onr the scene.
N l\'bst of thls :anolves galmng a greater depth of understandlng of the
recent mlgratlon patterns. We know of several "in pnogress“ research pro-
Jects with this objecj:lve, but lJ.ttle has reached prlnt at this stage o
At the AprJ.l n‘eetmg of the Populatlo%q Assoc:.atlon of AmerJ.ca :Ln‘Atlanta
we‘reported on one such’ pmject :Ln Oth ('Ihanas and Bachtel- 1978) . That
; /gape.r dealt w1th the who and why of the rural turnaround in fJ.ve Oh.lq
" OOUnt_‘LeS. The current paper frcm the same study, deals w:.th the mlpllca—
tions of the trend from an area and camrun;.ty perspectlve '
4
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The perary ObjeCthE of thlS paper 1s to make .an early assessment

i
of the mlpllcatlons of the rural- turnaround for the areas or commnities .
. involved. Obv10usly, the long range effects of the ngw growth may not
be known for same tnme. .However, we ‘should be ab]§ to make scme assess-
- ment of the potential consequences at the present time .The present { |
T research is l ly exploratory and descrlptlve, bpt is a necessary’
‘L .‘ first step which Wlll glve us a better 1dea of the questlons which need : |
to be asked and the dlrectlon for further reseqrch.

B o

SN -’I‘I{Eo‘%TIDYAREA" -

The five county area whlch serves as the . locale of the current study

.1s located in the unglacmted area of southem Oth ‘The area’ is prlmarlly

& o>~

rural w1th the city of Athens being the only 'place over ‘10, 000 in popula-.

tlon. Wlth the exception \Tf Athens . Coé'xty, the area gene.rally e?cp%lenced
3. RY . R
~e1ther slow growth or populatlonrdecllne between 1940 and 1970 Table 1

shows that aIl five countles experienced outnu.gratlon J.n the l950's and

all but Athens County lost popu.latlon through outmlgratlon in the l960's. ,

J

k& R A

E TABIE1 . .

-

Net Mlgration Rate, Five Counties,

T / ~ 195%;.60 1960-70,  and 1970~75

, Gounty N 1970-75 196070 135((—60
" Athens . 101 “UN a0s B 6.3
Gallia 90 . ¢ gs - T s
 Jackson © 7 3.8 o .-12.8 - - ¢ -6.6
b Meigs S - 6.5 . IESE- -11.6""

! Vinton' | 6.2 - -14.3 . -15.4
Source: U.S. Bureau of Te Censts (I576), Sth (1975) and USIR (19657 -

Y
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In the turnaround‘ perlod of 1_970 to*ﬂﬁ?S all countles sbut Athens have

exPer:Lenoed net. lmug;atxon. E o ; ‘ S \ et
\ A note is J.n order regardlng Athens County. ThJ.s ~county i{ a spec‘ial. '

case, d to itls beJ_ng the locat:Lon of OthsUnlversrty. 'I'he county totals

st:rongly reflect changes in enrollment at Unlvers:Lty. DurJ_ng the l960 s,

e

’ ,‘ : Oth UanEISlty was rapldly ga.m_mg enrol]ment, glvmngthens County a hlgh

' !
"mmlgratlon rate. The ea_rly 1970's was a perlod of decllm.ng enrollment and

outmlgratron. It was originally thought that Athegms County should be excluded

‘. from the study. However, 1t was felt that the decline in Athens c1ty might -

~Ba mask.mg a rural turnaround in the’ rest of the county. Subsequerrt popula- ’

’ tlon estimates fran/the Census Bureau showed ‘this to beNthe case, and Athens '

’ .

U

© was J_ncluded in the survey. ' o

Table 2 presents a series of profile statistics for the f:Lve countles., .

jtate z\verages are also J_ncluded for ccmparlson. r. _ - g o
| i - . | o k
s I > i
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probably not ‘been leavmg the area due to the relatlvely higher proportlons

N . o
oter 65 years of age. . L
]

The average educational level was one-and-a-half to two years below

I

the average, aga:m with the exceptlon of Athens County. Med_lan incame -

- was well be.low the state average and up topthree times the state norm were *

-~

under the Cengus Buregu poverty level. The area 1s predcnu_na.ntly white.
Variat’ion is in employment in the five counties. Jackson and

' V:Lnton Countles were sllghtly under the average in manufactur:mg employment ‘
with ﬂ'!! other three counties well %elow All but Athens had less whlte | .
collar euployment than average. a1l céuntles had a hlgher %nemployment
rate than the state, wlth V:Lnton County fore than double the average.

'4 ‘ L]

~ - ’

The present study :anolvbd two separate surveys. One was a survey

of recent m:Lgrants to Southern Ohlo The other was a survey of porrmuru_ty

)

1eaders in the study area. i ' B ' X | - .

-

Migrant Survey. L -

Sucty-three post offlces J.r) the flVe county study area we,re contacted.

[}

Postmasters and - rural ﬁh;.l carriers. were asked to prov1de a-list of names
and addresses of, peo%who had n‘oved mto theJ.r area s:ane 1970 Only

two of the' post offloes contacted refuseq to co—operate. This procedure A
. B B
resulted in a llSt onapprox:.mately 3500 names of new. regldmts.

¢

'I'he study was 1J.mlted to reSJ.dents of. small towns, v1llages 3‘and the

&\
ruraf open country The mdoéorated area of the three largest cities
'm the. area was ekcluded ThlS mcluded the c1t1es of Athens, GalllpOllS .

L '-Q o R . -8 .
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1

a . N “{ ' R o

[~
#i




’ . U]

'»and Jackson. Table 3 shows that no of the three c1t1es part1c1pated

in the rural turnaround to any s:.gmflcant extent. In'fact:, 7both Athens -

and Galllpolls los¢ population between’1970. ana 1975. “Jackson qrrséw?by'

onlx29\%rcentdur1ngthesameperlod AT . y

N

¢ mBIE3 . . /

Comparison of County and CJ.ty Populatlon Chapge - - .
for Athens, Jackson and Gallia CountJ.es, 1970-1975

= Percent ,Pop.ulatlon Chang—\
"Area - i - - 1970-Y975 /
Athens County ’ 75
Athens City +18.3 :
Balance of County . o A +0.8 5 -
.~ Jackson County o - e o +7.2
~ Jackson City ! Lo +2.9 - ,
_Balance of ‘County R L) ot ')“ +8.9 » /
. Gallia Cbunty P I AR A
 Gallipolis Glt% T o -5.2 = /
Balance of Coun / ) 0 #Te0 ) /
. Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census (1977) : // s
~ ‘ -~ - /4 '
_ / RN

' '-, Every

thJ.rd name of the new res:.dents llSt was selected for mclus:.on

/

/e o
1n the sample. ThJ.s resulted m a totzrl/of l 134 names, each/of whlch '_ .

repeived a

| explaln:mg

rn!:.led qﬁéstlonnalre, stamped return envelope, a.nd cover letter

the natare of the research: 'I‘he questlonnalre//éad preVJ.ously N
e

been ch.tJ.qued by colleagues and sul:mltted to'a pre-test/ by a sahple fmn

the mlgrants list. ’\ ' . o / , .

~b

The or1g1nal list of names was-'in

te proport.lon to the popu-

'latlon 51ze ‘of dach of the five countles in the study area. Thus, mo

attdtpt was. made s welght the le. Ik} add.ltlon, 1t {s the intent of

theﬁtudyﬂtofocusontheareaa af1
co§:rty results unless the findings show uhdsual dlfferentlals.

rng.on and not to spec:.fy

- e 8 o

&

X
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JI‘hree weéks after the orlglnal maJ.lJ_ng, a follow—up postcard was - \/f

A
sent to non-respondents. One m:mth later, an attempt was mw phone

a sample of ‘nom:espondents. Usmg a statewide telephone systen, 0234
.phone calls were made 'I‘hese calls, plus anformatlon on same of the ¢
przmoﬁsly returned questlonnalres, revealed a condltlon that had not
been expected, cat least not in the magnltude that ex:.sted ThlS was the
fact that many of those receJ.VJ.ng questlonnalres were not rg.rgrants in’

, ;the gende used J_n the study ) The guidelines used ,2in this ,research con-
sldered people to be. mlgrant if they had moved fram anywhere outs:.de "
the five county study area to anywhere w:.thm the five counties. Many*
of those on the new résldent llStS obtained frcm the post offlces were : »
pecple who, had moved within, the same county or with:i.n the five county '

- rng.on Many of  those contacted by telephone J.ndlcated that smce the 4
questlonsWIere almed at movers from outs1de%the area, they did not

_ return the form. | o ’, ' ) '

) Thus, a re“spo rate may b'e wl@atedQ several dlfferent ways. ;
- Of the original sample, 303 estlonryires\were {returned a response of

»

26.7 percent. Howeyer, 31 of these were frcm movers wlthm the rng.on

~
. d4 ."

4

and not migrants from outside, resultmj in 222 mgrants glVJ;ng a res-
ponse rate of 19.6 percent. - , o

' cgrl < . ) > N : . ‘ . \ . ‘~.
) %cmg addltlonal assumptlons, however, a more reali Sth rate of - $

response may be obtamed /O)f the 234 telephone calls de, 135 or 57 7

percent were normi rants. yIf the assumptlon is made tha)t thrs—J.s repre— R
{'sentat-ive of the entire resldents list, then only 42 3 percent of those N

“who recelved questlonnalres were actually elJ.glble for( the study, Only
480 of the orlglnal sample were migrants, (42“'3 percent of 1,134). The ‘ -

Yo . . e -

® 4
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SJ_nce the telephone calls were made at randan in all f:Lve count:re,s,

._-':. ot PN - /
above assumptlon would appea'r to be reasonable R // T ¢

.6~

99 mlgrants o
.1/ * 1 -~

who were telephoneC" a.nd had not - ret ed questlonnalres. A comparlson

‘\ In add%tlon, sane information was collected frcm the

- of the telephone reSpondents with tho returning questlonnalres Treveals

a minimum of dlfference. o Ty L L -
IEadGrS.-SurVey~. - v . s o S

- ) . v

Several questmns regardmg populatlon change and mJ.gratlon were
» -

mcluded in a surve)? of ccmrrunlty leaders belng conducted 1n the study

o

In tp;.s .study Athens county was. excluded fran the survey érea L |

o
“due to dlfflcultles in gett_mg co—operatlon in the: area.*" Comnum.tles' '

£

leaders in the. other four countJ.es were 1dent1f1ed by the reputﬁtlonal
approach Appriox:unabely 0 leaders from each 00unty v»ere malled‘(a pre— X
tested questléxﬁaxre. Fo low—l%as to the. leaders were made by telephone.

Y . )
R A total of 191 completed ‘&Jestlonnalres(/were obtalned w1th 45 fran -

, &inton County, ,46 from both Gall:.a and Jackson, and 52 from Melgs County. " ’
: i o~

) . .\ . . ’ a . A\ . g
S . FINDINGS‘— MIGRANT SURG%Y , \v~'w

{ . f‘

, Before detaJ,l:Lng the 59?"’1f1c f:Lnd_mgs relatedkto the .urp;lcatlons .
“of :Ln-mlgratlon, we w111 preseht a sumnary of‘ fJ.nd.Lngs regard.mg the '

mlﬁants to the study area and thelir” reasons for movmg. Jln brlef >

N

L = oz ' B . ) o - . ) ' C e oo
*For a more campleté statement on the Leadets Survey and Methodology o
See (Rohtﬁ', 1977) ' * : ¥ St
**For .a more ‘camplete analys:Ls, see (Thanas, 1978) . o .
& - ! SN > : '

L P # : SN :
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1. Mrgrants represent a full range of ages, -:but are heav:.est in the
) "25—34 age gmt.p and represent a yomgerv age structure t?ihan the .",' o

T ,"natJ.ves.‘

EE h wrth a .quarrter' eﬂployed 1n skllled blue collar ;jobs Seventeen ‘ .

v '4.':“-:‘-Iess thanteh percent of the movers /f/arm fulll t.une, but 17 ﬁercent

. 'percent hold professlonal posltlons._ }/

"‘a medlan of sllghtly over $12 000 n o : | o
P ; v SS,OOO and/cver $20 000 (17%) ' : A R

.7 The nost prevalent reaSOns glven. for mqng centered around the
e attractlveness the country or tﬂe detractlons of the c1ty

: Other ptam.nent responses mclrude returm_ng hcme and job related
_‘ - . - . ‘ / . / ‘(',. ..',.
. reasons. o o S a'f» L /’é o

8 \Qn]éof every four mgrants had been reared on a farm, wn.th ope 1n

*

>

tenralsedmametropolltan area. ' .. I . .' . S U

P4

| 9 Ahout two of’ f}ve nu.grants moved mto the study area from outsJ.de
| Oiio, wiﬂ th West Virglnla being the most prouu.nent state of orlgm.(
Of the J.n-state mlgrants/’ 20 percent moved frcm countles adjacent
/Sto the study area, and over three—fot.]rths/cane frcm'netropolltan ‘

O . a i -1 .
Em e  '1- oo 1 v K Do
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- 'a’v ~ . v
_ SN g ‘w', _ : IR S
g aréas One in. three m—state mlgrants m:)ved frtxn Franklln County . 53 :
M “_v \ :
210> Forty-three percent of the new re51dents moved J.nto the Open country
areas of the study countles. Otfher promlnent 1ocat_10ns were v111ages |
SR and' farm re51dences. I TR _ :
o 11 Nearly three of f1ve movers oW ox) are buymg a hcme About 20
e s '
’ percent owni mblle hcmes._ One quarter of the mlgrants reported
hav:.ng trouble flndmg alplace to llve when they moved
(RN - SRR ST
Three—fourt.hs'of the respondents are employed in the study area,
L w1th about 70 percent drlv:Lng lessaﬂ1an 20 mlles ‘to work. . ‘ g B ',
- ”.V;_..', /i :,l" « . ' g ) ) v , . . et . Lo s '
In &ddztion to the above prev1ously reported f:.ndmgs, we haVe ev:LdenCe N
i - ; 9 o
' related to how mrgrants v1ew the1r new catmunlty. Certalnly, the ccmpar
1sons that new res:.dents make w1th the1r prev10us res:.dences w111 have
Jmpllcatlons for the are}as of destlnatlon. - |
v : 4 ‘5 . 3 e e:'
T \._ . ‘ .- R ) .. . . v : . . . . . i . i . § .,/
CompanSon of Ccmnumty Factors . “ ,\, T R K T

) Mlgrants were asked to rate 12 ccmmmlty factors as better, the same, , o

: or worse t}an 1n thelr preV1ouS re51dence. Table 4 shows only tv»o areas _,v;:rf-_"f,r
A 3. e
where theJ.r current re51dence is substantlally better These are: a‘s‘lag;; .

place to ralse chlldren and pollutlon, both seen as better by about two— ' /
tlurds of ﬂ'xe mJ.grants. Almost equal numbers placed rec.reatlonal fac1l—

<)
1t3.es J.n the three categorles of better, the same, and worse. The cost

’

: cofllvmgulasseenasbetterbyasmallmarglnoverthosewhosaw1tas

_worse (3lpercentt024percent) | o o
L one the other sme,% almost two-thu:ds of the mlgrants thought that
‘ both jOb opportumtlesx and shopp:.ng fac111t1es were mrse than :Ln their
forrrer camtumtﬁes. ,OVer one—half said Il'edlcal serv1ces were worse.
T ’_ 3 . RS

_‘\ o . B } A . . . 4:
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Housing, eduqationagd solid waste pick-up were seen as worse by about
40 percent of the migrants. ' _. ‘ . - ' I

- . . . ~ -

Campayison of Cammunity Factors by Area Moved Fram o

. o L

Does the ccmparisgn of current and previous cammunities differ for

,rhigrants moving fram larger cities than. for other migrants? Insight on
, this can be gamed fram a cross classification of nu.grants by area}pf R
origin and th.elr assessment of oarmunlty factors.
Table 5 shows percentages of respondents in each residence éategory
| who see their current residence as better than"thelr previeus one on |
each factor. Only two factors show a majority of migrants as better
satisfied than previously. Mlgrants from all residence categories view
their current residence as a better plage to raise children, Large city

and métropolitan movers were particularly prone to see this factor as

S

Cost of living tended to be.viewed as better by the larger urban

migrants than those fram rural areas. Farm and VJ.llage migrants tended
to rate medlizal fac:.lltles bettér than urban movers. * ’ -

The obverse of the above data is presented in Table 6, where per-
| centages of mlgrants ratlng camnmlty factors as worse are Cross-
classified by area of orJ.gJ.n. ' » \

Job opportmitiés, sljoppin‘g facilities, and medibal facilities weré
generaily rated as worse by most groups. Only in tﬁe faﬁn and village |
mover categories did less than half of the respondents rate job opportun- \

ities as worse. Almost three-fourths of the migrants fram large cities,

1N
Q . S * 4o




_‘13-
study A]Jmst 78 percent of the mgrants reported haVJ.ng no housmg
problens when they moved into the area./ ' ' '
“ ‘Leaders. were asked to spec1fy the type of. housmg problems that
" new people expe.rlenced Rental problems, a general lack of housmg, and
a lack of selectlon were all mentioned by over 20 percent of ‘the leaders h
who spec1f1ed a problan area (Table lO) This is con51stent with the
problems mentjoned by mlgrants who had housmg trouble. "Their main -
complaints were that there was nothing ‘available to buy or to rent.:
Perhaps s:.gm.flcantly, the cost of housing was mentioned by less than

10 percent of eJ.ther leaders or migrants.

4

Tu

Along the lJ.fne of oost, feaders weresasked about the change".i.n pro~
perty values :m recent ye@'s Elghty—elght percent said that property
‘values had risen substantlally (Table ll) This was to be expected

since there. are few areas where J.nflatlon has not pushed values up.

Thus, leaders were then asked if they thought that the rJ.se in property
values had been _caused by the J.ncreasmg nurber Qf people moving: into

' thelr oommnutles Nearly half (47.5 percent) did not thJ.nk the )

‘ -:anrease had been caused by micjgratlon.f About' 37 percent t‘mught mt;rants
were responsible for the rise with the remainder J.ndJ.cat:Lng that they |
didn't know (Table 12). -
K

Camunity Services and Facilities

Leaders were asked to assess the change in demand for various services
and facilities in their communities. 'Tables 13 through 18 report the | .
findings on leader's perception of ‘demand for water and sewage, schools
and public officials, as well as an’ assessment of medical facilities and
changes in business activity. '

\, . | i

1
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Over 72 percent of the leaders saw a subs tial J.ncrease in ‘the.
demand for water and sewage services. - Scme of this J.ncreased demand
, )
would probably have occu),sred w1thout mmlgratlon as a z;esult of a

.,

result of the recent populatlon growth

A lesser effect is noted for school enrollment. Only about 14

percent of the 1eaders detected a substantlal increase in this area.

However, nearly half noted a sllght increase.. | This could be 'significant

R

in light of the lower }slrth rate in recent s and ‘the past history of
' out-mlgratlon fran the stud;} area. . N ‘ o
An attemprt was made to ascertain the grade level at wh_lch school
enrollment was J.ncreasmg ‘the most. However, Jov half of the respon-

! growth was tak_mg place..u
‘ ter gmwt;h\ln the elenen—

|
.
K
" Fifty-seven percent of the leaders J.ndJ.cated that there had been

dents J.ndJ.catEd that the%dldn’t know where
| Those who did respond J.nd:.cated a somewhat gr

tary grades, as opposed to hJ.gh school

a substantlal increase -in the dema.nd for serv:Lces fran 1ocal officials

. such as Townsl'u.p ‘Trustees, Sherlff, Mayor, etc. An addltlonal 36 percth

'8

noted a slight increase. R /
Ieaders were asked if the existlng medlcal facllltles were adequate .
- to serve. the needs of {:he area. Slightly less than one—halfv sald‘that
the medical facilities were less than adequate. Only thirteen percent
saw their facilities.as.‘xnore than adeqpafte." ' '
| On the sub‘jectp_of.j‘liusin‘es's activit)i,_‘ 31‘.percent noted a substantlal
increase and 35 pe'.rcent. mdlcated a slight lncrease in business activity. ’é
\ . " . ' o I
' 16 2
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When asked to spec1fy what type of bus:.ness had experlenced the greatest
' mcrease, there was a¢_,w1de varlety of responses. Aboutﬂl percent men-
tloned coal rru.nmq attivity with reta:.l stores. grocery stores, zmanufac- '
'turlng and restaurants each Sé;u.ng mentloned by between 10 and 15 percent i

?

Q'oftherespondents S , - ’ ‘17_

Acceptance,of*New.Res'idents - | ) e

, Lo
<, e

')

Leaders were asked 1f new people gen ally fél accepted by the-

{

@
camunity as a whole. Over 60 percent felt the nehccfrers were accepted

"s* '»
whlle an addltlonal 37 percent felt that they were accepted w:.th reser-

'u N

vations (Table E). . ., o B .

General Effect , T

In a fJ.nal questlon, ccmmm_lty leaders were asked in an open-
- ended questlon, what effects new people had’ on the ccrmn:lm.ty Nearly»
half of the leaders’ apparently d1d not feel strongly enough aboutothe ‘
"effects to carment at all. Seven percent said the new res:Ldents had -
‘ no effect at all a.nd 14 percent saw llttle effect. The remalnder of the
responses were categorlzed as general positive and general negatlve

f?écts., The p051t_1ve reactlons outwelghed the negatlve by about 9 to

1 (Table 20)




DES ‘ . _4? . Discussion . = . ’ g 4" /
lg@/gxe perspective, of the local oommmity," t;g e canf'be little" | 5
doubt,,that the rural turnaround represents a mlxed bless:.ng. 'I'he
J.mmgratlon reverses a trend of populatldn decllne h saw a substantlal

- . ) - “""16"4 » ' . .'r'.l ot

' out mlgratlon of young adults. It was often sald t.Lhat the type of aresd,

l

.'represented by the f1ve oountles of - the present study, was caught in a .
',,v151ans\ cycle. Because the area was depressed in eoonomlc and ,.§OCJ.:':11 \
terms, many ‘of the youth found 1t advantagous to leave the reglon. 'Ihe1r ‘

lds’s'—f'Epresented a loss of human capltal and ,meant fewer people were left

S.o support the fJ.xed c05tf of local. serv:Lces. It.also meant a loss of

i

potentlal leadershlp for orgam.zat:Lons and lnStltuthl‘lS. Thus, the*
.out mlgratlon made CI;TMHJ.tleS w1th soc1al and economic problems even

_less deSJ.rable as places to l:Lve whlch in turn gave further lnpetus to

-out mlgratlon.

~

N The new trend thus, represents a break in that v151ons cycle w1th
the prospect for an Jmproved eoonomy and mcrease/d organlzatlonal and
mstltutlonal v1ab111ty. S EE .'; o e \
| 'I‘he other 51de of the mJ.xed blessmg is the potentlal for confllct
between natJ.ves and NEWCOomers. Sorenson (197%/) ’suggests that newcomers
may war;t to llm.lt new: growth ’whlle the leadershlp of the commmity,~
partlcularly as represented by the Chamber of Comneroe, w1ll want to
foster: development. This would be‘*‘oons:Lstant Wlth the notion that each {j

7 N
.mlgrant wants 6 be the lest new resident m an area, preserving’ the small

‘rural chara er of the oonmumty _

There is, however another possxb:.l:.ty The migrants may be the
ones who press for ghan es. For example, the mlgrants m&ut dec:Lde that




_be viewed negatlvely by the orlgmal populace. v

of their new camuru.tles than pos:LtJ.ve Ones, when ccnpared with

f‘housmg and education were not favorably compared by the mlgrants.

. my

L

they want serv:Lces equ.walent to what ex_lsted in, the urban areas. that

Y

SR
they left. Th.1s could be in the form of more modern' school }acﬁ\ltles, .
I

water and’ sewage projects, -garbage collectlon, 'mproved medJ.cal fac:Ll:Lt:Les,

h " o
' etc\ The resultant tax increases to prowide for these serv1ces mlght weil

v
~ e .

t\ It would seem to the authors that tl‘ﬁ consequences of the turnaround-

- will depend upon a number of factors. One of these is the characterastlcs

-of the ‘migrants in the stream The age, educatlon, income, origin, .

~

occupatlon, etc. status of the mlgrants will be slgnlflcant factors. In’
addltlon, how the mlgrants view thelr new oozmumty and how the natlves '

view the ﬁswconers will help to determJ.ne the relatlonshlps which Wlll

>

en‘erge as tme passes. .

'/ Prom the present study,. there are scme contributions to each of the

above .factors. Flrst, the mgrant stream 1s not honogenous on any of

\

the social or economic cha.racterlstlcs. ) Whlle they are younger than the

native populatlon, they represent the full age spectrum.. “The mlgrants

are not, as same had feared "all over 65 years SE .and movmg for retlre- -
9 2 / .
ment. LJ_kemse, there is a mxture of occupatlons, mcomes and educata.on

There is also vanatlon in areas of origin of mgrants They are not all

. from metropoTi’t/an areas, ‘nor are. they all ﬂ:m areas adlacent to the ¢

' turnaround reglon ThlS would seem to J.ndlcate a greater potentlaq. far

posltlve implications than 1f, the mlgrants were homogaqeous on these

characterlstlcs. o )
. \
A more negatlve v:Lewpomt mlght emerge from the data on the mlgrants'

J

‘v1ews ‘?f-’thelr new comnunltles. 'I‘he mlgrants had more negative views ¥,

"

prev:Lous res1dences. &.i’h facitors as job opportunities,. medical fac111t1es,

[

19
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Ha'?ver, ‘the fact that over. four—flfths of the mlgrants J_ndlcated that

P

they plan to stay J.n their new ccmmn’u.tles oould be taken as an ~
L ]

J.ndlcatlon that’ they do not see these factors~as off-settmg the po tlve |

aspects of the reglon. Neveﬂ:heless, the mlgrants uld be a force in -

x

‘ 'efforts to brmg about ch%nges in the factors ‘that’ they see as less
[ 38

. deslrable than those to whlch they were accdgstorred
'I‘he thlrd component of- th_‘LS Jmpllcatlons matrlx, howy.he oomnunlty
V1ews the mgrants, is also mxed The oonmum.ty leaders surveyed here

‘ ) dld not see the mlgrants as: prlmarlly responsmle for mcreas::ng property . .
' : A
-Values, nor d1d t.hey overwl'?lmmgly note J_ncreased demands on commm:.ty

servr@s. They noted some increases in demand in axeas such as schools,

medical faCl'll_tleS,. husmess aCth.‘Ltyf etc. 'I'here dld not seem to be
a stron;; feelmg .ag-;ainst the newcomers, in fact, the opposite attitude
seemedtobeev:.dent o B . | .

Ao '_ : In sunmar.y the final word on J.mpllcatlons of the rural turna.round .
in Southern Ohio will degaﬁ on the pasage of tJ.me and on nore definitive

. comnunlty and ml’gratlon research It seems safest to say at this pomt,
that the rural. turnaround -is nelther the panacea for the problems’j that

- have faced th1s area for decades nor is. 1t the dlsmptlve J_nfluence

that some mght have antlc:Lpated ' . ,

; 4
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. . ) TA%LE 4‘ - o o
o o Ccmpanson of Current and P?revlous - o~
L@ TTes Res:. ces on gelected Community Factors ° T s
T SO R . e ) SIS
T 'Facto'r’ o Number - ' Percent U
Better Same - Worse Total Better Saue\,Worse __Total’J
Aa'équate Hous:.ng xf .29 - 88\ 95 2& A3.7 41 g’ 44.8 l_O(')'.O'
~Job Opportunltlfs 25 4R 138 210, ) 11. 9 R2:4 65,._7_' '100.0
e Recreational ** ST 7 < 'Q .
Facilities yZ! 65  7r' 210 35 2 30.9 % 33.8  100.0
Pollution . ' '136 ‘44 31 ¢ 211 64.5 © 20.9 - 14.7 © 100.0
Cost of lemg / 67 95 51 213 31,5 44.6 -23.9 ° 100.0
.Schools 46 78 82 - 206 22.3 37.9 39.8° -100.0
Solid Waste e _ - S
' Pickup 29 - 98 83 210  13.8 . 46.7 . 39.5 - }(o.o
) PlacetoRaJ.se ' N - . ' B
{_ Children 139 46 25 210 Gf"z 21.9 - 11.9 " 100.0
\}:d%cil Serv1ces 31 67 115 213 4.6 315 540 100.0
1g10u$/ Facil- | ‘ o o - R
ities 35 150 25" 210 16.7_ 71.4 11.9  100.0
Welfare Services 30 I22 33 185 16.2  65.9  17.8 100.0.
Shopping Facil- " - e .
ities - 25 . 50. 13 213 1.7 -23.5 -64.8 100.3)
v . e 4 .- - 2 } '
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' - 2!" -
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TABLES " .
Vs ;L ‘ ' ‘ § ' ‘ i
o Conparison ot Cmrmmlty Factors by Hres doved Fr: T
Do PefcentRatl ac rsasBetter’IbanmPrevm Canmmty 9“, L .
,/. | AR o b ' |”‘ | T R \r

| : o . . ’ 4 U ' N . .

T J'- ‘ : Area Moved From N

BRI actor ¢ Open ' v 1 . Idrge Metro- : .
J . k/ﬁann _Cownty Vrllage LMo City City “politai  fotal

Cwshg ol B 95 U3 BS a4l w4 137

© o Job Opportumities N0 B0 90 15 L9 188 66 119

. Recreationa) Fac‘i‘litiesl' A R B0 mg CME B3 w3 B2,
7 Pollﬁfion','. \333"- 56.5. . 6. "'51..9. -1 64 P, s
 Cost of Living a0 w1 mg 1.0 }."37‘.7 | 68 35.SX T .

Edu’catlon--School) B3T 00 me o s1 pa B4 By

Solid Haste Pickp .20.,'0 N BlB0 4p '7.‘?7 ‘ | ‘

Mace to baise (hildren 66,7 2.2 0.0 g 9)

Wil Pcilities B3 130 . ml g5 51 S Bl ug

Pehgimspacumes‘ B3O8 B0 95 ag o me 67

. : ¢ B T | ".‘. o ‘.‘» l : -~
Welfare Servmes By %l .8 -~ 167 56 20.0 16,2
%mg Fac111t1es . 20,0 B0 w8 4.8 9.6 05 97 wr
ﬂ LN 2 : o
! ' , \ i \ ‘
0 | o ‘s r
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TABLE 7

4

. ‘ '
‘ Plans To Stay in the Area

Years ' Numbe_r Percent’
Plan to Stay Under 2 Yeafs 33 5.9
Plan to Stay 2 to 5 Years 27 12.3
Plan to Stay 5 Q?'btme Yéaﬁs 179 _§l;z‘#
Total 2 100.0

\



TABLE 8
¢ : .
Leaders Perception of Pppulation Change

| ‘Population Change ' Number : ____Percent
" Growi#§ Rapidly 26 | 4.2
" Growmg Slouly o 91 | . 49.7
Little or No Change ‘ 5'1 . ‘ 27.9

v

Losing Slowly LE - .15 8.2
Iosing Rapidly o .0 T 0.0
’ . ‘ i v
Total : 183, ~  100.0
<
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TABLE 9
‘ Extent of Housing Pfoblems -
. = ‘\

Problems ‘ Number Percent
'Experienc_:e Frequent Problems _ 77 ~ 42.5
Experience Problems Fairly Often - 52 y 28.7
Experience Occasional Problems 45 —24.9
Rarely Have Problems 7 3.9

Total 181 100.0

-
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. ' o . TABLE 10

_ Type of Housing Problems
B S
- S Y

Type . .  Number’ Percent

Rental Problems . 33 - 23.2
. General Lack of Housing 2 2
Lower Quality S P 2 155
Lack of Selection  5 . C 30 21
" High Cost o 14 9.9
Other - ' T R X

Total . w13 F 10000

A ‘ '
AN h s ¢ .
E “ o
. i
A .t
- . ’-
Ty / ® .
-
),
‘e -
-
v -~ N
5
%
o &
4 i
. .
e 5 -
i
/ < L4
e
. .
- - " - «

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



¥ ) /-
- e TABLE 11

- 'Change in Property Values

L

Property. Values " Number

Risen Substa;lt_ially . 163
' Risen Slightly - 22
' No Change — S 0

fotal - | ) 185
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, ) €ABLE 12

Change in Property Value as Caused by Migrants

oo e

Cause L y L ' Number ' l Peréent
Caused by Migrantsw : 67 . . 3616

Not Caused by Migrants. > gy 47.5.

A T . 29 158

SN D .
Total ... . D 183 +100.0 -
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. s TABLE 13

s . , P
Change in Dana’ndpn‘Wate_r'arﬂ Sewage 'Facilities
9 ' | _ , T

Change s °  Number v ~Percent

~

Substaqtlal Increése . 132, 4 | 72.1
Slight Increase o 34 o 18.6;’

Decrease B | r . 08
o / 57

T Mo Change . & _ ‘
, . A DR B
. Don't Know S \\\"’ 1;*\;\ ) 6.6

Total . S 183 o 100.0°




~ TABIE 14

Change iﬁ'Schook’ﬁnrollmbnt

LY L]

'Change‘ o, .Number . _-J* - Percent

| $ubsténtial.Increése . | 25 - ~13.6 .

Slight:IhcreaSé : B . 90 S 48.9
: \b\&?f'- . 15.8

Decrease - - | 12 o 6.5

. WNo Chan’ge

o

pon't Know y 28 15.2.

Total -~ e 184 - 100.0
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~ . TABIE 15 o
Change in Demand on Iocal Officials s~
!/'\ " . . .. - . ’ n o )

_Change E ’ T Nurber _ Percent )

S@é%ﬁal~IQCm;é | ) ' vll'OS_ : / L -dzjl
 Slight Increase /i 67 364
Pecrease. .3 L

Don'tKQ')ow v ST h _43

Total T 100.9
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-  TABLE 167 . )
-4 . : " . * ’ T
Adequacy of Medical Fagilities ,

L g

* d - l. v ) = . ‘ v
Adequacy g Number < . Percent

More Than Adeqiate =~ ® . 24 _ o131 Y
AMequate  ® - 7 73 © 39,9
less Than Adequate - 86 . - .47:0

¥ mtar . o 183 100.0
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- Change in Business Activity

v

=~

¥

Substantial Increase - o 58

> wn

'Slight'Iriérease' o 65

Change =~ o~ v Number

\

" Little or No Increase | o 33

Don't Know -~ 2 2

~ Total T - 185

'+ ' Percent

31.4
- 35.1
17.8
‘27
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L

Type of'Business Increase
. o ! .

. -

. TABLE 18 = - *

‘Coal Mining  .% .~ . 37
. : AN .

General Retail - . . .26 .

Grocery Stores - ‘/ T . - 25 )

Manufacturing - s '.,_v .20

_ Restaffants o 18
'Banking n ' o : -9
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 .TABLE 19

; E

tance of New Pé@ple ¢

Acceptance

Accepted

Accepted with Reservation

Not Accepted

B
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o l'-,‘ - ' o '
* + . General Cammumnity Effects

L v : ' .
. .

Effect- _ B B _ Number Percent - .
No Answer - . | . ' e 48,2

Mo Bffect T . .13
Little Effect '

Genéral 'vac’Ssiﬁivéa‘-yEffeét-' f;, -~ 53

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

General Negative: Effect
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