



























































APPALACHIAN POETRY

by Betsy McGee

Ms. McGee’s poetry on Appalachia basically
has one theme, a longing to return home. Her
poems speak in many voices.

The Author and Advocate staff wish to
thank the following publications in which these
poems first appeared: Second Summer and
Fifth Summer. The Summers are the anthology
of student works at the Jesse Stuart Creative
Workshop, Murray State University, Murray,
Kentucky.

WAITING

Sad-eyed people in smiles
artificial flower,

bright,

wait in the Cincinnati Bus Station
with paper suitcases and plastic
baby dolls,

for night Greyhounds

to Chattanooga and all points
South,

DREAM MAKER

City-planted hill boy

poses catlike

beneath a netless hoop.,
balances

eyes

shoots,

No swish of air through the net,
only flap of soiled curtains
from tenement windows;
So what! Who cares!

Two points is two points
and dreams can weave nets.

WIND WHISPERS

The wrinkled, old woman in the city
Looks at the world through eyes of pity,
For grandchildren, who dance over broken
glass,

Across boards, left to rot in the sun,

Who never will know air, sweet with spring
scent

Of purple lilac and meadow mint,

Snow, white not misty gray

And wind, singing a soft song

When night touches day;

Often in city still,

She sits at the window

To whisper words on the night wind,
Begging to go home just once again,

MOVIE REVIEW
by Loretta Earls

I knew Harlan County, U.S.A. was no
ordinary film. What with an Academy Award
and many words of praise from various news
media and acquaintances, 1 knew this film was
going to be something special. And, it was.

Harlan County, U.S.A. is a story of all Appala-
chian people not just the one coal mining town
depicted in the film. The mining conmumunity’s
struggles, defeats, successes and ultimate betrayal
portrays what Appalachians, in one form or
another, share as a common bond. No one is
immune,

The film deals with a strike by local miners
to bring the United Mine Workers into their mine
in Harlan County. Picket lines are soon set up and
the Company calls on their strike breaker to deal
with the miners, The women of the miners
organize and support their men. They walk
picket lines, demonstrate against the Company
and defend themselves with their own weapons
when violence erupts,

After years of striking and the death of a
miner, the people reach their goal. A union is
formed. The miners go back to work and for
the first time, they’ve got a contract. But, just
a few short months later, a new contract is
drawn up by the U.M,W. with the coal companies.
There is dissent as many feel the U.M.W. has
sold out to the Companies, but the contract is
voted on and ratified by the locals, How much
has really changed?

As I mentioned earlier, this is a film about
the Appalachian people. There are no scenes of
beautiful mountains, no bubbling brooks, no
mountain crafts on display, but lots of people
struggling to survive and be treated fairly. It is
these Appalachian people who are the power and
driving force in this important documentary.

Note: Urban Appalachian people in Cincinnati
supported the Brookside strike. The Appala-
chia Women’s Organization sponsored a rally
attended by members of the Brookside Women’s
Club. Shortly after, a Brookside Strike Sup-
port Committee was formed which held fund-
raising rallies, gained support of union locals,
attended the frameup trial of picketers which
is in the film, and organized a caravan of 150
people to show solidarity and help stop an
eviction of Brookside families.

PHYLLIS SHELTON DEFENSE
by Mike Henson

On a morning near the end of March, Phyllis
Shelton, a worker for the Urban Appalachian
Council, and her friend Debbie Wilson, were on
their way to Taft High School in the inner-city
of Cincinnati, They didn’t make it that morning.
Halfway between their homes in Over-the Rhine
and the school they were stopped and charged
with auto theft, and held in Juvenile Detention
Center until their families could post a bond,
Phyllis was also charged with two traffic charges.

Both young women are good students and
steady workers, and neither of them had been
near the wrecked stolen car. But they had been
picked up because they roughly fit the description
given by witnesses.

Many people feel this was a deliberate frame-
up because of the prejudice local police hold
against Appalachians (in particular in the Shelton
family) and because Phyllis had refused to back
down on a complaint stemming from a previous
police attack on her home in which she, her
mother, her brother, and a neighbor were beaten.
In articles in Voices community newspaper
Phyllis had spoken out strongly against police
harrassment of neighborhood youth,

A defense committee was formed by the
UAC, Voices, the Heritage room Advisory Committee,
the East End Alternative School, and others
to raise funds, interview potential witnesses, find
a strong lawyer, and provide support the day of
the trial. Nearly forty people took part in
one way or another.

All charges were eventually dismissed. The
following is Phyllis’s statement:

The charge of Unauthorized Use of a
Motor Vehicle was dismissed on myself,
Phyllis Shelton, and Debbie Wilson. The
tickets were also dismissed.

The reason for the dismissal was lack
of a key witness (the owner of the stolen
car) and lack of having a strong case against
us. Anather reason for the victory was
strong support from Voices and the UAC.

I thank everyone at Voices and the Urban
Appalachian Council for their strong support
and confidence.

The Juvenile Court proscecutor could have
tried Phyllis on the tickets, but the committee and
the families of the young women had brought
seven witnesses and over fifteen other supporters
to the trial, so he backed down,

The success of this effort shows that frame-
ups can be fought.

FRANK FOSTER LIBRARY REORGANIZED

The Frank Foster Library, featuring the
largest collection of information on Appalachian
migrants and urban Appalachians in the Cin-
cinnati area, is currently undergoing a reorgan-
ization, The absence of a library assistant has
recently allowed the library to get out of
order. Maria Dodson, who has rejoined the UAC
staff after a five month absence, is straightening
out that problem.

“I’m putting the books back in alphebetical
order,” Maria said, “and seeing that they’re
where they’re supposed to be. A lot of books
are overdue and should be returned. That makes
other people have to wait longer to get materials
they need.”

“We are going to develop some new rules for
the use of the Frank Foster Library’’, Maria added.
Those rules will cover how to use the library, who
can use the library, the check-out procedure, the
amount of time materials can be checked out,
fines for overdue materials, and procedures for
turning materials back in. The rules formulated
will be posted in the library for users to read and
become familiar with.

“I like working in the library™, Maria concluded.
“Everything is so interesting, so I look at the books
as [ reshelve them. I hope a lot of people continue to
use the library because it is so valuable.”

CINCINNATI BLACK AND
APPALACHIAN MUSICIANS
PROJECT

Roscoe Morgan and James “Pigmeat™ Jarrett
have teamed up under a CETA program in Cin-
cinnati to play country and blues for school and
community groups. The project shows how Black
and Appalachian music relate to each other and
demonstrates the roots of today’s music.

Roscoe, a member of the Urban Appala-
chian Council, recently delivered a truck-load
of clothing to Pineville-area flood victims, along
with Dave Pinson, another Cincinnati Appalachian
musician, The clothing had been collected by
Cincinnati Appalachians.

URGE TO WRITE?

Would you like to volunteer your time and
talents writing prose, poetry, research, and news
articles for the Advocate? Call Carol Price at
221-7396.

































TABLE 1A

NUMBER OF OUT-MIGRANTS TO OTHER COUNTIES WITHIN THE SAME SEA,
TO CONTIGUOUS SEA’S AND TO NONCONTIGUOUS SEA’S, BY
METROPOLITAN AND NONMETROPOLITAN SEA'S,
SOUTHERN APPALACHIANS, 1955-60

Met. Areas
Number Percent

Total
Number Percent

Non-Met. Areas
Number Percent

Total Number of
QOut-Migrants,
S. Appalachians

1,481,909 100.0 393,984 100.0

1,087,925 100.0

Intra Area 188,676 12.7 20,356 5.2 168,320 155

Contiguous Areas 363,298 24.5 86,867 22.0 276,431 25.4

Going beyond

contiguous areas 929,935 62.8 286,761 72.8 643,174 59.1
TABLE 1B

NUMBER OF OUT-MIGRANTS TO OTHER COUNTIES WITHIN THE SAME SEA,
TO CONTIGUOUS SEA'S AND TO NONCONTIGUOUS SEA’S, BY
METROPOLITAN AND NONMETROPOLITAN SEA'S,

SOUTHERN APPALACHIANS, 1965-70

Total Met. Areas Non-Met. Areas
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Total Number of
Out-Migrants
S. Appalachians 1,376,593 100.0 402,891 100.0 973,702 100.0
Intra Area 161,340 117 10,682 2.6 150,658 15.5
Contiguous Areas 341,399 24.8 97,020 241 244379 251
Going beyond
contiguous areas B73,854 635 295,189 733 578,665 59.4

The peak of migration from Ap-
palachia, particularly Eastern Kentucky,
to Southwest Ohio was heaviest during
the late forties and the fifties. Although
not generally recognized as such, this
migration was of considerable conse-
quence for the entire Southwest Ohio
region. Itaccounted for one-fifth of all of
Southwest Ohio's inmigration in fifties,
and for some areas, like Hamilton, more
than one-quarter of all of its migrants
were from Appalachia (Table 2).
Although overall migration to Southwest

Ohio increased during the sixties, the
number of Appalachian migrants as well
as their proportion decreased; however,
still maintaining a significant influence
upon the migration system of the
Southwest Ohio area.

Cincinnati is typical of this pattern as
over twenty-one percent (21%) of its
migrants were from Appalachia during
the fifties, with over sixty-two percent of
those migrating from three areas in
Eastem Kentucky, and most of these
from the coal mining counties. The six-

ties found only halfas many people leav-
ing Appalachia for Cincinnati and only
fifty percent of these were from Eastern
Kentucky and only thirty percent (30%)
from the coal mining counties.
Therefore, one of the big changes in this
migration system of Appalachia to
Southwest Ohio is the decline of
migrants coming from Eastern Kentucky
in general. Although one-sixth of
Eastern Kentucky’s population left dur-
ing the sixties, this is only one-half the
rate which left during the fifties, when an

TABLE 3

NO. AND TYPES OF AREAS CONTRIBUTING

TO S.W. OHIO MIGRATION SYSTEM

Criterion 1 10 1
Criterion 2 9 8
Criterion 3 7 4

Total 26 13

55-60 65-70
Southern Ohio Southern Ohio
Non- Appala- Appala- Non- Appala- Appala-
Total Metro Maet chian chian Total Metro Met chian chian
9 3 2 9 1 8 2 3
1 1 0 16 8 8 2 3
3 2 1 8 4 4 9 1
13 6 4 33 13 20 6 6

This pattern differs somewhat in 1965-
70, where one sees that eight non-
metropolitan areas are selected by
criterion 2, as well as eight metropolitan
ones. And the significant fact of these
non-metropolitan areas is that five are
Appalachian and the other three are
non-metropolitan areas which are very
close to the Southwest Ohio region, one
being in Kentucky and the other two in
Ohio.

If one considers the primary selective
criterion to be 1, as we do, then we clear-
ly see the Appalachian influence upon
the Southwest Ohio system for both
1955-60 and 1965-1970. The major
changes under criterion 1 saw 5 areas
change on 1965-1970 and Ohio Ap-
palachian area was added, whereas two
eastern Kentucky areas and two Ohio
Appalachian areas were predominant
for both decades.

Here it should be pointed out that for
most migration systems of metropolitan
areas, the predominant type of migration
is intermetropolitan. Intermetropolitan
migration is of course, of adifferent type
than the rural to metropolitan migration,
of which Appalachian to Southwest
Ohio represents. In general, in-
termetropolitan represents much less
change for an area as most of thistypeis
change in job status, whereas so much
of Appalachian migration represents
more of a change for the migrantand the
area. This points out even more the ma-
jor significance of Appalachian migra-
tion to Southwest Ohio, as it is the only
non-metropolitan migration which is not
from nearby local areas. This trend ex-
ists for 1965-1970, as well as 1955-1960.
The basic changes between the two
decades were under criterion two where
non-metropolitan areas were selected as
important stream system components,
and these were mostly Appalachian
areas, both Southern and Ohio. There
were also some tendency for Ap-
palachian areas outside of Kentucky,

like WV4 and VAT, to be less significant
in 1965-70. However, these were becom-
ing more significant in the stream
systems of Columbus and Cleveland as
the migrants were following more close-
ly the patterns established in the fifties
for these areas.

At this point, it would probably be in-
structive to point out some of the major
components of the Southwest Ohio
stream system for 1955-60 and 1965-70,
and note their significance. Under
criterion one for both periods all com-
ponents are nearby Ohio, Kentucky and
Indiana non-metropolitan areas, except
the more distant Appalachian areas of
Eastern Kentucky, and the one nearby
metropolis of Columbus which provides
the largest single stream of migrants to
Southwest Ohio for both decades. The
only changes see Ky 5 drop out of the
system for 1965-70 and Ohio 4 and In-
diana 4 were added. The major national
metropolises which are involved in most
metropolitan migration stream systems
are selected under criterion 2 for both
time periods, and the ones in the
Southwest Ohio system are New York,
Cleveland, Pittsburgh, Detroit, Chicago
and LosAngeles.All contribute less than
three percent each of the total inmigra-
tion of Southwest Ohio, and their
proportions remained pretty much the
same for both decades. A near-by local
metropolis important to Southwest Ohio
for both periods isthatof Indianapolis. A
significant point for the 1955-60data un-
der criterion 2 is that only one non-
metropolitan areawas included, and that
was the Appalachian coal fields area of
WV 4. Of course, the key change to occur
in 1965-70 was the addition of the nearby
Ohio, Kentucky and Indiana non-
metropolitan areas, as well as the Ap-
palachian areas in Ohio and Eastern
Kentucky. Practically all of the compo-
nent streams contribute from one to
three percent each of Southwest Ohio’s
migrants, with the significant exceptions

of Columbus, which contributed 6.1% in
1955-60 and 7.7% in the 1965-70 period,
and Kentucky areas 6,8,9 which con-
tributed 4.0, 3.7, and 5.7 percent respec-
tively for the 1955-60 time.

A concluding summary should be evi-
dent from our forgoing discussion of the
data. The Southwest Ohio migration
system is composed of three main types
of migration: (1) national metropolitan
which are components of all
metropolitan migration systems, (2)
nearby local metropolitan and non-
metropolitan streams, and (3) the only
significant local, non-metropolitan
migration streams are from Appalachia,
particularly Eastern Kentucky. The
Southwest Ohio area during the sixties
became more of a destination center for
the nearby rural areas in the forties and
fifties. This migration will continue, as
will the intermetropolitan migration, The
Appalachian migration has slowed
somewhat, asithas for all areas, but con-
tinues to be the most significant rural in-
fluence upon the Southwest Ohio
region. People will continue to seek a
better way of life as they increase their
chances of better paying and more
secure jobs in the Southwest Ohio area.
The government, service agencies,
police, schools and employers need to
know and appreciate the numbersof Ap-
palachians in their area and should
attempt to understand, appreciate, and,
at least tolerate, the unique Appalachian
culture which is now part of Southwest
Ohio because of the decades of migra-
tion and those unique behaviors, at-
titudes and values which traveled with
the migrants from Appalachia, par-
ticularly Eastern Kentucky.

Clyde B. McCoy
James S. Brown
Virginia McCoy Watkins













family throughout the week. In
Perry County respondents said that
parents are of equal importance
whereas in Cincinnati the mother
is the significantly stronger figure.

Under patriotism we found out
that there did not exist a “blind"
patriotism. A significantly higher
ratio of Perry County respondents
(29.6%) as compared to the Cincin-
nati sample (9.1%) felt that the
Army was bad.

When asked whether they would
like to work for the military when
they grow up, more urban children
(70.8%) indicated that they would
than did the rural Appalachian
children (40.7%). This disdain for
the military was unexpected in
Perry County since the region is
nationally known for its successful
rate of military recruitment.
Breathit County, adjoining Perry
County, had such a high volunteer
response to fill its military quotas
during World War 1I that there was
no need for the draft throughout
the interim of the war.,

Both groups were found to have
very similar educational values.
The students sampled intend, by
and large, to finish high school.
Comparing the results of questions
dealing with self-worth, it alse
showed a high degree of similarity
between both groups. Sixty percent
of the students in both groups rated
themselves as very high self-worth
people.

The students do not appear to
have euphoric expectations about
their futures. The results show one-
third seeing themselves living about
the way their parents are living

Urban Appalachian Council
Room 304, 1015 Vine Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

and one-third feeling they might
live better than their parents,

An extremely large percentage of
both groups voiced a belief in God
(100% of rural sample). Both
groups stated that aside from this
belief in God, they also practiced
their religion. There are some sig-
nificant differences in Bible reading
with a substantially larger group in
Cincinnati (25.0% vs. 11.1%) stat-
ing that they never read the Scrip-
tures. The same difference surfaces
between both groups in the fre-
quency of prayer, with a higher
number of urban students (15.5%
vs. 5.1%) rtesponding that they
never pray.

We asked questions to explore
possible differences in the manner
in which students from both sites
viewed their local environment. It
was felt by the project team that
information from such questions
would be important to gain insight
into factors for value maintenance.

Two questions were asked about
people in the neighborhood envir-
onment. The first question dealt
with drunkards. Roughly half of
both rural and city students (52.5%
and 46.6%) thought that people
who are drunk should be put in
jail until they are better. 36.4% of
the Perry County sixth graders
thought that drunkards were “sick
and in need of a doctor,” while
29.3% of their Cincinnati peers
indicated that drunkards were
“funny to look at and should be
left alone.”

The second question dealt with
feelings toward drug pushers. Re-
sponding to the question, “People

who sell drugs are — " 94.9%
of the Perry County students said
that these people are bad, while
81.0% of the urban students agreed.
There was a significant number of
the Cincinnati respondents (15.5%
compared to 0.0% in Perry County)
who felt that people who sell drugs
are "just making a living like every-
one else.”

We observed from these previous
examples that values that are
needed to maintain psychological
strength in the area of identity are
kept. On the other hand values
which deter the smooth functioning
in the urban setting are dropped.

Further investigation into present
Appalachian values was indicated
by the results of the project. Per-
haps due to the increasing acces-
sibility of the area (at least in the
Southeastern Kentucky area), the
traditional values that have been
outlined for the region seem to be
either breaking down or shifting in
importance. It must be emphasized
that these findings should not be
generalized, since they relate only
to two groups of school children.

Additional research is needed to
compare the values of Appalachian
migrants and residents to other
Americans to discover if there are
truly value differences between
these groups.

(A copy of this complete paper
is available in the offices of the
Urban Appalachian Council.)

DETLEF B. MOORE
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Institute for
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Demographic And Socioeconomic Characteristics Of
Appalachian Migrants Living In

I. Introduction

The major migration streams to
cities in southwest Ohio historic-
ally have included a large propor-
tion of Southern Appalachians
(McCoy, Brown and Watkins, 1975).
During the period 1955-1960, the
percentage of Southern Appalach-
ians in the total migration stream
was approximately 20 percent for
Dayton, 26 percent for Hamilton,
Ohio, and 22 percent for Cincinnati,
The greater number of these mi-
grants came from the eastern coun-
ties in Kentucky. Recently, the
stream of Appalachian migrants has
declined. The abatement of the mi-
grant stream could signal the end of
a historical era in rural to urban
migration in the United States.

This report, based upon prelimi-
nary analyses of a survey sponsored
by a Dayton social service organi-
zation’, examines the demographic
and sociceconomic characteristics
of Appalachian residents in a 26
census tract area called East Day-
ton. It is hoped that these findings
will further enlighten scholars on
the adjustment of Appalachian mi-
grants currently living in the central
core of many metropolitan areas in
the North Central region.

The interview schedule contained
a special set of questions for re-
spondents who identified them-
selves as Appalachian. Appalachian
respondents are categorized on the
basis of years of residence in the
Dayton area. What follows is a
brief summary of the character-
istics of Appalachians in East Day-
ton controlling for the residential
status - of the respondent. These
characteristics include the follow-
ing: age of respondent, sex compo-
sition, marital status, educational

attainment, family income, source
of income, type of dwelling, tenure
of respondent in dwelling, and visi-
tation frequency of Appalachia,

A breakdown by residential
status indicates a large amount of
respondents in East Dayton have
lived in the Dayton area for over
fifteen years (70.6%). Considerably
fewer respondents have lived in
Dayton for ten to fifteen years
(8.6%), five to ten years (7.3%),
one to five years (3.4%), and under
one year (1.2%).

Of the 4500 persons who identi-
fied themselves as Appalachian,
6.8% had lived all their life in the
Dayton area. These are thought to
be second generation migrants who
desire to retain cultural identity.
This subgroup is included in the
Appalachian sample for compara-
tive purposes to observe if an entire
life outside the geographical area of
Appalachia improves the social and
economic adjustment to urban
areas. There are several weak-
nesses to this approach. First, we
are relying on the respondent's
self-selection as an Appalachian,
Second generation Appalachians
who want to assimilate may not
claim such an identity. Secondly,
the analysis is limited to second
generation migrants living within a
predefined area. Furthermore, most
analytic purposes are restricted be-
cause characteristics of migrants
are obtained not before or at the
time of migration, but usually after
migration has occured. This point
is noted by Goldscheider (1971:
304). In his words: “. . . it is im-
possible to discern the exact time
relationship between migration and
the characteristic under investiga-
tion or to reconstruct whether a

East Dayton

sequence or relationship exists."”
The data from this survey is similar
to the census in that the only
description present is the current
life situation of the migrant and not
prior characteristics at various tem-
poral units before and during one
or more migratory acts.

II. Demographic Characteristics

The first demographic character-
istic (Table One) is average age (in
years) by migrant status. The high-
est mean age was for migrants liv-
ing in the Dayton area for over fif-
teen years. The remainder of the
migrant statuses produced a mean
age of almost ten years younger
than this group, with the youngest
migrant group, five to ten years in
Dayton, 36.8 years of age. Exclud-
ing the non-migrant group (lived
entire life in Dayton) it appears
that if we calculated a mean age of
arrival for each migran category,
that longer-term migrants living in
East Dayton community moved to
Dayton at an earlier age than the
more recent migrant groups. The
mean age of arrival in the Dayton
area for migrants “fifteen years or
more'" was under 27 years while
those migrants living in Dayton for
less than a year average just under
43 years. In fact, an inverse trend
is clearly evident, the longer one
has lived in Dayton, the younger
the age of arrival in Dayton.

The sex composition of migrants
has been less selective than age and
less uniform over time and place.
Some diversity by sex does exist.
There is a higher proportion of fe-
males among the more recent ar-
rival groups (i.e., those with five or
less years of residence in Dayton)
and migrants with fifteen or more

Urban Appalachian Council
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TABLE ONE

MIGRANT STATUS AND SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONOMIC
CHARACTERISTICS, APPALACHIAN SAMPLE, EAST DAYTON, 1975

(IN PERCENTAGES)

Characteristic

Percent Under 12 Years

Percent Owning or Buying

Percent Living in Single

Mean Age (in Years)....cccoeiinnunn...
Percent Female ....cioieicorerieaceiaaneinn
Percent Married ...ooerceeeereiceee.
Percent Separated/Divorced ..............

DF EQUCOION! .ovisiqmmssnssruiesion snintibats
Percent with College Education.......
Percent Under $3,000 . oooeoeeeemeeeeaenee.
Percent Over $7,000 ooooeeeoooioeeeaeee

HOUSING UnID S s orumasesosiasisgssins

Family Housing Unit .....ccooeeeeel

MIGRANT STATUS IN DAYTON AREA

Under One to S5to 10 10to 15
One Year 5 Years Years Years
43.4 40.4 36.8 40.9
57.1 67.3 539 52.6
62.5 68.6 84.9 82.4
12.5 7.1 3.0 6.6
51.9 44.5 45.5 43.6
5.6 9.7 11.2 8.2
37.0 29.3 26.6 28.1
59.3 52.4 51.9 52.4
34.4 30.1 42.4 50.0
71.7 54.8 458 61.2

Over Entire Total
15 Years Life Sample
52.6 43.0 49.3
55.2 45.8 54.7
73.9 83.2 75.8
5.9 2.3 5.6
559 27.1 51.7
6.7 17.8 8.0
295 22.4 28.7
46.2 65.3 48.9
63.7 63.9 5.9
71.3 71.5 69.8

years in Dayton, The latter may be
the result of sex differentials in
morality.

The marital status of the more
recent migrant to East Dayton is,
undeniably, married. A greater pro-
portion of migrants residing less
than five years in Dayton were
widowed, divorced, separated, or
single than those Appalachians liv-
ing in Dayton for more than five
years.

III. Socioeconomic Characteristics

Over fifty percent of the migrants
have an educational background of
eleven years .or less (Table One).
Thirty-five percent have a high
school or high school equivalency
(GED) and eight percent have some
college education. Broken down by
migrant status, more recent mi-
grants are likely to have gone to
college, received vocational train-
ing, or completed high school. Older
migrants living in East Dayton
tended to concentrate in educa-
tional levels at high school or less,
particularly at the eighth grade
level or less.

Table One provides information
on migrant status by family income.
The recent residents to the Dayton
area appear to be divided into two
income categories: from $7,000 to
$12,000 per year and from $1,000
to $3,000 per year, A similar dis-
tribution exists for persons living
in the Dayton area between five

and fifteen years: $7,000 to $12,000
and under $1,000 per year. The
earlier migrants cluster in the $3,000
to $7,000 yearly income categories.

In Table Two, the source of in-
come is shown by migrant status.
Over fifty-six percent of the re-
spondents reported their income
source from wages, salaries, and
tips. A large number of Appalach-
ians in East Dayton also receive
income from sources specified for
retirees: social security payments
and pensions or annuties (30.0%).
These latter two categories and
rental income provide the bulk of
income for long-term migrants.
Public assistance payments were
more likely to be used by migrants
living in Dayton for less than five
years, while unemployment com-
pensation, alimony and child
support, veterans benefits, and
workingmen's compensation appear
infrequently and were evenly
spread throughout the five migrant
statuses.

Recency of migration is associ-
ated with type of house and tenant
status. Generally, the more recent
the move to a destination, the
more likely one will live and rent
in a multi-dwelling unit. Appalach-
ians in East Dayton are more likely
to own a home, compared to the
percentage of home-owners (51%)
in the total Dayton city population
given by the 1970 United States
Census, especially in the “over

fifteen year” group. In all other
migrant statuses, the respondent
was more likely to be renting his
place of residence. By structure
type, ownership status is related to
type of unit and time spent in
Dayton. Single family units pre-
dominate among Appalachian mi-
grants having moved to Dayton
over ten years ago, while duplex
housing is concentrated among
more recent movers.

IV, Visitation Frequency of
Migrant and Non-Migrant
Groups

In Table Three, the long-term
migrants still living in East Dayton
have the lowest level of contact
with friends and relatives in Appal-
achia. As recency of migration in-
creases, the levels of visitation also
increases; those migrants in Dayton
between ten and fifteen years are

likely to visit from as much as a

few times a month to as little as a

few times a year, Migrants in Day-

ton for less than ten years are as
likely to visit friends and relatives
almost every week as they are to
visit them as little as a few times
a year.

V. Comparison Between Migrant
and Non-Migrant Groups
The presence of a non-migrant
category allows for contrast be-
tween first and second generation
Appalachians based on length of

Migrant Stotus in
Dayton Area

Total Sample ...

Under One Year .....cccoceeuueneen.
From One to Five Years..........
From Five to Ten Years........
From Ten to Fifteen Years......
Over Fifteen Years ................

Entire Life in Dayton..............

TABLE TWO
INCOME SOURCE AND MIGRANT STATUS,
APPALACHIAN SAMPLE, EAST DAYTON, 1975
INCOME SOURCE
Public Assistance, Pensions,
Salary Unemployment  Social Security,
Wages, Tips, Compensaotion Annuities, etc. Other

.............. 71.99% 15.6% 13.0% 0.0% 100%
(23) (5) (4) (0) (32)
.............. 67.1% 17.6% 15.3% 0.0% 100%
(57) (15) (13) (0) (85)
.............. 68.2% 153% 10.6% 5.9% 100%
(116) (26) (18) (10) (170)
............ 69.0% 13.3% 15.9% 1.8% 100%
(156) (30) (36) (4) (226)
.............. 51.9% 1.4% 38.2% 25% 100%
(1026) (146) (756) (50) (1978)
.............. 68.8% 6.5% 23.7% 0.1% 1009%
(128) (12) (44) (2) (186)
56.3% 87% 32.5% 25% 100%
(1506) (234) (871) (66) (2677)

exposure to urban living. Adapta-
tion effects associated with assimi-
liation to an urban life-style can
be explored and the degree of di-
vestation of Appalachian culture
among members of this subgroup
can be examined.

Generalizing from the appropri-
ate tables, we find that, on the
whole, the non-migrant Appalach-
ian has the lowest percentage for
divorced, and separated persons
(2.3%) and one of the highest

percentages of married persons
(83.2%). In education, the non-
migrant group has the highest per-
centages of persons with twelve
years of education of the equiva-
lent (GED) and the highest per-
centage of college trained (17.8%]).

The highest: percentage of non-
migrants is found in the $7,000 and
over category (65.3%) and the low-
est percentage (22.4%) in the under
$4,000 interval. Income source pro-
vided additional positive measures

related to improved adaption. Non-
migrants have a large percentage of
persons earning income from job-
related activities (68.8%) and the
Jowest percentage of persons taking
forms of public assistance and un-
employment compensation (6.5%).

Housing type and tenure also in-
dicate a stable life style for the
non-migrant Appalachian in the
East Dayton area. The non-migrant
group has the highest percentage of
home-ownerships (63.9%). The

TABLE THREE

NUMBER OF VISITS TO APPALACHIAN REGION BY
MIGRANT STATUS, APPALACHIAN SAMPLE,

EAST DAYTON, 1975

Number of Visits
to Appelachia

Almost Every Week....cceeumeeeeerennns 40%

MIGRANT STATUS IN DAYTON AREA

Ten to
One Year One to Five to Fifteen
or Less Five Years Ten Years Years

16.0% 12.0% 8.0%
(1 (4) (3) (2)

Few Times A Month.....cooceereeeeeee.. 5.6% 459% 258% 124%
(5) (4) (23) (1)

Few Times Every Six Months........ 1.8% 11.3% 107% 13.1%
(6) (37) (35) (43)

Few Times A Year. ..ccoueieeeeeereens 0.7% 4.49% 9.8% 109%
(13) (83) (186) (207)

Few Times Every Few Years............ 1.1% 1.0% 3.6% 6.5%
(16) (15) (53) (97)

NeVEF WISt i i cnassiinacsasss 1.3% 1.5% 32% 4.0%
(8) (9) (20) (25)

Total Sample .............. 1.1% 3.49% 7.2% 87%

(49) (152) (320) (385)

Over Entire

Fifteen Life in

Years Dayton
52.0% 8.0% 100%
(13) (2) (25)
44.9% 6.7% 100%
(40) (6) (89)
60.1% 30% 100%

(197) (10) (328)

68.4% 58% 100%
(1296) (110)  (1895)
81.1% 6.7% 100%
(1203) (100) (1484)
790% 11.0% 100%

(490) (68) (620)

72.9% 67% 100%
(3239) (296)  (4441)
















five cities — Akron, Toledo, Colum-
bus, Cleveland, and Dayton — local
researchers contacted reliable in-
formants from various sectors
within their respective cities: mu-
nicipal government, social services,
churches, schools and universities,
and others. Using a blank census
tract map, informants were asked
to locate the neighborhoods where
they thought Appalachians were re-
siding in the city and in what pro-
portion, From these designations, a
composite map was drawn up
which showed the locations and
relative density (0-25 percent, 25
percent-50 percent, 50 percent and
above) of the Appalachian popu-
lation.

This method for identifying
"“Appalachian census tracts” was
not used in the sixth city — Cincin-
nati — where an earlier study
using school survey data identified
‘Appalachian neighborhoods" from
which census tracts could be
broken out. In addition, a study of
migrants with specific surnames
was conducted in Dayton as a con-
trol on the reliable informant
method. The results of the surname
study closely approximated and
tended to validate the reliable in-
formant method.

In order to focus on Appala-
chians (and in the absence of indi-
vidual level data), census tracts
identified as being 50 percent or
more Appalachian in population
were selected for analysis. Since
Cleveland was found to have no
census tracts that could be identi-
fied as 50 percent or more Appa-
lachian, is was deleted from the
comparisons with the other cities.
A separate analysis of Cleveland
can be found in the concluding sec-
tion of this paper, entitled “Cleve-
land: A Special Case.”

Seven variables were selected for
comparison and analysis and are
fully explained below." The data
were analyzed in two ways: First,
within each city the results for
Appalachian neighborhoods were
compared with those for the city as
a whole, to find out whether the
Appalachian migrants were living
under different conditions than the
general population. Second, Appa-
lachian neighborhoods in different

cities were compared with each
other, to see how conditions varied
among migrants who had chosen
different destinations.

The Variables

Occupation Index: The percent-
age of persons living in a census
tract who are blue-collar workers.
This includes all unskilled and
semiskilled workers except service
workers. Service workers were ex-
cluded bhecause as a class of work-
ers they can be either blue-collar
or white-collar, unskilled to highly
skilled, Including them as blue-
collar workers could inflate the per-
centage, while including them as
white-collar could deflate the per-
centage. Either way, the percentage
of unskilled or semiskilled workers
could be misleading.

Poverty Index: The percentage
of all families whose total income
is less than $3,000 in a year. It
should be noted that this variable
is not the same as the poverty level
provided in the 1970 census. The
Bureau does not provide poverty
figures for any of its previous cen-
suses. Therefore, this data set used
“under three thousand dollars”
since it is part of a planned time
series data set spanning the years
from 1950 to 1980.

Education Index: The percentage
of persons over 25 years of age who
do not have a high school diploma.
It reflects the education level of the
work force of a census tract.

Median Years of School: The
median years of school completed
by persons over 25 years old who
live in the census tract. It is used
to indicate the typical amount of
school completed by the major por-
tion of the work force.

Median Family Income: The typ-
ical income of a single family re-
siding in the same household. This
would include the wages of hus-
band, wife, children, and perhaps
some members of an extended fam-
ily who live in that household.

Natural Family Index: The per-
centage of persons under the age of
eighteen who live in two-parent
homes. Its complement (100 per-
cent — n.f.i.) is the number of chil-
dren living in one or no parent

homes, It is used in this study pri-
marily as a measure of the number
of potential wage earners in a fam-
ily and does not necessarily reflect
family stability.

Overcrowding Index: The per-
centage of all housing units in a
census tract which have more than
one person per room. In other
words, it is the total number of
persons living in that household
divided by the total number of
rooms in that housing unit.

The information gathered for this
study has several limitations. Lack
of census data on Appalachian
migrants led to the use of the re-
liable informant method of iden-
tifying “heavily Appalachian census
tracts.” Although useful, this in-
direct method yields conclusions
that must necessarily remain gen-
eral and inferential. Also, the use
of census tracts as the unit of
analysis is in itself problematic.
Since non-Appalachians are to be
found in almost every census tract
studied, the data may be affected
by those persons and to that extent
may not be truly representative of
Appalachians.

Finally, the Appalachians living
in the selected census tracts do not
necessarily constitute a majority of
the Appalachians in their area. Al-
though we have located a substan-
tial portion of the Appalachians in
each city, and the variables tell us
some important things about them,
the realities of extreme poverty or
grand success among Appalachians
tend to be moderated by the meth-
odology employed in this study.
These limitations should be kept in
mind.

Comparing Appalachian
Neighborhoods with the City
as a Whole

When one looks at Table 1, one
can see that persons living in Appa-
lachian census tracts in Akron tend
to earn less money and to have
fewer job skills. Although there is
no significant difference in the per-
centage of people over 25 who do
not have a high school diploma, the
people living in the Appalachian
census tracts who did not attain a
diploma apparently left school ear-
lier than other people in Akron.

Table 1. Comparison of City Totals with Appalachian Census Tract Totals.

Median Occupa- Educa- Median Natural Over-
Family tion tion Years of Poverty Family crowding
Income Index Index School Index Index Index
A 8,844 54.5 53.2 11.0 10.7 74.5 6.1
Akron C 10,051 47 8 50.3 12.0 9.0 78.1 5.3
SIG YES YES NO YES YES YES NO n=23
A 7,241 5%9.0 74.5 9.5 16.7 85.4 14.9
Cincinnati C 8,894 39.9 56.2 11.2 12.1 71.3 9.5
SIG YES YES YES YES NO YES YES n=23
A 7,712 50.7 60.9 10.7 14.0 67.8 8.0
Columbus G 9,731 38.5 44 4 122 9.2 76.5 5.9
SIG YES YES YES YES ¥YES YES YES n=47
A 9,287 48.1 62.0 10.6 12.9 77.2 8.0
Dayton (& 9,600 46.6 55.2 113 10.5 70.8 7.2
SIG NO NO YES YES NO YES NO n=29
A 2,283 65.0 63.7 10.9 9.6 73.5 5
Toledo C 10,474 46.3 50.2 12.0 7.7 80.6 5.4
SIG NO YES YES NO NO NO NO n=7
A — Appalachian C — Ciry SIG — Sign. Difference N — # of Census Tracts

The Appalachian tracts have a
higher percentage of families living
in poverty and a significantly lower
percentage of children living in
two-parent homes. There is no dif-
ference in the proportion of over-
crowded homes for the Appalachian
tracts and the city of Akron as a
whole,

In Cincinnati, it was found that
the Appalachian tracts have lower
family incomes and fewer skilled
and professional workers. Unlike
Akron, the Appalachian tracts do
have a higher percentage of people
without high school diplomas. In
addition, the people living in these
neighborhoods receive less educa-
tion than the general population of
Cincinnati. There is no difference
in the percentage of families living
in poverty. The Appalachian tracts
do have a significantly higher pro-
portion of children living in two-
parent homes, but they also tend to
have more overcrowded homes.

Columbus is similar to Cincinnati,
except for the comparisons of level
of poverty and the Natural Family

Index. Appalachian neighborhoods
have a higher percentage of families
in poverty than in Columbus in
general. The city also has a larger
proportion of children living in two-
parent homes.

People in Appalachian neighbor-
hoods in Dayton tend to earn the
same amount of income and have
equal work skills as the average
citizen of that city. However, the
city in general has a larger per-
centage of high school graduates
and a higher median years of school
completed. The Appalachian tracts
have more families in poverty, but
they also have a higher percentage
of children living in two-parent
homes than the city does. There is
apparently no difference in the pro-
portion of overcrowded homes.

In Toledo, the people in Appala-
cian neighborhoods differ from the
general population on only two
variables. Appalachian tracts have
a larger percentage of unskilled and
semiskilled workers and they also
have a smaller proportion of high
school graduates. However, since

Toledo had only seven Appalachian
tracts, these differences and sim-
ilarities should be interpreted with
care.

Overall, the Appalachian tracts
in Toledo and Dayton were the
most like their city's population,
while those in Columbus and Cin-
cinnati were the most different.

A further part of this analysis
was the comparison of all cities as
a whole with all Appalachian cen-
sus tracts as a whole. The city
totals for each variable were aver-
age and compared with the average
figure for all the Appalachian tracts,
and the differences were tested for
significance. The results were clear:
People living in urban Appalachian
neighborhoods tend to have fewer
work skills and earn less money
than the general urban population
of the state of Ohio. The Appala-
chian tracts have a smaller propor-
tion of high school graduates, and
the people in them have less edu-
cation. There is also more poverty
and overcrowding. The urban Ap-
palachian population is equal to the







The following map indicates the location and relative
density of the appalachian population of Columbus.
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The following map indicates the location and relative
density of the Appalachian population of Akron.
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