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Changes in the Characteristics of
In and Cut Migrants in
the Northeast Region
1960 to 1975

by

Thomas E. Steahr
Department of Agricultural Economics
and Rural Sociology
University of Connecticut

INTRODUCTIOCHN

This report is part of a long-term project studying the
impact of in and out migration and population redistribution
in the Northeast Region. The project, designated as NE-119,
involves the cooperation of representatives from state land-
grant universities in Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, Maryland, New York, and New Jersey. The
major objectives of this project are: 1) identify the number
and characteristics of migrants and nonmigrants in the Northeast.
For inmigrants, determine reascns for, and satisfaction with,
having migrated; 2) for selected areas, determine variables
associated with differential rates of population redistribution:
and 3) specify policy implications of the findings from research
conducted under objectives 1 and 2 aé guides to local, state
and federal decision makers.

The present report deals with objective one in terms of
an analysis of net migration movements for the Northeast Region
and in and out migration movements from 1960 to 1975 at the

Regional level. This work is intended as a supplement to the



previous report, Changes in the Characteristics of the Work

Force in the Northeast Region, 1960 to 1975, Storrs Agricultural

Experiment Station, C.A.N.R., University of Connecticut, Bulletin
459, July 1981, which discussed the basic industrial structure

of the Region and the significant changes in the work force.
After the analysis of characterigtics of migrants intoc the Reqion
has been completed, later reports will deal with the charac-
teristics of nonmigrants (employed persons who remained within
the Northeast Region). Together, these reports will provide in-
sight into the basic changes in the work force which occurred
over a fifteen-year period and will provide the context within

which Regicnal survey data can be evaluated.

I. Characteristics of the Data

Like the previous report, this analysis is based upon the
continuous work history sample (C.W.H.S.) drawn from the em-
ployer's guarterly reports to the Social Security Administration
and supplied to this project by the Center for Soclal Data
Analysis, Montana State University. While a more complete re-
view of the characteristics and limitations of the C.W.H.S.
data set is presented in p. 3-12 of Bulletin 459, it should be
repeated that the basic geographic upnit is the county location
of the industry (the worker's job) where the covered worker is
employed, Migration is thus defined as a change in the county
of work. The usual definition of migrant involves a permanent
change of residence across county lines but the two definitions
should yield very similar data assuming a long distance change
{outside the Region) i1f county of work also involves a change
in the usual county of residence.

Following the procedure established for this Regional

Project, counties throughout the Northeast were grouped into



. .41
categories derived from the [luman Rescurces File™ as follows:

Category Description (in 1970)
Metropolitan Counties

Large Matropolitan Counties of SMSA of 1,000,000
or more population

Medium Metropolitan Counties of SMSA of 250,000
to 999,999 population

Small iMetropolitan Counties of SMSA of 50,000
to 249,999 population

Nonmetropolitan Counties

Adjacent to SMSA Counties contiguous to an
SMSA

Nonadjacent to SMSA Counties not contiquous to
an SMSA

These groupings will give an origin-destination matrix of
in and out migration flows to the Region. The Northeast Region,
for purposes of consistency with other reports, is defined to
include:

The Northeast Region

a) Northern Area - Maine, Vermont, New lampshire

L) Middle Area - Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island
c) Southern Area -~ New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,

Maryland, West Virginia, Delaware

This definition includes more states than the Census
Bureau's Northeast Regicn but the states of Maryland, West Vir-
ginia, and Delaware are included here. because of their proximity
to Pennsylvania and New Jersey and because they are part of the

U.S5.D.A, regional project areas.

lHines, Fred; David L. Brown; John Zimmer. 1975. "Social and
Economic Characteristics of the Population in Metropolitan and
Nonmetropolitan Counties in 1970." Economic Research Service,
United States Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Economics
Report #272, March.



Table 1: Total Work Force in the Northeast Region by Industry, 1960, 1965, 1970, and 1975
1960 1965 1970 1975
Industry Workers Percent Workers Percent Workers Percent Workers Percent
Manufacturing 6,443,200 38.9 6,301,400 35.7 6,630,500 33.0 5,048,900 2g8.2
Durable 3,473,600 21.0 3,415,000 19.3 3,626,100 18.0 2,880,400 16.1
Nondurable 2,732,800 16.5 2,646,500 15.0 2,771,800 13.8 2,000,500 11.2
Other 236,800 1.4 239,800 1.4 232,600 1.2 168,000 .9
Trade 3,548,600 21.4 3,815,800 21.6 4,372,800 21.7 3,852,300 2l.6
Wholesale 1,081,800 6.5 1,107,600 6.3 1,251,900 6.2 657,900 3.7
Retail 2,466,800 14.9 2,708,200 15.3 3,120,900 15.5 3,124,400 17.9
Services 2,907,400 17.7 3,610,200 20.5 4,533,500 22.5 4,291,300 24,0
Personal* 532,600 3.3 544,000 3.1 457,400 2.3 297,900 1.6
Professional 1,550,400 9.4 2,023,800 11.5 2,689,000 13.3 2,803,700 15.7
Cther 824,400 5.0 1,042,400 5.9 1,386,700 6.9 1,189,700 6.7
Other Industries 3,653,600 22.1 3,925,900 22.2 4,608,500 22.9 4,689,000 26.2
Total 16,552,800 100.0 17,653,300 109.0 20,145,300 lo0.¢ 17,881,500 100.0

* TIncludes private household workers.

Source:

Center for Social Data Analysis, Montana State University.

Social Security Administration, Continuous Work History Sample, First Quarter File,



The following discussicn of migration will use the C.W.IH.S.
definition which classifies persons who worked in the Northeast
Region at the start of the period but did not work in the Region
at the end of the period as outmigrants. Excluded are exits
from the work force during the period. Inmigrants are defined
as persons who worked outside of the Region at the start of the
period but worked in the Region at the end of the period. This
category does not include new entrants to the work force who
are people not employed at the start of the periocd but become
employed in the Region by the end of the periocd. Exits from
the work force are persons employed in the Region at the start

but not the end of the period,.

II., Total Work Force in the Northeast

In order to provide a context within which migration pat-
terns can be assessed, Table 1 shows the total work force in
the Northeast Region by industry for 1960, 13965, 1970, and
1975. The specific industries classified as manufacturing,
trade, service, and other industries is shown in Chart 1 of
Bulletin 459 and the same definitions are maintained throughout

this report.

In 1960, manufacturing industries employed the largest pro-
portion of workers at 3B.9 percent and service industries em-
pleyed the smallest proportion at 17.7 percent. However, by
1975, a major shift had occurred away from the concentration of
workers in manufacturing (28.2 percent) to a significant in-
crease of workers in the service industries (24.0 percent}.

This transition was gradual but the proportion in manufacturing
declined each year in both durable and nondurable goods.

Workers employed in the trade industries remained con-



stant over the fifteen year period with 21.4 parcent in 1960
and 21.6 percent by 1975. Within this industry, however, there
was a major shift away from wholesale trade and into retail
trade, especially from 1970 to 1975,

The service industries recorded increases in thes proportion
of workers during the entire period, moving from 17.7 percent
in 1960 to 24.0 percent bhv 1975. The major reason for the in-
crease was the growth of workers emploved in professional ser-
vices. 1In 1960, 9.4 percent of the work force was employved in
professional services but this proportion steadily increased
to 15.7 percent by 1275,

It can be sesn that the size of the work force in the
Hortheast Region changed significantly from 1960 to 1275. In
13960 the work force totaled about 16.5 million and increased
to 17.6 millien in 19¢5. By 1970 it had grown to 20.1 million
workers. However, the next five-year interval showed an ap-

parent decline to 17.9 million workers. Part of this decline

is due to incomplete employer returns to the Social Security
Administration at the time the data for this report was sup-
plied. <Corrected totals would probahkly bring the 1975 worl
force up to the 1970 levels of approximately 20 million work-—

ers.

III. HNHet Migration Flows, 1260-1975

Table 2 presents data for net migration of the work force
in the Northeast Region from 1960 to 1975 by sex, race, and
age, The total Region showed a net loss of workers for each
of the three time periods. This occurred from 1960 to 1970

when there was a major growth in the number of workers employed



Table 2: Net Migration for the Northeast Reqgion by Sex, Pace, and
Age, 1960-65, 1965-70, and 1970-75

Net Migrants Met Migrants Net Migrants

Characteristic 1960-65 1965-70 1970-75
Sex and Race

White Male -59,100 -29,300 -176,400
Honwhite Male 26,000 18,700 ° ~8,500
White Female -25,500 -36,700 -110,500
Nonwhite Female 7,800 2,390 -13,200

Total -50,800 -45,000 =-308,A/00
Age

0-24 years -2,000 -5,10N -33,700
25-34 vears -4,300 -14,600 -113,000
35-44 years -13,700 -12,900 -62,300
45-54 years -19,500 -3,300 -51,000
55+ years -11,300 -9,100 -48,600

in the Region. From 1960 to 1965, the net outmigration of

over 50,000 weocrkers was due to the net loss of white workers,
both male and female, which offset the net inmigration of non-
white workers, particularly males. During the next five-year
period, 1965-1970, the same pattern of net outmigration con-
tinued with white workers leaving in greater volumes than the
net inflow of nonwhite workers. From 1970 to 1975, a major
increase occurred in the volume of net outmigration from the
Northeast. There was a sixfold increase in net outmigration

of white males and a threefold increase in net outmigration of
white females. Significantly, nonwhite net migration flows re-
versed to a net loss of both males and females during this period.
In fact, the net outmigration from 1970-1975 was greater in

volume than the previous ten years combined. In terms of the

age structure of the net migrants, each five-year periocd was
increasingly selective of younger workers, with the greatest

losses concentrated in the 25-34 year olds in 1970-75 period.
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Takle 3 : In, Out

and Net Migration to the Northeast Region by Location of Area, 1960-65,

1965-70 and 1970-75

L 1960-65 1965-70 1870-75
Number of Migrants Net Number of Migrants  Net Mumber of Migrants  Net
Location In Out Migrants In Out Miagrants In Out Migrants
Metro Areas 438,900 482,200 -43,300 616,800 639,600 -22,800 565,300 863,200 -297,900
Large 334,500 355,300 -20,800 473,600 472,000 1,600 416,100 646,800 =230,700
Medium 89,300 108,300 -19,000 121,300 141,160 -19,800 129,300 187,100 ~57,800
Small 15,100 18,600 -3,500 21,900 26,500 -4,600 19,900 29,300 -9,400
Nonmetro Areas 58,200 65,700 =7.500 61,900 84,100 —22,200 79,900 80,600 =10¢,700
hdjacent 40,600 43,900 -3,30¢0 42,800 55,600 -12,800 58,000 62,200 -4,200
Not Adjacent 17,600 21,800 -4,200 19,100 28,500 -9,400 21,900 28,400 -6,500
Totals 497,100 547,900 -50,800 678,700 723,700 -45,000 645,200 953,800 -308,600




The areas within the Region most responsible for the net
outmigration flows may be seen in Table 3. TFor all time
periods, metropolitan arzas were the source of a large volume
of net outmigration. From 1960-1965, large and medium sized
metropolitan ar=as had the hiclest net cutmiqration fiaqures
but all parts of the Northeast Region, includ&nq the nonmetro-
politan areas, showed a net loss of work¥ers. The fact that
the total work force increased in size during this period means
that more people living within the Region were entering the
work force than were leaving the Region by net outmigration.
This same observation is the case for the 1965-19%70 period.

From 1970 to 1975, the period of highest net outmigration,
large metropelitan areas were the source of most of the net
losses but all areas within the Northeast recorded net cutmi-
gration. It should be noted, however, that net outmigration
from nenmetropolitan areas reached a high level of -22,200 from
1965-1970 and then declined to -10,700 for the 1970-1875 period.
This decline was evident in both nonmetropelitan areas adjacent
and not adjacent to SMSA houndaries., However, for metropolitan
areas of all sizes, there was a steady increase in net losses
at every time period.

In terms of the loss of workers hy employment industry,

Table 4 shows that the trade industries had the largest net

loss of workers at each of the time periods. The fact that

there was an increasing number of workers in the trade industries
from 1960 to 1965 {see Table 1) means that these net migration
losses were not a major factor. For example, the -33,900 net
outmigrants in trade industries represented only 1.0 percent

of the 3,815,800 workers in trade industries in 1965. During

this same period, the service industries showed a net inmigra-

11



Table 4: Net Migration for the Northeast Recion by Tndustrv for 1960-65,
1965-70 and 1970-75

— e —— e ———_———_ e e —————————

Het Miarants

Industry 1960~-65 1965-70 1970-75
Manufacturing -27,400 14,900 -116¢,500
purable -16,300 11,2300 -51,400
Mondurakb:le -10,100 4,800 -59,200
Other =-1,0040 -1,200 -5,900
Trade -33,900 -57,000 ~108,900
Wholesale -12,100 5,700 -39,600
Retail -21,800 -62,700 -69,300
Services 11,500 -200 -75,3n0
Personal 1,00n -4,200 -5,300
Private Household 1,500 -800 -300
Professional -300 -4,500 -26,700
Other 9,300 9,300 -43,000
Other Industries -1,000 -2,700 =7,900
Total -50,800 -45,000 -308,600

tion of the work force but manufacturing industries reported a
net outflow.

From 1965-1970, the pattern was mixed across different
industrial sectors. The trade industries increased their net
outmigration, especially from retail trades, but the manufacturing
industries reversed their flow to a net inmigration of workers.
The service industries also reversed their net migration pattern
to one of a net loss, concentrated in the personal and pro-
fessional services. The last period, 1970-1975, revealed net
outmigration for all industrial categories with manufacturing
having the largest net losses. The industry with the largest
net losses was retail trade, followed by manufacturing of non-
durable goods.

The migration flows discussed in terms of age, sex, race,
and industry should be placed in the larger context provided

by the data in Table 1 on the total number of workers in the

12



Northeast from 1960 to 1975, Changes in the size of the total
work force from periocd to period were not mainly the result of
net migration flows to and from the Northeast. Far more im-

portant was the balance between the number of exits and new

entrants into the work force, While some of thi% is accounted
for by increasing the coverage of workers under the Social
Security Administration's records from 1960 to 1975, part of
the change in the size of the total work force is due to the
net shifts of entrants and exits. Entrants are workers who
were not in covered employment at the beginning of the time
period but were at the end of the period. They may or may not
have migrated into the Region by the end of the period. Exits
are workers who were in covered employment at the beginning of
the period, but not in covered employment at the end of that
period. The data provide no information on whether those out
of the covered work force are retired, temporarily out of the
labor force, unemployed, working in uncovered employment, or
deceased. Therefore, the CWHS data on migration flows are
underestimated by the amount of migration involved with the en-
trants and exits to the labor force.

It should also be noted that the decline in the size of
the total work force in the Northeast Region from 1970 to 1975
is due, in part, to the fact that the employment data for 1973,
1974, and 1975 are preliminary reports subject to employers'
revisions, corrections, and late returns. The 1975 total work
force figure is an underestimate of the actual size of the

Region's workers.



IV. Migration Flows To and From the Northeast Region

A, Age, Sex, Race, and Wage Change

Comparisons will be made in this section between in and
outmigrants for the Northeast so that the impact on the work
force may be judged in terms of selected socioeconomic variables.

Tables 5 and 6 show data for migrants by sex, race, age, and

Table 5: Outmigrants from the Northeast Region by Sex, Race, Age
and Wage Change, 1960-1965

Wage Change 1960-65
Characteristic Outmigrants Mean Standard
in 1965 NumbeT Percent Change Deviation

Sex and Race

White Male 377,000 68.8 51,836 53,675
Nonwhite Male 30,300 5.5 532 2,231
White Female 130,500 23.8 897 2,095
Nonwhite Female 10,100 1.8 508 1,598
Total 547,900 100.0 1,516 3,301
Age
0-24 years 29,000 5.3 $2,313 $2,517
25-34 years 170,000 31.0 2,048 3,137
35-44 years 166,700 30.4 1,749 3,224
45-54 years 115,500 21,1 1,099 3,519
55+ years 66,700 12.2 -50 3,215

Table 6: Inmigrants to the Wortheast Region by Sex, Race, Age and
Wage Change, 1960-1965

Wage Change 1960-65
Characteristic Inmigrants Mean Standard
in 1965 Number Percent Change Deviation

Sex and Race

White Male 317,900 64,0 52,119 53,496
Nonwhite Male 56,300 11.3 1,463 2,129
White Female 105,000 21.1 1,126 2,385
Nonwhite Female 17,900 3.6 1,261 1,582
Total 497,100 100.0 1,804 3,131
Age
0-24 years 27,000 5.4 $2,637 $2,063
25-34 years 165,700 33.3 2,294 3,045
35-44 years 153,000 30.8 1,934 3,300
45-54 years 96,000 19.3 1,311 2,972
55+ years 55,400 11.1 427 3,060

14



mean wage change from 1960-1965. During this pericd, outmigration
was more selective of whites, both male and female, than was
inmigration., Nonwhite inmigration was about twice the volume
of outmigration, While both in and ocutmigrants experienced a
mean increase in wages after movina, workers mgvinq into the
Northeast Region reported significantly greater increases in
wages than workers moving out of the Region. This difference
was particularly impeortant for nonwhite workers. 1In terms of
age, there were no significant differences between in and out-
migrants during this first pericd. For both migration groups,
the size of the wage gains decreases with increasing age.

During the next period, 1965-1970, shown in Tables 7 and 8,
outmigration from the Northeast was still selective of white
males and females but to a lower degree than for the previous
period. For nonwhite workers, inmigration flows exceeded
cutmigration and nonwhite males retained their higher level of
movement. Both migration groups repcorted an increase in wages
after moving but inmigrants intc the Northeast continued to show
higher wage increases than outmigrants. This pattern obtained

for all sex and racial categories of inmigrants. The proportion

of both in and cut migrants decreased with increasing age and
this relationship was stronger than in the previous period.

The mean wage change also decreased with increasing age of both

in and out migrants but inmigrants reported a slightly higher
wage increase than did outmigrants.

The final period, from 1970 to 1975,shown in Table 9 and
10, showed continued selectivity of outmigrants of white males
but to a lesser degree than the previous two periods. White
females showed a significant increase as a percentage of all

outmigrants compared to the previous ten years. Inmigrants were

15



Table 7 : Outmigrants from the illortheast Reqgion by Sex, Race, Age
and Wage Change, 1965-1970

_Wage Change 1965-=70
Characteristic Qutmigrants . Mean Standard
in 1970 Number Percent Chanae Deviation

Sex and Race

White Male 464,400 €4,2 $2,801 $5,308
Nonwhite Male 45,900 6.3 1,983 3,609
White Female 191,200 26.4 1,723 2,803
Nonwhite Female 22,200 3.1 1,581 2,328
Total 723,700 100.0 3,069 4,703
Age
0-24 years 49,000 6.8 $3,453 $2,922
25-34 years 249,600 34.5 3,483 4,182
35-44 years 185,700 25.7 3,533 4,827
45-54 years 144,700 20.0 2,877 4,922
554+ years 94,700 13.1 1,160 5,578
Table 8 : Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Sex, Race, Age and

Wage Change, 19265-1970

_ Wage Change 1965-70

Characteristic Inmigrants Mean Standard
in 1970 Humber Percent Change Deviation

Sex and Race

White Male 435,100 64,1 $4,197 55,168
Nonwhite Male 64,600 9.5 2,809 2,998
White Female 154,500 22.8 2,098 2,969
Nonwhite Female 24,500 3.6 2,392 2,456
Total 678,700 100.0 3,522 4,588
Age
0-24 vyears 43,900 6.5 $3,994 $2,917
25-34 years 235,000 34.6 3,870 4,115
35-44 years 172,800 25.5 3,987 5,004
45-54 years 141,400 20.8 3,114 5,023
55+ years 85,600 12.6 2,061 4,532

also mainly white males but their proportion of 60.5 percent was
lower than before,while the white females increased toc 27.9 per-
cent of all inmigrants. Both in and outmigrants reported in-
creases in mean wages but all inmigrants to the Northeast had

higher wage increases than outmigrants, a pattern consistent

16



Table 9: Outmiqgrants from the Wortheast Recion by Sex, Pace, Aqe
and Wage Change, 1970-1975

Characteristic __Outmigrants Hean Standard
in 1975 Number Percent Chanae Deviation

Sex and Race

White Male 566,900 59.4 54,526 $7,458
Nonwhite Male 56,800 6.0 2,257 4,489
White Female 290,400 30.4 2,386 4,095
Honwhite Female 39,700 4.2 2,228 3,640
Total 953,800 100.0 3,644 6,408
Age
0-24 years 89,400 9.4 $4,523 $4,095
25-34 vyears 365,500 38.3 4,037 5,750
35-44 years 213,700 22.4 4,117 7,070
45-54 years 163,200 17.1 3,307 7,118
55+ years 122,000 12.8 1,437 6,923

Table 10: Inmigrants to the Northeast Reqion by Sex, Race, Age and
Wage Change, 1970-1975

Characteristic __Inmigrants Mean Standard
in 1975 Humber Percent Change Deviation

Sex and Race

White Male 390,500 60.5 55,304 57,565
Nonwhite lale 48,300 7.5 3,684 5,307
white Female 179,300 27.9 2,928 4,326
Nonwhite Female 26,500 4.1 3,186 3,417
Total 645,200 100.0 4,433 6,606
Age
0-24 years 55,700 8.6 54,761 £4,483
25-34 years 252,500 39.1 4,989 6,063
35-44 years 151,400 23.5 4,77¢ 7,242
45-54 vyears 112,200 17.4 3,776 7,163
55+ years 73,400 11.4 2,572 7.055

for all time periods. In terms of the ages of migrants, the
1970-1975 period showed an increase in the selectivity of age of
both in and outmigrants. The proportion of all outmigrants 25-34
vears of age increased to 38.3 percent and to 39.1 percent for
all inmigrants. The percentages at the older age groups de-

creased accordingly.
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B, Place of Origin and Destination

Migration into and out of the Northeast Region in terms
of areas of origin and areas of destination are shown in Tabhles
11 and 12. The largest proporticn of ocutmigrants from 1960 to
1965 came from the large metropolitan areas, with 64.8 percent;

Table 11: Outmigrants from the Northeast PReagion by Place of Oriain
and Wage Change, 1960-1965

Wage Change 1960-65

___Outnigrants Mean Standard

Origin Wimber = Tercent Chanae Deviation
Metro Areas

Large 355,300 64.8 $1,537 $3,459
Medium 108,300 19.8 1,509 3,150
Small 18,600 3.4 1,316 2,414
Nonmetro Areas

Adjacent 43,900 8.0 $1,486 52,797
Nonadjacent 21,800 4.8 1,425 2,960
Totals 547,900 100.0 §1,516 $3,301

Table 12: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Place of Destination
in 1965 and Wage Change, 1960-1965

Wage Change 1960-65
Destination Inmigrants Mean Standard
1965 Number Percent Chanage Deviation

Metro Areas

Large 334,500 67.3 51,932 §3,294
Medium 89,300 18.0 1,772 2,760
Small 15,100 3.0 1,711 2,952
Nonmetro Areas

Adjacent 40,600 g.2 §1,230 $2,598
Nonadijacent 17,600 3.5 931 2,678
Totals 497,100 100.0 $1,804 $3,131
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but the largest proportion of inmigrants to the Region also

went to the large metropolitan areas, at 67.3 percent. Non-—
metropcolitan areas reported relatively low proportions of in or
outmigrants and nonmetropolitan areas not adjacent to SMSA
boundaries had the lowest volume of migration of all, with 4.8
percent of the outmigrants and only 3.5 percéht of the inmigrants.
Both in and outmigrants reported increases in mean wages but
inmigrants to metropolitan areas of the Northeast had higher

Table 13: Outmicrants from the Northeast Reaion by Place of Origin
and Wage Change 19265-1570

Wage Change 1965-70

Outmigrants Mean Standard

Origin Number Percent Chanae Deviation
Metro Areas

Large 472,000 65.2 53,012 54,981
Medium 141,100 19.5 3,174 4,074
Small 26,500 3.7 3,675 4,337
Nonmetro Areas

Mdjacent 55,6N0 7.7 53,057 54,420
Nonadjacent 28,500 3.9 2,946 3,519
Totals 723,700 100.0 53,069 54,703

Table 14: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Place of Destination
in 1970 and Wage Change, 1965-1970

Wage Change 1965-70‘_
Destination Inmigrants Mean Standard
1970 Number Percent Change Deviation

Metro Areas

Large 473,600 £9.8 $3,621 $4,798
Medium 121,300 17.9 3,525 4,135
Small 21,900 3.2 3,261 4,201
Wonmetro Areas

Adjacent 42,800 6.3 52,951 54,898
Nonadjacent 19,100 2.8 2,637 3,563
Totals 678,700 100.0 53,522 54,588
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increases than outmigrants from metropolitan areas of the North-
east. lowever, this pattern was reversed for nonmetropolitan
areas with outmigrants from the Hortheast reporting higher wage
increases than inmigrants from 1960 to 1965.

Migration by place of origin and destination from 1965 to
1970 are shown in Tables 13 and 14. During this perijod, large
metropolitan areas continued to dominate both in and outmigration
flows but the proportion ¢f inmigrants to the Northeast going
to large metropolitan areas increased to 69.8 percent in 1965-
1970 compared to 67.3 percent in 1960-1965. There was alsoc a
slight decrease in the proportion of inmigrants moving to non-
metropolitan areas, 9.1 percent in 1965-19%70 compared to 11.7
percent in 1960-65. While all migratory groups reported an in-
crease in mean wages from 1965 to 1970, inmigrants to the large
and medium sized metropclitan areas reported higher wage in-
creases than cutmigrants from those areas. The opposite pat-
tern was the case for imnmigrants to small metropolitan areas

and to nonmetropolitan areas of the Northeast where wage

increases were higher for cutmigrants from these areas.
Migration by origin and destination for the last period,

1970 to 1975, is shown in Tables 15 and 16é. Similar to the

previous periods, large metropolitan areas dominated both in

and outmigration flows and had become an increasing source of

outmigrants, with 67.8 percent coming from these areas in the 1970-

75 period. However, only 64.5 percent of the inmigrants went

to large metropolitan areas during this periocd, compared to

6%.8 percent the previcus period. From 1970 to 1975 the propor-

tion of outmigrants from the lortheast from nonmetropolitan

areas fell to 9.5 percent and the preoportion of inmigrants

moving into these areas increased vo 12.4 percent. In terms of
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Table 15: Outmigrants from the Northeast Reagion hy Place of Origin
and Wage Change, 1970-1975

Wage Chanage 1970-75

Qutmigrants tiean Standard

Origin Number Percent Change Deviation
Metro Areas ’

Large 646,800 67.8 53,670 56,615
Medium 187,100 19.6 3,423 6,069
Small 29,300 3.1 4,444 6,452
Nonmetro Areas

Adjacent 62,200 6.5 $3,595 $5,534
Nonadjacent 28,400 3.0 3,763 5,350
Totals 953,800 100.0 53,644 56,408

Table 16: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Place of Destination
in 1975 and Wage Change, 1970-1975

Wage Change 1970-75
Destination Inmigrants Mean Standard
1975 Number Percent Change Deviation

HMetro Areas

Large 416,100 64.5 54,618 56,855
Medium 129,300 20.0 4,518 6,097

Small 19,900 3.1 3,838 5,757
Nonmetro Areas

Adjacent 58,000 9.0 $3,926 56,311
Nonadjacent 21,900 3.4 2,310 5,612
Totals 645,200 100.0 54,433 $6,606

mean wage increases, inmigrants to large and medium sized metro-
politan areas had higher increases than outmigrants from these
areas. The same pattern held for nonmetropolitan areas adjacent
to SMSA boundaries., However, for small metropolitan areas and
nonmetropolitan areas not adjacent to SMSA boundaries, inmi-
grants reported lower wage increases than did outmigrants from

these areas.
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C. Age, Sex, and Race by Place of Origin and Destination

When sex, race, and age of in and outmigrants are cross-
tabulated with origin and destination- a more detailed view of

migration emerges, Tables 17 and 18 present these data for

Table 17: Outmigrants from the Northeast Region by Sex, Race, Age
and Place of Origin, 1960-1965

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas =
Characteristic Larqge Medi um Small Adjacent WNonadjacent
in 1960 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Sex and Race
White Male 68.3 68.7 71.0 72.2 68.0
Nonwhite Male 6.8 2.9 2.2 2.1 7.5
White Female 22,5 27.2 26.3 25.3 23.4
Nonwhite Female 2.4 1.2 .5 .5 1.0
Total 100.0 1GG.0 100.0 100.0 1on.0
Dase of Percent 355,300 108,300 18,600 43,900 21,800
Age
0-24 years 4.2 7.6 7.5 6.8 6.9
25-34 years 29.8 3z.1 40.9 32.1 34.4
35-44 years 31.8 28.3 29.0 26.0 28.4
45-54 years 21.6 20.2 14.5 22.3 20.6
55+ years 12.6 11.7 8.1 12.8 9.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10Q0.0

Table 18: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Characteristic and
Place of Destination, 1960-1965

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas
Characteristic Large Medium Small Adjacent Nonadjacent
in 1965 Percent Percent Percent FPercent Percent
Sex and Race
White Male 61.7 65.2 78.1 73.6 66.5
Nonwhite Male 13.5 3.7 4.6 3.2 8.0
White Female 20.7 22.2 15.9 22.7 23.9
Nonwhite Female 4.1 3.9 1.3 .5 1.7
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 334,500 89,300 15,100 40,600 17,600
Age
0-24 years 5.3 5.8 11.3 3.4 6.3
25-34 years 33.8 31,0 32.5 33.7 35.2
35-44 years 30.4 33.0 28.5 30.5 29.0
45-54 years 19.3 l9.8 17.2 20,4 17.0
55+ years 11.2 16.3 10.6 11.8 12.5
Total 100.0 100.0 1060.0 1060.0 100.0
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the 1960-1965 period. It is clear that white males dominate
outmigration streams from all areas within the Northeast, how-

ever they comprise the highest proportion of outmigrants from

small metropolitan areas and nconmetropolitan areas adjacent

to SMSA's. The same pattern is obtained for white male inmi-
gration into the Region. Inmigration into largé metropolitan
areas had the highest proportion of nonwhite males, 13.5 per-
cent, and outmigration from large metropolitan areas had the
highest proportion of nonwhite males at 6.8 percent. In terms
of age of outmigrants, persons 25-34 years of age tended to

be the largest migrateory group, particularly for migrants from
small metropolitan areas, with 40.9 percent in this age cate-
gory. The same general pattern obtained for inmigrants to all
areas within the Region with the proportions of migrants of
older ages declining with increasing age.

Tables 19 and 20 present these data for the 1965-1970
period., White males again were the highest proportion of out-
migrants from all areas within the Region, particularly from
small metropolitan areas in which they were 76.2 percent of
all outmigrants. White females comprised the second largest
category of outmigrants from the Region, especially from non-
metropolitan areas adjacent to SMSA boundaries. & similar pat-
tern is apparent for inmigrants with the exception that white
males had the highest proportion of the migration streams to
nomnmetropolitan areas. They comprised 75.2 percent of the in-
migrants to nonmetropolitan areas adjacent to SMSA's. Nonwhite
male inmigrants had the greatest preference for large metro-
politan areas of the Northeast. In terms of age, most inmigrants

were concentrated in the 25-34 years of age category and the
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Table 19: OQutmigrants from the Northeast Region by Sex, Race, Nce
and Place of Origin, 1965-1970

Metro Areas Nonmetroe Areas
Characteristic Larqge Medium Small Adjacent MNonadjacent
in 1965 Fercent Pércent Percent Percent Percent
Sex and Race
White Male 62.4 65.3 76.2 €9.1 67.4
Nonwhite Male 7.4 5.3 3.0 1.8 5.3
White Female 26.2 27.6 20.4 28.1 26.3
Honwhite Female 4.0 1.7 .4 1.1 1.1
Total 100,90 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 472,000 141,100 26,500 55,600 28,500
Age
0-24 years 6.2 7.6 10.2 8.5 6.3
25-34 years 33,7 35.4 37.0 37.8 35.1
35-44 vears 25.9 26.6 21.6 22.18 26.3
45-54 vyears 20.3 19.3 19.6 20.1 19.3
55+ years 14.0 11.2 11.7 10.8 13.0
Total 100.0 lon.0 100.0 100.0 1n0.0

Table 20: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Characteristic and
Place of Destination, 1965-1970

Metro Areas Monmetro Areas
Characteristic Large Medium Small Adjacent Monadjacent
in 1970 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Sex and Race
White Male 62.5 64.8 66.7 75.2 71.2
Nonwhite Male 10.8 B.5 2.7 4.9 3.1
White FPemale 22.6 23.7 29.2 18.2 24.1
Nonwhite Female 4.1 3.1 1.4 1.6 1.6
Total 100.0 100.0 loa.,0 100.0 10,0
Base of Percent 473,600 121,300 21,900 42,800 19,100
Age
0-24 years 6.0 7.9 6.8 1.7 5.8
25-34 years 33.7 37.1 43.8 31.1 38.7
35-44 years 25.7 24.2 25.1 26.4 26.2
45-54 years 21.2 20.1 17.8 22.4 16.8
55+ years 13.4 10.6 6.4 12.4 12.6
Total 100.0 100n,.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

proportions in the clder age groups declined with increasing
age. There were no significant differences of inmigrants by

age for the various destination areas within the Region.
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The last time period, 1970-1975, is presented in Tables
21 and 22. White males dominated the ocutmigration from the
Region again but the significant change during this periocd was
the increase in the proportion of white females in the outmigra-

tion flows. Outmigration from small metropolitan areas was 35.2

Table 21: OQutmigrants from the Northeast Region by Sex, Race, Age
and Place of Qrigin, 12%70-1975

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas

Characteristic Large  Medium Small Adjacent Nonadijacent
in 1970 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Sex and Race

White Male 59.1 59.5 60.8 £2.5 58.R
Nonwhite Male 6.9 4.6 2.7 2.7 4.2
White Female 29.5 32.1 35.2 33.0 32.0
Nonwhite Female 4.6 3.8 1.4 1.8 4.9

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 646,800 187,100 29,300 62,200 28,400
Age

0-24 years 8.4 11.0 15.0 10.5 12.7
25-34 years 37.2 40.1 41.3 40.5 43.0
35-44 years 22.9 21.7 21.5 21.1 20.4
45-54 years 17.7 16.2 13.3 16.2 15,1
55+ years 13.8 11.0 8.9 11.7 8.8

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Takble 22: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Characteristic and
Place of Destination, 1970-1%75

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas
Characteristic Large Medium Small Adjacent Nonadjacent
in 1975 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Sex and Race
White Male 58.1 64,3 67.3 65.9 63.9
Nonwhite Male B.9 5.9 4.5 3.3 3.7
White Female 28.3 26.3 25.1 28.8 29,7
Nonwhite Female 4.7 3.5 3.0 2.1 2.7
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 416,100 129,300 19,900 58,000 21,900
Age
0~24 years g.6 2.6 8.0 9.5 8.2
25-34 years 38.2 41,3 44,2 38.3 42.5
35-44 years 23.2 24.7 22,1 23.3 21.9
45-54 years 18.0 15.8 16.1 16.7 17.4
55+ years 12.0 9.6 9.5 12.2 10.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0




percent white females compared to 20.4 percent in 1965-1970.
However, increases in the proportion of white women outmigrants
in 1970-1975 were éeen from all areas. Nonwhite outmigration,
both male and female, remained at relatively low levels of less
than ten percent of the outmigration streams. Tor the inmigrants
to the Northeast, the dominance of white males declined as the
proportion of white females increased. Inmigration to nonmetro-
politan areas not adjacent to SMSA's were 29,7 percent white
females compared to 24.1 percent in the 1965-1970 period. Non-
white inmigration remained at less then ten percent of the mi-
gration streams but large metropolitan areas had the highest
proportion at 8.9 percent. From 1970 to 1975, both in and out-
migration for the Northeast became more selective of age com-
pared to the previous periods. Outmigrants from nonmetropolitan
areas not adjacent to SMSA's had 43.0 percent in the 25-34 years
of age group and inmigrants to these areas had 42,5 percent in
this category. Inmigrants 55 years of age and over comprised

12.2 percent of the migration flow to nonmetropolitan areas

adjacent to SMSA boundaries, a level comparable to the previous
period.

D. Industry and Wage Change

Migration flows by industry and mean wage change from 1960
to 1965 are shown in Tables 23 and 24. Workers employved in
manufacturing industries comprised the highest proportion of
outmigrants from the Northeast at 38.4 percent, followed by the
trade industries with 26.1 percent. Inmigrants revealed the
same pattern with 36.8 percent employed in the manufacturing
industries, especially durable goods. Interestingly, it was
only the service industries which had more inmigrants than out-

migrants during this first pericd. All migrants reported a
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Table 23: Outmigrants from the Northeast Reagion by Industry and
Wage Change 1960-65

___DQutmigrants
Industry 1960 Number Percent
Manufacturing 210,100 38.4
Durable 127,500 23.3
Nondurable 76,600 14.0
Other 6,000 1.1
Trade 143,000 26.1
Wholesale 62,900 11.5
Retail 8n,100 14.6
Services 80,800 14,7
Personal 5,700 1.0
Private liousehold 400 .1
Professional 40,600 7.4
Cther 34,100 6.2
Other Industries 114,000 20.8

Total

547,300 100.0

Wage Change 1960-65

Mean Standard
Chanae Deviation
$1,331 $3,156
1,294 3,181
1,396 2,617
§1,863 $3,329
1,606 2,768
$1,009 52,163
1,940 1,324
1,990 3,728
1,715 3,582
51,417 $3,643
1,516 3,301

Tal:le 24: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Industry in 1965

and Wage Change 1960-1965

Wage Change 1960-65

Inmigrants Mean Standard
Industry 1965 Number Percent Chanae Neviation
Manufacturing 182,700 36.8
Durable 111,200 22.4 $2,013 $2,755
Nondurable 66,500 13.4 1,717 2,826
Other 5,000 1.0 1,752 1,804
Trade 109,100 21.9
Wholesale 50,800 10.2 $2,152 $3,741
Retail 58,300 11,7 1,133 2,674
Services 92,300 18.5
Personal 6,700 1.3 51,461 $1,886
Private Household 1,900 .4 429 1,340
Professional 40,300 B.1 1,822 3,187
Qther 43,400 8.7 1,631 3,806
Cther Industries 113,000 22,7 $1,946 $3,319
Total 497,100 100.0 1,804 3,131
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mean wage increase during the pezicd but inmigrants in manu-
facturing and trade industrj.s had higher increases than out-
migrants. The same wag the case for service workers except pro-
fessional and other sevvice workers where outmigrants experienced
higher wage increases.

Tables 25 and 26 present the migration flows by industry

for the 1965-1970 period. Persons employed in the manufacturing
industries were the largest proportion of the outmigrants at
36.3 percent but this was below the level for the previous
period. Workers in the service industries increased to 18.5
percent of the ocutmigrants from the Region and 8.5 percent of
them were professional service workers. Inmigration was also
concentrated in the manufacturing industries with 40.9 percent
of the inmigrants employed in that category, an increase over
the previous period. There was also a slight increase in the
proportion of inmigrants employed in the service industries.
In terms of wages, inmigrants employed in manufacturing report-
ed higher wage increases than outmigrants. There were no sig-
nificant differences in wage increase for migrants employed in
the other industrial categories.

The final period, 1970-1975, is shown in Tables 27 and 28
for the Northeast. The proportion employed in manufacturing who
left the Region was 33.5 percent, a decline over the previous
periods. Outmigrants from the service industries increased to
22,4 percent of all workers who left, a significant growth of
this migration stream. Inmigration was primarily concentrated
in the manufacturing industries at 31.5 percent but this was
much less than for the 1965-1970 period. From 1970-1975, in-
migrants into the service industries comprised 21.4 percent
of all the movement into the Region. This was the highest

proportion for the service industries for both previous
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Tahle 25: Cutmiagrants from the Northeast Peagion by Tndustrv and
Wage Change, 1965-1970

Waae thnne_}§65-70

Qutmigrants Mean Standard
Industry 1965 Mumbber = rercent Chanae Neviation
»anufacturing 262,900 36.3 )
Durable 154,500 21.4 $2,940 £4,159
Hondurable 99,900 13.8 2,809 4,673
Other 8,100 1.1 2,271 3,054
Trade 182,700 25.2
Wholesale 63,100 8.9 $3,5913 $4,865
Retail 119,600 16.5 2,931 3,783
Services 133,900 18.5
Personal 9,900 1.4 $1,974 $3,196
Private llousehold 1,000 .1 2,073 1,093
Professional 62,100 8.6 3,167 4,752
Other 60,900 8.4 3,134 6,542
Other Industries 144,200 19.9 $3,319 $5,062
Total 723,700 100.0 3,069 4,703

Table 26: Inmigrants to the Yortheast Reagion by Industry in 1970
and Wage Change 1965-1970

Wage Change 1965-70

Inmigrants Mean Standard
Industry 1970 Number Percent Change Deviation
ltanufacturing 277,800 40.9
Durable 166,200 24,5 $3,686 $4,014
Nondurable 104,700 15.4 3,628 4,212
Other 6,900 1.0 3,012 3,675
Trade 125,700 18.5
Wholesale 68,800 10.1 53,804 $4,775
Retail 56,900 8.4 2,274 4,133
Services 133,700 19.6
Personal 5,700 .8 51,947 $2,969
Private Household 200 .0 1,315 815
Professional 57,600 8.5 3,202 4,645
QOther 70,200 10.3 3,313 5,790
Other Industries 141,500 20.8 $3,739 $4,862
Total 678,700 100.0 3,522 4,588

29



Table 27: Outmigrants from the Northeast Reaion hy Industry and Waqe
Change, 1970-1975

__ Qutmigrants Mean Standard
Industry 1970 Mumber Percent Chance Deviation
Manufacturing 319,800 33.5
Durable 178,200 18.7 $3,734 Sh,414
Nondurable 132,800 13.9 3,23n 6,122
Other B,800 .9 2,882 4,325
Trade 234,500 24.6
Wholesale 80,800 8.5 $4,084 $7,379
Retail 153,700 16.1 3,700 4,820
Services 213,8nn0 22.4
Personal 11,100 1.2 $2,552 54,173
Private Household 400 .0 3,835 2,422
Professional 96,500 10.1 3,202 6,272
Other 105,800 11.1 4,342 7,296
Other Industries 185,701 19.5 $3,543 $6,950
Total 953,800 106.0 3,644 6,408

Table 28: Inmigrants to the Northeast Reaion by Industry in 1975
and Wage Change 1970-1975

Wage Change 1970-75

Inmigrants Mean Standard
Industry 1975 Number Percent Change Deviation
Manufacturing 203,300 31.5
Durable 126,800 19.7 54,516 $5,923
Nondurable 73,600 11.4 4,913 6,560
Other 2,900 .4 4,365 9,244
Trade 125,600 19.5
Wholesale 41,200 6.4 54,973 $6,671
Retail 84,400 13.1 2,993 6,347
Services 138,500 21.4
Personal 5,800 .9 $3,143 $6,213
Private Household 100 .0 0 0
Professional 69,800 10.8 4,826 6,551
Other 62,800 9.7 4,012 7,806
Qther Incdustries 177,800 27.6 54,776 $6,602
Total 645,200 100.0 4,433 6,606
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periods, especially the 10.8 percent of the inmigrants working
in professional services. Inmigrants employed in the manu-
facturing industries, wholesale trade, personal and professional
services experienced greater increases in wages for the period
than did outmigrants in these categories. The large standard

deviation-. around the mean wage change shows the high degree

of variability for each employment category.

E. Industry by Place of Origin and Destination

The in and outmigration flows are broken down by areas of
origin and destination for each of the time periods under con-
sideration. Tables 29 and 30 present these data for the 19560-
1365 pericd. In terms of ocutmigrants, the manufacturing in-
dustries reported the largest proportion of the outmigrants from
the Region, particularly for medium sized metropolitan areas.
0f all the outmigrants from nonmetropolitan areas adjacent to
SMSA boundaries, 42.3 percent were in manufacturing industries
and 25.5 percent in manufacturing of durable goods. For all
metropolitan areas and nonmetropolitan areas, the outmigration
of workers in the trade industries ranked second to manufactur-
ing in volume. Inmigration during this 1960-1965 period was
even more concentrated in manufacturing industries than out-
migration. Of all the inmigrants to nonmetropolitan areas ad-
jacent to SMSA's, 59.4 percent were employed in manufacturing
industries. With the exception of large metropolitan areas,
the proporticon cf inmigrants employed in manufacturing was high-
er than outmigrants, although the volume of outmigration was
higher than the volume of inmigration.

Migration flows for the next period 1965-1970 are pre-

sented in Tables 31 and 32. The largest proportion of outmigrants
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Table 29: Outmigrants from the Mortheast Peaion bv Industrv and Ilace
of Origin, 1969-1965

Metro Areas

Industry in Large _
1960 Percent
Manufacturing 36.4
Durable 21.5
Nondurable 13.9
Other 1.0
Trade 26.8
Wholesale 13.4
Retail 13.2
Services 15.5
Personal 1.2
Private Nousehold .1
Professional 7.1
Other 7.1
Other Industries 21.5
Total 100.0

Base of Percent 355,300

Wonmetro Areas

Hedium = Small = Adajacent
Percent Percent Percent
45,1 39.8 42.3
29.14 23.7 25.5
13.9 15.6 15.9
1.8 e 5 .9
23.8 31.1 24,6
8.9 4.8 6.6
14.9 26.3 13.1
13.1 9.2 13.7
7 1.1 .7
. 2 0 ¢]
7.8 3.8 8.7
4.4 4.3 4.3
18.1 19.9 19.4

100.0 100.N0 100.0
108,300 18,600 43,000

Monadjacent

Percent

27.5

10.1
6.0

26.1
100.0

21,800

Table 30: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Industry and Ilace
1960~1965

of Destination,

Metro Areas

Nonmetro Areas

Industry in Large Medium Small Adjacent Nonadjacent
1965 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Manufacturing 31.0 46.0 46.4 59.4 40.4
Durable 17.4 28.8 33.8 49,3 13.1
Nondurable 12.5 15,7 12.6 9.9 27.3
Other 1.1 1.5 0 .2 N
Trade 25.0 16.1 17.2 13.3 16.5
Wholesale 12.6 6.8 4.0 3.2 3.4
Retail 12.4 9.3 13,2 10.1 13.1
Services 19.8 17.0 16.6 12.0 21.0
Persocnal 1.5 1.2 1.3 .7 1.1
Private Household .5 .2 0 0 0
Professional 7.9 8.1 9.3 8.6 10.8
Other 9.9 7.5 6.0 2.7 9,1
Other Industries 24.3 20.9 19.9 15.3 22.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 334,500 89,300 15,100 40,600 17,600
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Table 31: Outmicgrants from the Northeast Fegion by Industry and Place
of Origin, 1965-1970

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas
Industry in Larae Medium Small Adjacent HNonadjacent
1965 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Manufacturing 32.5 43.2 45.0 3 47.3 36.8
Durable 17.9 26.2 33.6 34.0 19.6
Nondurable 13.5 15.6 10.6 11.5 17.2
Cther 1.1 1.4 .B .9 0
Trade 26.6 23.8 23.4 20.5 21.4
Wholesale 10.3 7.0 4.9 4.1 4,2
Retail 16.3 16.8 18.5 16.4 17.2
Services 20.1 14.7 16.3 17.0 16.2
Persocnal 1.6 .9 .8 .9 7
Private Household 1 0 0 .2 .7
Professional B.4 7.6 7.2 12.8 10.2
Other 10.0 6.2 8.3 3.1 4.6
Cther Industries 20.8 18.3 15.5 l6.2 25.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 472,000 141,100 26,500 55,600 28,500

Table 32: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Industry and Place
of Destination, 1965-13970

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas
Industry in Large Medium Small Adjacent  Nonadjacent
1970 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Manufacturing 38.6 45,6 50.3 53.4 32.5
Durable 22.3 26,0 39.3 39.3 19.4
Nondurable 15.2 18.5 10.5 12.9 13.1
Other 1.1 1.1 .5 1.2 0
Trade 19.4 18.6 13.7 13.3 13.1
Wholesale 11.3 9.9 3.2 4.0 4.2
Retail B.1l 8.7 10.5 9.3 8.9
Services 21.0 l6.6 l6.5 14.9 20.4
Personal .9 .9 0 .2 .5
Private Household 0 0 0 0 0
Professional 7.9 8.4 11.0 11.7 14.1
Other 12.2 7.3 5.5 3.0 5.8
Other Industries 21.0 19.3 19.6 18.5 34,0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 473,600 121,300 21,900 42,800 19,100
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remain ¢oncentrated in manufacturing but the proportions are
lower for large and medium sized metropolitan areas and higher
for small metrce and nonmetropolitan areas. For example, of
all the outmigrants from nonmetropolitan areas not adjacent

to SMSA boundaries, 36.8 percent were employed in manufacturing

industries in 1965~70 compared to 27.5 percent in 1960-65.
There was also a decline in the percentage of outmigrants from
nenmetropolitan areas employed in the trade industries, with
about 20 percent in this period compared to about 27 percent in
the1960-65 period. Inmigration into the Region from 1965-1970
was even more concentrated in the manufacturing industries than
outmigration, with over 50 percent of the inmigrants to small
metropolitan areas and to nonmetropolitan areas adjacent to
SMSA's being employed in manufacturing, particularly durable
goods. The reverse pattern obtained for workers employed in
the trade industries with smaller proporticons of inmigrants
during the 1%265-70 period employed in the trades compared to
the cutmigrants.

The final period, 1970-1975, ¢of in and ocutmigration for
the Region by industry and place of origin and destination is
presented in Tables 33 and 34. A general pattern for ocutmigrants
from the varicus areas of origin within the Region was for
smaller proportions to be employed in manufacturing industries
than during the 19%65-70 period. For example, of all the out-
migrants from medium sized metropolitan areas in the Region,
38.4 percent were employed in manufacturing during this periecd,
compared to 43.2 percent in 1965-70. Outmigrants from all
areas of origin within the Regicon employed in the trade indus-
tries had about the same proportions as during the previous

period. The proportion of cutmigrants employed in the service
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Table 33:

of Origin, 1970-1975

Outmigrants from the Northeast Region by Industry and FPlace

Metro Areas

Nonmetro Areas

Industry in Large Medium Small Adjacent Nonad?acqng
1970 Percent Percent Fercent Percent Parcent
Manufacturing 31.0 38.4 42.7 T 39.4 35.2
Durable 16.5 21.4 31.4 27.8 16.5
Nondurable 13.6 15.7 11.3 11.4 18.0
Other .9 1.3 0 .2 .7
Trade 24.9 25.1 22.5 22.4 19.7
Wholesale 9.3 7.6 8.2 4.2 4,6
Retail 15.6 17.5 14.3 18.2 15.1
Services 24.0 17.9 18.4 21.5 22.6
Personal 1.1 1.3 1.4 .5 2.1
Private Household .1 0 0 0 0
Professional 9.6 9.9 11.9 15.1 11.3
Other 13.2 6.7 5.1 5.9 9.2
Other Industries 20,0 18.7 16.4 16.7 22.5
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 646,800 187,100 29,300 62,200 28,400

Table 34:

of bestination,

1970-1975

Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Industry and Flace

Metro Areas

tlonmetro Areas

Industry in Large Medium Small Adjacent Nonadjacent
1975 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Manufacturing 26.8 39.5 38,2 48.6 21.0
Durable 15.9 23.0 21.6 40,9 13.2
Nondurable 10.6 15.6 16.1 7.2 7.8
Other .3 .9 .5 ) 0
Trade 20.5 20.6 19.1 10.7 17.3
Wholesale 7.0 7.9 3.0 1.2 2.7
Retail 13.5 12.7 16.1 9.5 14.6
Services 23.4 23.4 22.1 16.5 23.3
Personal 1.0 .7 .5 .7 1.4
Private Household 0 0 0 0 0
Professicnal 10.2 10.8 16.1 11.7 16.4
Other 12.2 11.9 5.5 1.1 5.5
Other Industries 29.3 22.7 20.6 24.6 38.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 416,100 129,300 19,900 58,000 21,900
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industries increased for all areas of origin and was highest

for outmigrants from large metropolitan areas with 24.0 per-
cent.

Inmigration from 1970-75 to the Region showed a signifi-
cant increase in the proportions emploved in the service indus-
tries for all places of destination. The inmigration of workers
employed in professional services dominated this pattern.

For example, of all the inmigrants to nonadjacent nonmetropoli-
tan areas, 23.3 percent were employed in the services indus-
tries and, more specifically, 16.4 percent in the professional
services. However, the volume of cutmigration from the Re-
gion continued to exceed the volume of inmigration into the Re-

gion.

F. Migrants by Wage Class

In and out migration for the Northeast Region by wage
class of the migrant and the amount of wage change for each
of the time periods are presented in Tables 35-40. For the
first period, 1960-1965, outmigrants from the Region were con-
centrated in the lower income categories of less than $5,999
and particularly in the category of less than $3,999 with 47.3
percent of the outmigrants located there, Inmigrants were
alsc concentrated in the $5,999 or less wage category but to
a lesser extent., 1In fact 11.2 percent of the inmigrants to
the Region were in the $10,000-14,999 wage group compared to
only 5.5 percent of the outmigrants. While most of the in
and outmigrants experienced an increase in wages from 1960 to
1965, the increase was generally larger for inmigrants than
for outmigrants. One exception to that pattern was the de-

cline of 518 in mean wages for inmigrants to the NHortheast
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Taible 35: OQutmicrants from the Hortheast Teqgion by Waage Class in
1960 and Waqge Change 19£0-~1965

Waage Class Qutmigrants Wage Chanage 1960-65

in 1960 umber Percent Fean  Standard Deviation
$10-3,999 259,409 47.3 51,824 52,718
4,000-4,999 67,400 12,3 1,on7 2,553
5,000-5,999 57,300 19.5 1,234 3,171
6,000-6,999 48,700 g.0 1,383 . 3,560
7,000-7,999 30,900 5.6 1,157 3,427
8,0N00-8,999 23,800 4.3 1,455 3,685
9,000-9,999 16,800 3.1 2,163 3,884
10,000-14,999 29,900 5.5 1,920 4,139
15,000-24,999 13,000 2.4 -936 4,813
25,000+ 700 .1 =746 27,232

Totals 547,900 100.0
Table 36: Inmigrants to the Mortheast Region bv Wage Class in 1965

and Vlage Chanage 1360-1965

Wage Class Inmigrants Wage Change 1960-65
1965 Number  Percent Mean Standard Deviation
510-3,999 164,300 33.1 =518 §2,220
4,000-~4,999 54,900 11.0 1,478 1,900
5,000-5,999 53,500 10.8 1,872 1,941
6,000-6,999 45,500 9.2 1,858 2,484
7,000-7,999 36,100 7.3 2,423 2,217
8,000-8,999 25,900 5.2 3,053 2,540
9,000-9,999 28,300 5.7 2,779 2,951
10,000-14,999 55,500 11.2 3,802 3,351
15,000-24,999 32,300 6.5 5,152 4,566
25,000+ 8090 .2 14,208 13,959
Totals 497,100
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Takle 37: Outmigrants from the Northeast DNegion by Wage Class in
1965 and Wage Change 1965-1970

Wage Class Outrmigrants Wage Change 1965-70
in 1965 Number Percent Mean Standard Deviation
$10-3,999 319,600 44.2 $2,966 $3,525
4,000-4,999 80,200 11.1 2,315 3,653
5,000-5,999 68,500 9.5 2,228 3,763
6,000-6,999 60,800 8.4 2,683 4,181
7,000-7,999 45,300 6.3 2,793 4,715
8,000-8,999 34,300 4.7 3,736 4,813
9,000-9,999 28,600 4.0 4,163 5,471
10,000-14,999 56,700 7.8 4,749 6,248
15,000-24,999 28,500 3.9 5,281 8,688
25,000+ 1,200 .2 -18,323 27,389
Totals 723,700 100.0
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Table 38; Inmiqgrants to the Northeast Region by Wacge Class in 1970
and Wage Change 1965-1970

Wage Class Inmigrants Tage Change 1965-70
19790 Number  DPercent Hean — &Standard Deviation
$10-3,999 135,100 19.9 -5375 52,508
4,000-4,999 59,200 8.7 1,564 2,203
5,000-5,999 58,200 B.6 2,108 2,170
6,000-6,999 57,900 8.5 2,786 2,210
7,000-7,999 59,800 8.8 3,155 2,467
8,000-8,999 48,400 7.1 3,507 2,585
9,000-9,999 40,600 6.0 3,936 2,826
10,000-14,999 126,600 18.6 5,130 3,378
15,000-24,999 69,000 10.2 7,755 4,228
25,000+ 23,900 3.5 15,177 8,323
Totals 678,700 100.0

Table 39: Outmigrants from the lJortheast PRegion hy Wage Class
in 1970 and Wage Change, 1970-1975

Wage Class OQutmigrants Wage Change 1970-75
in 1970 Number Percent Mean Btandard Deviation
$10-3,999 317,500 33.13 54,476 $4,605
4,000~4,999 89,200 9.4 2,147 3,679
5,000-5,999 8l,000 8.5 2,277 4,076
6,000-6,999 75,500 7.9 2,357 4,192
7,000-7,999 68,900 7.2 2,764 5,435
8,000-8,999 57,900 6.1 2,453 5,504
9,000-9,999 5G,100 5.3 3,231 6,649
10,000-14,999 132,900 13.9 3,772 7,707
15,000-24,999 62,700 6.6 6,096 11,249
25,000+ 18,100 1.9 6,749 17,152
Totals 953,800 10N0,0

Table 40: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Wage (lass in 1975
and Wage Change 1970-1975

Wage Class Inmigrants Wage Change 13570-75
1975 fTumber Percent Mean Standard Deviation
$10-3,999 98,200 15.2 -51,709 $3,774
4,000-4,999 31,000 4.8 744 3,764
5,000-5,999 40,600 6.3 1,587 2,888
6,000-6,999 43,300 6.7 2,218 3,379
7,000-7,999 45,100 7.0 3,078 3,327
8,000-8,999 42,000 6.5 3,506 3,463
9,000-9,999 39,000 6.0 4,111 3,755
10,000-14,999 150,500 23.3 5,342 4,192
15,000-24,999 114,300 17.7 7,492 5,511
25,000+ 41,200 6.4 17,912 10,268
Totals 645,200 100.0
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in the $4,999 or less wage category. Outmigrants in this low
wage category recorded an increase of $1,824 in their mean
wages. However, inmigrants in the upper wage levels of
515,000 and over reported large gains in mean wages but out-
migrants in this wage class reported significant declines in
mean wages,

From 1965-1970, outmigrants from the Northeast continued
to be concentrated in the lower wage categories with 55.2 per-
cent earning less than $4,999. It is also noteworthy that
outmigrants in the highest wage category of $25,000 and over
reported a mean loss of wage of $18,323 from 1965-70. How-
ever, the standard deviation of $27,389 suggests a very large
amount of variation in wage changes for outmigrants in this
wage class. Inmigrants to the Region are no longer concen-
trated in the lower income levels with only 19.9 percent being
located in the less than $3,999 wage class. O0Of all of the
inmigrants to the Region in this period, 28.8 percent were in
the $10,000 to $24,999 wage group and 3.5 percent in the
$25,000 and over wage group. While most of the migrants
experienced an increase in wages, the inmigrants generally
had larger increases in mean wages than outmigrants.

During the last period of 1970-1975, outmigrants from

the Region became less concentrated in the lower wage classes,
with only 33.3 percent in the $3,999 or less wage group, and
more concentrated in the upper wage classes, with 13.9 percent
in the $10,000-14,999 wage group. On the other hand, in-
migrants into the Region were more concentrated in the $10,000-
24,999 wage class, with 41.0 percent in that category. During

this period, outmigrants in wage groups less than $7,999 re-
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ported higher mean wage changes than did the inmigrants to the
Region. However, persons earning 58,000 or more reported
higher wage increases if they were inmigrants to the Northeast
Region. Interestingly, inmigrants in the lowest wage class,
$3,999 or less, reported a significant decline of $1,709 in
mean wages.

G. Migrants by Wage Class and Place of Origin
and Destination

Additional detail on migration into and out of the Region
may be seen when areas of destination and origin are tabulated
by wage class of the migrant. Table 41 presents data for
outmigrants from the Northeast Region by their wage class in
1960 and their areas of origin for the 1960-1965 period. It is
clear that outmigration was concentrated in the lowest wage
interval of less than $3,999 and especially true for outmigrants
from nonmetropolitan areas not adjacent to SMSA's, with 66.1
percent in that wage class. For all metropolitan areas and

both nonmetropolitan categories, more than half of the outmigrants

Table 41: oOutmigrants from the Northeast Region by Wage Class in
1960 and Place of Origin, 1960-1965

Metro Areas o Nonmetre Areas
Wage Class Large ledium Small Adjacent Nonadjacent
in 1960 Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
$10-3,999 44,1 49.2 61.8 53.8 66.1
4,000-4,999 12.6 12.5 13.4 11.6 7.3
5,000-5,999 10.5 10.6 7.0 10.7 11.0
6,000-6,999 9.2 9.1 5.9 8.4 6.0
7,000-7,999 6.1 4.8 4.3 4,8 5.0
8,000-8,999 5.0 3.1 4.3 2.5 3.7
9,000-9,999 3.4 3.2 .5 2.5 0
10,000-14,999 6.1 5.5 1.6 3.9 .9
15,000-24,999 2.9 1.7 1.1 1.8 0
25,000+ .1 .2 0 0 0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 355,300 108,30 18,600 43,900 21,800
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were below the 54,999 wage level in this period.

The same data for inmigrants are presented in Table 42
and show similar concentrations of inmigrants in the lowest
wage class but at a much lower level. For example, only 44.9
percent of the inmigrants to nonadjacent nonmetropolitan areas
were below the $3,999 wage level and that was the highest pro-
portion for any area of destination. Significantly, the propor-
tion of inmigrants in each higher wage class increased with de-
clining size of the metropolitan areas and remained strong for
both nonmetropolitan categeories, e.g., nonmetropolitan areas
adjacent to SMSA had 11.1 percent of their inmigrants in the
$6,000-6,999 wage group. Also important was the relatively
large proportion of inmigrants to large metropolitan areas in
the $10,000-14,999 wage class: 12.4 percent. This percentage

decreased with decreasing size of the metropolitan area.

Table 42: Inmigrants to the Northeast Recion by Wage Class in 1965
and Place of Destination, 1960-196G5

__Metro Areas . Nonmetro Areas .
Wage (lass Large Medium Small Adjacent Monadjacent
in 1965 ercen Percent Percent Percent Percent
$10-3,999 31.5 35.6 35.1 34.2 44.9
4,000-4,999 11.0Q 11.9 7.3 1n.3 13.1
5,000-5,999 9.8 11.6 12.6 14.0 14.8
€&,000-6,999 9,0 8.0 13.2 11.1 in,2
7,000~-7,999 7.5 6.7 7.3 7.9 3.4
8,000-8,999 5.1 4.9 7.3 6.4 4.0
9,000-9,999 5.9 5.3 7.0 4.7 3.4
10,000-14,999 12.4 10.9 6.6 6.9 2.8
15,000-24,999 7.4 5.2 2.6 4.4 3.4
25,000+ .2 0 0 0 0
Base of Percent 334,500 89,300 15,100 40,600 17,600
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The patterns for the next pericd, 1%65-1970, are shown in
Tables 43 and 44. The pattern of outmigration described for
the previous period was still evident with the majority of
persons leaving the Region falling in the less than $4,999 wage
group. The levels of concentration at the lower wages were not
as high as for the previous period, however. Inmigration during

the period (Table 44 ) showed some major changes from the previous

Table 43: Outmigrants from the Northeast Reagion by Wage Class in
1965 and Place of Origin, 1965-~1970

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas

Wage Class Large Hedium Small Adjacent WNonadjacent
in 1965 Percent Fercent Percent Percent Percent
$10~3,999 41.4 48.7 47.5 47.8 57.5
4,000-4,999 10.8 11.6 9.8 11.9 12.3
5,000-5,999 9.5 8.2 9.8 11.2 11.2
6,000-6,999 9.1 7.5 8.3 6.3 5.6
7,000-7,999 6.5 5.6 6.4 7.4 3.5
8,000-8,999 4.8 4.5 4.9 4.7 4.6
9,000-9,999 4.1 3.9 2.6 4.3 1.8
10,000-14,999 8.9 7.0 7.2 4.0 2.1
15,000-~24,999 4.6 3.0 3.4 2.3 1.4
25,000+ .2 0 0 .2 0

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Base of Percent 472,000 141,100 26,500 55,600 28,500

— -— -

Table 44: Inmigrants tco the Northeast Reqgion by Wage Class in 1970
and Place of Destination, 1965-1970.

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas
Wage Class Large Medium Small Adjacent MNonadjacent
in 1970 Percent Percent Fercent Percent Percent
510-3,999 18.9 21.4 25.1 21.3 27.7
4,000~-4,999 8.5 9.6 9.1 8.3 8.9
5,000-5,999 8.3 10.1 9.1 8.4 7.9
6,000-6,999 8.2 9.1 11.9 10.5 5.8
7,.000-7,999 8.9 7.2 8.2 11.4 12.0
8,000-8,999 7.2 6.4 6.8 8.6 7.3
9,000-9,999 6.4 5.0 5.0 3.3 7.9
106,000-14,999 15.0 18.2 16.4 17.5 16.2
15,000-24,999 10.6 10.3 7.3 8.2 4.7
25,000+ 4.1 2.6 .9 2.6 1.6
Base of Percent 473,600 121,300 21,900 42,800 19,100
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period, There was no longer a concentration of inmigrants at
the lower wages, even for nonmetropolitan areas, but rather a
concentration at the $10,000-14,999 and $15,000~-24,999 wage in-
tervals, Thisg was especially evident for inmigration to large

metropolitan areas in the Northeastern Region and to a lesser

extent to medium sized metropolitan areas. Inmigrants to
nonmetropolitan areas were also in the $10,000-14,999 wage Yange
at percentages higher than before: 17.5 percent of inmigrants

to adjacent nonmetro areas and 16.2 percent to nonadjacent non=-
metro areas.

The final period, 1970-19%75, for migration by wage class
and destination,is shown in Takles 45 and 46. In terms of out-
migration, the same pattern of concentration in the lower wage
levels, less than $4,999,is evident for all areas of origin.
Nonmetropolitan areas not adjacent to SMSA's reported 58.5 per-
cent of their ocutmigrants in the less than $4,999 wage class.
Interestingly, outmigration also became related to the higher
wage groups of $10,000-14,99% for all areas of origin in the
Northeast Region. There were 15.0 percent of all outmigrants
from large metropolitan areas in this wage 1lnterval from 1970
to 1975, the highest proportion of all three time periods.

Following the pattern started in the 1965-70 period, inmi-
gration into the Northeastern Region from 1970 to 1975 became
increasingly concentrated in the $10,000-14,999 and $15,000-
24,999 wage clasges. At leagt 21 percent of inmigrants to all
the metropolitan areas were in the $10,000-14,999 wage interval
and for large metro areas, 18.5 percent of the inmigrants were
in the $15,000-24,999 wage class. There were also significant
increases in the proportions of immigrants in the highest wage

level of $25,000 or more.
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Table 45: OQutmigrants from the Northeast Region by Wage Class in
1970 and Place of Origin, 1970-1975

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas

Wage Class Large Medium Small Adjacent Nonadjacent
in 1970 Percent Percent Fercent Percent Percent
$10-3,999 30.2 37.8 43.0 41.3 45.8
4,000-4,999 9.1 9.1 10.9 10.3 12.7
5,000-5,999 8.9 7.9 6.8 8.0 7.0
6,000-6,999 7.7 8.0 7.5 9.0 9.9
7,000-7,999 7.3 7.2 6.1 6.6 7.0
6,000-6,999 6.4 5.7 1.4 5.1 4.2
9,000-9,999 5.6 4.9 1.8 3.5 3.5
10,000-14,999 15,0 13.0 8.5 11.3 7.0
15,000-24,999 7.5 5.1 5.8 3.5 2.1
25,000+ 2,2 1.3 2.0 1.3 .7

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0
Base of Percent 646,800 187,100 29,300 62,200 28,400

Table 46: Inmigrants to the Northeast Region by Wage Class in 1975
and Place of Destination, 1970-1975

Metro Areas Nonmetro Areas
Wage Class Large Medium Small Adjacent MNonadjacent
in 1975 PeTrcent Percent Percent Percent Percent
$10-3,999 14.4 15.2 18.1 15.5 28.3
4,000~-4,999 4.7 4.1 3.0 5.5 10.0
5,000-5,999 5.6 7.3 6.5 8.4 8.2
6,000-6,999 6.6 5.7 12.1 7.2 7.8
7,000~7,999 6.8 7.4 7.0 7.9 4.6
8,000-8,999 6.6 6.5 5.5 5.9 7.3
9,000-9,999 5.9 6.7 8.0 5.7 3.7
10,000-14,999 24.0 23.5 21.6 21.9 15.1
15,000-24,999 18.5 17.2 14.6 16.9 11.4
25,000+ 6.9 6.3 3.5 5.0 3.7
Base of Percent 416,100 129,300 19,900 58,000 21,900
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V. Summary and Conclusions

There was a net outmigration of workers in the Region for
gach of the three time periods examined, with the largest net
losses concentrated in the most recent 1970-1975 period. This
was due to a significant incresase in net outhigration of white
workers, both male and female, and a major increase in net out-
migration of workers 25-34 years of age. Large metropolitan
areas reported the heaviest volume of net losses followed
by medium sized metropolitan areas during the 1970-1975 period.
Nonmetropolitan areas reported a net outmigration during
this most recent period but the volume was half that reported
for 1965-1970 period. The largest volume of net outmigrants
from 1970-1975 were concentrated in the manufacturing in-
dustries, both durable and nondurable goods, which represented
a reversal of net inmigration from 1965 to 1970. Workers in
the trade industries, especially retail trade, reported
net losses during the entire 1960-1975 period. However, the
total net outmigration of -308,600 workers from 1970-1975
represented a relatively small fraction of the 17.9 million
workers in the Region in 1975. Therefore, significant changes
in the composition of the industrial structure from 1260 to
1975 were not primarily due to net migration flows between the
Northeast Region and the rest of the nation. Rather they were
more influenced by shifts of workers within the industrial

structure of the Northeast and internal migration shifts

within the Region itself.
The analysis of inmigrants and outmigrants as separate

groups showed that both groups experienced a mean increase in
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wages after moving, but workers moving into the Northeast Region
had significantly greater increases in wages than those moving
out of the Region. This wage increase advantage was observed
for each of the three time periods. A similar pattern of wage
increase between in and out migrants was observed for all age
groups except that the amount of mean wage increase fell with
increasing age of the migrant.

In terms of places of origin and destination, outmigrants
from large metropolitan areas of the Northeast reported mean
wage increases but these wereless than the mean wage increase for
inmigrants to larger metropolitan areas within the Region.

That advantage for inmigrants to large metropclitan areas was
observed for all three time periods. The same differentials

were true for in and out migrants to medium sized metropolitan
*areas and for small metropolitan areas except from 1970-75 when
outmigrants reported higher mean wage increases than inmigrants.
The reverse pattern was the case for migrants to and from non-
metropolitan areas. For each time period outmigrants from non-
metropolitan areas of the Northeast reported higher mean wage in-
creases than inmigrants to nonmetropolitan areas of the Northeast.

Tabulation of sex, race, and age by places of origin and
destination for in and out migrants revealed both migratory

groups were concentrated in the white male category and that both

in and out white male migrants had the heaviest concentration to
and from nonmetropolitan areas adjacent to SMSA boundaries.

That pattern was generally observed for all three time periods.
In terms of age, the pattern was more complex but generally in
and out migrants for metropolitan and nenmetropolitan areas

tended to be most concentrated in the 25-34 year age group.
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The mean wage change for in and cut migrants by industry
showed that increases in wages were higher for immigrants to
the Northeast, especially in manufacturing and trade industries,
than for outmigrants. That pattern was cbserved for all three
time periods. The mean wage increases for migrants employed
in the service industries were not as different for in and out
migrants, except in the most recent 1970-75 period for profes-
sional service workers where inmigrants to the Northeast re-
ported much higher wage increases than did outmigrants.

Migration by industry and place of origin and destination
showed that ocutmigration from large metropolitan areas was con-
centrated in manufacturing industries and even more so for
medium and small sized metropolitan areas. The same concentra-
tion was observed for all three time periods and was the case
for the concentration of inmigration streams to manufacturing
industries in the Region. Nonmetropolitan areas reported similar
concentrations of in and out migration concentrations in the
manufacturing industries; but during the most recent period
(1970-75), 23.3 percent of all inmigrants to nonadjacent nonmetro-

politan areas were employed in the service industries. This was

the highest proportion of inmigrants during the entire pericd.

In terms of wage class of in and out migrants, two major
patterns were observed. First, outmigrants located in the two
lowest wage classes dominated the outmigration for each of the
three time periods. Immigrants into the Northeast Region were
also predominately located in the two lowest wage classes from
1960-1970. The second major pattern invelved the gradual shift
from inmigrants being located in the lower wage classes to

the higher wage classes. This trend began in the 1965-70 pericd

47



and by the 1970-75 pericd the largest proportion of inmigrants
to the Northeast were in the highest thiree wage classes.

When places of origin and destination for inmigrants and
ocoutmigrants by wage classwere examined, two major patterns
similar to the above were found. First, outmigrants located in
the two lowest wage classes made up the largest proportion of
outmigrants from both metropolitan and nonmetrcopolitan areas,
but particularly from small metropolitan areas and nonmetro-
politan areas nonadjacent to SMSA boundaries. Secondly, in-
migrants to the Region were only concentrated in the lower wage
classes from 1960-1965. By the 1965-1970 period, inmigrants
began to be concentrated in the top three wage categories for
both metropolitan and nonmetropolitan areas. By the 1970-75
period, the concentration of inmigrants in the upper wage cate-
gories was even greater for all receiving areas within the North-

east Region.

48



	University of Connecticut
	OpenCommons@UConn
	7-1982

	Changes in the Characteristics of In and Out Migrants in the Northeast Region 1960 to 1975
	Thomas E. Steahr
	Recommended Citation


	cover.pdf
	cover 2
	page 1
	page 3
	page 42463
	page 42464
	page 62465
	page 62466
	page 82467
	page 82468
	page 102469
	page 102470
	page 122471
	page 122472
	page 142473
	page 142474
	page 162475
	page 162476
	page 182477
	page 182478
	page 202479
	page 202480
	page 222481
	page 222482
	page 242483
	page 242484
	page 262485
	page 262486
	page 282487
	page 282488
	page 302489
	page 302490
	page 322491
	page 322492
	page 342493
	page 342494
	page 362495
	page 362496
	page 382497
	page 382498
	page 402499
	page 402500
	page 422501
	page 422502
	page 442503
	page 442504
	page 462505
	page 462506
	page 482507

