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SUMMARY

Previous research has shown that farm-to-urban
migrants differ in various ways from urban-reared
persons. Studies of differences among persons with
a farm or rural background and urban-reared per-
sons who now all live in the same urban areas have
been lacking in Iowa. One of the purposes of this
study was to provide such information for an
Iowa metropolitan area. The main purpose, however,
was to compare characteristics among adolescents
from several family-migration types. These were
adolescents who had always lived in Cedar Rapids
(the metropolitan area seclected for study), adoles-
cents who had moved from other urban centers to
Cedar Rapids and adolescents who had lived on
farms at some previous time and now live in Cedar
Rapids. These three family-migration types are re-
ferred to as urban-nonmigrant, urban-migrant and
farm-to-urban migrant.

Data were obtained first by questionnaires from
practically all adolescents in the seventh and elev-
enth grades of the Cedar Rapids schools. Question-
naires also were mailed to their parents. The com-
parisons among the children and parents in the three
family-migration types were based on white families
in which both parents were living with the adoles-
cents who represented their families in the original
sample, The urban-nonmigrant sample included 582
families, the urban-migrant sample included 391
families, and the farm-to-urban sample included 208
families.

Large differences existed among certain character-
istics of the parents in the three family-migration
types. Lowest median ages were observed for the
farm-to-urban husbands and wives, the median ages
for the urban-migrant spouses were intermediate,
and the urban-nonmigrant spouses had the highest
median ages. The educational levels of the farm-to-
urban spouses were the lowest, those for the urban-
nonmigrant were intermediate, and the urban-mi-
grant spouses had the highest educational levels.
The lowest levels of occupational achievement were
observed among the farm-to-urban males, urban-
nonmigrant males were next, and the urban-migrant
males had the highest levels of oceupational achieve-
ment. A large portion of the variation in the occeupa-
tional achievement patterns among the three groups
of men was associated with their educational differ-
ences, but differences associated with the migration
types also remained. The mens’ ages were not signi-
ficantly related to their occupational achievement
levels.

Employment of wives was related to both the
family-migration eclassification and family-status
levels. There was virtually no difference in employ-
ment rates among the wives of the two urban family
types. Approximately 50 percent of the wives in the
urban-nonmigrant families and 48 percent of the
wives in the urban-migrant families were employed.
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A larger proportion of the farm-to-urban wives, 65
percent, were employed. The status levels of the
wives’ jobs were not associated with the family-mi-
gration types but were related to their family-status
levels. Wives from higher status families, as defined
by the husbands’ occupations, were employed at
higher status oceupations more frequently than were
wives from lower status families.

The farm-to-urban families had the highest median
number of children under 18 years of age still at
home, urban-migrant families were intermediate, and
urban-nonmigrant families had the lowest median
number of children under this age at home. A smaller
proportion, 80 percent, of farm-to-urban families in-
cluded both biological parents of the children as
compared with 86 percent for the urban-migrant
families and with 88 percent for the urban-nonmi-
grant families.

Four general hypotheses were tested for compari-
sons among the adolescents in the three family-mi-
gration types: (1) Indexes of parent-adolescent re-
lations differ significantly among the adolescents in
the three family-migration types. (2) Indexes of
their parents’ interests in the adolescents’ school
work and their parents’ participation in the adoles-
cents’ school activities differ significantly among the
three family-migration types. (3) Personality scores
differ significantly among the adolescents in the
three family-migration types. (4) The three groups
of adolescents differ significantly in relation to
selected school-related variables and community or-
ganization participation scores. The farm-to-urban
children were expected to differ from the adolescents
in the two urban family types. Various tests were
made for each of the hypotheses. Data included item
responses as well as mean scores.

Only 1 of the 24 tests of the first hypothesis, 2
of the 8 tests of the second hypothesis, 1 of the 4
tests of the third hypothesis and 1 of the 27 tests
of the variables included in the fourth hypothesis
permitted rejection of the null hypothesis for differ-
ences among the three groups of adolescents.

The conclusion for the comparisons among the
three groups of adolescents is that possible differ-
ences in previous socialization patterns were not
apparent after the adolescents had shared common
experiences in the Cedar Rapids community and
school systems. The data suggested that children
with farm backgrounds acecommodated themselves
readily to new conditions encountered in urban
arcas. One possible exception to this generalization
was the significantly higher rate of school absen-
teeism among the eleventh-grade farm-to-urban boys
in comparison with the other eleventh-grade boys.
The higher absentceism could be related to higher
school drop-out rates among the farm-to-urban hoys.
Further rvesearch is needed, however, to test the
validity of this inference.
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Population mobility is necessary for the efficient
operation of the American urban-industrial society.
On the whole, Amercan socicty has benefited from
migration though, at times, certain groups have and
still must bear burdens imposed by migration. But
most individuals and families aceept or welcome
migration because they believe that migration brings
them enhanced status, a higher level of living or
other benefits they desire. Some data describing
occupational and residential changes in the United
States illustrate the mobility of American families.

In a recent year, more than 8 million American
workers changed jobs. These 8 million persons made
approximately 11.5 million job changes. Also, about
7 percent of the male workers now are in a different
county from the one in which they were employed
the year before. More than half of this 7 percent
changed states, as well as jobs (2, p. 281).

Job changes frequently are associated with resi-
dential changes. During any recent year, approxi-
mately 20 pereent of American families changed their
places of residence. Between 30 and 33 million per-
sons have moved annually sinece World War II. Over
5 million persons have been involved annually in
interstate moves (18, p. 154).

Muech of this movement represents the continuation
of the historie trend of population movement from
rural areas or smaller towns to larger eities. Urban
areas in the United States contained about 40 percent
of our population in 1900. In 1960, 70 pereent of the
Ameriecan population was in urban areas.

The growth of the metropolitan areas relative to
other areas probably will continue. The kinds of
occupations that are expected to increase most
rapidly in the current decade generally are con-
centrated in the metropolitan areas. These occupa-
tions ineclude professional, managerial and proprie-
tary positions as well as clerical, sales and skilled
or semiskilled jobs (23). By 1975, it is estimated that
75 to 80 percent of the American population will live
in urban areas.

Members of the rural labor force have participated

1 Project 1440, Towa Agricultural and Home liconomics ILxperi-
ment Station, Center for Agricultural and Tconomic Develop-
ment cooperating.

2 Lee G. Burchinal was associate professor of sociology and
Perry E. Jacobson was a graduate assistant in the Department
of Economics and Sociology, Towa State University.

actively in thesc occupational and residential
changes. The farm labor foree has been reduced by
half since 1920. There has been a 40-percent deeline
in farm workers in the United States since 1940
(13, p. v.). Between 1950 and 1959, there was a net
outmigration of approximately 7.2 million persons
from farm to nonfarm residences. Migration from
farms made up more than one-fourth of the nonfarm
population growth between 1950 and 1959 (2, p.
269).

The movement of farm and other rural people to
urban areas represents one form of adjustment to
the complex conditions affecting American agricul-
ture and rural communities. This historie pattern of
migration undoubtedly will continue. However,
future rates of farm-to-nonfarm or rural-to-urban mi-
gration will be influenced by explicit or implieit
publie policies related to maintaining or changing
rural population levels. Recently, serious proposals
have been presented which would encourage move-
ment of persons from farm to nonfarm jobs (24, p.
158). Oeccupational changes, in many cases, will re-
quire geographical mobility as well.

It is always desirable to base publie poliey on the
most valid knowledge available. Rescarch data on
the impacts of migration upon persons and families
vary considerably in scope and depth. In this study,
interest is focused primarily on farm-to-nonfarm mi-
gration patterns. Detailed data are available for the
numbers of persons involved in farm-to-nonfarm mi-
gration, the nonfarm-to-farm mieration and the net
farm-to-nonfarm migration. Considerable knowledge
also is available for the age and sex characteristies of
rural-to-urban migrants. The adjustments of farm-
or rural-to-urban migrants in urban arecas are re-
ported in some studies (1,6,7,18,26). Most of these
data, however, are related to the oceupational or
status charaecteristies of males or to the social parti-
cipation patterns of farm or rural migrants as con-
trasted to urban migrants or natives of the urban
arcas selected for study.

When families are involved in migration. children
as well as parents must adapt to a new environment.
Yet, there are no studies on the characteristics and
adjustment patterns among children in farm- or
rural-to-urban migrant families as contrasted to
children in families who have moved from one urban
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area to another or among children who have always
lived in the same metropolitan area.

Knowledge of possible impacts of migration upon
children should be useful in formulating publie
policy that affects or might affeet migration rates.
This information also, should be valuable to parents
contemplating migration or who are redefining their
family and community roles as a result of migration.
Teachers, clergymen and other persons who have
responsibilities for children and youth also may be
able to benefit from knowledge about the impacts,
if any, of migration upon children.

The main objective of this investigation was to
provide some information about possible impacts of
migration on adolescents, The research design also
permitted retesting some previous gencralizations
about differences in parental characteristics of farm-
to-urban migrant families in comparison with inter-
urban-migrant families or with families who have
lived in a metropolitan area for a long time.

HYPOTHESES

In this repart, data for the parents and families of
the adolescents are presented first. These data are
limited to the ages, educational levels and occupa-
tions of the parents, the number of children at home
and the parents’ marital type—whether the marriage
is a first marriage or remarriage for one or both
parents. Hypotheses are not developed for the com-
parisons based on parental or family characteristics;
however, the differences are reported since these
variables may be relevant to the differences in chil-
dren from different migration categories.

For this investigation, three family-migration
types were defined. The data for developing these
types were based on the residential histories of the
children involved in the samples. These data were
obtained by questionnaires which were completed by
the children in their classrooms. The family-migra-
tion classification included the farm-to-urban, the
urban-nonmigrant and the urban-migrant family
types.

All children and, hence, their families, who re-
ported that they had lived on a farm at some time
in their lives were classified as farm-to-urban mi-
grant families.

The families having children who always lived in
Cedar Rapids (the metropolitan areca selected for
the study) were included in the urban-nonmigrant
classification. This eclassification is valid for the
children in these families, but it involves unknown
degrees of error for their parents. Some of the
parents in the urban-nonmigrant families undoubted-
ly moved to Cedar Rapids from other urban or rural
areas.

The children who had lived in some other town
before coming to Cedar Rapids are called urban-mi-
grant children, and their families are referred to as
urban-migrant families.
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TFFurther information about the sizes and numbers
of towns in which the children had lived before
coming to Cedar Rapids would have permitted a more
precise description of the urban-migrant category.
But we felt that the children, especially the seventh
graders, would not be able to provide accurate or
complete replies to such questions. Therefore, this
category was based on two sets of replies: (1) that
the children had not always lived in Cedar Rapids;
and (2) that they had lived in a ‘‘town’’ before
coming to Cedar Rapids. Living in a town was dif-
ferentiated from living ‘‘in the country but not on
a farm’’ or ‘‘living on a farm.’’ Otherwise, informa-
tion about the sizes of the towns was lacking.

Hypotheses for comparisons among the children in
the three family-migration types may be derived
from a general premise. This premise is that differ-
ences between the in-migrants and the natives in any
social system are related dirvectly to their previous
differences in socialization experiences.

Children in the urban-nonmigrant and the urban-
migrant groups were assumed to have had approxi-
mately comparable socialization experiences. Chil-
dren in the two urban groups were known to differ
in that one group of children had always lived in
the same metropolitan area, while the other group
had experienced at least one intercity move. They
may be different in other characteristics as well.
Tests of the parent and family data will permit some
statement about the similarities or differences be-
tween the families of the children in the two urban
types.

The socialization experiences of the farm-to-urban
children probably were different in some ways from
those of the children in the two urban family types.
All of the children in the farm-to-urban families lived
at least part of their lives on farms. As a result,
they were exposed to rural social systems, attitudes,
values and behavioral characteristics. When their
parents moved, they very likely carried with them
many attitudes, values and behavioral patterns of
their previous rural life. Even though the children
may have lived most of their lives in ecities, it is
possible that many of the children in the farm-to-
urban migrant families continued to experiecnce—
through their associations with their parents, rela-
tives and previous rural associates—influences that
have been characteristic of rural rather than of ur-
ban communities.

The children in the farm-to-urban migrant families
probably had greater adjustments to make than the
urban-migrant children when they moved to a larger
urban area such as Cedar Rapids. It is possible that
the farm-to-urban children had to learn to participate
in larger school and play groups, and they may have
encountered new role definitions for interpersonal
relationships in the family, school and community.

The preceding suppositions are based on the as-
sumption that differences still exist between the



socialization processes of rural and urban social
systems. Some sociologists believe that the recent,
large inereases in rural levels of living, the develop-
ment of mass communication and transportation
systems in the United States and the inercasing con-
tacts between rural and urban persons have led to
the virtual elimination of differences between rural
and urban family or community life.

While there undoubtedly has been a decline in
rural and urban differences in family and community
life, much data still supports two gencralizations:
(1) There still are sizable differences in the charae-
teristies of rural and urban youth. (2) Some of
these differences appear to put rural persons at a
disadvantage to urban persons in relation to integra-
tion and suceessful competition in the urban social
setting (1,6,7,12,18,26,11).

Available data support the generalization that
socialization processes differ in rural and urban
families and communities. The impact of the differ-
ences in the rural and urban socialization processes
is obscrved in differences between rural-reared per-
sons and urban-reared persons. If differences are
observed among adults in the several migration eate-
gories, differences also should be observed between
the children in the farm-to-urban migrant families
and the children in the urban-migrant or urban-non-
migrant families. Four sets of variables were used
for tests of differences among the children in the
three family-migration types. The general hypotheses
for these four sets of comparisons are:

1. Indexes of the quality of parent-adolescent re-
lations differ significantly among the adolescents in
the three family-migration types.

2. Indexes of their parents’ interest in the adoles-
cents’ school work and their parents’ participation
in the adolescents’ school activities differ significant-
ly among the three family-migration types.

3. Personality scores differ significantly among
the adolescents in the three family-migration types.

4. The three groups of adolescents differ signifi-
cantly in relation to selected school-related variables
and ecommunity organization participation scores.

Varying numbers of indexes are used in testing
cach of the four hypotheses. There are no theoretical
or empirical grounds for expecting large differences
between the children in the two urban categories,
but, for the purposes of the analyses, these two
groups are maintained. However, the farm-to-urban
adoleseents were expeeted to do less well or to report
more Gifficulty for cach set of data than the other
children. Some of the data previously reviewed
support the latter suggestion. Tn addition, there are
several sets of data that dircetly pertain to the ex-
peetation that the farm-to-urban adolescents would
differ from the other adolescents.

IMirst., some data direetly support rurval-urban dif-
ferences in family relationships and in personality

characteristics of the adolescents. Research data
from the early 1930°s (8) to the present (20) agree
in finding less satisfactory parent-adolescent rela-
tions in rural families than in urban families. These
data suggest that the farm-to-urban migrant adoles-
cents would report less satisfactory relations with
their parents than would the other adolescents.

Several studies also indicate that greater propor-
tions of rural youth than urban youth report per-
sonality difficulties (11,12). These data suggest that
the farm-to-urban adoleseents would score less satis-
factorily than the other youth on the emotional
characteristics mecasured.

Another set of relationships supports the two sets
of differences just described. Satisfaetion with, or
lack of tension over, family relationships, including
parent-adolescent relationships, is directly related to
the social status of the family. Also, more adequate
personality adjustment is directly related to the
social status of one’s family.?

Previous studies agree in finding that farm-to-
urban migrant families generally have lower status
levels than urban-migrant or urban-nonmigrant fami-
lics. Therefore, the children in the farm-to-urban
migrant families as compared with the other children
might be expected to report more difficulties in their
relations with their parents and to refleet less satis-
factory adjustment.

The expected lower status levels among the farm-
to-urban families and the direct relationship between
social status and participation of parents in formal
social organizations suggest the basis for the remain-
ing differences: (1) The farm-to-urban parents
would be less actively involved in their children’s
school-related work and activities than the other
parents. (2) The farm-to-urban adolescents in con-
trast to the other adolescents would be less involved
in school and community organizations, have lower
intelligenee scores, receive lower school grades and
be absent from school more frequently.

METHOD

The data used in the present investigation were
derived from a study of relations between employ-
ment of mothers and the developmental characteris-
ties of their children (4). The sample design devel-
oped for the maternal employment study was
equally applicable to the investigation of possible
differences in characteristies among adolescents in
the three family-migration types.

FFamilies with children were desired. We decided
to include two age levels of children, those in the
seventh and eleventh grades, to determnine whether
any differences associated with the migration experi-
ences of the children were evident at either the
carlier or later periods of adolescence. Because the

3 IPor extensive references and bibliographies on these relation-
ships see Burchinal (5) and Sewell and Haller (25).
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children are easily located through schools, families
were selected on the basis of the children.

The second largest metropolitan area in Iowa,
Cedar Rapids, was chosen as the locale for the in-
vestigation for two reasons: (1) Sample selection
in one metropolitan area was desirable in terms of
economy as contrasted to a sample drawn from a
larger geographical area. (2) Cedar Rapids contains
a wide diversification of industry and, hence, should
provide for adequate social-status variations.

Practically 100 percent of all students in the two
grades completed the questionnaires from which most
of the data were taken. Students also provided the
name, address and phone number of their parents or
guardians on small cards attached to the question-
naires. Iach card bore a code number which also
was stamped on the corresponding questionnaire. On
the basis of the information provided on these cards,
a 3-page questionnaire was mailed to the parents to
obtain the parental and family data. After follow-up
letters and supplemental interviews with families
who had not returned the questionnaires, 91 percent
of the original 1,824 parental questionnaires were
completed. However, the number of cases for which
data are reported in this discussion is less than the
number of questionnaires originally completed. Some
of the childrens’ or parents’ questionnaires were
deleted after careful editing and the imposition of
several control variables. Nonwhite families and
families in which the child was not living with both
of his biological parents also were deleted from the
samples.*

Development of the three migration types has been
described. But these three types were not exhaustive
of all possible migration types. For instance, the
families of some children moved from farm to rural-
nonfarm residences, from rural-nonfarm to Cedar
Rapids residences or the reverse of either of these.
These and several other migration types were ex-
cluded because only a small number of cases were
found for cach. Also, there were no theorctical
grounds for expeeting or interpreting differences
among types other than the three selected for the
present study.

4 Families where children are not living with both of the
biological parents are included in the first comparison based on
parental or family data.

PARENT AND FAMILY DIFFERENCES AMONG THE
THREE FAMILY-MIGRATION TYPES

Family Characteristics

Marital Type

Five marital types, based on the present and pre-
vious marital status of the parents, are shown in
table 1. Because divorce is less common among rural
than among urban families (18), the farm-to-urban
families were expected to include a larger proportion
of families where both parents were still living with
their children. These families are referred to as in-
tact families.

Contrary to what was expected, the smallest per-
cent of intact families was observed for farm-to-
urban migrant families. The largest percent of intact
families was observed for the urban-nonmigrant
families. However, the range between the largest
and smallest percentages for intact families was only
8 percent.

The total chi-square for the frequencies reported
in table 1 was significant at the 5-percent level. The
percentages for the two urban types generally were
similar for each marital type, and the percentages
for the farm-to-urban migrant families were lower
for the intact families and generally higher for each
of the other marital types. In all subsequent analyses,
only intact families are used.

Number of Children at Home

Traditionally, farm families have had higher re-
production rates than urban families (16, pp. 211-
214). The farm-to-urban migrant families might be
cxpeeted, therefore, to have a greater number of
children than the other families. This hypothesis
was tested only for the number of children who were
under 18 years of age and who were still at home.

Results presented in table 2 for cach grade-level
sample include percentage distributions for the num-
ber of children and the median number of children
at home for each family type.

Differences in the percentage distributions do not
need elaboration. The median number of children
at home under 18 provides a summary of the fre-
quency and percentage distributions. Among families

Table 1. Percentages for marital types by the family-migration types.
Urban-nonmigrant Urban-migrant Farm-to-urban Total

Marital types N Percent N Percent N Percent N Percent
First marriages for

both parents —._.___._____ 582 88.1 391 86.3 208 80.0 1,181 85.9
Widow to first-married or

divorced man or widower 8 1.2 11 2.4 10 3.8 29 2.1
First-married man to ,

divorced woman ___..____ 22 3.3 15 3.2 16 6.2 53 3.9
Widower or divorced man =

to first-married woman 21 3.2 16 3.5 8 3.1 45 3.3
Widower or divorced man -

to divorced woman ___.___ 28 4.2 21 4.6 18 6.9 7 4.8

Total __. .. e ___ __ 661 100.0 454 100.0 260 100.0 1,375 100.0

X? = 15,30, df = 8, I> = 0.05.
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Table 2. Percentages for number of children under 18 years of
age and af home by the family-migration types within the
seventh- and eleventh-grade samples.

Number of Urban-non- Urban- Farm-to- Total
migrant migrant urban
children N Percent N Percent N Percent N Percent
Seventh-grade sample .
1 18.6 21 10.7 14 12,0 103 15.2
2 38.8 73 37.3 36 30.7 250 37.0
3 23.8 63 32.1 35 29,9 185 27.2
4 13.1 28 14.3 11 9.4 87 12.8
5 or more __ 21 5.7 11 5.6 21 18.0 53 7.8
Total _______ 365 100.0 196 100.0 117 100.0 678 100.0
Median _____ 2.8 3.1 3.2 2.9
X2=31.53, df=8, P<0.01.
Eleventh-grade sample
1 87 40. 55 28.5 24 26.7 166 33.2
32.3 67 34.7 28 31.1 165 33.0
14.3 44 22.8 23 25.5 98 19.6
5.5 14 7.3 8 8.9 34 6.8
5 or more .. 17 7.8 13 6.7 7 7.8 37 7.4
Total __ .- 217 100.0 193 100.0 90 100.0 500 100.0
Median .__- 2.3 2.6 2.8 2.5

X*=13.04, df=8, P>0.05.

having children in either grade level, the highest
medians were observed for the farm-to-urban fami-
lies; the intermediate medians were found for the
urban-migrant families, and the lowest medians, for
the urban-nonmigrant families.

The differences for the families with seventh-grade
children were significant, but those for the families
with the older children were not. Later results
indicate that large social-status differences existed
among the three types of families. The farm-to-urban
families had the lowest status levels, the urban-non-
migrant families were intermediate, and the urban-
migrant families had the highest status levels.

Generally, reproduction rates are inversely related
to status. The median family sizes for the farm-to-
urban migrant category were consistent with the
greater rural reproduction rates and the lower status
position of the farm-to-urban migrant families. How-
ever, among the two urban family types, there was
a reversal in the expected ranking of median family
sizes in relation to the family social-status levels.
The reversal in median family sizes between the two
urban types may be related to age differences of the

Table 3. Percentage disiributions for ages of husbands by the
family-migration iypes.
Ages Urban-non- Urban- Farm-to- Total
migrant migrant urban
N Percent N Percent N Percent N Percent
34 or younger. 20 3.5 9 2.3 16 7.7 45 .
35-39 105 18.0 103 26.3 63 30.3 271 22.9
40-44 __ 34.0 144 36.9 66 31.8 408 34.6
45-49 __ 23.4 79 20.2 40 19.2 255 21.6
50-54 80 13.7 42 10,7 14 6.7 136 11.5
55 and older-_ 43 7.4 14 3.6 9 4.3 66 5.6
Total _______ 582 100.0 39t 100.0 208 100.01,181 100.0
Median . 44.2 42.9 41.9 43.4

X2==40.,22, df=10, P<0.01.

parents in the two urban family types. The urban-
migrant parents were younger, on the average, than
the parents whose children were born in Cedar
Rapids. The younger urban-migrant couples may
have larger families than the slightly older urban-
nonmigrant families. Or, the latter may have had
families as large as or larger than the former, but
more of the children in the urban-nonmigrant fami-
lies may have left home. IFurther data were not
available to explain the reproduction differences
between the two urban family types.

Characteristics of Husbands

Ages of Husbands

Percentage distributions and the median ages of
husbands in the three migrant types are given in
table 3. In general, the three percentage distributions
are similar. Approximately 60 perecent of the farm-
to-urban men and the urban-migrant men were be-
tween 35 and 44 years of age. Approximately 60
percent of the urban-nonmigrant men were between
40 and 49 years of age. The percentage distribution
variations are reflected in the median ages. The
median for the farm-to-urban men was the lowest,
followed by the urban-migrants, and the median for
the urban-nonmigrants was the highest. The chi-
square based on the three frequency distributions
was highly significant.

Education of Husbands

Significant differences were found for the educa-
tional levels of the husbands in the three migrant
categories. As shown in table 4, the farm-to-urban
men generally had the fewest years of formal eduea-
tion, the urban-nonmigrant men were intermediate,
and the urban-migrant men had the greatest amount
of formal education. Percentage differences among
the men in the three migrant categories were most
striking at the extremes of the educational con-
tinunm. Approximately 33 percent of the farm-to-
urban migrants had 9 or fewer years of education.
This was true for approximately 18 percent of the
urban-nonmigrant men and for 9 percent of the ur-
ban-migrant men, At the other extreme, 5 percent
of the farm-to-urban migrant men, 14 percent of the
urban-nonmigrant men and 33 pereent of the urban-
migrant men had college or post-college levels of
education.

Table 4. Percentage distributions for the education of husbands by the family-migration types.
Education of husbands Urban-nonmigrant Urban-migrant Farm-to-urban Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent N Percent
Graduate or professional _
education -~ __ 30 5.2 63 16.1 1 1.9 97 8.2
College graduate _—__ 51 8.8 65 16.6 7 3.4 123 10.4
Some college —— .- 08 16.9 78 19.9 22 10.6 198 16.8
High school graduate 207 35.3 106 27.3 73 35.1 386 32.7
10 to 11 years 94 16.2 42 10.7 34 16.3 170 14.4
9 years or less 102 17.6 37 9.4 68 32.7 207 17.5
Total ——. .  coeee —mmm—— o 582 100.0 391 100.0 208 100.0 1,181 100.0

X = 132.19, df = 10, P<0.01.
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The chi-square for educational differences among
the three groups of men was highly significant.

Occupations of Husbands

The occupations of the husbands were classified
by the code described in table 5.

In comparison with the other men, the farm-to-
urban men were underrepresented in the higher
status oceupations and were overrepresented in the
lower status occupations. Highest levels of occupa-
tional achievement were found for the urban-mi-
grants. The oceupational achievement of the urban-
nonmigrant males was intermediate between the
farm-to-urban males and the urban-migrant males.
The echi-square for the occupational achievement
patterns of the three categories of men was highly
significant.

The most notable differences in oceupational
achievement levels were observed at the extremes
of the occupational econtinuum. Three percent of the
farm-to-urban males were included among the higher
executives and major professionals, as were approxi-
mately 9 percent of the urban-nonmigrant men and
19 percent of the urban-migrants. Wide ranges in
percentage differences, but with the same rank-
order, were observed for the next two lower oceupa-
tional classes—the business managers or proprietors
of medium-sized businesses and the administrative
personnel, owners of small independent businesses
or minor professionals. Similar percentages were
found for the farm-to-urban males and the urban-
migrant males in the occupational class composed of
clerical, sales and technieal workers. At the skilled
manual level, the percentages for the farm-to-urban
males and the urban-nonmigrant males were approxi-
mately equal. And, for the lowest two oceupational
classes, the percentages for the farm-to-urban males
were highest, followed by those for the urban-non-
migrant males, and were least among the urban-
migrant males. Approximately 16 percent of the
farm-to-urban males were ecmployed at unskilled jobs
compared with 6 percent and 5 percent, respectively,
for the urban-nonmigrant or urban-migrant males.

The medians shown at the bottom of table 5 sum-
marize the differences in the occupational percent-
age distributions. In keeping with the Hollingshead

method of developing social-status scores, weights
were assigned inversely with the status of the oc-
cupations, These weights are shown in parentheses
following each occupational class. Because of this
weighting system, the lower median scores represent
higher oceupational achievement. The lowest median
was observed for the urban-migrant males, the
median for the urban-nonmigrant males was inter-
mediate, and the highest median was observed for
the farm-to-urban males.

Ages, Education and Occupations of Husbands

Occupational achievement is a function of many
variables. Data have been presented for two variables
that influence occupational achievement. These are
ages and eduecational levels. The median age of the
farm-to-urban males was the lowest of the three
groups, and these men generally had the lowest levels
of education as well, These two factors may explain
why the farm-to-urban men had the lowest levels of
occupational achievement. Though slightly older
than the urban-migrant men, the lower educational
levels of the urban-nonmigrant men may explain the
ereater occupational achievement of the urban-mi-
grant men over the urban-nonmigrant men.

Becauge age and education undoubtedly are sep-
arately and jointly related to the oecupational
achievement patterns, the oceupational achicvement
levels of the men in the three migration categories
were determined for subsamples which were made
more homogeneous on age and educational levels.
The rvesults for the 18 subsamples ereated by the
dichotomy on age, the tricholomy on education and
the trichotomy on migration type are shown in table
6.

In addition to the pereentage distributions re-
ported in table 6, median oceupational achievement
levels were caleulated for all subsamples. The
medians were based on the weights given in the
parenthesecs in table 5. The 18 median occupational
achievement levels for each subsample were used in
an analysis of variance test. The analysis of variance
was eonducted to determine which factors or com-
binations of factors influenced the occupational

Table 5. Percentage distributions for the occupational achievement of husbands by the family-migration types.
Occupational achievement Urban-nonmigrant Urban-migrant Farm-to-urban Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent N Percent

Higher executives, major professionals (1) __ 52 8.9 T4 18.9 T 3.4 133 11.3
Business managers, proprietors of medium-

sized businesses (2) oo oommooo___ 47 8.1 54 13.8 8 3.8 109 9.2
Administrative personnel, owners of small . .

businesses, minor professionals (3) --.-- 115 19.7 87 22,3 17 8.2 219 18.5
Clerical and sales workers and ~

techniciang (4) —_____________________ 82 14.1 70 17.9 37 17.8 189 16.0
Skilled manual workers (5) - _____ 181 31.2 67 17.1 69 33.2 3}1 ' 26.3
Semiskilled workers (6) ——________________ 71 12,2 19 4.9 36 17.3 126 19.4
Unskilled workers (7) - _ 34 5.8 20 5.1 34 16.3 88 7.5

Total —_______.__ _ 582 100.0 391 100.0 208 100.0 1,181 100.0
Median® ____ ____ o __—__._ 1.9 3.8 5.5 4.7

X? = 139.00, af = 14, P<0.01,

s The medians were caleulated from the scores shown in the parentheses following each occupational class title.
These scores are based on the Hollingshead occupational status code ).
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Percentage distributions for the occupational achievement of husbands by the family-migraiion types and the ages and educational levels of the husbands.

Table 6.

All men
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Low
Middle
High
Total
Aedian®
Low
Middle
High
Total
Aledian
Low
Middle
High
Total
Median

some

high school
High school
Some college,
college grad-
uate, or post-
rraduste
education

graduate

Klementary

or

erical, sales and technical workers; high includes professional, managers and

a2 Low includes semiskilled and unskilled workers; middle includes skilled manual workers, ¢

[
i

as deseribed in table

proprietors (sece table 5).
b Medians were calculated in the same manner

Takle 7. Analysis of variance results for the analysis of occupational
achievement medians by family-migration types, ages and
educational levels of the male heads.

Degrees
Effects of freedom Mean squares F ratiost
Ag€ .. 1 0.0089 0.2560
\Ilgldtlon type o= 2 1.2350 35.5682%%
Education . __________ 2 9.8617 284.0178**
Age by migration type_. 2 2.3389 6.7360
Age by education —_______.__ 2 0.0072 0.2080
Migration type by education__ 4 0.0292 0.8400
Age by migration type by
education —____ . _____.__ 0.0347 ———

Total .___ .17
& The 3-way interaction term was used as the denominator in
all ratios.
**  GSignificant at the 1l-percent level.

achievement levels. The results of the 3-way analysis
of variance are given in table 7.

In the analysis of variance, the 3-way interaction
term was used as the error term. As can be seen
in table 7, the 3-way interaction term included a
relatively small portion of the total variance. None
of the two-way interactions was statistically signifi-
cant, Among the three main effects, the migration
type and educational levels produced signifieant re-
sults, with the educational effeet heing considerably
greater than the effeet assoeiated with migration.
The medians apparently were not related to the age
dichotomy.

The substantive meaning of the analysis of vari-
ance results can be determined from the data in
table 6. Only the data for the total sample of men,
disregarding age, need be inspected. In cach of the
three educational levels, the lowest medians, which
represented highest occupational achievement, were
observed for the urban-migrant males; the medians
for the urban-nonmigrant males were next, and the
medians for the farm-to-urban males were highest.
Relative to the other men, in each of the three
educational levels, the farm-to-urban males were un-
derrepresented in the high status levels and were
overrepresented in the middle or low status levels.
Also, in cach of the three- comparisons based on
educational levels, the urban-nonmigrant men were
overrepresented in the low status levels and were
underrepresented in the high status levels relative
to the urban-migrant men.

Sinee large differences in occupational achiceve-
ment occur hetween migration types — even when
age and education are controlled — age and educa-
tional differences among the three categories of men
do not explain why the urban-migrant men had the
highest levels of occupational achievement, why the
urban-nonmigrant men were intermediate or why the
farm-to-urban males had the lowest levels of oceupa-
tional achievement. Other factors must account for
these differences.

Characteristics of Wives

Ages of Wives
Ages of husbands and wives generally are highly
correlated. It was not swrprising, therefore, that
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Table 8. Percentage distributions for ages of wives by the family-

migration types.

Ages Urban-non- Urban Farm-to- Total
migrant migrant urban
N Percent N Percent N Percent N Percent

34 or younger_ 48 8.3 41 10.5 36 17.4 125 10.6
35-39 175

30.1 129 33.2 91 43.9 395 33.5
32,2 131 33.7 438 20.8 361 30.7
19.4 60 15.4 23 11.1 196 16.7
- 10.0 28 7.2 14 6.8 100 8.5
100.0 389 100.0 207 100.01,177 100.0
Median .- __ 41.8 40.9 38.7 40.9

X2:=38.83, df=8, P<0.01.

the age distributions and median ages of wives in the
three family-migration types were similar to those
already described for their husbands. The median
age for the farm-to-urban wives was the lowest, the
median for the urban-migrant wives was inter-
mediate, and the median for the urban-nonmigrant
wives was the highest.

The chi-square for the three age distributions
reported in table 8 was highly significant.

Education of Wives

A highly significant relationship was observed be-
tween the family-migration eclassification and the
educational levels of wives. Farm-to-urban wives
were the least well educated ; the wives in the urban-
nonmigrant families were intermediate, and the
wives in the urban-migrant families were the most
highly educated. As shown in table 9, smaller per-
centages of the farm-to-urban wives than the other
wives were high school graduates and had any educa-
tion beyond high school. Liarger percentages of farm-
to-urban wives than the other wives had less than
11 years of education. In comparison with the wives
in the urban-nonmigrant families, greater propor-
tions of the urban-migrant wives had 13 or more
vears of education, and smaller percentages had 12
or fewer years of cdueation.

Qccupations of Wives

Data for the employment status of the wives in the
three family-migration types are given in table 10.
Families in each migration type were divided into
high and low status levels on the basis of the hus-
bands’ oceupations, thereby creating six subsamples.
Two percentage distributions are reported in table 10
for each of the six migration and status subsamples
as well as for all high and low status families and
for the total sample. In the first row of the table,
percentages are listed for the women who were not

employed at the time of the survey (May and June
1959). In the remainder of the upper half of table 10,
percentages are reported for the wives by the occupa-
tional prestige of the job in which they were em-
ployed. In the lower part of table 10, percentages
are given for the number of employed women whose
occupations were defined as high versus low status.

It was expected that the wives in the farm-to-
urban families would be less frequently employed
than the other wives and, that if they were employed,
the farm-to-urban wives would more frequently be
employed in lower status occupations than the other
wives.

The total chi-squares, based on the migration and
family-status levels were significant for both sets of
analyses: (1) Ifor the employed versus nonemployed
status, X?=27.08, df=5, P < 0.01. (2) For the com-
parison based on the status levels of the wives’ jobs,
X? = 4150, df = 5, P < 0.01.

Sinee the total chi-squares were significant for
both analyses, the total chi-square results were parti-
tioned according to the effects resulting from the
migration trichotomy, those resulting from the
family-status dichotomy and the residual between the
sum of the migration and status chi-squares and the
total chi-square. A method deseribed by Kimball (17)
was used in these analyses. The results of the chi-
square partition analyses are reported in table 11.

Neither of the residual chi-squares was significant,.
This permitted examination of the chi-squares for
the migration and status variables. Family-migration
type and status levels were both significantly related
to the employment versus nonemployment classifi-
cation. Contrary to the hypothesis, in both status
levels, larger percentages of the wives in the farm-
to-urban migrant families than the other wives were
employed. Among all farm-to-urban migrant wives,
approximately 65 percent were employed, whereas
48 percent of the urban-migrant wives and 50 percent
of the urban-nonmigrant wives were employed.

The partitioned chi-squares listed in table 11 in-
dicated that family status had a stronger relationship
with the employment versus nonemployment dicho-
tomy than did migration type. As shown in table 10,
a greater proportion of the wives from high status
families were employed than were the wives from
low status families.

Family-migration type was not significantly re-
lated to the status of the jobs of the employed wives.
Tfamily-status level was highly related to the status

Table 9. Percentage distributions for the edutation of wives by the family-migration types.
Education Urban-nohmigrant Urban-migrant Farm-to-urban Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent N Percent

Graduate or professional

education . _____.__ 11 1.9 10 2.6 1 0.5 22 1.9
College graduate ————___.____ 45 7.7 52 13.3 8 3.8 105 08._5}
Some college _____________..__ 138 23.7 120 30.8 46 22.1 304 25.7
High school graduate . 239 41.2 150 38.2 75 36.2 464 39.3
10 to 11 years _ - 90 15.4 29 7.4 41 19.:7_ 160 13.5
5 years or less _ - 59 10.1 30 7.7 37 17.7 126 10.7

Total L 582 100.0 391 100.0 208 100.0 1,181 100.0

X2=57.14, df=10, <0.01.
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Table 11. Results of the partition of the total chi-squares by family-
migration types and status levels for employment versus
nonemployment of wives and for the status levels of
wives’ jobs.

Source of Degrees of Employment versus Status of the
variation freedom nonemployment wives' jobs
X2 X2
Total ____________..__ 5 27.08** 41.50**
Migration types _____ 2 7.61%* 1.95
Status levels ________ 1 18.42%= 37.46%%
Residual - ..._._ 2 1.05 2.09

* Significant at the 5-percent level.
#%  Significant at the 1l-percent level.

of the wives’ oecupations. As shown in table 11,
the chi-square associated with family status ae-
counted for most of the total chi-square for varia-
tions in the status levels of the wives’ occupations.
Table 10 shows that about 78 percent of the wives
from high status families had high status jobs them-
selves, whereas this was true for only 49 percent of
the wives from low status families.

Discussion of Parent and Family Characteristics

The differences among the occupational achieve-
ment patterns of the husbands are the most signifi-
cant sociological data derived from the analyses of
characteristics of parents and families. Even when
educational levels and ages were controlled, lower
occupational achievement patterns were found
among the farm-to-urban migrant males in com-
parison with the other males. These data suggest
that differences other than those associated with
formal education or age account for the differences
in the occupational achievement patterns among the
three groups of men. Additional research is needed
to specify what variables, among the many that in-
fluence oceupational attainment, are most strongly
related to the oeeupational differences between the
farm- or rural-reared males and urban-reared males.

These oceupational achievement differences were
observed despitc sample limitations which should
have tended to reduce differences among men in the
three family-migration types. The family-migration
types were based on family residence patterns during
the lives of seventh-grade or eleventh-grade children.
The urban-nonmigrant families were nonmobile dur-
ing the lives of the children from the families who
were represented by cach grade-level sample., How-
ever, some of the urban-nonmigrant families, as de-
fined in this study, undoubtedly had been urban-
migrant families before the birth of the particular
child (or children) who represented the families in
the two grade levels. Some of the urban-nonmigrant
families may have been farm-to-urban migrant fami- .
lies or, at least, the fathers in these families may
have been farm- or rural-reared men. Some of the
urban-migrant fathers may have been reared on
farms or in rural areas as well. It is not known how
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imperfectly the family-migration types reflected the
socialization and previous residence experiences of
the fathers. Yet, despite these methodological limita-
tions, large and significant differences were observed
for the occupational attainment of the men in the
three migration categories.

All results of this investigation further confirmed
the generalization that farm-reared males compete
less effectively, in terms of occupational attainment,
with urban-reared males.

Differences in employment rates among the wives
in the three family-migration types were contrary
to expected differences in rural-urban socialization.
Other research in Iowa suggests that norms against
the employment of wives are considerably stronger
among rural than among urban groups (3). Yet
higher rates of employment were observed among
the wives in the farm-to-urban families than among
the other wives. Differences in the employment rates
of wives in the three family-migration types suggest
that the stronger rural norms against employment of
wives are not retained by the former farm wives,
and probably not by their husbands, when they move
to a metropolitan arca. Is the reverse in employment
rates among the farm-to-urban wives due to selee-
tively associated with migration, changes in refer-
ence groups by these wives or some eombination of
these and other factors? Additional research is
needed to answer these questions,

Despite differences in the wives’ educational levels
and ages, the status variations among the wives’ jobs
are not related to the family-migration classification.
These results apparently indicate that the educa-
tional attainment of wives is related less to their
occupational opportunities and counsequent occupa-
tional status than is true for their hushands. Such
recults should he expeeted because employment of
wives still remains secondary to the major home and
child-rearing responsibilities of wives in the United
States. The males’ jobs, on the other hand, represent
their major life-role patterns.

The other findings gencrally were in agreement
with previous data. The spouses in the farm-to-urban
migrant families were younger, less well educated
and had larger families than those in the two urban
family types. The slight difference in the percent-
ages of intact families, however, was contrary to
what was expected in terms of generally established
rural-urban differences in family stability. The farm-
to-urban migrant category had the lowest percentage
of intact families. Although the differences were
small, the fact that the highest percentage of intact
families was observed for the urban-nonmigrant
families may suggest that migration for some of the
spouses in the present urban-migrant families or the
farm-to-urban families was associated with some
form of previous family disruption, notably a pre-
vious divoree for cither husband or wife or both.

870

FAMILY MIGRATION AND CHARACTERISTICS
OF ADOLESCENTS

Parent-Adolescent Relationships

The 12 items used to measure the children’s reports
of their relations with their parents were taken from
the Nye parent-adolescent relationship scales (21).
Because these items did not form a scale for the
present sample, responses to each item were analyzed
separately.®

The hypothesis is that the responses to the 12 items
by the children in the three migration categories
differ significantly. In particular, the children in
the farm-to-urban families were expected to report
ercater indications of difficulty in their relations
with their parents than were the other children.

Since family social status generally is related to
intra-family velationships, this variable was con-
trolled in all analyses. The family-status dichotomy
was based on the fathers’ occupations. The high
status level included families where the fathers were
employed as higher executives, major or minor pro-
fessionals, managers or proprictors. These occupa-
tions are shown as the top three occupational classes
in table 5. The low status level included families
where the fathers were employed as salesmen, cleri-
cal, technical, skilled, semiskilled or unskilled work-
ers. The latter categories are shown as the last four
occupational classes in table 5. Data from boys and
girls were combined in all analyses.

Thus, each of the analyses for the 12 items were
based on the three migration categories, each divided
into two status levels and, in all cases, responses to
each item were dichotomized. The first test of signi-
ficance for the responscs to the items was based on
the total chi-square for the 12 cells just desecribed.
Fach analysis, based on the 5 degrees of freedom,
was conducted separately for the seventh-grade and
the eleventh-grade samples.

The total chi-square results were nonsignificant
for eight of the parent-adolescent items in both the
seventh- and eleventh-grade samples. Tables of re-
sponses bhased on the 3-way interaction of the migra-
tion category, status levels and the dichotomy for
the item responses are omitted sinee the total chi-
squares were nonsignificant for these items. Instead,
percentage distributions for the particular responses
of the total seventh- and cleventh-grade samples are
given in the parentheses following the items.

The eight items for which the total variation was
nonsignificant in both grade-level samples were:

1. When you have a problem, do you talk it over
with your father? (Always or usually — T7th, 37.1;
11th, 16.5. Sometimes, secldom or never — Tth, 62.9;
11th, 83.5.)

2. When you have a problem, do you talk it over
with your mother? (Always or usually — Tth, 65.5;

5 For details regarding the reproducibility coefficients for the
parent-adolescent relationship scores, see Burchinal (4) or
Jacobson (15).



11th, 45.2. Sometimes, seldom or never — Tth, 34.5;
11th, 54.8.)

3. How often does your mother understand what
you like to do? (Most of the time — Tth, 73.5; 11th,
68.0. Sometimes, not very often or never — Tth,
26.5; 11th, 32.0.)

4, How often does your mother generally let you
do the things you like to do? (Most of the time —
Tth, 61.2; 11th, 78.8. Somectimes, not very often or
never — Tth, 38.8; 11th, 21.2.)

5. How often does your father generally let you
do the things you like to do? (Most of the time —
Tth, 56.1; 11th, 66.9. Sometimes, not very often or
never — Tth, 43.9; 11th, 33.1.)

6. Does your father nag and scold you? (Very
muech or some — Tth, 31.7; 11th, 33.1. Not much or
not at all — Tth, 68.3; 11th, 66.9.)

7. Are you told to keep still when you try to
argue with your mother? (Always, most times or as
often as not — Tth, 70.6; 11th, 48.5. Seldom or never
— Tth, 29.4; 11th, 51.5.)

8. Are you told to keep still when you try to
argue with your father? (Always, most times or as
often as not — Tth, 71.5; 11th, 50.1. Seldom or
never — Tth, 28.5; 11th, 49.9.)

For two of the remaining four items, nonsignifi-
cant differences were obscerved for the seventh-grade
sample, but significant differences were observed
for the eleventh-grade sample. These items were:

9. Does your mother nag and scold you? (Very
much and some — Tth, 35.2. Not much or not at all
— Tth, 64.8.)

10. TIs your mother too busy to pay attention to
you? (Most of the time or some of the time -— Tth,
18.8. Seldom or never — Tth, 81.2.)

Tor one item, a significant difference was found
for the seventh-grade sample and a nonsignificant
difference was found for the cleventh-grade sample.
This item was:

11. Is your father too busy to pay attention to
you? (Most of the time or some of the time — 11th,
29.7. Seldom or never — 11th, 70.3.)

Tinally, significant differences were found for
both grade-level samples for the remaining item:

12. How often does your father understand what
you like to do? (Most of the time versus some of
the time, not very often or never.)

The two total significant chi-squares for the
seventh-grade samples and the three total significant

chi-squares for the eleventh-grade samples were
analysed further by the partition method described
earlier,

The partition analyses for the total chi-squares are
reported in table 12, One of the five residual chi-
squares was significant, This occurred in relation
to the frequency with which eleventh-graders re-
ported that their mothers nagged and scolded them.
For this item, as for three of the four other items,
however, the chi-square associated with the migra-
tion type was not significant. The only significant
chi-square associated with the migration type was
observed for the responses of the eleventh-grade
students to the item pertaining to the degree that
their fathers tried to understand what the students
wanted to do. Ifamily status was not significantly
related to the ecleventh-graders’ responses to this
item. Therefore, the two status levels were combined,
and percentages for the responses by the three mi-
gration categories were determined. The pereentage
for the most favorable response, most of the time,
was highest for the urban-migrant eleventh-graders,
56.3 percent; next for the urban-nonmigrant elev-
enth-graders, 52.5 percent; and was lowest for the
farm-to-urban migrant ecleventh-graders, 42.0 per-
cent.

For three of the remaining items, the significance
of the total chi-square apparently was due solely
to the differences associated with the status variable
and was not associated with the family-migration
classification. For the remaining item, the frequency
with which eleventh-graders reported that their
mothers nagged or scolded them, the residual chi-
square as well as the chi-square for the status effect
were significant. The interaction effeet for this
item was ignored, and responses were combined, as
shown in table 13, for the two status levels for all
four items having significant status differences.

For all four comparisons, larger perecentages of
favorable responses were reported by the children
from the high status families as compared with the
children from the low status families,

The foregoing analyses provided practically no
support for the hypothesis that the reports of parent-
adolescent relationships differed significantly among
children in the three family-migration types. Only
one set of 12 results for the eleventh-grade sample
produced a significant difference associated with the
family-migration types. None of the 12 sets of
results for the seventh-grade sample showed signifi-

Table 12. Results of the partition of the total chi-squares by family-migration types and family-status levels for the parent-adolescent items.
Seventh-grade sample Ileventh-grade sample
Source of Degrees Father too busy Father understands ¥ather understands Mother nags Mother too bhusy
variation of to pay attention what you want what you want and scolds you to pay attention
freedom to you to do to do to you
N2 X2 X2 N2 X2
Total .o 5 15)-%%*‘ 20,4%" 1g§2: 151),::.‘;”' 1%35’1
Mi i types .- 2 2. . B 42 .
%ﬁf&igl?gel{wp ________ ] 9.38%* 13.57%% 2,86 5.85 8.31%*
Residual ——_ .- 2 3.54 3.96 12.22%+ 3.58

*  Significant at the 5-percent level.
#x Significant at the 1-percent level.

t
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Table 13. Parent-adolescent item responses for which significant

family-status differences were observed.

Grade-level sample

and item

Seventh-grade sample

Father seldom or never
too busy to pay atten-
tion to you

Most of the time father
understands what you
want to do

TEleventh-grade sample
Mother nags and scolds

not much or not at all 305
Mother seldom or never

too busy to pay

attention to you

Total
Percent

High status Low status
N Percent N Percent

Na

197

162 55.5

61.2 179 126 58.1

81.0 239 85.1 165 5.7

a  The numbers listed are those represented by the percentages.
For convenience, percentages are listed for only the one part
of the dichotomy reported for each item.

cant variation by the family-migration types. The
first hypothesis was not supported. Instead, it ap-
peared that null differences prevailed among the
responses of the three groups of children to the
parent-adolescent items.

Parent-School Relations

The second general hypothesis was that the in-
terest and participation of the parents in the chil-
dren’s school work and activities would differ signi-
ficantly among the three migration categories. Data
from four iterns asked of the children were used to
measure the interest and participation of the parents
in the children’s school work and activities. These
data were analyzed in the same manner as deseribed
for the parent-adolescent relationship items. Total
chi-squares with 5 degrees of freedom were calcu-
lated first on the basis of the 12 subsamples derived
from the migration trichotomy, the status dichotomy
and the dichotomy used for each set of item re-
sponses.

The total chi-squares were significant for the two
father-related items in both the seventh- and elev-
enth-grade samples:

1. How often does your father take an interest
in the school work you bring home? (Often versus
sometimes or never.)

2. Does your father attend the school programs
and other school activities in which you take part?
(Never, seldom or sometimes versus usually or al-
most always.)

The total chi-squares were sighificant for two
similar mother-related items for the seventh-grade
sample, but were not significant for the eleventh-
grade sample. Approximately 49 percent of the

eleventh-graders reported that their mothers often
took an interest in their school work. Approximately
the same percentage of these students said that their
mothers usually or almost always attended school
programs or other school aetivities in which the
students participated.

The chi-square partition results for the six tests
for which the total chi-squares were significant are
reported in table 14.

The residual chi-square for the reports of the
seventh-grade students regarding their mothers’
participation in school activities was significant. The
chi-square associated with the family-migration
classitication was not significant for this analysis,
although the difference associated with status was
significant, None of the other five residual chi-
squares listed in table 14 was significant. Two of
the chi-squares associated with the family-migration
classification were significant. These occurred in
relation to the seventh-graders’ reports of their
mothers’ interest in their school work and for the
eleventh-graders’ reports of their fathers’ interest in
their sehool work. For both of these analyses, chi-
squares associated with family status also were signi-
ficant. Responses for the ‘‘often’’ category for these
two items were used to identify the direction of
difference among the three migration types.

Approximately 70 percent of the seventh-grade
children from high status families in each of the two
urban migration categorics reported that their moth-
ers often took an interest in their school work. This
was reported by aproximately 61 percent of the
seventh-graders in the farm-to-urban migration cate-
gory. At the low status level, the percentages for
the ‘“‘often’’ response were 70 for the urban-nonmi-
grant children, 55 for the farm-to-urban children
and 49 for the urban-migrant children. When status
was ignored and all data were combined into the
three migration types, the percentages for the
““often’’ response for mothers’ interest in the sev-
enth-grade children’s school work were 70 percent
for the urban-nonmigrant children, 64 percent for
the urban-migrant children and 57 percent for the
farm-to-urban children.

The percentages for the eleventh-graders’ reports
for their fathers’ interest in their school work
followed the pattern just deseribed. At the high
status level, 39 percent of the urban-migrant children
reported that their fathers often were interested in
their school work, 36 percent of the urban-nonmi-

Table 14. Results of the partition of the total chi-squares for parental interest and participation in school work or activities by family-migra-
tion types and family-status levels.
Seventh-grade sample Eleventh-grade sample
Degrees of Father’s interest Father's school Mother’s interest Mother’s school Father’'s interest Father’s school
freedom in school participation in school participation in school participation
Xz X2 X2 X2 X2 X2
Total ______.____ 5 15.19*#* 35.80%* 12%?:‘ 32.32"‘ 3%%1:: Zg.gé"‘
Migration types .. 2 2,14 1.62 . 3. . .
Status levelgp _____ 1 11.46%* 30.98%* 4.77% 24,42%* 21.48%* 18.70**
Residual . ____ 2 1.59 3.29 4.72 8.46* - 0.45 3.96

* Significant at the 5-percent level.
**  Significant at the 1-percent level.
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Table 15. Responses for parents’ interest and participation in the
children’s school work and activities for which significant

family differences were observed.

Total
Percent

Grade-level sample
and item
Seventh-grade sample
Father often takes an
interest in school
work . .. o ____ 333
Father usually or
almost always attends
school programs
Mother often takes an
interest in school
work
Mother usually or
almost always attends
school programs ...___ 392

High status
N Percent

Low status
N Percent

Na

131 42,1

Tleventh-grade sample
Father often takes

an interest in

school work
Father usually or

almost always attends

school programs . .._187 37.7 131 47.0 a6 25.8

t  For an explanation of the numbers reported in this table,
see table 13.

27.4 103 36.5 34

grant children reported such, as did 23 percent of
the farm-to-urban migrant children. At the low
status level, the responses were 20, 17 and 10 percent,
respectively. For the total samples, the percentages
were 35 pereent for the urban-migrant children, 27
percent for the urban-nonmigrant children and 14
percent for the farm-to-urban children.

Only two of the eight tests of the parents’ interest
or participation in the children’s school work and
activities supported the hypothesis that the farm-to-
urban parents would be less actively involved than
the other parents. These data offered only slight
support for the hypothesis. The support must be
confined to the two grade-level and sex-classification
reports for parents’ interest in the students’ sehool
work.

Family status was significantly assoeiated with the
response patterns for all six analyses reported in
table 14. High status and greater interest or partie-
ipation in the adoleseents’ school work and activities
or, conversely, low status and less interest or partic-
ipation in the adolescents’ school work and activi-
ties were related. These relationships are observable
from the results given in table 15. The interaction
between migration type and family status observed
for the seventh-graders’ reports of their mothers’
participation in the children’s school aectivitics was

ignored in developing the percentages for the high
and low status for this item.,

Personality Characteristics

Mecasurement of the personality charaeteristics of
the children was based on four factor-analysis scores.
These factor scores were developed from the inter-
correlation among 44 personality inventory items
similar to those included in the Minnesota Test of
Personality (10).

Each item was followed by three responses: ‘“Yes,”’
““No’’ and ‘“Do not know,’”’ which were scored as
two for ““Yes,”” one for ‘Do not know’’ and zero for
““No.” In addition to the general factor, the follow-
ing four factors emerged from the analysis:®

1. The psychosomatie factor which included 13
items related to eye, head, respiratory and other
physical strains.

2. The illness-proneness factor which included
eight items related to illness, absence from school
and relationships with physicians.

3. The obsessive-reaction factor which included
seven items related to insomnia, cxcitability, depres-
sion, worry and loncsomeness.

4. The nervous-symptoms factor which included
five items related to fears, fatigue and worry.

Personality and mental health characteristics gen-
erally are correlated slightly or moderately with
family-status levels, It was necessary, therefore, to
determine what relationships existed between the
four factor scores and the children’s family-status
levels before tests were made among the personality-
factor scores of the children in the three family-mi-
gration types. The correlations between the four
factor scores and the family-status levels for each
of the four grade-level and sex subsamples are re-
ported in table 16. The Hollingshead status scores
were used to measure family-status levels (14).

Most of the correlations listed in table 16 are non-
significant. The significant correlations ranged be-
tween 0.37 and -0.41. No pattern was apparent
among the significant corrclations with respect to

6 Details of the factor analysis and the items included in cach
factor are provided elsewhere. Sce Carpenter (9).

Table 16. Mean scores for family status and the personality-factor scores and the correlation coefficients between family-status levels and
the personality factor scores by the sex, grade-levels and family-migration types of the adolescents.
Variables Seventh-grade boys Eleventh-grade boys Seventh-grade girls Eleventh-grade girls
UNMa UM FUM UNM UM ¥FUM UNM UM FUM UNM UM FUM
(188)Y (98) (57 (116) (102) (47) (170) (92) (60) (101) (89) (43)
Family status® _.._____ 43.9 39.2 49.4 45.4 35.9 53.0 45.2 36.1 55.7 45.3 36.3 53.7
Psychosomatic factor ____ 8.7 9.3 9.2 9.1 8.8 9.0 9.8 9.4 11.4 9.7 8.9 9.8
Illness-proneness factor __ 8.9 9.1 9.2 8.9 8.8 8.7 8.6 8.4 9.3 8.4 8.3 7.8
Obsessive-reaction factor 3.6 3.5 1.5 5.0 4.6 5.2 4.6 4.3 6.3 5.8 5.3 6.4
Nervous symptoms factor 5.8 5.5 5.9 6.5 6.6 6.7 5.3 5.0 4.7 6.1 6.2 5.9
Correlation coefficients between family-status scores and each of the factor scores
Psychosomatic factor -___ 0.06 0.01 -0.08 0.04 0.22* 0.11 0.26** 0,16 -0.30* 0.37**%  (.28%* -0.03
Illness-proneness factor _- -0.09 -0.08 -0.22 0.02 0.10 0.04 0.01 0.07 -0.33*% 0.34** (.02 0.04
Obsessive-reaction factor 0.12 -0.08 0.20 0.05 0.14 0.05 0.12 0.10 0.16 0.28%% (.,22* -0.20
Nervous symptoms factor -0.02 -0.05 -0.09 -0.06 0.07 -0.29 -0.18* -0.41** -0.10 -0.06 -0.08 0.05

=  UNDMI refers to urban-nonmigrant families, UM to urban-migrant families and FUM to farm-to-urban migrant families.

b Number.

¢ Family-status scores are based on the Hollingshead education and occupation index (14).

scores represent higher status levels.

In the Hollingshead system, lower

*  Correlation coefficients significant at the 5-percent level with a two-tailed test.

*F

Chrrelation coefficients significant at the 1-percent level with a two-tailed test.
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Table 17.
lescents.

Analysis of variance results for personality-factor score variations by the sex, grade level and family-migration types of the ado-

Personality factors

Psychosomatic Illness-proneness Obsessive-reaction Nervous symptoms
Source of Degrees of Mean by Mean F Mean Mean F
variance freedom squares ratios squares ratios squares ratios squares ratios
Family-migration type __.__. 2 0.5925 4.71 0.0100 0.11 1.4725 84.14% 0.0175 2.23
Grade level _._____________ 1 0.5208 4.14 0.5633 6.04 2.5208 144.05%* 2.8033 373.78%=*
SeX . 1 2.0008 15.90 0.6535 7.00 3.3075 189.00%* 1.2033 160.44%%
Family-migration type
by grade level __________ 2 0.2808 2.28 0.2433 2.61 0.2158 12.23 0.0408 5.44
Family-migtration type 0.1575 9.00 0.1008 13.44
by $6X .. oo e 2 0.4908 3.90 0.0133 0.14
Grade level by sex ______.__ 1 0.3008 2.39 0.0833 0.89 0.0675 3.86 0.3000 4.00
Family-migration type by
grade level by sex . .. 2 0.1258 0.0933 0.0175 0.0075

the factor scores, migration types, the sex or the
grade levels of the adolescents. The correlation data
suggested that family status was not consistently
or strongly related to the factor scores. Therefore,

family status was ignored in the analyses of the.

differences among the children in the three family-
migration types.

The mean scores listed in table 16 were analyzed
by a 3-way analysis of variance test. The results of
these tests are reported in table 17.

Differcnces among the mean scores for the psy-
chosomatic or illness-proneness factors were not
significantly associated with any of the variables,
family-migration type, grade level or sex or with
the interaction of any of these variables. Three
significant ratios were observed for the analysis of
variance results hbased on the obsessive-reaction
scores. These occurred in relation to the three in-
dependent sources of variances: family-migration
type, grade level and sex. Mean differences as-
sociated with grade level and sex were significant
for the analyses of the mean scores for the nervous-
symptoms factor, Mean scores for the significant
differences are reported in table 18.

In all cases, higher scores represent higher values
for the factor measured. For the obsessive-reaction
factor, the mean for the farm-to-urban adolescents
was the highest, the mean for the urban-nonmigrant
adolescents was intermediate, and the mean for the
urban-migrant adolescents was the lowest, The high-
est scores among the farm-to-urban adolescents in
comparison with the other adoleseents on this variable
were consistent with the expected direction of results.
Also, on the obsessive-reaction factor, the mean for
the cleventh-grade adolescents exceeded that for
the seventh-grade adolescents, and the mean for the
girls was higher than the mean for the boys.

Table 18. Mean differences for which significant F ratios weare

found in the three-way uanalysis of variance tests.

Personality-factor scores

Sources of
variation
Residence types
Urban-nonmigrant . ______.___
Urban-migrant _________
Farm-to-urban _________ -
Grade level
Seventh ___ -
Ttleventh _

Nervous
symptoms

Obsessive
reaction

o

B Tl OUR
e ww aRo
wmdm o ;

OOU\""

The grade-level difference for the nervous-symp-
toms means was similar to the grade-level difference
for the obsessive-reaction factor: The mean for the
eleventh-graders was higher. The sex difference for
the nervous-symptoms factor was the reverse of that
for the obscssive-reaction factor. The nervous-symp-
toms mean for boys exceeded that for girls.

In general, the analyses of the four personality-
factor scores failed to support the hypothesis that
the mean differences were associated with the fam-
ily-migration classification. The three groups of
children did not appear to differ in those personality
characteristics measured by the items included in
the psychosomatic, illness-proneness or nervous-
symptoms scores. The null hypothesis could be re-
jected only for the obsessive-reaction scores for dif-
ferences related to family-migration types.

The substantive importance of the one set of
significant differences for the personality scores is
assessed in the discussion scetion which follows.

School-Relate:d] and Community-Organization Variables

Two types of data were available for testing dif-
ferences among the social and school-related charae-
teristics of the children in the three family-migra-
tion types. These were responses to three items and
a series of mean scores. The item responses were
tested by the total chi-square method deseribed
earlier. Analysis of variance tests were used to test
the significance of the differences among the mean
scores.

It was expected that the adolescents’ responses to
the school relationship items would differ signifi-
cantly, The farm-to-urban children were expected
to refleet less satisfaction with their relationships
at school. It was assumed that the farm-to-urban
children would have had to make greater accomoda-
tions than the urban-migrant children to adjust to
the role expectations, other normative standards
and the social systems in the Cedar Rapids schools
and ecommunity. Possible discrepancies between pre-
vious role expectations and role expectations in the
new community probably would have been greater
for the farm-to-urban children. In turn, these dis-
erepancies were expected to be related to greater
feelings of dissatisfaction or relative deprivation
among the farm-to-urban children.



The responses to each of the three items were
dichotomized as shown in the parentheses after each
item which follows. For each item, total chi-squares
were calculated first for each grade-level sample.
The total chi-squares were based on the migration
trichotomy, the family-status and the response
dichotomies.

The total chi-squares were nonsignificant among
both the seventh- and eleventh-grade samples for all
three items. These items were:

1. How often do you feel your teachers give more
attention to other students than you? (Much of the
time or some of the time — Tth, 42.0; 11th, 34.7.
Hardly ever or not at all — Tth, 58.0; 11th, 65.3.)

2. How often do you feel your teachers are
harder on you than on other students? (Much of
the time or some of the time — 7th, 22.7; 11th, 17.8.
Hardly ever or not at all — Tth, 77.3; 11th, 82.2.)

3. How many of your schoolmates do you like?
(None, a few or some of them — Tth, 6.8; 11th, 6.4.
Most of them or practically all of them — Tth, 93.2;
11th, 93.6.)

The uniformly nounsignificant total echi-squares
provided no support for the hypothesis being tested.
Responses were not related to the family-migration
classifications, the family-status classifications or
the interaction of these variables.

The continuous data related to the children’s
gchool relationships ineluded intelligence scores,
grade-point means for the previous school year,
number of days absent during the 1959 school year
and school-activity participation scores. Community-
activity participation scores also were obtained.

The intelligence scores, school grades and numbers
of days absent were taken from school records. The
scores for the short form of the Otis Quick Scoring
Mental Abilities Test (22) were used as the measures
of intellisence. Mean school grades were calculated
on a 0 to 4.0 continuum. The school-activities scores
were developed from a 10-item scale. Weights were
assigned for membership and degrees of participa-
tion in activities available at the various schools.
The ecommunity-activity scores were obtained from
a H-item index. Again, weights were assigned for
membership and degrees of participation in five
community organizations available to adolescents in
Cedar Rapids.

The gencral hypothesis was that mean scores for
each variable would differ significantly among the
children in the three family-migration types. In
comparison with the other children, the farm-to-
urban children were expected to have lower intelli-
genee seores, lower grades, a greater number of days
absent and lower school-activity or community-
activity participation secores.

The expeectation of Iower intelligence scores
among the farm-to-urban children does not mean
that these children are potentially less intelligent
than the other children. In this investigation, the

intelligence scores were taken as measure of general
cognitive responses to the external world. These
responses are a function of innate intellectual en-
dowment but are influenced by the quality, variety
and intensity of interpersonal relations. The urban
children were expected to have had more frequent
or intensive:interpersonal stimulation which may be
associated with academic interests. These experi-
ences, in turn, were expected to be reflected in
higher intelligence scores among the urban-rearved
adolescents. This interpretation of intelligence scores
is consistent with the level of measurement attained
by the Otis test.

The expectation of lower grades among the farm-
to-urban children was partly related to the expected
lower intellizence scores among these children. Low-
er grades among the farm-to-urban youth were also
expected Dbecause of the lower educational levels
which have traditionally prevailed among rural per-
sons in comparison with urban persons. These lower
educational levels in rural areas may be related to
the lower value given eduecation and academie
success by rural than by urban parents (6,7). On
these bases, the former farm parents in this sample
were expected to have provided less encouragement
for their children to make better grades in school,
The farm-to-urban adolescents, therefore, were ex-
pected to have achieved lower grades than the othe
children, :

The hypothesis that absentceism would vary
among the three groups of children was based on
several interrelated generalizations. Ttirst, school
drop-out rates have been higher among rural than
urban youth (7). Second, hich absenteei=m, espe-
cially among high school youth, is probably rvelated
to the process of dropping out of school. In this
study, absenteeism is used as a negative index of
interest in school or the value placed on education.
The foregeoing two generalizations suggest that
absenteciem should be greater among the farm-to-
urban vouth than among the other youth. Other
data which supvort this inference include the lower
value that rural persons have traditionally placed on
formal education, the lower status level of the farm-
to-urban migrant families and, to some extent. the
necessity for the former farm youth to adjust their
role expectations, which were appropriate for small-
er communities and schools, to those appropriate for
the Cedar Rapids community and schools. This ad-
justment imposes greater demands on these youth,
some of whom may choose to solve the problem by
withdrawing from school.

Other data permit refinement of the previous
hypothesis. School drop-out rates are higher among
boys than girls. Therefore, the school absenteeism
among boys should exceed that of girls. If the farm-
to-urban youth were expected to have higher school
absentecism rates than other youth, these rates
should De highest among the farm-to-urban hoys.
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The high school sample should provide more critical
tests of the absenteeism hypotheses than the junior
high school sample.

Finally, the farm-to-urban youth were expected to
participate less actively in school and community
organizations. This hypothesis was based on the
possible adjustment problems faced by youth who
may have moved from smaller towns to Cedar
Rapids. These youth probably left schools where
relationships were more informal and had to cope
with social organizations in the Cedar Rapids schools
and community where relationships were more for-
mal and probably more competitive. One method of
adjustment for the farm-to-urban children would be
to be less active in these organizations and, hence,
not have to face problems of role redefinition
and probable greater interpersonal competition.
Also, the lower family status of the farm-to-urban
adolescents should be related to less active organiza-
tion participation by these youth in relation to other
youth.

Mean scores for each variable arc given in table 19
for the samples of boys and girls in both grade levels
and by the three family-migration types. Analysis
of variance tests were conducted for each of the
three means based on the family-migration types
within each of the four grade-level and sex samples.
None of the I' tests was significant among the
seventh-grade boys; four were significant among
eleventh-grade boys; thrce were significant among
the seventh-grade girls; and one was signifiecant
among the ecleventh-grade girls. The significant
mean differences also can be examined in terms of
the wvariables. Two of the significant differences
were obscrved for the intelligence means, three for
the mean grade scores, one for absenteeism and two
for the community-activity participation scores.
None of the differences among the school-activity
participation scores was significant.

In all comparisons of the intelligence seores, in-
cluding the two significant sets of differences, the
means for the farm-to-urban adoleseents were
lowest, the means for the urban-nonmigrant adoles-
cents were intermediate, and the means for the
urban-migrant adolescents were highest. The same
rank-order for the mean grades was found only for
the seventh-grade girls. Among the eleventh-grade
girls, the mean for the urban-nonmigrants exceeded
that for the urban-migrants and both exceeded the
mean grades for the farm-to-urban girls. For the
two samples of boys, identical school-grade means
were observed for the farm-to-urban boys and the
urban-nonmigrant boys, and these means were lower
than the means observed for the urban-migrant
boys. In three of the four comparisons, including
the one significant set of differences, the highest
mean numbers of days absent were found for the
farm-to-urban children. The comparison for which
this did not oceur involved the cleventh-grade girls.
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Table 19.

Girls

Boys

Eleventh-grade

Scventh-grade

leventh-grade
- Urban-

o
)

I:

Seventh-grade

Farm-to-
migrant urban

Urban-

Urban-
nonmigrant

Farm-to-
urban

Urban-
migrant

Urban-
nonmigrant

Farm-to-
migrant urban

TUrban-
nonmigrant

Farm-to-
urban

Urban-
migrant

Urban-
nonmigrant

variables

School-relationship
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Grades

Absenteeism

School activities ________
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The school activity means for the farm-to-urban
adolescents were lowest in all four sets of com-
parisons, but none of the differences was significant.
And, in three of the four comparisons, including
one of the two significant sets of differences, the
farm-to-urban adolescents had the lowest com-
munity-activity scores. For the other significant
difference involving the community-activity scores,
the wurban-migrant adolescents had the highest
mean; the mean for the farm-to-urban adolescents
was intermediate, and the urban-nonmigrant adoles-
cents had the lowest mean.

The general pattern of differences among the
mean scores and the eight significant sets of differ-
ences offered some support for the hypothesis that
the children in the three family-migration types
differed in selected school-relationship variables.
In gencral, these data supported the view that the
farm-to-urban children did less well than the other
children in the arcas measured by these indexes.
However, family status generally is moderately re-
lated to school-related variables (5,25). Further-
more, large status differences existed among the
families in the three migration types: The farm-to-
urban families generally had the lowest status
levels; the urban-nonmigrant families were inter-
mediate; and the urban-migrant families had the
highest status levels. These family-status differ-
ences might account for some of the differences in
the adolescents’ school-related variables apart from
possible previous differences in the socialization
experiences of the urban and previously rural chil-
dren.

Analyses of covariance were used in an attempt
to control family-status differences. Family social-
status scores were based on the Hollingshead
system of status determination (14).

All but one of the significant F tests were non-
significant in the covariance test. Only the differ-
ence among the mean days absent for eleventh-
grade boys remained significant after the covariance
tests. As shown in table 19, the mean number of
days absent among eleventh-grade boys from the
two urban family types was similar, 5.9 days. The
mean for the farm-to-urban boys was considerably
higher, 9.3 days.

The ecovariance results removed practically all
support for the hypothesis that the school-related
scores of the three groups of adolescents differed
significantly. Rather, it appeared that family-status
differences among the three family-migration types
accounted for the significant differences in the
gehool-related variables. Therefore, the last hypoth-
esis of this investigation must be rejected for the
school-related mean scores as well.

The children from the three family-migration
types did not appear to differ in either their item
responses for their relations with their teachers or
classmates or, with exception for absenteeism among

the older boys, in those areas of behavior measured
by the five sets of mean scores.

Post factum interpretations are always hazardous.
However, some risk may be undertaken in attempt-
ing to explain the significant covariance results for
the "absenteeism among the cleventh-grade boys.
Some reasons were advanced earlier for expecting
ereater absenteeism among the older farm-to-urban
boys.

Greater absenteeism might be expected among the
older boys than among the younger boys for several
reasons. The older hoys are probably in a stronger
position to make their preferences and behavior
toward school coincide than are the younger bhoys.
The younger boys and girls, for that matter, would
probably attend school whether they wanted to or
not. This would be less true for the older youth.
If they do not like school, dropping out of school
can become a reality for the older youth. Their
absenteeism may be an indiecation of their decision
to drop out of school. More boys than girls fail to
complete high school. Hence, to the extent that
zbsenteeism may be related to later withdrawal
from school, absenteeism should be expected to be
greater among the groups whose drop-out rates are
highest. These groups generally would include
students from lower status families and, because of
the higher rural drop-out rates, also should include
boys from the farm-to-urban families. Ior the
present sample, this is two ways of saying the same
thing, since the farm-to-urban families also were
overrepresented among the lower status families.

The interpretation of the greater absenteeism
among the cleventh-grade farm-to-urban boys as
compared with the other youth is consistent with
other known data. Obviously further research is
needed to determine the validity or limits of this
post factum interpretation.

Discussion of the Adolescent Results

Differences amoug the children in the three
family-migration types were tested for four sets of
data: (1) parent-adolescent rclationship; (2) par-
ental interest in the children’s school work and
attendance at their school activities; (3) adolescent
personality characteristics; and (4) the social and
school-related adjustment characteristics of the
adolescents. A general hypothesis was formulated
for each set of data. The hypothesis was that the
item responses or mean scores differed signifieantly
among the adolescents in the three family-migration
types. Arguments were advanced for expecting
differences between the responses of the farm-to-
urban adolescents and the adolescents in the two
other migration categories. Tests based on varying
numbers of item responses or sets of mean scores
were used to test hypotheses derived from the four
general hypotheses just listed.

The data overwhelmingly were contrary to all
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four general hypotheses. Practically all differences
associated with the family-migration types were
nonsignificant in each of the four sets of analyses.

Only 1 of the 24 item differences among responses
to the parent-adolescent relationship items produced
a significant difference associated with the family-
migration types. Chi-squares for two of the cight
tests for parental interest in their children’s sehool
work or parental attendance at school programs
were significantly associated with the family-migra-
tion types. These two significant dfferences were
not taken as providing sufficient support for the
hypothesis related to the family-migration differ-
ences for parental interest or involvement in school
work and activities.

Only one of the four sets of differences among
the personality scores of the three groups of adoles-
cents was significantly related to the migration
classification.

Differences associated with the family-migration
classification also were nonsignificant for the six
tests of the items related to student-teacher or peer
relations. And finally, the school- and community-
related mean scores which were significantly differ-
ent among the three family-migration types were,
with one exception, apparently due to the family-
status differentials among the three family-migra-
tion types. Only one set of differences, for absen-
teeism among eleventh-grade boys, remained signifi-
cantly different among the migration types when
family status was controlled in the eovariance test.

The general coneclusion from the comparisons
among the children in the three family-migration
types is that no apparent or major differences
existed among the children in the four areas tested
in this study. If the previous rural socialization
experiences were different for the farm-to-urban
children in comparison with the socialization ex-
periences of the children in the two urban family-
migration types, generally thesze differences were
not observed among the three groups of children
at the time of the investigation.

The one exception to this conclusion involves the
absenteeism rates among the eleventh-grade boys.
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The higher absentceism among the older farm-to-
urban boys was congruent with other data on
differences in drop-out rates between rural and ur-
bhan youth and between boys and girls. However,
the failure to find differences in school grades or
in other school-related variables limits the import-
ance which may be attached to the greater absen-
teeism among the older former farm boys. The find-
ing, however, suggests further research on the ad-
justment of farm boys in urban areas.

A major methodological weakness of this
study limits the interpretation which may be placed
on the null differences that were observed among
the characeristics of the adolescents in the three
family-migration types. Data were not available to
specify the nature or magnitude of differences in
the previous socialization experiences of the three
groups of adolescents. On the one hand, the null
differences may be related to relatively minor differ-
ences in the previous socialization experiences of
the adolescents. On the other hand, the null differ-
ences may reflect the homogenizing impact of the
common urban experiences of the adolescents. It
is apparent, however, that given whatever differ-
ences existed in prior rural and urban socialization
experiences, the adolescents were similar after hav-
ing shared a common urban environment.

Ditfferences which were observed among the ado-
leseents generally were associated with family-status
differentials. This obscrvation is important because
of the known status differences among the three
family-migration types.

The data in this study suggest that children with
farm backgrounds accomodate themselves readily to
new conditions that they encounter in urban areas.

At a broader level, the data suggest that family
migration is not deleterious to the developmental
characteristies of children. Apparently, the children
in the farm-to-urban families or those in the urban-
migrant families learn to adjust to new social and
school environments. And, in terms of the charac-
teristics measured in this study, they become indis-
tinguishable from the children who have lived all
their lives in onc metropolitan area.
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