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Foreword

'This monograph and:a forthcoming companion work by Ghulam M. Sandami,
Ph., DD. are a part of ‘a larger program of applied research oh‘housing and
community development in rural, small town and urban fringe areas of
New York initiated by the late Professor Glenn H. Beyer and continued by
the present writer. This program of research, funded primarily by the
State of New York, through the College of Human Ecology, and the U. S.
Department of Agriculture, through the Cornell University Agricultural
Experiment Station began as early as 1248 with a study of farm housing in
lHew York State. Housing research in the College since 1%48 has, under
Professor Beyer's guidance, shifted mére and more from a primarily
physical and structural focus to a concern for the relationmship between
housing programs and patterns of social change in the United States and
alsewhere. ' CEY vl o

The latest in this serles of studies --(initilated in Séptember 19869,
only a few months before Professor Beyer'’s premature death)-- a study
of housing needs, residential mobility and life style in rural New York,
was to be directed jointly by Professor Beyer, Professor Lewis L. Bower
and Professor Earl W. Morris.

The research reported here by Professor Durrani, as well as the
Samdani study was funded under Hatch project 284 from the U. S. Department
of Agriculture through the Cornell Agricultural Experiment Station to the
Department of Housing and Design (now Consumer Economics and Public
Policy).

Mr, Tariq Durrani was born in Dera Ghazi Khan (Pakistan) on April 7,

1936. He received the degrees of Bachelor of Arts (1955) and i'aster of
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Arts (1959) in sociology from the University of the Punjab. In 1959

he received a Ford Foundation Scholarship to study at the Athens

. Technological Institute, Athens, Greece where he received the Diploma

in Ekistics in 1961. He has served the Governments of Pakfstan (1961

to 1963) and West Pakistan (1964 to 1965). He wrote several reports

on West Pakistan's housing programs between 1964 and 1965. 1In 1969 he
was awarded the Ph. D. degree from Cornell University. He was elected
Councillor (1964) and Finance Secretary (1965) of the Pakistan Sociological
.Association, was elected to the membership of the Cornell University
chapter of Phi Kappa Phi in 1968, and is a member of the National
Associlation of Housing and Redevelopment Officials. He currently is
Assistant Professor in the School of Urban Design, University of Georgia,

Athens, Georgia.

Barl W. Morris



Abstract of the Report

The urban-rural fringe in the nmetropolitan areas of the United
States seens to be experiencing the sane cycle of growh as the suburbs
did in the past: a progression fromrural to mxed rural-urban to sub-
urban land uses and an infusion of an urbanized life style. The crucia
poi nt, however, is not that the areas become "suburbs" but that they
becone integrated with the city.

Since these communities undergo a change in their character while
in the process of transformation fromrural to "suburban,” it is believed
that changes al so take place in the anmount and nature of social inter-
action in these comunities. Questions have been raised regarding
whet her or not social life would be disrupted in rapidly growing fringe
comunities. Wuld social interaction continue with friends and rel atives
in the place of origin or will new patterns rapidly devel op? Such
questions are of great inportance for an understandi ng of the current

trends in present fringe and for planning of future devel oprent.

This study anal yzed social interaction in the context of three
different commnities at various |levels of fringe devel opment. ne of
these areas was in an early stage of devel opnent, another one in an ad-
vanced stage and the third area was in the final stage of devel opnent
toward suburbanization and integration into the netropolitan area.

It is to be expected that the amount of social interaction in the
fringe is influenced by one's community orientation (rural or urban)
and length of residence in an area. It is known that rural- and urban-
oriented people differ in the amount and type of social interaction they

engage in, and that over a period of tine not only do the fringe areas
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develop in terms of changes in social patterns but the level of inter-
action also changes for individual residents with increased tinme in the
ar ea.

It was found that in general the length of residence had greater
I nfl uence on the anount of social interaction than community orientation
In the nost devel oped of the three areas, even this distinction faded
out. Cenerally, socioecononic status and stage in the famly life cycle
had only small effect on the anpunt of interaction in these areas. How
ever, in some specific aspects of social interaction, variations were
found arising fromdifferential community orientation and |ength of
resi dence.

CGenerally, in all areas studied, people in the "high" soci oeconom c
cl ass showed greater institutional participation than those in the "md-
dle" or "low' classes. In the nore devel oped areas, the nm ddl e aged
respondents showed greater institutional participation than the young
and the aged. However, in the |less devel oped area, participation |evels
were less clearly influenced by famly life cycle stage.

Most respondents, regardless of community orientation, socioeconomc
class or stage in the famly life cycle, expressed great satisfaction
with fringe residence.

The present day fringe area is far frombeing an "institutiona

desert." Those who have opted to live there become part of the community
to a great extent. Long-tinme residents seemed to be nore active in the
social life of the area while newconers were nore active in its insti-
tutional life. H gher levels of devel opment of a comunity have been



shown to reduce the differences between rural - and urban-oriented
residents in various specific aspects of social interaction and in-

stitutional participation.
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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

The fringe areas of our'metroéolitan cities are undergoing an enor-
ﬁaus changelas is apparent from the population growth and development of
areas outside the traditionally defined "urban" and “rural" areas. A
higher rate of population growth in the satellite areas surrounding large
cities than within their limits has been noticed in the nation since 1900,
During the period between 1920 and 1930, while the population in central
cities increased by 22.3 percent, those parts of the metropolit;u dig-
tricts lying outside the central cities grew at almost twice this rate,
Noting this trend, the National Resources Committee pointed out about
three decades ago in 1937 that this phenomenon was "npt a generai devolu-
tion of cities or a flight from the city. What is actually haﬁpeniﬁg is,
rather, that the urbanite 1s steadily belng transfdrmed into the subur-‘
banite."1 The Committee considered this dispersion and rvedistribution of
population as an evidence of a2 new phase of city growth which was “empty-
ing at the center and spilling over its own corporate boundaries,"? Ac-

cording to the Committee:

1. National Resources Committee, '"The Process of Urbanization: Under~
lying Forces and Emerging Trends,"” in Cities and Society, Paul K. Hatt
and Albert J. Reiss, Jr. ({eds.), 2d ed. {(Glencoe, Ill,: Free Press
of Glencoe, 1957), p. 70,

2, Ibid., p. 71.



The model suburb, whether it is industrial or resi-

dential, however superior, alocf, and detached it may

believe itself to be, has its basis of existence and

draws much of its substance from the noisy, grimy

city of which economically and culturally it is an

integral part, but from which it has managed to remain

independent politically.3

In his analysis of the decennial growth rates of the metropolitan

areas of the United States, from 1900 to 1950, Schnore distinguishes the
hetropolitan territory in terms of its central city and its urban and
rural “rings.“ﬁ The rural Yrings" are further subdivided into the in-
corporated and unincorporated areas. Retrojecting the official defini-
tion of a Standatﬂ'Metropolitan.ﬁfea used by the Census Bureau in 1950 to
his analysis, Schnore demonstrated that since 1930 population had in-
creased at a much higher fatelin the rural rings than the urban rings of
the metvopolitan central cities. Between 1930 and 1940, the population
of the rural rings increased by 21.2 percent as compared to & percent in
the urban rings. Between 1940 and 1953, the rates were 45.2 percent and
26.0 percent respectively. Similar high rates were noted in the unincor-
porated as compared to the Incorporated areas of the rural rinpgs during
the interdecade periods. The rates of ipcrease in the unincorporated and
incorporated areas, respectively, were 22.3 and 13.2 percent in the 1930
to 1940 period, aund 46.5 and 34.1 percent in the 1940 to 1950 decade.

This trend remained unchanged between 1950 and 1960. The urban

fringe, a term introduced by the Census Bureau in 1950, showed the

3. Ibidl

4. Leo F. Schnore, "Metropelitan Growlkh and Decentralization," in The
Suburban Community, ed, by William M. Dobriner (New York: G, P.
Putnam®s Sons, 1958}, pp. 4-5.




greatest increase within the urbanized areas. Noting this trend Beyerx
stated that "for all metropolitan areas combined there was an increase
in'population within the 1950 central city limit areas of less tham 2 per-
cent, while outside those areas the increase amounted to 62 percent.“5
fhe highest rate of growth between 1950 and 1960 was registered in the
areas outside the central cities of Standard Metropolitan Stgtistical
Areas $£ a ﬁopulation between one-half and one million (Bl percent) fol-
loﬁed_closely by those areas with a population of three million or more
(72 percent).6 Martin observes, however, that in view of the changes in

census definitions of suburban, rural-nonfarm and urban fringe siuce the

- 1920 census, "it is not possible to make an exact statement about rate of

growth in the rural-urban fringe."7 ‘The growth of unincorporated areas

.. clearly has been greater than the growth of suburbs and ceatral cities.

The President's Committee on Urban Housing took note of the growth
_in the "ring" areas of the SMSA's, the areas surrounding the central
cities of metropolitan areas but within the SMSA's:

About one-quarter of the U.S, population lived in thesge
ring areas in 1950; about 40 percent will live in them
in 1978. 1In that period the population of these areas
will increase from 36 million to over 90 million per-
sons, In the mid 1960's the total population of all the
rings first exceeded the total population of all the
central cities they surround. By 1978, the rings will
hold 50 percent mere pecople than do the central cities.

5. Glenn H, Beyer, Housing and Society (New York: Macmillan Company,
1965), p. 364, : :

6. Tbid., p. 379 (Table 11-1),

7.IWa1ter T. Martin, The Ruyal-Urban PFringe: A Study of Adjustment to
Residence Location (Eugeune, Ovegon: University Press, 1953}, p. 3.

8. A Decent Home, Report of the President's Committee on Urban Housing,
Edgar F, Kaiser, Chairman (Washington, P.C.: Government Printing
Office, 1969), p. 136,




1t appears that population pressures on the urban-rural fringe
areas will remain high in the coming years. The extent of this pressure
was brought out by the National Commission on Urban Problems in its re-
port of 1968:

Over the next 30 years 18 million acres of land will
come into urban use for the first time. This is about
the size of all the urbanized land within the SMSA's
right now. Between now and the year 2000, nearly all
metropolitan area population growth, some 80 million
people will occur in the suburbs, which will use that
next 18 million acres. We have come this far in our
urban civilization in a haphazard way and the regults
surround us. We cannct afford to let our future urbam
growth occur the same way.

Not only is a physical change being brought to these previousgly
rural areas, but also a complex of different social, economic and cul-
tural values and needs is introduced. Planners share the concern, ex-
pressed so clearly by the National Commission on Urban Problems, over an
unorderly and haphazard sprawl, incomsistent and incompatible land uses
and noticeable inadequacy of facilities, In many cases the haphazard
growth occurs because the local governmment is not ready to bandle the
influx of population and all its concomitants. Tax losses and higher
cogts of facilities are a matter of grave concern to the city government
becanse of the expansion taking place outside its limits, but the lower
taxes, greater flexibility offered by lack or absence of various re-

strictions and controls on development of new subdivisions and larger

profits attract the developer to thege areas.

9, U.S8, Congress, House, Building the American City, Report of the Nation-
al Commizsion on Urbam Probhiems to the Congress and to the President
of the United 3tates, Paul H. Douglas, Chairman, House Doc., 91-34,
91st Cong., lst sess. (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office,
1963), p. 20. '
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A vast amount of literature exists on suburbs and on rural and

.urban communities, but less on the urban-rural fringe_areas per se, Al-
'though a8 considerable amount of work relating to various facets of the
development 6f urban~rural fringe areas has accumulated over the past

two decades or so, several potentlal areas of research remain to be ex-
.plored and consolidated. Differences of opinion exist, even on the funda-
mentals,.ranging from the definition of urban-ru;al fringe areas and the
demographic characteristics of their populations to the amount of partici-
pation in social and institutional life by the new and oldtime residents
of these areas. In fact, as Martin pointed out, observers have used such
descriptive terms for the fringe areas as "an institutional desert, a
'marginal area,' a 'twilight zone,' a 'dead center' charactefized by
‘pathological conditions,' 'shifting land values,' ‘varisbility and in-
stability,' 'capriciousness and diseconomy' in land use patterns."lo

Conflicting attitudes and reactions as to the present and future

needs of these rapidly growing communitiés may arise from differences in
background, socioeconomic status and stage in family life cycle of tﬁe
rural- and urban-oriented residents. The reaction assumes greater im-
portance in fringe areas since it arises from a situation ia which a
lﬁrge number of urban families and their life style hag impinged upon
previocusly rural areas. Some of the important areas of change and ad-

justment in these rapidly growing comunities are reflected in the

10, Walter T. Martin, "A Consideration of Differences in the Extent and
Location of the Formal Associational Activities of Rural-Urban
Fringe Residents,” American Sociological Review, XVII (Dec. 1952),
687.




patterns of social inferaction and institutional participation of local
résidents, attitudes of residents towards each other and toward general
conditions of life in the fringe aréas, as well as the extent of satis-
faction from living in these areas,

This study aims a2t an analysis of the .social impact of. the new
residents who have moved primarily from urban areas to the newly built
subdivisions in rural areas beyond the suburbs, thus bringing the urban
life style to the doorsteps of the rural areas. Besides testing a num-
ber of hypotheses developed for this study, some of the findings of pre-
vious studies were also tested. Various in&exes were developed for
measuring the phenomena to be studied, Seme of the important consider-
ations in this study were the experimental mature of the projéct, a

recognition of the fact that not all fringe areas are at the same level
of development, and that differences in the characteristics of fringe
residents could be g significant factor in the process of adjustment to
fringe residence, _ | )

Two fringe areas (Parma and Clarence) with high growth rates ih
the metropolitan areas of Rochester and Buffalo, respectively, were
gelected initially for the study in 1964. Another arvea of rapid growth
(Cémillus) from the Syracuse metropolitan area was included in the study
in 1965. Parma (Rochester) was in an early stage of development, while
Clarence {Buffale) was in an intermediate or near advanced stage, and
Camillus (Syracuse) in an advanced stage of development in terms of the

degree of urbanization.



Organization of the Study

Chapter II deals with the concept and definition of the urban-
rural fringe area, and examines the available literature pertinent to
urban-rural fringe areas, The hypothesés and findings of previous studies
along with the sets of hypotheses regarding various areas of investigation
covered in our study are also discussed in this chapter.
| Chapter III, on methodology, gives the details regarding selection
of the sample and sampling technique, the field operations, the statisti-
cal analysis and major variables and indexes used in the analysis.

Chapters 1V, V and VI, réspectively, 6ealing with Parma, Clarence
and Camillus are idéntical in format. The first part of each chapter
treats certain characteristics of thé fringe population, socloeconomic
status and stage in family life cycle. This has been done to facilitate
comparison of data among the three areas., The analysis in the second
part of these chapters tests the relatlonships, respectively, among length
of residence in commﬁnity orientation (rural or urban), socioceconomic .
status, stage in family life cycle and each of the variables of social
interaction, institutional participation, attitude toward_conditions of
life in the fringe areas, and the extent of anomie, |

Chapter VII combines the analysis of a number of hypotheses put
to test in the three fringe areas and thereby provides fnrtherlcompari-
son on the basis of level of deveiOpmeﬁt of these areas.

A summary and conclusions of the study are presented iﬁ Chapter

VIiil.



Chapter 1II

THEORETICAL AND CONCEPTUAL BACKGROUND

The concept of urban-rural fringe is used in this study to imply
an urban expansion cutting into the rural areas. In this chapter we
take note of the origin and development of the concept and the criticisms

leveled at various definitions of this concept.

The Concept of Urban-Rural Fringe: Historical
Development and Criticism

A review of pfevi?us studies brings attention to the fact that the
concept of urban-rural fringe still lacks sharpness and there seems to be
little agreement with respect to its boundaries. !

According to Blizﬁard, it was T, Lynn Smith who used the term
"urban ffinge“ for the first time in 1937 to denote the "built up aréa
just outside of the corporate limits of éhe city," followed by J. D.
Black who used the term "city's fringe" in 1939.2 1In 1940, George S.

Wehrwein, a land economist, defined the fringe as '"the territory between

1. Noel P. Gist and Sylvia Fleis Fava, Urban Society, 5th ed. (New York:
Thomas Y. Crowell Company, 1964), p. 196.

2, Samuel W. Blizzard, "Discussion," Rural Sociology, XVIII, No. 2 (1953),
p. 118,




well established urban [land] uses and farming” in his article, "Land
Classification for Rural Zoning;"3 |

Firey, in his article on “Ecological Con#ideratiens in Planning
for Rurban Fringes" (1946), did_ﬁot define the rurban fringe per se, but
he maintained that "“from the standpoint of ecological theory the rurban
fringe may be viewed as a marginal area . . . [due to its] marginality
 between alternative types of utilization."& Accerding to Queen and Car-
penter, Firey designated the "rurban fringe” as "those areas immediately
beyond the built-up city."5 Kurtz apnd Eicher agreed with this interpre-
tation and added that “Firey doeé not provide an explicit definition of
the fringe area but he implies that any type of subdivision outside the
city limits could be considered the'fringe."6 |

In his Michigan study Beegle defined the fringe are as "including
all townships surrounding a given center which has 50 percent or more

7

non-village rural-nonfarm residents."’ Kurtz and Eicher's comments on

3. Walter C. McKain, Jr., and Robert G. Burnight, "The Sociological Sig-
nificance of the Rural-Urban Frioge: From the Rural Point of View,"
Rural Sociology, XVIII, No. 2 {(1953), p. 109,

4, Walter Firey, "Ecological Considerations in Planning for Rurban Fringes,”

American Sociclogical Review, XI {(August 1946), p. 411,

5, Stuart A. Queen and David B. Carpenter, "The Sociological Sigunificance
of the Bural-Urban Fringe: From the Urban Point of View,” Rural Soci-
ology, XVIII, No. 2 (1953), p. 103.

6, Richard A, Kurtz and Joanne B. Eicher, "Fringe and Suburb: A Confusion
of Concepts," Social Forces, XXXVII (Octcober 1958), p, 33,

7. J. A. Beegle, "Characteristics of Michigan's Fringe Population,"
Rural Socielogy, XII, No. 3 (1947), p. 255,
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Beagle's definition are -as follows:

++ " The fringe was operationally defined by Beegle as the
residual area which remains after eliminating the census
categories of urban, rural-farm, and incorporated vil~
lage. This derived census category is referred to as
non-village, rural-unonfarm', . . . Townships in which
fifty percent or more of the residents are non-village
rural non-farmers are designated by Beegle as ‘fringe
townships', , . .

A major difficulty . ., . stems from , . . reliance
upon census criteria for definition purposes--this tech-
nique implicitly assumes that political boundaries co- =
incide with social boundaries . . . subtraction of T
urbanized area data from standard metropolitan area data
leave a residual which is composed partiallg of specific
homogenous rural and urban characteristics.

A definition of the term "urban fringe'" wae given in the 1950 Cen-
sus of Population "to denote all territory within urbanized areas but
outside their central cities."’ The components of urbanized areas are
explained in the Census as follows:

The censug definition of a place as a concentration of
population, which may be independent of legal limits,
implies the possibility that a place or a city may be
defined in terms of the entire area of continuous con-
centrated settlement rather than the area defined by
corporate limits. Under this definition a place or
physical city includes not only the principal incorpor-
ated area or areas but also adjacent suburban and
satellite areas. . . , To isolate the suburban and
satellite areas, an urbanized area is divided into its
central city or cities and urban fripnge zs indicated in
the formal definitions.}

According to McKain and Burnight, Anderson proposed an “. . . auto-

‘mobile reconnaissance method of delineating the friange, which in practice

N

8. Kurtz and Eicher, op. cit., p. 34,

9, Otis Dudley Duncan and Albert J. Reiss, Jr., "Suburbs and Uixrgan Fringe,"
~ in The Suburban Community, ed. by William M. Dobriner (New York: G. P,
Putnam’s Sons, 1958), p. 46.

10. Ibid., p. 66.
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has its limits at the points of agricultural predominance in .and uses,"l*
Gist made a distinction between moving to the .suburbs +thich has
been occurring since the early 1900's and the recent phenomen n of noving
to the open country "while retaining their occupational and o her con-
nections with the urban community."12 Gist maintained that t is recent
trend had not replaced the traditional one, it was rather "an extension
of the march to the suburbs.”™ Kurtz and Eicher describe this distinction
as such that "the fringe is an open country area in which urb: n-employed

individvals reside. ., . . The suburb is the traditional clusiz2r of sub-

urban homes."13 o . |

Queen and Carpenter used the 1950 Census definitions o urbanized
area and standard metropolitan area to derive a definition of :he fringe
area. Tor the purpose of their study they defined the term Ty ‘al-urban
fringe as "that area within the standard metropolitan area whi‘:h is out-
side the urbanized area,"l% They considered the addition of tie term
"urbanized areas" by the Bureau of Census as an important one,

For the first time we have a definition of the city
which conforms closely to the actual boundaries of he
thickly settled territory of closely spaced street
pattern. We have, too, a realistic inner boundary £
the rural-urban fringe, comparable from city to cit .
The standard metropolitan area provides us a less di -
pendable outer boundary of the fringe, erratically
influenced as it is by county boundaries. Yet no bt t-
ter alternative is available.} _ |

|

11, McKain and Burnight, op. cit., p. 109. o

12, Noel P. Gist, "Ecological Decentralization and Rural-Urban telation-
ships," Rural Sociology, XVII, No. 4 (December, 1952), p. 328,

13. Rurte and Eicher, op. cit., p. 34,
14. Queen and Carpenter, op. cit., p. 104,
15. Ibid., pp. 104-105. '
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Kurtz and Eicher maintained that "operationally, the fringe area

data are obtained by subtracting urbanized area data from standard metro-

politan area _clata."l6 This had the same limitation as that pointed out
by them with respect to Beegle's 1947 study of the population character-
istics of Michigan's fringe areas. - | |

In their study of five townships (1953), McKain and Burmight took
gote of the ", ; . 'spougy' character of the concept, its lack of sharp-
ness, and the general lack of agreement among investigators about
its definttion,"17 They introduced two new terms, "the limited fringe
and the extended fringe." This was viewed by Kurtz andhEicher as:

+ » » a contribution to a conceptual clarification by
differentiating between the built-up area on the periph-
ery of the city and the built-up area in the agricultural
hinterland. . . . The former resgidence pattern is re-
ferred to as 'limited fringe' and the latter pattern of
gettlement is designated the 'extended fringe.'18

The introduction of new terms and the lack of clavification of the
concept by McKain and Burnight, however, was criticized by Blizzard in

these words:

Perhaps the most disappointing aspect of the paper,
from the discussant's point of view, is the way in
which the authors have by-passed the basic question
of conceptualization and methodology for delineation,
Their suggestions . . . are helpful , , , insofar ag
they clarify for us the schizophrenic use of the term
fringe. . . . From the point of view of conceptuali-
zation, however, they are neither as definitive nor as
concrete as cone would hope. . . . Particularly, the

- term limited fringe is not meaningful unlesgs it is
operationally defined,l?

16, Kurtz and Eicher, op. cit., p. 34.

17. McKain and Burnight, op, cit., p. 110,
18. Kurtz and Eicher, op. cit.,, p. 34, -~
19, Blizzard, op. cit., pp. 118-19.



13

According to Blizzard, the rural-urban fringe has usually been
"designated &s that area of mixed urban and rural land uses between the
point where full city services cease to be available and the point where
agricultural land usges predominate."zo He suggests that in order to
study the transitional nature of the fringe:

R « « « & more meaningful conception might be to scale
the various fringe developments on an immaturity-
maturity continuum. . . . One aspect of this is in
the matter of political organization. The fact that
a fringe area is, or is not, politically orgeanized,
aside from the rural towmship and county government,
is an index of its evolving maturity. The govern-
mental structure of a suburban town may be a symbol
of its political maturity; the presence of a rural
towmship form of government in a growing fringe area
may Indicate political immaturity.

According to Kurtz and Eicher, Jaco and Belknap presented "one of
the broadest definitions of the fringe," as it "includes guburbs, satel-
lite cities, and any other territory located immediately outside central
cities whose labor force is engaged in non-farm activities.'22 'Thig
definition, therefore, does not help much in delineating specific settle-
ment patterns. They remark that: ‘

More importanily, such a definition leads to confusiom
since areas such as suburbs and satellite cities are
characterised as homogeneous with the fringe., This

« + « confusion is illustrated in the following state-
ment by Jaco and Belknap: 'if one follows the clues
suggested by current urban population and economic

trends in the light of what is already knowm about

the modern suburban family a number of inferences on

on the structure of the fringe family becomes possible.'23

20. Ibid., p. 118,
21, 1ibid.
~ 22. Kurtz and Eicher, op, cit., p. 33.

23, Ibid.
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Martin took note of the rapid growth rates of the unincorporated
countryside, and said “it is to this unincorporated countryside inter-
laced with motor roads and inhabited mainly by former urban dwellers that
we apply the term ‘rural-urban fringe.“‘z4 In other words, he said, the
rural-urban fringe was ™. . . that area of interpenetrating rural and
vrban land uses peripheral to the modern city. . . 23 Beyer pointed
out that Martin's definition of fringe was different from that of the
U.S, Censug, and that "Martin's concept is far less inclusive and re-
flects the more general ugage of the term. 26
Diuncan and Reiss described the 1950 Cengus definition of "urban

fringe” as:

« « o poorly chosen, because the term ‘fringe' has

been applied heyetofore to areas of mixed urban and

rural types of settlement on the periphery of the

well bullt-up urban area. But the 'urban fringe' as

defined in 1950 contains incorporated places as large

as 250,000 and unearly half of the 'urban fringe' popu-

lation (48.7 percent) resideg in incorporated places

of 10,000 or more, i.e. placeg_generally designated as

suburbs in previous research,
In their comparison of the suburbs and urban fringe, Duncan and

Reiss used the term "urban fringe" to denote ", . . the non-suburgan

population of the territory in urbanized areas outgide central cities.

24, Walter T. Martin, The Rural-Urban Fringe: A Study of Adjustment to
Residence Location (Eugene, Oregon: University Press, 1933), p. 3.

25. Ibid., p. iii.

26, Glenn H, Beyer, Housing and Society (New York: Macmillan Company,
19653), p. 359. .

27. Duncan and Reiss, op. cit., p. 46,
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Thus the urbanized area is conceived as having three components, central
city or cities, suburbs, and urban fringe."28 The different meaning given
this term from that in the Ceﬁsus was justified by them on the groundg
that:

.« . » first, . . . the Bureau of the Census terminolegy
is inconsistent with an already established usage; second,
that it was necessary to make a distinction (between
suburbs and fringe) not explicitly recognized in cen-

sug categories; and third, that no swvitable alternative
term is available.29

The term "suburb" as used by most writers, aceording to Duncan and
Reigs:

. + . appears to depnote an urban place (usually an in-
corporated place) outside the corporate limits of a
large city, but either adfacent thereto or near enough
to be closely integrated into the economic life of the
central city and within commuting distance of it. The
criterion distinguishing a suburb from another terri-
tory on the city's periphery but within its corporate
limite is, therefore, not economic, or ecologicel, but
political. . . .

In accordance with the conception of the suburb
. + + many research workers have considered as suburbg
those urban places which are within the limits of the
metropoelitan district but outside the central city or
cities,

Kurtz Qnd Eicher utilized the criteria of location, land characteristics,
growth and density, occupation, and governmental structure to arrive at
their "summary definition® of the fringe area as a!

. . . location beyond the limits of the legal city, in

the legal city, in the ‘'agricultural hinterland,’ ex-
hibiting characteristics of mixed land use, with no

28. Ibid., p. 47.
29. —;—b-—j-—d-’ * p. 65.

30. Ibid., p. 45.
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consistent pattern of farm and nonfarm dwelliogs. The
regidents are involved in rural and urban occupations.
The area is unincorporated, relatively lax zoning regu-
lations exist, and few, if any, municipal services are
provided. The area shows potentialities for population
growth and increasing density ratios. Present density
ratios are intermediate between urgan and rural,3l

Thompson noted the usual locational connotation of théjconcept of
rural-urban fringe with its characteristics of mized land uses and occu~
pations, and taking inte account the definition suggested by Rurtz and
Eicher (1958) he termed the urban fringe as ". . . the edge of creeping
urbanism, 32 Commenting on the definition of Kurtz and Eicher, he
stated:

There are many advantages to an omnibus definition of
this sort, and perhaps it should remain inviolate.’
Among other things . . . it brings to a single focus
the interasts and competence of a wide variety of dis-
ciplines, . . .,

For my owm purposes, however, it seems less
useful to focus on location .and somewhat more useful
to conaider the basis process which characterizes such
areas, pawmely, rapid growth. . . .

Noting the problem of defining the urban fringe, Thompson further
observed that "the variables are continuous rather than discreet, In
most dimensions, the problem of urban fringe cannot be cut off from de-
velopment in general, therefore, need to refine the problém in terms of

high growth areas,”34

31. Kurtz and Eicher, op. c¢it, #b. 36-37.

32, Wayne E. Thompson, "The Urban Fringe: First Thoughts on Socioclogical
Perspectives,” Problems of America's Expanding Metropolitan Fringe
Areas. Report of Conferemce leld at Cornell University June 15-16,
1961, Ithaca, New York, p. 2. (Mimeographed,)

33t Ibid' A

34, Ibid., "™inutes of the Conference," p. 3.
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It 1s quite apparent from the aforementioned definitions of the
;oncept roral-urban fringe ox, simply, fringe that researchers have of-
fered, or not offered at all, definitions according to the needs and con-
text of their studies. Duncan and Reiss took mote of the 1950 Census
definition of the term "urban fringe" and of the fact that no "official

_ definition” of the concept of;fsubur " existed.>> This was considered

, by them as one possible reasog-for the lack of standardization of the
concept, as the oppesite was true in case of such concepts as "urban”
and "rural."

This situvation has drawn the attention of researchers only re-
cently, The first significant attempt to systematize and clarify the
knowledge on the rural-urban fringe seems to have been made iﬁ September,

- 1952 by the joint session of the American Sociological Society and the
" Rural Sociological Society held at Atlantic City, New Jersey. Two papers
were presented on the '"Sociological Significance of the Rural-Urban
fringe." The '"Urban Point of View" was presented by Queen and Carpenter,
and the "Rural Point of View" was presented by McKain and Burnight, -
Chﬁrles_E. Lively, in his introduction to these presentations, noted
that: |
It is the aim of these papers to explore the nature of
the 'fringe' in the light of what is knowm, and to sug-
gest, if possible, plausible hypotheses for investi-
gation. . . . 1t would appear that at this stage three
hypotheses are possible: (1) The rural-urban fringe
represents a position on a continuum within a single
rural-urban distribution. (2) The rural-urban fringe

represents an overlapping of two distinct distributions--
the rural and the urhan--providing a scrambled confusion

35. Duncaun and Reiss, op. cit., p. 45.
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within the area of overlap., (3) The rural-urban fringe
repregents a third distribution with some characteris-
tics of both the rural and the urban, but With some new
ones found only in the 'fringe.! v :

L ST BT

In the present study we have tended to view the fringe in terms of a con-
tinuum from rural to urban as in (1)} above. There surely are unigque fac-
tors in the fringe that do not appear elsewhera,

McKain and Burnight reported that of "some thirty studies" which

L

uged the term rural-urban fringe, M. . . in most lnstances only a feeble

'attempt or no attempt at sll, was made to define the term. "3/ However,
they pointed ocut that one or more of four elementz were generally found
in the definitiops of those studies which did attempt at it., These elem-
ments of rural-urban fringe were: _.”_ o S

(1) . . . there are both urban and rural uses of
land, ., . . (2). . . there is a mingling of people--
gome of whom work in, and are oriented toward, agri-
 culture-~while at the same time the remainder pursue
urban occupations and an urban way of life. ., . .

1o (3) The fringe is a geographic area with its bounds
often arbitrarily determined by gradation in the con-
centration of the land use and the demographic charac-
teristics attributed to it. . . . (4) . . . the tran- v
sitional character of the rural-urban fringe and . . .
the abnormal or problem nature of the area. . . .3

Martin lists an "inventory of findings and shortcomings" of pre-
vious litervature related "directly or indirectly" to the rural-urban
fringe. One of the "five persistent shortcomiugs," according to him is

the "absence of comparable study_areas.“39 Noting the previous practice

36, Charles E, Lively, "Introduction" to Queen and Carpenter, op. cit.,
p. 101, :

37. McKainm, Jr., and Burnight, op cit., p. 103,
38. ibid,

39, Martin, op. cit,, p. 5. A discussion follows on pp. &-13.
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of individual reseaxchers to define the fringe areas according to their
own criteria, Martin welcomed the 1950 Census redefinitions of ﬁrban
areas and introduction of the term urban-fringe. This, he thought, could
minimize the critical problem of area delimitation in rural-urban fringe
research,

Ford and Sutton reviewed some twenty-six commumity studies and
twelve friﬁge area studies.?*0 fThis study, covering the period 1950-61,
was a major concerted effort to review the literature and examine the
concept of "fringe." They noted that . , . if there was counsensus on
what the fringe is, there was considerable variation in the methods used
to delineate its boundaries."41 The grounds of comsistency, in their
opinion, aroge from the use of location and land use criteria father
than social relationships,

It appears that the ambiguity of the concept has bheen ﬁerpetuated,
in part, because very little effort has been made to distinguish between
the physical and nonphysical attributes of the fringe area. Most of the
definitions rely on the former as a criteriom of delineation. in othe;s
the miking of the two has added to the confusion., Land characterist;cs,
and growth and denaity are the physical manifestations of the fringe area
which emanate from nonphyéical forces, The governmental structure seems
to be one of. the more important nonpﬁysical forces which determines, to a

great extent, the way a fringe area is developed,

40. Thomas R. Ford and Willis A. Sutton, Jr., "The Impact of Change on
Rural Communities and Fringe Areas: Review of a Decade's Research,"
in Qur Changing Rural Society: Perspective and Trends, ed. by James H.
Copp (Ames, lowa: Towa State University Press, 1964), pp. 198-229,

41. Ibid., p. 200,
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Firey had called the "rurban fringe" a marginal area because of
its degree of accessibility (independent variable) and social utility
(dependent variable)., 1In his words: ’

e« o . the rurban fringe is a marginal land-~use area,
not because of its geographlc leocation, its soll type,
or its topography, but rather because of its particular
degree of accessibility (relative to that of other land
useg) to some central transportatlon, 2

%7 According to Queen and Carpenter, Firey's thesis is that "slums
appear where alternative and conflicting land uses produce equal rent and
gsocial utility. At such points, land becomes indifferently suited to
~either of two alternative land uses. Ag a result, land uses interpene-
trate."43 It seems, however, that Firey did not bring out the real
cauge which renders a particular location susceptible to "alternative
and conflicting land uses.' This state of marginality in the fringe
areas probably arises more from lack of proper control than any other

regagon.

Looking at the criteria used by different researchers and criti-
cism offered of the official dafinition of urban fringe, it appears '
that this particular definition has not been of much help in clarifyiag
the concept.

For our purposes, the term urban-rural fringe implies that periph-
eral area of high population growth, within the boundaries of a Standard

Metropolitan Statistical Area, which exhibits both mixed rural and urban

land uses and a noticeable quantity of new nonfarm residential buildings,

42. Firey, op. cit., p. &11.'1

43, Queen and Carpenter, op, cit., p. 103.
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and is located beyond the fully developed suburbs lying contiguous to
the central city. That is to say that one must '"leapfrog" beyond the
suburbs to reach the fringe areas, Some other criteria applied in
selecting fringe areas for our study are discussed in the chapter on
Methodology. It may be added that it was considered quite possible that
community facilities in the fringe areas might not be adequate in quan-
tity or quaiity, in terms of meeting the demands of a growing popula-
tion, and therefore they might vary in terms of their level of develop-
ment. This fact was taken into consideration while selecting our study

are¢as,

Previous Studies and Their Major Findinge

The nature of studies undertaken in the fringe area, however de-
fived, during the last three decades has varied with the researcher's
interests concerning the physical or nonphysical attributes of the fringe
areas. A typology of studies could be based upon either of the above
criteria or on their analytical level,

Ford and Sutton established four analytical categories in their
review of thirty-eight studies of rural communities and of rural-urban
fringe areas which were published between 1950-1961. These categories
were:

1. Descriptive--studies primarily concerned with the

description of conditions, characteristics, or situ-

ations with little effort made to relate changes to
other general or specific factors.



2. General analytic--studies in which changes in phenomena’
under obsexrvation were explicitly related to general
conditions (such as technological change) exther within
or outside the study area.

3. Specific analytic--studies in which changes in phenomena
i under observation were related to other specific factors
such as migration or the location of an industry in the
community,

:«. 4. TFormal analytic--studies in which formal hypotheses were
S stated and tested,

CGiu

They further observed that about 250 sets of rélationﬁhips were em-
ployeﬁ in these thirty-eight studies, of which ". . , approximately a

fourth involved, on one side of the relational equation, 'general changes'
either in the local o;”nearbf env;ronmental situation. . . ,"#5 1p order

of their frequency of use, the specific variables were classified by them

into the following order.
(a) sustenance methods involving either the economic
i.rnt- base or technology; (b) population; (¢) transportation
' and communication; and (d) social organization and re-
lationships., In fringe area studies population was
the most common independent variable, occurring in
5 . g @bout half of the relationships identified.
' . +» » The most common dependent variables were popu-
lation, land vse, and economic institutions.

e None of the fringe area studies was found to have concerned itseif

primarily with the process of change. They found that:

« + . three fringe studies dealt with the social effectsg
of a particular variable or set of variables (usually
population size and composition), A few . . , were con-
cerned with the effects of particular mediating variables;
e.g., leugth of residence on attitudes regarding the de-

&h Ford and Sutton, op. cit., P 201
45. Ibid., p. 202. : S

46, Ibid, . PR .
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gsirability of the fringe as = place to live, or place
of residence as a factor influencing participation.

The following is a brief review of s&me of the stﬁdies which have
greater pertinence to the analytical content of our study.48 Those
studies which have dealt with the extent and intensity of social inter-
action, institutional participation, some aspects of satisfaction with
fringe residence, anomie and characteristics of the fringe pepulation
are considered to have greater pertinence to the analysis undertaken in
the following chapters.

Rodehaver49 established that the movement to the rura-urban
fringe was two-directional, involving both rural and urban population,
and that this movement took place for different reasons for the two
types. The differences in family size, length of residence, occupation
and education of the head of the family did not exhibit significant dif-
ferences between the two. However, significant differences were found
regarding family life cycle stage at which the move was made, the age of
the head and income of the family, Families from rural areas had moved
to the fringe later in the family life cycle (family heads were older),

|

had an average family income substantially lower than that of the £amili‘

47, 1bid., pp. 203-204.

48, Some good critiques of previouz studiles may be found in Myles William
Rodehaver, "The Rural-Urban Fringe: An nterstitial Area, A Study of -
the Transitional Area Surrounding the Urbaa Center of Madison, Wis-
consin" (unpublished Ph.D, dissertation, Upiversity of Wisconsin, 1946),
pp. 19-28; Martin, The Rural-Urban Fringe: A Study of Adjustment to
Residence Location, pp. 5-13, and Ford and Sutton, op. cit., pp. 198-
224, passim. .

49, 1bid., and Myles W. Rodehaver, "Fringe Settiement as a Two-Directional
Movement," Rural Sociology, XII, No. 3 (1947), pp. 49-57,
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ﬁhich had moved from urbén areas, ﬁifferences were also found in the ax-~
tent and intensity of organizational and political parti;ipatioh: those
who had movéd from rural places belonged te fewer Qfganizations and had
a lower frequenéy of attending meetings thanm those who had moved from
urban places. This could probably be attributed to the lower economic
status and later period in the family cycle when the éové.ﬁés.made. Ac-
cording to ﬁodehaver, “in any event, the families in the rural category
appear to be less a part of the 'community' than is the case for the
urban contingent."% S |

In his study of the rural-utban fringe area of the Fugene-
Sfringfield SMSA in Oregon, Martin®l tested sets of hypotheses under
two classifications which he termed as the "hypothesis of accessibility"
and the "hypothesis of socio-cultural influences." As stated by Martin,>2
tﬁe main purpose of the study was to find answers to such questions as
the process of residence selection, the prefereﬁcés, costs and satisfac;

tion or dissatisfaction with the final selection. The fringe population

was considered a dynamic mass "seeking to adjust to a habitat that is

38. Rodehaver, "Two-Directional Movement," p. 57.

31, Martin, op. cit., and Walter T. Martin, "A Consideration of Differences
in the Extent and Location of the Formal Associational Activities of
Rural-Urban Fringe Residents,” American Sociological Review, XVIT (De-
cemher 1952), pp. 687-94; Walter T. Martin, “Some Socio-psychological
Aspects of Adjustment to Residence Location in the Rural-Urban Fringe,
American Sociplogical Review, XVIII (June 1653), pp. 248-53; Walter T.
Martin, "The Structuring of Social Relatiounships Engendered by Suburban
Residence," American Sociological Review, XXI (August 1956), pp. 446-53.

52. Martin, The Rural-Uxban Fringe,'pp. iif-1v,
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rural yet urban, by techniques which are neither rural nor urban.” They
are integrated with the city from an occupational standpoint, but "as
social beings, as families, they are not of the city." Hé believed that
due to the high mobility rates and the "accompanying prﬁcess of selec-
tion, adjustment,.and readjustment, there must be in the population a wide
range of reactions to life in the fringe." Acknowledging that the answers
were “"far f£rom conclusive," the study (conducted in 1949) probed the fol-
lowing gquestions: How do families adjust to life in the fringe? What

are the problems, the frustrations, and the satisfactions of fringe resi-
dence location? What are the characteristics of those individuals highly
favorable to fringe location as contrasted with those who yearn for urban

residences?53

Some of the general concluslions reported by Marl:ins4 weres

{1} The fringe population indicated relationships between extent
of formal social participation and socioeconomie status, length of resi-
dence in the community, and location of previous residence,

(2) The extent of social participation was not influenced by the
.location in the city of the joﬁ of the head of the family or of the family
most frequently visited, but the locatiom of organizations did influence
the extent of participation.

{3) Accessibility of the city was not an important factor in the

extent of formal participation, .

(43 Factors which were significantly related to the extent of

Syt

53. 1bid,

54. Martin, "Formal Associational Activities," pp. 693-94.
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participation were likely to be so with respect to location df activi-
ties, The extent and logation were significantly related, o

(5) Adjustment to fringe residence was not significantly relateq
to the extent of formal social participation or location of the associ-
ations. B | | o | | | h . |

It.may be added that ﬁhe.only iﬁdicatog.ok informﬁl.aséocigﬁiﬁn
was the question on the location of family most frequently visited. For~
mal social participation indicated "membership and attendant activities
in formally organized associations s?ch as ¢lubs, lodges, union locals,
and other groupings with membership qualification, dues and a regular
ﬁeeting date,"33 | o S

| Among the findings on the social-psychological aspects of adjuste

ment to the friange residence,.those of interest to us were that previous
place of residence waé associated with attitude toward fringe residence;
females, the ydung and the elderly were less satisfied with fringe residonce
than males, and those in-their thirties and forties; and the attitude of
females, but not of males, ﬁended to vary with the socioceconomic status|’6
Martin observed that his findings were 'not completely free of discrep-
ancies and inconsistencies. , . "7 S -

Gist did a study of the open countfy resi&enes of Columbi#; His~
souri and veported his findings on their ties with the city of Columbia,

participation in organized groups, unorganized social activitles, visiting:

55. Ibid., p. 687.
56, Martin, "Adjustment to Residence Location," p. 252,

5?! Ibidt
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pattefns and collective undertakings, and their attitude tow;rd open
country life.58 He categorized and compared the above faqtors for those
families that had moved out of Columbia into the open country (''decen-
tralized familiés“) and those that had always lived in the area or had
moved in from other places ("nondecentralized families'), Suggesting
that urban employment and rural residence was likely to iufluénce their
-éocial pattérns and that ithcould involve an increasing urbanization of
the rural setting, he posed questions of whether or not theif social ties
were still city oriented and vhether or not they were satisfied with their
‘I"counﬁfffstyle living." For the purposes of comparison, indices were de-
veloped to determine the extent, location, and frequency of the afore-
mentioned activities, | - .
| éist réported that the decentralized families had much closer af-
filiations with city groups than nondecentralized families; that both
types of families depended heavily upon the central city for recreation
and for particular types of social participation; thét the former type of
families visited their friends and relatives in the city more than In the
country while the opposite was trué in the case of nondecentralized fam-
ilies, and that 2 similar trend was found with regard to collective ac-
tivities; and finally, that generally the response was of "overwhelming
satisfaction toward open-country residence as a way of life' among both
types of families, .

Queen and Carpenter analyzed the nature of the rural-urban fringes

58. Noel P. Gist, "Ecological Decentralization and Rural-Urban Relation-
ships,' Rural Sociology, XVII, No, 4 (1952), pp. 328-35.
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of seven standard metropqlitaﬁ éréas from the 1950 Census of Population.>?
They criticized the gradient principle supported by HcKenzie, Brunner,
Kolb, Bogue and others who suggested that both rural and urban types of
reaident lived in the fringe areas. Queen and Carpenter argued that urban
and rural communities could be treated "as ideal types which represent

| ~ extremes of a continuum along which actual human communities may be

60 Thus, they hypothesized that "as human communities

érrayed.
range themselves along this rural-urban continuum, consistent variatiens
occur in patterns of behavior and social structure , , M and that with
the help of scales or indexes it would be possible to asseass the relation~
ship between characteristics of a community and the patterns of social
_relationship.61
... By comparing 3 large number of selected characteristics of the

residents of the urbanized areas and the fringe areas, they concluded

that "the fringe areas clearly display both an intermediate position bé~
tween urban and rural characteristics and a lower sociceconomic statug
than the city."62 By the use of "a ‘simple index of urbani zation" they_*
lent aupport to their hypothesis of "intermediate status of the fringe

on the rural-urban continuum, , . ."63

... McKain and Burnight reported on a study of five townships, located
R TR~ I .

59. Queen and Carpenter, op..cit., pp. 102-108.
60. Ibid., p. 102. |
61. Ibid.

62. Ibid., p. 107,

63. Ibid,, p. 108,
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in areas defined by them as the “extended rural-urban fringe."64 They
suggested that the extended fringe areas were more likely_to_be a manage-
able unit to study as a complete community undergoing a particular process
of change. Théy observed that_the interacting population groups in these

areas were *

usually drawvm from the same general cultural backgrounds, and
that though the people with "urban interests and city customs . . . may
differ in some wéys from rural people . . . basically they subscribe to a
common value system."65 The preliminary findings qf the study which aimed
at describing "the influx of newcomers and to analyze some of the social
processes,’ suggested that almost ail newcomers had urban backgrounds and
interests, and maintained some urban contacts; most of them had moved out
from_the city and were still employed there. The authors noted that they
were developing an acceptance-rating scale to determine the degree to
which an urban newcomer, as an individual or a family, is "admitted to the
formal and informal groups of (1} other urban newcomers, and (2) the old
timers."65 The means by which the newcomer might try for acceptance were
stated as voting, participation in town meetings and in other organiza;
tions, e.g., the P.T.A, or a church, and a host of other methods,

Kurtz and Smith reported their findings on social 1ife in the

rural~urban fringe area surrounding Lansing, Michigan.67 They observed

64. McKain and Burnight, op. cit., pp. 108-114,
65. Ibid., p. 112.
66. 1bid., p. 113,

67, Richard A. Xurtz and Joel Smith, "Social Life in the Rural-Urban
Fringe," Rural Sociology, XXVI (March 1961), pp. 24-38.
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that the possibility of detecting differences, if any, in the processes
of adjustment and integration of the fringe residents had been obscured

by the indiscriminate selection of both suburbs and fringe arees in pre-

© - wious studies, Secondly, fringe areas had been consistently described

as “institutional deserts, lacking in'organization, inhabited only by
unintegrated isolates and disgruntled old-timers . . . as in but not of
their residéntial areaé."es Their study, therefore, examined the "fringe
residents' identification and their behavior patterns or 1ntegration’"
to determine to what extent these descriptions could be considered ac-
curate,

They grouped the fringe residents into farmers and nonfarmers and
compared them with respect to their demographic characteristics, their
perceptions of the area, and the extent of social participation. They
developed various indices to measure the extent of gocial participation
and degrees of integration and identification among the two groups. The
data suggested that "longtime, relatively stable respondents who have rural
non-Lansing backgrounds and who are committed to the area tend to partici-
pate in the Lansing fringe more frequently than sample members who exhibit
converse character:.stics."69 The data also indicate a greater social
interaction oriented toward the central cityIOn part of those who had
moved from the city. ‘This implied thar "part of the fringe may be viewed

88 an extension of the social city, as opposed to the legal city."7q

68. 1bid., p. 25.
65, Ibid., p. 37.

70, Ibid., p. 38.
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Beagle's study of the population characteristics of Michigan's
fringe areas was, according to him, the first attempt at'?a precise demo~
graphic description of the fringe dweller in relation to the urbam and
the farm residént."71 By using the published census material he compared
the aforementioned three populations with respect to the proportions of
foreign-born, Negroes, age groups, males and females, and fertility, The
__vrﬂfringe areaé were found to have a comparatively larger proportion of
foreign born and Negroes than the adjacent rural-farm areas, larger pro-
portions of males than in the urban centers. These areas had “wery large
proportions of youth, small proportions of aged persons, and an inter-
mediate proportion of productive-aged persons," and had "unusuwally high"
birth Fates, "often exceeding those of the adjacent farm area\s.“"}'2

Reissman observed that many previous studies had clearly demon-
étrated "the exiztence of a positive relationship between social class
position on the one hand, and the character and extent of leisure activity
and social participation on the other."’3 A greater proportion of the
higher class than the lower class belong to one or-more and of greater—
variety of organizations; more of the former than the latter hold an of- -
fice; chufch attendance is more frequent among the former than the latter;
the lower class individual has fewer intimate friends, does less visiting

with friends and tends to limit his social interaction more to his im-

71, Beagle, op, cit., p. 255.
?2. Ibida, pp' 262_63-

73, Leonavrd Reisswan, 'Class, Leisure, and Social Participation," Ameri-
can Sociological Review, XIX (February 1954}, pp. 76-84,
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mediate famiiy.ﬁhan does ;hé ﬁiﬁhef éiéss individual; .By testing the re-
lationships between leisure and social participation and the individual
vériables of income, occupation and education he found that "regardless
of the variable used to measure class position--occupation, income or
education--the higher class shows a higher degree of participation and

involvement in the c0mmunity."74

Therefore, c¢lass differences between
sub-groups of the fringe population may explain differences in level of
participation, o | _ L
Bell and Force analyzed participation in formaifgggéciéfioné in
four neighborhoods of San Franciséo, two of which scored low and two
high on an index of economic status of the area,’> They based their
analysis on the notions that the majdr gsocial roles of an individual
(e.g., economic, family and ethmic status, age, sex and his future per-
sonal aspirations)" regulate the amount and nature of his participation
in society” and, secondly, that the social type of his neighborhood "is
an efficient indicator of his social participation.”’® The amount of
participation in each neighborhood was measured by the number of formal
group memberships, attendancg at formal group meetings and office hold-
ing in formal associaﬁions. The individual and neighborhood character-

istics analyzed were: education, occupation and income, family character-

istics and age differences,

75, Ibid., p. 83.

' L , o \
75. UWendell Bell and Maryanne T. Force, "Urban Neighborhood Types and
Participation in Formal Associations," American Sociological Review,
XXI (August 1956), pp. 25-34,

76. Ibid., p. 26.
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They found that in spite of the differences in the eéonomic status
of the four neighborhoods, menbership in at least one org@nization was “
widespread, though more people living in high status neighborhoods be-
longed to a greatgr number of associations, attended meetings more fre-.
quently and held an office more often than those living in low status
neighborhoods, They also found that generally individuals of higher socio-
hggonomic status in neighborhoods with similar status indicated greater
participation than those of lower status individuals in neighborhoods of
similar status. Their data also suggested that an individual's economic
status and age influenced the intensity qf participation in association-

al activities.

Major Areas Covered and Variables Tested -
;n This Study

The foregoing review sets forth a general framework in which to
hypothesize and analyze relationships between various variables in order
to clarify, consolidate, and add to an understanding of the urban-rural
fringe. As noted fn the preceding section, the major areas covered in
this study are related to certain selected characteristics bf the fringe l
residents, social interaction and institutional participation, attitude
toward conditions of life in khe fringe area, and anomie, Each of these
substantive areas are analyzed in the context of three levels of develop
ment as represented by the three study areas, Parma, Clarence-and Camil-~
lué. These répresent points along a continuum of fringe development

from an early stage in Parma to an advanced stage in Camillus,
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The following is a listing of the key sets of variables analyzed

in each of these fringe areas.

e . B ot _.;“r;.

Population Characteristies " famm o oo 7

Residence-orientation typology: Fringe reszidents were grouped

into four types depending upon their rural or urban orientation and
their length of residence in the area, Commmity prientatioﬁ was dgter-
mined from the type of community (1) in which head of the family wbrked,
(2) and (3) in which the zpouses were brought up, (4) and (5) in which
relatives and friends are visited most frequently, (6) in which they
lived before moving to the fringe afea, and (7) the type of community
preferred for residence if a move were required.:. B

Socioeconomic status: Socioeconomic status was measured by using

the standard component items of family income, education, and occupation

of head of the family,

Stage in family life cycle: All families were grouped into three

stages, namely families with children all under six years of age or fap-
ilies without children but the couple was under 35 years of age (early
stage), families which had some children under six years of age or between
six to seventeen years of age (middle stage), and older couples whose chil-~
dren, if still living with them, weré all elighteen years of age or older

(late stage). - - .

Social Interaction L e

The variables included were the number of families known in the
neighborhood, the amount of contact with other residents, frequency of

vigiting with relatives, friends and families in the neighborhood.
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Institutional Participation

The variables included were the number of voluntary organizations
in which the respondent held a membership, frequency of attending the
meetings, number of organizatibns in which the respondent held an office,

membership in ¢hurch and frequency of attendance.

_ﬁttitude toward Life in the Fringe and Anomie

The variables used as indicators of attitude toward conditions of
life in the fringe area were the degree of satisfaction with living in
the fringe area, head of the family's satisfaction with convenience of
driving to work, and respondent's attitude toward school and property
taxes, the amount of residential mobility in a given period of time and
anomie--an indicator of the potential for pegsoual and social disorgani-
zation based on Srole's scale,

The relationships of stage in family life eycle and socioeconomic

 status with social interaction, institutional participation, attitude

toward conditiona of life in the fringe areas, past residential mobility
and anomie are all dealt with in individual chapters three to six,
respectively, of Parma, Clarence and Camillus, Sets of hypotheses and
related analysis under appropriate headings are discussed in Chapter VII
where data for the three fringe areas are analyzed together in order to
focus upon the similarities énd-contrasts that might have implications

for the different levels of development of the three areas,
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- METHODOLOGY
This chapter presents the method of selecting the study areas, the

- gsampling techniques used and the statistical tests applied'to the data,

and operational definitions of the major variables used.

Selection of Fringe Areas

IRETI

A multistage process was utilized in the selection of fr£nge areas,
As a first step it was decided to confine the study to metropolitan areas
of upstate New York. The Metropolitan areas of Rochester, Buffalo and
_'Syracuse were selected for the survey. Delineakian of these areas was
done by using the Bureau of Census definition of metropolitan areas. This
was followed by designation of rapidly growing urbén-rural fringe town:
ships, located within these metropolitan areas. One such township near
each city-was chosen, . "

The growth rates recorded in the Census for the décade 1950 to 1960
were given major consideration in the selection of high growth rate areas. .
The figures for'population growth of the three selected townships are
given in Table 1, Tt can be seen from the growth rates of 1960 to 1964
that the growth rates of Clarence and Camillus were lcveling off while

Parma was still growing.

37
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Table 1, Population Growth of the Selected Townships of Parma, Clarence
and Camillus

e s o
— — —

1

Population Percentage increase
Townghips - 1950 1960 1964 1950-60 1960-64 1850-64
Parma 4,049 6,277 8,350 55% 33% 106%
Clarenée 6,331 13,267 15,731 110 19 148
Camillus 6,735 18,328 22,287 172 ' 22 231

An effort was made to obtain the latest possible estimates on the
building activity in these areas for the past 1960 period from town and
state officials as well as those engaged in the construction industry in
order to supplement the census data on population growth.

Some other major criteria which guided the selection of the study
areas were the following:

(1> The three areas should exhibit variation in the lével of com-
munity development., The three geﬁeral indicators of level of development
were: {a) the amcunt of new housing construction, (b) the amouﬁt of in-
crease in population density, and (c) the amount of increase in public
facilities and services.

(2) The areas should exhibit mixed vural and urban land uses and
should be beyond the contiguous suburban developments of the central city.
(3) The areas should have a major.central school district.

{(#) The area should have an identifiable village or villages
within the boundaries of its governmental unit in order to study farm,

village and new development populatiens.
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Three townships, namely, Parma (near Rochester), Clarence (near
Buffalo), and Camillus (near Syracuse) were finally selected for the study

~ ag they met all these criteria.

The townéhip of Parma was at an early stage (level) of development,
and the new housing construgfion was interspersed with the older housiug.
Most of.the new construction took place along the existing network of
roads and véry few new roads had been constructed to serve tﬁe new housing.
On the other hand, the townships of Clarence and Caxﬁillus.were more de-
veloped than Parma. In these two townships one could distinguish rather
clearly between areas with little new construction and generally low
density (farm and open country areas), and other areas with great deal of
new construction and relatively higher density (the new subdiviéions
and older willage or villages)., Many new roads had been constructed and
6ther utility lines laid teo serve the new housing areas.

The boundaries of these townships were adjusted to coincide with
those of the major central school district therein, Those areas of the
- townships which were in other school districts (usﬁally small peripherai
areag) were excluded from the sampling area. The adjusted boundaries,

therefore, served as the geographic boundaries of the three areas,

Selection of the Sample and Samgling Technique

Detailed maps of the three townships were obtained in order to plot
the sample. A complete listing of all dwelling units, with the following

;Iexceptions, was prepared by the field staff in order to have an up-to-date
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sampling frame for each selected township. The exceptions were (d) units
in multiple residences, (b) residence with business or commercial proper~
ties, (¢) trailer homes, even though they be placed on permanent founda-
tions, and (d)'summer cottages or other units which were not year-round
residences.

The address of each dwelling unit was recorded on a list which
étarted with the ﬁouse on the southwest corner and proceeded in a clock-
wise direction. . . . = -

It was decided to interview, in each township, tge wife of the
head of the household living in a year-round, owner-occupied, single
family dwelling.unit located in the given séhool district of the town-
ship. If there was no male head, the unit was excluded from tﬁe sample
1ist. |

It can be seen from Table 2 that a total of 1393 dwelling units
were listed in Parma, 2548 in Clarence (of which 85 percemt were im built
up areas and 15 percent in farm and open country areas), and 4997 in
Camiltus {(of which 88 percent were in built up areas and 12 percént 1n‘
farm and open country areas),

Table 2., Percentage Digtribution of All Eligible Dwelling Units by
Strata,- Parma, Clarence and Camiilus

Dwelling units listed : _Parma Clarence ~ Camillus
Built up areas * 85% 88%
Farm and open country areas | | o 15 12
Total _ 100% 1007 1007,

' (1395) (2548) (499?)_

*Not stratified



41

Sampling Method and Rate

Systematic sampling techniques were used in all areas to draw the
gample, Since the population of Parma was not stratified into the built-
up and farm/opén country areas, a sampling rate of 10 percent was decided
upon for the total population. However, sampling rates of 10 percent and
50 peréent respectively were decided upon for the two strata in both
Clarence aﬁd Camillus.

Starting from the second house on the listing, the sampling units
were selected systematically from the listings by taking every eleventh
house in the built up areas, and every other house in thé farm and open
country areas., Some revisions, however, were called for in the sampling
rates in the later stages of the study, the reasons for which Qre dig-
cussed in the context of alternate selection of units in the following
paragraphs,

: Considering the limited time available for the completion of infer;
.viéws in 1964, it was decided to utilize alternate dwelling units liberal-
1y rather than undertaking call backs te the originally designated uni&s.
in case of a noncontact with an originally designated unit, the inter-
.viewers were instructed to contact the next dwelling unit in sequence -
until they had obtained an interview..1 This procedure was followed also

in Camillus in 1965, | o -

A considerable number of interviews with the alternétes took place'
in the built up areas, but it was possible to interview the méjority of

the originally designated dwelling units in farm and open country areas.

1. The undesirability of such a procedure is recognized by the author but
the data had already been gathered prior to his joining the project,
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The percentages interviewed of all eligible units in the three

communities are glven in Table 3,

Table 3, Sampling Fractions Cbtained From the Listed Unite by Strata,
Parma, Clarence and Camillus

—
¥ =3

Strata ' o - Parma Clarence Camillus
Built up areas : * : 9%. _ 13%
Farm and open country arcas R Hf - 38 - 22
Total fraction % e 11% 13% 14%
‘ _ _ (159) (339)2 (710)
Total units listed o .(1395) (2548) (4997)

a. Total number of interviews was 363 or 14.0 perceant of the listed units
but some schedules were discarded at the time of editing.
* Not stratified,

It can be seen from Table 3 that overall sampling rates of 11 per-
cent in Parma, 13 percent in Clarence, and 14 percent in Camillus were
obtained. In Clarence and Camillus the rateg in farm and open country
areas were 38 and 22 percent respectively, and 9 and 13 percent respective-
ly in built up areas., Because of the differing sampling fractions, 1t

was necessary to weight the two strata in Clarence and Camillus by in-

flating the built up stratum, Table 4 shows the weighted samples.

Table 4. Final Weighted Samples, Clarence and Camillus

ﬂ

Strata Clarence " Camillus
Built up areas ‘ ,' : 810 (85%) 984 (88%)
Farm and open country areas 143 (15%) 134 (127%)

Total . 953 (100) 1118 (100)
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Interview Schedule Construction

The questions included inm the final schedule, used in Parma and
Clarence in 1964, after pretesting, covered certain demographic and eco-
nomic characteristics, age of the house and its value, geographic mobility |
of residents, condition of the local institutions, local issues and the
influence of various political and social groups, participation in soctal,
political, religious and recreational activities, satisfaction with fringe
residence, and prospects of a future residential move. The schedule con-
structed for Camillus in 1965 covered essentially the same areas as in
Parme and Clarence., However, as a result of the 1964 experience, certain
changes in sequence, dropping of or addition of some questions were carvied
out in the 1963 survey. Additional qﬁestions asked in Camillus related to
avallability of public water supply and sewage system, shopping facili-
ties, voting pattern in the 1964 national elections, attitude towards
neighborhood, and location of friends. These changes, however, were kept
to the minimum in order to retain as high a comparability of data as pos-
sible,

| However, the new information which was éonsidered essential for
the dimensions added to the schedule in the case of Camillus in 1965 could
not be compared with Parma and Clarence, primarily the latter, as the
relevant information was not part of the 1964 survey. This situation was
alleviated to a great ewtent in 1966 when it was possible.to secure more
funds for revisiting the latter twe communities. WNot only was the needed

information collected, a reappraisal of the local issues and their state
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of settlement since our last visit was also made possible. Response to
some of the previously open-ended questions was structured in the 1966

revist by selecting variety of etatements made earlier by respondents,

Field Operations

The services of a commercial firm based in Roghester-wera secured
for obtaining the interviews. The interviewers were provided a manual of
instruction, prepared by the research staff of the project. Trailning
sessions were also held for the interviewers,

' In order to attract commmity Iinterest, the aims and objects of
" this study were well publicized through the press and the radio. Inter-
viewers were also given a letter of introduction from the project 1ead¢r

to further help them in obtaining an interview.

Analysis and Statistical Techniques

A total of five data cards were prepared for each respondent., How-
ever, for analysis reported here, selected information was transferred to
three analysis decks.

Statistical analysis w&slaccbmplished by a cross tabulation program
that calculates percentages and a number of statistics. The test of sig-
nificance used in our analysis was Chi square. The measure of‘associafion

used was Goodmen and Kruskal's Gamma.
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‘s 7. Majexr Variables and Indexes Used in the Analysisg

Residence-Orientation Typology

A typology that formed the basis ofwour analysis was coustructed
based on {(a) the community orientation (described below), and (b) the
length of residence in the present community._ The first of the two fac-
tors identified each family acéording to urban or rural orientation. The
second distinguished between the residents who had lived in the community
for a period of less than 10 years (referred to a8 new residents) and
those who had lived there for a period of 10 years or more (referred to.
as old residents,

The four types of respondents under thig typelogy were:

1. Rural oriented new residents
2. Urban oriented new residents
3. Rural orieﬁted old residents -
4. Urban oriented old residents
The term residence»orientationItypology has also been referred to

a3 simply resident typology, or types of respondent/resident in the text

of this analysig,

Communi ty Orientation

The following aspects of behavior were selected as indicators of a
‘:_ family's urban or rural orientation,
e 1. Type of community in which-head of family worked.

2, Type of community in which head of family was brought
up (up to age 18).
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3. Type of community in which respondent (wife) was
brought up (up to age 18).

4, Type of community in which relatives visited most
frequently were located. '

5. Type of commmity in which friends v1s:ted most
frequently were located.

6. Type of community in which their previous residence
was located. .

7. Type of community preferred for residence if a move
was required.

The five types of communities which could be checked in the seven
orientation items according to their degree of urbanism and their re-

spective score values are given below:

Type of community . - Score value
Farm, open country ' . | 1
Nonfarm, open country ' : _ 2
Village/town/a small or middle size city 3
Suburb of a large city or new subdivision

outside the city 4
Large cityl. . | 5

Each family was given a score for the degree of urbanism to which
it was oriented under each of the seven aspects mentioned above., The
scores for the degree of urban orientation could range from 1 to 5 for
each item, Rather than calculate a total score an average score per
item was obtained, The average item score was divided into two groups
those averaging less than 3.0 were considered to have a rural orientation
and those scoring 3.0 or higher were considered to have an urban orien-

tation.
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Length of Residence FEEPERT e

Respondents were dividgd into two groups according to the length

. of time spent in their present cﬁﬁmunity. All those who had lived in the
.community for iess than ten years were placed in one group (new resi-
dents), and those who had lived in the community for more than ten years

were placed in the other group (old residents).

Family Life Cycle

The life cycle of a nuclear family starts with the merried couple
without children and is completed with the dissolution of marriage by
death or separation of some kind. Since by definition our sample in-
cluded only those families which had both the spouses alive and living
together, the last stage congidered in our study was that of an older
couple whose children had growﬁ up and left home, or if there were éome
children still living with them they were all eighteen years of age or
older. | - o R .

The following were the stages of a family's life cycle as defined

for this study based on age of wife and ages of children, if any,

... BStage S Definition

Early ' : Family with no children, or all chil-
. dren under six years of age.

Middle Family with children, under six years
' of age or between six to seventeen
years of age '

Late . Older couple; if with children, all
' L o eighteen years of age or older,
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Sociceconomic Status

The method of calculating the sociceconomic statuslscore of a
family was adopted from the scoring system used by the U.S. Bureau of
the Census. Thé gcore was.based on the occupation, education, and in-
come of the chief income recipient, These components are interrelated

and an adequate index of socioeconomic status could be derived when they

2

are combined together.” Various levels of income, education and types

of occupation were assigned different scores by the Bureau. The socio-

economlic status score was based on a simple average of the three com-

3

ponent scores.

The scores assigned to categories of the component factors de-

rived by the Bureau were as follows:

+ + » The scores for education were obtained by com~

puting a cumulative percentage distribution by edu-

cation of chief income recipients in families. . . .

(For example, persons who had completed five or more

years of college were found to be distributed between

the 96th and 100th percentiles.) The score assigned

to each category of education was the midpoint of the
cumulative percentage interval for the category. (For .
example, a score of 98 was assigned to persons who had
completed five or more years of college.)

The same method was used to obtain the income scores. The scores
for occupations were obtained as follows:

« » » The detailed occupations were scored according
to the conbined average levels of education and income

2. U.S. Dept. of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Methodology and scores of
socioeconomic status; working paper No. 15 (Washington, D.C.: Covern-
ment Printing Office, 1963), p. L.

3, Ibid., p. 3.

4. 1bid., p. 4.



for the given occupation. Thus, the score obtained
is an average gcore for the occupation and it con-
tributes an independent effect to the total soeio-
economic score. . . .

The occupational scores obtained by this pro-
cedure indicate the position of the average person
in a given occupation, based on the educagion and
income distributions for that occupation,

The socioeconomic status scores were broken down into the follow-

ing three levels in this study. e
o Socioeconomic . : .
status score Co. 2o kﬁ!&l
- 022-160 | Low
161-262 L widdle 13   S
. 263-293 : _ High

Ingtitutional Participation Index

)

This index was degigned to measure the intensity of participation
by fringe residents in the institutional life of their community. Five
items representing institutional participation were selected for this
Index. The response categories of each variable were coded so tﬂat scores
of 1 to 3, depending upon the low, moderate or high intensity of partici-
pation, could be assigned. The scores for the five items were added for
a total score. Total score therefore raunged from 5 to 15. The sum of

these scores was broken into three levels of intensity of participation

as follows:

Scdfea I Lo Tntensity level
L -_1:  - . . . Low
6-10 _ o - - Moderate
1-1s 7 uign

5, 1bid,
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The five items selected for the participation index along with

the response categories and their scores appear against each item as

follows:

Ttems N : Score Response category

1. Number of voluntary 1 Hone
organizations to which 2 1-2

e ==~ - the respondent belonged* 3 3 or more

2. Prequency of attend- L Not a member/mo attendance

ance at meetings 2 Less than once a month to
three times a month
3  Once a week or more

3. Humber of organiza- 1 Hone
tions in which the 2 One
respondent held an 3 Two Or more
cffice

4, Frequency of church 1 Never or mainly on important

attendance . days

2 Once or twice a month
3 Once a week
3. Amount of interest in 1 Not interested or slightly
local affairs interested
2 Interested
.3 Very interested

*Organizations included: civic, community services, business,
professional, union, social), country club, church, veteran's
political clubg, volunteer firemen organizations, ete.

Table 5 shows the Gamma coefficients of correlation between the
component items and the total score for the index of institutional parti-
cipation. High correlations can be seen between each component item and
the total score while at the same time intercorrelations between component
items vary from low to high. These results therefore indicate the ef-

fectiveness of the index to measure intensity of institutional partici-

pation in all areas.
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Table 5. Rank Correlations* Between Items and Total Score for Institu-~
tional Participation Index, Parma, Clarence and Camillus

= —_—
Items Items Total
1 2 3 4 5 score
Parma
1. Number of voluntary organiza- .90 .96 .33 .25 .98
tions to which belonged
2. Number of organizations in .88 .47 .41 .98
which office was held
3. Frequency of attendance at .32 .16 .95
meetings
4. Frequency of church attendance .02 .89
5. Amount of interest in local .74
affairs
Clarence
1. Number of voluntary organiza- .88 .98 .33 .44 .99
tions te which belonged
2. Number of associations in .83 .38 .41 .98
which office was held
3. Frequency of attendance at .38 .40 .97
meetings
4, Frequency of church attendance .22 .73
5. Amount of interest in local 13
affairs
Camillus '
1. Number of voluntary organiza- .80 .96 .29 .48 97
tions to which belonged
2, Number of organizations in .76 .19 .42 .88
which office was held
3. Frequency of attendance at .26 .44 .94
meetings
4. Frequency of church attendance .22 .78
5. Amount of interest in local .86
affairs

*Goodman and Kruskal's Gamma.
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Social Interaction Index

»

The purpose of this index is to measure the intensity of social
intéraction of fringe residents. Thié index wag composed of four items
in Parma and Clarence, and of five items in Camillue. These items were
gcorad from 1 to 3 and added, The additional item in Camillus had re-
sulted from a split in one of the four items. The question on frequency
of visits with neighbors and friends was split to make é distinction be-
Ihtween visits with neighbors and friends living outside the neighborhood. .
Thus, the total scores in Parma ana Clarence ranged from &4 te 12, and in
Camillus from 5 to 15. The score values for the three levels of inten-

gity of interaction were groupeﬂ as follows:

Scores for Parma Scores for
and Clarence Camillus Intensity level
4 .. - 5 Low |
5-8 6-10 Moderate
9-12 11-15 High

The four items selected for this index along with their response

categories and-sceres are given below.

Items " Score Response category
1, Number of families knowm 1 None to four families
in the neighborhood 2 Five to eight families
3 Nine or more {amilies
2. Amount of contact with 1 Low
other groups (farmers, 2 Moderate
- villagers, newcomers) 3 High
3. Frequency of visits with 1 Not visited or visited less
relatives than once a month
2 From twice a month to once .

a week
3 More often than once a week
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Items : Score

4, Frequency of visits
with friends and
neighborhoed families

Response category

Not visited or visited less
than once a wonth
From twice a month to once

a week

More often than once a week

Table & shows the Gamma coefficients of correlation between the

component items and the total score for the index of social interaction,

High correlations can be seen between each component item and the total

score while at the same time intercorrelations between component items

vary from low to high,.

These resulis therefore indicate the effective-

ness of the index to measure intensity of social interaction in each

fringe area,

Table 6. Rank Correlations* Between Items and Total Score for
Interaction Index, Parma, Clarence and Camillus

Social

. Ttems Ttems Total
2 3 4 5 score
Parma -
1. Number of families known in the 42,10 .26 -~ .50
neighborhood '
2. Amount of contact with other groups .08 .12 .- 75
3. Frequency of visits with relatives I.02 - .65
4, Frequency of visits with friends .- .63
and neighbors :

Clarence - _
1. Number of families known in the .26 .08 .32 - .89
neighborhood '

2. Amount of contact with other gfoups 09 34 w- 77
3. Frequency of visits with relatives 150 -- .61
4. Frequency of visits with friends - .86

and neighbors



Table 6 {cont'd.)

Items . Items Total
1 2 3 4 5 score
Camillus
1. Number of families known in the «23 -,03 .46 .04 .81
neighborhood
2. Amount of contact with other groups - -.03 .05 .12 .7
#ree=3, Frequency of visits with relatives ' 05 ,13 .71
4. Frequency of visits with neighbors _ ~-.04 .81
5. Frequency of visits with friends : .70

*Goodman and Xruskal's GCamma

Anomie
———— .

This variable was selected to serve as an indicator of potential
disorganization, It consisted of five standard statements from Srﬁle's
AT scaled regarding the situation of the average man in present day
society. The statements were the following: | “

1. Most public officials (people in public office) are
not really interested in the problems of the average

Mman.

2. 'These days a person does not really know whom he can
can count on, o

3. Now a days a person has to live pretty much for today
and let tomorrow take care of itself.

4, In spite of what some people say, the lot (situation)
{condition) of the average man is getting worse, not
" better.

5. Most people do not really care what happens to the
next fellow.

6. Leo Srole, '"Social Integration and Certain Corollaries: An Exploratory
Study," American Sociological Review, XXI (December, 1936), pp. 704-16.
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' : I
The extent of anomie was calculated from responses to the above

mentioned five statements. The following were the response categories:

Score Response

strongly agree
slightly agree
can't decide
slighrly disagree
strongly disagree

(=R

Thus, en the basis of five statements, each respondent could score be-
tween zero and five., The total scores were trichotomized into scores of
¢, 1-2 and 3-5 for nonanomic, intermediate, and anomic categories re-

spectively.



Chapter 1V
A COMMUNITY IN AN EARLY STAGE OF FRINGE
DEVELOFMENT- ~PARMA
The firsé part of th;s chapter sets out certain population charac-
teristics, namely, residence-orientation typology, socioeconomic status,
and stage in family 1ife cycle. The second part treats the data on social
and 1nstitutiqnal pgrticipation, attitude toward life in the fringe area,

and anomie.

& -

et " Characteristics of Parma Residents

|

Residence-Qrientation Typology

. $able 7 gives the percentage distribution of the Parma residents
b& residence-orientation typology., It can be seen that the majority of
respondents was urban-oriented (55 percent), though a substantial pro-
portion of the population was rural-oriented (45 percent). The urban-
oriented new residents made up the largest segment (40 percent) in Parma,

followed by rural-oriented long time residents (32 percent),
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Table 7. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
Orientation Typology

— .
p——— ———rrer

Length of residence

Community orientation Under 10 years 10 years & over Total
Rural-oriented 13.2 32.1 45,3
Urban-oriented _40.2 _14.3 Db
Total - | | 53.4 46.6 | 100.0
85y (74) ‘ (159)

Community Orientation

Table 8 shows the percentage distribution of Pafma.residents by
community orientation score. It was pbserved that the largest propor-
tion (43 percent) scored 3 (village, small town or middle size city),
~ which was followed by another 31 percent vwho scored 4 (suburb of a large
city or new subdivisions), and 21 percent who scored 2 (nonfarm open
country). These scores are based on the seven component items, namely,
head of family's place of work, types of community in which both spouses

Table 8. Percentage Digtribution of the Parma Respondents
by Commnity Orientation Score

Commumity orientation

index scores Percentage
0.01 - 1.49 o ' 3.8
1,50 - 2.49 ' _ 20.7.
2.50 - 3.49 42.8
3.50) - 4.49 | 30.8
4.50 - 5.00 1.9

Total 100.0
' (159)




58

‘66T = N

0 001 6°1 o.Nﬁ_ 6°0C 6°Yyy £° 0T 03 3A0W 03 a9331C 9281 °f
ua330 Jsouw
0°001 6°1 6 61 8'sy A £°21 PelISTA SPUDTLF OIPId ‘9
a u23130 150w
0°001 (A4 6’81’ gee 9° %1 6°L POITSTIA SBATIVISI 2DBIL °¢
0°001 8°6e 1702 . 6°82 L°01 S Hl 90U9pTSEVL snorasad Jo eoeld ‘Y
07001 6°¢€C €9 0°¢z LS 1°2¢ dn 3y3noxq sea peey 0eIL ¢
dn 3y28noaq
0°001 Loz sl [ARTA 2°8 ?°1¢ SeM JULpUOdSDL I0BTd 7
*%0°00T %% c9 %e°2 %9741 %6 T %9°21 yIom 3O B0ETd §,pESH 1
(<) () () (2) (1) s3usuodwod
19307 L310 sgpaxe A31> ez1s Axunos wieg UOTIRIUSTIO L TUNTWO)
alaeq qusmdolanap WnYpaIW/uMo] uado
Mo /8qIngng 11ews /o8e11TA wIBIUON

POUZTISSe 91028 pUR AJTURLWOD JO DdAJ

—

¥a3pul UOIIVIUSIIQ AITunumion Jo swal] justedmo) pue
LyTunmue) 3o 2dL] £q sjuspuodsdy Twaeg oy3z JO woTINgIIIST( 2Fejuedaag 6 °o1qel




39

were brought up, types of community in which most frequently visited
friends and relatives lived, and type of community preferred if a resi-
dential move was to be made. Details of these items can be found iﬁ

Table 9,

Length of Residence

According to the distribution in Table 10, 54 percent had lived
in the communit& for less than'téﬁ yearg, Of these, 35 percent had
lived there for less than five years, Of the old time residents (ten
years or mora of residence), the two major clusters were in the cate-
gories of ten to fourteen years and twenty-five years or more of resgi-
dence (25 percent and 18 percent respectively).

Table 10. Percentage Digtribution of the Parma Respond-
ents by Length of Residence

—-.

Length of residence Percentage
Under 1 year 11.3
1 « 2 years 9.4 '
3 - 4 years S - 14,5
5 - 9 years : 18.3
10 - 14 years 25,2
15 - 24 years - 3.1
25 years or move ‘ “l§Lg'
Total : 100.0
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Socioeconomic Status Score

Table 11 gives the socioeconomic status scores for the Parma resi-
dents. It can be seen that the majority (69 percent) fell in the middle
category. Low and high socioeconomic status categories constituted only

Table 11, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
Orientation Typology and Socloeconomic Status Score

Residence-~orientation typology

Socioeconomic Rural~ Urban- Rural- Urban-
status scores new new old old Total
Low o 19.1% 7.8% 33.3% 21.7% | 19.5%
Middle 61.9 78.1 62.8 65,2 69.2
High . 19,0 14.1 3.9 13.1 11.3

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0%

(21) (64) (51) (23)
X% = 14.87 P < .05

20 percent and 11 percent respectively of the total. Among the four types
of resident, the greatest differences in the distribution were found be-
tween rural-oriented old and urban-oriented new residents, and the least
differences between rural-oriented new and urban-oriented old residents.
Rural-oriented old residents had the largest proportion (33 percent) in the
low category, while their counterpart new residents had the largest pro-
portion (19 percent) in high socioceconomic status.
Details regarding component items of socioceconomic status score

{education, income, and occupation) can be found in Tables 12 to 14,
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Table 12, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Educa-
tional Attainment of the Head of Family and Wife

Number of years completed Head Wife

Under 8 , 1.3% _ 1.9%
8 : 15.1 12,6
9-11 _ . : 16.4 } 12.6

12 | ' | 38,9 490
13 or mare : 28.3 23.9

Total 100.0% 100.0%,
{159) (159)

Table 13, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Annual
Family Income “

"Income group in dollars Percentage

Under 51,000 | ' 0.0

1,000 - 2,999 | | 5.0

3,000 - 4,999 | 9.4

5,000 - 6,999 22.0

7,000 - 9,999 44.7

10,000 - 19,999 : 14.5
20,000 - 29,999 - 4.4
30,000 or more , : .0

Total _ 100.0

(159)
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Table 14, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Occupation
of the Head of Family

) Occupational
Occupation Percentage score
1, Professional, technical and 13.8 ' 90
kindred workers
2, Managers, officials, and 14.5 _ 81
©  proprietors, except farm . ’
3. Clerical, sales and kindred : 7.6 : | 71
workers
4., Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred 30.8 58
workers
5. Operatives and kindred workera 17.0 45
6, Service workers, including 2.5 34
private household
7. Laborers, except farm and mine 1.9 20
8. Farmers and farm managers 11.9 16
Total : ’ 100.0
(159)

Stage in ?amily Life Cycle

Table 15 shows the family life c¢ycle distribution of the Parma
respondents. More than 60 percent of all types of resident were in the
middle stage, except for the rural-oriented old residents of whom 41 per-
cent fell into this category. The rural- and urban-oriented old resi-
dents had the largest proportions in the late stage (47 and 30 percent
respectively), while their counterpart new residents had the largest pro-

portions in the early stage (19 and 30 percent respectively).
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Table 15. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
¥ Orientation Typology and Stage in Family Life Cycle

“Residence-orientation CLypology

Stages in Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
family life cycle new new old old Total
Early 19.1% 29.7% 11.7% 8.7% 19.5%
Middle 61.9 62.5 41.2 60.9 55.3
Late 19.0 7.8 47.1 30.4 25,2
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(21) (64) (51) (23) (159)
X2 = 27.03 P < .01 level

The long time residents were more often in the late stage than the
newcomers and the rural-oriented more often in the late stage than the

urban-oriented,

Social Interaction

The index measuring the intensity of social interaction was com-
posed of four variables, namely the frequencies of visiting friends an&
relatives, number of families known well enough in the neighborhood to
call on, and the amount of contact with other groups in the community.

A typical fringe resident with low intensity of social interaction
could be described as one whose circle of known neighborhood families was
limited to from zero to four families, had no or little contact with mem-
bers of other groups in the community, namely farmers, village residents,
and newcomers, and visited relatives and friends, if any, less frequenﬁly

than once a month., A resident with moderate intensity of interaction knew
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between five to eight families in the neighborhood, had some contact with
members of all groups in the community and visited relatives_and friends
between two to four times a month. A typical frimge resident with high
intensity of social interaction knew nine or more families in the neigh-
borhood, maintained a great deal of contact with members of all groups
in the community,_and visited relatives and friends more often than once
a week., ‘ | | |

Table 16 gives the percentage distribution of families by.resi-
dence~orientation typology and overall index of intensity of social

Table 16. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
Orientation Typology and Intensity of Social Interaction

Residence~orientation typology

Intensity of Rural- Urban-~ Rural- Urban-

interaction new new old old Total

Low 4 8% 3.1% 1.9% 4,47, 3.1%

Moderate 76.2 71.9 47.1 47.8 T 81.0

High 19.0  _25.0  _S51.0  _47.8  _35.9
Total 100.0%  100,0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

o (21y  (64) (51) (23) (159)
2 = 12.75 P < .05

interaction. It can be seen that only 3 percent of all resﬁondents had a
low intenéity of interaction whereas almost two thirds (61 percent) fell
in the moderate category and about one third (36 percent) in the high

interaction group.
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The majority of the new rural- and urban-oriented residents fell
into moderate intensity level (76 percent and 72 percent respectively),
but only one fifth of the former and one fourth of the lattey.fell into
the high inten?ity category. These figures contrasted with those of the
0ld rural- and urban-oriented residents in which case almost one half of
each fell into high intensity category (51 percent and 48 percent re-
sPectively), and most of the remaining one half in ;he moderate category
in both cases. Statistically the data showed a substantial relationship
between types of fringe resident and overall score on soclal interaction.

The relationships were also examined separately for community
orientation and length of residence and the overall score., The relation-
ships indicated that intensity of sccial Iinteraction increased‘to a
greater degree with length of residence than it did because of community
orientation. The rank correlation between length of residence and in-
tensity of interaction was 0,45 (x2 = 14.59, df = 3 which was significént
.at the ,01 level). The correlation between community orientation and
intensity of interaction was -0.23 but the %% value was not statisticaily
significant, (The urban-oriented residents were on the higher end of
the community orientation index.} The details of these data are not pre-'
sented here.

Tables 17 and 18 show the intensity of social interaction by socio-ﬁ
economic status and stage in.family life eycle respectivel&. It can be
seen from these tables that neither socioeconomic status nor stage in
family life cycle had much influence on intensity of social interaction.

The association between intensity of interaction and socioeconomic status
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Table 17, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondenté by Socio-
economic Status Score and Intensity of Social Interaction

e r—
Intensity of Socloeconomic status scores
interaction Low Middle Hizh Total
Low 3.3% 3.6% 0.0% _ 3.1%2
Moderate 67.7  58.2 66.7 61.0
High 29.0 38.2 33.3 : 5.9
100. 0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Total

31y . . (110} - (18)

X2 = 1.72 P> .05 G = 0,10

Table 18, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Stage in
Family Life Cycle and Intensity of Social Interactiom

Intensity of

—

Family life cycle stages

interaction Early Middle Late Total

Low 0.0% 3.4% 5.0% 3.1%
Moderate 71.0 58.0 60.0 | 61,0
nigh 29,0 38.6  _35.0 3.9

"Yotal 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(31) (88) ~ (40) (159)

X2 = 2,68 P> .05 G = 0.02
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was negligible (G = 0.10) and was even lower in the case of family life
cyele (G = 0.02),

However, it may be pointed out that no family of high ;ocioeco-
nomic status bf in early stage of family life cycle fell into low inten-
sity of interaction, although between 3 to 5 percent of all other families
did fall into this category. More families of middle socioeconomic status
had high iﬁtensity of social interaction than did families in other
classes (38 percent vs., 29 percent and 33 percent regpectively for the
families in low and high socioeconomic status).

More respondents in middle stage of family life cycle had high
intensity level of social interaction than families in other stages of
the life cycle (39 percent va, 29 and 35 percent respectively for thoge
in the early and laté stages).

The data were further analyzed to see the relationship.between
socioeconomic status and the score of social interaction for each type-of
resident. However, the relationships were not statistically significant,
The gamma coefficlent gave subgtantial and high values of association.'
for urban-oriented old and rural-oriented new residents respectivély,
but this could have resulted from the small number of observations (ten
or less) in various categories, The G values were iow or negligible for
the remaining two types of resident. Therefore, the details of these
data are not presented here. |

l Similarl».the relationship between stage in family life cycle and
the score of social interaction was analyzed for each type of resident.

The relationship was not found to be statistically significant. Although
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the G values of correlétion were found to be substantial for urban-
oriented new and old residents and for rural-oriented old residents
(inverse in casge of o0ld residents of either orientation), these could
have resulted from the small number of observations (ten or less) in
various categories. The details of these dgta are therefore not pre-
sented here.

Table 19 shows the percentage distribution of numberlof families
known in the neighborhood by each type of resident, The relatioﬁship
between the two variables waz found to be significant.

The majority of rural-oriented new residents (62 percent) and a
large proportion (48 pércent) of urban-oriented residents knew the least
number of neighborhood families (up to four families). Rural-oriented
old residents led all other types of resident in the highest category
(knew nine or more families) as almost one half of them fell into this
category. About one third each of rural-oriented ﬁ#w-énd urban-oriented
old residents also fell into this category.

It may be added that length of residence and number of families
knowm in the neighborhood had shown a significant relationship (Xz =
17,76, df = 6, P < .01) and a substantial G value (0.34). The details of
these data are not reported here. :

Table 20 shows the percentage distribution of frequency of visit-
ing with friends and neighbors for each type of resident. The relation-
ship between the two variables was found to be significant,

The data indicated less frequency of visiting on part of a greater

proportion of urban-ariented old, and rural-oriented new residents than
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Table 19, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-

Orientation Typology and Number of Families

Neighborhood

=—

Known in the

Residence-orientation typology

h

Number of | Rural- Urban~- Rural- Urban-

families known new new old old Total
None to four 61.9% 48.47 35.3% 21.7% 42.2%
Pive to eight 4.8 25.0 15.7 43.5 22.0
Nine or more 33.3 26,6 49,0 34.8 35.8
Total 100.0% 100.0% 160.0% 100.0 100.0%

{21) {64) (51) (23) (159)

P < .01

X2 = 36,22

Table 20. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
Orientation Typology and Frequency of Visiting with Friends

and Neighbors

Residence~orientation Qypology

Visiting Rural- Urban- Rutal- Urban-
frequency new new old old Total
Once a month 133,3% 14.1% 19.6% 34.8% 21.4%
or less
Two to four 93,8 17.2 45.1 26.1 28.3
times a month
More than once 42.9 68,7 5.3 39.1 50.0
a week

Total 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

. (21) (64) {(51) (23) (159)
X2 = 20,49 P < .01
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their counterparts. Aboﬁt one third ﬁf the fofﬁéf ﬂad a vigiting fre-
quency of once a month or less often as compared to one fifth or less of
the latter., Urban-oriented new residents were the most outgoiné people
as 69 percent of them had a visiting frequency of more than once a week
while between 35 to 43 percent of others fell into this category.

It may be added here that length of residence and frequency of
visiting with friends and neighbors showed a significant relétionship
(X2 = 23,22, df = 6, P <« .01) and a substantial inverse G value (-0.30).
The details of these data are not presented here. | o
o Table 21 shows the percentage distribution oflfrequency of visiting
with relatives for each type of resident, The two variables showed a

significant relationship.

Table 21, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Frequency of Visiting with

Relatives
Residence-orientation typology
Visiting Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-~-
frequency new new old old _ Total
Once a moath 28.6% 25.0% 7.8% 34.8% 21.4%
or lesa '
Two to four times 47.6 51.6 39.2 34.8 44.6
a month : :
More than once 23.8 23.4 53.0 30.4 34,0
a week
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%
o (2L {64) {51 (23) (159)
2

X% = 16,99 P < 01
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Among new residénts, greater proportions were visiting their rela-
tives twb to four times a month (48 and 52 percent of rural- and urban-
oriented new residents respectively)., Among old time residents, the
majority of rufal-oriented residents (53 percent), and a sizeable propor-
tion (30 percent) or urban-oriented residents visited with relatives at
least once a week, New residents of either orientation were less than
old ﬁime reéidents in this category.

It may be added that relationship between length of residence and
frequency of visiting with relatives was found to be significant (X2 =
16.96, df = 6, P< .01), but the G value was low (G = 0.19), The details
of these data are not reported here.

Table 22 shows the pércentage digtribution of respondentg by
amount of contact with farmers., The relationship between the two vari-
ables was found to be significant.

Table 22, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
Orientation Typology and Amount of Contact with Farmers

Residence-orientation typology

Amount of Rural- Urban- Rural-~ Urban-
contact new new old old Total
None or little (low) 70.6% 69.8% 46.7% 47.4% 59.0%
Moderate 23.5 26.4 22,2 36.8 ’ 26.1
Much (high) 5.9 3.8 31.1 15.8 . 4.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,07 : 100.0%
(17) (53) 45 (1) (134)

x2 = 17.43 P < .01



On an overall basis the majority (59 percent) had little or no
contact with farmers, and only about one fourth (26 percent) had some
'contact. The majority of new residents of either orientation fell into
the former category (about 70 percent each), while the balance had most-
ly moderate amount of contact. Interestingly, almost one half of old
time residents of both rural- and urban-orientation (47 percent each)
also had little or no contact with farm families, However, about one
third of the former sajid they had great deal of contact with farmers and
the same proportion of the latter (urban-oriented old residents) said they
had moderate amount of contact,

It may be added that relationship between length of vesidence and
aﬁount of contact with farmers was found to be significant (Xz = 20.76,
df = 6, P < ,01) and gave a substantial G value (0.38). The details of
these data sre not presented here,

In the following paragraphs we have discussed the relationships
respectively between socloeconomic status, stage in family l1ife cycle,
and individual components of the social interaction index, However, this
discussion is limited to those items of the index which showed either sig-
nificant relationship or substantial degree of association with socio-
economic status and/or stage in familly life cycle., The relationships
with socioeconomic status are discussed first, and are followed by a dis-
cussion of the relationships with stage in family life cycle,

The relationships were not found to be statistically significant
between socioeconomic status and the following items: unumber of families

known in the neighborhood, amounts of contact with farmers and newcomers,
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_ and frequency of visiting friends. fhe G values were less than substan-
tial in these cases.

With the exception of frequency of visiting with friend; and fam-
ilies in the neighborhood, gtage in family life cycle was not signifi;
cantly related with any of the components of the social interaction index.

Table 23 shows the percentage distribution of families by soclo-
econﬁmic stétus and amount of contact with village residents. The obe-
served value of X? was significant and the G value of association was of
a substantial degree (G = 0.51). |

Table 23, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Viltage

Regidents .

: Sobioeconomic status scores :
Amount of contact Low Middle High Total
None or little (low) 57.7% 28.7% 14.3% 32.8%
Moderate 34,6 41.5 35.7 - 39,6
Much (high) 7.7 29.8 50.0 27.6

Total ' 100.07% 100.0% 100.07% 100.07%
{26) (94) (14) (134) .
x2 = 13,58 P < .01 ¢ = 0,51

The families of low socioeconomic status had the largest éroportion
in the low category of contact (58 perceunt) and the smallest proportion in-
the high category of contact (8 percent}. Conversely, the.high status
families had the highest percentage in the high category (50 percent) and

the least in the low category of contact (14 percent). Families in the



middle socioeconémic status were almost equally distributed in the low
and high categories (29 percent and 30 percent respectively), but the
largest proportion (41 percent) was in the moderate category of conctact.
The proportion of families reporting a moderate amount of contact with
village residents was almost of the same magnitude in all sociceconomic
classes (percentages in this respect ranged from 35 to 41 percent),

Table 24 shows the percentage distribution of families by socio-
economic status and intensity of contact with newcoﬁers. The observed
value of X2 was not. significant but the G value of association between
the two variables was substantial (G = 0.37).

The overall majority (56 percent) of residents expressed that
they had no contact or very little contact with newcomers. A little
more than one third (37 percent) of the total had moderate amount of
contact with the newcomers, and about 7 percent had great amount of coﬁ-
- tact,

The data showed substantial association (G = 0.37) between variocus
sociceconomic classes and intensity of contact with the newcomers. Fam-
ilies in low socioeconomic status had the largest proportion (73 per-
cent) in the low category of conctact. The rest of them feli into
moderate category of contact, Although the majority of families in
middle socioeconomic status also had low amount of contact (53 percent),
proportionately they were twehty percent less than those in the low socio-
economic status, There were about 40 percent in the moderate category
and 7 percent in the high category. The families with high socioceconomic

status also had a considerable proportion, though least of all others



(43 percent), in the low categogy of contact, However, about the same
percentage of them was found in the moderate category of contact, IThe
high status group had the highest percentage (14 percent) in the high

category of contact with newcomers.

Table 24, Pevcentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Socio~
aconomic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Newcomers

——
—

Sociceconomic status scores

Amount of contact Low Middie High Total
None or little (low) - 73.1% 53.2% 42.9% 56.0%
Moderate 26.9 38.4 42.8 37.3
Much (high) _0.0 _7.4 143 _6.7
Total 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% ©100.0%
(26) (94) (14) (134)

%2 = 5,91 P> .05 ¢ = 0.37

Table 25 presents the percentage distribution of families by socio-
economic status and frequency of visiting with relatives. The data showed
substantial inverse association (G = -0.31) between the two variables and
was also statistically significant at the ,01 level,

Frequency of visiting with relatives decreased in the families of
higher socioceconomic statﬁs. Among the families with low sociocecomnomic
status only 1€ percent (least of all status groups) visited their relatives
once a month or less often. Thelmajority among them (35 percent), however,
visited with relatives between two to four times a month. This percentage

was the highest of all status groups. Ancother 36 percent of those in the

low sociloeconomic status visited their relatives more often than once a
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week, This percentage was almost as high as that of the middle status
families but twice as high as that of the high status families, On the
.other hand, the majority (56 percent) of the families in high socioeco-
nomic status visited their celatives less often than once a month; about
one fourth {28 percent) visited between two to four times a month, and
only 17 percent visited more frequently than four times a moﬁth.

Table 25. Percentage Distributicn of the Parma Respondents by Socilo-
c economic Status Score and Frequency of Visiting with

Relatives
Socloeconomic status scores

Visiting frequency Low Middle High Total
Once a month or less¥® 9.7% 19.1% 55.5% _ 21.4%

Two to four times a month 54.8 44,5 27.8 44,6

More than once a week 35.5 36.4 16.7 o 34.0
Total | 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% | 100.0%

(3D (110) (18) ' (159)

*Includes no visits. x2 = 15.75 P < .01 G = 0,31

it was pointed out earlier that stage in the family life cycle did
not show significant relationships with the component variables of social
interaction, with the exception of frequency of visiting with friends.
Purthermore, ouly one variable, amount of contact with farmers, héd even
a low rank correlation (0.29) while all other variables had values of even

_lesser magnitude, .

Table 26 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by stage

in family life cycle and frequency of visiting with friends. The data
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showed a substantial inverse association (G = -0.39) between the tﬁq
variables which was also statistically significant at the .0l level.

The frequency of visiting with friends decreased with the later
stages of family life cycle. Visiting as infrequently as once a month
or legs was done by 13 percent of families in the early stage, by 16
peréent of families,in the middle stage, and by 40 percent of families
in the late stage. Visiting as often as two to four times a month did
not vary too much.frgm one stage to the other as the proportions ranged
from 26 percent fﬁiiﬁ_percent. However, a gradual increase ian the pro-
portions was seen, the lowest being in the early stage and highest im
the last stage. .Visiting with friends more often than once a week was
most COmmONn AMONE fémilies in early stage (61 percent) and least (27 per-
cent) among familiés in late étage of their life cycle, Fifty-seven pér*

cent of the familiéé in middle stage visited their friends more often

than once a week,

Table 26, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Stage in
Family Life Cycle and Fregquency of Visiting with Friends

Family life cycle stage

Visiting freguency . Early Middle Late Total

Once a month ox legs* 12.9% 15.9% 40,0% 21.47%
Two to four times a month 25.8 27.3 32,5 28.3

More than once a week _61.3 56,8 _27.5 - _50.3

Total ©100.0%  100.0%  100.0% . 100.0%
(3D (88) (40) (159)

*Includes no visits X2 = 14,73 P< .01 G = -0,39
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The data wére analyzed further tb see the relationships between
gocioceconomic status and individual items of the imdex of social inter-
action for each type of resident, A similar analyeis was carried out
for the relationships between stage in family life cycle and individual
items of the index for each type of resident. However, since the total
obgervations for two types of resident (rural-oriented mew, and urban-
oriented old) was less than 25 each in numwber, and the majority of the
two other types of resident fell into a single category of sociceconomic
status or family life cycle, this detailed breakdown resulted in very
small numbers of observations in many categories (in many instances 5 or
less), The results of the X2 test and the Gamma coefficient were there-
fore affected by these distributions. In almost all instances the X2
values were not significant and the G values were superficially substan-
fial or high., No cleaf trend could be seen in most cases. Therefore,

details of these data are not reported here.

Summary of Findings on Social Interaction

The level of social interaction was examined by residence-orienta-
tion typology, sociceconomic status and stage in the family life cycle for
the total gcore and for each item of the index of social interaction, On
the basis of overall scores, more oldtime residents were found to be in
the higher level of interaction than were new residents regardless of
their commmity orientation. The length of residence was found to be a
better predictor of the level of interaction than commumity orientation.
Differences in socioceconomic status or stage in the family life cycle did

influence the levels of social interaction but to only a small degree,



79

Regandless of community orientation the oldtime residents knew more
families, visited relatives, friends and neighbors more often and had more
contact with farmers than the newcomers.

Differeﬁces in socioecomomic status substantially influenced the
amounts of contact with village fesidents and newcomers and the fréquenéy
of visiting relatives. More of the middle and high than of low class had
greatery coﬂtact wi;h village residents and newcomers and frequency of visit-
ing relatives was greater among the 1ow.and middle.socioecqnomic classes
than among the high class. Respondents in the early and middle stages
of the family life cycle visited friends and neighbors more than those

in the late stage.

Institutional Participation

The other index used hefe to measure intensity of institutiomal
participation of fringe residents was composed of five items., These items
were, namely, number of organizations to which respondent belonged, num-
ber of corganizations iﬁ which office was held, frequency of attendance at
meetings, frequency of church attendance, and amount of interest in locsal
affairs in general,

A typical fringe resident with low intensity of institutional par. .
ticipation could be porkrayed as one who did not belong te any organiza-

tion (and, therefore, did not attend any meetings), did not hold an office
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in hn& organization to which he belonged, did not attend church at all
or did so only on important holidays, and had no interest at all or only
a slight interest in local affairs in general. A resident with moderate
intensity of participation belonged to one or two organizations, aﬁtended
meetings up to three times a month, held an office in one of the organi-
zations to which he belonged, attended church at least once or twice a
month, and was interested in local affairs. A typical fringe resident
with high intensity of imstitutional participation belonged to three or
more organizations, attended meetings once a week or more often, held two
or more offices in organizations to which he belonged, wént to church
once a week, and was very interested in local affairs of the community,
‘Table 27 shows the intensity of institutiomal participation for
each type of resident as measured by the index, The data did not show
a gignificant relationship between types of resident and intensity of
participation under the X2 test. The same test was applied separately
to the varigbles of community orientation and length of residence to
measure intenslty of participation but the relationships were not statis-
tically significant in either case. However, the G values were negligible
in both cases, being -0.16 and 0,15 respectively (the urban-oriented regi-
dents ﬁere on the higher énd of the conmunity orientation index). The
details of the data for the latter two variables is not presented here,
The rural-oriented new and old residents had a higher percentage
in the high intensity level of participation than the urban-oriented new
and oldurESidénts. The rural-oriented old vesidents led all other groups

in the high intensity level as 26 percent were found in this category.
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Table 27, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
Orientation Typelogy and Intensity of Institutional Partiei-

pation
Residence-orientation typology

Intensity of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban~
participation new new old old Total
Low 14.3% 10.9% 5.9% 13.0% 10.1%
Moderate 66,7 73.5 68.6 78.3 71.7
High 19.0 15.6 25.5 8.7 18.2

Total 100.07 160,07 100.0% 100.0% - 100.0%

(21) (64) (51) (23) (159)

X2 = 4,68 P> .05

The urban-oriented old residents were on the other extreme with only 9
percent being in the high intensity level. Among the new residents,
rural-oriented families participated at high intensity level slightl&l
more than urban-oriented families (19 percent vs. 16 percent).

Tables 28 and 29 show the intensity of institutional participation
by socioeconomic status and stage in family life cycle respectivély. The
data did not show a significant relationship under the X2 test in either
of the two tables. A substantial association, however, was obtained be-
tween sociloeconomic status and intensity of participation (G = 0.35).

The & value of associatlon between stage in family life cycle and inten-
sity of participation was found te be negiigibie.

It can be seen from the percentage distribution of Table 28 that
more families in high than low secioceconomic class participated at high
intensity level (39 vs. 10 percent rvespectively). Conversely, low status

families outnumbered other families in the low and moderate intensity
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Table 28, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Socio- ---
economic Status Score and Intensity of Inmstitutional Par--

ticipation
Intensity of Socioeconomic status scores _
participation Low Middle High Total
Low S 12.9% 10.0% 5.5% 10.1%
Moderate - R & XA 72.7 55.6 .. 71.7
‘migh . 9.7 173 389 18.2
Total e : 100,0% 100.0% 100.6ih . 106.0%

(31) (110) (18) _ (159)

226,93 P>.05 6=0.35 " -

TR

levels. However, those with low and middle sociceconomic statuses were
found to be quite similar at the low and moderate levels. Amoﬁg the low
status families, 13 percent participated with low intensity, and 77 per-
cent with moderate intensity as compared to about 10 percent and 73 per-
cent respectively for families with middle socioeconomic status,

The percentage distribution in Table 29 shows that institﬁtioﬁalu
participation at moderate level was higher in the early than the lateri
stageé of the family life cycle, but more older families participated at
high intensity level than did younger families. This trend could be seen
when the low and moderate intensity levels were combined and compared
with the high intensity level of participation. The families in the early
stage had the highest percentages in the combined levels of 1ow and mod-
erate intensity (about %0 percent), followed by those in the middle stages
(82 percent), and those in late stage (75 percent), The percentages were

lowest (10 percent) in the high intensity level in the case of young
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families, qith 18.percent of families in the middle stage, and 25 percent
of older couples being in this level of participation.

The data did not show statistically significant relationships or
substantial Gamma.coefficients of correlation, between socioecononmic
status or family life cycle and most of the component items of institu-
tional participation index. The only exceptions were the relaticnships
between socioeconomic status and amount of 1nteres; in local affairs,
and between stage in family life cycle and number of organizations in -
which office was held by the respondent. These findings, related to the

population as a whole, are presented in the following paragraphs,

Table 29. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by State im
' Family Life Cycle and Intensity of Institutional Participation .

Intensity of _ Family life cycle stages

participation Barly Middle Late Total

Low ‘ | 3.2% 10.2% 15.0% 10.1%

Moderate 8741 71.6 60.0 | 71.7

High . 3.7 18,2 25.9 18.2

. Total | 100.0%  100,0%  100.0% 100.0%
| - (31 (88) (40) (159)

X2 = 6.45 P> .05 G = 0.05

Table 30 shows the percentage distribution of mumber of organiza-
tions in which each type of respondent held an office, The two vari-

ables were found to be significantly related.
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It can be seen that most respondents (84 percent) did not hold

office in any organization to which they belonged. (However, it must

be pointed out that 50 percent of all respondents did not belong to any

organization.j Larger proportions of rural-oriented old and new resi-

dents than their counterpart urban-~oriented residents held coffice in at

least one organization to which they belonged (29 percent and 19 percent

of the former vs. & percent and & percent of the latter types of resi-

dent)., Of the rural-oriented old residents 10 percent held offices in

at least two organizations.

Table 30, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Residence-
Orientation Typology and Number of Organizations in Which
Office Was Held

Il

Residence-orientation typology

Number of Rural- Urban-~ Rural- Urban-
organizations new new cld old Total
None 80.9% 92,27 70.6%  95.6% 86.3%
One 4.3 6.2 19.6 4.4 11.3
Two or motre 4.8 1.6 9.8 0.0 : h.&
Total 100.0% 160,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(21) (64) - {31) (23) (159)
X% = 13.26 P < .05
Table 31 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by socio-

economic status and amount of interest in local affairs. The data showed

that amount of interest was related significantly with socioeconomic

status. The higher the status, the higher was the amount of interest. It

can be seen from the distribution in this table that only 12 percent of



Table 32, Percentage Distribution of the Parma.Re9pondents by Stage in
Family Life Cycle and Number of Organizations in Which Office

Was Held
. _ Family life ¢ycle stages
Number of organizations FEarly Middle Late Total
Nome - 96 83.0% 7.5% 84.3%
One : 3.2 13.6 - 12,5 - 11.3
o or more _0.0 34 100 - _4&a
Total - : 100,907% 100.07% 100.0% 100.0%

(31) {88) (40) _ (159)

%% = 7.48 P> .05 G = 0,42

in the middle stage, and 13 percent of those iﬁ the late stage held office
in one organization. None of the regpondents in early stage held office
in two or more organizations; but 3 percent of those in middle stage, and
10 percent of those in late stage did, |

The data were analyzed further to see relationships between socio-
economic status, stage in family life cycle, and individual items of the
index of institutional participation for each type of resident, Just one
item, the amount of interest in local affairs, showed statistically sig-
nificant relationships with socioceconomic status of rural-oriented old
residents and stage in the family life cycle of rural-oriented new resi-
dents, In some instances very high Gamma coefficients of correlation were
obtained but mostiy the coefficients were low. The possible reasons for
these results, which were similar to those observed for sociai interaction,
have been explained earlier (page 78} and may be consulted for details,

These results are not reported hers,



Summary of Findings on Institutional Participation

The level of institutiomal participation was examined by residence-
orientation typology, sociceconomic status and stage in the family life
cycle, Participation at varioué levels was found to be quite similar |
among varilous Lypes of residents (though more of rural-oriented new and
oldtime residents participated at higher levels than did their countex-
part urban-oriented residents). Participation in organizations was sub-
stantially related with socioceconomic status (the proportions in high
level increased with the status), but was irregularly influenced by dif-
ferences in the family life cyclé stages.

Of the wvarious items of the participation index, only one item,
nusber of organizations in which respondents held an office, was substan-
tially related to the types of residents. More of the rural-oriented new
and old residents held office in one or more organizations than did their
urban-oriented counterparts,

Socioeconomic status was substantiafly related to the amount of
interest in local affairs (greater interest was shown by the higher socio-
economic classes), but it influenced only to a small extent (a) number of
oxrganizations to which one belonged, (b) frequency of attendance at meet-
ings, and (¢} number of organizations in which respondents held an office,

Stage in the famlly life cycle did not show a statistically sig-
nificant relationship with any of the various items of the index, How-
ever, stage in the family life cycle influenced substantially the number

of organizations in which respondents held an office {(greater proportions
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of the late stage than of others held office in one or more organizations)
and, to a smaller degree, the number of organizations to which they be-

longed,

Attitude Toward Life in the Fringe and Anomie -

The five items used as indicators of attitude toward conditions
of life in the fringe area were the following:
1. Satisfaction with fringe residence,

2. Head of family's satisfaction with convenience
of driving to work, '

3., Attitude toward school taxes,.
-4, Attitude toward taxes on pr0perty.-

5. Number of residential moves made in the past
ten years,

It was found that neither socioeconomic status nor stage in the
family life cycle showed statistically significant relationship with re-
spondent's satisfaction with fringe residence, or with the head of family's
satiscation with éonvenience of driving to work, However, statistically
significant relatiouships and substantial or high Gamma coefficients

correlation were found for all other items,
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The relationship between socioeconomic status score and attitude
toward school taxes is presented in Table 33, The data showed an in-
verse relationship (-0.47) between the two variables, and a significant
relationship under the %2 test.

Table 33. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Atritude Toward School Taxes

Sociceconomic status scoxes

Attitude Low Middle High Total
Reasonable 35.5% 70.9% 66.7% 63,5%
Somewhat high 9.7 21.8 22.2 ' 19.5
Very high . 54.8 7.3 1.1 17,0
Total 100.0%2  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(31) (110) (18) (159)
%2 = 39,39 P < .0L G = -0.47

It can be seen that the majority of respondents (55 pefcent) with
low socioeconomic status thought these taxes were very high., On thé other
hand, the majority of respondents with high status (67 percent) thought
the taxes were reasonable, 1IL appears that, as a group, those in the mid-
dle class had the most favorable attitude toward school taxes as 71 per-
cent thought the taxes were reasonable.

Table 34 shows the percentage distrvibution of respondénts by stage
in family life cycle and attitude toward school taxes., The data showed
a significant relationship between the two variables under the X2 test
and a very high Gamma coefficient of corvelation (¢ = 0,71)., 1t

can be seen that respondents in early stage of family life cycle had
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Table 34. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Stage in
Family Life Cycle and Attitude Toward School Taxes

Family life cycle stages

Attitude Early Middle Late Total
Reasonable 83.9% 75.0% 22.5% 63.5%
Somewhat high 12.9 19.3 25.0 19.5
Very high 3.2 5.7 _32.5 _17.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(31) (88) (40) (159)
x2 = 55,54 P < .01 ¢ = 0.71

the most consolidated opinion about the school taxes. Eighty-four per-
cent of them thought taxes were reasonable while the balance (16 percent)
thought they were high. The majority of those in middle stage (75 percent)
also thought the taxes were reasonable. Only 23 percent of those in late
stage of family l1ife cycle considered these taxes as reasonable, The
majority of this group (52 percent) thought school taxes were very high
and another 25 percent considered them to be somewhat high.

Table 35 preaénta the percentage distribution of respondents by
socioeconomic status and attitude toward other taxes on property. The
relationship between the two variables was found to be statistically sig-
nificant, The form of relationship was inverse but almost negligible
between the two variables as shown by the Gamma cocfficient (G = -.04).
The data revealed a higher degree of agreement over the reasonableness of
other taxes than school taxes among all socioeconomic classes. The over-

whelming majority, ranging from 78 percent to 87 percent, viewed these
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Table 35. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Attitude Toward Property Taxes

Socioeconomic status scores

Attitude Low Middie High Total

Reasonable 80.6% 87.3% 77.8% 84.9%
Somewhat high 9.7 12.7 22,2 ' 13.2
Very high 9.7 8.0 0.0 1.9

Total _ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% ' 100.0%
31 (110) (18) (159)

X2 = 14.05 P < .01 G = ~0.04

taxes favorably. The percentage of those viewing these taxes faverably
was slightly higher among those with low sociceconomic status {81 percent)
than ameng those with high socioeconohic status (78 percent).

Table 36 shows the percentage distribution of reépondents by stage
in family life cycle and attitude toward property taxes. The data showed

Table 36. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Stage in
Family Life Cycle and Attitude Toward Property Taxes

Family life cycle stages

Attitude Early Middle Late Total
Reasonable | 96, 8% 853.2% 75.0% 84.9%
Somewhat high 3.2 14.8 17.5 13,2
Very high 0.0 _ 0.0 7.5 1.9
Total | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% . 100.0%

(31) {88) (40) (159}

X% = 12.96 P =< .05 ¢ = 0,50



a substantial positive associfation between the two variables, More re-
spondents in the early stage of family life cycle thought these taxe; were
veasonable than did those in the miﬁdle and late stages. The attitude
-was overﬁhelmingly a favorable one: 97 percent, 87 percent and 75 per-
cent respectively in the three stages of family life cycle,

The relationship between the two above mentioned variables was .
found to be significant under the X2 test. The Gamma coeffiﬁient of cor-
relation was alsc high (G = 0,50). |

Table 37 presents the pefcentage distribution of respondents by ..
socloeconomic status and number of regidential movés made in the past
ten years. The data showed that higher status families had moved more
often than those in thg lower status categories. The relationship was
found to be statistically significant, It can be seeﬂ tﬁat 61 percent of
those in the low status category had not made one residential move in the
past twn years, whereas 73 percent and 83 percent of those in the middle
and high status categories had made at least one residential move. In
the low status class there were 26 percent of respondents who had moved
once as compared to 37 percent and 28 percent respectively in the next
two higher classes. There were 13 percent, 36 percent; aﬁd 45 percent
respectively of low, middle and high status classes who had moved at
least twice in the past ten years. The rate of mobility was particularly
high among high status Families.

Table 38 shows the perﬁentage distribution of respondents by stage
in fanily life cycle and number of residential moves made in the past ten

years. The data showed a high degree of iuverse association between the
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Table 37, Percentage Distribution of the Parma-Respondents by Socio~

economic Status Score and Number of Moves Made in Past

Ten Years
Socioeconomic status scores
Number of moves Low Middle High Total
None 61.3% 27.3% 16.7% 32.7%
One 25.8 37.3 27.8 34.0
Two 3.2 10.0 16,6 9.4
Three or more 5.7 _25.4 _38.9 _23.9
Total : 100,07 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
\ (31) (110) (18) {159)
X% = 18.05 P < .01 G = 0.47

Table 38. Percentage Distribution of the Parma Regpondents by Stage in
Family Life Cyecle and Number of Moves Made in Past Ten Years

Family life cycle stages

Nunber of moves Early Middle Late Total
None 3.2% 28.47% 65.0% 32.7%
One 38.7 35.2 27.5 34.0
Two 6.5 12.5 5.0 9.4
Three or more | 51.6 23.9 _ 2.5 _23.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(31) (88) (40) (159}
X% = 41.86 P<.Ol G = -0.64
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two variables. The respondents in the early stage of the family life
cycle had been more mobile than those in the later stages. Only 3 per-
cent of those in the early stage had not made any residential move in
the past ten years, whereas 28 percent and 65 percent respectively of
those in middle and late stages fell in this category. The proportion
of respondents moving once decreased from 39 percent to 28 percent from
earlier tollater stageé in the family life cycle. There were 58 percent, X
37 percent and 7 percent of respondents respectively in the early, mid-.
dle, and late stages who had moved at least twice in the past ten years,
The rate of mobility was particularly high among those in the early
stage of family lifelcycle.

The relationship between the two above mentioned variabies was
found to be significant under the x2 test, and the Gamma coefficient of
correlation was high (G = -0.66)

Table 39 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
socloeconomic status and extent of anomie, The relationship between the
two variables was found to be significant under the x2 test, and a sub;
stantial Gamma coefficient of correlation was obtained (G = -0.43), The
relationship between family life cyble and extent of anomie was not sta-
tistically significant and gave a low Gamma coefficient of correlation
(¢ = 0.27),

It can be seen from Table 39 that extent of anomie was higher
among respondents with low socioeconomic status than among thoée with
middle and high status. 0f the low status respondents, Oﬁly 10 percent

were nonanomic combared to 33 of middle, and 50 percent of high status
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Table 39, Percentage Distribution of the Parma Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Extent of Anomie

—————
Socioceconomic status scores
Extent of anomie Low Middle High Total
Nonanomic 9.7% 32.7% 50,0% 30,2%
Intermediate 54,8 51.8 30.3 . 50.3
Anomic 35,5 15.5 . 16,7 ' 19,5
Tetal 100.0% 1006.0% 100.0% 100.0%
{31) {119) (18) (159)

x2 = 13.16 P =< .05 G = ~0.43

respondents. The majority of the low and middle compared to owe third of
the high socioeconomic status respondents (55 and 52 pefcent vs. 30 per-
cent respectively) fell in the intermediate category. Respondents in low
socioeconomic status had the highest proportion (36 pexcent) in the anomic
category compared to 16 percent of the middle and 17 percent of the high

status respondents,

Summarj of Findings on Attitude Toward Life in the Fringe and Anomie

The degree of satisfaction with fringe vesidence was not affected
by differences in sociceconomic status or stage in the family life cycle
as an overwhelming majority in each case was very satisfied, However,
substantial differences were found regarding attitude toward school and
property taxes., The majority of the low socioeconomic status considered
school taxes to be very high vhile a majority of the middle and high
status thought taxes were reasonable., Most respondents, regardless of

the status, considered property taxes te be reasonable,
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On the other hand, the majority of residents in the later stages
of the family 1life cycle considered school taxes to be very high while
most of those in the early and middle stages considered these taxes to
be reasonable.- Most respondents, regardless of the stage in the family
1ife cycle, considered property taxes to be reasonable, but more of the
eayly than of the middle and late stage respondents thought so,

The-rate of residential mobility was higher_among respondents of
higher socioeconomic status and among those in the early stage of the
family life cycle, The converse was true for raespondents in the low
status or late stage of the family life cycle,

Anomie was found to be greater among respondents of low socio-
economic status than among respondents of the middle or high séatus‘
More respondents in the late stage than in the early or middle stages
of fhe family life cycle were found to be more anomic, but the differ-

ences were not substantial.



Chapter V
A COMMUNITY IN AN ADVANCED STAGE OF FRINGE

DEVELOPMENT - - CLARENCE

This chapter follows the format laid out in the preceding chapter
on Parma. The first section treats certain characteristics of the Clar-
ence population {resident typology, socioeccnomic status, and stage in
family life cycle). The second part of this chapter reports the relation-
ships, respectively, between resident typoclogy, socioecounomic status, and
stage in family life cycle with various indicators of social interaction
and institutional participation. This section also examines the findings
regarding reiationships, ?eséectively, ﬁefwee; socioecanomic status and
stage in family life cycle with various iﬁdicators of satisfacfion with

fringe residence and anomie.

Characteristics of Clarence Residenta

Residence-Orientation Typology

Table 40 shows the percentage distribution of respondents of Clar-
ence by residence-orientation typology. The data shows that 17 percent
of respondents were rural-oriented and 83 percent urban-oriented, Of the
total, 61 percent were new residents and 39 percent old residents. The

majority (55 percent) was of urban-oriented new residents.

97
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Table 40, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondenfs by
Residence~Orientation Typology

Length of residence

Community crientation Under 10 years 10 years & over Total
Rural-oriented 6.2 ' 10.8 17.0
Urban-oriented _54.8 .28.2 _83.0
Total , 61.0 3%.0 : 100.0

' (581) (372} (953)

Community Orientation

Table 41 presents the percentage distribution of respandents by
community orientation score, The overwhelming majority (93 percent)
scored 3 or above, the cutting point differentiating between the rural-
and urban-oriented residents. The majority (58 percent) had scored 4
which represented a guburb or new development type of community in which
various component items of the community orientation index took place, .
The detalls of the componeﬁt items and type of community in which they
took place are given In Table 42,

Table 41. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents
by Community Orientation Score

Community orientation

index scores . Percentage
0.01 - 1.49 _ 1.1
1.50 - 2.49 _ . 5.9
2.50 - 3.49 g 25,2
3.50 - 4,49 . 57.8
4,50 - 5,00 _190.90
Total ' 100.0

(953)
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Length of Residence

Table 43 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
length of residence in Clarence. According to the distribution, the
majority (61 percent) had lived there for less than 10 years. A sub-
stantial proportion of these residents (37 percent) had spent less than
five years in their present community. Less than 40 percent of re-
spondents héd lived in the community for temn years or more. Only § pef-
cent of the respondents had been in the commumity for 15 years or more.

Table 43. Percentage Digtribution of the Clarence Respondents
by Length of Residence

Length of residence Percentage
Under 1 year ' 10.4
1 - 2 years ' 12.2
3 - 4 years 14,2
5 - 9 years , 24,2
10 - 14 years ' 31.0
15 - 24 years _ _ 3.0
25 years or more : . __5.0
Total | 100.0
(953)

Socioeconomic Status

Table 44 shows the percentage distribution of respoudents by
residence-orientation typology aund sociceconomic status score, It can

be seen that a greater percentage of old than of new residents fell into
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Table 44, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Socioeconomic Status Score

Residence-orientation typology

Socioeconomic Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-

status scores new new old old Total

Low 8.5% 4.2% 6l1.2% 16.5% 14.2%

Middle 52,5 44,6 36.9 57.9 48.0

High 39.0 51.2 1.9 25.6 37.8

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

(59) (518) (103) (273) (953)
x2 = 278.89 P < .01

the low socioeconomic status category. The majority (61 percent) of rural-
oriented old residents and 16 percent of urban-oriented old residents were
found in the low category as compared te 9 percent and & percent respec-
tively of their counterparts. The majority of rural-oriented new resi-
dents (53 percent) and of urban-oriented old residents (58 percent) fell
into the middle socioeconomic status. They were followed by urban-oriented
new residents (45 percent) and rural-oriented old residents (37 percent).
Urban-oriented new residents had the highest percentage of all residents
in the high socioeconomic status (51 percent), which was followed by rural-
oriented new residents (39 percent) and urban-oriented old residents (26
percent). Only 2 percent of rural-oriented old residents fell into the
high socioceconomic status. The relationship between socioeconomic status
score and resident typology was found to be statistically significant.
Details regarding component items of sociceconomic status sceka

can be found in Tables 43 to 47.



102

Table 435, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Educa-
tional Attainment of the Head of Femily and Wife

Number of years completed Head Wife

Under 8 By 3.4% 3.0%
8 10.6 6.6

9-11 10,0 | 8.8
12 ' ' 22.4  36.4
13 or more . 34.6 45.2

Total 100.0% 100.0%
(953) (953)

Table 46. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Annual
Family Income :

Income group in dollars Percentage
Under $1,000 ' : 0.6
1,000 ~ 2,999 2.6
3,000 - 4,999 5.8
5,000 - 6,999 : ) _ 20.9
7,000 - 9,999 | 28.2
10,090 - 19,999 35.5
20,000 ~ 29,999 ' 5.6
30,000 or more S 0.8

Total | 100.0%

(953)
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Table &7. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by
Qccupation of the Head of Family

—

oo - Qecupational
Occupation Percentage score
l. Professional, technical and 28.7 : 90
kindred workers
2. Managers, officials and proprietors, 32.1 . 81
except farm
3. Clerical, sales and kindred workers 9.3 .71
4, Craftsmen, foremen and kindred 14,2 58
workers ' ' '
5. Operatives and kindred workers 11,0 4S5
6. Service workexrs, including private 2.7 34; 20
household; laborers, except farm
and mine '
7. Farmers and farm managers | 2.0 _ . 16
Total . 100,07

(953)

Stage in Family Life Cvcle

Table 48 gives the percentage distribution of respondents by
typology and stage in family life cycle. Relationship between the two
variables was found to be statistically significant. The distribution
indicated that length of residence rather than community orientation was
associated with stage in family life cycle. More of oldtime residents
tended to be in late stage of family life cycle and new residents tended
to be in middle or early stages of family life cycle, Of oldtime resi-
dents, not more than 5 percent were found in early stage while the re-

mainder was almost equally divided into middle and late stages of family
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Table 48. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence ReSPOndenés by
Residence-Orientation Typology and Stage im Family

Life Cycle
Residence-orientation rypolegy
Stages in Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
family life cycle new new old old Total
Early 20.3% 19,97 &4.9% 3.3% 13.5%
Middle 74.6 65.4 42,7 52,0 59.9
Late 5.1 14.7 52.4 44,7 26,2
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%2  100.0% 100, 0%,
{59) (518) {103) (273) (953)
X% = 153.85 r< .01

life cycle. On the other hand, the overwhelming majority of new residents

was found in the middle or early stages of family life cycle,

Social Interaction

The index for determining the intensity of social interaction and
its component variables has been discussed in the chapter on Parma, The
description of a typical fringe resident with low, moderate and high in-
tengity of social interaction was also included in the above mentioned
chapter.

Table 49 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
their residence-orientation and the intensity of social interaction. The

relationship between the two variables was found to be statistically sig-

nificant,
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Table 49, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by
Residence-Orientation Typology and Intensity of Social

Interaction
- e ey
Residence-orientation typology
Intensity of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-

interaction new naw old old Total
Low - 0.0% 2.5% 4.8% 0.4% 2.0%

Moderate 62.7 63.1 51.5 60.4 : 61.1

Righ 37,3 34 .4 43.7 39,2 36.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.07% 100.0%

(59) (518} (103) (273) (953)

X2 = 14,26 P < .0l ' ‘

The majority of all types of residents fell in the category of
‘moderate intensity of interaction though the percentages varied between
52 percent and 63 percent. Proportionately more new than old residents
fell in this category. A considerable proportion of all types of resi-
dent {(varying between 34 and 39 percent) had scored in high intensity
category, but proportionately wore old than new residents fell in this
category. Generally, the distributions for all resident types exhibited
more or less the same proportions in each category of intensity,

It may be added that relationship between social interaction score
was also tested separately with community orientation score and length of
residence. The relationship was not found to be significant for community
orientation and a zero G value of correlation was obtained (Xz = (,06,
df = 1, 6 = 0.03), but it was significant for length of residence though
G value of correlation was negligible (X2 = 9,35, df = 3, G = (4.13). De-

tails of these data are not presented here.
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Socioeconomic status did not show a significant relationship with
social interaction and gave a zero G value of correlation, The distribu-
tion in this respect can be seen in Table 50,

Table 50, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Intensity of Social Interaction

Intensity of Socioeconomic status scoreg

interaction Low Middle High Total

Low 3.7% 1.1% 2.5% 2,0%

Moderate 60.7 60,3 62,2 61.1

High 33,6 38.6 35.3 36.9

Total 100.0% 100.07% 10G.07 100.0%

(135) (458) (360) (953)
X% = 5,15 P> .05 ¢ = -0.03

Table 51 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by stage
in family life cycle and intensity of social interaction. The data indi-
cated a lesser degree of interaction among respondents in later stages of
family life cycle than among those in earliier stages. A greater propor-
tion of those in early and middle stages than of those in late stage
gcored in the high intensity category (45 and 38 percent vs. 30 percent
respectively), Proportionately more of those in late stage of family Life
cyele scord in the moderate category (68 percent wvs, 35 and 59 percents
of those in early and middle stages of family life cycle).

Table 52 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by stage
in family life cycle and intensity of social interaction for each type of

resident, The data showed an inverse association of substantial degree



107

Table 51. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by stage
in Family Lifé Cycle and Intensity of Social Interaction

Intensity of Family life cycle stages
interaction ' Early Middle Late Total
Low - _ 0.0% 2,37% 2.4% . 2,07
Moderate e 55.0 59.4 67.8 61.1
Righ. _ - 45,0 38,3 29.8 6.9
Total - 100.0%  100.0%  -100.0% 100.0%
: {(iz9) (569) (255) (953)

X2 = 11,97 P < .05 G = -0.19

only for urban oriented residents, but the level of significance under the
X% test varied from the .01 to the .05 level. The relationship between the
above mentioned variables was not found to be significant for rural-
oriented residents, though the value obtained for rural-oriented old resi-
dents was almost significant at the .05 level.

In the case of urban-oriented residents, the data indicated lesgser
degree of interaction among respondents in later stages of family life :
cycle than among thosze in earller stages. The distribution for urban-.
oriented new and old residents also indicated that fewer families in the
earlier than in the later stages of family life cycle had a moderate in-
sity of interaction, but more families in the earlier than in the later
- atages scored in the high'intensity category of Interactiom,

The relationshipg between various types of fringe resident and all
component items of the index of social interaction were found to be sig-
nificant at the .0l level under tﬁe X2 test. The data showing these rela-

tionships are presented in the following tables,
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Table 53 shows the percentage distribution of reapon&ents by
residence-orientation typology and frequency of visiting with friends.
The data suggested that the visiting frequency of urban-oriented new and
old residents was more alike than that of the rural-oriented new and old
reaidents. 1In the case of the former, the proportional differences be-
tween new and old residents in the three categories of visiting frequeﬁcy
'did not exceed 10 percent, but in the latter case the difference was up
to 24 percent; The majority of urban-oriented residents, both new and
old, visited their friends more often than once a week (63 percent and
533 percent respectively), while the majority of vural-oriented residents'
visited once a week or less often (53 percént and 58 percent respectivew

1y).

o - - -

Table 54 gives the percentage distribution of respondents by resi-
denée-orientation typology and frequency of visiting with relaiives. Al-
though the frequency of visiting with relatives did not vary to a great
extent from one type of resident to anothéf; old residents of rural and
urban orientation were more alike than thelr counterpart new residents.
0ld residents visited relatives more frequently than new residents. Two
other differences could be noticed. The majority of rural-oriented new
residents (54 percent) as compared to the highest proportion of 37 percent
among others visited relatives between two to four times a month, aud pro-
portionately 12 percent wmore of urbam-oriented new than the highest among
other types of résident vigited once a month or less often.

Table 53 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by

residence-arientation typology and number of families known in the

ot LR
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Table 53, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Frequency of Visiting with
Friends and Neighbors

Regidence-orientation typoelogy

Vigiting Rural-  Urban- Rural- Urban-

frequency new new old old Total

Once a month 8.5% 14.7% 33.0% 16.87 16.9%

or less

Two to four 44.1 22.8 25.2 30.4 26.5

times a month

More than once 47.4 62.5 51.8 52.8 56,6

& week

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100,07 100.0% 100.0%

(59) (518) (103) (273) (953)
x2 = 39.86  P.< .01

Table 54, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
dence~Orientation Typology and Frequency of Visiting with

Relatives
22 e ——————
Regidence-orientation typology
Vigiting Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-~
frequency new new old old Total
Once a month 20.3% 42.5% 31.1% 28.6% 35.9%
or less
Two to four 54,2 33.4 36.9 36.3 35.9
tines a month
More than once 25.5 24.1 32.0 35.1 28.2
a weelk
Total 100.0% 100,0% 100, 0% 100.0% 100.0%
(59) (518) (103) {273) (953)
X2 = 29.87 P < .01
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neighborhood., The data indicated that number of families known in the
neighborhood depended more upon length of residence than on community
orientation. More old residents of rural- and urban-orientation knew
nine or more f#milies in their neighborhood (53 and 56 percent respec-
tively) than did thair.counterpart new residents (22 and 35 percent re-
spectively). There was a greater percentage of new residents of rural-
and urban-orientation who knew up to four families in their neighborhood
than there was of old residents (about one third and one fifth respective-
ly in each case).

Table 55. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-

dence-Orientation Typclogy and Number of Families Known in
the Neighborhood :

Residence-orientation typology

Number of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
families known new new old old Total
None to four 32.2% 38.0% 18.4% 22.0% 30.9%
Five to eight 45.8 26.8 28.2 22.0 26.8
Nine or more 22.0 35.2 53.4 56,0 42.3
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(59) (518) (103) (273) (953)
X2 = 58,31 P< .0l

Tebles 56 to 58 show the percentage distribution of respondents by
residencc-nrientation typology and amount of contact with farmers, village
residenis and newcomers. The relationships were found to be statistically

gignificsut. The amount of contact with farmers differed substantially
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from the amount of contact with village residents and newcomers., The
data showed greater similarities between the latter two.

It can be seen from the distribution in Table 56 that the majority
of urban-oriented residents had little or no contact with farmers (86 and
71 percent of new and old residents) while only about one third of rural-
oriented new and old residents were found in this category. Similarly,
m&re rural-oriented than urban-oriented new and old residents had moderate
amount of contact or great deal of contact with farmers. It could, how-
ever, be seen that a-considerable proportion (26 percent) of urban-oricnted
old residents had moderate amomnt of contact with farmervs.

Table 537 showa the distribution with regard to amount of contact
with village residents. Some diffeyvences can be seen between new and
old residents but generally the disuribution does not offer a pattern., A
greater proportion of urban-oriented iew and rural-oriented old residents
than their counterparts had little or ro contact with village residents
(49 and 45 percent vs. 36 and 33 percent respectively). With the excep-
tion of urban-oriented new vesidents (27 parcent), between 38 to 44 per-
cent of other types of resident had moderate gmount of contact. Between
17 to 24 percent ecach of all types of residen: was found in the high
category.

Table 58 presents the percentage distriburion of amount of contact
with newcomers, 1t can be seen that with the exception of urban~oriented
new residents, all other types of resident had no o: iittle contact with
newcomers. Fewer old than new vesidents had medarate amount of contact

with other newcomers. Urban-oriented new residents had the highest pro-



113

Table 56. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Contact with Farmers

Residence-orientation typology

Amount of L Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
contact _ new new old old ' Total
None or little (low) 35,9% 86.1% 32.9% 71.3% 72.0%
Moderate ... .. . 53.8 11.8 42,7 25,9 22.5
Much (high) - . . _10.3 2.1 %.4 7 _2.8 5.5
.. Total e 100,04 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%2 - 100.0%
(39) (338) (82) (216) (675)

X% = 149.00 P < .0t

oy L

Table 57. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-

dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Contact with Vil-
lage Residents '

Regidence~-orientation typology

Amount of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
contact nevw new new new Total
None or little (low) 33.3% 48.8% 45.1% 36.1%7 - - 43.4%
Moderate - . ... 43.6 26.9 37.8 40.7 ' 33.6
Mach (high) 23.1 2.3 17.1 23.2 S _23.0
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
(39) (338) (82) (216) . (675)

x2 = 16,73 P < .05
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portion reporting great deal of contact with newcomers (28 percent vs.
not more than 6 percent amdng.éther types of resident).

In the following paraér#phs the relationship between socioeconomic
status, stage in family life cycle and various component items of the
index of social interaction are analyzed individually, first for the total
population and then for each type of resident. Both socioeconomic status
and stage in family life cycle showed statistically significant relation-
ships with each component item for the total population. However, the
relationships between socioceconomic status or stage in family life cycle‘
were found to be significant only for some component items not all and
only for some types of resident not all. Therefore, those data which
ghowed significant relationships or exhibited a pattern or trend are
discussed in.greater detail than others which did not,

 Table 58. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Contact with New-

cCOomers
Regidence-orientation typology
“Amount of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban~
contact new new old old Total
None or little (low) 59.0% 33.1% 72.0% 60.7% 48.2%
Moderate 41.0 39.4 28.0 33.3 36.1
. Much (high) ' 0.0 27.5 0.0 6.0 15.7
Total 100.0% 100.07% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

(39) (338) (82) {216) (675)

X2 = 98.53 P < .01



115

Tables 59 and 60 present the percentage distribution of frequency-
of vigiting with friends by socioeconomic status and stage in family life
cycle respectively, The déta showed statistically significant relation-
ships.in both cases., The Gamma values of association were low in both
cases but showed an inverse relationship in the case of stage in family
- life cycle,

The &ata in Table 59 suggested that the higher the status, the
greater would be the frequency of visiting with friends and neighboras,
The proportion of respondenta in the lowest wvisiting frequency category
decreased gradually from low to high status. In the highest visiting fre-
quency category, the proportion increased from low to high status, In
the category of visiting once a month or less, the percentage dfopped
from 26 percent to 13 percent from low to high status, In the category
of visiting more often than once a week, the percentage Iincreased from
Table 59, Pexrcentage Diatfibﬁtion of the Clareuce Respondents by Socio-

economic Status Score and Frequency of Visiting with Friends
and Neighborxs

Socioeconomic status scores

Visiting frequency Low Middle High Total
Once a month or less o 25.9% 17.7% 12.5% L 16.9%
Two to four times a month 23.7 29.7 23.6 o 26.5
More than once a week 50.4 52.6 63.9 56,6
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% . 100.0%
: (135) {(458) (360) ' {953)

X2 = 19.68 ? < .01 G =0.19
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50 percent to 64 percent from low to high status. It, however, may be
pointed out that the majority im all status classes visited their friends
and neighbors more often than once a week.

The data in Table 60 suggested an inverse trend: those in earlier
stages of vamily life cycle vigited friends and neighbors more often than
did those in later stages. The highest proportion of respondents visgit-
'ing friends and neighbors more often than once a week was exhibited by
those in an early stage of family life cycle (74 percent), followed by
those in the middle (57 percent) and late stages (47 percent).

Table 60. Percentage Distribution of Clarence Respondents by Stage in
Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Visiting with Friends and

Neighbors
Family life cycle stages

Visiting frequency Farly Middle Late Total
Once a month or less 4.7% 16.7% 23.5% 16.9%

Twe to four times a month 21.7 26.4 29.4 26.5

More than once a week 73.6 56.9 47.1 56,6
Total 100.07% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

T {129) (569) (255) (953)

x2 = 30,78 P < .01 G = -0,28

Taken separately by each type of resident, sociceconomic status and
frequency of visiting with friends and neighbors showed statistically sig-
_nificant relationships for rurai-oriented new and urban-oriented old resi-
dents. The G values of corvelation weve substantial for both rural-

oriented new and old residents (0,46 and 0.38 respectively) but the x2
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valve was not significant for the latter. Similarly, stage in family life
cycle and frequeﬁcy of viasits showed statistically significant relation-
sﬁips‘for urban-oriented new and rural-oriented old res@dents (with G values
of -0,36 and -0,10 respectively). A low inverse relationship was also
found for urban-oriented old residents (G = —0.15). Since these data did
not exhibit a patterm, the details are not'presented here.

‘Tables 61 and 62 show the frequency of visiting with relatives by
socioeconomic status and stage in family life cycle respectively, The
relationships between the variables were found to be statistically sig-
nificant in both cases, The GCamma values of agsociation, however, were
inverse and low or negligible (-0,22 and -0.11 respectively).

The data in Table 61 suggested that higher socioeconomic status
- families visited with relatives less frequently than d4id low sociceconomie
status families. The majority in all three sociceconomic classes visited
their relatives up to four times a month or less oftem, but in this cate-
gory the percentage of high socioeconomic class respoﬁdents was the high-
est (80 percent), followed by the middie and low socioeconomic classes
(67 percent each)., Conversely, only 20 percent of high socioeconomic
status families visited relativés more Often than once a week as compared
to about 32 percent of the other two classes,

An inverse relationship between stage in family life cycle and fre-
quency of visiting with relatives is apparent from Table 62. Famillies im
éarly stages of the life cycle visited with relatives more often than did
famiiies in later stage of life cycle. The proportion Qisiting relatives

more often than once a month wag highest among those in the early stage
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Table 61. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Frequency of Vigiting with Relatives

Socioeconomic status scoresg

Vigiting frequency Low Middle High Total

Once a month or less 33,3% 28.2% 46,7% 35.9%
Two to four times a momth 33.3 39.1 32.8 35.9
More than once a week 33.4 32.7 _20.5 . _28.2

Total . 160.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(135) (458) (360) | (953)

X2 = 34,10 P< .01 G = -0.22

Table 62. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Visiting with Relatives

Family life cycle stages

Vigiting frequency Early Middle Late Total

Once a month or less 14.7% 40,9% 35.3% 35.9%
Two to four times a month 42.7 34.8 34.9 35.9
More than once a week _42.6 _24.3 29.8 28.2

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.9% 100.0%
(129) (569) {235} (953)

%2 = 34.97 LA 1) | G = -0,11
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of the family life cyclé (85 percent), followed by those in the late (75
‘percent) and middle stages (59 percent). A substantially smaller pro-
portion of those in the early stage of family life cycle than of others
vigited relatives once a month or less often (15 percent vs. 41 percént
and 35 percent of those in the middle énd late stages respectively),

Table 63 shows the percentage.distribution for each type of re-
spondent by gocioeconomic status and frequemcy of visiting their relﬁ-
tives. The relationship between the two variables was found to be sta~
tisticall& significant for all types of resident. The Gammna values were
low and inverse for urban-oriented new and old residents and substantial
fo; rural-oriented new and 0ld residents (inverse in the case of new .
residents),

In the case of urban-oriented new residents in middie and high
socioeconomic classes, the visiting-frequencies were quite gimilar to
those found for the total pOpulatidn in these two classes.(reference
Table 61). However, the visiting frequency of the low status respondents
was different from the total population., A much larger proportion of
urban-~oriented residents with low socioeconomic status visited relatives
once a month or less (59 percent) and very few (5 percent) visited more
often than once a week as compared to 33 percent of total population in

the two frequencies of visiting.

In the case of urban-oriented old residents, those with low soclo- -

economic status visited relatives morve frequently than those with middle
and high status. The latter two classes were alike in thelr visiting

frequencies, About twe thirds of the low sociceconomic status visited
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relatives more frequently than once a month as cdmpared to 28 percent and
33 percent respectively of middle and high classes, About one third each
of middle and high classes vigited relatives only once a mpgth or less as
compared to 11 percent of low sociceconomic status,

Rural-oriented new and old residents showed opposite directions of
-association between the two variables. The proportion of new residents
in the highest categorf of visiting frequency decreased with status while
the broportion of old residents increased with status. Those vigiting
more often than once a week amounted to 60 percent, 36 percent and 4 per-
cent respectively for the low, middle and high classes among rural-
oriented new residents. The percentages in this category for old resi-
dents were 19 percent, 53 percent and 50 percent respectively for the
low, middle and high classes..

© Taken separately by each type of resident, the relationships be-
Eween stage in family life cycle and frequency of visiting with rela-
tives were found to be statistically significant for urban-oriented new
and rural-oriented old residents., WNo pattern in these relationships could
be discerned., The Gamma values were low, ranging from -.17 to ~.25 in all
cases, with the exception of rural-oriented old residents in which case
it was substantial (G = -.38). The details of these data are not pre-
- gented here,

Table 64 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by

- gocioeconcmic status and number of neighborhood families known. The re-

tationship between the two variables was found to be statistically sig-
nificant, but the correlation value of Gamma was inverse and negligible,

The data did not suggest any clear pattern.



Table 64. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-.
economic¢ Status Score and Number of Families Knowm in the

Neighborhood
Number jf : Sociceconomic status scores
families known Low Middle High Total
Kone to four } 37.1% 27.3% 33.3% ‘ 30,9%
Five to eight . . 20,7 262 29,7 25.8
Nine or more _42.2 46,5 _31.0 ' _42,3
Total | 100.07% 100.0% 100.0% -100.0%

(133) (458) (360) (953)

X2 = 11.68 P < ,05 G = -0.07

Table 65 presents the pexcentage distribution of respondents by
stage in family 1ifeI;§é1é-and number of neighborhood families known. The
data showed a statistically significant relationship, but gavé a zero G
value of correlation. The number of respondents who knew nine or more fam-
111es was far less among those in the early stage of family life cycle
than those in the later stages. Twenty-nine pércent of the respendents
in the early stage knew nine or more neighbors as compared to 46 percent
of those in the middle stage and 41 percent in the late stage. More fam-.
ilies in the early stage of the life cycle knew between five and eight
neighborhood families than those_in the later stages (36 percent, 27 pex~-
cent and 21 percent respectively for the three family life cycle stages).
The distribution did not offer a pattern in the category of those who
knew up to four neighbors., However, in this category the respondents in
the early and late stages were more alike as compared to those in the

 middle stage (36 and 38 percent vs. 26 percent respectively). oot
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Table 65, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Number of Families Known in the

Neighborhood
Number of Family life cycle stages
families knowm~ Early Middle Late Total
None to four 35.7% 26.5% 38.4% 30.9%
Five to eight 35.6 27.4 20.8 26.8
Nine or more ' 28.7 - _46.1 40.8 v, _42.3
Total 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(129) (569) (255) (953)
x2 = 24,11 P < .01 G = -0.0

Table 66 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
residence-orientation typology, socioeconomic status and number of neigh-
borhood families known. The data showed statistically significanﬁ re-
lationships between the two variables for alf_types of resident. The G
values of correlation were higher for rural-oriented new and old residents
than their urban-oriented counterparts. However, the higher G values for
the former two types of resident could have resulted from small number of
observations (5 or less) in one response category each of the resident
types. The data did indicate that old residents generally knew more fam-
ilies than new residents of either orientation, and that generally a
greater proportion of the middle class knew more families than the low or
high classes.

Table 67 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by resi-
dence-orientation typology, stage in family life cycle and number of

neighborhood families known. With the exception of rural-oriented old
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residents, the data showed significant relationships for all types of resi-
dent, The Gamma values were inverse for all except rural-oriented old resi
.dents, but were generally less than substantial.

The data indicated that old residents knew more families than new
families regardless bf éommunity orientation, and that families in the
middle stage of life cycle tend to know more families in the neighborhood
régardless of community orientation or length of residence in the com-
munity. It could also be seen that greaﬁer proportion of oldtime than new
middle stage families knew more neighborhood-families; -

Tables 68 to 70 show the percentage distribution of respogdents by
socloeconomic status and amount of contact with farmers, village residents
and newcomers respectively. The two variables showed statistically sig-
nificant relationships 1n each case. With the exception of contact with
village residents, the Gamma values of association were substantial,

In Table 68 the data showed a subgtantial inverse rélationship be-
tween socioeconomic status-and amount of contact with farmers (G = -0.39),
The majority (53 percent) of respondents with low socioeconomic status
were in the moderate or high categories, whereas the majority of middle
and high socloeconomic plasses.had little or no contact with farmers (72
percent and 81 percent reépectively).

The data in Table 69 gavela positive but negligible G value of as-
sociation. The majority (53 percent) of respondents with low sociloeco-
nomic status had little or no contact with village regidents. Yarge pro-
portions of respondents in middle socloeconomic class, however, had moder--l

ate amount or great deal of contact (36 and 42 percent respectively) with
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Table 68. Percentage Distribution of the GClarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Farmers

_— T T—

Amount of . Socioeconomic status scores

contact ' Low Middle High - Total

None or little (low) 46.7% 72.4% 80.5% 72.0

Moderate  UY 378 21,0 ¢ 19.1 22.5

Much (high) U 15,5 6.6 0.4 5.5
Total ' 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% © 100.0%

_ _ (90) (334) (251) - (278)

X% = 50.73 P < .0L G = -0.39

Table 69, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Village

Residents
Amount og-iu,_ . SocioeconomiéJ;tatus scores
contact : . Low Middle Bigh Total
None or little (low) 533 35.9% 49.8% A WY
Moderate o 333 41.6 23.1 o 33.6
Much (high) . 134 22.5 272.1 - . . _23.0
Total T . : 100.0% 100.0% 100,07 g - 100.0%

{90) (334) (251) - (675)

X2 = 28.85 P< .0l G

.02
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village residents. On the other hand, 50 percent of high socioceconomic
class had little or no contact with village residents. More of the mid-
dle and high than low socioeconomic classes tended to have great deal of
contact with villagelresidents. .

In Table 70 the data indicated a substantial degree of association
(G = 0.48) between socloeconomic status and amount of contact with new-
comers, The majority (78 percent) of respondents with low socioeconomic
astatus had little or no contact with newcomers. They were followed by
those in the middle and high classes (53 percent and 31 percent resPeé-
tively) in the aforementioned category. A substantially large proportion
(47 percent) of middle socioeconomic status and the majority (70 percent)
of high socioeconomic status residents had contacts of moderate or high
intensity level with newcomers. |

Tabhle 70. Percentage Digtribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socilo-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Newcomers

Amount of ' Socioceconomic status scores
contact ' Low Middle High _ Total
None or little {low) 77.8% 53.0% KY I A 48.1%
Moderate ' 22.2 34.1 43.8 36.1
Miuch (high) 0.0 12.9 25.1 15.7
Total - 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(90) (334) (251) (675)

x2 = 72.48 P< .01 G = 0.48
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Tables 71 to 73 show the percentage distribution by stage in family
life cycle and amount of contact with farmers, village residents and new-
comers regpectively., The two variables showed significant relationships
in all cases. The G value of association was substanpial only in the casge
of contact with newcomers (G = -0.41),

Table 71 shows the'percentagé distribution.by stage in family life
c&cle and amount of contact with farmers. The relationship between the
two variables was statistically significant but the G value of correlation
was low. It could be seen that although the majority in all stages of
family life cycle (varying from 68 to 80 percent) had little or no con-
tact with farmers, the proportion was larger in the early than the later
stages., In other words, more of those in the middle and late stages than
early stage had greater contact with farmers. |

In Table 72 the data showed an inverse but low association between
stage in family life cycle and amount of contact with village residents

Table 71. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Contact with TFarmers

— Tt Pt —

Amount of Family life cycle stages
contact Early Middle Late Total
None or little (low) ' 80.0% 71.6% 67.8% 72.0%
Moderate - 15.4 24,4 22.8 22.5
Total ' 100,07 100, 0% 100.0% < 100,0%
(110) (394) (171) (675)

x2 = 10.75 P < .05 G = 0.17
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The relationship between socioecconomic status and amount of con-
tact with newcomers was not significant except for urban-oriented new
regidents. The Gamma values were low for old residents of rural- and
urban-orientation (G = 0.20 and 0.28 respectively) and substantial for
new residents of rural- and urban-orientation (G = 0.50 and 0.42 respec-
tively). The details of these data are not presented here,

Taken separately by residence-orientation typology, the relation-
ship between stage in family life cycle and amount of contact with farm-
ers was found to be statistically significant only for urbaun-oriented
new residents. Although the Gamma values of association were high or
substantial for rural-oriented new and old residents, they were in op-
posite direction to each other (-0.78 and 0,42 respectively). These
values were negligible for urban-oriented new and old residents (-0.03
and -0,14 respecfively). The data indicated that of rural-oriented new
residentg, those in early staga of family life cycle had more contact
with farmers than those in the later stages while the converse was true
of rural-oriented old residents. The detalls of these data are not pre-.
sented here,

The relationghips between sociceconomic status and amount of con~
tact with village residents were found to be statistically significant
for all types of resident. Similarly significant relationships were found
Between stage in family life cycle and amounts of contact with village
residents and newcomers. These relationships are examined in the follow-w

ing paragraphs.
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Table 74 présents the percentage distribution by residence-orienta-~
tion typology, sociceconomic status and amount of contact with village
residents, The relationship between the two variables was significant
for all types of resident but the G values of correlapion were low or
negligible for three of the four resident types. They showed an inverse
relationship for urban-oqiented new and old residents.

The the case of rural-oriented new residents, the majbrity (60 per-
cent) of the low sociceconomic clags had little or ﬁo contact with vil-
lage residents, but the majorities of the other two classes had moderate
amount or great deal of contact (85 percent and 62 percent respectively)
with them,

In the cage of rural-oriented old residents the pattern was simi~
lar to that of rural-oriented new residents: the majority in the low
socioceconomic class had little or no contact with village residents but
the majorities in the other two classes had contacts of modexate or high
intensity with them,

Table 75 presents the percentage distribution by residence-orienta-
tion typology, stage in famlily life cycle and amount of contact with vil-
lage residents. Significant relationships were found between the two
variables for old residents, both rural- and urban-oriented, but in the
cage of new residents the relationship was significant for wrban-oriented
respondents only, The Gammna values of association were inverse for all
types of resident, with the exception of rural-oriented new residents,

but the values were generally low or negligible.
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Table 76 gives the percentage distribution of residence-ovientation
typology, stage in family life cycle and aﬁount of contact with newcomers.
The relationship was found to be significant for vrban-oriented new and
old residents., The G values of associatlon did not render a meaningful
pattern, though they were inverse in nature for three of the four types
of resident and substantial for two.

The data indicated that generally ldrge proportions of oldtime
residents in the middle an& late stages of the family life cycle, regard-
less of community oriemtation, had little or not contact with newcomers,
This held true for the new residenté of the middle and late stages but to

a lesger extent than oldtime residents,

Suﬁmary of Findings on Social Interaction

The level of social interaction was examined by residence-orlenta-
tion typology, sociceconomic status and stage in the family life cycle for
the total score and for each item of the index of social interaction. On
the basis of overall scores, more oldtime residents interacted at high
level chan did new vesidents vegardless of their community orientation.
The overall scores were only slightly affected by differences in sacioeco-
nomic status and stage in the family life cycle,

It was found that oldtime residents knew more families in the neigh-
borhoed and visited relatives more often than did new vesidents, new resi-
dents had greater contact with other newcomers and village regidents than
had oldtime residents, rural-oriented residents had greater contact with
farmers than had urban-oriented residents, and urﬁan—oriented residents

visited friends and neighbors more often than did rural-oriented residents.
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Table 68. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Farmers

Amount of . Socioeconomic status scores
contact Low Middle High Total
Nene or little (low) 46.7% 72.4% 80.5% : 72.0
Moderate S 37.8 21.0 19.1 i 22.5
Mach (high) N T 6.6 0.4 | 5.5
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% ©100.0%
(90) (334) {251) - (278)
X2 = 50.73 P < .01 G = -0.39

Table 69, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respendents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Village

Residents
Amount of _;__ Sociceconomic status ;zores
contact : . Low Middle High Total
None or little {(low) .53.31 35.9% 49.8% 43.4%
Moderate 33.3 41.6 23.1 - 33.6
Much (high) ' _13.4 _22.3 27.1 : _23.0

Total ' : 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
: (90) (334) (251) (675)

I

x2 = 28.85 P < .01 G = .02
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village residents. On the other hand, 50 percent of high socioceconomic
class had little or no contact with village residents, WMore of the mid-
dle and high than low socioeconomic classes tended to have great deal of
contact with village.residents. |

In Table 70 the data indicated a substantial degree of association
{C = 0.48) between sociceconomic status and amount of contact with new-
comers. The majority (78 percent) of respondents with low socioceconomic
status had little or no contact with newcomers, They were followed by
those in the middle and high classes (53 percent and 31 perxcent resped-
tively) in the aforementioned category. A substantially large proportion
(47 percent) of middle socioeconomic status and the majority (70 percent)
of high socioeconomic status residents had contacts of moderate or high
intensity level with newcomers,

Table 70. Percentage Digtribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Newcomers

Amount of ' Sociceconomic status scores
contact Low Middle High _ Total
None or little (low) 77.8% 53.0% 31.1% 48.1%
Moderate - 22.2 34.1 43.8 | 36.1
Much (high) 0.0 12.9 25.1 15.7
Total - 100.90% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(90) {334) (251) {(675)

x2 = 72.48 P < .01 G = 0.48
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Tables 71 to 73 show the percentage distribution by stage in family
life cycle and amount of contact with farmers, village residents and new-
comers respectively. The two variables showed sigrpificant relationships
in all cases. The § value of association was gubstantial only in the case
of contact with newcomers (G = -0.41).

Table 71 shows the percentage distribution by stage in family life
c&cle and amount of contact with farmers, The relationghip between the
two variables was statistically significant but the G value of correlation
was Idw. It could be seen that although the majority in all stages of
family life cycle {varying from 68 to 80 percent} had little or no con-
tact with farmers, the proportion was larger in the early than the later
stages, In other words, more of those in the middle and late stages than
early stage had greater contact with farwmers, |

In Table 72 the data showed an inverse but low association between
stage in family life cycle and amount of contact with village residents

Table 71. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Contact with Farmers

Amount of Family life cycle stages
contack Early Middle Late Total
' Nome or little (low) | 80.0% 71.6% 67.8% 72.0%
Moderate 15.4 - 24,4 22.8 22.5
Much (high) : 4.6 4.0 9.4 : 5.5
Total 100.0% 100,07 100.0% : 100.0%
{110) {394 (171) (675)

xZ = 10.75 P < ,05 G = 0.17
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(G = -0.13), Almost one half of the respondents in_}ate stage had litt;g
or no contact with village residents a; compared to 40 percent and 46 per-
cent respectively of thoge in the middle and early stages of life eycle.
Abont one third of the respondents in each stage of the family life cycle
had moderate amount of contact with village residents. The percentagea

in this caéegory varied between 3] percent and 39 percent showing an in-
crease towards the later stages. The respondents in the late stage were
less than the others (11 percent vs. 24 and 28 percent) in the high caz
gory of contact,

The distribution in Table 73 showed a substantial inverse associ- ~
ation (G = -0.41) between stage in family life cycle and amount of contact
with newcomers., The respondents in late stage of the family life cycle
differed substantially from all others. Those in the early and middle
stages were more alike in the amount of contact they had with newcomers.
The majority of those in late stage (74 percent) had little or no contact
witﬁ newcomers, but the majority of those in the early and middle stages
of the family life cycle had contacts of moderate or high intenaity (59
percent and 61 percent respectively). '

The rélatianship between socioeconomic status and amount of con-
tact with farmers was not found significant for any of the four types

of resident. The Gamma values of association were inverse and were aither

low or negligible 1in all cases except rural-oriented new residents (G =

+h

-:-.‘.“if‘

-0.31). These values ranged from -.05 to -.27. The details of

are not presented here,
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Table 72. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Contact with Village Resi-

dents
Amount of Famlily life cycle stapes

contact Early Middle Late Total
None or little (low) 45.5% 39.9% 50.32  43.4%
Moderate 30.9 32.2 8.6 33.6
Mach (high) 23.6 27.9 11.1 23.0
Total ' _ 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0%
(110) (394) (171) (673)

xZ = 19.54 P < .01 ¢ = -0.13

Table 73. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondenis by Stage.
in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Contact with Newcomers

Amount of Family life eyele stages
contact : Early Middle Late Total
None or little (low) 40.9% 39.1% 73.7% 48,2%
Moderate 40.0 39.3 26.3 36.1
Much (high) 19,1 21.6 0.0 15.7
Total ~ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
: (110) (394) (171) (675)

x2 = 73.51 P < .01 ¢ = -0.41
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' The relationship between sociceconomic status and amount o*f cn
tact with newcomers was not significant except for urban-oriented
residents., The Gamma values were low for old residents of rural- am
urban-orientation (G = 0.20 and 0.28 respectively) and substantial for
new residents of rural- and urban-orientation (¢ = 0.50 and 0.42 respe
tively). The details of these data are not presented here,

Taken separately by residence-orientation typology, tﬁe relatio
ship between stage in family life cycle and amount 6f cbntact with farn
ers was found to be statistically significant only for urban-oriented
new residents. Although the Gamma values of association were high or
substantial for rural-oriented new and old residents, they were in op-

posite direction to each other (-0.78 and 0,42 respectively). These

values were negligible for urban-oriented new and old residents (-0.03
and -0.14 respecgivgly). The data indicated that of rural-oriented ne
regidents, those in early stage of family life cycle had more contact
with farmers than those in the later stages while the converse was tru
of rural-oriented old residents. The details of these data are not pr
sented here.

The relationships between sociceconomic gtatus and amount of con
tact with village residents were found to be statistically siganificant
for all types of resident. Similarly significant relationships were f&
Setween stage in family life cycle and amounts of contact with village
residents and newcomers. These relationships are examined in the follo

ing paragraphs.
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Table 74 presents the percentage distribution by residence-orienta-
tion typology, socioeconomic status and amount of centact with village
residents. The relationship between the two variables was significant
for all types of resident but the G values of correlagion were low or
negligible for three of the four resident typeé. They showed an inverse
relationship for urban-oriented new and old residents,

The the case of rural-oriented new residents, the majbrity (60 per-
cent) of the low socioeconomic class had little or ﬁo contact with vil-
lage residenteg, but the majorities of the other two classes had moderate
amount or great deal of contact (85 percent and 62 percent respectively)
with them.,

In the case of rural-oriented old residents the pattern was simi-
lar to that of rural-oriented new residents: the majority in the low
socioeconomic class had little or no contact with village residents bqt
the majorities in the other two classes had contacts of moderate or high
intensity with them.

Table 75 presents the percentage distribution by residence-orienta-
tion typology, stage in family life cycle and amount of contact with vil-
lage residenta. Significant relationships were found between the two
variables for old residents, both rural- and urban-oriented, but in the
case of new residents the relationship was significant for urban-oriented
respondents only. The Gamma values of association were inverse for all
types of resident, with the exception of rural-oriented new residents,

but the values were generally low or negligible.
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"1t was found that the middle and high status residents visited
friends and neighbors more often and had greater contact with village resi-
dénts and newcomers than those with the low sﬁatua had, the low status
residente had greater contact with farmers than the middle and high status
residents had, and both the low and the middle status residents visited
relatives more often than did those witﬁ the high status. Respondents in
the early stage visited friends, neighbors and relatives more often than
ﬁhose with the middle and late stages, those in the early and middle stages
had greater contact with villagers and newcomers than those in the late.
stage, and those in the middle and late stages knew more families and had

greater comtact with farmers tham those in the early stage.’

Institutional Participation

The iﬁdex to measure intensity of lnstitutional participation and
the component items of the index were discussed in the chapter on Parma.
That digcussion also included description of what would typify a respond-
ent with low, moderate or high intensity of institutional participation.

Table 77 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by vesi-
dence-orientation typology and intensity of institutional participatiom,
ihe relationship between the two variables was found to be statistically
significant.

More new residents, both rural- and urban-oriented, participated
at high intensity level as compared to oldtime residents. Rurxal-orient
new residents led all others, with 46 percent Being in high intensity

level, followed by urban-oriented new residents (32 percent), urban-
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oriented old residents (29 percent) and rural-oriented old residenis (21
percent}. The majority of each resident type, varying between 51 percent
and 66 percent, participated at modérate level, There were more old regi-
dents in the low participation level compared to neﬁ residents (13 per-
cent vs, 5 pefcent respectively).

Table 77, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Intemsity of Institutional

Participation
—— T re——rre
Residence-orientation typology
Intensity of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban~
participation new new old old Total
Low 3.4% 4.8% 12.6% 13.2% 8.0%
Moderate ' 50.8 62,8 66.0 58.0 6l.1
High 45.8 32,4 21.4 28,6 30.9
Total 100, 0% 160.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(59 (518) (103) (273 (953)
X? = 30,21 P < .01

The relationships were also examined separately for community orien~
tation and length of residence and intensity of institutional participation.
Relztionship between community orientation and intensity of participation
wags not found to be statistically significant aud G value of association
was almost zero. Length of residence and intensity of participation showed
significant relationship (X2 = 29,62, df = 6) and gave an inverse but neg-
ligible degree of correlation (G = -0.12). The details of these data are

not presented here.
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Sociceconomic status and stage in family life cyele also shoﬁed
statistically.significant relationships with intensity of institutional
participation, The Cammaz values of correlation were substantial for the
variables of sociceconomic status and intensity of participation but were
inverse and low for stage in family life cycle and intensity of partici-
pation,

Table 78 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
socioeconomic status and intensity of institutional participation. The
data indicated a greater participation at high intensity level among
regpondents with high socioceconomic status, but at moderate or low levels
among rvespondents with low and middie status, Forty-six percent of re-
spondents with high sociﬁecanomic status participated at high intensity
level as compared to the 24 percent and 13 percent respectively.of re-
spondents with middle_and low status. Participation at moderate and low

Table 78. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Intensity of Institutional Pariici-

pation
Intensity oqu Sociceconomic status scores )
participation Low Middle High Total
Low 14.1% 9.0% b4 8.0%
Moderate 1.1 66.8 50.0 61.1
High _14.8 25,2 _43.6 30,9
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

(135} (458} (360) (953)

X2 = 67.23 P < .01 G = 0.42
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intensity levels was highest among the low status (71 percent and 14 per-
ceﬁt respectively) and least among respondents with high socioecononmic
statug (50 percent and 4 percent respectively). However, the majority of
each class participated at moderate intensity level, though the proportion
was larger in the low and middle classes than the high status class.

Table 79 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
stage in family life cycle and intensity of institutional participation.
The distribution does not present a clear pattern when the three intensity
levels are considered individually, but a clear inverse relationghip is ob-
tained if moderate and high intensity levels were combined. Ninety-nine
percent of the respondents in early stage were found participating at
moderate or high levels, followed by those in the middle (94 percent) and
iate stages (85 percent). Conversely, mere vespondents in late stage were
in the low participatfon level than those in early or middle stages of

Table 79. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Intensity of Institutional Parti-

eipation
;;;ensity of : Family life cycle Stages
participation Barly Middle Late Total
Low _ : 0.8% 6.3% 15.3% 8.0%
Moderate ._ 91.5 52.4 63.1 61.0
High I_ 7.7 _41.3 19.6 31.0

Total 160.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
: _ (129) (569) {255) (953)

x? = 107.42 P<.0l G =-0.13
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fémily life cycle. The respondente in middle stage had the highest per-
_centage (41 percent) in high intensity category aé compared to 20 perceant
and 8 percent respectively of those in the late and early stages.

Table 80 givgs'the percentage distribution by residence-orientation
typology, soclceconomic status and intensity of institutional participa-
tioen. The relationship between the two variables was found to bé signifi-
cant for all types of resident. The Gamma values of association were sub-
atantial for all types of resident,

It can be seen that, generally, families with low socioeconomic
status were more In lov and moderate intensity levels and less in high
intensity level of participation than those with middle and high socio-
economic status. _hlso, more families with high sociceconomic status par-
ticipated at high intensity level than families with middle and low socio-
economic status, |

Table 81 prasents the percentage distribution by residence-orien-
tation typology, stage in family life cycle and intensfty of institution-
al participation. The relationship between the two variables was found
to be significant for %11 types of resident exéept rural-oriented old
residents., The G valﬁes of association were substantial for éwo of the
four resident types but did not render a pattern, The direction of cor-
relation was inverse for old residents of both rural- and urban-orienta-
tion but the degree was low for rural-oriented old residents.

In the case of rural-oriented new residents, the majority (92 per-
cent) of those in early stage fell in the moderate intensgity, but the

- majority (59 percent) of those in middle stages fell in the high intensity
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category. The majority of urban-oriented new residents, regardless of
stage in the family life cycle, fell in the moderaté intensity level,
with the percentages varying beltweenm 52 percent and %0 percent. Those in
the middle stage participated at high intensity more than others (47 per~
cent va. the next highest of 22 percent}. |

The data indicated greater participation at high.intensity by new
than old residents regardless of community orientation., Of the vew resi-
dents, more of those in middle stage of family life cycle participated at
high intensity than others.

Among rural-oriented old residents, about two thirds each of those
in the middle and late stages participated at moderate ievel. The high
intensity of participation was greater among those in middle stage (27
percent) than those in late stage (19 percent). Among urban-oriented
old residents, the trend of participation at moderate level was similar
" to that of rural-orviented old residents. However, more of those in mid-
dle stage {39 percent) participated at high intensity and more of those in
lake stage p#rticipéted at low intensity (22 percent) than their rural
oriented counterparts.

Only two of the five component items of the inde; of institutional
participation shewed a significant relationship with various types of re-
spondent., These items were, frequency of church attendance, and amount
of intereet in local affairs. The data regarding these two variables is
given in the following two tables,

Table 82 presents the percentage distribution by residence-orien-

tation typology and frequency of church attendance, The majority of all
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.resident types attended church every week (rural-oriented new residents
were more than others in this categofy). Attending church only on im-
portant days was more common among old than new residents, regardless of
their community orientation,

Table 82, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
dence-~Orientation Typology and Frequency of Church Attendance

. —_.
e —

Regidence-orientation typology

Attendance Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-

frequency new new old old Total

Only on important 6.8% 11.4% 14.6% 20,1% 13.9%

days

Once or twice 16.9 16.4 10,7 11.0 14,3

a month

Once a week 76.3 72.2 4.7 68,9 71.8
Total 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.,0% 100.0%

(59) (518) (103) (273) . (953)

X2 = 17,72 P< .01

Table 83 presents the percentage distribution by residence-orienta-
tion typology and amount of interest in local affairs., The two variables
were found to be significantly related. The data showed that the majority
of rural-oriented old residents showed ouly a slight interest in local
affairs but the majority of all other types of res?dent were either in-
tervested or very interested in local affairs. More new residents, both
rural apd urban-oriented; said that they were very interested in local af-
fairs than did the oldtime residents (13 and 19 percent vs., 8 and 9 per-

cent regpectively).
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Table 83. Fercentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Resi-
: dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Interest in Local

Affairs - .
Residence-orientation typology

Amount of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban~
interast new new old old Total
Slightly interested 30.8% 30.8% 59.8% 33.8% 35,3%
Interested ' 56.4 50,3 31.7 57.4 : 50.7
Very interested 12.8 18.9 8.5 8.8 14.0

Total 160.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,07 100.07%

(39} (338) {(82) (216) (675)

%2 = 36,04 P< .01

The total score of institutional participation and all component
items of the index, except one, showed significann relationships with
gocjoeconomic sfatus. The exceptien was in the case of frequency of
church attendance, 7The relationships between stage in family life cycle,
total participation score énd all component items of the index were also
found to be statistically significant, The Gamma values of association
were generally posifive and substantial for sociceconomic status and total
score as well ag all component items of the index, Gamma values were
generally inverse but negligible with respect to stage in family Iife
cycle, the total score and all, except one, component items of the index,

The following paragraphs examine the relationships between socio-
economic status and each component item of the index for the total popu-
lation in the first instance and then for each type of resident. These

are followed by the data regarding the relationships between stage in
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family life cycle and'each item éf the index in the same fashion as ex-
plained above for sociceconomic statuas.

Table 84 gives the percentage disﬁribution of respondents bf sociow
economic status and number of voluntary associations to which they be-
Ilonged. The two variables were significantly related and gave substan~
tial positive Gamma value of association. The data showed that the ma-
Jority of the résﬁondents with low status (85 percent) did not belong to
any association, while a majority in each of the middle and high classes
belonged to one or more associations (59 percent and 73 percent respec-
tively)} The respondents with high socioeconomic status wers almost
equally divided between those belonging to omne or two associations (34
ﬁercent) and those belonging to three or mofe associlations (39 %ercent).
However, most of the respondents with middie sociceconomic status belonged
to one or ftwo asscciations (44 percent) or none at all (41 pexcent).

Table 85 preseats the distribution by residence-orientation
typology, socloeconomic status and number of associations to which
Table 84, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-

economic Status Score and Number of Organizations to Which
They Belonged

e —

Socioeconomic status scores

Number of organizations Low Middle ligh -. Total

None : - 65.2% 41.3% 26,7% 39.1%
OCne or two : | : 0.7 43.4 34.2 36.7
Three or mova : i4.1 15.3 39.1 | _24.1

Total 100.0%  100.0%  100,0% . 100.0%
(135) {458) {360) (953)

x2 = 108,14  P<.0L G = 0,42
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respondent belonged, With the exception of rural-oriented new residents,
.the relationship between the two variables was found to be statistically

signifiéant for all types of resident, The Gamma correlations were sub-

stantial in all cases.

The data indicated rhat regardless of the type of respondant, the
majority of those in low scciceconomic ¢lass belonged to no organization.
‘Middle status respondents of urban-crientation tended either te fall in
the cabegory of none or one to twe orgasizations, but more of rural-
oriented middle class respondents temded to fall in the latter category.
High status respoadents, regavdless of resident typolegy, tended to f£all
in the category of one or twe, or three or more organizaticms.

Table 86 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
stage in family life cycle aﬁd number of organizations to which they be-
longed, The relationship between the two variables was found to be sta-
tistically significant, and the Gamma coefficient of correlation was in-
ferse but neg}igible. The data indicated that the majority of those in
the early and late stages was not member of any assoclaticen (55 percent
and 53 percent vespectively). However, a substantial proportion of those
.in early stage belonged to cne or Lo organizations (41 percent), while
of those in late stage only about 28 percent fell in this category. Those
in the middle stage were the most active as 4G percent belonged to one or
nore organizétions and 31 percent to three or more organizations which
was the highest percentage of all others.

Tahle 87 presepts the percentage distribution by residence-orienta-

tion typology, in family life cycle and number of organizations to which
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. Table 86, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle end Number of Organizations to Which They
Belonged : .
o
_ Family life cycle stages
Number of organizations Early Middle Late Total
None 55,0% 29.2% 53.4% 39.2%
One or two 41,1 39,7 27.8 3.7
Three or more i 3.9 31.1 18.8 . 24.1
Total 100.0% 106.0% 100.0%2 - 100.0%
{129) (569) {255} (953)
X? = 79.81 P < .01 G = -0,04

they belonged. The Gamma coefficients of correlation were generally low

but were positive in the case of new residents and inverse in the case of

low residents. With the exception of rural-oriented old residents, the

relationghip between the twe variables was found to be statistically sig-

nificant for all types of resident.

The

membership pattern obtained for cach type of resident was not

very different from the one obtained for the total population. With the

exception of urban-oriented new residentsz, the pumber of cbservations in

early stage of family life cycle was too small to render a meaningful com-

parison among various types of resident. However, it could be seen that,

regardless

of the type of resident, more middle stage than late stage

respondents tended te fall in the categories of 1 to 2 and 3 or more .-

crganizations. Generally, similar proportions of the middle or late

stage respondents of all types belonged te one or two, or 3 or more or-

ganizations respectively.
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Table 88 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
socioeconomic status and number of offices held in the voluntary organi-
zations to which they belonged, The relationship between the two vari-
ables was significant and gave a positive substantial Gamma correlatiom.
The data indicated that for all classes, those who hold offices tend to
hold office in one rather than two or more organizations. High status
respondents were more likely than low or middle status respondents to
hold office in one or more organizations. Comparing low and middle
status respondents, about the same proportion held office in one organi-
zation, but proportionately slightly more middle than lower status re-
spondents held office in two or more organizations.

It may be pointed out that the "none" category includes those who
were not members of any organization. The proportions of nonmembers by
socioeconomic status and stage in family life cycle are shown in previous
Tables 84 and 86, respectively.

Table 88. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-

economic Status Score and Number of Organizations in Which
Cffice Was Held

Socioeconomic status scores

Number of organizations Low Middle High Total
None#* 87.4% 82.5% 72.0% 79.2%
One 11.1 10.7 14.7 12.3
Two or more 1.5 6.8 13.3 8.5
Total 100,0% 100.0% 100.07% 100.0%
(135) (458) (360) (953)
X% = 26,35 P< .0l G = 0.31

*Includes nonmembers (see Table 84 for nonmember proportions).
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Teble 89 presents the percentage distribution by residence;orienta-
tion typology, sociceconomic status and number of organizations in whicﬁ '
office was held, The relationship between the two variables was not found -
to be significant for rural-oriented new and old residents, but it was sig-
nificant for urban-oriented new and old residents. The Gamma values of
correlation were found to be substantial for all types of resident, with
the exception of rural-oriented old residents.

Regardless of resident typology, low status respondents were most
l1ikely to be nonoffice holders. Oldtime residents of middle status weré
more likely than new residents of middle status to hold office in one or
more organizations, (Proportionately wrban-oriented new and old resi-
dents were more than their rural-oriented counterparts in these cate-
gories,) More new than old residents tended to hold cffice in one organ-
ization, but move urhan-oriented old vesidents then other types of resi-
dent held office in two or more organizations. |

Table 90 shqws the percentage distribution of respondents by etage
in family life cycle and number of organilzations in vhich they held an
office. The data indicated that it was mostly the respondents in middle
stage (26 percent) who held office in one or more organizations, fol-
lowed by those in the late and early stages of family 1ife cycle (17 per-
cent and & percent respectively),

The relationship between the two variables was found to be signifi-
cant, but the Gamma value of zssociation was negligible (G = 0.04).

Table 91 gives the percentage distribution of respondents by

socioceconomic status and frequency of attendance at meetings. The re-
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Table 90. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Regpondents by Stage

in Family Life Cycle and Nuwber of Organizations in Which
Qffice Was Held

: Family life cyele stages
Number of organizations Early Middle Late Total
None* 93.8%  7h.2%  83.1% 9.
One - 3.1 14.2 12.6 12.3
Two Oor more 3.1 11.6 bl 18,5
Total 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
: {129) {569) {255} : (953) |

X2 = 32,54 P < .0L G = 0.04
*Includes nonmembers (see Table 856 for nonmember proportions).

Table 91. Percentage Distributlon of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Frequency of Attendance at Meetings

= e s e ]

Sociceconomic status scores

Attendance frequency "~ Low Middle High Total
Ianmembera ‘ : : 64.5% 41.3% 26.7% . 39.0%
Up to 3 times a month 24.4 44,3 51L.1 44.1
Once a week or more often _11.%1 144 22,2 _156.9
Total - 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(135) (458) (360) (953)

xZ = 63.27 P < .0L ¢ = 0.3
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lationship hetween the two variaﬁles wa$ found to be significant, and the

Gamma coefficient of correlation was substantial (0.34). The data indi-
cated that respondents with low status attended meetings less frequently
than réspondents with middle and high status, The frequency of attend-
ance of up to threes times a month was 24 percent, &4 percent and 51 per~
cent respectively for low, middle and high status respondents. Similar-
1&, attendance fraquancy of once a week or more often was greater in high
than low and middle status respondents (22 percent, 1l percent and 14 per-
cent respectively). |

Table 92 gives the percentage distribution by sociceconomic status
and attendance frequency at meetings for each resident type. With the
exception of rural-oriented new reslidents, the relationship between the
two variables was found to be significant for all types of resident.

The Gamm values of association were generally substantial, except for
the rural-oriented new regidents.

Tt could be seen that rural- and urban-oriented 0ld residents
generally attended meetings more frequently than their counterpart new
regidents. This held true for almost all socioeconomic classes, More
high status respondents attended meetings with greater frequency than
middle or low status resﬁondents regardless of resident typology (with
the exception of rural-oriented new residents of middle status who were
slightly more than high status regpondents in the highest attendance fre-
quency category). .

Table 93 presents the percentage distribution of resp;ﬁdents by

stage in family life cycie and frequency of attendance at meetings, The
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Gamma value of assﬁciatien was inverse but low {-0.07), and the X% test
indicated a significant relationship.

The distribution indicated that respondents in middle stage of
family life cycle attended meetings wore frequently than others. The
majority of those in middle gtage (51 percent} attended meetings up to
three times a month as compared to 35 percent and 33 percent of those in
the earlﬁ and late stages respectively., Among those who attended meet-
ings once a week or more aften, the respondents of middle stage had the
largest propertion (20 percent), followed by those in the late and early
stages (15 percent and 10 percent respectively).

Table %4 gives the percentage'distribution by residence-orienta-
tion typology, stage in family life cycle and frequency of attendance
at meetings. The relationship between the two variables was found to

Table 93. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondeants by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Attendance at Meetings

— — —

: . Family life cycle stapes
Attendance frequency Barly Middle Late Total

Nonmembers 55.0%I . 29.7% 52.9% 39.0%
Up to 3 times a month 34,9 51.3 32,8 44,1
Once a week or more often 10,1 19.5 1%4.5 _16.%
Total _ 100.0% 100.,0% 160.0% 1.00.0%
T (129) (569) (255) (953)

x2 = 58,91 P < .0k G = -0.07
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be statistically significant for all types of resident, The Gamma coef-
ficient of correlation was positive and high for rural-oriented new resi-
dents but was inverse and low for all other-types of resident.

With the exception of urban-oriented new residents, the number of
observations in early stage of family life cycle was too small to render
a meaningful comparison among various types of resident, It could be
seen, however, that middle class respondents, regardless of resident
typology, were more likely to attend meetings up to three times a month,
only that rural-oriented residentg were propertionately more than urbane
oriented residents in this category., Almost similar proportions of all
types of resident In late stage of family life cycle attended meetings
anace.a week or more often. ‘

Table 95 gives the percentage distribuﬁion of respondents by
residence-orientation typology, scciceconomic status and frequency of
church attendance, With the exception of rural-oriented old residentas,
the relationship betwéen the two variables was founﬂ to be statistically |
significant. The Gamma coefficients of correlation, ﬁowever, did net
givé a consistent pattern., The ¢ value was inverse but substantial for
urban-oriented new residents and positive but low for their oldtime
counterparts. On the other hand, the value was positive and substantial
for rural-oriented new residents, but inverse and low for their counter-
part oldtime residents.

The data indicated that although an ovarwheiming-majority of each

'type of resident in all classes attended church once a week, generally

more new than oldtime regidents of elther orientation were found in this
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category., Rural«orianteﬁ new residents of high status had a congider-
ably larger proportion than their urban-oriented counterparts attending
church once a week. Urban-oriented new and o0ld residents of high status
presented some interesting contrasts. Attending church once a week was
considerably less common among the former (64 percent) than the latter
(81 percent), and the remsinder of the former were move likely to attend
once or twice a month while of the latter they were more likely to at-
tend church only on important davs. It could alsc be seen that more
urban~ than rural-oriented residents tended to aitend chuxch only on im-
portant déys.

The data in this table have indicated a statistically significent

relationship between scciceconomic status and frequency of church attend
ance for all types of resident, exceplt rural-oriented old residenta.
However, the substantial Gamma coefficients for new residents and low
coefficients for oldtime residents suggest that length of residence than
community orientation influenced the attendance frequency. Even among
new residents, the attendance frequency incréased with socioeconomic
class but decreased among rural- and urban-oriented types of resident
respectively,

It may be pointed out that socioeconomic status and frequency of
church attendance were not found to be significantly related, The le
value was not significant even at the .05 level and the Gamna coefficient
of correlation was negligible (G = -0.07}, The details of these data are

not reported here.
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Table 96 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
stage iﬁ family life cycle and frequency of church attendance, The two
variables showed a statistically significant relationshib but the Gamma
value was negligible, The data did not indicate a greaﬁ-éifference in
the pattern of church attendance on the basis of differences in family
life cycle. The majority im each case (between 67 percent and 75 per-

: cené) attended church once a week, Those in middle stage of family life
cycle exceeded others iIn this bategory. The respondents in late stage
exceeded others in attending church only on important days.

Table 97 presents the percentage distribution by residence-orienta-
tion typology,”;iﬁgé in family life cycle and frequency of chufch attend-
ance, With the exception of rural-ogieuted new residents, the relation-
ship was found to be-statistically significant for all types of résident_f
However, the Gamma coefficients of correlation were generally négligiblé,
except for rural-oriented new residents in which case the degree ﬁas
subgtantial. These Gamma values_were inverse for all types of ‘resident,

except for urban-oriented vew residents.

Table 96, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Church Attendance

e _—
—— e

Family life cycle stages

Attendance frequency Early Middle Late Total
Only on important days o S 13,2% 11.4% 20,0% - 13.9%
Once or twice a month 19.4 13.9 12.6 ’ 14.3
Ouce a week _87.4 4.7 _b67.4 - _11.8
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

(129) {569) ¢255) (953)
X2 = 13.97 P < .0l G » -0.07 '
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The distribution pattern regarding frequency of church attendance
in the case of each resident type generally followed the same overall
pattern as was found for the total population (reference Table %6}, 1t,
therefore, indicated that type of resident did not affeet relationship
between stage In family life cycle and frequency of church attendance.

Table 88 shows tﬁe percantage distribution of respondents by
socioeconomic status and amount of interest in local affairs. The re-
lationship between the two variables wéa statistically.significant and
the Gamma coefficilent of correlation was substantial., It can be seén
that the majority (70 percent} of those with low sociceconomic status
showed slight intereét in local affairs, while a majority of middle and
high status respondeﬁts were either interested or very interested (686
percent and 76 percent respectively). The latter two classes, however,
did have sizeable proportions in the glightly interested gategory,(B&
percent and 24 percent respectively). | | |

Table 98. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Interest in Local Affairs

. ! Bocioeconomic status scores o
Amount of interest Low Middle High Total

Slightly interested "I? 70.0% 34,47 23.9% {; 35.2%
Interested : 28.9 52,1 - - 56.6 . - 50,7
Very interested 1 _13.5 _159.5 .:: | _Eéal
Total | 100.0%  100.07  100.0% 100.0%
: (8 (334) {251) (675)

¥2 = 66.46 P < .01 G = 0.41
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Table 99 presents the percentagé distribuéion by resideﬁce-orientaﬂ
tion typology, socioeconomic status and smount of interest in local af-
fairs. The relationship was not found tc be statistically significant for
new residents of rural- and urban-orientation, but it was found to be gig-
nificant for oldtime residents of rural- and urban~orientation, The Gamma
coafficlents of correlation were generally substantial or high. |

The data indicated that regardless of resident typolbgy generally
the majority of low socioeconomic class was only siightly interegted in
local affairs, while the majority of those in middle and high socioeco-
nomic classes was in the category of either interested or very interested.
Rural-oriented respondents with low sociceconomic status are more likely
to be in the slightly interested category than their urban-oriented
countexrparts of either length of residence. However, the data indicated
that type of resident only slightly affected the relationship between
gocioeconomic statug and amount of interest in local affairs.

Table 100 gives the percentage distribution of respondents by stage
in fawmily life cycle and amount of interest in local affairs. The rela-
tionship between the two variables was found to be sgignificant and the
Gamma coefficient of correlation was inverse but of low degree.

The data indicated that the majority of those in early and middle
stagas reported to be intergsted or very interested in local affairs (65
percent and 75 percent), while the majority of those in late stage (58
percent) was only slightly interested in local affairs. There were more
regpondents in middle than in other stages who were very interestedlin

local affairs (19 percent), with those in late stage having the least
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respondents in this category (5 percent). There were, also, more re-
spondents in late stage (58 percent) than in early and middle stages
{35 percent and 25 pevcent respectively) who were omly slightly inter-
ested in local affairs.

Table 100, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by

Stage in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Interest im
Local Affairs

fl

Family life cycle stages

Amount of intereat , Early Middle Late Total

Slightly interested 35.5% 25.47% 57.9% 35.3%
Interested 529 56.1 36.8 507
Very interested 1.8 _18.5 5.3 \ .0

Total 160, 0% 100,0% 100.0% - 100.07%
(110) (394) (171) (675).

X2 = 59,97 P < .01 G = -0.29

Téble 101 gives the distribution by residence—oriéntation typology,
stage in family life cycle and amount of interest. The relationship be-
tween the two variables was found to be significant only for urban-oriented
new and old residents. The Gamma values of association were iuverse for
all types of resident but were substantial only for rural- and vrban-
oriented old residents., The G values wete low for the new residents.

It can bhe seen that regardless of resident typology, the majority
of late stage respondents was found in the slightly interested category
while the majority of those in middle or early stages was generally in-

terested or very interested in local affairs. This inverse relationship
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was greater among rural- and urban-oriented cold than new regidents. This
gshowed that resident typology did mot affect the relationship between
stage in family life cycle and amount of interest in local affairs, though

length of residence probably did influence the interest to some extent.

Summary of Findings on Institutional Participation

The level of institutional participation was examined for various
typeé of residents, sociceconomic status and stage in the family life
cycle, On the basis of overall scores, institutiomal participation was

_;mwfoqnd ko be greater among new residents than among coldtime residents of
either orientation; participation was found to be greater among the high
and middle class than among the low socioeconomic class and among the mid-
dle than among the early or late stages of the family 1i{fe eycle.

New residents of elther orientation showed greater intervest in
local affairs than did their counterpart oldtime residents. Move oldtime
residents attended church only on impértant days than did new residents,
though an overwbelming majority of each type attended church every week,

It was found that more residents of the higher than of the low and
.middle socioeconomic status belonged to greater number of organizations,
held offices in greater number of organizations and attended meetings movre
frequently. Respondents with the middle and high socioeconomic status
showed greater intevest in local affairs thén those with the low gtatus.
More respondents of the middle than of the early and late stages exhibited

w— - 8imilar characteristics as above regarding organizational participatien,

with the exception of amount of interest in local affairs in which case
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the early and the middle stages showed greater interest tham the late
stage. Weekly church attendance was slightly higher among the middle

stage respondents than among those in the early and late stages,

.

Attitude Toward Life in the Fringe and Anomie

A description of the five items used o determine respondents' at-
titude toward conditions of life in the fringe area is given in the
counterpart of this section in the chapter on Parﬁa. The relationships
bhetween socioecoqomic status, stage In family life cycle and the five

items were tested under the Xz

test of signifiéance and the Gamma measure
of association. As a result, it was seen that with the exception of
satisfaction with fringé residence and the head of family’s gatisfaction
with convenience of driving to work, relationships ﬁere found to be sig-
nificanﬁ between socloeconomic status and all other items.and gave sub-
stantial Gamma coefficienﬁs for theée items., Stage in family 1life cycle
was found to be significantly related with all items, with the exception
of satisfaction with fringe residence. The Gamma coefficients of asso-
ciation were substantial for two and low for three items. The details
of these results are discussed below, - |

Table 102 gi@es the percentage distribution of respondenté by
stage in'family life cycle and the head of family's satisfaction with
convenience of driving to work. The relationship between the two vari-
ables was found to be statistically significant but the Gamma coefficient

was low. The data indicated that the majority im each stage of the family
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life cycle was very much satisfied with their residence to work location
relatlonship., The percentage of very satisfied people increased with
stage In family life cycle (52 percent to 60 percent énd 74 percent for
early to late stage). A sizeable proportion of those in the early and
middle stapes (39 percent and 33 percent respectively), however, cate-
garized.themselves in the satisfied category. Less than 10 percent of
any stage thought they were dissatigfied.

Table 102, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents hy Stage

in Family Life Cycle and Head's Satisfaction with Convenience
of Driving to Work :

ll

Family life cycle stages

Extent of satisfaction Early Middle Late Total
Digsatisfied : By 9.8% 7.0% 7.3% 7.5%
Satiafied 38.5 33.0 18.3 30.8
Very satisfied 51,7 60,0 Th.h 6.7
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100,90% - 100.0%
(122) (506) (164) (792)
x? = 19.11 P < .01 G = 0.2

Table 103 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
socloeconomic status and attitude toward school taxes, The two vari-
ables were found to have statistically significant relationship and gave
a substantial inverse Gamma coefficient.

It can be seen from the distribution that whereas almost ever&body

in the low socioeconmomic class (53 percent) thought the school taxes were

somewhat high or very high, only about two thirds of those in middle and
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about one half of those in high socioeconomic class shared their opinion,
Of the latter two classes, the respondents in middle class were almost
equally divided over‘attitude toward school tﬁxes, but one half of those
in high class though the taxes were reasonable, and one third (35 percent)
thought fthe taxes were somewhat high., In a way,'it is the category of
"very high" that.conveys the attitude more aptly from socloeconomic status
point of view; |

Table 103. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Regpondenta by Socio-
economic Status Score and Attitude Toward School Taxes

il

i —-
o Sociveconomic status scores
CAttitnde Low Middie High Total

Reasonable " 6.7%  32.7% SL4% 36.3%
Somewhat high '  20.0 35.6 34,7 - 33.1
Very high . 3.3 _21.2 _13.9 o 306
Total . 160.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
©(135) (458) (360) (953)
2

X° = 177.93 P <.l G = ~0.53

Table 104 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
st;ge in family 14ife cycle and attitude toward school taxes., The two
variables were found to have statistically significant relationship and
gave a substantial Gamma ccefficient. The data indicated that the major-
ity of those in early stage thought the taxes were reasonable (3% percent),
but the majority of those in late stage thought the taxes were very high
(58 percent). Although the majority (58 percent) of respondents in mid-

dle stage considered the taxes were high, a falrly large proportion {42
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percent) thought the taxes were reasonable. However, about one third of
respondents {between 2% percent and 36 percent) in each case considered
the taxes weve somevwhat high.

Table 104. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Famlly Life Cycle and Attitude Toward School Taxes

- S e
Family life cycle stages

Attitude Early Middlie Late Total

Reagonable 58.9% 41.8% 12.6% 36,3%
Somewhat high : 29,5 35.5 29.4 3.1
Very high 11.6 22.7 58.0 30.6

Total 100.0% 100.0% 106.07% 100.0%
{(12%) (569} (235) (953}

X2 = 154.63 P < .01 G = 0.56

Table 105 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
socioeconomic status and attitude toward property taxes. The two vari-
ables showed a significant relationship and gave an iunverse but substan-~
tial CGamma coefficient. It can be seen that respondents with low and
high socioceconcmic classes had opposite views on the reasonableness of
property taxes. An overwhelming majority (82 percent) of the former
considered the taxes were high or very high, while 56 percent of the
latter comsidered the taxes were reasonable. Respondents with middle
socioecononic class were almost equally divided between-those who con-
sidered the taxes as reasonable (42 percent) and those who considered
them as somewhat high (37 percent). About one third in each case, how-

ever, agreed that the property taxes were sowewhal high,
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Table 105. Percentsage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Attitude Toward Property Taxes

—

—o —— e ——
Socioeconomic status scores ‘
Attitude Low ‘Middle High Total
Reasonable 17.8%7  42.1% 56.4% 44 1%
Somewhat high 35,5 36,9 30.8 34.4
Very high - 46.7 21.0 12.8 - 71.5
Total | 100.0%  100.0% 100,0% 100.0%
a (135) (458) (360) (953)

X% = 88.71 P < .01 ¢ = -0,39

Table 106 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
stage in family life cycle and attitude towavd property taxes. The two
variables showed gtatistically significant relationshilp but gave low
Gampma coefficient of correlation. The data showed that respondents in
early and wmiddle stages of family life cycle were more alike in their
attitude than those in late stage. Although the majority in each case
considered that property taxes were high (between 52 percent and 65 per?
cent), thgre were more, about two thirds, in late stage who thought so
as comp#red to about one half of those in early and middle stages, Those
in early stage were equally divided over the issue as 43 percent thought
the taxes were reasonable and another 40 percent thought the taxes were
somevhat high. More than one third (37 percent) of those in late stage
considered property taxes ag very high as compared to 16 and 17 percent
respectively of middle and early stages of family life cycle.

Table 107 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by

socioeconomic status and number of moves made in the past ten years. The
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Table 106. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Resgpondents by Stage
t in Pamily Life Cycle and Attitude Toward Property Taxes

Famlly life cycle stages

Attitude 3 H Early Middle Late : Total
Reasonable o 42.6% 48,37 35.3% 44.1%
Somewhat high 40.3 35.9 28.2 34.4
Very high - 17.1 15.8 .36,5 21.5
Total | 100,02  100.0%  100.0% 100. 0%
(129) (569) (255) (953)
x? = 47,63 P<.0l G =0.20

two variables showed a statistically significant relationship, and gave a
substantial Gamma coefficient., Tt can be seen from the data that whereas
the majority of those with low socioeconomic status had made no move at
all in the past teu years (73 percent), the majority of_middle and'high
classes (71 percent and 86 percent) had made one or more moves in the same
pericd, Greater proportions of the latter two classes were in the cate-
gories of those who had moved once or three or more times. In this re-
spect the respondents with high socioeconomic status were most mobile of
all as they had the highest percentages in the categories of these who had
moved twice or more often (53 percent).

Table 108 shows the mobility by stage in family life cycle, The
two variables were found to be significantly related and gave an inverse
but high Gamma coefficient of correlation. The data indicated higher
mobility among those in earlier stages and lesser mobility among those in_

later stages of family life cycle, Almost everyone (99 percent) in early
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Table 107, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-

economic Status Score and
Years

Socioceconomic status scores

Number of Moves Made in Past Ten

Number of moves Low Middle High Total
None 73.3% 29,57 14.47% 30.0%
One . 19.3 40.8 32.8 36.7
Two 4.4 8.7 14.4 10f3
Three or more 3.0 21.0 _38.4 _25.0
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(135) (458) (360) (953)
X2 =194.62 P< .01  G=0.53

Table 108, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
in Fanily Life Cycle and Number of Moves Made in Past Ten

Years

m

Family life c¢ycle stages
Number of moves Early Middle Late Total
None 0.8% 20.4% 66,3% 30.0%
One 46,5 19,2 18.8 34,7
Two 8.5 11.6 8.2 10,3
Three or more 4b, 2 - 28.8 6.7 25.0
Total 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0%
(129) (569) (255) (953)

x2 = 252,08 P < .01

- G = -0,60
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stage and about 80 percent of middle stage respondents had made at least
one move in the past ten years as compared to 66 percent of those in late
stage who had not made a single move during this period, Greater proporx-
tion of the former two classes were in the categories of those who had
moved once or three or more times. However, those in early stage were
most mobile of all as they had the highest percentages in the categories
of those who had moved once (47 pevcent) and three or more times (44 per-
cent).

The relationships between anomie, socioeconomic status, and stage
in family 1ife cycle were tested under the X2 test of gignificance and
the Gamma measure of Qsaociation. The relationships were found to be
significant in both cases, The Gamma values were inverse and substan-
tial for socloeconomic status but positive and low for stege in family
life cycle.

Table 109 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
socioeconomic status and extent of anomie, The two variables were found
to be significantly xelated and gave substantial Gamma coefficient of
correlation. The data indicated that anomic attitude was greater among
those in low sociveconomic class than among those in middle and high
classes. The differences were substantial in the nonanomic and anomic
categories because almost similar proportions (between 41 and 49 perceat)
of respondents in a11 clasges was in the intermediate category., Whereas
almost one half (46 percent) of those with Iéw socioceconomic status were
in the anomic category the proportion of respondents with middle and high
status was as low as 27 percent and 15 percent respectively in this cate-

gory,
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Table 109. Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Extent of Anonmie '
f— —_— e e T
Sociceconomic status scores

Extent of anomié | ) Low Middle High ' Total
Nonsmomle e 26w 43.6% 28.7%
Internediste’ W 4e.3 411 | 46.0
| Anomic | | - 45,9 27.1 _15.3 _15.3
Total ' 100,0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
IS (135)  (458) (360) (953)

X2 = 95.43 P < .0l G = -0.44

Table 110 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
stage in family life cycle and extent of anomie. The data showed a sig-
nificant relationship between the two variables and gave positive but
low degree of assoclatiom.

It can be seen from the data that families in early and middle
gstages of life cycle were more alike and both differed from those in late
stage. A much larger proportion of respondents in early and middle stages
was nonanomic than of those in late stage. But, on the other hand, the
difference was not too large in the proportion of respondents in the
anomic category in all stages. About one third of those in early and mid-
dle stages (34 to 36 percent) wexre in the nonanomic category as compared
to 15 percent of those in late stage. The percentage of respondents in
thelanomic category varied from 22 percent teo 32 percent, showing a rela-
tive increase toward the later stages, A similar trend could be observed

in the intermediate category.
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Tahle 110, Percentage Distribution of the Clarence Respondents by Stage
s in Family Life Cycle and Extent of Anomie. )

Family 1life cycle stages : :
Extent of anomie Barly Middle Late Total
Nonanomic . . 33,7% 33,6% 14.5%  28.7%
Intermediate 42.6 43,4 53,3 46,0
Anomic 21,7 23.0 32,2 25.3
. Total 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0%
{(129) (569) {255) (953)

x? = 35.42 P<.OL G = 0.2

Qdmﬁdry 0f Findings on Attitude Toward Life in the Fringe and Anomle

Most respondents, ivrespective of their sociceconomic status, were
found to be very satisfied with fringe vesidence and with the convenience
of driving to work. The degree of satisfaction with fringe residence was
also uvnaffected by stage in the family life cycle. However, a greater
proportion of the middle and late stages than the early stage respondents
expressed greater degree of satisfaction with convenience of driving to
wofk.'

More respondents in the low socioecoﬁomic class considered school
and property taxes to be very high whileimore respondents in the middle
and high classes considered these taxes to be reasonable. A higher rate
of residential mobility was found more often among respondents in higher
than in lower socioeconomic classes, H

More regpondents in the late than in the early and middle stages

considered schoel and property taxes to be very high, Higher rate of
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mobility was greater among those in the early than in the middle and late
stages of the family life cycle.

~ Anomie was found to be higher among respondents in the low socio-
economic class and among those in the late stage of the family life cycle

than among those with middle and high status or those in the middle and

late stages of the family life cycle,



Chapter VI
A COMMUNITY IN FIMAL STAGE OF FRINGE

DEVELOPMENT~~CAMILLUS

The first part of thig chapter treats certain selected character-
Istics of the Camillus residents, namely, residence-orientation typology;
socloeconomic gtatus, and stage In family life cycle. Later sections
present an analysis of the data on sccisl Interaction and institutional

participation, attitude toward life in the fringe area, and anomie,

Characterigtics of Camillus Residents

Residence-Orlentation Typology

Table 111 gives the percentage distribution of fespondents in
Camlllus by residence-ofientation typology. About 90 percent of respond-
ents were urban-oriented new and old residents and another 10 percent
were rural-oriented new and old residents. Among urban-oriented resi-
dents, newcomers were more than twice the proportion of old residents
(62 percent vs. 28 pevcent respectively). Among rural-oriente& residents
the newcomers were slightly less in proportiom than old residents (4 pér-

ceant vs. 6 percent respectively).

183
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Table 111, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by
Residence-Orientation Typology

Length of residence

Community orientation Under 10 years 10 years & over Total
Rural-oriented 4.2 6.2 10.4
Urban-orieéted - _Bl.5 | 28.1 _83.6
Total | 65.7 3.3 100.0

' {735) ' (383) (1118)

Community Orientation

Table 112 gives the percentage distribution of the Camillus re-
spondents by community orientation score., Since the cut-off point dif-
ferentiating between rural- and urban-oriented respondents was 3, it
could be seen that an overwhelwming majority of respondents was urban-
oriented,

Detalls of the component-items of community orientation index are
given in Table 113. The data in this table give the percentage distri-

bution by type of community in which each item of the index took place,

Table 112, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Com-
munity Orientation Score

Community orientation

index scores ' Percentage
6.0t - 1.49 0.2
1.50 - 2,49 | : ‘ 1.8
2.50 - 3.49 24.8
3.50 - 4.49 ' \ - 57.9
4,50 -~ 5.00 . _15.3
Total : - 100.0

(1118)
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Length of Residence

Table 114 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
length of residence in Camillus. Two thirds (66 percent) of the respond-
ents had lived there for less than 10 years; about 40 percent in the
less than 5 years category and 26 percent im the 5 to 9 years category.
0ld residents comprised about one third of the total population; 18 per-
cent having lived in the community for a period of 10 to 14 years and

another 17 percent were there for more tham 13 years.

Table 114, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus e
Respondents by Length of Residence '

Length of residence Percentage
Under 1 year 3.6

1 - 2 years - ' Zi.S N
3 - 4 years 14.7
3 - 9Iyears _ 26.0
10 - 14 years _ 17.5
15 - 24 years 8.7
25 years or mors _ : _ 8.0
Total 106,0
(1118)

Sociceconomic Status

Table 115 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
residence-orientation typology and sociocconomic status. 1t could be

seen that although the majority of each type of resident fell ia the



187

Table 115, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by
Residence~Orientation Typology and Socioceconomic Status

Score
Regidence-orientation typology
Socioeconomic Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
gtatus scores new new old old Total
Low | 12.8% 4.8% 36.4% 18.5% 10.6%
Middle 59,6 50.6 63.8 58,0 ) 53.8
High 27.6 LN 5.8 23.5 35.6
Total 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 160.0% 100.0%
(47) (688) (69) (314) (1118)
X% = 116.76 P< .0l

middle category of socloeconomic status (ranging from Si to 64 pefcent),
new residentes of either orientation had larger proportions than oldtime
residents in the high status category. Eveﬁ among new residents, the
.proportion of urban-oriented families was considerably larger than rural-
oriented families in the high status category (45 percent vs. 28 perceht).
Rural-oriented old residents had the largest and smallest proportions in
the low and high status categories (30 percent and & percent respectively);
The relationship between resident typology and sociosconomic status was
found to be statistically significant,

Detalls of the componrent items of the index of sociceconomic status

can be found in Tables 116 to 11i8.
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Table 116. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Edu-
: cational Attainment of the Head of Family and Wife

Number of years completed * Head Wife
Under 8 R BT S 1.0%
8 < ‘ . 5.3 3.1
9-11 o | 10.8 12.9
12 S | 3L.5 . 45.8
13 or more | o , 51.2 ' _37.8
Total 5 100.0% 100.0%
e - : (1118) . (1118)

Table 117. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by
Amnual Family Income

—a— mnaminn —
———— rr——— e

|

Income group in dellars - - Percentage
Under $1,000 . ' 0.0
1,000 - 2,999 | o 1.4
3,000 - 4,999 ' 3.4
5,000 - 6,999  21.3
7,000 - 9,999 | | 394
10,000 - 19,999 | 32.6
20,000 - 29,999 - - 1.5
30,000 or more T 0.4
| Total | | 100.0
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Table 118, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by
Occupation of the Head of Family

_ Occupational
Occupation Percentage score
1. Professional, technical and _ 22.0 90
kindred workers
2, Managers, officlals and proprietors, 26,0 . 81
except farm ' '
3. Clerical, sales and kindred workers . 18.8 71
4, Craftsmen, foremen, and kindred : 19.8 58
workers
5. Operatives and kindred workers . 9.6 45
6. Service workers, including private 2.9 343 20
household; laborers, except farm :
and mine
7. Farmers and farm managers 0.9 16

Total ' © 100.0
: (1118)

Stage in Family Life Cycle

Table 119 gives the percentage distribution of regpondents by
residence-orientation typology and stage in family life cycle. The re-
lationship between the two vgriables was found to be statistically sig-
nificant,

1t can be seen that the majority of respondents (ranging from 62
to 71 percent) of each type of resident was in middle stage category.
However, there were far more new than oldtime residents in the early

stage and far more old than new residents in the late stage of family
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‘1ife cycle, regardless of community orientation of respondents. The data,
therefore, indicated that these differences in the family life cycle
. stages were related more to length of residence than community orienta- '

tion of respondents.

Table 119, Percentage Distribution of the Camilius Respondents by Resi-
dence-Qrientation Typology and Stage in Pamily Life Cycle ., .

Residence-orientation typology

Stages in Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
family life cycle new new old old
Early 27.7% 30,5% 5.8% 3.2%
Middle 68.1 64.5 62.3 71.0
Late 4.2 __ 3,0 31.9 25.8
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% ;
(47) (688) (69) (314) (
X% = 186.17 P < .01

Social Interaction

The following analysis deals with social interaction of the
Camillus residents #s determined by an overall score and individual -
items usad in a sccial interactiom index. These items were, namely,
number of families known in the neighborhoed, frequency of visiting with
them, frequency of visiting with friends and relatives, and amount of
contact with farmers, village res{idents and newcomers.
| For the description of a typilcal respondent having low, moderate

or high intengity of scocial interaction, based on the total score, a
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reference may be made to the counterp;ft of this section in the chaptér
on Parma.

Table 120 gives the percentage.distribution of respondents by resi-
dence-orientation typology and intensity of social interaction on the
basis of total score. The two variables showed a statistically signifi-
cant relationship. The data indicated a modérate intensity of interaction
oﬁ the.part of the majority of residents of each type (ranging from 62
percent to 81 perceunt). More than one third of rural-oriented new resi-
dents (38 percent) and urban-oriented old residents (34 percent) showed
a high intensity of interaction, Only about 19 percent each of urban-
oriented new and rural-oriented old residents were found in the category
of high intensity. Net more tham 3 percent of any type of resident were
found in the low intensity category, |

Relationship between total score on the index was also tested
separately with community orientation score and length of.residence. The

Table 120, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
: dence-Orientation Typolegy and Intensity of Social Interaction

Residence-orientation typology

Intensity of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban- -
interaction new new old old Total
Low 0.0% 0.3% 2.9% 1.6% 0.8%
Moderate 61.7 80.5 78.3 64,3 75.0
High 38,3 19,2 _18.8 34.1 24,2
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 160,07 100.0%
47 (688) (69) (314) (1118)

X% = 42,1 P < .01
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results showed a statistically significant relationship between total
score of interaction and length of residence and a substantial Gamma
coefficient of correlation (X% = 42,16 df = 3, G = 0.31). This indi-
cated that more oldtime than new residents interacted with greater in-
tensity.

The relationship between total score on the index and community
orientation score was not found to be statistically significant, The
Camma coefficient was.inverse but negligible (G = ;0.06). The data in
this respect indicated that community orientation of respondents did not
influence degree of social interactionm.

Table 121 shows the percentage distribution of regpondents by
socioeconomic status and intensity of social interaction on the basis
of total score, The two variables showed a statistically significant re-
lationship but\th& Gamma coefficient of correlatieﬁ was almost zero,

It can be seen that an overwheiming majority in each socloeconemic
class (between 70 and 76 percent) interacted at moderate iIntensity level,
and between 24 to 26 percent in each class interacted at high intensity
level., These data-therefore indjcate that socioeconomic status had al-
most no effect on overall intensities of social interaction.

Table 122 gives the percentage distribution of respondents by
stage in family life cycle and intensity of social interaction on the .
basis of total score. The two variables showed a statistically signifia
cant relationship but the Gamma coefficient of correlation was low. The
data indicatéd gome differences between those in early stage of family

life cycle and those in the middle or late stages. More of the early’
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Table 121, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio~
_economic Status Score and Inténsity of Social Interaction

Intensity of - Socioeconomic status scores

interaction Low Middle High Total

Low . ' &.2% 0.7% 0.0% 0.87%

Moderate 69.5 5.7 75.6 75.0

High - 26.3 23,6 % .4 2,2

 Total - 100.0% - 100,0%  100,0% . 100.0%
(118) {602} {398) (1118)

X2 =21.47 P<.01 G =0.03

Table 122, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondénts by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Intensity of Sccial Interaction

-

I— — ———

Intensity of Family life cycle stages ,
intevaction Early Middle Late Total
Low ' ' 0.0% 0.8% 2.2% 0.8%
Moderate - 85.6 72,4 71.2 .. 75.0
High 14.4 26.8." 26,6 - 24,2
Total | 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% " -  100.0%
: (237) (742) (139) (1118)

X2 = 21,57 P < .01 G = 0,20
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than of middle or late stage families interacted at moderate intensity (86
percent vs. about 72 percent each of the latter two) and, conversely,
fewer families in early stage interacted at high intensity than others

(14 percent vs, 27 percent each of those in middle and late stages of
family life cycle). These data, therefore, indicate that stage in family
life cycle did affect to some extent the intensity level of social inter-
action as families in middle or late stages were more likely than fami-
lies in early stage to have high intensity of social interaction. Rel
tionships between intensity of social interaction and the two variables,
socioeconomic status and stage in family life cycle, were examined for
each type of resident with the X2 test but none of the values obtained
were gignificant, However, the Gamma coefficients of correlation were
substantial for the relationship between sociceconomic status and inten-
sity of interaction for rural-oriented new and old residents (0.31 and
0.41 respectively) but negligible for urban-oriented new and old resi-
dents (0.12 and 0.03 respectively). These results indicate differences
between rural and urban-oriented residents. The Gamma values were neg-
ligible for the relationship between stage in family life cycle and overall
intensity of social interaction for all types of resident, except rural
oriented new residents. It may be pointed out that these Gamma values
were higher for new residents (0.44 for rural-oriented and 0,16 for urban-
oriented) than oldtime residents (0,04 for rural-oriented and 0.02 for
urban-oriented) which suggest a difference between the new and oldtime

residents in this respect.,
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Table 123 gives the results of x2

test and Caﬁma coefficients of
correlation between residence-orientation typology, sociceconomic status
’score and component items of the index of social interaction., Table 124
gives similar results for stage in family life cycle and component items
of the index for each type of resident.

The following is an analysis of those component factors of the
iﬁdex of social interaction which showed a significant relationship,
under the X2 test, or give substantial Camma coefficients of cerrelation.
These factors are first analyzed by residence-orientation typology, fol-
lowed by socioeconcomic status and stage in family life cycle, These
relationships were further examined for cach type of resident by using
gocioeconomic status score and stage in famlly life cycle as intervening
variables and the component factors as the dependent variables, |

Table 125 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
regidence-orientation typqlogy and number of families knmowm in the neigh-
borhood., Relationship between the two variables was statistically sig-
nificant.

The data did not indicate a pattern which could be attributed to
either community orientation background or length of residence. It could
be seen, however, that rélatively more rural-oriented new and old rgsi-
dents knew fewer families (up to four) in the neighborhood than did ufban-
oriented counterparts (47 and 44 percent vs, 33 and 31 percent respective-
ly). With the exception of urban-oriented new residents (39 percent),

all types of resident were within a comparable range (between 23 and 30

percent) being in the category of those who knew between five and eight
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Table 125, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
dence~Orientation Typology and Number of Families Known in
the Neighborhood

Residence-orientation typology
Number of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
families knowm new new old old
None to four 46,87% 33.1% 43.5% 31.2%
Five to eight 23.4 38.8 30.4 27.1
Nine or more 29.8 28,1 26,1 41,7
Total 1100.07  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
(&47) {688) (69) (314)

%2 = 29,25 P < .0l

families: Urban-oriented old residents led nthers by a significant
margin (42 percent vs. 26 to 30 percent for others) In the category of
those who knew more than nine neighborhood families,

~ Table 126 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by socio-
economic statug and number of familiegs known in the neighborhood, Rela~
tionship between the two variables was found to be statistically gignifi-
cant but the Gamma coefficient of correlation was low,

The data indicated that respondents with high socloeconomic status
neighbored a little more than those with low or middle socioeconomic
gtatus. A greaﬁer ﬁercentage of the former knew more families, five or
more, in the neighborhood than did the ethers. About 78 percent of the
high status respondents knew more than five families in their neighbor-
hood as compared to about 59 percent cach of low and middle status respond-

ente. A low rate of neighboring (knowing only up to four families) was
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Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Soclo-

Table 126, _
economic Status Score and Number of Families Known in the
Neighbeorhood

frrs — i — ]

Number of Socioeconomic status scores

families known Low Middle High Total

Nene to four 41,57 40, 2% 21,9% 33.8%

Five to eight 28.0 31.1 4.2 34.4

Nine or more 30,5 28,7 36.9 31.8

Total 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
{118) {(602) (398) {(1118)
X% = 40,03 P< .0l @=0.21

more prevalent among the low and middle status respondents (42 percent and

40 percent respectively) than among the high status respondents (22 per-

cent}),

Table 127 gives the percentage distribubtion of respondents by

stage In family life cycle and number of families known in the neighbor-

hood, Relationship between the two variables was found to be statisti-

cally significant but the Gamma coefficient of correlation was low.

The data suggested an irregular pattern in the thre response cate-

gories for various stages of family life cycle, However, it could be

seen that respondents in early stage of family life cycle tended to know

either up to four or five to eight families, middle stage respondents

tended to know five or more families, and respondents in late stage

tended to know either few (up to four) or many (nine or more) familles

in the neighborhoeod,
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Table 127, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respendents by Stage .
in Family Life Cycle and Number of Families Known in the

Neighborhood
Number of Family life ecycle stages
families known ' Early Middle Late - Total
Nome to four _ | 44 ., 7% 28.6% 43,27 ‘ 331.8%
Five to eight 37.1 36,1 20,1 3.4
Nine or more . _18.2 35.3 36.7 w31.8
Total 100.0%  100,0%  100.0% 100, 0%

(237) (742) (139) (1118)

2 = 45,14 P < .01 G = 0.17

The relationship between socioceconomic status and number of neigh-
borhood families known was also examined for each type of resident. The
relationship was found to be significant for urban-oriented new residents
only. The Gamma cdefficients of correlation indicated 'a substantial re-
lationship based more on length of residence than community orientatiom.
The G values were 0,44 and 0.32 respectively for new residents of rural-
and urban-orientation, while they were 0,10 or less for oldtime residents.

Similarly, the relationship between stage in family life cycle and
number of neighborhood families known was examined for each type of resgi-
dent. The X2 test showed a significant relationship for all types, except
for rural-oriented old residents. The Gamma coefficients of correlationm,
however, were low for urban-oriented new and old residents (0.15 and 0,19
respectively), and of opposite nature jor rural-oriented new and old rest-
dents (0.61 and -0.26 respectively). These Gamma values therefore did

indicate some differences between rural- and urban-oriented residents.
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Table 128 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
regidence-orientation typology and frequency of visiting with neighbor-
hood families. Relationship between the two variables was found to be
statistically significant,

Table 128. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Reéi-

dence~Orientation Typology and Fregquency of Visiting with
Neighborhood Families

Residence-orientation typolozy

Visiting - . Rural Urban~ Rural- Urban- :
frequency new new old old Total
Once a month 8,5% 5.7% 26,.1% 11.2% " 8.6%
or less
Two to four times 21.3 13.1 24,6 16,6 . 15.0
a month _ .

More than once 70.2 81,2 49,3 72.6 76 .4
a week -

Total ' 100,0% 100.0%  100,0% 100,0% : 100,0%
{47) {699) (69 31 {1118)

x?2 = 50,92 P < ,01

The dafa indicated that, with the exception of rural-oriented old
residents, the majority in each case (between 70 percent and 81 percent)
Qisited families in the neighborhood more often than once a week (only
49 percent of rural-oriented old residents did so), More of rural- than of
urban-oriented residents, both new and old in each case, visited neighbor-
hoof families between two to four times 2 month {21 and 25 percent vs, 13
and 16 percent respectively)}., A greater percentaée of oldtime residents,

both rural- and urban-criented, were found in the low frequency category,
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middle and high socioceconomic status). Visiting between two to four
times a month was more common among respondents with middle and high
socioceconomic status than among those with low status (17 and 13 per-
cent vs, 9 percent respectively).

Table 130 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
stage in family life cycle and frequency of visiting with neighborhood
families. Relationship between the two variables was found to be sta-
tistically significant. The Gamma coefficient of correlation was inverse
and substantial for the two variables,

Table 130, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage

in Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Visiting with Neigh-
borhood Families

Vigiting Family life cycle stages

frequency Farly Middle Late Total

Once a month 1.7% 8.5% 20,9% 8.6%

or less

Two to four times 15.6 13.9 20.1 15.0

a month

More than once 82.7 77.6 59,0 76,4

a week

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

(237) - (742) (139) (1118)
X2 = 47.56 P < .01 G = -0,32

The data indicated that greater visiting frequency, more often.than
once a week, substantially decreased in later stages of family life cycle.

The percentages dropped from 83 percent in early stage to 78 percent and
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59 percent respectively for tho#e in the middle and late stages. Con-
versely, there were about 21 percent of late stage respondents who
vigsited families in the neighborhood only once a month or less as com-
pared to 2 percent of those in early stage., Neighboring between two to
four times'a month was relatively more common among those in late stage
(20 percent) than among those in early and middle stages (14 and 16 per-
cent respectively) of the family life cycle.

The relationship between socioeconomic status and frequency of
vigiting with families in neighborhood was also examined for each resi-
dent type, The relationship was found te be statistically-significant
for all types of residents, The Gamma coefficients of correlation were
substantial or high for rural oriented new and old residents (0.8C and
0.31 respectively) but low or negligible for urban-oriented residents
(0.20 and 0,01 respectively). The high coefficient of correlation for
rural-oriented new residents could have resulted from small number of
observations (less than 3) in quite a few cells in various response cate-
gories. Therefore, ne pattern could be established for the G values,

Similarly, the relatiomship between family life cycle and fre-
quency of neighboring was examined for each type of resident. Relation-
ship between the two variables was found to be statistically significant
for all types of resident, with the exception of rural-oriented old resi-
dents, The Gamma coefficients of corrvelation were generally substantial.
The relationshipg were inverse for all types of resident, with the ex-
ception of rural-oriented new residents. The results showed that fre-

quency of neighboring decreased in later stages of family life cycle among
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rural- and urban-oriented old residents and among urban-oriented new resi-
dénta. This trend did not hold true for rural-oriented new residents
(neighboring increased in later stages of family life cycle} which might
have resulted from small number of observations in early and late stages
of the family life cycle.

Table 131 presents the percentage distribution of regpondents by
stage in family life cycle and frequency of visiting with friends, Re-
lationship between the two variables was found to be statistically sig-
nificant, |

The data indicated that the majority of each type of respondent
visited friends between two to four times a month, except rural-oriented
old regidents a majority of whom visited friends once a month or less
often., Whereas the majority (57 percent) of ruval-oriented old residents
and a large proportion of urban-oriented new and old residents (42 per-
cent each) viéiied friends only once a month or less often, only sbout
23 percent of rural-oriented new residents did so. Visiting friends
more often than once a week was not very common, as even the highest per-
centage of those whe did se was 9 percent in the case of rural-oriented
old residents. This distributing did not point to a clear pattern on tha ‘
basis of typology. However, one could note greater similérity between
urban-oriented new and old residents than between their rural-oriented
counterparts, |

Téble 132 gives the percentage distribution of respondents by
sociceconomic status score and frequéncy of visiting with friends. Re-
lationship between the two variables was found to be statistically sig-

niflcant but the Gamma coefficient of correlation was low (G = 0.14).
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Table 131, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Fregquency of Visiting with
Friends
Residence-orientation typology
Visiting Rural- Urhan- Rural- Urban-
frequency new new old old Total
Once a month 23.4% 42.0% 56.5% 42,3% 42.2%
or less
Two to four 70.2 51.0 34.8 51.0 50.8
 times a mwonth
More than once 6.4 7.0 8.7 6.7 7.0
a week N
Total 100,0% 100.0% 160,0% 160.0% 100.0%
(47) {688) (69) (314) (1118)
X% = 14.62 P < .05
Table 132. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio~
econemic Status Score and Prequency of Visiting with Friends
Visiting Sociceconomic status scores
frequency Low Middle Righ Total
Once a month 55.1% 42,2% 38.4% 52.2%
or less
Two to four times 40.7 50.8 53.8 50,1
a month
Moxe than once 4,2 7.0 7.8 7.0
a week
Total 100,0% 100.0% 100.9% 106.0%
(118) (602) (398) (1118)
x? = 10.69 P < ,03 G = 0.14
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Relatively more respondents with middle and.high sociceconomic
status visited friends between two to four times a month (51 percent and
54 percent respectively) than did those with low sociaeconomic status
(41 percent)., The majority (55 percent) of low status respondents visited
friends once a month or less often but so did a large portion of those
with middle and high status (42 percent aﬁd 38 percent vespectively),
Vigiting the friends more often than once a week was not very common but
the high status residents were on the top (8 percent) and low status vesi-
dents at the bottom (4 percent).

The relationship between stage in famil? life cycle and frequency
of visiting with friends was mot found to be significant under the X2 °
test and the Gamma coefficient of correlation was negligible (G = 0.06),
These data are not presented here,

The relationship between socioeccﬁomic status and frequency of visit-
ing with frieﬁda was found to be statistically significant only for rural-
oriented new and old resiéents. The Gamma coefficients of correlation
were substantial or near substantial for old residents of yural- and
urban orientation (G = 0.29 and 0.44 respectively) and for rural-oriented |
new residents (G = 0,36). These values indicated that differences amdng
various socioeconcomic clésses in frequency of visiting with friends were
related with community orientation rather than length of residencea,

Similarly, the relationship between stage in family life cycle and
frequency of vigiting with friends was examined for each type of resident.
The resultg did not give statistically significant values and the Gamma

coefficients of correlation were generally inverse but negligible.



Table 133 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by
‘residence-~orientation typology and frequency of visiting with relatives.

Relationship between the two varishbles was found to be statistically sig-

- unificant,

Table 133. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by

Residence-Orientation Typology and Frequency of Visit-
ing with Relatilves

Residence-orientation fypology

Visiting Rural- Urban- Rural~ Urban-
frequency - new new cld old Total
Cnce a month 29.8% 34,3% 13,.0% 24 .57 30.0%
or less
Twe to four times 42.5 45,5 60.9 41,7 45,3
a wonth
More than once 27.7 - 20,2 26,1 33.8 24,7
a week

Total 100.0% 100.90% 100,0% 100.0% _ 100.0%

£47) (688) {69) (314) : (1118)

X% = 34.93 P < 0L

The data show that the majority (61 percent) of rvural-oriented old
residents but large proportions (between 42 and 46 percent) of all other
types of resident visited with relatives between two to four times a
month, Similaxr proportions of rural orxiented new and old residents (28
and 26 percent respectively) than of their urban oriented counterparts
(20 and 34 percent respectively) visited with relatives more often than
once a8 week. On the other hand, similar proportions of new than of old-

time residents were found in the lowest visiting frequency. More of new
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than of old vesidents visited vrelatives with lowest frequency {30 and 34
percent of rural- and urban-criented new residents vs, 13 and 25 percent
of old residents respectively).

It could, therefore, be seen that in some response categories sim-
ilarities were greater between respoudenﬁs of same commmity orientation
bgckground and in other categories similarities were greater between re-
spondents with same length of residence.

Table 134 presents tﬁe percentage distribution of respondents by
gocioeconomic status score and frequency of visiting with relatives. Re-
lationship between the two variables was found to be statistically sig-I
nificant, The Gamma coefficient of correlation was inverse and substan-
tial for the two variables.

Table 134, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Scove and Frequency of Visiting with Relatives

e rir e .

Sociocconemic status scores

Vigiting frequency Low Middle High Total
Once & month or less 14.4% 22.8% _45.7% 30.0%
Two to four times a momth  49.2 49.8 37.2 45.3
More than once a week 36,4 27 .4 A7.1 . 24,7
Total 100.0% 100.0% 160.0% 100,0%
(118) (602) (398) _ (1118)
x2 = 79.45  P< .01 G = -0,36

It could be seen that respondents in the low and middle classes
visited relatives more often than did respondents in the high status

class. OFf the low and middle status vespondents, 14 percent and 23 percent



210

respectively visfited with relatives once a month or less as compared to

46 percent of the high status respondents. In the category of visiting
between two to four times a month, the percentages were 49 percent, 5Q
percent and 37 percent respectively for the low, middle and high classes.
In the highest visiting frequency, more often than ence a week, those with
low status led all others (36 percent vs. 27 percent and 17 percent re-
specti#ely for these with middle and high status). .

Table 135 shows the percentage distribution-of respondents by
stage in family life cycle and frequency of visiting with relatives,
Relationship between the two variables was found to be statistically sig-
nificant, but the Gamma coefficient of correlation was zerc.

The data did not indicate a consistent pattern between stage in
family life cycle and visiting pattern. The majority of respondentslin
early stage (51 percent) visited two to four times 2 month and the re~
mainder tended to be in the lowest or highest visiting frequency in

Table 135, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Visiting with Relatives

S ——

Family life cycle stapes

Vigiting frequency | Barly Middle Late Total
Once a month or less 23.2% 33.4 23.7% 30.0%

Two to four times a month 50.6 L, 2 41.7 45,3

~ More than once a week _26.2 _22.4 34,6 24,7
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

' (2373 {742) (139) (1118)

x2 = 17.70 P < .01 G = ~0.00
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similar proportions, Large proportions of those in middle and late -
stages (44 and 42 percent) also visited two to four times a month., How-
ever, of the remainder, more of the middle stage respondents tended to
visit less frequently {once a month or leés, 33 percent) vhile more of
the late sbage respondents fended to visit more frequently (more than
once a week, 35 percent).

The relatidnship between socioceconomic status and frequency of visit~
ing with relatives was also examined for each type of resident, This re-
lationship was found to be statistically significant only for urban-
oriented new residents, However, the Gamma coefficients of correlation
were inverse and substantial for new residents of rural- and urban-orienta-
tion (G = -0.39 and -0.46 vespectively), but low and opposite in direc-
tion for oldtime residents of rural- and urban-orientation (G = 0.02 and
~0,08 respectively). These reasults, therefore, Indicated that socio-
economic status was relatgd inversely to visiting frequency in the case of
new residents, regardless of orientation, to a greater degree than it was
in the case of oldtime residents.

Similarly, ‘the relationship between stage ip family life cycle and
frequency of visiting with relatives was examined for each type of resi-
dent. Relationship between the two variables was found to he statisti-
cally significant for rural- and urban-oriented new residents only., The
Gamma coefficients of correlatlon were inverse and gubstantial for the
former (G = -0.47) but low for the latter (-0.18). The ¢ values were
negligible for oldtime residents of either orientation, These results

indicated that stage in family life cycle was related inversely to fre-



quency of viSiting with relatives among new residents regardless of orien-
" tation, only that the degree was greater among rural- than urban-oriented
‘new residents,

The relationships hetween sociceconomic status, stage in family life
cycle and amount of contact with farmers, village residents aud newcomers
is examined in Tables 136 through 142, The amount of contact with each
- group is first amalyzed for each type of resident, followed by an analysis
by sociceconomic status and/or stage in family life cycle depending upon
the statistical significance of the relationships.

Tables 136 and 137 give thé percentage distribution of respondents
respectively by residence-orientation typology, stage in family life
cycle and amount of contact with farmers, The relatiomships were found
to be statistically significant In both cases. The Gamma coefficient of
pbrrelation was low (0.17) for stage in family life cycle and amount of
contact with farmers, |

It may be mentioned that relationship between socicecomomlc status
and amount of contact with farmers was not found to be statistically sig-
nificant and the Gamma coefficient was fOund to be inverse but low (G =
-0,21). |

The data in Table 136 indicate that the majority of all types of
resident (between 57 and 93 percent) had little or no contact with farmers.
However, & far greater proportion of urban-oriented new and old residents
was gound in this category than of their rural-oriented counterparta (93
percent and 84 percent vs. 67 percent and 57 percent respectively), An

almost equal proportion of rural-oriented new and ¢ld residents had a
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Table 136. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Contact with Farmers -

———re —_— P
—— — — —]

Regidence-orientation typology

Amount of Rural- Urban~ Rural- Urbarn-

" contact naw new old old Total
None or little {(low) 66.7% 93.3% 56.5 83.7% 87.2%
Moderate . 27.1 5.5 24,6 11.5 _ ' 9.3
Much <high) 6.2 i.2 18.9 4,8 ' 3.5

Total 160.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0%
(47) (688) (69) (314) ' {1118)

%2 = 118.76 P < .01

moderate amount of contact (27 percent and 25 percent respectively). As
could be expected, more rural-oriented old residents than other types of
resident had a great deal of contact with farmers (19 percent vs. a high
of 6 percent among other types of resident), - o

The data in Table 137 indicate that an overwhélming ma jority (Be-
tween 83 percent and 90 percent} of respondents in various stages of
family 1ife cycle had little or not contact with farmers. The proportion
in this category, however, showed a slight decrease toward the later
stages (ffom 90 percent in early stage to 83 percent in late stage)., The
proportions iﬁ the moderate and high categories of contact generally in-
_creaaed with stage in family life cycle, but the proportion of respond-
ents in these categories was not more than 10 percent,

Tables 138 and 139 give respectively the percentage distribution

of respondents by residence-orientation typology, sociceconomic status

and amount of contact with village residents. The relationships were



Table 137, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respoundents by stage
in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Contact with Farmers

e —_—

Amount of . Family life cycle stages

contact Early Middle Late Total
 Nome or little (low) - 89.9% 87.3% 82.7% 87.3%
Moderate | 9.3 9.0 10.1 9,2
Much (high) 0 _0.8  _3.a 7.2 3.5
Total ) 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% © 100.0%

: (237) (742) (139) S (1118)

X2 = 10.92 P < .05 ¢ = 0,17

found to be statistically significant in both cases. However, stage in
family iife cycle and.amount_of contact with village residents did not
show a statistically significant relationship. The Gamma coefficients ﬁf
correlation-were_almost zexo for both stage in family life cycle and soéio-
economic status with respect to amount of contact with village residents.
Tﬁe data in Table 138 show that a majority in three of four resi-~
dent types (51 percent each of oldtime residents and 75pevcent of urban-
oriented new residents) had little or not contact with village residenis.
Rural-oriented new residents were equally divided among those who had-
1ittle or no contact and those who had a moderate amount of contact (43
percent each) with village residents. About one third each of oldtime.
residents of rural- and urban-orientation (30 percent and 37 percent re-
spectively) were in the moderate category. The distribution, therefore,
indicated that oldtime residents were more alike and had greater amount

of contact than newcomers with village residents, It may be pointad out
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Table 138, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Contact with Village

Residents
Residence-orientation CLypology
Amount of Rural- Urban~ Rural- Urban-~
contact new new old old Total
Nome or little (low) 42.5%  75.3%  50.7%  51.3% 65.7%
Moderate 47.6 19.2 36,4 37.3 25.9
Much (high) 14.9 5,5 18.9 11.4 8.4
Total 100,07 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
479 (588} (69) (314) . (1118)..
X% = 80.52 P < .01

that amount of contact with village residents was greater than it was with
farmers as there ware comparatively fewer vespondents in the low category
and more in the moderate and high categories of amount of contact with
village residents than there were with respect to farmers.

The date in Table 139 indicated that the relationship between socio-
economic status and amount of contact with village residents was negligible,
The majority in each socioeconomic class (between 62 percent and 75 per-
cent) was in the low category and between 19 and 28 percent were in the
moderate category. Respondents with low sociceconomic status differed
from those with middle and high status in their levels of contact with
village residents. More respondents of low than of middle and high socio;
econamic status had little or no contact with village residents and, con~
versely, more of the latter than of the former had greater amount of con-

tact with village residents,
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Table 139, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Village

Residents
Amount of _ -_;ocioez;nomic status scores
contact Low Middle High Total
None or little (low) 74.6%  62.0% 68.6% . 65.7%
. Moderate 18,6 28,0 24.9 _ 25.9
Much (high) 6.8 10.0 6.5 8.4
Total | 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

(118) (602} (398) (1118)

X2 = 10.63 P < .05 G = -0,03

Tables 140 to 142 give the percentage distribution of respondents
respectively by residence~orientation typology, socioecconomic status,
stage in family life c¢ycle and amount of contact with newcomers. The re-
lationships were found to be statistically significant in all cases, The
Gamma coefficient of correlation was substantial for relationship between
socioceconomic status and amount of contact {G = 0.31), but inverse and
low for ralationship between stage in family life cycle and amnﬁnt of
contact with newcomerg (G = -0,22}.

The data in Table 140 indicated thét the differences in amounts of
contact with newcomers were based more on length of residence than com-
mmnity orientatioﬁ. It can be seen that more
of rural- and urban-orientation had little or no contact with newcomars
(74 and 53 percent vs. 43 and 37 percent respectively). Furthermore, new
than oldtime residents of ruval- and urban-orientation were more 1ike1y |

to fall in the moderate or high categories of contact with newcomers. Not
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Table 140. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Contact with Newcomers

Evrr—r———r—— — -
fom—— - e

Residence-orientation typology

Amount of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-~
contact new new old old Total
None or little (low} 42.5% 36,6% 73,9% 53.2% 43.8%
Moderate | 36.2 35.9 15,9 30.9 33.3
" Much (high) 21,3 27.5 10,2 15,9 : 22.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0%
(&7) (688) (69) (314) (1118)
X2 = 54.89 P < .01

more than 10 percent of rural-orviented cld residents were found in the
high category while rural-oriented new residents were in almost as large
a proportion as of urban-oriented new residents in the high category of'_
amount of contact (21 percemt and 28 percent respectively).

The data in Table 141 show a substantial relationship between
socioeconomic status and amount of contack with newcomers. An overwhelm-
ing majority of those with low socioeconomic status (79 percent) had
little or no contact with newcomers. Substantial proportiens of the mid-

dle status respondents had little or moderate amount of contact with new-
comers (48 and 35 percent respectively) while more respondents of high
status tended te have greater amount of contaét (34 and 39 perceunt in
the moderate and high categories}.

The data in Table 142 suggest an inverse relationship between
stage in family 1ife cycle and amount of contact with newcomers, Those

in late stage of the family life cyele differed significantly from those
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Table l4l. Percentage Disiribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio-
cconomic Status Score and Amount of Contact with Newcomers

Amount of ' Socioecomomic status scores -
contact L.ow Middle Righ Total
None or little (low) 78.8% 48.,0% 27,1% 43.8%
Mode.?:ate ) 19&5 35 ‘4 34.2 . 33.3
Much (high) : 1.7 16.6 _38.7 22,9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,07
: (118} {602) (398) {1118)

x2 = 145.22 P < .01 G = 0.51

Table 142. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondenits by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Contact with Newcomers

Amount of Family life cycle stapes :
contact Farly Middle Late Total
None or little (low) C39.3% 40.8% 67.6% 43.8%
Moderate 37.1 33,3 26,6 33,3
Much (high) | 23,6 25.9 5,8 22.9
Total 100.0% 100.0% 160.0% 100.0%
(237) (742) (139) (1118)

X% = 64,29 P < ,01 ¢ = -0.22
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in the middle and early stages, About two thirds of those in late stage
had little or no contact while similar proportions of those in middle and
early stages of family life cycle had moderate amount or great deal of
contact with newcomers, Only 6 percent of the late stage respondents had
much contadt with newcomers as compared to 26 percent and 24 percent of
those in the middle and early stages of family life cycle. However, it
may be pointed out that a substantial proportion of those in early and
middie stages also had little or no contact with newcomers (39 percent and
41 percent respectively).

The relationships between sociceconomic status and amountlof con~
tact with farmers, viilage residents and newcomers were examined for
each type of resident. In the case of contact with farmers, the velation-
ship was not found to be statistically significant for any type of resi-
dent. The Gamma coefficients of correlation showed an inverse relation-
ship for all types, except urban-oriented new residents., However, these
coefficients were substantialy for only new residents of rural- and
urban-orientation (¢ = ~0.30 and 0,30 respectively).

In the case of contact with village residents, the relationship
with sociceconomic statu; was statistically significant for rural-oriented
new and urban-oriented old residenis with inverse and low Gamma coeffi-
cient for the former (G = -0.20} and a positive low coefficient for the
latter type of resident (G = 0.10). The generally low Gamma values and
significant relationship for two different types of resident did not indi-
cate a c¢lear influence of communlity orientation ox length bf regidence,
Urban-oriented ﬁew and old residenis had lower GCamma values than their

counberpart rural-oriented residents.
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In the case of contact with néWCOmers, relationship with socio-
economic siatus was found to be statistically significant for only urban-
oriented new and old residenis, However, the Gamma coefficients of cor-
relation were substantial for all types of residents.

Similafly, the relationships beltween stage in family life cycle
and amoumt of contact with farmers, village residents and newcomers were
examined for each type of regident. In the case.of contact with farmers,
the relationship was not found to be statistically significant for any
type of vesident. The Gamms coafficients of corrvelation were generally
negligible, except for rural-oviented new vesidents in which case it was
substantial (G = ~0.453). An inverse but low coefficlent was observed for
urhan~oriented new residents too (¢ = -G.16). The coefficients were ale
most zero for oldtiwme residents, These regsults, therefore, indicated N
that stage in family life cycle and amount of contact were inversely
thoﬁgh wéakly related to stage in family life cycle, -

In the case of.confact with village residents, a significant re-
lationship was cbserved for only urban-oriented old residents. The
Gamma coefficients showed an inverse relationship for ail types of resi-
dent. However, the coefficients were low for old residents both.rural-
and urban-oriented (G = 0,29 and -0.22) and almost zero for their counter-
part new residents. |

In the case of contact with newcomers, the relationship with stage
in family 1ife cycle was found te be statistically significant for only
urban-oriented new and old regidents, The Gamma coefficients indicated

an Inverse ralationship for all types, except rural-oriented new residents



(G = 0,54). The low coefficients for rural-. and urban-oriented old resi-
dents (G = -0.29 and -0.27 respectively) indicated a weak influence of
community orientation rather than length of residence in this relation-

Ship »

Summafy of ?indingg on Social Interaction

The level of social interaction was examined for various types of
residents, sociosconomic status and stage in the family life cycle. Om
the hagis of overall scores, social interaction was found to be greater
among rural-oriented new and urban~oriented oldtime residents than among
their counterparts; it was not Influenced by socioeconomic status but
those in the early stage of the family life cycle had less interaction
than others.

8f the various types of residents, more of urban-oriented old resi-
dents knew more neighborhood families than other types; more of urban-
oriented residents visitéd neighbors more often; more of rural-orientgd
old residents had greater contact with farmers; and more of ruval-oriented
residents had greater contact with village residents than had urban-
oriented residents. New residents of either orientation had grsater con-
tact with other newcomers than had the oldtime residents, |

More of those with the high socioceconomic status knew more neighbor-
hood families and had greater contact with other newcomers than those with
the low and middle status; norxe of those with the middle and high status
visited neighbors and friends more coften than those with the low status;
and more of those with the low and middle status visited relatives more

often than those with the high status.
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Differences in the family life cycle stages did not influence fre-
quency of visiting friends or the amount of contact they bad with farmers

and viliage residents as the responses were similar. The frequency of
vigiting neighbors and newcomers was greater among those in the early and
middle stages than zmong those in the late stege; move of the middle and
late than of the early stage knaw more neighborhood families; and more of

the late than of the early and middle stages visited relatives more often,

Instifutional Participation

The following is an anaiysis of institutional participation of vresi
dents of Camillus as measured by an index of institutiomal participation.
The component items of the index and what wonld typify a respondent hav-
ing low, moderate or high intensity of institutional participation have
bean discussed in the counterpart of this section in the chapter on Parma,

The scering system has been discussed in the chapter on Methedology.

Tables 143 through 145 examine the intensity of institutional par-
ticipation as measuved by total score on the index by residence-orienta-
tion typology, socicecomomie status, and stage la family life cycle re-~
spectively. Relationships were found to be statistically significant in
all these cases, The Gamma coefficient of correlation was substantial for
the relationship betwesn sociceconomic status score and total score on the
index, bBut it was almost zero for stage in family life cycle and total
score on thé index,

Table 143 gives the percentage distribution of respondents by
residence-orientation typology and intemsity of institutlonal partici-

pation. The data indicated that the majority of all resident types
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(varying from 52 to 87 percent} participated at moderate intewsity, and
between 22 percent and 43 parcent of three of the four resident types
participated at high intensity level., Only 9 pewcent of rural-oviented
new residents were found in the high intensity category. Nobt more than
10 percent -of any type of resident were found in the low intensity cate-
gOTY.

~ Table 143, Percentage Di#tributicn of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-

dence-Orientation Typology and Intensity of Institutional
Participation

|

Residence-orientation typolegy

Intensity of Rurali- Urban- Rural- Urban-

participation naw new old old Total

Low 4,3% 3.5% 10,2% 5.1% ' 4%

Moderate 87.2 86,7 - 68,1 51.9 63.5

High 8.3 29.8 21,7 43.0 32,1
Total 160,07 100.0% 100.06% 100.0% 100.0%
. 47 (688) (69) (314) (1118)

X% = 42.20 P < ,01

It could be seen, however, that move of urban- than of rural;orienteﬂ
residents, regardless of length of residence participated at high inten-
sity (30 and 43 percent of urban-oriented new and old residents vs., 9 and
22 percent of vural-oriented new and 01@ vesidents respectively). Con-
versely, wore of rural- than.cf urban-~oriented residents, regardless of
the length of residence, participated at moderate infensity.

The relationships were alse examined separately bhetween total par-

ticipation score and the two variables of community orientation score and



length of residence, The relationships Qere found to be statistically
significant in both cases. The Gamwma coefficient of correlation was syh.
stantial for the rotal participation score and the orientation score, but
ltow for the total rarticipation score and length of residence (xz = g,21
df = 1, G = 0.42, and X2 = 42,75 4df = 6, G = 0.17 respectively). Da-
tails of these data are nor presentad here,

| The dats in Table 144 indicate a posgitive association hetween
socioeconomic statug and intensity of institutional participation., The
proportion of respondents in low ard moderate intensity levels decreased
from low to high status class, but the proportion in the high intensity
level inereased from low to high status, OF thosa with low sociceconomfc
status; 89 percent participated at low or mederate intensity, and 11 per=
cent at high intensity, Og rhe other hand, 71 vevcent of those in the
middle socicaconomic class participated at low or moderate intensity, ané
29 percent participated at high intensity. The percentages in this re-

| spect for high status respondents were 57 percent in the low and moderate
intensities and 43 percent in high intensity,

The data in Table 145 did not indicate any direction in the rela-
tionship between stage in family life cycle and intenzity of institutional
participation, liowever, it could be sean that middla gkage respondents
different significantly from others. About one half of this group (58
percent} participated ar wmederate iatensity and more than one thiyd (1%
percent} at high intensity level, On the other hand, participation at
these two levels wag similar among those in early and late stages of the

family life eycle: 76 and 70 percent respectively participated a moderate

1
Nl
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Table 144, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Seceio-
economic Status Score and Intensity of Institutional Partici-

pation
Intensity of Sociceconomic statug scoras
participation Low Middle High : Total
Low . o 16.1% 4.1% 1.2% N YA
Moderate - 72.9 66.8 55.8 63,5
High 11.0 28,1 43.0 _32.31
 Totat . 100.0%  100.07  100.0% 100.0%

(118} (602) (398) ' (1118)

X2 = 85,00 P<.,01 G = 0.41

Table 145, Percentage Distribotion of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Intensity of Institutional Particie

. pation
Intensity of . _ . Family 1ife cycle stages
participation : Farly Middle Late Total
Low 5.0% 3.1% 10.1% : 4.4%
Moderate 76.4 58.2 69.8 63.5
High | _18.6 38,7 20,1 32.1

Total : - 100.0% 160.0% 100.0% : 100.07%
: (237) (742) {139 (1118)

X% = 53,31 F < .01 ¢ = 0,08



leyel, and 19 and 20 percent vrespectively at high intensity. This distri-
bution indicated a significantly greatayw participafion at the high inten-
sity level on the part of middle stage respondents compared to those in
the early and late stages, more of whom participated at moderate inten-
sity. |

Relationship between socioceconomic status and intensity of insti-
tﬁtional participation was found to be statistically significant for each
type of resident. The Gamma coefficients of correlation were substantial
for urban-orviented new and old residents (G = 0.3& and 0.55 respectively),
and high for their rural-orlented counterparts (G = 0.64 and 0.95 respec-
tively).

It may be added that high ¢ values for rural-oriented new and old
regidents could result from small anunber of observations in the low and
high status categories (6 and 13 respectively) of rural-oriemted new and
high status category (%) of rural-oriented old residents. This explana~-
tion will heold true in the subsequent analysils, toe, vhenever the G values
for rhese two types of residents would show upesually high or a near per-
fect correlation ceafficient, |

Table 146 shows the statistical resulte (of X? text and the Gamma
coafficients of carrelationJ of zelationships between socioeconomic status
and total score as well as all items of the index of imnstitutional pax-
tieipation for each type of vesident. |

Similariy, the relationship between stage in family life cycle and
total scove on the index of participation was examined for each type of

regidong., The relationship between the two variables was found teo be
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statistically significant for each type of residents except the rural-
oriented new residents. The Gamma coefficients of correlation were high
but of opposite nature for rural-oriented gew and old residents (G = 0.61
and -0.67 vespectively) and of different level and divection for urban-
oriented new and old residents (G = 0.22 and -0.30 respectively)., Ik
conld be seen, however, that the relationship was inverse for old resgi~
dents but it was direct for new residents, of either orientation in both
cases, Furthermore, the coefficients of correlation were greater in the
case of the former {(oldtime residents) and also greatexr for vural- than
urban-oriented residents. These vesults Cherefore indicate that inten~
sity of institubional participatiocn decreases among oldtime residents in
late stage of the family life cvele.

It may be added that high G values for rural-orfented new and old
rasidents could result front small number of observations in the early
and late stages (13 and 2 respectively) of rural-oriented new and ecarly
stage (4) cf rural-oriented old residents., This explanatiosn will held
true in the subsequent analysis, too, whenever the G values for these bwo
types of residents would show wnusually high or a near perfect correlation
coefficient.

Table 147 shows the statistical results (of x? test and the Gamma
coefficients of correlation} of relationships between stage in family life
cycle and total score as well as all items of the index of institutional
participation for each type of regident. |

The following is an analysis of those conpenent items of the index

of Institutional participation which showed a significant relationship
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under the %2 test and or gave subsﬁantial or high Gamma coefficients of
correlation. These items are first analyzed under residence-orientation
typology, followed by sociceconomic status and stage in family life cycle.

Tables 148 through 150 examine the relatiomships respectively be-
tween residence-orientation typology, socloeconomic status, and stage in
family life cycle and number of organizations to which they belonged. Re-
iationships were found to be statistically significant in all these cases.
The Gamma coefficient of correlation was substantial for relationship
between socioceconomic status score and number of organizations to which
respondents belonged (G = 0.41), but it was negligible for stage in family
1ife cycle and number of organizations to which respondents belonged (G =
6.13), . |

The.data in Table 148 did not render a clear pattern between resi-
dent types and number of organizations to which bhey belonged; The dif-
ferences were noﬁ great between those with similar orientation or lemgth
" of regsidence., However, it could be geen that more or rural- and urban-~
oriented new thqn of their counterpart ¢ld residents were nonmembers {45
and 32 percemt vs, 33 and 26 percent respectively). Almost similar pro-
portions of each type of resident belonged to one or twe organizations
(varying between 44 and 54 percent), but more urban~ than rural-oriented
residents, regérdless of length of residence, were members of three or
more organmizations (20 and 30 percent of new and old urban-oriented vs,
6 and 13 percent of rural-oriented residents respectively). Theselfesults,
therefore, indicate that more of urban-oriented residents were likely to
be members of tﬁree or more ovganizations while more of rural-oriented

vesidents were likely o be nonmembervs.



Table 148, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
dence~Orientation Typology and Nunber of Organirzations to
Which They Belonged )

Residence-orientation tvpology

Number of “TRurali- Urban- Rural- Urhane-
organtzations new ney old old Tokal
None ’ A 32.4% 33.4% 26,47 31.3%
One or two £8.9 47,8 53,6 43,6 ‘ 47.1
Three or more 6.4 19.8 12,0 30,0 _21.6
Total 100.0% 186,0% 100.0% 160,.6% 100.0%
YD (688) {69) (314 {1118)
X2 = 25,47 < ,01

The data ip Tahle 149 indicated a substantial relationship between
pociceconomic status and numher of ovganizations to which respondents ba-
lenged. More respondents with low sceiveconomic status were nonmembers
{58 percent} than were these with middle an& high socioceconomic status
{35 percemt and 18 percent), The converse was true in the categories of
those who belonged to one or two organizations and those vwho belenged to
three or more, One half of the high scciocconomic class and 47 percent
- of middle class respondents belonped to one oy two orgapizations as come
parad to 37 percent of those with lew sociosconomic status., More re-
spondents in high sociceconowmic class belonged to three or more organi-
zapions (31 percent) than did these in the middle and low socioeconompic
classes (19 percent and 5 pevrcent respectively),

The data in Table 150 showed a negligible velatlouship between

gtage in family life cycle and muwber of organizations to which they



¢ycle and number of organization§ in which respondents held an office.
Relationships were found to be statigtically significant in all these
cases, The Gamma coefficient of correlation was substanﬁial for the re-
lationship between socioeconomic status and number of organizations in
which respondents held an office (G = 0.41), but it was low for the re-
lationship between stage In family life cyele and number of organizations
in which respondents held an office (G = 0.22),

The data in Table 151 de wot show a pattern in the relationship
between resident types and number of orgénizations in whichk they held
an office. The overwhelming majority in each type (ranging from 76 per-
cent to 90 percent) did not hLold office in any organization, and for those
who did, this fact did not secem to be clearly related to either community
orientation background or length of residence., However, it may be peinted
cut that the category of nonholders of an office included those who did
net belong to any organizaiion., The exact proportion of these respond-
ents could be ascertained from Table 148, Rural-oriented new residents
Table 151, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-

dence-Orientation Typology and Number of Organizations in
Which Office Was Held :

= ——-

Residence-orientation typology
- Nomber of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
organizations new new old old Total
None 6.67 84, 5% 89.9% 75.8% 82.0%
One 21.3 13.2 7e2 17.2 14,3
Two or more 2.1 2.3 2.8 7.0 3.7
Total 100,07% 100.0% 100.0% 106,0% 100,0%
(47) (683} (69) (314) (1118)

x% = 22,39 P < ,01
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had the largest propeortion (21 pexcent) of all types of resident who held
office in at least one of the organizations to which they belonged, They

were followed by urban-oriented old and new residents (17 percent and 13

percent respectively), the last beimng rural-oriented old residents (7 per
cent). Among those who held offices in two or more oxganizations, urban-
oriented olé residents led all others, but the percentages were low in
all cases, vanging from 2 te 7 percent.

The data in Table 152 shew a substantial positive relationship be-
tween socioeconomic status and nunber of organizations in which respond-
ents held an cffice. The pefcentage of office holders increased from
the low to the high socioeconomic status. In this respect 1t can be seen
that the éombined figures of those holding office in one or more organl-
zations were 6 pereent, 15 percent and 27 percent in the low, middle and
high status classes, respectively. Ii may be pointed out that nonmembers
formed part of the high flgures in the category of those who did not
hold an coffice in an organization,

Table 152. Pefé;nt;ge Distrihuéiég.éf thé.ﬂamilius Respondents by Socio-

economic Status Score and Number of Organizations in Which
Office Wag held

Fumber of Cee Sociveconomic status scores A
organizations ' T Low Middle High Total
None 94.1% 85.5% 73.1% 82.0%
one o 3.4 12.3 20.6 R T
Two or more __': " 2.3 2.2 6,3 o 3.7

Total . . 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.07%
(118) {607} (398) . (1118)

X2 = 40,96 P < .01 6 = 0.42
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The data in Table 153 show a low relationship between stage in
fémily life cycle and number of organizations in whichk respondents held
an office. 1t can be geen that middle stage respondents were more active
than cothers, though the respondents in late stage of the family life cycle
followed closeiy. Of the middle and late stage respondents, 22 percent -
and 15 percent vespectively held office in one ox more organizations to
which they belonged compared to @ perceant of those in early stage, A
slightly higher percentage of respondents in late stage held office in
two or more organizations than did those in middle stage.

| Relationship between socioeconemic status and number of organiza-
tious in which respoundents held an office was also found to be statis-
tically significant for each type of resident., The Gamma coefficients
of corrclation were substantial or high for all types (G = 0,33 and 0.32
for urban-oriented new and old residents and 0.88 and 0.89 for rural-
oriented new and old residents respectively)., The possible reason for
Table 153. Percentage Digtribution of the Camillus Regpondents by Stage

in Family Life Cycle and Number of Organizations in Which
Office Was Held '

s

Number of - __Family life cycle stages
organizations Early Middle Late Total
None | 91.5% 78.4% 84 . 9% 82.0%
one - | 7.2 17.4 16.1 14,3
TWo OF more _ ‘ 1.3 - _h.2 5.0 ' 3.7
Total . 100.0% 100,0% 100,0% 100.0%
: S {237 {742) (139) {1118)

%2 = 23,98 P < .01 G = 0.22
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high G values in the case of rural-orientéd residents has earlier been
explained in this section.

Relationship between stage in family life cycle and nunber of ox-
ganizationg in which respondents held an office was found t0 be statise
tically sigpificant for only two types of residents: urban-oriented new
and rural»oéiented old residents, The Gamma coefficients were substan-
tial for ali tfpes, except the urban-oriented old ;esidents. It may be
noted, however, that the coefficients were inverse for old residents of
rural- and urban-orientation (G = -0.59 and -0.03 respectively), but
direct for new residents of rural- and urban-orientation (G = 0,47 and
0.36 vespectively).

Tables 154 and 155 examine the relationships respectively between
socioaconomic status, stage in family life cycle and frequency of attend-
ance at meetings, The relationships were found to be statistically sig-
nificant in both cases. The Gamma coefficients of correlation were sub-
stantial for socioceconomic status and frequency of attendance at meetings
(G = 0.39) but negligible (G = 0,09) for stage in family life cycle and
the latter variable, \

The relationship between residence-orientation typology and fre-
quency of attendance at meetings was not found to be statistically sig-
nificant, The data did not show significant difference between new and
oldtime residents or between rural- and urban-oriented residents, However,
some differences could be noticed between rural-oriented new residents and
other resident types, The proportions attending meetings up to three

times a month ranged from 49 percent to 5 percent in the case of three
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types of resident, while only 39 percent of rural-oriented new residents
were in this category. The probortions attending more than four meetings
a month did not differ from one type of resident to another as between 13
and 21 percent of ecach type was found in this category.

It can be seen from the data in Table 154 that thé proportion of
respondents attending meetings as well as frequency of attendance in-
creased with sociceconomic status. Of those with low, middle and high
socioeconomic status, 38 percent, 48 pevcent and 56 percent respectively
attended meetings as frequently as up to three times a month. Similarly,
the propertions attending meetings once a week or more increased with
socioeconomic_st;tus (4 percent, 17 percent and 26 percent respectively).

Table 124. Percentage Distribution of ‘the Camillus Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Scere and Frequency of Attendance at Meetings

Attendance : Socioeconomic sktatus scores
frequency Low Middle High Total
 Nonmembers 57,67 34.4% 18.2% | 31, 1%
Up to 3 times a month 38,1 48,2 55.8 | 49,8
Once a week or more often 4.3 17.4 25,9 19,1
Tatal 100,0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0%
(118) {602} (398) {1118)
X2 = 80.12 P < .01 G = 0,39

The data in Table 1535 show the percentage distribution of respondents
by stage in familv life cycle and frequency of attendance at meetings. The
relationship though statistically significant gave an almost zero coeffi-

cient of correlation, However, middle stage vespondents differed in the
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attendance pattern from those in early and late stages of family life
cycle, The majority (55 percent) of the former but only 38 and 45 per-
cent of respondents in the latter two stages attended meetings up to three
times a month, More middle than early and late stage respondents at-
tended meetings once a week or more (24 percent vs. 12 and 6 percent re-
spectively). Nonmembership was of an almost equal magnitude among respond-
ents in early and late stages of family life cycle but far less among
middle stage respondents (50 and 49 percent vs. 22 percent).

Table 155. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Attendance at Meetings

e e e

Attendance Family life cycle stages

frequency Early Middle Late Total

Nonmembers 49,.8% 21.8% 48,9% 31.1%

Up to 3 times a month 38.0 54.6 44,6 49.8

Once a week or more often 12.2 23.6 6.5 19.1

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

(237) (742) (139) (1118)
X2 = 97,38 P < .01 G = 0.09

Relationship between socioeconomiec status and frequency of attend-
ance at meetings was found to be statistically significant for each type
of resident, The Gamma coefficients of correlation were substantial for
urban-oriented new and old residents (G = 0.36 and 0.47 respectively) and
high for rural-oriented new and old residents (G = 0.81 and 0.63 respec-

tively.
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Similarly, relationship between stage in family life cycle and
froquency of attendance at meetings was found te he statistically sig-
nificant for each type of rasident. The Gamma coefficients of corre-
lation were generally substantial, with the exception of urban-oriented
new residents in which case it was low. It may be added that the re-
lationship was inverse for old residents of rural- and urban-orientatiom
(G = -0.53 and -0.37 respectively) while it was direct for new residents
of rural- and uwrbam-orientation (G = 0.44 and 0,25 respectively).

" Tables 156 to 138 show, respectively, the relationships between
residence-orientation typelogy, scociceceonomic status, stage in family
life cycle and amount of intevest in lecal affairs. Relatiouships were
found to be statistically significant in all these cases, The Gamma
coefficient of corvelation was low for the relationship between socic-
economic status and amount of imterest (¢ = 0.21) and negligible for
gtage in family life cycle and amount of interest in local affairs (G =
.14} .

The data in Table 156 show that of the four resident types, a
grazater proportion of rural- than of urban-oriented new and old resi-
dents were found iwn the slightly interested category (60 aund 44 percent
of rural-oriented new and old vs, 38 and 28 percent of urban-oriented
new and old residents respectively}. Almost similar proportions of all
resident types {varying from 36 to 45 percent) were found to be in-
terested in local affairs, MNowever, greater proporticns of urban- than
of vural-oriented new and old residents said they were very interested

in local affairs (17 and 32 percent of urban-oriented new and old vs;



Table 136, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Resi-
dence-Orientation Typology and Amount of Interest in Loecal

Affairs
Resideuce-orientation typology

Amount of Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-
interest new new old old Total
S]—ightly v 59.6% 38.2% 43.5% 2803% 360?70
interested ’ :
Interested : 36,2 4t .6 44 .9 39.8 42.9
Very intevrested 4,2 17.2 11.6 31,9 20.4

Total 100,07 100.07% 100.0% 100.0% 100.07%

47) {688) (69 (314) - (1118)

%2 = 48,09 P < .01

4 and 12 percent of rural-oriented new and old residents respectively).
Some differences in certain regponse categories could be seen between
new and oldtime residents which indicates some influence of length of
residence, too,

| The datas in Table 157 show a greater similarity of response among
respondents of middle and high socioeconomic status compared to that of
low socioceconomic status, The majority with middle and high socioeco-
nomic status was cither interested or very interested in local affairs‘
64 percent and 59 percenﬁ respectively), while the majority (59 percent)
of low socioeconomic status respondents expressed only a slight interest._
More respondents of middle and high than of low socloeconomic status
said they were very interested in local affairs (20 and 24 percent vs,

11 percent),
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Table 157. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio-
economic Status Score and Amount of Interest in Local Affairs

Socioeconomic status scores

Amount of interest Low Middle High Total
Slightly interested 59.3% 56,17 30,9% 36.7%
Tnterested 29.7 4.0 45,2 | 42,9
Very interested | 11.0 13.9 23.9 _20.4
Total 100.0%  106.0% 160,0% 160.0%

- (118) (602) (398) (1118)

%2 = 33.18 P < .01 G = 0.21

Table 158 shows the relationship between stage in family life cycle
and amount of interest in lecal affairs. Amount of interest differed at
various stages of the family 1ife cycle. Of thoge in early and late
stages, a larger proportion (46 percent and 45 percent respectively)'
ghowed only a slight interest as compared to 32 percent of those in mid-
dle stage, More respondénts'of middle than of early and late stage of
the family 1ife cycle said they were either interested or very interested
in local affairs (68 percent vs, 54 and 35 percent respectlvely). More
respondents of early and middle than of late stage were in the category of
interested people, but more of middle and late stage than of early stage
respondents were in the category of very interested.

Relationship between socioecomomic status and amount of interest
in local affairs was found to be significant for each type of respoundent,
with the exception of rural-oriented new residents. The Gammz coefficients
of correlation were gemerally substantial, with the exception of urban~

oriented new residents in which casge it was low. The coefficients were
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Table 158. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Amount of Interest in Local Affairs

_— pnisia o .

m— — = m———
o _ - Family life cycle stagea _
Amount of interest Early Middle Late Total
Slightly interested , 46,47 31.9% 45.3% 36.7%
Interested | 43,5 44.9 31.7 : 42.9
Very interested 10.1 23.2 23.0 20.4
| Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
{237) (742) (139) (1118)

X2 = 33,83 P < .01 G = 0.14

higher for oldtime residents (G = 0.54 and 0.39 respectively) for rural—l
and urban-oriented residents) than for new residents (6 = 0.30 and 0.18
for rural- and urban-oriented residents respectively)., However, since
the coefficients of correlation for urban-oriented residents of eitﬁer
length of vesidence were lower than their counterpart rural-oriented resi-
dents, it seems that communilty orientation rvather than length of resi-
dence had greater influence on amount of interest in local affairs,
Relationship between stage in famiiy Iife cycle and amount of in-
terest in local affairs was found to be statistically significant for
each tyﬁe of regident. The Gamma coefficients of correlation were inversé
for oldtime residents (G.= «0.40 and -0.04 for rural- and urban-oriented
respectively) and positive for new residents (G = 0.85 and 0.1l respec-
tively for rural- and urban-oriented residents), The negligible coeffi-
cients for urban-oriented new and old residents as compared to their rural-
oriented counterparts, tend to indicate greater influence of community

orientation background than length of residence.
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Tables 159 to 161 show, respectively, the relationships between
residence~orientation typoelogy, socioeconomic status, stage in family
life cycle and frequency of church attendance, Relationships were found
to be statistically significant in each cage. The CGammaz coefficient of
correlation was positive for the relationship between socioecoﬁomic
'spatus and frequency of church attendance, but was inverse for the re-
lationship between stage in family life cycle and frequency of church
attendance, The coafficients were low in both cases (6 = 0,24 and -0.20
respectively).

Table 159 shows the relationship between residence-orientation
typology and frequencf of church attendance, It can be seen that al-
though the majority inm each case attended church cnce a week, more of
urban- than of rurval-oriented residents did so (more than 70percent each
of the former vs. 55 percent each of the latter), Of the remainder,
rural-oriented new and old residents were more likely than their urban-
oriented counterparts to visit church once or twice a month (30 and 23
Table 159. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by

Residence~Orientation Typology and Frequency of Church
Attendance :

Regidence-orientation typoleogy

Attendance Rural- Urban- Rural- Urban-

frequency new new old old Total

Only on im- 14.,9% 10.2% 2,77 12.4% 11.7%

portant days

Once or twice 29.8 15.3 23.2 15.3 16.4

a month

Once a week ‘ 55,3 74.5 55.1 72.3 71.9
Total 100,0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100. 0%

' (47) {688) (69) {314) {1118)

X2 = 20,92 P < .01
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percent vs. 15 percent each). More of oldtime than new residents of
either orientation tended to visit church only on important days 22 and
12 percent vs, 15 and 10 percent respectively), These data, therefore,
seemed to indicate that frequency of church attendance was related more
. to community orientation than length of residence.

Table 160 shows the relationship between socioeconomic status.and
frequency of church attendance. Respondents with low socioceconomic
status differed from both middle and high socioeconomic status respond-
ents. Though the majority in each sociveconomic class attended church
once a week, the proportion in low socioeconomic class was much less than
of other two classes (50 percent vs. 73 and 76 percent), Of the remain-
ing one half of low sociceconomic class, a slightly higher proportion
(26 percent) attended church only on importaﬁf days than of those who
attended once or twice a month (24 percent). However, considerably
smaller proportions of middle and high than of low status respondents

were found in these lower frequencies of church attendance.

Table 160. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio- -
economic Status Score and Frequency of Church Attendance

Seocioaconowmic gtakus scores

Attendance frequency : Low Middle High ' Total

Only on important days 26.3% 11.3% 8.0% 11.7%
Once or twice a month 23.7 15.4 15.6 16.4
Once a veek 0.0 73,3 _16.4 L9

Total - 100.0%  100,0% 100.6% ' 100.0%
{118) {602) (398) (1118}

X% = 39,52 F< .01 G = 0.24
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Table 161 shows 2 low inverse relatlonship between stage in family
life cycle and frequency of church attendance, The data indicated that
regpondents in late stage of family life cycle differed from both early
and middle stage respondents in frequency of church attendance., While an
overvhelming majority of early and middle Qtage respondents attendad
church once a week, only a little more than one half of late stage re-
spondents did so (73 and 75 percent vs. 54 percent) . More late stage
- than of early and middle stage respondents attended church cnce or twice
a month (22 percent vs. 19 and 15 percent respectively) or only on im-
portant days (24 percent vs. 8 and 11 percent respectively). |

Table 161. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Frequency of Church Attendance

e e e e e T e ety
_ . Family life cyvcle stages

Attendance frequency Barly Middie Late Total

Only on important days &8.0% 10.5% 24 4% - 11.7%
Once or twice a month 18.6 14.7 21.6 ' 16.4
Once a week - 73.4 74.8 54.0 o _71.9

Total 100,07 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%
(237 (742) (139) (1118)

x% = 34.40 P < .01 G = -0.20

Relationship between socioeconomic status and frequency of church
attendance was found to be statistically significant for only urban-
oriented new and 01& residents, The Gamma coefficients of correlation
were generally low, with the exception of rural-oriented old residents

{G = 0,15 and 0.28 for urban-oriented new and old and 0.20 and 0.48 for



247

rural-oriented new and old residents respectively)., These values indi-
cated a low relationship between the two variables, and that community
orientation background rather than length of residence seemed to have
greater influence on frequency of church attendance,

Relationship between stage in family life cycle and frequency of
church attendance was found to be statistically significant for each type
of resident, except rural-oriented old residents, The Gamma coefficients
of correlation indicated an inverse relationship for all types of resi-
dent, though the coefficient was substantial for only urban-oriented old
residents. However, the coefficients were higher for old than ﬁbr new
residents of rural- and urban-orientation (G = -0,17 and -0.37 vs. -0,09
and -0,11 respectively). These values do indicate a greater influence of
length of residence than of community orientation on frequency of church
attendance. It was shown earlier than late stage families differed from
early and middle stage respondents, and that oldtime than new residents

had a greater proportion in late stage of family life cycle.

Summary of Findings on Institutional Participation

The level of institutional participation was examined for each type
of resident, sociocconomic status and stage in the family life cycle. On
the basis of overall scores, participation was found to be greater among
urban-ori;nted than among rural-oriented residents, among respondents of
high status than of the low and middle status, and among the middle stage
than among the early and late stages of the family life cycle.

It was found that more of the urban-oriented new and old residents

belonged to greater number of organizations, had greater interest in local
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affairs, and attended church with greater fregquency comparedlto thefir

Tho countérpart rural-oriented residents, The frequency of attendance at

- meetings and holding of an cffice in an organization was not influenced,
or was influenced irregularly, by the resident typology,
It was found that more of the high socioeconomic status respond-

© ents belonged to greater number of organizations, held offices in greater

+* number of organizations to which they belonged, and attended meetings

+ moxe often compared to those with the middle and the low status. More of
those with middle and high status showed greater interest in local affairs
and visited church more often than did those with the low status.

1t was found that more of those in the middle stage of the family

life cycle exhibited similar characteristics as above regarding number

. of orgznizations to which they belonged, nuaber of organizations in

. which they held an office and the frequency of attendance at meetings

- than those in the early and late stages., Greater amount of interest in

local affairs was found more among those in the middle and late stages
than among those in the early stage., Those in the early and middle stages
of the family life cycle were more likely to be attending church with

greater frequency than were fhose in the late stage.
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Attitude Toward Life in the Fringe and Anomie

Socioeconomic status score and stage in family life cycle showed
statistically significant-relationships with mest of the items represent-
ing attitude toward conditions of life in the fringe area. GSatisfaction
with fringe residence showed a neéligible inverse relationship with both
socioeconomic status and stage in family life cyecle (G = -0.03 and -0,13
respectivaely). These relationships were not found-to be statisticaily
significant either. Relationship between stage in family life cycle and
the head of family's satisfaction with convenience of driving to work was
also not found to be statistically significant and had negligible coef-
ficient of correlation (G = 0,.11).

Table 162 presents the percentage distribution of respondents by
sociceconomic status and the head of family's satisfaction with conven-
ience of driving to work. Relationship between the two variables was
found.to be statistically significant and the Gamma coefficient of cor-
relation was inverse but low (G = -0.26). It could be seen that respond-
ents with low socloeconomic stabtus expressed an attitude different from
that expressed by both middle and high.statué respondents. The majority
(62 percent) of low status respondents were vary satisfied as compared
to only 39 percent and 31 percent respectively of middle and high status
respendents who were found in this category. More of middle and high
than of low status respondents were found in the satisfied category (44
percent-each of the former two classes vs. 32 parcent of the latter class),.

More respondents of middle and high than of low sociceconomic class said
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they were dissatisfied with driving convenience (19 and 24 percent vs

_6 pevcent respectively).

Table 162. Percentage D stribution of the Cam |l us Respondents by Soci o-
economc Status Score and Head's Satisfaction w th Conveni ence

of Driving to Wrk

Socioeconomic status scores

Extent of satisfaction Low Middle

‘High Total
Dissatisfied - 6.3% 16.8% 24 5% 18.7%
Satisfied - I,_ 31.7 43.9 44 b 43.1
Very satisfied 62,0 39.3 31,2 38,2
Total _.i 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(7%) (542) (356) (577)..
P < .0L G = -0.26

X% = 32,90

Tables 163 and 184 examine the relationship respectively between

socioeconomic status, stage in family life cycle and attitude toward

school taxes. Both of the former two variables showed a statistically

significant relationship with attitude toward school taxes.

The Gamma

coefficient of correlation showed an inverse but low degree of relation~

ship between socioeconomic status and attitude toward school taxes {G =

-0,25), but was substantial for stage in family life cycle and attitude

toward school taxes (G = 0.32),

The data in Table 163 indicated that while the majority of re-

épondents with high socioeconomic status {52 percent) considered school

taxes te be reasconable, there were fewer respondents of low and middle

socioeconomic status in this category (31 and 40 percent respectively).
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Table 163, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio-
economle Status Score and Attitude Toward School Taxes

——— —

Socioeconomic status scores

Attitude R Low Middle Kigh Total
' Reasonable o 30.5%  40.2% 51,5% s
Somewhat high 4007 33,6 5.7 3sa
Very high Climad 28.8 26.2 2.8 0 21.7
“ foral | 100.0%  100.04  100.0% 100.07%

X% = 36.43 P < .01 G = -0.25

On the other extreme, those who considered the taxes to be very high, more
respondents of low and middle than high socioeconomic status were found in
this category (25 and 26 perxcent vs., 13 percent respectively). Almost
similar proportion (varying from 34 to 41 percent) of respondents in each
class considered the school taxes to be somewhat high., These data, there-
fore, show that a majoritf of respondents in both low and middle socio-
'n;c;nomic class considered the taxes to be somewbat high or very high,
while the majority of respondents in high clasg considered the taxes to

be reasonable, N

“ h The data in Table 164 show a substanﬁial relationsﬁip 5etween stage
in'faﬁily life cycle and atijitude toward school taxes, It can he seen
 that the majority of respondents in early stage considered the schooi
taxes were reascnable, but a majority of those in middle and late stage

of fgmily life cycle considered the taxes to he somewhat high or very high,

The proportions in the reasonable category were 34 percent vs. 43 and 25

o



percent of early, middle and late stage respectively, and the propor-
‘tions in the very high category were 14 peréent, 20 percent, and 45 per-
cent respectively for the three stages in family life cycle. Similar

" proportions (varying frem 30 te 37 percent) of respondents in each class
considered the taxes to be somewhat high,

Table 164. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Attitude Toward School Taxes

e e i i —
. Family life ecyecle stages
Attitude Early Middle Late Total
Reagonable 54 4% 43,07 25,22 43,27
Somewhat high ' 32.1 36.9 30.2 35,1
Very high 13.5 20.1 44,6 21,7
Total | | © 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100,0%
: 237 {742} (139 - (1118)

S X% = 61.4 P < .01 G = 0.32

Tables 165 and 166 examine the relationship resPecfively between
socipeconomic status, stage in family life cycle and attitude toward
property taxes in Camillus, Though the relationships were found to be
statisticélly significant, the Gamma coefficients of correlation indi-
cated a low degree of Inverse relationship in each case (G = -0.,13 fér
socioeconomic status and G = ~0.25 for stage in family life ecycle),

The data in Table 165 indicate that more respondents of high than of
middle and low socioeconomic gtatus considered the property taxes were
reasonable (60 percent vs. 50 and 45 percent respectively). The converse

of this was observed in the two categories of somewhat high and very high
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(26 percent vs. 33 and 37 percent respectively in the former category

and 14 percent vs. 17 and 18 percent respectively in the latter category).
It could be seen, therefore, that more respondents of low and middle than
high socioeconomic c}ass consi@e;ed the taxes to be somewhat high ox very

»

high.

i

Table 165. Pexcentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Soclo-
economic Status Score and Atititude Toward Property Taxes

mas

Sociloeconomic status scores

Attitude Low Middlie High o Total
Reasonable b 44,97, 50.3% 59.8% _ 53.1
Somewhat high ' 37,3 32.9 26,4 . 31,1
Gory high S ha s s et s
Cfetal T 100.0%  100.0% wo.on " 100.0%

- (1118) (602) (398) Cie (1118)

X% = 12,29 P < ,05 ¢ = -0,15

The data in Table 166 indicated that a grgduglly decreasing pro-
porfion of early, middle and late staéé.résﬁﬁﬁdeﬁté.considered the
property taxes to be reasonable (65 percent, 52 percent and 40 percent
respectively). However, more of middle and late than of ecarly stagé
respondents considered taxes were somewhat high (34 and 32 percent vs. 22
percent) or very high (15 and 27 percent vs., 13 percent). 1In the latter
category, however, late stage respundents were noticeably more than mid-
dle and early stage rvespondents. However,‘if could be seen that, while
the majority of respondents in early stage considered the taxes to be
reasonable, a majority of middle and late stage respondents considered

the taxes to be somewhat or very high.
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Tabie 166. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Attitude Toward Property Taxes

Family life cycle stages .

Attitude Early Middle Late Total
Reasonable o 65.4% 51.6% 40.3% 53.1%
Somewhat high | 21.9 33.7 2.6 311

Very high 120 147 273 158
Total | 100,07  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
(237 (742) (139) (1118)

%2 = 33,18 P < .01 G = 0.25

Tabi;s 16? and 168 examiﬁe the relationship respectively between
socioeconomic status, stage in family life cyecle, and number of resi-
dential moves made during the past ten yéars. The relationships were
found to bhe statistically significant in each case. The Gamma coeffi-
cients of correlation indicated a substantial relationship'between soclow
economic status and number of rvesidential moves (G = 0.44), and 3 sub-
stantial inverse relationship between stage in family life cycle and‘
nuéber of residential moves (G = -0.57).

0 The data in Table 167 show that greater number of residential moves
.ﬁééeﬁéade by respondents with high than widdle or low socioeconomie status,
1t could be seen that a majority (61 percent) of vespondents with low
socioeconomic status had not made a single move in the past ten years,
whereas much larger proportions of rvespondents with middle and high socio-
economic status had moved at least once (78 and 88 percent respactively).

The differences weve especially large in the proportlons of those who had

\
\.
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| ‘Table 167, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socie-
©o.ec ;o oi. economic Status Score and Numbey of Moves Made in Past Ten
Years

Sociceconomic stabtus scores

Rumber of moves Low Middle High Total
None Lo 61.0% 22.1% 12.3% S 22.7%
One NERN B o | 24,6 32.5 25.9 : - 29
Two R §es 7.6 19.3 15.8 R '16.8
Three or more RN 6,8 26,1 4.0 T ﬂg;;;
Total R 100.0% 100,0% 180.0% . 160,07
(118) (602) (398) (1118y

X2 =~ 163.84 P < .01 G = 0.44

made three or more moves (7 percent vs. 26 and 46 percent of low, middle
and high class rGSpectively). Furthermore, more of middle and high than
of low sccioceconomic status respondents had made twe moves in the past
ten years (19 and 16 percent vz, B percent}.

The data in Table 168 show greater past mobility among early and
middle than late stage reépondents. Respondents in eaxly stage of the
family life cycle were the most nmobile and those in late stage were the
least mobile of all, The proporticns of respondents in eavly, middle and
late stages of family life cycle who had made three or more resgidential
moves were 31 percent, 30 percent and & percent respectively, The major-
ity of late gtage respondents (63 percent} had not made a single move
while a majority of those in early stage (70 percent) and a large propor-
tion of those in middle atage (48 percent) had made two or more residential

moves in the past ten year,
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Table 168. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Number of Moves Made in Past Ten

Years

) Family life =eycie stages . o
Number of moves Early Middle Late Total
ane. R L 3.4% 21,3% 63.3% 22,7%
One ‘ ? 26,2 3t.0 25,9 : 29.4
Two ' 1%9.8 17.8 6.5 , 16.8
Three or more : _30.6 29,9 '_qg&g ﬁgi;i
Total . 100,02 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

- (237) (742} (139) (1118)

X2 = 214,532 P < .01 ¢ = -0,57

Table 169 shows the relationship between socioeconomic status score
s and.extent of anocmie. The vrelationship was statistically significant and
the Gamma coefficient of correlation indicated & substantial inverse re-
lationship (G = —0;32). . |

The data showed that the proportion of anomic respoudents decreased
gradually from low tc high class, end that the proportion of nonanomic re-
spondents increased gradually from low to high class, The proportion of

- anomic respondents in low, middle and high classes was 39 percent, 23 per=-

- eent and 11 percent respectively, and the proportion of nonanomic re-

- spondents was 23 percent, 33 percent and 47 pexcent respectively in the

three socioceconomic classes, Slightly larger proportions of middle and

- high than of low socioceconomic class respondents were found in the inter-

mediate category (43 and 42 percent vs. 38 percent respectively),
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Table 169, Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Socio~
economic Status Score and Extent of Anomie

e
S—

Extent of anomie

Sociceconomic status scores

Low Middle High Total
Nonanomic u.f:? 22.9% 33.2% 46.7% 36.9%
Intermediate 38.1 0.6 622 42,4
Anomic 39.0 23.4 _ii.1 _20.7
Y petar 100,04 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
» (118} (602) (398) (1118)
%2 = 58,70 P < .0L G = -0.32

Table 170 shows the relatiomship between stage in family life cyele

and extent of anomie.

The relationship was statistically significant and

the Gamma coefficient of correlation was substantial (G = 0.30),

i Table 170. Percentage Distribution of the Camillus Respondents by Stage
in Family Life Cycle and Extent of Ancmie

R

Family life cvele stages

%2 = 52,43 P < .01

Eﬁtent‘of anomie Early Middle Late Total
Nonanomic 45.2% 37.9% 18.0% 36.9%
_ Interme@igte L 42,6 42,4 41.7 | 42.5
Anomic - 12,2 19.7 50,3 20.7
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% . 100.0%
(237) (762) (139) (1118) .
G = 0.30
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The data showed that there were more anomic respon&ents in late
than in early and middie stages, and that there were more nounanomic re-
spondents in early than in middle and late stages of family life gycle.
The proportion of anomic respondents in early, middle and late stage of
fapily life cycle was 12 percent, 20 percent and 40 percent respectively.
The proportion of nonanomic respondents in early, middle and late stages
of family life cycle was 45 percent, 38 percent and 18 percent respec-
tively., Almost equal proportiom of respondents of each stage was found
in the intermediate category (varying from 42 to 43 percent), |

Summary of Findingg on Attitude Toward Life in the Fringe
and Anomie

The differences in sociceconomic status or stage in the family
life cycle of respondents did not influence the degree of satisfaction
with fringe residence (most of them were very satisfied). More of those
with the middle and the high status were less satisfied with convenience
of driving to work than were thosze with the low status, but the degree
of satisfaction did not differ much from one stage of the family life
cycle to the other, o

More respondents of the low and middle socioecomemic clagses con-
sidered school taxes to be very high compared to those with high socio-
econonic class, More respondents in tﬁé middle and high sociceconomie
classes considered property taxes to be reasonable compared to those in
the low class, A higher rate of residential mobility was found in higher

socloeconomic classes than in the low class,
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More respondents in the late tham in the early and niddle stages
of the family life cycle considered school and property taxes to be very
high. A greater mobility rate was fﬁund in the early than in the middle
and late stzges of the family life cycle,

AnomiF was found to be higher among respondents in the low socio-
gconomic class and among those in the latke stage of tﬁe family life cycle
than among those in the middle and high socioceconomic classes, or those In

the middle and late stages of the family life cycle,



Chapter VII
“zjf“,? LEVEL OF DEVELOPMENT IMPLICATIONS: SIMILARITIES AND

+#iP" CONTRASTS IN THE THREE FRINGE AREAS
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This chapter examineé varicus sets of hypotheées relating te social
interaction, institutional participation, attitude toward conditions in
the fringe areas, and anomie in the three study areas. Each of these sub-
stantive arveas is preceded by a listing of its sets of hypotheses., The
possible implications of differences in levels of development of the thres

fringe areas have also been considered in various hypotheses.

Social Interaction

Hggatheses

(a):~-Intensity of social interaction and participation in recre-
ational activities increases in higher socioceconomic classes but decreases
in advanced stages in the family life cycle.

(b):--Urban-oriented residents have closer social relationships in
the neighboring suburbs or central city than within their community of
pes}dgnce.

o (¢):--Rural-oriented oldtime rvesidents have greater sqcialuinter-
acéion than any of the other types of residents. .:
" {d):--Rural-oriented residents have greatear sociél interaction

than vrban-orieuted residents.

260
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{e):--0ldtime residents have greater social interaction than new
residents.

Hypothesis {a):--Intensity of sccial interaction and participation
in recreational activities increases in higher sociceconomic classes but
decreases in advanced stages in the family life cycle,

Reissman! had found that the higher sociceconomic classes showed az
higher degree of participation in leilsure time activities and in social
interaction. The first part of our hypothesis aims at testing Reissman's
findings in our study areas, while the latter part, the influence of
stage in famlly life cycle, is an extension of his findings.

. Relationships between socioeconomic status score, stage in family
life cycle and intensity of social interaction are examined first in the
following paragraphs, followed by an analysi# of the relationships between
socioeconomic status score, stage in family life cycle and extent and
intensity of ;articipation in recreational activities,

The data did not indicate a statistically significant relationship
beﬁween gociceconomic status and intensity of social interaction in any

fringe area, with the exception of Camillus, The Gamma coefficients of

- correlation were also negligible or almost zero in all areas (G values

ranged from -0.03 to 0,10),.
The majority of each socioeconomic class (in most éases_as much as

two thirds or more) in each fringe area interacted at a moderate level of

intensity and about one third in each class interacted at the high inten-

sity level, Of the three fringe areas, Clarence had the highest percent-

- 1. Refer to Chapter 1, footnote 73.
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age of respondents in the category of high intensity of social inter-

_action in each sociceconomic class and Camillus had the least (ranging

from 35 to 3% percent and from 24 to 26 percent respectively in the

_ moderate and high intensities). Of the three areas, Camillus had the

largest proportion in each socioeconomic class interacting at a moderate

Relationship between stage in family life cycle and intensity'of

. soclal interaction was found to be statistically significant only in

o

~ Claxence and Camillus. 7The Gammg coefficients of correlation indicated
. an inverse relationship between the two variables only in Clarence, but

~ the values were low in all areas (G = -0.19 ian Clarence, 0,20 in Camillus

and 0.02 in Parma). e el d el T L L

L1

In Clarence, the data indicated a lesser degree of interaction

among respondents in middie and late stages than among respondents in

_early stage, Although the majority of each stage in the family life

cycle was in the moderate intensity level, the proportion showed slight
increages toward later stages (55 percent, 59 pefcent and 68 percent of

early, middle and late stage respondents). Conversely, the proportions

_ in the high intensity level decreased slightly toward later stages (45

”'percent, 38 percent and 30 percent of early, middle and late stages re-

... spectively},

In Camillus, the majority of each stage in family life cycle was

~also in the moderate intensity level. More of the early than of later

stages were found in this category (86 percent vs., 72 and 71 percént of

middle and late stages respectively), Conversely more of middle and late
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than of early stage respoﬁdents were found in the high intensity level

- (27 percent each of middle and late stages vs. 14 percent of early stage).

* In Parma, too more of early than of middle and late stage respond~
ents were found in the moderate intensity level (71 percent vs, 58 and
60 percent of middle and late stage respectively), and more of middle

and late than of early stage respondents were found in the high intensity

~ 1level (39 and 35 percent vs. 29 percent rxespectively).

The above data, therefore, do not support the hypothesis that in-

~. tensity of soclal interaction is greater among people of higher than

{ lower sociceconomic classes, This could possaibly be a unique factor of

' the fringe areas which have relatively large proportions of middle and

high socloeconomic status people,

The data also indicatéd that advanced gtages in the.family 1ife
cycle did not substantially influence the intensity level of social in-
teraction, though some differences could be seen between the early and
middle or late stage respondents. Generally, more of the former.than-
of the latter two interacted at a moderate level, but more of the latter
two than of the former scored in the high intensity of social inter-
action., However, it is quite.possgple that since most items of the index
of social interaction related to neighboring, more of the middle and late
stage respondents, whose children are between six and seventeen years of

age, did more neighboring than did those in early stage of the family

life cycle, Another possible reason could be that, as éxplained in

greater detail in the following analysis, more of early stage respond-

ents than others scored high on the extent and intensity of participation
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in recreational activities. The types of activities of younger families

'F.could possibly be such as could be undertaken outside their neighborhood
; and, therefore, more of them scored in the moderate than high level of

" social interaction.

) 'Exfent and Intensity of Participation in Recreational Activities

The number of recreational activities (exkent) and frequency of

barticipation (intensity) were defined respectively as the sum total of

all such activities and the frequency with which respondents participated

" in them together with the head of family or with other members of the

The numberlof activities was grouped into three ¢lasses: 0 to 3,
4 to 6, and 7 or more. TFrequency of participation (intensity) was
grouped into five clagses:

None: No rvecreationsl activity

-

'iéﬁ:'-Oﬁce 5 ﬁonth to three times a month
Medium: Four to ten times a month
High 1: Eleven to twenty times a month, and

High 2: Twentyéohe times a month or move often

RER I T

It was found that both socioeconomic status and stage in faﬁily
life eycle had substantial relationship with extent and intensity of par-~
ticipation in all fringe areas., The relationship was Inverse in the case
of family life cycle but positive in the case of socioecouomic-status.
The Gamma coefficients of correlation obtained indicated that socioceco-

nomic status was a'relatively better predictor of the extent and intemsity

of participation in recreational activities than was family life cycle.

R I T R A R



”&h;.relationship be£w§én.s§cioecaﬁﬁmic gstatus and both exteﬁt and
intensity of participation in recreational activities was found to be
statistically significant in'all fringe areas, with the exception bf re~-
lationship between sociceconomic statug and frequency of participation
in Parma, However, a substantial relationship was observed between socio-
economic status and extent of recreational activities in all areas (G =
0.41, 0.59 and 0.39 in Parma, Claren;e and Camillus respectively).

The relationship between socloeconomic status and frequency of
participation in recreational activities was substantial in both Parma
and Clarence (¢ = 0.30 and 0.45 respectively), but low in Camillus (G =
0.26).

0 In Parma, the respondents with low sccioeconomic status differed
substantially from those with middle and high status. IThe latter two
-ghowed greater similarities in their distribution patterns, Non; of the
respondents with low socloeconomic étatus participated in.seven or more
activities while 10 and 11 percent respectively of the middle and high
status regpondents did, A much larger proportion of low than of middle
and high socioeconomic status participated in only three or fewer activ-
ities (84 percent vs. 49 and 56 percent respectively), |

Mach larger proportions of middie and high than of low socioeco:
nomic status respondents participated in recreational activities with
high frequency (42 and 50 percent vs. 19 percent respectively), Con-
versely, more of low than of middle and high socioeconomic status respond~
ents participated with low frequency (39 pércent v8. 19 and 22 percent

regpectively), The latter figures included 19 percent, 11 percent and
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percent respectively of low, middle and high status respondents who par-
ticipated in mo recreational activity at all, FH-;'
ol T e In Clarence, the respondents in the three socioeconomic.classes
differed significantly from one another in extent of recreational partici-
%“hpation. The proportion participating in seven or more activities increased
substantially toward higher sociloceconomic classes. Conversely, the pro-
portions participating in three or fewer activities decreased toward |
et higher sociceconomie classes, In the former category, the proportions
cf the low, middle and high classes were 2 percent, 16 percent énd 32
percent respectively, and in the latter cakegory the proportions were 89
percent, 45 per;gqt_and 23 percent resgpectively,
S, Much larger proportioms of the Clarence respondents of middle and
e high than of low sociceconomic status participated with high frequency
(47 and 55 percent vs. 10 percent respectively), An overwhelming major-
ity (75 percent) of the low status respondents was found in the low fre-
quency of participation compared to about 20 percent eéch of the middle
. anduhigh_gtatus respondents, The latter figuvres included 42 percent,
17 percent and 2 percent respectively of the three socioeconomic classe§
who participated in no recreatioual activity,

The extent of recreational participation in Camillus was general-
ly similar to that of the other two areas, The proportion participating
in highest number of activitiesg increased toward higher sociceconomic
classes (4 percent to 24, and 36 percent respectively in the low, middle

and high socioeconomic clasges}, Conversely, the proportion participating

in least mumber of activities (3 or fewer) decreased toward higher socio-
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- economic classes (72 percent to 51 and 22 percent, respectively, of low,
middle and high socioeconomic classes). -

More of the Camillus vespondents of middle and high than of low
socioeconomic status particlpated with high frequency (58 and 63 percent
vs. 25 percent respectively), an& more of low than of middle and high
socioeconomic classes participated with low frequency (31 percent vs, 1l
and 7 percent respectively), The latter include 22 percent, 2 percent,
and ! percent respectively of the three socioeconomic classes who par-
ticipated in no recreational activity at all.

The relationship between stage In family iife cycle and both ex-
tent and intensity of participation in recreatiomal activities was also
found to be statistically significant in all fringe areas. The Gamma
coefficients of correlation indicated an inﬁerse relationship, generally
of substantial or near substantial ramk order, between stage in family
life cycle and both extent and intensity of participation in recreation-
al activities in all areas, The coefficients were G = ~0,45, -0.44 and
~(,27 for the extent of participation and ¢ = -0,17, -0.28 and -0.13 for
the intensity of participationm in Parma, Clarence and Camillus, respec-
tively.

The following are the comparative figures regarding extent and in-
tensity of participation in recreational activities for the three areas,
0f those in early stage, only 7 percent, 14 percent, and 21 percent re-
spectively in Parma, Clarence, and Camillu§ participated in seven or mora
activities compared te 48 percent, 39 percent, and 29 percent who par-

ticipated in three or fewer activities. O0f those in middle stage, only
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11 percent, 29 percent, and 32 percent respectively in Parma, Clarence
and Camillug participated in seven or more activities compared to 44 per-
v cent, 30 percent, and 32 percent respectively who tcok part in three ox
}s’- fewer activities., ©Of those in late stage, about 2 percent each in Parma,
7wl Clarence and Camillus patticipated in seven or more activities while be-
tween 73 and 90 percent of them participated in three or fewer activities.
v B e e Similarly, an overall comparison of intensity of participation-in
i recreational activities in the three areas showed that of those in early
@il stage, 32 percent, 29 percent, and 47 percent respectively in Parma,
Clarence and Camillug participated with high frequency. The proportion
-.519 in the low frequency of participation was 26 percent, 34 percent and 12
-~ percent respectively in the three fringe areas. The latter figures in-
v cluded 3 pevcent each in Parﬁa and Camillus and 11 percent in Clarence
»itve 3 of those who did not participate in any activity. . pabT
a2 golvey Of those in middle stage, 48 percent, 50 percent and 64 percent
j??. résPectively in Parma, Clarence and Camillus participated with high fre-
quency. The proportion in low frequency was 14 percent, 21 percent and-
8 percent respectively in the three fringe areas. The latter figures
included 10 percent, 8 percent and 2 percent respectively of those in
-lza' each fringe area who did not participate in any activity, _‘f
o - Of those in late stage, 23 percent in each fringe éreé partici-
.ihrésh;:Léd with high frequency, while the proportiom im low frequency was 40
percent, 60 percent and 36 percemt respectively in Parma, Clarence and

Camillus, The latter figures included 28 percent, 34 percent and 20 per-~

cent respectively in cach area who did not participate in any activity.
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Our data, therefore, supported Reissman's findings on the relation~
ships between socioeconomic classes and the extent and intensity of pare
ticipation in vecreational activities in all of our study areas, Further-
more, the déta indicated that the higher the level of development of a
fringe area, the greater was the extent and intensity of participation in
recreational activities in each socioeconomic claes.

Our data also indicated that number of recreational activities was
substaﬁtially affected, in an inverse mammer, by advanced stage in the
family 1life cycle, but the inverse effect on intemnsity of participation
was not regular. It couvld be seen from the data presented here that more
of ﬁiddle stage than early or late stage respondents were found in the
high frequency category in all aress. It was observed that though sim~
ilar proportions of early and late stage respondents were found in some
response categories, generally more of the latier than of the former were
in the low frequency and vice versa in the high frequency.categories of |
participation., These data, therefore, supported our hypothesis of in-
verse relationship between stage in family life cycle and both extent and
intensity of participatrion in recreational activities,

Hypothesis (b):-—Ufban—oriented residents have closer social re;

lationships in the neighboring suburbs or central city than within their
own community of residence,

2 bad reported that the decentralized families had much closer

Gist
affiliations with city groups than nondecentralized families, and that the

former type of families visited their friends and relatives in the clity

2. Refer to Chapter I1, footnote 58.
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more than in the country while the opposite was true in the case of non-

decentralized families. Kurtz and Smith3 reported that their data indi-

cated a greater social interaction oriented toward the central city on

- part of those who had moved from the city, and that this phenomenon could

be viewed as an extension of the social efty, - "~

sy 3 .. The data from our three fringe areas showed that an overwhelming

.. majority of urban-oriented new and old residents but only small propor-

¢ . tions of their yural-oriented counterparts visited with relatives in the

v eity or suburbs of the city, The percentages in this respect were 70 and

EEaY

52 percent vs. 2] and 18 percent respectively in Parma, 82 and 83 percent

vs., 16 and 27 percent respectively in Clarence, and 72 and 58 percent vs.

.. 6 and 21 percent respectively in Camillus., These data, therefore, indi-

; cake greater influence of community orientation than of length of resi-

dence on the location where relatives were visited,
The data regarding the location where friends ware visited also

indicated greater influence of community orientation than of length of

.; rasldence, but in Parma the location was noncity and nonsuburban. In

Clarence and Camillus an overwhelming majority of urban-oriented new and

<+, 0ld residents but only a small proportion of their rural-oriented counter-

.+, parts visited friends in the city or suburbs of the city, The percentages

-, In this respect were 63 and 74 percent vs. 22 and 6 percent respectively

 in Clarence, and 85 and 75 percent vs. 18 and 36 percent respectively in

Camillus. In Parma, a majority of each type of resident visited friends

in farm, noufarm open country or village type of area (73 and 83 percent

3. Refer to Chapter Ii, footnote.YO.'::*
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of urban-oriented new and old residents, and 74 and 98 percent of rural-
¢« oriented new énd old residents, respectively}, Only small proportion of
" each type visited friends in the city or suburbs of the city (27 and 17
percent, and 26 and 2 percent respectively of the urban~ and rural-oriented
new and old residents)., However, it could be seen that more of urban- than
© of rural-oriented residents visited friends in the city or the suburbs.
It could be concluded from these data that although our findings
are generally in agreement with previous findings, the differences be-
- tween new and oldtime residents in some casegs do indicate some Influence
of length of residence with respect to the locations where relatives andl
friends are visited, |
Relationships between residence-orientation typology and types of
areas where relatives and friends were viéited were found to be statisti-
cally significant in the three fringé areas,
Hypothesis (c):-~Rural-oriented oldtime residents have greaterx
- social interaction than any of the other types of residents,
Kuxtz and Smit‘n4 had reported that.longtime residents of rural
. background who were committed to the area participated more frequently
than those who exhibited comverse characteristics. McKain and Burnight?
reported their being in the process of developing an acceptance-rating
scale to determine the degree to which an urban-newcomer, as ah individual
or a family, was admitted to the informal groups of other urban newcomers -

and the oldtimers,

&, Refer to Chapter II, footnote 69,
5. Refer to Chapter I1I, footnote 66,
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o 'ﬁéiéfionship between residence-orientation typology and intensity
of social interaction has been treated in detail in individual chapters

on Parma, Clarence and Camillus in the section on social interaction. The
relationships were found to be statistically significant in all of our
study areas. 8ince detail is available in appropriate chapters, the
findings are discussed here briefly and are limited to a comparison within
"the categdrﬁ of high iﬁt;;sity of social interaction (reference Tables 16,
49, and 120 on Parma, Clarence, and Camillus respectively).

""" In both Parma and Clarence, more of rural-oriented oldtime resi-
.“&;hts'than of any other type of residents were found in the high intensity
category, but in both cases urban-oriented oldtime residents were quite
clese to the proportions of the former (51 percent vs. 48 percent in Parma
Rand 44 percent vs. 39 percenﬁ in Clarence), Furthermore, in these two
areas more oldtime than new residents of either orientation were found in
this category, and similarities in proportlong seemed to be greater among
residents of similar length of residence than among residents of sgimilar
 orientation, The proportions of rural~ and urban new residents in the

bigh intensity categeory were 1% and 25 percent respectively in Parma, and

.. 37 and 34 percent respectively inm Clarence. _ S

In Camillus, however, rural-oriented new residents were more likely
~ than any other type of residents to be found in the high intensity cate-
gory (38 percent va. 34 percent of urban-oriented old residents and 19

. percent each of rural-oriented old and urban-oriented new residents).
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This distribution does not offer any regularity as no similarities can
be found on the basis of either orientation or length of residenca,
o Although the data from two areas supported the hypotheaized rela-
fieﬁship of greater social interaction on the part of rural-oriented old
residents, the differences between this type of residents and some other
types were not élways substantial, The data from the third area did not
support the hypothesized relationship in the high intensity category., It
could fqrther be observed that differences in proportionsg in this cate-
gory wére éreater between various types of residents Iin Parma, less in
Clarence and were unclear in Camillius, This could possibly indicate that
the greater the level of development of a fringe area, the more univer-
sél is the intensity of soecial interaction. In other gords, in a more
developed area the intensity'af social interaction is not influenced by
one's community ovientation béckgfound or length of residence in the area.
Hypothesis (d):--Rural-oriented residents have greater soclal
interaction than urban-oriented residents,

Hypothesis (e):--Oldtime residents have greater social interaction
than new residents,

These hypotheseg aim at testing the influence of community orien-
tation background and of length of residence on the intensity levels of
social interaction,

(d) The relationship between community orientation score and in-
tensity of social interaction was not found to be statistically signifi-
cant Iin any of the three fringe aveas. The Gamma coefficients of corre-
lation were almogt zerco in Clarence and Camillus (G = 0,03 and -0,06) but

indicated an inverse relationship of low degree in Parma (6 = -0.23),
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The data from Parma indicated that more'of rural- than of urban-

oriented residents interacted at high intensity (43 percent vs, 32 pex-

cent), Conversely, fewexr of the former than of the latter residents were

found Iin the combined low and moderaste categories {57 percent vs. 68 per-

.. cent). : - S

L]

‘ugiiyss-, In Clarence and Camillus, both rural- and urban-oriented residents

interacted in much the same way. The proportions in the high intensity

., category were 36 and 37 pexcent respectively in Clarence and 26 and 24

Il

- percent respectively in Camillus, The proportions in the combined low and

moderate categories In the two areas were 64 and 63 percent respectively

. of rural- and urban-oriented residents in Clarence and 74 and ?GIpercent

e
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respectively in Camlllus. .iv.o . oo oooro TR
It appears, therefore, that the influence of community orientation
on intensity of social interaction is reduced to almost zero in the more
developed fringe areas. o e -h:_._u

(e} The relatiouship between length of residence and intensity
of social interaction was found to be statistically significant in all

areas. The Gamma coefficlents of correlation were substantial in Parma

and Camillus (G = 0.45 and 0.3) respectively) but negligible in Clarence

. (G = 0.13), The data from each fringe area indicated that oldtime resi-

dents interacted at high intensity more often than new vesidents, The

s differences were substantial in Parma and Camillus but less in Clarence,

In Parma, more of the wvesidents of 10 to 14 years and 15 years or
over than residents of less than 53 years or 5 to 9 years were found in

the high intensity category (48 and 53 percent vs. 18 and 34 percent
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respectively)., The remainder of each class were in the combined cate-
gories of low to moderate intensity. T

In Clarence, the proportions of the residents of 10 to 14 years
and 15 years or over were 41 and 39 percent respectively compared to
those of less than 5 years and 5 to 9 years (31 and 40 percent respec-
tively). The remainder of each class were in the combined categories of
low to moderate intensity--a majerity in each case.

In Camillus, too, the proportions of oldtime residents were larger
‘than new regidents in high intensity of interaction (30 and 33 percent of
the residents of 10 to 14 years and 15 years or over vs,. 14 and 30 per-
cent of the residents of less than 5 years apd 5 to 9 years respectively).

These data, therefore, demonstrate that more oldtime than new
residents tended to have higﬁ intengity of social interaction. However,
it was seen that the differences in intensity of interaction between new
and oldtime residents were greater in Parma, the less develeoped of the
three fringe arveas, than they were in Clarence and Camillus. In the lat-
ter two areas, all residents of more than 3 years showed greater similari-
ties among each other than with those of lesgs than 5 years' residence.
* In Parma, hdwever, a mucﬁ smaller proporiion of residents of less than
~ 5 years than ofhers of longer periods was found in the high intensity
category, These differences indicated a more rapid écceptance of new-

comers in the more developed areas than in the less developed areas,



276

. I y¥ums - Institutional Participation
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Hypotheses
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(a) :--Intensity of institutional participation increases in high-

er socioeconomic classes but degreases in advanced stages in the family

R [ LA L T L R T

life cycle.
i fantiolens o0 S eTod qen Jace ig v g

(b)‘~-1nstitutional participatian at high Ievel increases in fringe

areas with larger proportions of high sociceconomic status residents,
v et :

(¢):~-Urban-oriented new residents have greater institutional par-
ticipation than any of the other types of residents.

(d) : --Urban-oriented residents have greater institutional par-
IR B N e
ticipation than rural-oriented residents.

b sy s Rk owe oo

{(e):--New residents have greater institutional participation than
cldtime residents,

(F):--Intensity of institutional participation increases with
~ greater degree of satisfaction with fringe residence,
(g):~-~Intensity of institutional participation increases with

R A T

greater amount of interest in local affairs,

A T O
EECE Hypothesis (a}:--Intensity of imstitutional participation in-
creases in higher sociceconomic classes but decreases in advanced stages
in the family life cycle, Lo oth clLwsm DT 2IDGHTe 27 3o s

Rodehaver® had reported that the extent and intensity of organi-
.o zational and political participation of those who had moved to the fringe .
from rural places was lower than of those who had moved from urban places,

These differences, he said, could probably be attributed to the differ-

LA A honl L et oo

6. Refer to Chapter 1II, footmotes 49 and 50. ... ..+ . .. n
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ences in socioeconomic status and stage in the family life cycle at which
the move was made. Martin’ reported a relationship between socioeconomic
status and formal social participation (closer to ocur concept of insti-
tutional participation), Similar findings were reported by Relssman.8
o .Our.hyéothesis is aimed at testing these velationships in our
study areas, especially the relationship hetween stage in family life
cycle and intensiﬁy of institutional participation as only Rodehaver had
mentioned this relationship. These relationships ﬁave earlier been treated
.in detail in the chapters on Parma, Clarence and Camillus in the section
on institutional participation (Tables 28 and 29 in Parma, Tables 78 and
79 in Clareunce, and.Tables 144 and 145 in Camillus on secioeconomic
status and stage in family life cycle respectively in each case). There-
fore, the results are discussed here briefly.
Relationship between socioceconomic status écore and intensity of
institﬁtional participation was found to be statistically significant
“only in Clarence and Camillus, but the Gamma coefficients of correlation
were subgtantial in all areas (G = 0.35 in Parma, 0.42 in Clarence and
0.41 in Camillus).
The data from the three fringe areas showed that larger propor-
“tioﬁ.of respondents in middle and high than low socioeconomic class par-
ticipated at high intensity level. The differences were substantial in
the proportions of low, middle and high status respondents phrticipating

at variocus intensity levels.

7. Refer to Chapter II, footnote 54,

3} Refer to Chapter II, footnmotes 73 and 74,
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These findings, therefore, support the previous findings that the‘
higher the socioeconomic c¢lass the greater is ﬁhe intensity of institu-
tional participation.' TP oiiaow el oin -
Relationship between stége in family life cycle and intensity

levels of institutional participation was found to be statistically_sig-
nificant in both Clarence and Camillus but pot in Parma. However, th&
Camma coefficients of correlation were negligible in all areas (G = 0.05
in Parﬁa, ~0.13 in Clarence and 0.08 in Camillus). These results indi-
cated an irregular influence as will be seen below. p¢- E;IT;,m
_Q oy In Parma, middle and late stage respondents showed greafer sim= |

ilarities with each other and both were substantially more than early

stage respondents in the high intensity level., In Clarence, more of

middle than of late and early stage respondents, in the same order, par-

ticipated at high intensity level, but differences were substantial in

JproPortionS of each stage, 1In Camillus, the distribution was similar

to that obtained In Clarence, except that the early and late stage re-

spondents showed greater similarities with each other than with middle

T R T N A 2 A LTt R S L v S A
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The data indicated that partiéip#tibn‘aé high iﬁtensityllevel-;as
greater among respondents of middle an{ late than of early stage of the
family 1ife cycle in all fringe areas, aﬁd that middle stage re3pondenﬁa
were more likely than others to be participating at this level. It was

also seen that the proportion of mlddle stage respondents in the high in-

T

tensity category was larger in the more developed areas {(Clarence and

i

Camillus) than it was in the less developed area (Parma),



It may be recalled that the majority of all types of residents,

""" regardless of their length of residence, was in middle stage of the family

life cycle in all areas, with the exception of rural-oriented oldtime resi~
“dents of Parma and Clarence (reference Tables 15, 48 and 119)., Also, more
" often than pot, the proportion of rural-oriented respondents in middle
stage was found to be larger than that of any other type of residents.,
Therefore, in view of the greater participation on the part of middle -
stage respondents, Roedehaver's conclusion regarding the influence of

stage in the family life cycle on the extent of participation among fam-

"~ 4lies who moved from rural places could not he supported by our data,

This aspect is further examined in hypothesis (c).

Hypothesis (b):~--Institutional participation at high level in-
creases in fringe areas with larger proportions of high gocioceconomic
status residents.

Bell and Force? .had reported that people 1iving in high status
neighborhoods showed greater participation than those living in lower
status neighborhoods, They noted further that generally this kind of
difference was found between lower and higher status individuals even in
Hneighborhoods of similar status,

Our study areas contained varying proportions of residents in low,
middle and high socioeconomic clasgses, Clarence and Camillus had larger
proportions of high sociceconomic class respondents than Parma (38 and

36 percent vs, ll percent respectively). Parma had more respondents in

middle and low socioceconomic classes than Clarence and Camillus had (69

g, Refer to Chapter II, footnote 76,
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and low classes respectively).
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and 20 percent, 48 and 14 percent, and 54 and 11 percent in the middle

gt 4 AL

. It was shown in the preceding hypothesis that inm each fringe area,

respondents with high socioeconomic status participated at high level in

much larger propoertions than’did those with middle and low socioecomomic

status, These data also support the relationship hypothesized here that

- participation at high level would be greater_iu fringe areas with largeyx

proportion of residents with high socioceconomic status. It was found
that more residents of Clarence and €amillus than of Parma participated

at high level (31 and 32 percent vs, 1§ percentj. Wl gt ox

Hypothesis {c):-Urban-oriented new residents have greater insti-

tutional participation than any of the other types of residents.

Rodehaverlo found that the extent and intensity of organization-

- al and political participation were related to whether the fémily had

moved to the fringe from a rur&l or urban avea, Those from rural areas .
scored low on participation., He concluded that the families from rural
areas appeared to be less a part of the community than were the families
from urban areas. Martinll had reported the existence of felationships
between formal social participation (closer to our index of institution-
al participation) and length of residence in the community, location of
the job of the head of family and location of previous residence, He had
concluded that the extent of participation was not influenced by tﬁe last

two of the above mentioned factors. - . ... -1,

PR Y

106, Refer to chapter 1T, footnote 50.
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I1. Refer to Chapter II, footnote 54,



Hypotheses (¢), (4} and (&) are aimed at testing the relation-
ships respectively by residence-orientation typology, community orienta-
tion, and length of residence.

Relationship between residence~orientation typology and intensity
of institutional participation has earlier been treaﬁgd in detail in the
- .chapters on Parma, Clarence and Camillus in the section on institutional
participation (Tables 27, 77, and 143 respectively), The following dis~
- cussion is, therefore, limited to a comparison of participation at high
lievels among various types of residents. The relationships were found
to be statistically significant in both Clarence and Camillus but not in

-

Parma, _ e

¥
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In Parma, more of rural-oriented new and oldtime than of Eheir )

urban-oriented counterparts were found in the high level (19 and 26 per-

: . cent vs, 16 and 9 percent respectively). Thus, rural-oriented oldtime

residents were more likely than any other type of residents to be par-
ticipating at h;gh level. Proportionately, urban-oriented new residents
- ranked third among the four types participating at high level.

In Clarence, more of new than of oldtime residente, regardless of
community.orientation, were found participating at high level (46 and
32 percent of rural- and urban-oriented new residents vs, 21 and 29 per;
centlof rural- and urban-oriented oldtime residents respectively)., Pro-
portionately, urban-oriented new residents ranked second among the four
types of residents participating at high level, |

In Camillus, more of urban- than of rural-oriented residents, re-

gardless of length of residence, were found participating at high level
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(43 and 30 percent of urban-oriented oldtime and new residents vs. 22 and
9 percent of rural-oriented oldtime and new residents resPéctively).
Thus, proporticnately urban-oriented new residents ranked second among
the four types of residents participating at high level.

Although these data indicate greater similarities on the basis of-_
orientation than length of residence in Parma and Camillus, it c¢an be
séen that participation at high level was greater among rural- than urban-
oriented residents in Parma but was converse in Camillus. In Clarence,
participation at high level was not always greater among urban- than
" ruralvoriented residents. These results indicate neither a regular pat-
I;térﬁ nor a poesible explanation for the differences on the basis of levels
of development of the fringe areas,

Hypothesis (d):--Urban-oriented residents have greater institu-
tional participation than rural-oriented residents. :

The relationship between the tﬁo variables was found to be statiski-
cally significant only in Camillus, for which area a substantial Camma
coefficient of correlation was also observed (G = 0,42)., The Gamma co-
efficient of correlation indicated an inverse relatiomship (G = -0.16)-
for Parma and a positive but almost no relationship in Clareance (G = 0.04).

Tt was found that an overwhelming majority of both rural- and urban-
oriented residents fell in the combined category.of low to moderate level
of participation in all areas. The remainder were in the high level,

The prOportioﬁs of rural~ and urban-oriented regidents in high level were
22 and 16 perceat in Parma, 30 and 31 perceunt in Clarence and 17 and 33

percent in Camillus, respectively,
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Although community orientation influenced the levels of institu-
B tioﬁal participation only slightly in fwo of the three fringe areas, it
cauld be seen that among rural-oriented residents participation at high
level was slightly greater than urbanwbriented residents in the less de-
veloped of the three areas. The converse was true in the two more de-
veloped areas, indicating also a2 substantial difference in the most de-
veloped of the three areas, It could possibly mean a greater participa-
tion on the part of urban-oriented residents as an area became more
urbanized and more developed.

Hypothesis'(e):~—mew regidents have greater iunstitutional parti-
cipation than oldtime residents.

Relationship between the two variables was found to be statisti-
cally significant in both Clarence and Camillus but not in Parma. How-
ever, the Gamma coefficients of correlation were low or negligible in all
argas ¢ = 0,15 in Parma, -0.12 in Clarence and 0.17 in Camillus). These
results, therefore, indicated only a slight influence of the length of.
residence on level of institutional participation.

The proportions of the Parma respondents in the high level were
2 and 24 percent for residents of less tham 5 years and of 5 to 9 years
respectively vs, 15 and 26 percent for residents of 10 to 14 years and
15 years or more respectively, Differences in proportions are not sub-
stantial among residents of different standings, with the exception of
residents of less than 5 years,

In Clarence, a somewhat larger proportion of new than of oldtime

residents participated at the high level. The respective proportions in



the four lengths.of residence were 31 and 38 percent vs. 25 and 33 per- .
cent. o e et DRSNS S RN PR TN MR R St * | |
i+ v,  In Camillus, a somewhaﬁ larger proportion of oldtima £han of new
residents participated at high level., The respective proportions in the
four lengths of residence were 23 and 37 percent vs. 43 and 35 percent.

.. ._.u. It could be seen that in both Parma and Camillus, slightly larger
proportions of oldtime than of new residenits participated at high level,
but for some unexplained reason the converse was true in Clarence., The
results do not indicate any possible implications for the differences iu
the levels of development of the three areas,

The findings reported under hypotheses (d) and (e} were éimilar
to those reported with respect to intensity of social interaction., In-
tenéity of institutional participation was generally not affected much
by community orientation or length of residence of a person., The factor
which influenced the intensity levels substantially was socioeconomic
status, and to a small degree, stage in the family life cycle as dis-
cussed elsewhere, -

- Hypothesis (f):--~Intensity of institutional participation in-
creases with greater degree of satisfaction with fringe residence,

According to Martinlz

it was possible to expect a wide range of
reactions to 1ife in the fringe in view of high mobility rates and the
accompanying process of adjustment and readjustment to the fringe areas.

But, he concluded, adjustment to fringe residence was not significantly

related to the extent of formal social participation.

I}

12, Refer to Chapter IT, footnotes 53 and 54.
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For the purpose of testing ﬁhis hypothesis, the degree of gsatis-
faction with fringe residence and amount of interest in local affairs
have been taken by us ag indicators of degree of adjusiment to fringe.
Relationships of both these factors to intensity of institutionmal pér—
ticipation are examined below individually.

Relationship between degree of satisfaction with fringe residence
and intengity of institutional participation was found to be statistical-
1y significant only in Camillus, The Gamma coefficients of correlation.-
was low for the Camillus data (G = 0,20}, The G value for Parma wasg also
low (¢ = 0.18) and was almost zero for Clarence (G = -0.02).

In each of the three fringe atreas, an overwhelming majority said
they were very satisfied with the community of present residence (82 per-
ceﬂt each in Parma and Clarence and 70 percent in Camillug), About 13
percent each in Parme and Clarence and 25 percent in Camillus expressed
their attitude as being somewhat satisfied, Not mere than 5 percent of
ﬁhe respondents in any area said they were dissatisfied with the community
of present residence, |

The data showed that in Parma andICamillus slightly larger pro-
portions of those whoe were very satisfied with frimge residence than of
those who were somewhat satisfied or dissatisfied were found in the high
level of ingtitutional participation (19 percent vs, 14 percenﬁ each of
the somewhat gatisfied and dissatisfied category in Parma, and 35 percent
ve, 27 and 22 percent respectively in Camillus). In Clarence, fewer of
those who were digaatisfied with fringe residence than of those who were
somewhat satisfied or very satisfied participated at high level (27 per-

cent: vs, 32 and 31 percent vespectively),
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1t was further observed that regardless of the degree of satis-
faction, a majority in cach cage and within a clase range of each other,
.participated at moderate levels (varying from 71 to 72 percent in Parma,
61 to 64 percent in Clarence and 62 to 68 percent in Camillus).

These data, therefore, indicate that generally the degree of satig-
faction with f£ringe residence was not significantly related with intensity
of institgtional participation, and where the relationship was found to
be statistically significant the degree of correlation was of low order,
Since the Gamma coefficients of correlation did mot indicate a regularity
in the three fringe arcas, they did not offer any implication for the dif-
ferences in the levels of development of these areas.

The second ipndicator of adjustment to fringe residence was the
amount of interest-in_local affairs., Relationship between amount of in-
terest in local affairs and intensity of institutional participation was
found to be statistically significant and gave high Gamma coefficients
of correlation in all of our study areas (G = 0.74 in Parma, 0.73 in
Clarence and 0.86 in Camillus).
| The data from each area showed that thbse who had expreséed greater
interest in local affairs were more likely than others to be participating
at high level., The préportion in high levels of participation on rhe part
of much interested, somewhat interested and slightly interested respondents

were 32 percent, 28 percent and 3 percent respectively in Parma, 65 per-

-+i ™ cent, 36 percent and 10 percent respectively in Clarence and 80 percent,

P

32 percent and 6 percent respectively in Camillus,



It was also found that of those respondents who were very in-

terested or somewhat interested in local affairs, none was found par-

.. ticipating at low intensity while 22 percent, 15 percent and 12 percent

of the slightly interested respondents of Parma, Clarence and Camillus

- respectively did participate at low lntensity.

These findings, therefore, indicate greater institutional parti-
 cipation om the part of those who show greater intevest in local affairs
. than others. These data also suggest a relationship between the level
of development of a fringe area and the level of institutional partici-
~ pation by those who had shown greater interest in local affairs than

others. The proportions participating at high intensity increased in

. .- the more developed fringe areas,

Attitude Toward Life in the Friange
Hzgﬁtﬁeées
(2) :--The higher the sccioeconomic status the greater i3 the de-

gree of patisfaction with fringe residence,

(b):~~The more advanced the stage in the family life cycle the

- greater 1s the degree of satisfaction with fringe residence,

{c):~-Urban-oriented residents ave more satisfied with fringe resi-
dence than are rural-orieated residents,
(4} :-~The more friendly the residents perceive their neighborheod

the more satisfied they are with it.
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4 ¥ (@) :~~The higher the socioeconomic status the greater the rate of

T

* residential mobility, =~ ¢ oo Tl et C s
(f) :--The rate of rezidential mobility is higher among families
in the early than in the later stages in the family life cycle, ~ -
“7 (g):--The greater the rate of residential mobility the lesser the

=33 amowmt of interest in local affairs.
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Hypothesis (a):~--The higher the socioceconomic status the greater
dridin g the degree of satisfaction with fringe residence,
' Hypothesis (b):--The more advanced the stage in the family life

cycle the greater is the degree of satisfaction with fringe residence,

Hypothesis (c):~-Urhan-oxiented residents are more satisfied with
fringe residence than are rural-oriented residents,

Hypothesis (d):--The more friendly the residents perceive their
neighborhood the move satisfied they are with it,

A

cEm Pooun According to Martin'sl3 findings regarding the sccilal-psychological

fnn

-aspects of.;djustmantffo fringe residence, the attitude of females tended

-5 il to vary with socioeconomic status, young and the elderly were less satis-

A fied with fringe residence than those in thelr thirties and forties, and
wr. previous place of residence was assoclated with attitude toward fringe

14

residence, Gist " had found that both "decentralized" and “nondecentral-

ized" (those who had moved out of .the central city, and those whe had
;;  always lived there or had moved from other places to the open country)
expressed an overwhelming satisfaction toward their present way of life.

. We have examined these relationships in our study areas, as stated

oot Foveens s gt R ) oL s

13, Refer to Chaptér i, footnote'57..

14, Refer to Chapter II, footncte 58.
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in hypotheses (a}, (b} and (¢). We have further hypothesized (d) that
the degree of satisfaction with fringe residence is influenced by a gen-
eral perception regarding friendliness of one's neighborhood. Our find-
ings regarding these hypotheses are presented below in sequence.

(a} . Relationship between socioeconomic status and degree of satis-
faction with fringe residence was not found to be statistically signifi-
cant in any of our study areas and the Gamma coefficients of correlation
were also nepligible or almost zero (G = 0.12 in Parma, 0.01 in (larence
and ~0.03 in Camillus), | f |

It was found that in Parma, between él aﬁd 89.pércént of respond-
ents, lrrespective of.their socioeconomic status, said they were very
satisfied with their area of residence and not more tham & percent said
they were dissatisfied., In Clarence, between 79 and 83 percent of re-
spondents were very satisfied and not more than 6 percent expressed dis-
satisfaction. In Camillus, the percentage of very satisfled respondents
varied from 69 percent to 71 percent under the three status categories
and not more than 0 percent were dissatisfied with thelr area of resi-
dence,

The percentage oflrespéndents who were only somewhat satisfied
with their area of residence showed a gradual increase in the fringe
. areas wWhich were at later stages of development. The respective per-
centages in this category under the three status classes ranged from 6
to 16 percent in Parma, from 13 percemt to 16 percent in Claremce, and
from 25 te 27 percent in Camillus,

it could also be seen that, contrary to Martin's finding that
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attitnde toward fringe residence varied with the sociosconomic status,
our findings point out a great similarity in response of varlous socio-
'.Ieconomic classes, SRR et e “h”-‘uH“U¥.
Cohemaa {b) The daté did not support the hypothesized relationship between
stage in the family life cycle and degree of satisfaction with fringe
i residence in any of the three fringe areas. The Gamma coefficients of
. correlation were negligible, suggesting an inverse'association in Parma
{G = -0,13), The values were almest zero in Clarence and Camillus.
In Parma, Clarence and Camillus, between 81 to 83 percént, 79 to

oo 83 ﬁercent and 64 to 74 percent, respectively of respondents im various

stages of family life cycle said they were very satisfied with their
4p  community of residence. Proportiomately, the percentage of very satis-
fied respondents increased slightly toward the later stages of family
life cycle in Parma (by 2 percent), but it decreased slightly in this
direction in Clarence and Camillus (by 2 percent and 10 percent respec-
tively). : ' : : R R
PR These Tindings, therefore, do not indicate substantial differences
| in the degrees of satisfaction of respondents in various stages of the
family life cycle. However, it could be seen that proportions of very
gsatisfied residents decreased in the more developed fringe areas,

(c} The relationship between community orientation and degree of

satisfaction with fringe residence was found to be statistically signifi-
cant only ian Clarence. The Gamma coefficlents of correlation, however,

were substantial and inverse for Parma (G = -0.36) but were low oxr

negligible for Clarence and Camillus (G = 0.20 and 0,13 regpectively).
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In Parma, an overvhelming majority of both rural- and urban=
oriented residents were very satisfied with their present residence,
the former weyre proportiomately more than the latter (89 percent vs, 79
percant respectively). Of the rural-oriented residents, 10 percent ex-
pressed their attitude as somewhat satisfied and 2 percent as dissatis~
fied. On the other hand, 6 percenﬁ and 15 percent of urban-oriented

residents were in the somewhat satisfied and dissatisfied categories

- respectively.

In Clarence and Camillus, proportionately more of urban-oriented

than of rural-oriented respondents said they were very satisfied with

" their community of residence. Although the proportions represented a

© majority of the respondents in these two communities, too, the percent-

.1 ages were slightly less than those found in Parma. In Clarence, 75 per-

cent of rural- and 83 percent of urban-oriented respondents were very

' satisfied, while in Camillus the respective percentages were 65 percent

and 71 percent.
Of rural-oriented respondents in Clarence, 23 pefcent and 2 per-

cent were found in the somewhat satisfied and dissatisfied categories,

7 while 12 percent and 5 percent of urban-criented respondents were found

in these twe categories. 1In Camillus, the proportions in these two re-

© sponse categories were 28 percent and 7 percent of the rural-oriented and,

"I-25 percent and 4 percent of the urban-oriented respondents,

These data, therefore, support the findings reported by Gist as
an overwhelming majority of both rural- and urban-oriented residents

were very satisfied with fringe residence. MHowever, it was indicated by
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our data that there were more residents of either orientation who were
very satisfied with their commmity of residence in Parma, the less de-
veloped of the threes fringe areas, than there were in Clarence and

Camillus, the more developed of the three areas.

e {d) The relationship between respondent’s perception regarding

friendliness of the neighborhood and satisfaction with residence was
found to be statistica}ly significant in both Clarence and Camillus but
not in Parma., The Gamma coefficients of correlation were also substan-
tial for the former two (G = 0.58 and 0,56 respectively) but was almost
zero in Parma (G = 0.06). o LR dsETA . e et

In Parma, of those who perceived their neighborhood as very friend-
1y or somewhat friendly, 82 and 84 parcent respectively were also very
satisfied with the community. In Clarence, of those who perceived their
neighborhood as vexry friendly, 90 percent were very satigfied with their
community., Of those who perceived their neighborhood as somewhat friend-
1y, 73 percent were very satisfied and 29 percent were satisfied. ;n

Camillus, of those who perceived their neighborhood as very friendly or

., somewhat friendly, 82 percent and 35 percent respectively said they were

very satisfied, while 17 percent and 37 percent respectively were only
somewhat satisfied with their community of present residence,

It may be mentioned that an overvhelming majority in each fringe

. area perceived their neighborhood as either very friendly or somewhat

friendly, the latter being far less than the former except in Parma. The
respective percentages in these two categories were 47 percent each in

Parma, 62 percent and 33 percent in Clarence and 62 percent and 29 percent



293

" in Camillus; Froportionately, thoée who perceived their neighbérhood as
indifferent or unfriendly did not exceed 10 percent in any of the three
fringe areas (6 percent in Parma, 5 percent in Clarence, and 9 percent
in Camillus).

Simi}arly, most of-the respondents were either very satisfied or

~ somewhat satisfied with their community of present residence, an over-
whelming majority being in the former category., The respective percent-
‘ages in these two categories were 8& percent and 13 percent in Parma, 83
percent and 14 percent in Clarencé, and 7 percent and 25 percent in
Camillus., Proportionately, those who were dissatisfied with their com-
mmity of present residence did not exceed 5 percent in any of the three

., fringe areas (3 percent each in Parma and Clarence and 4 percent in

Camillus). .. ;

‘. . These data, therefore, support the hypethesized relationship in

Clarence and Camillus. However, it may be pointed out that a greater
similarity of response was observed in Parma than in other two afeas.

Regardless of their perceptiom regarding friendliness of the neighborhood,
almost same proportion of the Parma respondents said they were very satis-
fied with.fringe residence, while substantial differences were found in
Clarence and Camillus in this respect,

... It was also observed that of those respondents who perceived their
neighborhood as somewhat friendly, the proportion in the very satisfied
category decreased in the more developed fringe areas (84 perceﬁt in

Parma, 75 percent in Claremce, and 55 percent in Camilius). This could
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possibly indicate some influence of the differences in the levels of de-
velopment of the three areas.

Hypothesis (e):--The higher the socioeconomic status the greater
the rate of residential mobility.

The relationship between the two variables was found to be sta-
tistically significant and the Gamma coefficilents of correlation were
substantial in all of our study areas (G = 0.47, 0.53, and 0,44 in Parma,
Clarence, and Camillus respectively), Thig relationship has been dis-
cussed in greater detail in the chapters on Parma, Clarence and Camil-
lus (Tables 37, 107, and 167 respectively).

Hypothesgis (f):--The rate of residential mobility is higher among
families in the early than in the later stages in the family life cycle.

The relationship between the two variables was found to be sta-
tistically significant and the Gamma coefficients of correlation were
bsubstantial indicatiné aﬁ inverse relationship in all areas (G = ~0.64,
~0.60, and -0.57 in Parma, Clarence and Camillus respectively). Details
regarding the data could be found in Tables 38, 108 and 168.

Hypothesis {g): The greater the rate of residential mobility
the lesser the amount. of interest in local affairs.,

This hypothesis aimed to find out if the more mobile people would
have a kind of detached attitude toward what was happening in their com-
munity of residence, The relationéhip was found to be statistically
significant in Clarence and Camillus, but not in Parma, However, the
Gamma coefficients of correlation were negligible in all areas (G = 0.03

in Parma, 0.12 in Clarence and -0.08 in Camillus).
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In Parma, greater similarities were found between those respond-
ents who had moved once and those who had not moved at all, About 46
percent of each said they were only slightly interested, 31 percent and.
36 percent respectively were somewhat interested, and 23 and 18 percent
said they were very interested in the local affairs. Of those whe had -
moved three times or more, the respective percentages Iin the three re-
séonse categories were 29 percent, 61 percent, and 10 percent. The ré-
spondents with this mobility rate, ﬁherefore, showed.a substantial dif-
ference from others. The number of respondents who had made two moves
was not large enough to give a meaningful distribution. It could be
seen, however, that fewer of those who had made two or more moves than
others with lesser mobility had shown much interest in local affairs,

In Clarence, the digtribution pattern within the two extremes of-
the mobility rate was not regular., All those who had moved once or more
were substantially different in their respense from those who had made
no move in the past ten years, The majority (53 to 55 percent) of the
former said they were somewhat interested in local affairs comﬁared tol
43 percent of those who had not moved at all, Between 29 te 34 percent
of the former (one or mere moves) compared to 45 percent of the latter
(no move at all) said théy were only slightly interested in local af-
fairs. However, the response in the much interested category did not
differ much among respondents with d;fferent mobllity rates (between 12
and 17 percent of respondents in each group were found in this category).

In Camillus of those who were the least mobile (no move in the

past ten years), a greater proportion had expressed much interest in
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locai affairs (29 percent)} than of those who were the most mobile of all,
three moves or more (18 percent). Conversely, the percentage of re-

spondents expressing only a slight interest in local affairs was pro-

portionately less (34 percent) among the least mobile and more (38 per-

cent) among the most mobile. Altﬁough the difference in the latter re-
sponse category was not much, tﬁe decrease was gradval, A large propor-
tion (varying from 37 to 50 percent) of respondents with different mobil-
ity rates, however, said they were only somewhat interested in local
affairs,. |

!These data, therefore, indicate that the rate of mobility did not

i(‘

-

have much influence on the amount of interest im local affairs, although

the relationship was statistically significant,

ﬁxﬁothesés

(a):--éﬁé grégte; the ;ﬁomie the iower the lavel of social inter-
action; - |

(b) :~-The greater the anomie the lower the level of instiﬁutional
participation, |

(¢):~~The greater ﬁhe anomie the lower the degree of gatisfaction
with fringe residence. - i  * L

(d) :--The lower the eéuéational attaiﬁment the higher the anomie,

(e):--The greater the anomie the less favorable the attitude to-

ward school or property taxes.

tha
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_ Hypothesis (a):~~The greater the anomie the lower the level of
gsocial interaction.

The hypothesized relationship was found to be statistically sig-
nificant only in Clarencé Qnd Camillus, However, the Gamma coefficilents
of correlation were low in all aveas (G = -0.18 for Parma, -0.07 for
Clarence, and -0.27 for Camillug)}.

In Parma, some differences were seen between those in the anomic
category and those in the nonanomic and intermediate categories, It was
found that of the anomic respondents, 77 percent interacted at low to
moderate levels and the rest (23 percent) interacted at a high level,

Of those in nonanomic and intermediate categories, 60 and 61 percent re-
spectively interacted at low to moderate levels while 40 and 32 percent
respectively interacted at a high level.

In Clarence, the data did not indicate any substantial differ-
ences in the proportions interacting at various levels, A sltightly
higher proportion of those in nonanomic and intermediate categories in-
teracted at high level than of those in anomic category (40 and 36 per-
cent vs. 35 percent respectively). Conversely, the proportions of the
former two categories interacting at low to modgrate levels were less
than the proportion for the anomic respondents.

In Camillus, the data indicated greater differences in patterns of
interaction between the nonanomic and anomic than between those in inter-
mediate and anomic categories. Of the nonanomic, intermediate and anomic
categories, 31 percent, 23 percent and 15 percent respectively interacted
at a high level., Of the three categories, the respective percentages inter-

acting at low to moderate levels were 69 percent, 77 percent and 85 percent.
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These data, therefore, indicate some influence of anomie on the
‘levels of social interaction but the relationship was not bf a sub-
stantial degree in any area. It would be of interest to note that ex-
tent of anomie was not characteristic of any one fringe area, The pro-
portions in nonanomic, intermediate and anomic catégories in the three
fringe areas did not varf gignificantly from each other, The respec-
tive proportioms in the three catepories were 30 percent, 50 percent and
20 percent in Parma, 29 percent, 46 percent and 25 parcent in Clarence,
and 37 percent, 42 percent and 21 percent in Camillus. It could be s;;u,
though, that the proportion of nonanomic respondents was highest (37

percent) in Camillus, while Parma had the highest proportion (50 per-

cent) in the intermediate category. . L ‘-

Hypothesis (b)}:--The greater the anomie the lower the lavel of
institutional participation. . .

The hypothesized felationship was found to be étatistically sig-
nificant only in Clarence and Camillus. The Gamma coefficients of cor-
relation were inverse but low in all aréas (G = -0.20 in Parma, -0.21 in
Clarence, and -0,27 in Camillus). R

In Parma, more of the anomic than of the intermediate and non-
auomiﬁ categories participated at low to moderate levels (87 percent vs.

. 84 percent and 75 percent). Conversely, a lavrger proportion of the non-
anomic than of the other categories partiecipated at high level (25 percent
vs, 16 percent and 13 percent respectively).

In Clarence, the levels of institutional participation showed a

clearer distinction between fhose in the anomic category and those in
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- the intermediate and nonanomic categories. Only 20 perceﬁt of the fofmer
participated at high level compared to 33 percent and 38 percent respec-~
tively of the latter two, The majority in each case, though, partieci-
pated at low to moderate levels {20 percent vs. 67 percent and 62 percent
respectively) |

In Camillus, the patterns of institutional participation of those
15 the anomic and intermediate categories were similar to each other, but
were noticeably different from the nonanomic respondents. Of the former
- two categories, 24 percent and 29 percent respectively participated at

high level compared to 40 percent of those in the nonancmic category.

-, However, the majority in each category participated at low to moderate

levels, though a relatively greater proportion of the former twe than of
the latter was found participating at these levels,

These findings were somewhat similar to th&se regarding the level
of social interaction. Extent of anomfe did influence the level of in-
stitutional participation but not substantially, It may, however, be
pointed out that the ccefficients of correlaticn increased slightly with
the higher level of development of an area.

ﬁypothe31s {¢):~~The greater the anOmie the lower the degree of
satisfaction with fringe residence.

" The hypothesized relatiouship was found to be statistically sig-
aificant in Clavence and Camillus and showed substantial Gamma coeffi-
cients of correlation for the two areas (G = -0.34 and -0.32 respective-
1¥). The Gamma coefficient for Parma was almost zero {-0,04) and the

relationship was ot statistically significant,
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In Parma, a majority of respondents under various anomie cate-
gories (varying from 71 to 90 percent) said they were very satisfiled
with fringe residence, Thoéé in the intermediate category had the
largest proportion {90 percent) in the very satisfiad category, followed
by those in the nonanomic (77 percent) and anomic (71 percent) cate~.
gories. Of those in anomic category, 10 percent said they were dis-
satisfied compared to a high of less than 5 percent in other categories

In Clarence, proportionately more of the nonanomic (89 percenat)
than of the intermediate (83 percent) and anomle categories (71 percent)
were very satisfied-witﬁ fringe vesidence., CGConversely, there were fewer
of the nonanomic than of the intermediate and anomic categories who said
they were somewhat satisfied or dissatisfied with fringe residence. The
highest proportion in the latter two responses was of those with anomic
- attitude, The dissatisfie& respondents were not more than 10 percent in
any category (10 percent of anomic vs. a high of 3 percent of others),

The data from Camillus indicated a pattern similar to that found
in Clarence, Of the ponanomic, intermediate and anomic categories; 80
percent, 69 percent and 57 percent respectively said they were very satise
fied with fringe residence. A considerable proportion of the inter-
mediate and anomic categories said they were somewhat satisfied (29 and
34 percent respectively) compared to a much smaller proportion (17 per-
cent) of the nonanomic respondents, The highest proportion of dissatis-
- fied respondents was in the anomic categery (10 percent).

These findings, therefore, indicate that although a majority of

respondents did express great satisfaction with fringe residence, the
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- degree of satisfaction was influenced by their anomic attitude. This re-
lationship showed substantial statistical evidence in the two fringe
areas which were at a higher level of development compared to the one

., at an early stage of development., It, however, may be added ihat, as
pointed out earlier in hypothesis (a) of this section, no one study area
had substantially less or more anomic or nonanomic residents.

.Hypotheéis (@) :-~The lower the educatiomal attainment the higher
the anomie.

1t was hypotbesized that the less educated will have greater
anomie than the more educated. This relationship was found to be sta-
tistically significant and showed substantial Gamma coefficients of cor-
relation in all of our study areas (G = -0.33 in Parmz, ~0.38 in Clarence,
and -0.39 in Camillug), The data indicated in all areas that more of
those wh§ had received some college education or were high school grad-.
vates were nonanomic while more of those who were not high school grad-~
uates or had completed only up to 8 years of education were anomic.

In Parma, 37 ﬁnd 36 percent respectively of the two higher edu-
cational levels were in the nonaﬁomic category and 16 and 11 percent in
the anomic category. On the other hand, 20 and 9 percent regpectively of
the two lower educational levels were in the nomanomic category and 35
and 39 percent respectively in the anomic category. The proportions in
the intermediate category did not vary much frow one educational level
to the other though slightly larger proportions of the more educated
respondents were found in this category {(percentages varied from 45 to

33 percent).
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In Clarence; the proportions of the two higher educational levels
in the nonanomic category were 38 and 26 percent and 16 and 27 percent
respectively in the nonanomic category. Of the two lower educational
levels, 6 apnd 16 percent were in tﬁe nonanomic category and 36 and 55
percent in the anomic categorf. _ _ _-

In Camilius, 50 percent and 34 percent respectively of the two
higher educational levels were in the nonanomic category and 13 and 19
percent respectively in the anomic category. Of the two lower educ#- .
tional levels, 16 and 15 percent respectively were Iin the nonanomic cate-
gory and 42 and 45 percent respectively in the anomic_category.

Hypothesis (e)}:--The greater the anomie the less favorable the
attitude toward school or property taxes, '

The relationships between extent of anomle and more or less favor-
able attitude toward school and property taxes were found to be statisti-
cally signiflcant only in Clarence and Camillus, The’Gamma coefficients
of_porrelation, however, were substantial or near substantial in all
areas (G = 0.28 in.Parma, 0.36 in Clarence, and 0.28 in Camillus regard-

ing school taxes and G = 0,19 in Parma, 0.30 in Clarence, and 0.27 in

 Camillus regarding property taxes), The data showed that in all areas

more respondents with anomic thas nonanomic attitgde considered the taxes
to be very high,

IIn Parma, a majority of respondents, regardless of their ancomic
catégory, considered the school taxes to be réaaonable. However, pro-~
portionately move respondents of nonanomic (75 percent) than of the in-

termediate and anomic categories (59 percent and 38 percent respectively)
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‘ thought so. On the other hand, a substantially larger prﬁpoftion of the
anomic and intermediate categories (29 percent and 19 percent respective-
1y} than of the nonanomic category (6 percent} thought the school taxes
were very high. Ninetéen and 23 percent of the nonanomic aund inter-
mediate categories but only 13 percent of the anomic category considefed
the taxes were somewhaf Bigh.
| Regarding property taxes in Parma, it was seen that regardless of

tﬁe anomie category, between 80 to 92 percent thought that these taxes
were reasonable. The proportion was, however, slightly higher in the
nonanomic than the anomic and intermediate categories, in this order.

| In Clarence, a greater proportion of the nonanomic and intermedi-
ate categories than of the anomic category considered school taxes were
reasonable {52 and 33 percent vs. 23 percent respectively). Conversely,
only 16 perceﬁt of the nonanomic respondents thought the taxes were very
high compared to 30 percent and 48 percent in the intermediate and anomie
categories. Prcportiona;ely, fewer respondents in anomic (27 percent)
than nopanomic (32 percent) and intermediate {37 percent) categories
agreed that school taxes were only scmewhat high.

Regarding property taxes, a majority of the Clarence respondents
in the nomanomie category (57 percent) considered the taxes to be reason~
able compared to 45 percent and 28 percent of the intermediate and anomie
categories, Only 11 percent of the nonanomic compared to 25 and 27 per-
cent of those in intermediate and anomic categories thought the taxes |
were very high._ This response category, therefore, distinguishes the

anomic from those in the intermediate or amomic categories., More of those



in the anomic category than of those in the intermediate or nonancmic
categories considered taxes to be somewhat high (43 percent vs. 30 and
32 percent respectively).

In Camiilus, the pattern of respongse was generally similar to that
found in Clarence., Of the nonanomic, intermedigte and anomic categofies;
52 percent, 44 percent and 29 percent respectively considered school
téxes to be reagonable. Substantially more of the anomic (39 percent)
than of the intermediate (19 percent) and nonaﬁomic categories (15 per-.
cent) fhought the taxes were very high, The remainder of each category
A(from 32 to 37 percent) congidered taxes were somewhat high.

| Regarding property taxes in Camillus, more of the anomic than of
the intermediate and nonanomic categories considered these taxes to be
very high (25 percent wvs. 15 and 12 percent fespectively). A majority
of the nonancmic and intermediate categories than of the anomic category
considered these taxes to be reasonablé (62 #nd 55 percent vs, 34 per-
cent respectively), Morelof the anomic than of the‘intermediate and
nonanomic categories considered these taxes to be somewhat high.

These data, therefore, show that in all areas generally almaﬁority.
of the nonanomic respondents considered the school and property taxes to
be reasonable, but substantial proportions of the anomic respondents con-
gidered these taxes to be very high., The similarities in the Gamma co-~
efficients of correlation in all areas regarding school and property
taxeé do nét suggest a possible influence of the differences in the

levels of development of the three fringe areas,
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" .urban future of the nation,

1900 P

The present day urban sprawl on the peripheries of metropolitan

‘areas is often astonishingly rapid and uncontrolled, Various factors

have been associated with this rapid growth such as pressure of popula—.
tion in the central cities and reduced possibilities for further grcwthl
in the suburbs, and greater affluence and the accompanying demands for
better living conditions, All of these factors have contributed to this
expansion over the past three decades, This phenomenon has drawn the

attention and concern of many who are interested equally in the rural amd

v "
[ R

Beoae With a diminisbing capacity to hold the outpour of the central

city, the suburbs have experienced the same pressures., The fringe areas
have had to meet the demand for various reasons such as availability of .
land, less stringent on ever nonexistent building controls and zoning,
and quicker profits to the developer, New housing construction on the
edges.of the cities is of course inevitable if the growing pcﬁ&iation of
the United States is to be housed,

With the movewent of people from the urban areas to the rural
fringe, the fringe areas seem to be undergoing the same cycle of growth
as the suburbs did in the past. A progression from rural to mixed rural-

urban to suburban land use brings in its wake in the fringe areas an

305
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urbanized life style different from the past, (The crucial point is not
that the areas become "suburbs” but that they become integrated with the
city.) |

. A concern has been expressed by some that the fringe areas are
another of the "bedroom" suburbs rather than communitieé. They do not
think the people who have moved to the fringe areas become part of the
community. Questions have been raised regarding whether or not social
life would be disrupted in rapidly growing fringe commmities. Would so-
¢ial interaction continue with friends and relatives in the place of
origin or will new patterns rapidly develop? Such qﬁestions are of great
importance for an understanding of the current trends in present frinée
and for plannipg of future development. |

Since fhese commumities undergo a change in their character while
in the pfﬁcess of transférmation from rural to "suburban," it is believed
that changes also take place in the amount and nature of social inter-
action in these communities, A change In the composition of populatidn,
an infusion of peoﬁle of different backgrounds, new aspirations and needs
can bring in new pattérns of interaction.

In view of the preceding considerations, this study analyzed social
interaction in the context of three different communities at various levels
of fringe development, One of these areas was in an early stage of de-
velopment, another one in an advanced stage and the third area was in the
final stage of development toward suburbanization and integration into

the metropolitan arvea,
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It is to be expected that the amount of social intergction_in the
fringe is influenced by one's commmnity orientation background (rural or
urbanj and length of residence in an area, It is kunown that rural- and
urban-oriented people have differences in the amount and type of social
intevaction they engage in, and that over a period of time not only do
the fringe areas develop in terms of changes in social patterns but the
level of interaction also changes for individual residents with increaséd
time in the avea. : o S R ' o

The amount of interaction and ipnstitutional participation has
usually been found to be influenced by one's socioeconomic statusg and
stage in the family life cycle and, therefore, these are also taken into
account. o S S ’;\-h:

This study examines the amount of social interaction and institu-
tional participation on the part of rural- and urban-oriented newcomers
and long~time residents oﬁ the three selected fringe areas, |

Tt was found that in general the length of residence had greater
influence on the amount of social interaction than community orientation.
In the most developed of the three areas, even this distinction faded out,
Generally, socioecopomic status and stage in the family life cycle had
only small effect on the amount of interaction in these areas. However,
in some speciﬁ?c aspects of social interaction, variations were found
arising from differential community orientation and length of residence.

coy It was seen, for example, that vegardliess of community orientation
long-time residents knew more neighborhecod families and visited friends,

relatives and neighbors more often than new vesidents, In the more de-
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veloped areas, urban-oriented residents visited friends and neighbors more
often than the rural, rural-oriented residents had greater contact with
farmers and village residents than the urban; and new residents had great-
er contact with other newcomers than the long~time residents. Similarly,
differences In socioeconmic status and stage in the family life cycle in-
fluenced some of these specific aspects of sccial interaction,

| Amount of institutional participation showed some interesting re-
sults, The levels of institutional participation in the least developed
areas of all showed great similarities among all types of residents, only
that rural-oriented residents had slightly greater participation than the
urban. On the other hand, in the more developed areas, newcomers and
urban-~-oriented residents showed greater institutional participation fhan
the others.

Generally, in all areas studied, people in the high socioeconomic
class showed greater instiputional participation than those in the mid-
dle or low classes. In the more developed areas, the middle aged people
showed greater imstitutional participation than the young and the aged,
Bowever, in the less developed area, participation levels showed am ir-
regular influence of differential family life cycle stage.

Differences were found in some specific aspects of institutional
participation which arocse due to differences in community orientation and
* length of residence. In the least developed area of all, vural-oriented
residents had greater organizational participation than the urban, 1In
the area in an advanced stage of development, new residents showed greater

interest in local affairs than long-time residents. 1In the most developed



of the three areas, the urban-oriented residents, regardless of length of
residence, showed greater interest in local affairs, had more organiza~
tional membership and more frequent church attendance than the rurale
oriented group. Similarly, some differences were observed in various spe-
cific aspects of institutional participation arising from differential
socioeconomic status and stage in the family life cycle.

Most people, regardless of community orientation, socioeconomic
clags or stage in the family life cyele, expfessed great gatisfaction with
fringe residence, Regardless of one's community orientation, socioceco-
nomic clags and stage in the family life cycle, an bverwhelming majority
regarded their neighborhoods as very friendly, and residents of one
fringe avea were not found to be less or more anomic than the other, How-
ever, differential sociceconomic class, stage in the family life cycle
and apomie did produce some expected responses regarding attitude toward
property and school taxes in all of our study areas, |

In conclusion, the evidence shows that in spite of the great in~
flux of the urbanite and a high growth rate, the urban-rural fringe areas
aré alive socially. The present day fringe area is far from being an "in-
stitutional desert." Those who have opted to live there become part of
the community tc a great extent. Long-time residents secemed to be more
active in the social 1ife of the area while newcomers were more active in
its ingtitutiomal 1life, The greater development of a community has shown
to have reduced the differences in various specific aspects of social
interaction and institutiomal participation among rural- and urban-oriented

residents.
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Appendix
SURVEY SCHFDULE: STUDY OF HOUSING IN RAPIDLY GROWING
URBAN-RURAL FRINGE ARFAS--1965

Instructions to Interviewer -

The instructions reproduced below originally appeared on the
left-hand margin of the schedule, aligned with their respective ques-
rions. ' ' i

The schedule reproduced in this appendix was used in the towm of
Camillus in 1965, This schedule includes most of the questions asked
earlier (1964) in Parma and Clarence and the additional questioms which
were asked in the revisit of Parma and Clarence in 1966, The Camillua
schedule includes all questions which have been treated in the present
analysis, '

Question :
number . 7 Instructions

1, Household composition
Record everyope in the hh even if they are not related.
Specify relationship to head of hh., Do not list names.
Tuclude: children in college living at home; children
below college level who are away at school; infants or
member in hospital except those in institutions or sani-
tariums; member away on vacation.
Do not include: member in Armed Forces; children away at
college or returning to college in September.
If roomers exceed 4, end interview.
Check sex of hh. members.

2. Age

frer—m—d

Ask age at last birthday.



Question
number

ba,

Ce

d.

b,

‘e,

Ga.
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Instructions

When listing children, start with oldest.

Education
—

Ask only of husband, wife, and children. -
Record highest year completed,
Include: work toward diploma or college degree.

Do _not include: trade, correspondence, adult education,
on~the-job training unless being counted for credit in
regular school system. TFor children in school, year com-
pleted in June 1965, Check if still in achool and whether
public or private,

Record number of years couple has been married,

Emploved includes those who are self-employed (as farmer
or man in business or profession for himself) or those
employed by others.

Part-time is less than 35 hours per week.

If "housewife,” do not ask Q 3.

If "other” write in complete explanation,

Record major occupation,

State in detail, including name of job and type of business.

Be sure to get occupation {job worked at most of life) for
retired, disabled, unemploved, plus other information.

1f self-employed, give address of business, office, or
for farm--their home address,

If less than 1 year, ask previous major occupation.

1f "yes," get information on the occupation, the number of
hours and months. Include name of job amd type of business.

Probe for part-time farming,



Question

number

Ce

7.

b.

Co_

d.

£,

9a,
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Instructions

If respondent doesn’t know, ask her to estimate which of
the categories most closely approximates hours per week
and months per year.

Hand card # 7.

We want combined wife and husband's income only., Do not
include other family members.

For farmers, net farm income. TFeor those in business,
profits from business.

Include dividends, interest, ete. (See definitions)

Inciude income from secondary sources, e.g., farmlng for '
those who list this as a second occupation,

An acre is approximately 208 ft. x 208 ft,

For farmers, this includes acreage owned jointly, but not
any acres rented from someone else, - .

This refers to sales made from this place during 1964 by

. angone .

Probe for sales if any acreaée rented out,

Pin down to these 3 groups: (check)
Less than $50 (1}
850 to 5249 (2)
$250 or more (3)

"Full-time" ig 11 months a year and no nonfarm job,

Pin down relatjonship . . . jeint owner (som, ete,),
renter, tenant, etfe.

Q. 9 is to be asked of everyone with 1 acre or more,

Probe, but do not read responses.
May check more than 1 ansver.
If 2" or "3," ask "What did you decide.™

Read responses,




Question

number

-

10a,

1la.

Ce

12,

13,

14,

15a.

b,

16a.

b,

Co

i8.
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Instructions

“Pin dowm. Do not accept qualified answer unless R. really
. doesn't know.

Public water system is water supplied by a municipal water

department.

Note: Orchard Park and Thornton Manor development have a
private sewer system serving the development.

Hand card #11.

Take back card #11,

Refers to date original construction was completed, not
to any later remodeling.

1f R, doesn't know, write in your estimate after Int, est.
Count whole rooms suitable for living purposeé including

finished attic and basement rooms, Do not count bathrooms
or halls.

If R. cannot give an estimate, help her by suggesting some
figures that approximate what it might be worth, If R.
doesn't know, write in your estimate after Int, est.

This house or any other house in the Town of Camillus.

Hand cavrd # 15,

Take back card # 15.
Emphasize house.

Year present occupancy began,
Probe for locatien,

Hand card # 16-19,

Take back card # 16-~-19,

This includes all changes in residence even within the
same community.
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Question
nunbey Instructions

19. Hand card # 16-19,

We are interested in where each spent most of his child~
hood, even if abreoad. 1f moved frequently, try to pin
down to one type of area which generally describes where
most of childhood was gpent. If unable to decide on a
single area, write in age when lived in each of the areas,

Take back card # 16-19,

20. Pin down to two most important. These may be either
' issues which have been solved or issues still pending.

21b. Read each proup below before going to c.

d. Read each group and record answer before going to next
group. Do not read "none of these,"

Record answers for b under “supported" and d under
"oppoged.”

22b. Read esach group before going to c.

d. Read each group and record answer before going to next
group, Do not read “none of these.”

Record answers for b under "supported” and 4 undex
“Yopposed,”

2, " Hand card # 24-26,

Read and circle appropriate response
S4 = Strongly Agree

A = Agree

? = Undecided

b = Disagree
5D = Styongly Disagree

[ I O TR R ¢

26, Take back card # 24-26,

27a. Pin down,

Do not accept a DK for Q 27 or 28 unless you cannot pin
R. to one of the groups.



Question

- _number Instructions
28a, . Hand caxd # 28,
Read and circle appropriate response,
VG = Very Good
G = Good
F = Fair
P = Poor
VP = Very Poor
DK = Don't Know
h. Take back card # 28.
29, Fairmount Fair and Camillus Shopping Plaza are in the

Town of Camillus,

a-d. Pin down to 1 of the 4 groups.

30a. | Include station wagons.
Do not count dismantled or immebile cars.,

3la, ~ 1f own car, driven by hh. member check #1,

b, Hand card # 31, |
Cost inclqdes car upkeep, parking, as well as gas,
Convenience includes traffic as well.és parking.
Pin down,

Take back card £ 31,

32a. . NYS eligibility:
In state - 1 year
In county ~ 1 month
In district - 30 days by election day

C, Ask "c" of everyone.

'Pln down, If they will not name a parLy, but only
wote for the man," check "none.

d, Does not have to be registered in the local district to
have voted in the natiomal election.

2. If did net live in Town of Camillus last July, check “Not
eligible,"



Question .
nugber Instructions

33, Hand card # 33,

Take back card # 33.

 34a. This should be answered whether or not they are a member.

C. Hand card # 34,

Take back caxd # 34,

36a, Use number from list instead of writing out each activity.
1 - Parks
2 - Pienies
3 - Swimming, water shkiing
4 - Boating
5 - Fishing
6 - Hunting
7 « Bowling
8 ~ Golf

9 -« RBallgames

10 - Movies

11 ~ Concerts

12 - Plays

13 - Card playing

14 - Skiing

15 - Tobaggoning

16 - Riding in car

17 - Camping, hiking

18 - Horse races, stock car races

19 - Horseback riding

20 ~ Tennis

21 -~ Ice skating :

If any other, write in.

Take back card # 35-36,
37a. Include evenings and weekends. Do not include phone calls,

Hand card # 37a,

Thegse are relatives other than those living with R,

b, Turn card over to # 37b.

" Pin down. If unable to select 1 area, put a '"1" in the
blank for those they visit most, a '"2" for the next, etc.



Question
number

38a.

40.

41,

42,

45,

a.

e,

- 319

Instructions

Turn card over to # 38a,

Hand card # 38e¢,

Turn card over to # 39a,

Turn card over to # 3%b.

Take back card # 39,

Hand card # 40,

Turn card oveir to # 41,

Pin down.

Turn card over to # 42,

Take back card # 42,

Hand card # 45.

Pin down.

Read and circle appropriate regponsge.

SA = Strongly Agree

A = Agree

? = Undecided i
D = Disagree :
Sh = Strongly Disagree

Take back cavd #45,
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INTERVIEWER: Ask all questions printed in CAPITALS on right
of double line, WNote and understand instruc~
tions on left,

Questions and Responses

Household member Age |Years of
(Specify relation]S¢X| in {schooling
to head) M [Flyears completed

Husband (Heead X
of household) Number of years -
Wife married

{Respondent )

Check 1if in school
and vhether public
or private

n
Children ' .| school}Pub- | Pri-
0 None {circle) Yesito{iic | vate

1

W =2 JOn W o

Cther relatives

k1

2
3
A

Nonrelatives
1

2
43
4




ka,
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a.
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ARE YOU (YOUR HUSRAND) EMPLOYED?

Wife Husband
| (RO {ask b and c)

NOssessoasansesne (aBk d)

IS THIS SELF-EMPLOYED,,.
OR DO YOU (DOES HE)
WORK FOR SCMEONE EISE?.,

IS THIS FULL TIME.esseee
OR
PA-RT Tm.l.l."

ARE YOU (IS HE)
UNEMPLOYED, LOCKING FOR

wonK...lll...lll‘..l'..l 5; =
DISABI.ED.I.QO..OI....... A
RETIRHJI..I.....'..OOOOQ T)_n___
STUDENT-..-...--.---.... 8)‘____'
HOUSEWIFR s ssaes sanvssens 8)

OTHER (specify below)...
Wife

=~ G\

||

e

Husband

WHAT IS YOUR (YOUR HUSBAND'S) MAJOR OCCUPATION? WHERE
DO YOU (HE) WORK AND WHAT IS THE ADDRESS?

Wife

(occupation, only if employed)

(name of company)

(street address and city)
Husband

(occupation)

(name of company)

(street address and city)

HOW LONG HAVE YOU (YOUR HUSRAND) BEEN EMPLOYED IN
THIS JOB?

Wife

{(number of years) (previous occupation)

Husbhand

(number of years) (previous occupation)



6a.

b,

C.

Te
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DOES YOUR HUSEAND HAVE ANY OTHER JOB?
Yes.eos (1) {ask b and c)
" NOssoes (2) (BOtOQ.?)

WHAT DOES KE DO? WHERE DOES HE WORK AND WHAT IS THE
ADDRESS?

Hushand

(occupation)

{name of company)

{street address and city)

ON THIS JOB, ABOUT HOW MANY HOURS PER WEEK DCES HE
WORK? HOW MANY MONTHS PER YEAR?

Hours per week . Months (weeks) per year

Less than S...___ (1) Less than 3 months (13 weeks
S - 90¢-ooopcn 2} or 1&33)...0-.;1-&.0-.040.
10 - lhoooo;co 3) 3~5 mo, {l"""'26 WKSo;ooot.o
15 "19:1300-. z‘- 681310. 27"39 ‘l'ksc EEEE R
20 =~ 28 vuseee_ (5) 9-30 mo. (%O-bT WEB. Yevens
25 - 29-.0.--0 6 10%“'11 mo.(ka"hg wks. )aano____
30 - 3’\"...-0;. T} 12 mo. (50"52 wks. )t-.ll.t

Don't know..., (x) Don‘*t lmow.“u...........__(x)

arfr——

O\\ﬂ -F"Wl\)i—'

INTO WHICH OF THESE GROUPS DOES YOUR AND YOUR HUSBAND':
INCCME FALL PRFORE TAXES OR OTHER DEDUCTIONS (THIS
INCLUDES WAGES, DIVIDENDS, INTEREST, ETC,)? JUST TELL
ME THE GROUP i ON THE CARD.

less than $20 per week ~ Less than $1000 per year
$ 20 -~ 58 per week - $ 1,000 - 2,590 per year
$ 59 ~ 96 per week 3 , 000 - h,990 per year

NN

576 ~ 960 per week 49,900 per year
$961 per week or more 0, 000 per year or more

Don'y kno“/Refusalvoc-tn-c.aconoacooOlta.ccoooaao ___(x i

$ 97 - 135 per week - i - 6 990 per year
$136 - 193 per week - - 9, 990 per year
$19% - 383 per week - $10 000 -

384 - $75 per week - - 29,000 per year

LT

l
2}
3
3
5
19,900 per year 6
T
8
g
)
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8a. 1IOW MANY ACRES ARE THERE ON THIS PIACE?

Less than 1 acre..... 1) (go to Q 10)
1 to 10 acreSieeessse 2 ask b)
More than 10 acres... 3) (ask how many, then b)

HOW MANY?
(total number of acres)

b, IN'1964, WERE ANY CROPS, LIVESTOCK OR OTHER FARM
PRODUCTS SOLD FROM THIS PLACE?

YeBeeooenns (1) (ask c)
. R —— (2) (go to Q@ 9)

c. WHAT WERE THE TOTAL GROSS SALES FROM THIS PIACE?

AC'bual Bmom'lt-o- DII.I$

d. DOES YOUR HUSBAND WORK THE FARM,..

FULL TIME.. (1)

PART TIME,. (2)
OR

NOT AT ALL. (3)

e, DOES ANYONE ELSE WORK THE FARM FULL TIME OR PART
TIME?

TEBisw v (1) (ask who)
NO..“.-... (2)

WHO? (Full time)

WHO? (Part time)
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Ga, HAVE YOU SOLD OFF (OR GIVEN AWAY) ANY PART OF THIS
PIACE DURING THE TAST 10 YEARS?

Yes... (1) HOW MANY ACRES? (ask b)
{number of acres)

No..eo___(2) (g0 to c)

b, FOR gpm PURPOSE(S) WAS THE PROPERTY SOLD (OR GIVEN
AWAY)?

Farmng‘.."..-.....‘......'..'.... fo;
1 hoUBCLssessssesetssssanssrssrsree 1
MOI'ethanlhouBE...........-......___ HOWM?-__
Lots for future development.....s.. ggi

mad...l.'...!I.l.......'.....‘o.’.

9

Schoodsenerevess csserssssssecnusans
Apartment building(s).eesecoosconce
mmercial use..l..'.ll.ll....II! LR ]
Industrial USCisressensssssvcecccne
Other (specify)

———
e s
e

c. HAVE YOU HAD ANY OFFERS TO BUY ALL OR PART OF THIS
PTACE DURING THE LAST 3 YEARS: (IN ADDITION TO ANY SOLD,
IF SOLD)?

No offerseesescess %l

Offers for allee.. zi WHAT DID YOU DECIDE?

Offers for part... 3
d, WHAT ARE YOUR PILANS FOR THTIS PIACE FOR THE NEXT 3 YEARS?
To continue 8s 18, .c0csvvncessncsss 1

To increase the sales of products.. 2
To decrease the sales of products.. 3

To 51t and walt for the best offer. (4
To sell all of the place.seresrrses 55
HOW Soon?

To sell part of the place.....esvse (6)
HOW SOON?

HOW MANY ACRES?

e, DO YOU THINK YOUR IAND IS INCREASING OR DECREASING IN
VALUE OR REMAINING ABOUT THE SAME?

nereasingeeseess 1)
DecreasinZeeesess 2}
Sameiissasineniie 3

Qualified (write in)
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10a. WHAT IS THE SOURCE OF WATER FOR YOUR HOUSE?

Public water systemu-u-u.u.uunu- (1)
Private water company supplying more R
Than 5 NOUSeS.ssesssserrssasnssossarrens Ea]‘
IndiVidUﬂl Welleoneoneossnntscvanssssnsse 3

Other {specify)

2 g e

b, IS THE SUPPIY ADEQUATE?

Yeailﬂ'...t. (l) ey . - N
Noesssesnasr ____{2) WHAT PROBLEMS HAVE You HAD?

1ls., WHAT TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL SYSTEM IS YOUR HOUSE
. CONHECTED TO NOW?T.

Publlic SeWwer.sciesssscenasananons (1) {go to @ 12)
Private sewer system serving this

development..uieesrasracssnsonane gﬂ) EEO"SOQZLQ)
Septic tank or cess pool.,...eses____{3) {83k b and c)

Don"bknow...“-....nuu..-o... (0) (go'boq:lz)

b. WILL YOUR HOUSE BE CDNBIEC‘EED O A PUBLIC SEWER LINE -
SHORTLY ? ;

Yes... (1) HOW SOON?
/o T {2} (go to Q 12)

¢, HOW DO YOU FEEL ARCUT THE NEW PUBLIC .SEWER SYSTEM?
IS TTuuse

AVERY GOOD IDEA—I.....GCC..C.!". 3" aSk ww;
AGOOD IDEA!.C.III..B'.O'..‘.O"' ga aSk w}w
IT'S AIKIJ RIGHT."'..Q.'.G'....... 3 go'i"on)
APOOR IDEA.!......"...‘O.I..'.. (h‘ a'SR why)
A VERY POOR IDFAusseransserrrsons__ (5) {ask vhy)

(1,2,& or 5} WHY?

12, ABOUT WHEN WAS THIS HOUSE ORIGINALLY BUILT?
(year)

(year) Interviewer estimate
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13, HOW MANY ROOMS ARE IN YOUR HOUSE? (circle)
1 2 3 & 5 6 7 8 9 or more

1k,  ABOUT HOW MUCH DO YOU THINK THIS PROPERIY WOULD SELL
FOR ON TODAY'S MARKET? (FOR FARMERS, INCLUDING IAND
AND BUTLDINGS) |

Market value $

Interviewer estimate $ ) —

15a. IN WHAT YEAR DID YOU MOVE INTO THIS COMMUNITY?

(vear)

Always lived here (1)

b. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING CATEGORIES DO YOU THINK EBEST
DESCRIBES THE PIACE WHERE YOU ARE NOW LIVING?

I.-a:rge clty (Over 100,000)....-.....-.-...
Suburb of a large Clt¥isusvssvsnnsnvearee
Middle size city (10,000 to 100,000).....
Suburdb of a middle size cityivsnassserses
Small city or town (2,500 to 10,000). ...
Vj.llﬂge (under 2,500)conlcooooo.occcootov
Open country, dbut not a farmecsssersersee

Famaotllilittoo-QQOODOJ0....0000.00!..03.

|

=1 OV 00 D et

|

16a, IN WHAT YEAR DID YOU MOVE INTO THIS HOUSE?

(year)

Born in this house (1) (go to @ 20)

b, WHERE DID YOU LIVE JUST PRIOR TO MOVING INTO THIS
HOUSE?

Different house in the Town of Camilius,,
Same county, different community...seeees
Same state, different county.eeesereasers
Cut of staleissvssersrvavsesncrvosinernns
Out of Ccmltr,'foogoncooccoocoo-oocoooco-tc

eleray

1
2
A3
i
5

———
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1Ta.

b.

18.

19-
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WHICH ONE OF THESE BEST DESCRIBES WHERE YOU LIVED
BEFORE?

Lﬂ-rge city (Over 100,000).......”....-...“..-'
Suburb of a large Cityessesscosesocssscscssnves
Middle size city (10,000 to 100,000)csevescsess
Suburb of a middle size Clt¥ivessessrscescscses
Small city or town (2,500 to 10,000)c.ceeaessee
Villﬂge (Under 2,5%)..00.'ll..'ll'll.l..ll.l!.
Open country, but not & farMesesvsssssrsvavenns

Fam..a......-aoongaupal.oat-oo.oot-'ooocc-nonc

O~ W Fw O

IS THIS THE ONLY HOUSE YOU'VE OWNED?
Yes...___(1) (go to Q 18)

No.ess___(2) HOW MANY HAVE YOU OWNED? (ask b)
: (including this one) number

DID YOU OWN OR RENT YOUR LAST RESIDENCE?

Rent.‘.“‘..l..". 2
Iived rent free... 3

Other (specify)

ownl.l.l'.....".. glg

HOW MANY TIMES HAVE YOU MOVED IN THE LAST 10 YEARS
(SINCE 1954)7 (circle)

None 1 2 3 4% 5 6 7 8 9 or more

IN WHICH TYPE OF ARFA DID YOU (YOUR HUSBAND) GROW UP,
THAT IS, SPEND MOST OF YOUR CHILDHOOD? (UP TO AGE 18)

Wife Husband

Large city (over 100,000)...00u0v0ees 1
Suburb of a large cltyieeesresessanes
Middle size city (10,000 to 100,000).
Suburb of a middle size clty,eceeeenss
Small city or town (2,5C0 to 10,000).
Village (under 2,500) e cevevverecssces
Open country, but not a farmMiseeeeecss

Falmoooo--ucotol..lti...t.ll.lt.llt'.

o=\ FWN -
=l A\ W 0
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ISSUE #1:

328

NOW WE'D LIKE TO HAVE YOU THINK ABOUT THE TCWN OF
CAMILLUS AND GIVE US SOME OF YOUR REACTIONS TO THINGS
HERE, WHEN WE SPEAK ABOUT THE TOWN WE MEAN THE ENTIRE

TOWNSHIP,

IN YOUR OPINION, WHAT HAVE BEEN IHE TWO MOST IMPORTANT
ISSUES OR PROBLEMS WHICH THE TOWN OF CAMILLUS HAS
FACED DURING THE IAST FIVE YEARS? '

ISSUE #2:




2la,

b.

Ca

d.

.
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NOW ABOUT (ISSUE #1)...WHAT INDIVIDUALS OR GROUPS DO YOU
THINK HAVE HAD THE MOST INFLUENCE IN SUPPORT OF (#1)?

IN WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING GROUPS WERE THE GREATEST
NUMBER OF PEOPLE SUFPORTING {ISSUE #1)?

MOST INFLUENCE IN OPPOSITION TO (ISSUE #1)2

- WHAT INDIVIDUALS OR GROUPS DG YOU THINK HAVE HAD THE

IN WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING GROUPS WERE THE GREATEST
KUMBER OF PEOPLE OPPOSING (ISSUE #1)

GROUP {1

GROUP #23

GROUP #3:

b,

FAMRSOCCI.O.lil...'Q
vaGEmt'lltltl..!.l
m PEOPIIE.’..IIO.....
Norne of these.cveerrvs

YOUNGER PEOPLE.s0ssnve
OLDER ?EOPLECOI.IOOOOO
None of thedC.eseussses

LOCAL POLITICIANS, sess

CIVIC GROUPS
(PTA, etc.)ivesserss

" LOCAL OFFICIALS

{school, town)......
AVERAGE PECPLE LIKE US
None of these,..

L LN BB I

. WHERE DID YOU STAND ON (ISSUE #1)%

SupportEd Itesees 1
0pposed 16000vive e
Unaffected......n 3
Undecidedssaorss. 4

HAS THE ISSUE BEEN SETTLED YET?

Yes... (1) WHAT WAS THE OUTCOME?
—(2)

No..‘.

Supported 4.

3
(0

Opposed

2)

4




228,

b.

Ce

d.
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NOW ABOUT (ISSUE #2)...WHAT INDIVIDUALS OR GROUPS DO YOU
THINK HAVE HAD THE MOST INFLUENCE IN SUPPORT OF (#1)2

IN WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING GROUPS WERE THE GREATEST

NUMBER OF PEOPLE SUPPORTING {ISSUE #2)%

WHAT INDIVIDUALS OR GROUPS DO YOU THINK HAVE HAD THE
MOST INFLUENCE IN OPPOSITION TO (ISSUE #2)2

IN WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING GROUPS WERE THE GREATEST

NUMBER OF PEOPLE OPPOSING (ISSUE #2)¢
b.

GROUP #1.

[

N

GROUP #2:

GROUP #3:

WHERE DID YOU STAND ON (ISSUE #2)%

FPARMERS s svsscoacnscss
VILLAGERS s essernunnoes
KEW FECPIB.esescssesnn
Hone of theseesisssssre

YOUNGER PEOPIE:sevesce
OI-DER PEOPIE.‘.O.'....
None of thesS€.iaccessne

LOCAL POLITICIANS,wass
CIVIC GROUPS
(PTA’ etc.)-onootliu
LOCAY, OFFICIALS
(school, town)iseses
AVERAGE PEOPLE LIKE US

None of these,.vsirasne

Supported it.... l
Opposed it,. .. 2
Unatfected.vses. 3
Undecided..vonas h

HAS THE ISSUE BEEN SETTLED YET?

Yes...

NO..-o

(1) wHAT WAS THE OUTCOME?
—(2)

Supported 4.

Opposed
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23a, WHICH ONE OF THESE 3 GROUPS DO YOU THINK HAS THE MOST

b.

24,

25,

26.

INFLUEHCE IN LOCAL POLITICS,..(THE FARMERS, THE RESIDENTS
IN THE VILIAGE, OR THE NEW PEOPLE WHO HAVE MOVED HERE
RECENTLY)? WHICH GROUP DO YOU THINK HAS THE LEAST
INFLUENCE?

Most influence Ieast influence
FAITCYS s erovrnsns (1) (1)
VillagersS.ieeseass (2) (2)

(3) (3)

NOW WHAT ABOUT THE LOCAL PUBLIC SCHOOL BOARD..., WHICH GROUP
DO YOU THINK HAS THE STRONGEST INFLUENCE? WHICH GROUP DO
YOU THINK HAS THE LEAST INFLUENCE?

Strongest influence ILeast influence

New pPeoplessecese

Fmerﬁgoio-o--oo (1) ('1)
Villagers.eeeases (2) (2)
New peoplessesces (3) (3)

HERE ARE SCME STATFMENTS ABOUT THE FARMERS, THE RESIDENTS
IN THE VILIAGE, AND THE NEW PEOPLE WHO HAVE MOVED HERE
RECENTLY, THERE ARE NO RIGHT OR WRONG ANSWERS TO THESE
STATEMENTS, WE ARE SIMPLY INTERESTED IN WHICH RESPONSE
BEST EXPRESSES YOUR OPINION ABOUT THEM,

THE FARMERS IN THIS COMMUNITY ARE

INCLINED TO BE .., (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
a. PROGRESSIVE,., WOULD YOU SAY YOU.,, SA A ? D 8D
b. CLANNISHesvaeoesvescsssssasessorss SA A ? D 8D
Co NARROW-MINDEDssssssenssevesssveess SA A 7 D SD
d, HAVE TOO MUCH TO SAY AROUT OUR

COMMUNITY AFFATRS.ssseseeescsveses SA A 7 D SD
THE VILIAGERS IN THIS COMMUNITY ARE .
INCLINED TO BE ...
a. PROGRESSIVE,,, WOULD YOU SAY YOU,, SA A t D SD
be CIANNISH.seseeonseceseassescesesse SA A 7 D 8D
Ce HARROW-MIN]:!ED........;nctnocooaaco SA A D SD
d. HAVE TOO MUCH TO SAY ABOUT OUR

CCMMUNITY AFFAIRS,uesevssescessees SA A 7 D 8D

THE NEWCCMERS IN THIS COMMUNITY ARE
INCLINED TO BE ...

a, PROGRESSIVE,,, WOULD YOU SAY YOU,, SA A ? D 8D
Do CLANNISHeseessoovsosesscesnnsssces SA A ¢ D &SD
C« NARROW-MINDED: cosssecevssnssasoseasse SA A D 8D
d. HAVE TOO MUCH TO SAY ABOUT OUR

CCMMUNITY AFFATRS..esesessesccesse SA A 7 D SbD
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NOW WE WOULD LIKE TO GET YOUR REACTIONS TO CONDITIONS
HERE IN THE TOWN OF CAMILLUS,

27a., DO YOU CONSIDER THE SCHOOL TAXES TO BE ...

VERY HIGH. covnecvossosarsonccoas (1)
SOMEWHAT HICH. e sesveresensonnses (2)
REASONABEE 41 0eoorsecrecsnnssans (3)
DON't KNOWycosusansonsssvosossne {0}

b. DO YOU CONSIDER THE OTHER TAXES ON YOUR PROPERTY TO BE ...

VERY HIGH,:oeoosonvoooavcosncree ___ (1)
SOMEWHAT HIGH. vevversseesersoers _____(2)
REASONABIE, vaeovosssanvonsrssere ___ (3)
DON*t KNOW.eeroernoranvarecnsone ____ L0)

2 L 0
28a. DO YOU CONSIDER THE ROADS (;) (2) (3) (2) (5) (o)
IN THIS AREA TO BEisseevssacses VG G F P VP 34

b, DO YOU CONSIDER POLICE
PROTECTION ( INCLUDING
SHERIFF'S OFFICE, STATE POLICE)
IN THIS AREA TO BEavsersrereses V6 G F P VP X

¢. DO YOU CONSIDER FIRE
PROTECTION IN THIS AREA TOBE., VG G F P VWV X

d, DO YOU CONSIDER THE OVERALL
QUALITY OF THE LOCAL PUBLIC :
SC"E{OOIS TO BE.Q...II‘O.OII..... ‘?G G F P VP DK

e« DO YOU CONSIDER THE SCHOOL
mm BE....O...U...‘.I'.'.O VG G F P VP DK

f. DO YOU CONSIDER PUBLIC
TRANSPORTATION TO BEC...I.".C. m G F P VP DK

g. DO YOU CONSIDER SHOPPING
FACTLITIES TO BEissvsesnceresss V6 -G F P VP DK

h. DO YOU CONSIDER RECREATIONAL
FACILITIESTO%.D.....OO'..;-O V‘G G F P ‘I’P DK
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AS A RULE, WHERE DO YOU GO ... Yo

In In Somewhere Single
Camillus Syracuse Else Area

a, TO BUY CLOTHING, SUCH

AS A SUIT OR COAT?... (1) (2} (3} (4)
b. FOR RECREATION OR . |

ENTERTATNMENTZ ¢ ¢ 0 00 (1) (2) (3) (%)
¢. T0 BUY CROCERIES?.... (1) (2) (3) (%)
d. FOR MEDICAL OR HEALTH

SERVICESTe ssvosveanns (1) (2) (3) (%)

NOW ABOUT YOUR TRANSPORTATION,., HOW MANY AUTOMOBILES ARE
OWNED BY PERSONS WHO LIVE IN THIS HOUSE? '

NO &u‘to.......... 0

S SR GESRGRIOIRRRY k3
T

b

C,

d,

e

L.

2 B A X AR ERE NN NENE] 2
————

2 O DO Cesnsases 3

——————

DOES ANYONE USE A COMPANY CAR (OR TRUCK)?

YeBearnsunessrane 1
A2

NOvesenooavionnsns

DO YOU OWN ANY THUCKS THAT ARE USED REGUIARIY?

YeBsaveorsvensane A

Nolitiil'..l.ll.'

DO YOU DRIVE?

Yes.............. El
2

O
NOsssverescnrsnne

(Ask only of those with 1 auto or 1 means of transportation) --
DO YOU FIND IT A PROBLEM HAVING ONLY 1 CAR (1 MEANS) OR ARE
YOU ABLE TO MAKE SATISFACTORY ARBANGEMENTS FOR TRANSPCRTATIONT

Tt 46 & PrObLelM. sssssoocosssssssosesses 513
M e satisfactory arrangements,eseesss 2

WHAT XKIWD OF TRANSPORTATION DO YOU USUALLY USE TO DOWNTOWN
SYRACUSET - - -

OV COX eeosssavernstasnnsnrs ‘ 1
Blls.‘C......‘...I'.‘.‘."O.. 2

Co with someone €l5€..e0e0ne 3

Other {specify)
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3la, WHAT KIKD OF TRANSPORTATION DOES .YOUR RUSBAND USUALLY
USE TO AND FROM WORK?

Own cay, drives selfi..ececiessrecososne El
Own car, as part of car poolisesvscean__ (2
Rides with someone else and PaysS.escss____ {3
Company car (thk)ooo.cocortotoooooou h
5
6) (
It
8)

BuSOO...‘..‘....O.....O.l..D..I..l.l‘l

wa-.]ksnsan-c-uttcnco-ocot-ocatooaoo-toa gOtOQSeg
Works at HOMC.ssvasavronrvansssnsnsssas g 8o tOQ32
Retlred,. seeesvsssessnsasscoanvsnanane go'tﬂ%z)

b, WOULD YOU TELL ME WHICH OF THESE DESCRIBES HOW YOUR
HUSEAND FEELS ABOUT THE TIME IT TAKES HIM TO GO TO
WORK., I8 HE ,,.

NOW ABOUT THE COST, IS HE ...
AND ABOUT THE CONVENIENCE. IS HE ...

Time Cost Convenience

Very satisfiede.ceserscnss 1; sl; El
Somewhat satisfleG..eessse 2 2 2
It's all righ‘l'u.nu...... 3; 3 3
Somewhat dissatisfieds.,.. y b b
Very dissatisfied.ecssssss 5) 5 5

32a. ARE YOU (YOUR HUSEAND) ELIGIBIE TO VOTE IN THIS

DISTRICT?
Wife Husband

YeSiierneessoerenenes __ (1) (1) (ask b)
Nosersvonsassarsnvaas _(2) ___(2) (g0 to c)
Don't KNOWeveosoannss _____(3) (3 (go to c)

b, ARE YOU (YOUR HUSBAND) REGISTRRED?
Wife Husband

Yés..v....l..t00|ll.. _.____(1) _,___(l)

NOsssnoesorvsannnnens _______(2) _______(2)
DQn't KNOWe e asnnnnsns -.-.-—-—.(3) ____.___{3)

¢. WHAT IS YOUR {YOUR HUSEAND'S) POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE?

Wirfe Husband
Republicals evesevraoes (1) (1)
Demoerat..eeessseeses __(2)  ___{2)
Liberalisesssssaeeses __ (3) ___(3)
Consexvative.ssossess (B} ___ (N)
None (Independent).., ____ (5) __{5)
DOn't KNOWs s eueroenns (6) ___(6)

Other (specify)
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324, DID YOU (YOUR HUSBAND) VOTE IN THE 1964 NATIONAL ELECTION?

Wife Husband
Yestil1..'....'.'.........0.0.. (l) (l)

No‘.‘t....ltllt....l‘lcl......D. (2) (2)

Ibn’t kno‘-fanoovolaoov-olono-.lv (3) (3)
Not eligible or registered..... (0) (o)

e. DID YOU (YOUR HUSRAND) VOIE IN THE SCHOOL BOARD BLECTION

IAST JULY?

' Wife Husband
YeSassoonrssssesscascnncrssnnrs _............(1) ______(l)
NOsesrooneonvassraccecresessnns ___(2) _______(2)

Don't KAOWaesasnsnanssassssasen (3) A {3)
Not eligible or registered..... (0) (o)

33. HOW INTERESTED WOULD YOU SAY YOU (YOUR HUSEAND) ARE IN
LOCAL AFFAIRS IN GENERAL? DO YOU CONSIDER YOURSELF
(YOUR HUSBAND) ...

, Wife Husband

VERY TNTERESTEDssesseeseensenes _ (2} __ (1)
IN}EMBIED.IIll...l‘..‘.....l‘_.. |(2) __.,..._(2)
SLIGHTLY INTERESTEDs.seesveeser ___{3) (3)

NOT AT ALL INTERESTED,,.essseee __ (2) . (4)
Don't KNOWeseesesoneassnasasnss (0) ___,_(0)

3ka. WHAT IS5 YOUR (YOUR HUSBAND'S) RELIGION?
Wife Husband
Protestante.sseesessosacsornns (1) ___ (1)
CatholiCs savereencnresnncossen ___{2) (2)

Jewishusesisressosesesannonns (3} ___(3)
No foxmal religioNsssesevenens ______(h) ,____(’*)
Other (specify)

b, ARE YOU {YOUR HUSBAND) A CHURCH MEMBER?
: Wife Husband
YeSerinorerinrrsenceccscesinas (1) 1

No""...‘tl.t'tli..‘..'ll.‘l‘ (2) ,._,_,__,_(2)

c. HOW OFTEN DO YOU ATTEND CHURCH SKERVICES? _
: - Wife Husband

At least once a WeeK...vevesss (1) T
About t\fj.ce a monthcocotavocot 2 2
3§
i
5

About once a MoNtH.esveessssse
Mainly on important holidays..
Never or almost Never,ssssenses

—t— 0 ( see——

AL
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35 a, WHAT ORGANIZATIONS DO YOU {(YOUR HUSBANﬁ)'BELONG TO (HAVE MEMBERSHIP .
b. ABOUT HOW MANY TIMES & MONTH DO YOU (YOUR HUSBAND) GO TO EACH

{Hand card #35-36) -
¢. ARE YOU (YOUR HUSBAND) ARD OFFICER IN ANY? WHICH?_

b. Number of times a month
2 or 3l0nce}? or 3 |Once )
- ¢ , times | a {times a|] a |jless je. QOffice
a., Name of organization a weeklweek} month |monthlofteniYes | No
(10) {(04)} (02) |(O1) }(00)

Wife

Husband

If type of organization is not clear from name, ask what it's purpose is,

Organizations include: Civic, Community service, Business, Professional,
Union, Social, Church, Veteran's, Political clubs, Volunteer Fireman Or-
ganizations, Fraternal, Farm, etc.
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36 a, WHAT RECREATTON AWAY FRCM HOME DO YOU (YOUR
HUSEAND, YOUR FAMTLY) PARTICIPATE AT LEAST ONCE
A MONTH IN SFASON?

b. ABOUT HOW MANY TIMES A MONTH FOR EACH?

b, Number of times a month

2 or 3i0nce| 2 or 3{Once
' times a times a] a [Less
a. Number from list la weeklweek] month |monthjoften

(10} ()] (o2) 1{o1) [(c0)

Wife alone

Husband alone

Hushand & Wife

Fomily




37a.,

b,

3830

b.
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NOW WE WOULD LIKE TO TALK ABOUT VISITING WITH RELATIVES,
NEIGHBORS, AND FRIENDS, THIS MIGHT BE A SHORT CHAT, FOR
EXAMPLE WITH YOUR NEIGHBOR OUT IN THE YARD, OR A DRCP-IN
CALL AT A RELATIVES,

LET'S TAKE BELATIVES FIRST... ABOUT HOW MANY TIMES HAVE
YOU AND YOUR RELATIVES VISITED FACH OTHER IN THE LAST
MONTH?

At least once & A8Y.vvasersnactrrsacs
20!‘3‘timesaweek.u..-.u.“...u.
Once 8 WeeK,svsevnesssssnassssasenass
2 or 3 times a monthevessvacesescsnes
Once a MONtH.esssssesseassssssvessnes
Less often than once a monthecssscsve
Wo relatives cloge BYesrsencsrrasrnea T

——

et

S ————

St e e

T ——

WA T 1O

oo 10 2 38)

IN GENERAL, IN WHICH CNE OF THESE AREAS ARE MOST OF THE
RELATIVES YOU VISITED THIS LAST MONTH LOCATED?

Large city (Over 100,000)-o00¢o-00¢-t i
Suburh of a large citysessserccesrees
Middle size city (10,000 to 100,000),
Suburb of a middle size city.........
Small eity or town (2,500 to 10,000). |
Village (under 2 500)o-ooooo'oooloao-
OmnwmwmanMafmm”“n“

PaYMesorssosnnsnsnsasavenresssrsesres

m«:c\m#’wm

e ———

NOW LET'S TALK ABCUT NEIGHBORS...

ABOUT HOW MANY TIMES HAVE YOU AND YOUR NEIGHBORS VISITED
FACH OTHER IN THE IAST MONTHI

At least once a Aa¥essersasssncassasne
2 or 3 tines a8 weekesosesvrssnsnnnans
Onee 8.Weeko.coaosololoootinloo..coot
2 or 3 times a montheeeseeesrrvesnaas
Once g MontNesssncossssscssestsvscnss
Less often than once a monthisesceess

————

A ———r—iary

e ——

(a2 W I WL v

HOW MANY FAMILIES IN YCOUR NEIGHBORHOOD DO YOU KNOW WELL
FNOUGH TO CALL ON? (circle)

Kone 1 2 3 4% 5 6 7 8 9 or more
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3%a.

b,

Ca

Lo,
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WOULD YCU SAY THE PEOPLE IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD ARE...

VERY FRIEEIDLY.. ..".“.l..‘..‘.....‘l.
SQ‘EWHAT F‘RIENDLY..'.....O.I.l.l.....l
INDI-FFERENT....l..'..‘..l...!..’.‘..l.
SOWH{AT UNFRIENDLY..O..l.‘.....“....
vERY WFRMDLY.CO.........’....l."l.l

Can't B8Yeasennsnvsssonsssvensacprron ( ) .

bmdmtol g

O\\B-P'wl\)l—‘

NOW LET'S TALK ABOUT YOUR FRIENDS OTHER THAN THOSE WHO
LIVE IN THE NEIFHBORHOOD, ABCOUT HOW MANY TIMES HAVE YOU
AND YOUR FRIENDS VISITED EACH OTHER THIS IAST MONTH?

At least once =& Ao¥sesennovucsrsansase
2 or 3 times & WeeKiaseunscasssrsnsasns
Once g WEBK.usssnsssasasnrvesssnsrnsas
2 or 3 times 2 mONtHeecesssvsvssavines
Once 8 MONthecssrvarsrvossonssrsassrnne
Less often than once a monthevsesesese

v ——

A —————

arr———————

O L0 I Bt

) (go to Q39a.)

IN GENERAL IN WHICH ONE OF THESE AREAS ARE MOST OF THE
FRIENDS YOU VISTTED THIS LAST MONTH I{CATED?

Large City (Over 100,000).......“..--

Suburb of ala.rge Cit;yoocaaococnntchoo .
Middle size city (10,000 to 100,000)..
Suburb of a middle size cityeeersonses
Small city or town (2,500 to 10,000)..____ |
Village ('u.l'lder 2,500)0.!!.0'!!.00'0.!!

Open country, but not a farMieseecsses

Fam....ll‘.l.ll....tl"‘..l.....l"...

A ——

————rra——

OD—'IO'\V'IJ'—'U)T\)H

HOW MARY OF YOUR FRIENDS LIVE RIGHT HERE IN CAMILIUS?
WOULD YOU SAY-..

MOST'.Cl...'.0.....!.ll..i.i!.‘i.'i'l. (2)

Smi...l'l'.0Oll.ll‘l.l..ln!‘l!t‘...‘m(l)

NONE...“..'......’.C......‘.I."’.'...m(o)

HOW MUCH CONTACT MAVE YOU HAD WITH THE FOLLOWING GROUPS.,.
ATOT SCME A LITTLE  NONE

2, FPATMERS.seseos (3) (2) (1) (o)

b, VILIAGERS, s ees (3) (2) (1) ___(o)
ey NEWCOMERS.soss (3) (2) (1y __{0)
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b3,

hia,

B

Ce
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HOW DO YOU YOURSELF FEEL ABCUT LIVING IN THIS ABEA?
'OVERALL: WOULD YOU SAY YOU ARE,..

Very satisfied,sieessresenrsessasrosne
Somewhat Satiﬂfiedcqaaa.sooaoaoc.oat
It's all Tightesveeevccrasesovoarcan
Somevhat ﬁissatisfieﬂ.............u
Very dissatisfiedessessessvscnsans ve |
Don't knOWooanotocat.ota.co-oo-otooo

om-rwm;—-

IF YOU HAD TO MOVE FROM H.ERE, TO WHICH TYPE OF AREA
WOULD YOU MOST PREFER TO MOVE?

Targe city {over 100,000} ieessncarsn____
Suburb of & l&rge 31";}’..-..-.-..-.-'
Middle size city (10,000 to 100, 000)
Suburb of a middle size CitYooocooo:
Small city or town (2,500 to 10,000)
villageil.'...l..l'.tli..‘...l'l....
Open country, but not a farmieeernes

oM secancrsssnssanvessnasnssonnnsns

'oo-zo\xn:-"wmy-

IF YOU COULD FIND A NICE, MODERN APARTMENT OF THE RIGHT
SIZE AND RENT FOR YOUR FAMILY, CLOSE 70 DOWNTOWN
SYRACUSE, WHICH WOULD YOU PREFER...

TO RENT DOWNTOWN.?sotaoooooa;toao;otﬁ___ﬁl)
TO OWN YOUR OWN HOME OUT HERE.usoeees___{(2)

MORE AND MORE AMERICANS ARE OWNING A SECOND HOUGE OF
SOME KIND, SUCH AS A SUMMER COTTAGE. DO YOU HAVE ONE?

YeBeussnas ;____(1) (aﬁk b)
Nosesesosr ____(2) (ask c)

WHERE IS YOUR SECOND HOUSE LOCATED?

DO YOU PLAN T0 ACQUIRE ONE IN THE NEXT 5 YFARS?

XeBiaarene (l)
NOowassrane (2)



45, FINALLY, I HAVE SOME STATEMENTS HERE THAT OTHER PEOPLE
HAVE EXPRESSED THEIR OPINIONS ABOUT, HOW DO THESE FIT IN
WITH SCME OF YOUR BELIEFS?T ILOCKING AT WIS CARD WOULD YQU
TELL ME WHICH COMES CLOSEST TO YCUR OPINILON?

(1) (2) (3) (&) (5)

+ 8. MOST PUBLIC OFFICIALS ARE NOT
- REALLY INTERSTED IN THE PROBLEMS
OF THE AVERAGE MAN,
WOUIID YOU SAY YOU.!O....I.’.I... SA A ? D SD

b. THESE DAYS A PERSON DOESN'T
REALLY XNOW WHOM HKE CAN CCUNT ON, .
HOULD YOU SAY YOUQI.Q.'.G‘.Q...' SA A ? D SD

c. NOW DAYS A PERSON HAS TO LIVE
PRETTY MUCH FOR TODAY AND LET
TOMORROW TAXE CARE OF ITSELF,
WOULD YOU SAY YOU.ssssseeseesses SA A T D 3D

d. TH SPITE OF WHAT SOME PEOPLE
SAY, THE LOT OF THE AVERAGE MAN
13 GETTING WORSE, NOT BETTER. :
WOUIJDYOU SAY YOU'Q.......O...Q. SA' ‘A' ? D SD

e, MOST PEOPLE DON'T REALLY CARE
WHAT HAPPENS TO THE NEXT FELLOW,
WOULD YOU SAY YOUntoooua-aa.-too SA A 2 D SD

INTERVIEWER'S COMMENTS

Race {circle)

1 White " Interviewer

2 Nonwhite ) Date

(describe)
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