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P r e f a c e  

The t r a d i t i o n a l  s o u r c e  of  g e o g r a p h i c a l  m o b i l i t y  d a t a ,  c r o s s - s e c t i o n a l  s u r -  

veys ,  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  s l i g h t l y  l e s s  t h a n  20 p e r c e n t  of Americans change t h e i r  

p l a c e  of r e s i d e n c e  e a c h  y e a r .  C r o s s - s e c t i o n a l  s u r v e y s  such  a s  t h e  C u r r e n t  

P o p u l a t i o n  Survey (CPS) p r w i d e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  m w e r s  o n l y  a t  t h e  t ime  of  

i n t e r v i e w ,  i . e . ,  a f t e r  a  m w e  h a s  been made. They do n o t  p r o v i d e  i n f o r m a t i o n  

on t h e  c o n t e x t  i n  which m w e s  were  under taken ,  o n l y  i n f o r m a t i o n  subsequent  t o  

moving. The Survey of  Income and Program P a r t i c i p a t i o n  (SIPP) p r o v i d e s  l o n -  

g i t u d i n a l  o r  t ime  s e r i e s  d a t a ,  and i s  des igned  t o  accoun t  f o r ,  among o t h e r  

t h i n g s ,  a  v a r i e t y  of l i f e  c o u r s e  t r a n s i t i o n s  o v e r  time. SIPP p a n e l s ,  which 

t r a c e  i n d i v i d u a l s  o v e r  2 1 /2 -year  p e r i o d s  o f  t ime ,  p r w i d e  i d e a l  v e h i c l e s  f o r  

a n a l y z i n g  t h e  j o i n t - i n c i d e n c e  of  l i f e  e v e n t s  such a s  l o s s  of  a  job,  r e t i r e -  

ment, and m a r r i a g e ,  and v a r i o u s  forms o f  g e o g r a p h i c a l  m o b i l i t y :  moves be- 

tween d v e l l i n g  u n i t s ,  between l a b o r  marke t s ,  e t c .  The paper  reviews p r e v i o u s  

r e s e a r c h  on t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between g e o g r a p h i c a l  m o b i l i t y  and l i f e  c o u r s e  

p h a s e s  and i n d i v i d u a l  l i f e  c o u r s e  e v e n t s  under taken  w i t h  b o t h  c r o s e - s e c t i o n a l  

and l o n g i t u d i n a l  d a t a ,  and p r e s e n t s  i n i t i a l  f i n d i n g s  from a n  e x t r a c t  f i l e  of 

t h e  1984 SIPP p a n e l .  
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Introduction 

Geographical mobi l i ty  r e sea rche r s  have 1 ong recognized t h a t  t h e  propen- 

s i t y  of persons  t o  mwe v a r i e s  d rama t i ca l l y  w i th  passage through t h e  l i f e  

course .  As c h i l d r e n  a r e  dependent upon pa ren t s ,  t h e i r  mobi l i ty  p a t t e r n s  

p a r a l l e l  those  of t h e i r  pa ren t s .  Young a d u l t s  mwe t o  t a k e  jobs,  t o  i n i t i a t e  

o r  complete school ing,  t o  e n t e r  o r  l e a v e  m i l i t a r y  s e r v i c e ,  t o  marry o r  form 

new households,  and t h u s  r ep re sen t ,  by f a r ,  t he  most mobile age group on t h e  

l i f e  course  dimension. Moves by o l d e r  a d u l t s  a r e  t y p i c a l l y  based upon re lo-  

c a t i o n s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  job  changes; changes i n  household canpos i t ion  through 

d ivo rce ,  remarr iage,  o r  dea th  of a  spouse; o r  changes i n  housing consumption, 

and t h e i r  frequency g radua l ly  d e c l i n e s  w i t h  i n c r e a s i n g  age. 

The genera l  p a t t e r n  of d i f f e r e n t i a l  mobi l i ty  r a t e s  a s soc i a t ed  w i th  v a r i -  

ous phases of t h e  l i f e  course  has  been found t o  e x h i b i t  widespread r e g u l a r i -  

t ies  (F igure  1). Such r e g u l a r i t i e s  a r e  most o f t e n  analyzed i n  terms of age, 

t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of i n d i v i d u a l s  most cmmonly a v a i l a b l e  f  rota survey and 

census  da t a  t o  s e r v e  a s  an  i n d i c a t o r  of s t a g e  i n  t h e  l i f e  course (Rogers and 

Cas t ro ,  1982; 1984).  

I n t e r e s t  i n  age-defined o r  s tage- in- the- l i fe -course-def ined  subpopula- 

t i o n s  has  increased  throughout t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  a s  t h e  s o c i e t a l  consequen- 

c e s  of t h e  Depression y e a r s t  small  b i r t h  cohor t s ;  of t h e  l a r g e  post-World War 

I1 baby boom cohor t s ;  and of t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  numbers of e l d e r l y ,  have come t o  

be recognized (Elder ,  1974; Coleman e t  a l . ,  1974; White House Conference on 

Aging, 1981). Xodelers of  popula t ion  change, p r o j e c t i o n s ,  and f o r e c a s t s  a r e  

i n t e r e s t e d  no t  only i n  s p e c i f i c  l i f e  course  even t s  (such as m a r i t a l  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p s ,  f e r t i l i t y ,  and m o r t a l i t y )  bu t  a l s o  geographical  mob i l i t y  a s  i t  r e l a t e s  

t o  such even t s .  Recent a h a n c e s  i n  t h e  a b i l i t y  of r e sea rche r s  t o  i nco rpo ra t e  

s p a t i a l  components i n t o  demographic a c c o u n t i n g  schemes have i n t e n s i f i e d  





i n t e r e s t  i n  g e o g r a p h i c a l  m o b i l i t y  i n  a n  e x p l i c i t  l i f e  c o u r s e  framework 

(Rogers e t  a l . ,  1984; Rogers, 1985; Rogers and Wil lekens,  1985). 

Age-specific and l i f e - cou r se  phase-spec i f ic  ( a s  opposed t o  event-specif-  

i c )  geographical  mob i l i t y  r a t e s  have been w e l l  documented f o r  a  v a r i e t y  of 

d i f f e r e n t  forms of  mwement ( r e s i d e n t i a l  o r  l o c a l  mobi l i ty ,  long-dis tance 

migra t ion ,  immigration, e t c .  ) from t r a d i t i o n a l  c ros s - sec t iona l  d a t a  sou rces  

f o r  q u i t e  some time (Thomas, 1938; Shryock, 1968; Clark,  1986; Dahmann, 

1986). T r a d i t i o n a l  c ros s - sec t iona l  d a t a  sources  do no t ,  however, enab le  one 

t o  s p e c i f i c a l l y  account  f o r  mwes a s s o c i a t e d  w i th  l i f e  cou r se  e v e n t s  o r  

t r a n s i t i o n s  between phases  of t h e  l i f e  cou r se ,  such  a s  l e a v i n g  s c h o o l ,  

e n t e r i n g  o r  l e a v i n g  t h e  l a b o r  f o r c e ,  marr iage,  d ivorce ,  e t c .  except under 

unique circumstances.  Though long  des i r ed ,  t h e  l i n k i n g  of mwes t o  i nd iv id -  

u a l  l i f e  course even t s ,  a s  opposed t o  t h e  more genera l  s p e c i f i c a t i o n  t o  l i f e  

course  phases ,  has awai ted c r e a t i o n  of l o n g i t u d i n a l  d a t a  such a s  t h e  Nat ional  

Longi tud ina l  Surveys of Labor Force P a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  t h e  Panel Study of Income 

Dynamics, and nau t h e  Census Bureau's Survey of Income and Program Pa r t i c ipa -  

t i o n  (Clark and Onaka, 1983; Dahmann, 1987). 

Direc t  s p e c i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between geographical  mobi l i ty  

and l i f e  course  even t s  i s  important  f o r  a  number of reasons.  F i r s t ,  i t  pro- 

v i d e s  in format ion  on t h e  l e v e l s  and forms of mwement a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  s p e c i f -  

i c  even t s ,  t h u s  r e f i n i n g  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  measurement schemes. This  h e l p s  

e l i m i n a t e  e p e c i f i c a t i o n  e r r o r s  der ived  of t h e  a s c r i p t i o n  of a c t i v i t i e s  o r  

a c t i o n s  t o  i n d i v i d u a l s  when only group o r  r a t e  information i s  m a i l a b l e .  

Uwes p rev ious ly  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  a  subpopulat ion a t  r i s k ,  e .g . ,  a  l i f e  course 

p h a ~ e  ( e l d e r l y )  o r  age group (65 y e a r s  of age o r  o l d e r )  can now be i d e n t i f i e d  

w i t h  unique a c t i v i t i e s ,  such a s  r e t i r emen t ,  l o s s  of a  spouse, and the l i k e .  

Second, s t a t i s t i c a l  d a t a  s e r i e s  c u r r e n t l y  p r w i d e  abundant information on 



I 
changes i n  t h e  r a t e  of occurrence of many l i f e  course  events ,  e.g. ,  r a t e s  of I 
change i n  m a r i t a l  c t a t u s ,  o r  employment and unemployment r a t e s .  The proper  

s p e c i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between t h e s e  even t s  and geographica l  
I 

m o b i l i t y  w i t h  l o n g i t u d i n a l  d a t a  improve our p r e d i c t i v e  capac i ty  when d a t a  on 1 
one event  o r  ano the r  i s  l ack ing ,  a s  i s  t y p i c a l  of most c ros s - sec t iona l  d a t a  

o e r i e s .  I 
Understanding of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between t h e  occurrence of such even t s  

and t h e  v a r i o u s  f  o m s  of  geographical  mob i l i t y  l e a d s  d i r e c t l y  t o  improved 
I 

exp lana t ions  (and p r e d i c t i o n s )  of geographical  mobi l i ty  p a t t e r n s  gene ra l l y .  

These improvements i n  t u r n  oerve t o  enhance t h e  accuracy of popula t ion  pro- 
B 

j e c t i o n s  i n  gene ra l ;  i n  unders tanding  and p r o j e c t i n g  p a t t e r n s  of housing 

demand and consumption; i n  understanding changes i n  t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l  geography 

I 
of s e t t l e m e n t s ;  and t h e  geographic r e s t r u c t u r i n g  of t h e  l a b o r  f o r c e  a t  a l l  B 
s c a l e s .  

Geographical Mobility and t b e  Life Cuuree I r a e w o r k  
I 

The l i f e  cou r se ,  per  s e ,  c o n s i s t s  of t h e  m u l t i t u d e  of pathways t h a t  

i n d i v i d u a l s  fo l low through t h e  age-dif f e r e n t i a t e d  e v e n t s  and phases of l i f e .  

I 
It i s  formed by both s t a g e s ,  e .g . ,  youth,  young adul thood,  mature adul thood,  I 
and e l d e r l y ,  and e v e n t s ,  o r  t r a n s i t i o n s ,  e .g .  , mar r i age  o r  r e t i r e m e n t .  

These e x i s t  on a  number of dimensions,  i nc lud ing  t h e  b i o l o g i c a l  l i f e  cyc l e ,  
I 

a n  economic cyc l e ,  a  family cyc l e ,  and an occupat iona l  cyc l e ,  among o t h e r s  1 
(Anderson, 1985; Clauoen, 1986; Duncan and Morgan, 1980; Elder ,  1975; 1977; 

G l i ck ,  1979; Lansing and Kish, 1957; Nock, 1979; 1981; S t ap l e ton ,  1980). I 
Each o f  t h e s e  dimensions may be seen  t o  con ta in  s e v e r a l  even t s  *~nd s t a g e s  

t h a t  are common throughout  most modern s o c i e t i e s  (F igure  1 ) .  
I 

The l i f e  course  p e r s p e c t i v e  b r ings  t o  s o c i a l  s c i ence  r e sea rch  a n  enhanced 

a p p r e c i a t i o n  of t h e  r o l e s  played by matura t ion  and ag ing  processes  i n  human 

I 
I 

4 I 



a c t i o n s  and, a s  w e l l ,  a framework f o r  ana lyz ing  and understanding consequen- 

c e s  of  t h e  complex s e t  of e v e n t s  t h a t  converge a t  v a r i o u s  t imes i n  one ' s  

l i f e ,  f o r  example t h e  l a r g e  number of even t s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  

f  ram youth t o  e a r l y  adul thood,  i nc lud ing  canp le t i on  of school ing,  l e av ing  t h e  

fami ly  of o r i g i n ,  f i r s t  employment, and new houeehold formation. The l i f e  

course  approach a l s o  provides  a framework f o r  modeling t h e  pa ths  t h a t  indiv-  

i d u a l s  fol low through t h e i r  l i f e t i m e ,  and has  served a s  a major impetus i n  

i s o l a t i n g  t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  e f f e c t s  o f  c o h o r t .  age ,  and pe r iod  on human 

a c t i o n s  (Glenn, 1977; Rogers, 1982; Ryder, 1965; Uason and Feinberg, 1985). 

Analysis With N o n - L o n g i t o d i ~ l  Data 

The genera l  l a c k  of app rop r i a t e  time s e r i e s  o r  l o n g i t u d i n a l  d a t a  has  made 

i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  spec i fy  t h e  r a t e  and form of moves accompanying l i f e  course 

even t s .  Analysis  of c ros s - sec t iona l  d a t a  has  r e s t r i c t e d  r e sea rche r s  t o :  (1) 

examining geographical '  mob i l i t y  p a t t e r n s  du r ing  phases  of t h e  l i f e  course,  

i . e . ,  c l u s t e r i n g  of t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of persons  w i t h i n  r e l a t i v e l y  homogeneous 

groupings i n  terms of  an  a r r a y  of behaviora l  expec t a t i ons  o r  probable  occur- 

rence  of l i f e  course  even t s ;  ( 2 )  drawing on event  h i s t o r y  d a t a  t h a t  inc lude  a 

r e s i d e n t i a l  h i s t o r y  component; o r  (3) u t i l i z i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  d e r i v e d  of  

reasons-for-mwing ques t i ons .  

The f i r s t  of t h e s e  approaches  h a s  been u t i l i z e d  t o  e x p l o r e  v a r i o u s  

a spec t6  of geographical  mob i l i t y :  du r ing  a c t i v e  employment y e a r s  (Ba r t e l ,  

1979 ; Gobero , 197 8; Greenwood, 1985 ; He R og and Sc h l o t  tmann , 1984; Landan sky, 

1967; Lansing and Mueller,  1967; L e s l i e  and Richardson, 19611, among young 

a d u l t s  (Coupe and Morgan, 1981; Dahann ,  1982; Kendig, 1984; Sandefur and 

S c o t t ,  1981; Sandefur,  1985; Simmons, 1968),  among fami ly  dur ing  t h e  c h i l d -  

r e a r i n g  y e a r s  (Chevan, 1971; Frey and Kobrin, 1982; Inman, 19781, and among 

e l d e r l y  (Golant,  1972; Meyer and Speare,  1985; Warnes, 1986; Wiseman, 1979; 



I 
and Wiseman and Roseman, 1979).  I 

The phase-of-life-course approach s e r v e s  q u i t e  w e l l  t o  a r t i c u l a t e  d i f f e r -  

ences  i n  mo t iva t ions ,  e x p e c t a t i o n s ,  and p a t t e r n s  of mob i l i t y  among l i f e -  
I 

course  def ined  groups ouch as young, mature, and e l d e r l y  a d u l t s .  It has  a l s o  

l e d  t o  a  r ecogn i t i on  of  t h e  importance of f a m i l i e s  and households a s  s i t u a -  

I 
t i o n a l  o r  con tex tua l  v a r i a b l e s  i n  understanding r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between employ- I 
ment, e a rn ings ,  and geographical  mobi l i ty  (L ich t e r ,  1980; 1983; Long, 1974; 

Minter, 1978).  This  approach does no t ,  however, enab le  u s  t o  s p e c i f y  t h e  
I 

j o in t - i nc idence  of geographical  mob i l i t y  and l i f e  course  even t s  except  when 

reason-for-moving ques t i ons  a r e  included i n  t h e  same d a t a  s e t .  
I 

To d a t e ,  event  o r  r e s i d e n t i a l  h i s t o r y  d a t a  have s e w e d  as t h e  primary 

source  of in format ion  on t h e  moves of i n d i v i d u a l s  over  t ime. These d a t a  

i 
cont inue  t o  p lay  an  important  r o l e  i n  conjunc t ion  w i t h  panel d a t a  by pro- I 
v i d i n g  informat ion  on t h e  a c t i o n s  of i n d i v i d u a l s  p r i o r  t o  e n t e r i n g  a pane l .  

I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  they he lp  s o l v e  t h e  l e f t - t a i l  data-censoring problem. Most of 
I 

what we know about  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between l i f e  course  even t s  ( a s  opposed 

t o  phases)  and geographical  mob i l i t y  f o r  unique ( a s  opposed t o  groups o f )  

I 
i n d i v i d u a l s  o r  households has  been der ived  from t h e  a n a l y s i s  of event  h i s -  B 
t o r i e s .  A s  event  h i s t o r y  a n a l y s i s  t echniques  i m p r w e  t h i s  approach becomes 

i n c r e a s i n g l y  u s e f u l ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  when a t ime-dependent approach i s  taken,  
1 

e.g. ,  when an  approach i s  adopted t h a t  concep tua l i ze s  c u r r e n t  mwes a s  based 

upon prev ious  p a t t e r n s  of mwes (Al l i son ,  1984; Tuma and Hannan, 1984) .  

I 
Nat iona l  d a t a  clnploying t h e  reasons-for-moving approach have p e r i o d i c a l l y  b 

been a v a i l a b l e  s i n c e  t h e  1940s (U.S. Bureau o f  t h e  Census, 1947; 1966; 1985; 

Lansing and Mueller ,  1967; Goodman, 1979; Long and Hanoen, 1979).  The p r i -  
B 

mary u t i l i t y  of t h i s  form of d a t a  l i e s  i n  t h e i r  p rov i s ion  of  interviewee-  

supp l i ed  r a t i o n a l e s  f o r  under tak ing  o r  complet ing a  move. Such d a t a  possess  

I 
I 
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s e v e r a l  i n h e r e n t  weaknesses t h a t  are  der ived  of a  tendency f o r  persons t o  

provide s o c i a l l y  accep tab l e  reasons ;  because reasons  provided by t h e  survey 

ins t rument  are t o o  few, t o o  d i r e c t i v e ,  t o o  sugges t ive ,  o r  i napp rop r i a t e ;  o r  

from t h e  i n a b i l i t y  of persons t o  r e c a l l  reasons and d i f f e r e n t i a t e  between 

major and minor ones. 

I n  s p i t e  of t h e s e  drawbacks reasons-for-moving d a t a  s e rve  t h e  p a r t i c u -  

l a r l y  u s e f u l  purpose of monitoring s h i f t s  i n  c u r r e n t  r a t i o n a l e s  f o r  mwing.  

An e x c e l l e n t  example of t h e  u t i l i t y  of t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  a t t r i b u t e  i s  provided 

by t h e  r ecen t  d e c l i n e  i n  t h e  frequency wi th  which e c o n m i c  reasons  were given 

f o r  mwes from t h e  n a t i o n ' s  m e t r o p o l i t a n  c e n t e r s  t o  i t s  nonmetropol i tan  

a r e a s ,  m i r ro r ing  t h e  demise of energy- and farming-related economic booms i n  

t h e  n a t i o n ' s  nonmetropol i tan a r e a s  du r ing  t h e  1980s (Long and DeAre, 1980; 

U - S .  Bureau of  t h e  Census, 1985).  Fran t h i s  approach we a l s o  know t h a t  about 

one-quar te r  of l o c a l  m w e s  a r e  t y p i c a l l y  c i t e d  a s  r e s u l t i n g  f r a n  e i t h e r  

changes i n  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  o r  new household formation (Goodman, 19791, whi le  

t h e  same r ea sons  account f o r  no  more than 5 percent  of long  d i s t a n c e  ( i n t e r -  

s t a t e )  mwes (Long and Hansen, 1979).  

Analys i s  With Longi tud ina l  Data 

Longi tud ina l  d a t a  sources  f o r  s o c i a l  s c i ence  r e sea rch  cover ing  a  v a r i e t y  

of t ime per iods  and l i f e  events  became a v a i l a b l e  du r ing  t h e  1970s. though i t  

g e n e r a l l y  remained u n t i l  t h e  1980s f o r  t r u e  l o n g i t u d i n a l  ana lyses  ( a s  opposed 

t o  m u l t i p l e  o r  over-time c ros s - sec t iona l  ana lyses)  t o  be undertaken (Morgan, 

1972; Duncan and Morgan, 1982; Dahmann, 1987).  The imp l i ca t i ons  t o  be drawn 

from t h e  l o n g i t u d i n a l  a n a l y s i s  of o t h e r  s o c i a l  s c i ence  t o p i c s  (such a s  house- 

hold s t r u c t u r e  and movement i n t o  and out  of poverty)  f o r  geographical  mobili-  

t y  r e sea rch  a r e  c l e a r .  F i r s t ,  p rocesses  such a s  those  exemplif ied by i n t e r -  

a c t i o n s  between behaviora l  and s t r u c t u r a l  components of an a c t i o n  system, and 



c e r t a i n  a c t i o n s  themselves,  such a s  t h e  jo in t - inc idence  of even t s  prev ious ly  

descr ibed ,  a r e  revea led  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  time. Second, some of  t h e  problems i n  

drawing i n f e r e n c e s  from c ros s - sec t iona l  ana lyses  r e s u l t i n g  from omit ted v a r i -  

a b l e s  a r e  eolved (Duncan and Morgan, 1982; Davies and P i ck l e s ,  1985a and 

1985b; Webber, 1983) .  

To d a t e ,  most ana lyses  of l i f e  course  e v e n t s  and geographical  mob i l i t y  

have focused on even t s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  l a b o r  f o r c e  migra t ion  and t h e  consump- 

t i o n  of housing and r e s i d e n t i a l  mob i l i t y  (Rossi,  1955; Speare, Golds te in ,  and 

Frey, 1975; and Goodman, 1974) .  Nat ional  ana lyses  have drawn p r imar i l y  on 

t h e  Nat ional  Longi tud ina l  Sumey of Labor Uarket P r a c t i c e s  (NLS o r  Parnes 

d a t a )  and t h e  Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID d a t a ) .  Duncan and Morgan 

(1980) i n  examining r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among n e a r l y  t h r e e  dozen l i f e  course  events  

( i nc lud ing  geographical  mob i l i t y )  f o r  a  sample o f  married men between 1968 

and 1978 found t h a t  almost a l l  sample members experienced a t  l e a s t  same l i f e  

e v e n t s  w i t h  t h e  l a r g e s t  number of e v e n t s  c l u s t e r e d  i n  t h e  young a d u l t  years .  

With t h e  except ions  of d ivo rce  and remarr iage,  and unemployment and invol-  

un t a ry  job change, most l i f e  even t s  were n o t  r e l a t e d  t o  each  o t h e r  i n  terms 

of j o in t - i nc idence .  Geographical mob i l i t y ,  however, i nc lud ing  bo th  vo lun ta ry  

and invo lun ta ry  mwes ,  was r a t h e r  c l o s e l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  d ivorces ,  remar- 

r i a g e s ,  vo lun ta ry  job changes,  i n c r e a s e s  i n  family income, and r e t i r emen t .  

Speare and Kobrin (1983),  w i t h  a sample of Rhode I s l and  a d u l t s ,  found 

t h a t  r e s i d e n t i a l  mwes  were accompanied by marr iage w i t h i n  t h e  same y e a r  54 

pe rcen t  of the time, a  r a t e  they  f e l t  t o  be  sanewhat lower  than t h e  t r u e  

e e t i m a t e  because a t  l e a s t  10  pe rcen t  of t h e  couples  i n  t h e i r  ounple were 

known t o  be  l i v i n g  t o g e t h e r  p r i o r  t o  marr iage.  U a r i t a l  s t a t u e  changes were 

p o s i t i v e l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  increased  r a t e s  of movement both i n  t h e  game y e a r  

and f o r  s e v e r a l  y e a r s  t h e r e a f t e r .  Speare e a r l i e r  (1970) r epo r t ed  t h a t  81 



percent  of those  who were married a l s o  mwed dur ing  t h e  same one-year per iod,  

and t h a t  those  who marr ied o r  had c h i l d r e n  l a t e r  than  o t h e r s  had lower mobil- 

i t y  r a t e s  bo th  before  and a f t e r  marr iage o r  a f t e r  having ch i ld ren .  One o t h e r  

examination of t h e  e f f e c t s  of c h i l d r e n  on mob i l i t y  noted t h a t  t h e  b i r t h  of 

c h i l d r e n  decreased geographical  mob i l i t y ,  wh i l e  c h i l d r e n  l eav ing  home, par- 

t i c u l a r l y  t he  l a s t  c h i l d  t o  l eave ,  increased  mob i l i t y ,  c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  o t h e r  

f a c t o r s  ( P i c k l e s  and Davies,  1985).  

I n  exp lo r ing  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between geographical  and job  mob i l i t y ,  

B a r t e l  (1979) found t h a t  between one-third and one-half of a l l  mwes (between 

c o u n t i e s  and me t ropo l i t an  a r e a s )  were caused by t h e  dec i s ion  t o  change jobs ,  

and t h a t  wage g a i n s  were l a r g e r  among younger persons be ing  t r a n s f e r r e d  than  

among i n d i v i d u a l s  who made q u i t - r e l a t e d  and l a y o f f - r e l a t e d  mwes. Other 

r e s e a r c h e r s  have produced s i m i l a r  f i nd ings ,  and a d d i t i o n a l l y  found t h a t  earn-  

i ngs  by spouses  were depressed by geographical  r e l o c a t i o n s  (DaVanzo, 1976; 

Graves and Linneman, 1979; Polachek and Horvath, 1977; Wincer, 1978) .  

The SIPP S-Weve &tract Data  Set 

The Survey of Income and Program P a r t i c i p a t i o n  (SIPP) was i n i t i a t e d  by 

t h e  Bureau of t h e  Census w i th  t h e  1984 panel .  The survey ' s  primary purpose 

i s  t o  provide imprwed n a t i o n a l  d a t a  on t h e  economic s i t u a t i o n  of i n d i v i d u a l s  

and households and on p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  income t r a n s f e r  and pub l i c  a s s i s t a n c e  

programs. I n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  SIPP a r e  interviewed every  f o u r  months f o r  t h e  

2 1/2-year l i f e  of a pane l ,  w i th  new pane ls  i n i t i a t e d  annual ly .  The 1984 

pane l  i n i t i a l l y  c o n e i ~ t e d  of 20,000 houoeholds, w i th  i t s  f i r s t  wave of i n t e r -  

v i e v s  t a k i n g  p l a c e  between October 1983 and January 1984. The f i n a l  i n t e r -  

views took p l a c e  between Apr i l  1986 and J u l y  1986 (Franke l ,  1985; Nelson, 

McMillen and Kaspnyk ,  1985) .  

The 1984 panel was d iv ided  i n t o  fou r  groups and each  group was interview- 



I 
ed i n  t u r n  over  a  four-month per iod.  The r e f e r ence  per iod  covered f o r  col-  I 
l e c t i n g  i n f o m a t i o n  was t h e  prev ious  f o u r  months. Because each of t h e  groups 

was interviewed dur ing  a  d i f f e r e n t  month, each has a s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  r e f -  I 
e rence  period. For  example t h e  r e f e r ence  per iod  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  group 's  i n i -  

t i a l  i n t e rv i ew  was June through September 1983; f o r  t h e  second group, J u l y  
I 

through October 1983; and s o  on. 

The empir ica l  f i nd ings  presen ted  h e r e  a r e  drawn from a 5-interview-wave 

I 
e x t r a c t  f i l e  t h a t  l i n k s  in format ion  on persons 15 y e a r s  of age and over  f o r  I 
t h e  t h r e e  q u a r t e r s  ( t h r e e  r o t a t i o n  groups) of t h e  oample who were interviewed 

i n  each  of t hose  waves. Throughout t h i s  a n a l y s i s  t h e  d a t a  have been t r e a t e d  
I 

without  weights  because n e i t h e r  t h e  u se fu lnes s  no r  t h e  v a l i d i t y  of t h e  cur-  

r e n t  experimental  l ong i tud ina l  weights  have been e s t a b l i s h e d .  The f i l e  has  

I 
n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  been e d i t e d  f o r  l o n g i t u d i n a l  cons is tency .  I 

Information on geographical  mob i l i t y  was ob ta ined  a s  p a r t  of t h e  survey 

process--rather  than through a  s e t  of s p e c i f i c  ques t i ons ,  ouch a s  t h e  sur -  
I 

v e y l s  Migrat ion Hi s to ry  Module, which i s  adminis te red  i n  t h e  e i g h t h  wave of 

i n t e rv i ews  ( s ee  Appendix). I f  persons  moved, i n t e rv i ewer s  v e r e  r e spons ib l e  

I 
f o r  t r a c k i n g  and con t inu ing  t o  c o l l e c t  in format ion  on t h e  households (and I 
persons)  a t  t h e i r  new l o c a t i o n  a s  one a s p e c t  of main ta in ing  t h e  i n i t i a l  

sample (Jean and &Arthur. 1984; 1987). A t  t h e  f i r s t  i n t e rv i ew  each sample 
I 

p e r s o n ' s  "address  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n w  number was  "1 1 ." When a  sample person  

mwed, i n t e r v i w e r s  ass igned  them a new number i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  vave  i n  which 

B 
t h e  mwe was recorded.  All .ample household members who moved t o  t h e  same I 
new addres s  were given t h e  same new maddress  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n w  number. To 

i d e n t i f y  o w e r s  f o r  t h i s  paper,  w e  matched "address  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n w  numbers 
I 

a t  each  wave a f t e r  the  f i r s t  w i t h  wave i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  numbers. With numbers 

o t h e r  than  "11," mwes  were i d e n t i f i e d ,  and then  recorded by wave. 

I 
I 

1 0  I 



Although t h e  time p e r i o d  c w e r e d  by t h e  e x t r a c t  f i l e  i s  20 months, our  

d a t a  t a b u l a t i o n s  cover  a 16-month p e r i o d .  from t h e  F a l l  of 1983 t o  t h e  F a l l  

of 1984. T b i s  i s  because  o u r  h i s t o r y  of movement b e g i n s  a t  t h e  c u r r e n t  

r e s i d e n c e  a s  o f  t h e  f i r s t  i n t e r v i e w ,  i .e. ,  i n f o r m a t i o n  abou t  o w e s  that may 

have t aken  p l a c e  d u r i n g  t h e  r e f e r e n c e  p e r i o d  c w e r e d  by t h e  f i r s t  i n t e r v i e w  

was n o t  e l i c i t e d .  The m i g r a t i o n  h i s t o r y  covered by t h e  paper  b e g i n s  a t  t h e  

time of t h e  f i r s t  i n t e r v i e w  and c o n t i n u e s  f o r  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  1 6  months, i.e., 

th rough  t h e  f i f t h  wave o f  i n t e r v i e w s .  Month and day of mwement t h a t  took 

p l a c e  a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  i n t e r v i e w  were  recorded a s  p a r t  of t h e  su rvey  opera- 

t i o n ' s  c o n t r o l  sys tem.  However, i f  more t h a n  one m w e  took p l a c e  d u r i n g  a 

four-month r e f e r e n c e  p e r i o d ,  t h e  SIPP only recorded t h e  l a s t  mwe. 

Geograph ica l  Mobility and Sumey A t t r i t i o n  

Sample main tenance  i s  a p r i m a r y  c o n c e r n  i n  a s u r v e y  t h a t  f o l l o w s  a 

s p e c i f i c  s e t  of i n d i v i d u a l s  o v e r  t ime.  I n  s p i t e  o f  g r e a t  e f f o r t s  t o  f o l l o w  

i n d i v i d u a l s  when t h e y  mwe,  geograph ica l  m o b i l i t y  i s  a major  cause  o f  a t t r i -  

t i o n  from t h e  SIPP sample (Shor t  and McArthur, 1986; UcArthur and S h o r t *  

1985; Speare  and Kobrin ,  1980) .  Through t h e  f i f t h  i n t e r v i e w  of t h e  SIPP 1984 

p a n e l ,  pe r sons  who moved t o  a n  unknown a d d r e s s ,  and t h e r e f o r e  were  un loca t -  

a b l e ,  were  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  1 3  p e r c e n t  o f  a l l  a t t r i t i o n  from t h e  sample-- 

oecond on ly  t o  r e f u s a l s  as a c a u s e  of a t t r i t i o n .  I n  a l l ,  about  2. p e r c e n t  of 

t h e  t o t a l  sample was l o s t  t o  m w i n g  t o  a n  unknown a d d r e s s  ( t h e  t o t a l  a t t r i -  

t i o n  r a t e  wet t h e  p e r i o d  was 1 7  p e r c e n t ) .  

Approximately 20 p e r c e n t  of a l l  pe rsons  1 5  y e a r s  and o v e r  i n  t h e  SIPP 

sample moved d u r i n g  t h e  1 6  months covered by t h i s  f i l e  (Tab le  1 ) .  Of t h e s e  

movers approx imate ly  9 p e r c e n t  were  m i s s i n g  a t  l e a s t  one i n t e r v e n i n g  i n t e r -  

view and an  a d d i t i o n a l  23 p e r c e n t  l e f t  t h e  sample e n t i r e l y ,  By comparison,  3 

p e r c e n t  of nonmwers  were  m i s s i n g  s a n e  i n t e r v i e w s  and 15 p e r c e n t  were  miss ing  



TABLE 1. Comparison o f  I n t e r v i e w  Complet ion by Hover/Nonmover 
Status Across F i v e  I n te r v i ews  

TABLE 3. Geographical  M o b i l i t y  by  5 Year Age Groups f o r  SIPP and CPS: 
Persons 15 and Over 

To ta l  

U i  t h  F i v e  I n t e r v i e w s  
M iss ing  a t  Least  

t h e  F i f t h  I n t e r v i e w  
Wi th  F i f t h  I n t e r v i e w  

M iss ing  a t  Leas t  One 

1/ The Cu r ren t  Popu la t i on  Survey r a t e s  by age a r e  presented f o r  c o w a r i s o n  - 
t o  column 3. The r a t e s  a r e  based upon a sample s i z e  of 228,232 persons. 
They cover  t h e  p e r i o d  f r om March 1983 t o  March 1984. 

To ta l  
Number Percent 

25,138 100.0 
100.0 

19,878 79.1 
4,222 16.8 

1,038 4.1 

CPS I 
Mover 11 

16.8 
15.9 
34.1 
30.3 
21.2 
15.4 
10.3 
9.8 
7.7 
6.4 
4.6 

Age 

To ta l  
15 t o  19 years  
20 t o  24 years  
25 t o  29 yea rs  
30 t o  34 years  
35 t o  39 years  
40 t o  44 years  
45 t o  49 years  
50 t o  54 years  
55 t o  64 years  
65 yea rs  and over  

Movers 
Number Percent 

5,069 20.2 
100.0 

3,485 68.8 
1,148 22.6 

436 8.6 

SIPP 
Mover 

To ta l  Nonmover Mover D i s t r i b u ' n  

19,878 82.5 17.5 100.0 
2,045 79.8 20.2 11.9 
2,121 58.4 41.6 25.4 
2,121 68.4 31.6 19.3 
2,111 76.3 23.7 14.4 
1,824 84.9 15.1 7.9 
1,471 88.4 11.6 4.9 
1,365 89.8 10.2 4.0 
1,280 93.3 6.7 2.5 
2,523 93.5 6.5 4.7 
3,017 94.3 5.7 5.0 

Nonmovers 
Number Percent 

20,069 79.8 
100.0 

16,393 81.7 

i 
602 3.0 



I 
a t  l e a s t  t h e  5 t h  i n t e w i w  (Jean and HcArthur, 1987). 

I Hovers who l e f t  t he  sample d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  from mwera who were 

I r e t a ined  i n  a  number of ways. Table 2  con ta ins  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  t h e  

a m p l e  t o t a l  ( i n  column 1, r e s t r i c t e d  t o  persons 15 y e a r s  and over ,  i n t e r -  

I viewed i n  t h e  f i r s t  wave of in te rv iewing  and e l i g i b l e  f o r  a l l  f i v e  i n t e r -  

views) ,  f o r  persons  interviewed i n  each of t h e  f i v e  in te rv iews  (column 21, 

I and f o r  nonmwers (column 3)  and movers (column 4). Columns 5 and 6 p r w i d e  

I 
counts  of persons who l e f t  t h e  a m p l e  before  t h e  f i f t h  in te rv iewing  wave. 

Column 5 i s  f o r  a11 peraons missing t h e  5 t h  i n t e r v i w ,  f o r  any reason, who 

I 8160 v e r e  recorded a s  mwers .  Column 6 con ta ins  only those  persons who mwed 

t o  a n  unknovn addres s  and f o r  t h a t  reason were n o t  r e t a i n e d  i n  sample. 

I Chi-square tests canparing movers who remained i n  sample t o  those  who 

I 
l e f t  (columns 4 and S ) ,  revea l  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  

of sane  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  The two groups have rmewhat  d i f f e r e n t  d i s t r i b u -  

I t i o n s  of t hese  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  r a c i a l ,  e thn ic ,  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  educa t iona l  

a t ta inment ,  empl oyment s t a t u s ,  household monthly i n c m e ,  a s s e t  wneroh ip ,  and 

I home ownership and r e s i d e n t i a l  l o c a t i o n  p a t t e r n s .  Finding d i f f e r e n t  charac- 

I 
t e r i s t i c s  between those  who were l o s t  and those  who were r e t a ined  by t h e  

sample r a i s e s  raple cause f o r  concern. Hwevcr ,  a t t r i t i o n  through t h e  f i f t h  

I in te rv iew is f a i r l y  l w  oo d i o t r i b u t i o n s  of c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of those  remain- 

i n g  i n  sample rhould s t i l l  be r e p r t s e n t a t i v e  of t h e  genera l  populat ion.  

I C h a r a c t a r i a t i c s  of Mwen and Noamwets 

I 
Through t h e  remainder of t h i s  paper, t h e  c h a r a c t e r i r t i c s  of mwers  and 

n o w w e r s  a r e  der ived  of d a t a  f o r  persons in t e rv i cved  i n  erch of t h e  f i v e  

I waves of i n t e rv i ews ,  approximately 79 percent  of t h e  r e s t r i c t e d  a m p l e  8s 

descr ibed  above. Approximately 17 percent  of t h i s  group mwed a t  l e a s t  once, 

I a  r a t e  f a i r l y  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  s t a t i s t i c s  der ived from t h e  Current Populat ion 

I 13 



TABLE 2. Characteristics of Persons 15 Years and Over by Mover Status and by 
Duration in the SIPP 1984 Panel 

fnterviewed i n  Hwers  Miseing a t  
Five Waves Least 5 t h  Interview 

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  Universe Tota l  Non- Movers Hwero who Unknown 
. of Wave 1 Wove rs leave  SIPP Address 

(1) (2) (3 (4) (5) (6) 

Tota l  Number 25,138 19,878 16,403 3,475 1,096 56 4 

Regionaloffice: 
Boston 
New York 
Philadelphia 
D e t r o i t  
Chicago 
Kansas City 
S e a t t l e  
Char lo t t e  
At lanta  
Dal las  
Denver 
Los Angeles 

Residence char:  
Not an SMSA 25.5 26.8 27.1 25.4 16.2 14.4 
SHSA: LT 100,000 1.3 1.3 1.2 2.0 1.7 0.0 
SHSA:100-249 thou. 9.4 9.6 9.6 9.6 7.2 6.0 
SUSA: 250-499 thou. 9.2 9.5 9.5 9.6 7.4 6.7 
WSA:500-999 thou. 13.4 13.3 13.1 14.5 15.1 17.2 
sMSA:l-2.9 m i l l .  24.1 23.3 22.9 25.3 32.6 31.6 
SMSA:3-14.9 m i l l .  17.2 16.1 16.7 13.7 19.7 24.1 

Living quar t e r s :  
House o r  apartment 94.0 93.9 94.5 91.2 93.7 94.0 
Mobile Home 5.3 5.5 4.9 7 .4 5.0 1.1 
Other 0.6 0.6 0.6 1.1 0.7 0.2 

Living quar t e r s :  
Ckned/Being bought 69.7 71.6 77.6 40.1 32.3 26.8 
Rented f o r  cash 28.1 25.9 20.2 57 .O 65.5 71.3 
Occ'd v /o  cash pmt. 2.2 2.4 2.1 2.8 2.2 2.0 

Race : 
White 86.8 87.6 87.0 88.8 79.0 75.0 
black 10.4 9,8 10.3 8.8 15.8 19.9 
k.  Ind/Eek/AlNat ive. 0.4  0.4 0.4 0.4 1.0 1.2 
k i a n / P a c .  181. 2.4 2.2 2.3. 2.0 4.2 3.9 



TABLE 2 CONTINUED 

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  I n t e r v i e w e d  i n  Mwers M i s s i n g  a t  
F i v e  Waves L e a s t  5th I n t e r v i e w  

U n i v e r s e  T o t a l  Non- Movers Movers who Unknown 
Hove rs l e a v e  SIPP Addres s  

(1 ) (2) (3 ) (4) (5 ) (6) 

Number o f  P e r s o n s  
i n  Household : 

1 11.6 
2 29.0 
3 20.3 
4 20.0 
5 10.7 
6 4.4 
7 2.1 

8 o r  more p e r s o n s  2.0 

Sex : 
Ma1 e 
Female 

Age : 
15 - 29 y e a r s  33.1 
30 - 44 y e a r s  26.5 
45 - 64 y e a r s  25.2 
65 y e a r s  and  o v e r  15.1 

E t h n i c i t y  : 
S p a n i s h  O r i g i n  5.6 
Not S p a n i s h  O r i g i n  94.4 

R e l a t i o n s h i p :  
R e f e r e n c e  P e r s o n  35.2 
Pr imary  Ind .  13.0 
Spouse  28.5 
C h i l d  16.8 
O t h e r  R e l a t i v e  3.5 
Non- re1 w/ re1 s. 0.4 
Non-rel .  n o  r e l s .  2.5 

Marital S t a t u s :  
Mar ' d , spouse  p r e s .  58.1 
Har 'd .  s p o u s e  a b s n t .  0.6 
Widowed 7.3 
Divorced  6.6 
S e p a r a t e d  2.3 
Never M a r r i e d  25.0 

E d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m t : .  
LE 8 11.7 
9-1 1 18.5 
12 32.7 
GE 13 36.2 



TABLE 2 CONTINUED 

Character is t ics  

B 

Interviewed i n  Hovers Miseing a t  

I 
Five Waves Least 5 th  Interview 

Universe Total  Non- Movers Movers who Unknown 

I 
Hwers leave SIPP Address 

(1) (2 ) (3 (4) (5 1 (6) 1 
Employment s t a t u s :  

With job: 
Worked a l l  weeks 54.6 55.5 53.7 63 .O 56.0 52.8 

B 
Missed 1+ weeks 1.2 1.2 1.1 1.4 1.3 1.4 ( 
Time on layoff  0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 1.0 0.9 

Job par t  of time: 
No layoff  no looking 1.3 1.3 1.2 1.7 1.1 
Did look o r  layoff  1.3 1.2 1.1 1.8 3.2 3.4 

No job: 
6.3 11.7 

Oo7 B 
A l l  mo looked/layoff 4.6 4.1 3.6 
Some looked/layoff 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.7 1.6 
No lookingllayoff 36.2 36.2 38.7 24.8 24.1 

I;:; I 
23 .O 

Hours Wktd/Week: 
Not appl icable  37.1 36.7 3 8.9 26.1 30.5 33.7 
1 t o  19 5.7 5.9 5.9 5.9 3.2 3.2 

I 
20 t o  34 8.9 8.7 8.3 10.3 10.9 10.8 
35 t o  40 33.3 33.5 32.3 39.4 37.9 34.9 1 
41 o r  more 15.0 15.2 14.6 18.3 17.6 17.4 

Hhld. Mo. Income : 
LE 1199 28.0 27.2 26.6 30.0 39.4 47.1 
1200 t o  2999 43.4 43.8 43.3 46.2 42.9 41.8 

I 
GE 3000 28.5 29.0 30.1 23.8 17.7 

Person Ho. Income : 
l 3  B 

LE 1199 68.6 67.7 67.3 69.7 76.0 80.2 
1200 t o  2999 25.7 26.4 26.5 26.0 20.9 17.7 I 
GE 3000 5.8 5.9 6.2 4.4 3.0 2.1 

Asset Summary: 
Savings Acct : 

Yes 56.5 58.1 59.6 50.9 34.8 26.1 
I 

No 43.5 41.9 40.4 49.1 65.2 

A l l  other:  
Yes 41.1 42.4 45 .O 30.2 21.2 

73*9 B 
14.7 

No 58.9 57.6 55 .O 69.8 78.8 85.3 1 
Household receives 

Cash o r  Noncash 
Benefi ts:  
Yes 17.8 17.6 16.8 26.7 32.6 
No 

I 
82.2 82.4 83.2 73.3 67.4 I 

16 I 
L 



Survey (Dahmann, 1986). Approximately 15  percent  of t h e  moves were between 

s t a t e s ;  t he  remaining were t o  a  new addres s  w i t h i n  t h e  same s t a t e .  Among 

those  who mwed, 77 pe rcen t  moved only dur ing  one of t h e  i n t e rv i ew  r e f e r ence  

pe r iods ;  19 percent  mwed dur ing  two per iods ;  and 4 percent  mwed dur ing  

t h r e e  o r  f o u r  pe r iods .  

Based upon previous research  we hypothesized t h a t  mwers  would d i f f e r  

from nonmwers i n  a  number of ways. Table 2 shows d i s t r i b u t i o n s  of  t h e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of persons (recorded a s  of t h e  f i r s t  in te rv iew)  who mwed and 

those  who remained a t  t h e  same address  (columns 3 and 4 ) .  Most impor tan t ly ,  

mwers tended t o  be younger than nonmovers, They a l s o  tended t o  have h igher  

l e v e l s  of educa t iona l  a t t a inmen t ;  they tended no t  t o  be t h e  head of t h e  

household o r  spouse of t h e  household head; they were less l i k e l y  t o  have 

a s s e t s ,  such a s  a  sav ings  account ,  money market account o r  r e n t a l  property;  

they were more o f t e n  never-married; they had been employed dur ing  saue  por- 

t i o n  of t h e  per iod ;  bu t  they were a l s o  more l i k e l y  t o  r ece ive  means-tested 

b e n e f i t s  t han  were nonmovers. 

The r e s i d e n t i a l  s e t t i n g s  of movers a l s o  d i f f e r e d  from those  of nonmwers 

i n  s e v e r a l  s i g n i f i c a n t  ways, Movers tended t o  dwell  i n  r e n t a l  p r o p e r t i e s ,  

whereas nonmwers were more l i k e l y  t o  own (o r  be purchasing)  t h e i r  home. 

Movers were a l s o  s l i g h t l y  more l i k e l y  t o  l i v e  i n  t h e  n a t i o n ' s  l a r g e s t  metro- 

p o l i t a n  a r e a s  than were nonmwers,  A reg iona l  e f f e c t  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  popula- 

t i o n  change a l s o  was evident--persons r e s i d i n g  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  of a r e a s  ex- 

2er ienc ing  s u b s t a n t i a l  gtcwth du r ing  t h i s  per iod ,  such a s  Denver, Dal las ,  and 

S e a t t l e ,  were more l i k e l y  t o  be  mwers  than  were persons l i v i n g  n e a r  Boston, 

New York o r  Ph i l ade lph ia .  

L i f e  Events  and Geographical Mobi l i ty  

The c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between age and geographical  mobi l i ty  has been 



c l e a r l y  demons t r a t ed  by v i r t u a l l y  w e r y  e o c i a l  s c i e n c e  d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n  

ins t rument  record ing  t h e  movement of i nd iv idua l s .  SIPP provides  t h e  same 

I 
documentation, h e r e  demonstrated i n  Table  3. which shows mob i l i t y  d a t a  f o r  I 
5-year age groups. Among t h e  youngest age group shown, persons  15 t o  19 

y e a r s  o ld  a t  t h e  time of t h e  f i r s t  in te rv iew,  about 2 i n  10 moved a t  sane  
I 

t ime du r ing  t h e  16 months t h a t  were t racked  i n  t h e  f i r s t  f i v e  i n t e rv i ews  of 

t h e  SIPP. I n  t h e  next  age group. persons 20 t o  24 yea r s  o ld ,  about 4 out of 

I 
10 persons  moved; and among 25 t o  29 y e a r  o l d s  t h e  mob i l i t y  dropped t o  about I 
3 out  of 10 persons.  The p ropor t i ons  mating i n  o t h e r  age groups dec l ined  I 
w i t h  i n c r e a s i n g  age. 

The migra t ion  r a t e s  by age f r m  t h e  SIPP compare q u i t e  c l o s e l y  w i th  those  

recorded i n  t h e  Curren t  Populat ion Survey ( t h e  r a t e s  shovn i n  column 5 of 

Table  3 a r e  f o r  t h e  1 2  months f r m  March 1983 t o  March 1984). Migrat ion 

r a t e s  f o r  t v o  age groups appear  t o  be s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h ighe r  i n  t h e  SIPP than 

i n  t h e  CPS: young a d u l t s  (persons  15 t o  24 y e a r s )  and e l d e r l y  (75 yea r s  and 

a v e r ) .  

Rtaorured t h a t  the SIPP i r  r eco rd ing  rater of movement by age and rrtage 

i n  l i f e  t h a t  are canpe rab l e  w i t h  o t h e r  rurvey ins t ruments ,  we now t u r n  t o  t h e  

r e l a t i o n e h i p a  between movement and i n d i v i d u a l  l i f e  events .  The s p e c i f i c  l i f e  

course  w e n t 8  exaained are change i n  m a r i t a l  s t a t u e ,  completion of  s i g n i f i -  

c an t  l e v e l s  of educo t i sn ,  employment a t a t u s  changes, changes i n  r e c e i p t  of 

means-teeted b e n e f i t o ,  and changes i n  t e n u r e  of l i v i n g  arrangements.  

M8rit.l S t a t u e  C b n g e  and Geographical Mobility 

S w e r a l  aopec t s  of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  and geograph- 

i c a l  mob i l i t y  a r e  examined. Table  4 s h m s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between geograph- 

i c a l  m o b i l i t y  and both  s p e c i f i c  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s e s  (such a s  marr ied,  never  

marr ied,  e t c . )  and whether  a change i n  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  occurred during t h e  



TABLE 4. Geograph ica l  M o b i l  i t y  and M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  

I I n t e r s t a t e  I M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  T o t a l  Nonmover Mover Mover 

T o t  a1 19,878 16,403 3,475 506 
M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  Change 

T o t a l  1,104 471 633 7 7 
Ended i n  M a r r i a g e  563 161 40 2 5 1 
Ended i n  D i v o r c e / S e p a r a t i o n  36 3 178 185 19 
Ended i n  Widowhood 138 115 23 6 

M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  Constant  
T o t a l  18,774 15,932 2,842 429 

Never M a r r i e d  4,393 3,421 972 132 
M a r r i e d  11,531 10,071 1,460 250 
Di v o r c e d 1 S e ~ a r a t e d  1,417 1,117 300 3 2 
Widowed 1,433 1,323 110 15 

M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  Change 
T o t a l  100.00 42.66 57.34 6.97 

M a r r i a g e  100.00 28.60 71.40 9.06 
D i  vo rce /Separa t  i on 100.00 49.04 50.96 5.23 
Widowhood 100.00 83.33 16.67 4.35 

M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  Constant  
T o t a l  100.00 84.86 15.14 2.29 

Never M a r r i e d  100.00 77.87 22.13 3.00 
M a r r i e d  100.00 87.34 12.66 2.17 
D i  vorced1Separated 100.00 78.83 21.17 2.26 
Widowed 100.00 92.32 7.68 1.05 



5- in te rv iew period. I f  a change i n  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  was recorded dur ing  t h e  

per iod ,  only t h e  f i n a l  s t a t u s  i s  shown i n  t h e  t ab l e .  Thus, persons whose 

f i n a l  m a r i t a l  o t a t u s  was "ended i n  marr iagen could  p rev ious ly  have been 

"never married, " o r  " p r w i o u s l y  married and divorced. Frao t h i s  t a b l e  i t  i s  

c l e a r  t h a t  r e g a r d l e s s  of t h e  f i n a l  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  i f  persons experienced a 

change i n  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  they were more l i k e l y  t o  have mwed than i f  no 

change was recorded (57 ve r sus  15 percent ) .  Changes such a s  marr iage a r e  

p a r t i c u l a r l y  l i k e l y  t o  be l i nked  w i t h  a o w e :  about 71 percent  of persons 

who marr ied dur ing  t h e  16  months experienced a change i n  residence,  compared 

w i t h  51  percent  of those  who became separa ted  o r  divorced and only about  17 

pe rcen t  of those who were widowed. 

T a b l e  5 d e p i c t s  t h e  j o i n t - i n c i d e n c e  of  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  change  and 

geographica l  mob i l i t y  by age. Not only d i d  a ma jo r i t y  of persons who had a 

m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  change mwe (57 p e r c e n t ) ,  bu t  t h i s  percentage cl imbs t o  84 

pe rcen t  f o r  persons 15 t o  19  y e a r s  o ld ,  and t o  86 percent  of those  20 t o  24 

Years old.  As w i t h  e a r l i e r  f i nd ings ,  t h e  p ropor t ions  of persons w i t h  a mwe 

d e c l i n e s  f o r  ages  over  25 ( t h e  omall i n c r e a r e  between t h e  35-to-39 and 40-to- 

44  y e a r  age groups i s  no t  s i g n i f i c a n t ) .  The inc idence  of marriage dur ing  

e a r l y  adulthood i s  s o  p reva len t  t h a t  i t  occurred w i t h  n e a r l y  one-quarter 

(24.3 pe rcen t )  of a l l  mwes  made by persons i n  t h e  20-to-24 yea r  age group. 

Changes i n  m a r i t a l  and geographical  mob i l i t y  s t a t u s  by in t e rv i ew wave a r e  

p re sen ted  i n  Table  6 t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  t h e  temporal l inkage  between t h e  two 

even t s .  Movement occurred most f r equen t ly  dur ing  t h e  wave i n  which a change 

i n  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  was a l s o  recorded. For example, 33 percent  of persons 

whose m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  changed between t h e  f i r s t  and eecond vave of in te rv iews  

a l s o  mwed dur ing  t h a t  per iod ,  compared w i t h  no  more than  19 percent  dur ing  

any o t h e r  wave. It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  note ,  however, t h a t  o v e r a l l ,  persons 
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TABLE 5. Geographical M o b i l i t y  and Mar i ta l  Status by Age 

w + TABLE 6. Geographical Mob i l i t y  and Mar i ta l  Status Change by Interv iew Wave 

Age Total 

Total 

Total 19,878 3.2 2.4 14.3 80.1 18.3 57.3 
15 t o  19 years 2,045 3.4 0.7 16.8 79.1 16.9 83.3 
20 t o  24 years 2,121 10.1 1.7 31.5 56.7 24.3 85.7 
25 t o  29 years 2,121 4.9 2.3 26.7 66.1 15.5 68.4 
30 t o  34 years 2,111 4.5 3.1 19.1 73.2 19.2 59.3 
35 t o  39 years 1,824 2.7 3.3 12.4 81.6 17.8 45.0 
40 t o  44 years 1,471 2.4 2.5 9.2 85.9 20.6 48.6 
45 t o  64 years 5,168 0.9 2.1 6.6 90.4 12.3 31.0 
65 years and over 3,017 0.5 3.4 5.2 90.9 9.3 13.4 

With M.S. Change 
Mover I Nonmover 

Percent w i th  Move i n :  
Wave 2 Wave 3 Wave 4 Wave 5 

Persons w i t h  Mar i ta l  
Status Change i n :  

Wave 2 268 32.8 19.4 19.0 11.9 
Wave 3 337 15.1 46.0 20.5 13.9 
Wave 4 378 15.9 15.3 42.1 14 .O 
Wave 5 325 16.6 17.5 15.1 38.2 

Persons w i t h  no Mar i ta l  
Status Change i n :  

Wave 2 19,610 4.4 6.3 6.1 4.7 
Wave 3 19,541 4.6 5.8 6.1 4.7 
Wave 4 19,500 4.6 6.3 5.6 4.7 
Wave 5 19,553 4.6 6.3 6.2 4.3 

No M.S. Change 
Mover I Nonmover 

Percentage of 
Movers t ha t  had 
a M.S. Change 

Percentage of 
Persons w i t h  M.S. 
Change t h a t  moved 



who experienced a  change i n  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  sanetime dur ing  t h e  16 months were 

a l s o  more l i k e l y  t o  have a  change i n  residence--before,  a t  t h e  same time, o r  

a f  ter-- the m a r i t a l  r t a t u s  change occurred than  were persons whose m a r i t a l  

r t a t u s  was cons tan t  throughout t h e  16 months. This  gene ra l ly  higher  r a t e  of 

umement i s  probably der ived  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  most persons experiencing a  

m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  change were a l s o  young and i n  t h e  high mobi l i ty  years .  

Mutational A t t a i m e a t  and Geographical Mobil i ty  

Tab le  7 p r e s e n t s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between comple t ion  of s i g n i f i c a n t  

l e v e l s  of educat ion dur ing  t h e  5- interview per iod  and geographical  mob i l i t y  

c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  age. Completion of high school  and 4 yea r s  of c o l l e g e  were 

both  a s soc i a t ed  w i t h  higher  l e v e l s  of mwement: 22 percent  of high school  

c a n p l e t e r s  and 41 percent  of c o l l e g e  c a n p l e t e r s  mwed compared w i t h  about 18 

percent  of a l l  persons dur ing  t h e  per iod .  Geographical mobi l i ty  r a t e s  were 

p a r t i c u l a r l y  high f o r  those  who completed co l l ege :  56 percent  of t h i s  group 

changed t h e i r  p l ace  of res idence  dur ing  t h e  per iod ,  demonstrating an immedi- 

a t e  impact of c o l l e g e  completion on increased  mob i l i t y  over t h e  s h o r t  term. 

hp loymen t  S t 8 t a s  Ciaangee and Geographical l l o b i l i t y  

As t a b l e  8 shows, persons exper ienc ing  employment s t a t u s  changes a l s o  a r e  

geographica l ly  more mobile than  persons exper ienc ing  no change. Table 9 

br ings  age  i n t o  cons idera t ion .  Like mob i l i t y ,  changing employment s t a t u s  i s  

r e l a t e d  t o  one 's  s t a g e  i n  t h e  l i f e  course:  young a d u l t s  change employment 

s t a t u s  most of ten .  a f t e r  which t h e  propor t ion  of persons exper ienc ing  employ- 

ment s t a t u e  changes decreases .  Peak yea r s  of s w i n g  and employment s t a t u s  

change occurred among 15-to-29 yea r  o l d s :  i n  t h i s  age  group, 31 percent  

mwed and 42 percent  changed t h e i r  employment s t a t u s .  And among young a d u l t s  

whose employment s t a t u s  changed, abou t  one - th i rd  a l s o  mwed d u r i n g  t h e  

period.  



TABLE 7. Geograohical  Mob i l  i t y  and Comolet fon o f  
HIgh School and Co l lege  

I Percent  - 1  
I To ta l  Who Moved 1 
I I 

T o t a l  
15 to 29 y e a r s  
30 yea rs  and over  

Cornol e t e d  H i  yh School 
15 t o  29 yea rs  
30 y e a r s  and ove r  

Comoleted 4 Years o f  Co l l ege  244 41.0 
15 t o  2 9 y e a r s  ' 152 55.9 
30 y e a r s  and over  9 2 16.3 

TABLE 8. Geographical  Mobi 1 i t y  and, Employment S ta tus  

Empl oyment 1 S ta tus  T o t a l  Nonmover Mover Interstate Mover I 
1 T o t a l  19,878 16,403 3,475 50 6 

Employment S ta tus  Change 
T o t a l  4,893 3,653 1,240 26 1 

With Job A l l  Month 2,557 1,862 695 156 
With Job P a r t  Month 34 1 240 10 1 2 5 
No Job Du r i ng  Month 1,995 1,551 444 80 

Empl oyment St a tus  Constant 
1 

T o t a l  14,985 12,750 2,235 245 
With  Job A1 1 Month 9,013 7,365 1,648 157 
No Job Du r i ng  Month 5,972 5,385 587 88 

( Percent  T o t a l  100.00 82.52 17.48 2.55 1 
Employment S ta tus  Change 

T o t a l  100.00 74.66 25.34 5.33 
With  Job A l l  Month 100.00 72.82 27.18 6.10 
With Job P a r t  Month 100.00 70.38 29.62 7.33 
No Job Du r i ng  Month 100.00 77.74 22.26 4.01 

Employment S ta tus  Constant 
Tot  a1 100.00 85.09 14.91 1.63 / 

W i th  Job A l l  Month 100.00 81.72 18.28 1.74 
No Job Du r i ng  Month 100.00 90.17 9.83 1.47 

I I 



Recip iency  of &an.-Tested B e n e f i t s  and Geograph ica l  M o b i l i t y  

We looked a t  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between r e s i d e n t i a l  m o b i l i t y  and changes  i n  

r e c i p i e n c y  s t a t u s  f o r  p e r s o n s  who r e p o r t e d  r e c e i v i n g  o e l e c t e d  o e a n s - t e s t e d  

b e n e f i t s  a t  t h e  time of t h e  f i r s t  i n t e r v i e w .  Means-tested b e n e f i t s  i n c l u d e  

such  programs a s  Food Stamps, Aid t o  F a m i l i e s  w i t h  Dependent Chi ld ren  (AFDC) , 

and Women, I n f a n t s  and Chi ld ren  (WIC) payments. For  each  of t h e s e  programs, 

q u a l i f i c a t i o n  f o r  r e c i p i e n c y  i s  dependent upon incotne ( t h u s  means- tes ted) .  

T a b l e  2 showed t h a t  p e r s o n s  who moved d u r i n g  t h e  16 months were  more l i k e l y  

t h a n  p e r s o n s  who d i d  n o t  t o  hmre been r e c i p i e n t s  of means-tested b e n e f i t s .  

T a b l e  1 0  compares change i n  r e c i p i e n c y  s t a t u s  f o r  t h o s e  pe rsons  recorded  

as r e c i p i e n t s  o f  means- tes ted b e n e f i t s  i n  t h e  f i r s t  i n t e r v i e w .  L i k e  t a b l e  6, 

changes  a r e  shown by t h e  i n t e r v i e w i n g  wave i n  which t h e y  were  recorded .  

T a b l e  1 0  shows change i n  r e c i p i e n c y  c o n t r o l l e d  by whe ther  t h e  pe rson  was 

recorded  t o  have had a  change i n  r e s i d e n c e .  Except f o r  m w e s  o c c u r r i n g  i n  

t h e  f i f t h  i n t e r v i e w i n g  wave, change i n  r e c i p i e n c y  was h i g h e r  i n  t h e  oame wave 

as a m w e  was recorded .  However, m w e s  i n  any one wave d i d  n o t  seem t o  b e  

r e l a t e d  t o  r e c i p i e n c y  change i n  o t h e r  waves. 

Tenure  o f  L i v i n g  Arrangements and Geograph ica l  n o b i l i t y  

L a r g e r  p r o p o r t i o n s  of p e r s o n s  who r e n t  t h e i r  d w e l l i n g  m w e  t h a n  d o  hane- 

owners (Tab le  11). During t h e  16-month p e r i o d  documented by t h e s e  d a t a ,  57 

p e r c e n t  of t h o s e  who were  r e n t e r s  a t  t h e  o u t s e t  had mwed canpared w i t h  4 0  

p e r c e n t  of thooe  who were  i n i t i a l l y  haneowners. Regard less  o f  t h e i r  f i n a l  

t e n u r e  s t a t u s ,  a lmos t  a l l  p e r s o n s  w i t h  a change i n  t e n u r e  a l s o  mwed: a lmos t  

9 0  p e r c e n t  of a l l  p e r s o n s  w i t h  a change i n  t e n u r e  mwed. The 10 p e r c e n t  of 

pe rsona  whose t e n u r e  s t a t u s  changed w i t h o u t  moving p robab ly  i n c l u d e s  a l a r g e  

number o f  p e r s o n s  whose d w e l l i n g s  underwent  c o n v e r s i o n  t o  condominiums. 

h o n g  p e r s o n s  who d i d  n o t  change t h e i r  r e s i d e n t i a l  t e n u r e ,  t h a t  i s  persons  



TABLE 9. Geographical  M o b i l i t y  and Emoloyment S ta tus  by Age 

I l l  - - 
I Age 

To ta l  Mover S ta tus  Change ES ~ h a T g e  I 
T o t a l  19,878 3,475 4,893 1,240 

15 t o  29 yea rs  6,287 1,968 2,623 84 1 
30 t o  44 yea rs  5,406 945 1,117 274 
45 t o  64 yea rs  5,168 389 893 102 
65 yea rs  and over  3,017 17 3 260 

23 1 
Percent  T o t a l  100.00 17.48 24.62 25.34 

15 t o  29 y e a r s  100.00 31.30 41.72 32.06 
30 t o  44 years  100.00 17.48 20.66 24.53 
45 t o  64 yea rs  100.00 7.53 17.28 11.42 1 65 yea rs  and over  100.00 5.73 8.62 8.85 

11Percent o f  oersons who exper ienced an employment s t a t u s  change - 
a l s o  moved d u r i n g  t h e  16 months. 

TABLE 10. Geographical  M o b i l i t y  and P u b l i c  B e n e f i t s  Rec ip iency S ta tus  by 
I n t e r v i e w  Wave among Persons Rece iv ing  B e n e f i t s  i n  Wave 1 I n t e r v i e w  

Geoqraohical  Mobi 1 i t y  To ta l  
Percent wi t h  Reci p i  ency Change i n : 

Wave 2 Wave 3 Wave 4 Wave 5 

Persons who moved i n :  
Wave 2 225 41.3 32.0 24.6 20.0 
Wave 3 303 18.5 39.9 24.8 20.5 
Wave 4 252 14.3 23.4 41.3 29.0 
Wave 5 236 16.5 26.3 22.0 23.7 

Persons w i t h  no move i n :  
Wave 2 3,278 12.3 19.5 18.5 12.1 
Wave 3 3,200 13.8 18.4 18.4 11.8 
Wave 4 3,251 14.2 20.1 17.2 11.3 
Wave 5 3,267 14.0 19.9 18.7 11.8 



- 

TABLE 11. Geographical M o b i l i t y  and Tenure o f  L i v i n g  Arrangements 

Tenure o f  L i  v i  ng I n t e r s t a t e  
Arranqements Tota l  Nonmover Mover Mover 

Tota l  19,878 16,403 3,475 506 
Change i n Tenure To ta l  1,468 140 1,328 223 

Rent t o  Own 736 62 674 79 
Own t o  Rent o r  Other 732 7 8 654 144 

No Change i n  Tenure Tota l  18,410 16,263 2,147 283 
Own 13,510 12,776 734 133 
Rent o r  Other 4,900 3,487 1,413 150 

Tot a1 100.00 82.52 17.48 2.55 

Change i n  Tenure Tota l  100.00 9.54 90.46 15.19 
Rent t o  Own 100.00 8.42 91.58 10.73 
Own t o  Rent o r  Other 100.00 10.66 89.34 19.67 

No Change i n  Tenure Tota l  100.00 88.34 11.66 1.54 
Own 100.00 94.57 5.43 0.98 
Rent o r  Other 100.00 71.16 28.84 3.06 



who were  hcmeowners o r  r e n t e r s  th roughout  t h e  f i v e  waves o f  i n t e r v i e w s ,  t h e  

g e o g r a p h i c a l  s t a b i l i t y  o f  hmeowners  was  w e l l  demonst r a t e d  : 95 p e r c e n t  

remained i n  t h e  aame d w e l l i n g  u n i t  compared w i t h  71 p e r c e n t  of r e n t e r s .  . 
Conclusions and Directions for Future Research 

The e m p i r i c a l  r e s u l t s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h i s  p a p e r  l i n k i n g  s p e c i f i c  l i f e  

c o u r s e  e v e n t s  w i t h  g e o g r a p h i c a l  m o b i l i t y  were e x p o s i t o r y .  Hopeful ly  t h e y  

demons t ra te  s a n e  of t h e  v a s t  p o t e n t i a l  o f  t h e  l o n g i t u d i n a l  d a t a  p r o d u c t s  

d e r i v e d  o f  t h e  Suxvey of Income and Program P a r t i c i p a t i o n .  There  a r e  o t h e r  

l i f e  e v e n t s  and c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of i n d i v i d u a l s  t h a t  we have n o t  examined 

which shou ld  b e  h i g h l y  i n t e r e s t i n g ,  such  a s  changes  i n  income l e v e l s ,  t h e  

e v e n t s  s u r r o u n d i n g  r e t i r e m e n t ,  and changes  i n  househo ld  r e l a t i o n s h i p  and 

household s i z e .  The s e t  of r e l a t i o n s h i p s  examined does ,  however, demons t ra te  

t h e  u t i l i t y  of l o n g i t u d i n a l  d a t a  f o r  s p e c i f y i n g  l i n k a g e s  between i n d i v i d u a l  

l i f e  e v e n t s  and g e o g r a p h i c a l  m o b i l i t y ,  and t h u s  improves o u r  a b i l i t y  t o  

unders tand  and p r e d i c t  changes  i n  g e o g r a p h i c a l  m o b i l i t y  behavior .  The SIPP 

d a t a  set i s  a l s o  r i c h  i n  o t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l  and s i t u a t i o n a l  v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  w i l l  

h e l p  s p e c i f y  t h e  c o n t e x t s  i n  which such  changes  occur .  

The i s s u e s  of t i m i n g  of t h e  occur rence  o f  l i f e  e v e n t s  and geograph ica l  

m o b i l i t y ,  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t o  e a c h  o t h e r  i n  scme c a u s a l  manner, and t h e  

p r o p e r  measurement of t h o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  have on ly  been d e a l t  w i t h  b r i e f l y .  

I n  g e n e r a l  we used  t h e  16-month p e r i o d  a s  a window on a c t i v i t i e s  and recorded  

changes  i n  l i f e  c o u r s e  e v e n t s  and r e s i d e n t i a l  s t a t u s  i n  t e rms  of " j o i n t -  

i n c i d e n c e "  i f  b o t h  o c c u r r e d  d u r i n g  t h e  p e r i o d .  With two l i f e  events--mari ta l  

s t a t u s  change and change i n  t h e  r e c i p i e n c y  of means-tested b e n e f i t s - - f i n e r  

t ime  p e r i o d s  of 4 months were  examined. I n  t h e s e  two c a s e s ,  about  40 p e r c e n t  

of a l l  mwes o c c u r r i n g  d u r i n g  t h e  e n t i r e  16-month p e r i o d  ( f o r  t h o s e  e x p e r i -  

e n c i n g  b o t h  one of t h e s e  two l i f e  e v e n t s  and a  m w e )  occur red  d u r i n g  t h e  same 



4-month per iod .  

Another i n t e r e s t i n g  avenue f o r  f u r t h e r  r e s e a r c h  w i l l  open when d a t a  from 

a S e t  of q u e s t i o n s  on m i g r a t i o n  h i s t o r y  become a v a i l a b l e  i n  1988 (oee ques- 

t i o n s  from t h e  m i g r a t i o n  h i s t o r y  module i n  t h e  Appendix). These q u e s t i o n s  

were  asked  d u r i n g  t h e  e i g h t h  i n t e r v i e w  of t h e  1984 pane l  and i n c l u d e :  t h e  

d a t e  vhen  p e r s o n s  began t o  l i v e  a t  t h e i r  c u r r e n t  r e s i d e n c e ;  where p e r s o n s  

r e s i d e d  p r i o r  t o  t h e  c u r r e n t  r e s i d e n c e ;  t h e  p e r i o d  of t ime  vhen persons  l i v e d  

Respondents were  a l lowed up  t o  s i x  r e a s o n s  

f o r  moving t o  t h e i r  c u r r e n t  r e s i d e n c e  and were  a l s o  asked t o  d e s i g n a t e  t h e  

main one.  Q u e s t i o n s  were  a l s o  asked  abou t  t h e  oource  of payment f o r  t h e  

l a t e s t  move, where t h e  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  f a m i l y  was l i v i n g  when t h e  respondent  was 

born ,  and where t h e  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  mother  and f a t h e r  were  born.  In format ion  

f rm t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s  w i l l  g r e a t l y  enhance t h e  u s e f u l n e s s  of SIPP f o r  migra- 

t i o n  r e s e a r c h .  When l i n k e d  t o  t h e  mpecia 8 u b j w t  m a t t e r  o f  the SIPP-* 

d e t a i l e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  employment o t a t u e  and o o u r r e s  and l w e l  of in-  

come--these SIPP d a t a  w i l l  be  p a r t i c u l a r l y  u o e f u l  i n  f u r t h e r i n g  o u r  under- 

s t a n d i n g  of the labor 6-dcslorrioants of w o g r a p h i c a l  robil i%y. We i n v i t e  

. o t h e r s  t o  j o i n  u s  i n  c o n t i n u i n g  t o  e x p l o r e  t h i s  un ique  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  d a t a  

set and t o  r e f i n e  meaourment  t e c h n i q u e s  r e l a t i n g  i n d i v i d u e l  IkPe w e n t .  t o  

g e o g r a p h i c a l  muM1ity. 



Appendix: SIPP 1984 Panel Migration History Module Questions and 

Response Categories 
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CODE 

01 
02 
03 
04 
06 
08 
07 
08 
09 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
16 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
26 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
3 1 
82 
a3 
34 
36 
36 
37 
38 
89 

CARD Y 

STATE AND FOREIGN COUNTRY CODES 

STATE 

Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
District of Columbia 
Florida 
Georgia 
Hawaii 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 
Oklahoma 
O w n  
hnnrylvania 
Rhoda Island 
South Carolina 
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 
Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

CODE COUNTRY 

RHno Rico 
Outlying areas of the United Stater 

(Includes Guam, U.S. Virgin 
Islands, American Samoa, NoRh 
Mariana Islands, and Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands) 

Austria 
Canada 
China (Includes Mainland, Hong 

Kong, Macao, and Taiwan) 
Cuba 
Czechoslovakia 
Dominian Republic 
Garmany (Includes East and West Germany) 
Greece 
Hungary 
India 
lnbnd (Excludes Northern Ireland) 
Italy 
Jamaica 
Japan 
Kona (Includes North and South Korea) 
Mexico 
Norway 
Philippines 
Pobnd 
Portugal 
Sweden 
United Kingdom (Includes England, Scotland, 

Wales, and Northern Ireland) 
U.S.S.R. 
V imam 
Other Europe 
Other Asia 
Contra1 Anmica 
South America 
Middle East 
Africa 

W Other isP.Cifyj4 



CARD Z 
REASONS FOR MOVING 

Employmant and school anrollmant 

01 - Job transfer 
02 - New job 
03 - Looking for work 
04 - Armed Forces related move 
06 - School attendance, graduation 
06 - Retirement 
07 - Relocate to be closer to work 
08- Other employment or school reasons 

Family and haalth 

09 - To accompany other family members 
10 - To be closer to relatives or friends 
11 - Change in marital status 
12 - Change in family size 
13 - Health reasons 
14 - Other personal reasons 

Housing 

16 - Larger house or apartment . 
16 -- Smaller house or apartment 
17 - To purchase residence 
18 - Lower rentJhousing costs 
19 - Better home 
20 - Better neighborhood 
21 - Closer/better schools 
22 - Displaced or home destroyed 
23 - Other housing reasons 

24 - Change of climate 
26 - Lower cost of living 
26 - Wanted to move to U.S. 
27 - Other reason not specified above 
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