
Where did all the people go? 
Every year a f w p ople change 

their places of re idence in every 
neighborhood. The eff ct on most 
neighborhoods, town, and cities is 
not noticeable and in any cas, the 
right to move is acknowledged a a 
natural right in ur society. 

In th aggr gate however, this pop­
ulation movement is dramatic. In 
Utah the people are used to seeing 
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con id rable population migration. It 
i well known that Utah was founded 
by migrant and they have be n join d 
ev ry year by new familie s eking a 
home in the tate. AI 0, many born 
in the tate hav 1 ft Utah to make 
th ir homes I where. In th. aggre­

gate Utah ha 10 t more population 
than it ha gained in this exchange. 
In fact the 1970 cen us r ported that 
there were more people ali e in the 
United State wh were born in Utah 
than there wer p opl living in Utah . 
Thi 10 represented a net outmigra-
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tion of 79 758 for the tate or about 
8 percent of th 197 tat popula­
tion. l 

NET LOSSES 
In the d cad 196 -1970 the tate 

howed ant I 

of 10958 P ople 
due to migration 
r l.2 percent of 

IBureau of the Censll Census of Popu­
lation: 1970, Subject Reports Final Re­
port PC (2)-2A, State of Birtb (Washing­
ton: U.S. Government Printing Office, 
1973). p. 7. 
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Figure 1. Utah net migration from 1965 through 1970. 
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th ] 960 population.:! Onl four coun­
ti s (Davi M organ Utah and Wa h­
ington exp ri nced ant inrnigration 
in thi decad . All oth r counti had 
a net mi.grati n 10 a indicat d in 
tab1 1. The population gain in the 
tat f 168 646 wa du ntirely to 

th high birth rat and not t peop1 
rno ing into Utah. 

Thi general tr nd of p puJation 

10 du to outmigration ba d n th 

10-y ar cen u figure app ar to be 

continuing for all part f th tate . 
E · idenc f thi i gi n in th de­

tailed migration report of th C n u 

Bur au on mobilit tatu of the pop-

:!Bureau of the Cen u , Current Popula. 
tion Report , Population Estimates and 
Projections, eri P-25. 0.461, ' Com­
ponent of Population hange b Count: 
1960-1970: June, 1971, p. 66. 

ulation b tween 1965 and 1970.:1 In 
1970 164 385 P opt ov r 5 y ars 
of age were Ii ing in th tat who 
did not re id h r in 1965 . On the 

th r hand 178010 people v r 5 
ar of age who had lived in Utah 

in 1965 were found in other ta te 
in 1970. Thi repre nt ant loss 
du to migration of 13,625 for the 
. tate in thi 5-year period. 

NET GAINS 

The n t gain or 10 se from oth r 

tat ar hown in figur 1. Thi map 

. how that 29 tat gained popula-

3 ee: Bureau of the Cen us Cen us of 
Population: 1970, Subject Reports Final 
Report PC(2)·2E Migration Bctween State 
Economic Area (Washington: U.s. Gov· 
_rnment Printing Office, 1972). Data dis­
cussed below are drawn from this report, 
pp. 115-322. 

tion from Utah and 20 tat and th 
Di. trict of C lumbia 1 t p pulation 
to Utah. The tat ofWa hington 
achi v dan t gain of 4 787 p opIe, 
Californ ia 3 612 and Arizona gained 
2 387 from Utah. Th tate showing 
the larg t net 10 t Utah was Ida­
ho 10 of 3 388 P ople. 

Ev ry geographic a r a of the state 
10 tin thi 1965-70 migrant exchange. 
Th Wa atch Front (Salt Lake Utah 
Davi. and W b r Countie) had a 
net migration 10 of 7 683. A total 
of 30 tate gained population from 
th Wa atch Fr nt and 2 tate (i n­
cluding the Di trict of Columbia) 10 t 
population t thi area of the tat. 
Those tate receiving the largest 
number of net migrant ' for the p riod 
ar Wa hingt n (3 398) alifornia 
(3 ~284) and Arizona 2 146). Idaho 
again 10 t ub tantia1 number to 
Utah (3 054). 

Table 1. Estimates of components of change for Utah by county, 1960-1970 
Po~uJQtion 

State April 1, April 1, Change, 1960 to 1970 Components of change Net migration 
and 1970 1960 
county (census) (census) Number Percent Births Deaths Number Percent 

UTAH 1059273 890627 168646 18.9 244926 65322 - 10958 - 1.2 
Beaver 3800 4331 - 531 -1 2.3 797 391 - 937 - 21.6 
Box Elder 28129 25061 3068 12.2 7154 1782 - 2304 - 9.2 
Cache 42331 35788 6543 18.3 10005 2604 - 858 - 2.4 
Carbon 15647 21135 - 5488 - 26.0 3322 1572 - 7238 - 34.2 
Daggett 666 1164 - 498 - 42.8 202 46 - 654 - 56.2 
Davis 99028 64760 34268 52.9 21478 3065 15855 24.5 
Duchesne 7299 7179 120 1.7 1722 517 - 1085 - 15.1 
Emery 5137 5546 - 409 - 7.4 1096 505 - 1000 - 18.0 
Garfield 3157 3577 - 420 - 11.7 673 298 -795 - 22.2 
Grand 6688 6345 343 5.4 1856 423 - 1090 - 17.2 
Iron 12177 10795 1382 12.8 2560 794 - 384 -3.6 
Juab 4574 4597 - 23 - 0.5 868 516 - 375 -8.2 
Kane 2421 2667 - 246 - 9.2 635 187 - 694 - 26.0 
Millard 6988 7866 - 878 - 11.2 1430 685 - 1623 - 20'.6 
Morgan 3983 2837 1146 40.4 691 223 678 23.9 
Piute 1164 1436 - 272 - 18.9 283 95 - 460 - 32.0 
Rich 1615 1685 - 70 - 4.2 351 150 - 271 - 16.1 
Salt lake 458607 383035 75572 19.7 108416 29254 - 3590 - 0.9 
San Juan 9606 9040 566 6.3 3730 551 - 2613 - 28.9 
Sanpete 10976 11053 - 77 - 0.7 2031 1275 -833 -7.5 
Sevier 10103 10565 - 462 - 4.4 1723 979 -- 1206 -11.4 
Summit 5879 5673 206 3.6 1306 531 - 569 - 10.0 
Tooele 21545 17868 3677 20.6 5286 1313 -296 - 1.7 
Uintah 12684 11582 1102 9.5 3235 896 - 1237 -10.7 
Utah 137776 106991 30785 28.8 31379 6702 6108 5.7 
Wasatch 5863 5308 555 10.5 1178 435 -188 -3.5 
Washington 13669 10271 3398 33.1 2687 965 1675 16.3 
Wayne 1483 1728 - 245 -1 4.2 287 116 - 416 -24.1 
Weber 126278 110744 15534 14.0 28545 8452 -4559 -4.1 
Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Population Estimates and Proiedion, Series P-25, No. 461, 

"Components of Population Change by ~ounty: 1960·1970," June, 1971, p. 66. 
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Th countie surrounding th se 
urban centers (Box Elder Cache 
Rich Morgan Sanp t , Se ier Sum­
mit and Wa atch) howed a net 
migration 10 f 2 886. t popula­
tion 10 e from thi area w r di­
tribut d among a urpri ing t tal of 
37 tate with nly 12 tat and the 
Di trict of olumbia gaining n t pop­
ulation from Utah urban fring 
eounti in th 5-yea r p ri d. Th 
tat gaining the high t total f net 
mi~rant from th Utah countie 
are'"' Wa hingt n (649) alif rnia 
(544) and irginia (281. wa th 
ca for th Wa atch front c untj 
Idaho contributed th high t net im­
migrati n total (539). 

The r maining counti of the 
state (B a er Carb n Daggett Du­
che ne Emery Garfield Grand, Iron 
Juab Kan Millard , Piut San Juan, 
Tooele Uintah Wa hington and 
Wayne) ar cia ifi d a rural Utah. 
The e 17 counti xp rienc d a net 
migration I of 3,056 p pie in th 
5- ear p ri d. Tho tat jng th 
larg t net gain from th rural Utah 
countie w re Wa hingt n (74 ) T -
a (25 ) W , ming (24 and Arizona 
(2 38). Th tat c ntributing th 
large t numb r to th counti w re 

California (216) and New Mexico 
(210). 

Striking imilariti and diff rences 
are een from the data pres nted 
abov . First all portion of the state 
' aw ub tantial numb r of their resi­
d nt move to the tate of Washing­
ton . Th n t 10 to Wa hington 
amounted to over 35 percent of 
Utah n t migration 10 s for the 
1965-70 tim p ri d . R id nt of 
Utah' mor urban countie al:o con­
tinued t migrate to California in thi 
1965-70 tim p riod with about 26.5 
perc nt f th net migration 10 ' ac­
count d for by th Utah-California 
exchange. On th ther hand Cali­
fornia had a net migration b . to 
rural Utah countie . The rever wa 

true for Idaho. Th more urban Utah 
counties gain d from Idaho and Idaho 
gained from rural Utah coun 'ies. 

INTRASTATE MIGRATION 
Ther wa al 0 a ignificant am unt 

of population mo ement within the 
tat in thi 1965-7 tim p riod. Th 

magnitud of thi i partially hown 
in table I . total f 58 988 migrants 
who did not 1 ave th tate moved 
acro county lin in thi tim p riod. 
With all of thi movem nt the urban 
fring counti :;,ained 176 in popu­
lation b cau e f th migration and 
th Wa atch front counti s gained 
I 347 p opl . Rural Utah th n lost 
1,523 to the e other area of th 
state. 

Table 2. Internal migration for Utah residents, 1965-1970 

Area 

Wasatch front counties 
Urban fringe counties 
Rural counties 

Number of 
migrants from 

other areas 
of state 

15,354 
9,150 
8,039 

Number of 
migrants to 
other areas 

of state 

14,007 
8,974 
9,562 

Net 
migration 

1,347 
176 

-1,523 

Source: Calculated from Bureau af the Census, Census of Population: 1970, 
Subject Repotrs (Washington: U. S. Government Printing Office), Final 
Report PC(2)-2E, Migration Between State Economic Areas (Washing­
ton: U. S. Government Printing Office, 1972), pp. 115-322. 

PEELED PEARS MORE FLAVORFUL 

pr 
pr 

and graduat 
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C. Sri-Sangnam - ran te t on un­
p I d P ar hal e . They want d to 
d t rmin if the p I would influ­
enc th app manc or ating quality 

f canned p ar . 

Bartl tt p ar w r obtain d rather 
lat in the ea on and rip n d at 
50 to 60 F in prot ct d outdoor tor­
ge for ev ral day until th d ired 
ftening and developm nt of flavor 

and arom wer obtained. Pear 
hal either peel d and cor d or 
cored only w re h Id in I-perc nt 
brine until enough were accumulated 
for packing in 20 p rcent ucrose 

rup in quart Ma on jar. Th fill d 
jar wer hated in an open kettle 
for 30 minute to a center tempera­
tur of 185 of then closed and air­
cooled, The canned fruit wa stored 

in the light and at room temperature 
for 2 month b fore evaluation by a 
ta te panel. 

Appearance f the unp led halv 
wa quite ati factory. However, to 
ensure that th panelist would judge 
the relativ flavor of the p led and 
unpeeled canned products without 
r f renc to the appearance or diff r­
ent textur of the p el, the p el 
w re readily lipped off th unpeel d 
halv s and both lot were diced 
through a % -inch quare grid. 

Memb r of two parate taste pan-
I con i tently cho e th peeled pears 

a having the mor fruity flavor. 
Leaving the p e) on ave effort, re­

duce wa te and sav s time but at 

the expen e of flavor. 
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