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RETAIL TRADING AREAS IN
CEDAR, LOUISA, MUSCATINE, AND SCOTT

COUNTIES

Area and Extent

B e ]

These four counties form an irregular triangle located on the eastern
gide of the state, near the southern edge. Three of these counties bor-
der the Mississippi River, leaving only onc - Cedar - in the interior.

As a result of this location, this area has a romantic history, and con-
trasted with other sections of the state, its geography has played a
significant part in its cconomic and commercial development.

Its location on and near the liississippi gilves this area 2 rolling to
rough topogrephy, nlthough certoin parts are quite lovel. The elevation
varies from less than 600 to over 800 fuet zbove sea levels In its ori-
ginal state, thesc countics had considerable forest coverage, especially
along the many streams. Of course, much of this original forest was
cleared in the march of agriculture across Iowa. Yob compared with cen-
tral and northern Iowa, these countios still have n high percentage of
forest and waste land. Over ohe-third of Louisa is lond of this types
The other three counties range on down from this figure to about 10 per
cent for Scott. One of the recommendations of the State Planning Board
for these counties is the creation of a national forest unit in and
around the Cedar River valley.

Many of the early soil drifts left their impress on this area, The
mojor soil drift is the lMississippi loess, although the Iowa drift is

found in the northern edge of Cedar, and the southern Iowa loess in the



southwest side of Louisa, 4 hundred years' farming of these soils coupled
with carcless stripping of the timber has resulted in a certaiﬁ amount, of
erosion, In parts of Scott, Ccdar, and Louisa, according to a report of
the State Planning Board, 50 to 75 por cent of the original soii has been
gsroded with occasional to moderate gullies. Accordingly, a material re-
duction in corn growing has been urged for this aren with 2 corresponding
increase in small grain, pasture, and hay (especilelly this latter crop).
This area lice in the castern meat area of Iowa, £As a result of this
location, the major source of farn income is derived from animal special-
tics. Of course, corn and other crops are oxtensively grown - half the
:arm acrcage being in cropsg, two-thirds of whichxis corny Certain agri-
cultural specialtics have beon Jdeveloped in and nsar Muscatine and
Davenport, thercby giving rise to certain of the industrices of those

towms.

Sources of Income

The two chief sources of income in this area are agriculture and manu-
facturing (Table I). Cedar and Louisa are primarily agricultural, while
in Muscatine and Scott manufacturing tekes first place, From high to low,
the order of these four counties in torms of agricultural income by counties
ig Cedar, Scott, Muscatine, and Louisa. In terms of per capita income,
Scott is high (well above the state average) with Louisa low (well below
the state average), Comparigons between these four counties as a unit and
the state are as follows: 27% of the state income is from agriculture and
114 from monufacturing; for this arca, 15% from agriculturc ond 16.2% from
manufaeturing. This area, thereforc, is somewhat more important in manu-

facturing than other parts of the state, such manufacturing being locoted

largely in the cities of Muscatine, Davenport, cnd Bettendorf,



TABLE I*
PRINCIPAL SOURCES OF INCOME

(1927-1929 average)

Agri- Manu- Trans-
culture facturing portation Trade Other
Counties:
Cedar 44.5% .8% 11.5% 9.0% 34.2%
Louisa 45.2 1.8 14.7 10.1 28.2
Muscatine 16.0 20.3 8.6 13.9 41.2
Scott 6.7 19.1 2.8 15.4 56.0
The State 27.5% 10.9% 8.4% 12.3% 40.9%

% TFrom "The Income of the Counties of Iowa," a report by the Committee on
Population and Social Trends, Iowa State Planning Board, 1935.

Per Capita
Income

$668
515

652

812

$662



Transportation Facilities

This arca is well scrved by transportation facilities., Davenport
is cspeclally favored in this respect. Through the arca run the main lines
of the C.R.1.& P., and the C.M.St.P.& P,, conneeting with Chicago, Kansas
City, Des Moince and Council Bluffs. It also has sccondary lines of these
railroads plus the Northwestern. In the matter of highways, Davenport is
surpassed only by three other towns in the number of companles operating
interstate and intrastate bus lines thercfrom. It is likewise the eastern
terminug of the second most important road (U.S.6) for through cross-state
truck traffic. The other leading towns are interconnected by improved
primary and secondary roads, thereby giving easy access to nlmost any
point in the arca. Two other transport medla scrve this area. An air
ficld on the Illinois side sorves Davenport, ond with the revival of
river traffic Muscatine and Davenport gain gtill another significant trang-

portation outlet.

Trading Areas - The Farm Market

In tho course of the survey of these four counties an effort was made
to determine the size of the farm trading area for each town in the area.
Certain routes were laid out along the country roads, and along these a
farm per milec was intorviewed to determino the trading place for a group of
representative goods. This information gave 486 interviews, and on the
basis of it were constructed Charts 2 through 9. These goods classify into
two najor classes - convenienca goods (Charts B, 3, 4) and shopping goods
(Charts 6, 6, 7). As will be disoussod further, the shopping areas for

men's overalls and farn machinery (Charts 8, 9) fall in between these two

groups.
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Convenience Goods - Primary Service Areas

Grocerics, drugs and medicines, and lumber and cement arc representas-
tive convenience goodsi It will be observed from an inspection of the
Charts (2-4) that these goods arc bought in some 40 towns and villages in
the area, no place being wtterly too small to figurc in this type of busi-
ness. In general, while every town has ils convenience-goods or primary
service arca, two places - Davenport and Muscatine - have the largest arcas,
with several of the other larger towms - Tipton, Columbus Junction, and
Wopollo - coming in for slightly smollor areas. It would.seem thaﬁ the
size of any given ares bonrs n direcet relation to its population with this
limitation: above o cortain population, the arec served by a town for con-
venionce-goods purchascs does not increase ag showm by the relative equality
of Davenport (60,751) and Muscatinc (16,778). The matericl appearing on
Chart 2 (Grocerics) is furthor analyzed in Toble IT to show tho degree of
control of each towm of its grocery trading area. It will be noticed that
in only a very few places (3) does the towm have a minority of the grocery
trade of its area, Of thesc cases, two are tiny hamlets and one is a mixed

area lying adjacent to several equally desirable places.

Shopping Goods
In addition to those goods which the farmer generally buys in the

ncarest market there are other items for which he is inclined to go some
distance in order to get a better selection or lower price. These items
are termed shopping goods and aro illustrated by Cherts 5, 6, and 7.

There is a markoed contrast between the size and number of shopping centers,

Herc it will be observed that there are only two major shopping towns, It

will also bc noticed that there arc several mixed arcas shared by two or
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TABLE 17T
DIVISION OF OPEN COUNTRY GROCERY TRADE AMONG MAJOR CENTERS

(Analysis of Chartg)

Cedar County . Viest Branch area
Tipton area: Cedar Bluffs arca
Tipton 96%
Clarence 2 Licuise County
Lowden 2 '

Tapello .area
Bennett area 100%

Columbus Junction area
Junbury area:

Sunbury B80% Letts area
Durant 20
Grandview areca:
Durant area: Grandview
Durant 76% Columbus Junction
Wilton Junction 11 Wapello
Davenport 11 -

Qekville area
Rochester arcea:

Rochester - 75% Morning Sun arca
Towa City 25

Cotter arca
Rochester-Cedar Valley-Spring-

dale-Plato-West Branch arez: Muscatine County
Rochester 255
West Branch 25 Muscatine area:
Cedar Valley RS Muscatine
Plato 12 Grandview
Springdale 12 Wilton Junction
Letts

Claresnce area 100% Conesville

Stanwood areas Stockton area:
Stanwood 80% Stockton
Mechanicsville 10 Durant
Oxford Junction 10 Pleasant Prairie

Mechanicsville area: Pleasant Prairie area:
Mechanicsville 95% Pleasant Prairie
Stanwood 5 Durant

Lowden area:
Lowden 88% Montpelier area
Masgsillen 12

Ataligsa area
Tilton Junction area:
Wilton Junction 914 Widhsle ares
Durant 9

100%

1.00%

100%
100%
1004
76%
12
12
100%
100%

100%

b = 20
=

50%
25
25

75%
25
100%
100%

1007



Conesville area:
Conesville
Muscatine

West Liberty area:
West Liberty

Muscatine
Downey

Wilton Junction area:
Wilton Junction

Durant

Scott County

Davenport area:
Davenport,
fldrdige
Walcott
Long Grove
Bettendorf

Buffalo area:
Buffalo
Davenport

Blue Grass area:
Blue Grass
Davenport

Walcott arca:
Walcott
Davenport
Stockton

4

TABLE

1% %

(continued)

80%
<0

9%
4
4

20%
10

[¢e)
B & 0% 50
G SR

67%
33

67%
53

86%

Big Rock area:
Big Rock
Davenport

liaysville area

Plainview area:
Plainview
Davenport

New Liberty area

Donahue area:
Donahue
Maysville
Davenport

Eldridge area:
Fldridge
Davenport

McCausland areas
McCausland
Davenport
Da Witi

Princeton area
LeClaire area:

LoClaire
Davenport

Plcasant Valley

Pleasant Valley area

835
17

100%
67%
33

100%

789,
1

86%
14

80%
10
10

100%
335
33
33

100%
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more totmy. Obviously vhot has happened is that the smoller torm hag been
eliminated as a center for shopping goods by a larger nearby town.

Muscatine and Davénport clearly dominate this four-county group. As in
the case of convenience goods, there is no correlation between the population
of these two towns ond their rOSpeéﬁiVQ arcas., While the Davenport arca is
larger than the Muscatine arca, it is not noticeably so. Notice further that
thoe arcas for Iowa City and Cedar Rapids cut into these counties. Cedar
Rapids is about 80 miles from Davanpoft and 63 miles from Muscatine, and Iowa
City is 50 miles from Davenport and 39 miles from Muscatine,

One evidence of the degree of control of the shopping centers of their
respective areas is shown in Tebles III and IV. Tablo III, Women's Clothing,
shows that Davenport controls 97% of its area; Muscatine, 85% of its arco;
and surprisingly cnough, in two areas joining Muscatina, Wapello controls 82%
and Columbus Junction 80% of their rospoctive aroas., Table IV is for mon's
suits. Again the same situation as for women's clothing exists, except that
there are a few more mixed orend. Davenport, Muscatine, Tipton, and Morning
Sun clearly control their areas.

Two of tho goods - overalls and farm machinery - have characteristics of
both types of goods (Charts 8 and 9). While Muscatine and Davenport stend
out as centers for these goods, outside tholr areos are several others, such
as Tipton, Lowden, Wapello, Columbus Junction, and Wost Liberty, which very
definitely control thoir respective arcas. Thesc charts suggest that the
placo of the smaller town as a trading area for thesc semi-shopping goods
depends on 4t location to a larger city. If a farmer is within casy driv-
ing distance of a larger tovm or city (15 to 20 miles) he will pass up a

smaller but nearer place. If he lives further than 20 miles he seems to
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TABLE 1II

DIVISION OF OPEN COUNTRY VOWEN'S CLOTHING TRADE
ANMONG MAJOR CENTERS

(Analysis of Chart 5)

Cedar County

Tipton-Cedar Rapids areas
Tipton
Cedar Rapids
Mechanicasville

Louisa County

Wapello area:
Wapello
Burlington
Morning Sun

Columbus Junction area:
Columbus Junction
Washington
Muscatine

Muscatine County

Mascatine area:
Muscatine
Davenport
Iowa City
West Liberty
illton Junction
Cedar Rapids
Wapello
Mail Order

Scott County

Davenport arca:
Davenport
Clinton
Princeton

53%
42

vof

80%
10
10

for)
RHEHFHFNFMND OO
) =

7%



TABLE IV

DIVISION OF OPEN COUNTRY TRADE IN MEN'S SUITS

AMONG MAJOR CENTERS

(inelysis of Chart?7)

Cedar _County

Tipton areas

Tipton 84%
Cedar Rapids 12
Davenport 4
Mugeatine-~-Davenport area:
Davenport 87%
Muscatine 33

Lowden-Davenport-Cedar Rapids

area:
Lowden 68%
Davenport 16
Cedar Rapids 16

Clarence-Cedar Rapids-~-Davenport-
Tipton area:

Cedar Raopids 44%
Clarence 2R
Davenport 17
Tipton Ll;
Anamo s 8

Louisa County

Morning Sun area 1.00%

HMugcatine County

Muscatine area:
Muscatine
Towa City
Davenport
Mail Order
Cedar Rapids
Vlest Liberty
Wilton Junction
Tipton

West Liberty-liuscatine area:
west Liberty
Muscatine

Scott County

Davenport area:
Davenport
Muscatine
Tipton
filton Junction
Princeton
Mail Order

wm B
nbﬁ !—-‘P—'!—-‘I—-‘NNN&

f<e]
o =0 ol
=



prefer the nearer town, thoreby accounting for the smaller but clear-cut

arees surrounding Muscatine and Davenport on the north and west.

Changes in Trading Hpbits, 1920-193%6

The Committee on Business ond Industry was anxious not only to deter-
mine the present farm marketing areas, but also to discover such changes
as had occurred in thesc arccs in the past 15 years. The Committee realized
that mony changes had occurred in Iowa since that date - particularly high-
way improvement. Therefore, in all ceses where the farmor enumerated had
lived on his form during these yoeors, he wes asked te indicate such changes
as had occurred in his purchases. Of the 836 farms cnumerated, there had
been no change on 236 of them, Compared with the Cedar Rapids--Waterloo
area, for instence, thore has been considerably smaller turnover in this
arca of farn residents, The datn for Louisa County must be 31800unted be-
couge of the inadequate sample there.

Table V shows changes in trading centors for gioceries - a eoﬁvenience
gcod. Such changes, although slight, show a trend awny from the very small
tomns to the larger places. Table VI shows changes inh trading centers for
wonen's clothing - o shopping good. Significently cenoughy Scott County
farmers enuncrated show ho éhmhgo. This nay be due oither to the earlier
road improvement progran of that county, or to the supericr shopping facili-
ties of Davenport. The other counties register changes. In practically
o case, however, was a 1920 perference shown for the small town or hamlet.
Such changes as occurred in the fifteen-year period show a shift from one
well-established area to another. For instance, in Muscatine County three

persons changed to Davenport and two to Muscotine., Thereby, in the group

contacted, Muscatine lost three persons and West Liberty two. In Cedar
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CHANGES IN TRADING CENTER FOR GROCERIES, 1920-1935
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TABLE V

Cedar County - 8% enumerations, 1 change

Gaing
Wlest Branch 1
Cedar Valley

Louisa County - 12 enumerations, 2 changes

Gains
Wapello P4
Toolesboro
Newport

Muscatine County - 72 enumerations, 6 changes

Scott County

Gains
luscatine ¢
Davenport X
Weat Liberty 1
Conesville 1
New Era
Wilton Junction
Atalissa
Nichols
- 67 enumerations, 4 changes

Gaing
Davenport g
Walcott 1
Eldridge 1
Ploinview

Long Grove

Losses

Losses

Losgsas

20

Logses

=
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TABLE VI

CHANGES IN SHOPPING CENTER FOR WOMEN'S CLOTHING, 1920-1935

Cedar County - 85 enumerations, 4 changes

Gains Losses
Cedar Rapids 3
Davenport 1
Tipton g
Towa City 1
Lowden 1

Louisa County - 12 enumcratlons, 7 changes

Gains Losses
Muscatine 2
Wapello 2 2
Burlington 1§
Washington P2
Oukville 1
Morning Sun 2
Columbus Junction e

Muscatine County - 72 enumerations, 5 changes

Geing Losses
Davenport 3
Muscatine e 3

West Liborty o

Scott County - 67 enumerations, no changes



County, Cedar Rapids and Davenport gained at the expense of sﬁallcr towns;
In Louisa, seven changes were recorded in twelve cnumerations., In general,
there the drift was to larger and farther removed centers. These figures
do show, thorefore, that except within the arcas served by the best estab-
1ighed places, thore is a notitoablc trend toward the larger shopping
centers. No doubt the road building program which has come to these coun-

ties since 1920 accounts in no small measure for these chungesi

The Dqterminn£$on of Trading Aregs

Having established these various trading arens, it loglezlly follows
to ask the question as to the reasons for their choice. Why do the farmer
and his wife buy here rather than somewhere else? To assist in answering
this question, the enumeration included o direct question on this point,

plus a section on farm produce morkets.

Choico of Trading Centor

Some holf dozen or more reasons were listed as 2 basis of choice of
trading center. In each of the four countics "nearness" was the most com-
mon answer, accounting for 53% of the angwers in the arca. The next most
common answer in tho area was "bottoer stock of goods," though in Cedar
County, "better rouds" took second place. Except for "eredit" in the all
too few Loulsa County answors, no other rcason was given to warrant
scrious consideration. One may conclude that, although location is an
ossential factor in the determination of market area, it can, nevertheless,

be offset by such other factors aus good roads and better stocks of goods.
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TABLE VII
REASONS FOR CHOICE OF TRADING CENTER

(in percentage of total)

Scott Cedar Muscatine Louisa

County County County County
Nearness 46.3% 55.1% 56 8% 57 . 4%
Credit o7 1.7 2.4 12.7
Better stock of goods 38.2 Tl 12.8 2l.3
Better roads - 29,2 4.0 4.3
Lower prices 5.9 1.1 8.8 443
Habit - ReR .8 -
Home town 3.0 1.7 5.2 -
Better town 1.5 STl .8 =
School. - .6 8 -
Better acquainted 4,4 - ‘ = =
Better cream town - - - R4 -
County seat - - 5.6 -
Relatives - - 1.6 -

Four
Counties
Combined

53.3%

27
18.7
1£.8
4.8
1,0
2.3
1.0
o4
1.2
6
1.4

4



The Farm Produce Market

Insofar as farmers personally deliver their produce to the points of
marketing, therein may lie one explanation of choice of trading centers.
In the rural enuméfation; each persoh enumeraﬁed was asked to indicate
his farm ﬁfoduce markets; These data were mapped (see Charts 10 through
13) for whi.ch sufficiént returng were madc. For hogs and cattle, Chicago
figures prominently as a market, and since deliveries to Chicago are rare-
ly personally accoﬁpanied, such a market is quite insignificent in qxplain—
ing trading center choice. .Markeﬁing arcas for eggs and poultry and cream,
however, closely resemble the trading arcas for convenicnce goods (Gharbs
2, 3, and 4), It probably follows, thercfore, that the future of the
primary scrvice trading conters dependslargely upon their posscssing ac-

ceptable marketing facilities for poultry, cggs and cream.

Banking Habits

Tables VIII and IX present the data gathered in both the rural and
urban cnumeration concerning the banking habits ond such significont
changes as have occurred in thogse habits during the course of the depres-
sion. It is a well-known fact that before 1930 it was o small place in-
deed which did not have one bank, and many small towms and villages, of
course, had two or more banks. What has occurred in banking habits since
19297

In 1929 the majority of persons enumerated, rural and urban, had bank
accounts - in 1935 only two in five had them. That in itsclf is signifi-
cant, Why this shrinkage? Sixty-five per cent said they "no longer need

accounts," while 25% goave "closad banks" as the cxplanation. Note that

very few were deterred by either service charges or o lack of facilities.
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TABLE VIII
CHANGES IN BANKING, 1929-1935

Cedar, Louisa, Muscatine, and Scott Countics

Porcentage of persons enunmerated carrying
bank accounts

Open countyry
Torms and villagos

Reasons for discontinuance of bank account

Don't noed it

Closed banks

o local bank

Service and other charges

Reasong for change in banking town

Bank closed

Bank absorbed
Personal relations
Change of residence

Slze of sample

Number banking, 1929
Number banking, 1935
Humber discontinuing
Change in banking towm

1929 1955

82.6% 36+ 4%
78.7 38.8

Open Tovms and
Country _Villages
65.4% 65,08

25.2 6.1
448 5.5
5.2 ded

Open Tovms and
Country _Villages

70.8% 50.0%
20.9
8.3 7.7
42.3
Open Towns and
Country _Villages

409 511
190 62
€19 R49

24 R6
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TaBLE TX3#

PERSONS REPORTING CHANGES IN BANKING TOWN, 1920-1935

(Classified According to Population of Town)

Open-country residents - 178 enumerations, 24 changes

Population No. of No. of No. of

Group Towns Gains Losaes
100~ 4929 13 10 12
500~ 999 5 4 2
1000--4299 4 2 4
5000 and over 4 8 6

Town end village residents - 201 enumerations, 21 changes

Population No. of No. of No, of

Group Towns Gains Losses
100~ 499 4 6 5
500- 999 4 1 6
10G0--4999 1 1 5
5000 and over 4 /4 1

*NOTE: Totals given in this table do not agree exactly with those
in Teble VIILI., This table includes only those cases in which there
was a change in banking town without a change in residence. Table

VIIT shows all changes in banking towms.
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For those who changed their banking towns, disregarding a change of re-
sidence as the explanation, bank failures and bank mergers are the major
causes:

The next question, logically is: Did those who changed towns go to
a larger or s smoller town? Tablo IX gives the ahswet., 8o far as the
rural persons chaﬁging benking towns arc concerned, there seems to be no
drift one way or the othor. As might have been expeccted, the banking
changes of villege and town rosidents seem to favor the larger places.
If any conclusions are wafranted they seem to indicate no decline in the
essential "localness" of banking. Such changes as have occurred serve

only to have reduced the numbers of banks.

Mail Order Purchases

To complete the picture of the points from which Iowa people purchase
goods, the rural and urban enumerations both included questions on meil
order purchascs., Evory person interviewed was asked to indicate his mail
order purchases, if any. The returns on this for the area are not above
question as to their accuracy, especially so in Louisa and Scott counties
in which not one rural cnumecration showed mail order purchases.

In general, most mail purchases concern shopping goods - practically
no onc buying such things as grocerios, drugs or medicines, and kitchen
utensils from the meil order houses. In both townm and country, of the
several shopping goods cnumerated, women's clothing is the most common so
bought,, Noxt come women's shoes and men's shoes, Less frequently are
nen's work glothing and furniture. The per.cent of total purchases by mail
order was colculated. The returns from the rural arcas werc too scattored

to be gignificant. In tho towns enumercted (5000 population and less) in
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only one instance was as much as 50% of that town's putchases (men's shoes)
bought by mail order. The more usual percenﬁage falls between 15 and 40.
Our data for thesc countics seem to show some correlation (with certain
exceptions) between the size of the village or town and its distance from
Muscatine or Davenport and per cent of mail order purchases. The larger the
towm or the ncarer it is to one of these two cities, the less likely will

its inhabitants buy shopping goods by mail order.

Town and Villagg Market

A study of the charts for rotail trading areas may give the impfessioh
that cvery trading center dominates its aren, To showr the relative control
which the trading conters have over their respective areas, cvery tovn ahd
village under 5000 in this four-county group was analyzed to determine the
percentage of out-of-town trading by its locel residents This analysis
wos made for each commodity listed in the enumerﬁtion of thcse places. Thege
data were then arranged according to the size of the towms (Table X); then
according to distonces from Davenport (Table Kljand Miscating (Table XIij.

For two of the shopping goods, men's suits and women's clothing, maps
were prepared, showing the percentoge of local and out-of-town trading. Pie
charts were constructed for each town, the area of the pie being proportion-
al to the size of the town, and each area divided according to percentage of

home and out-of-town trading (Charts 14 and 15),

Convenience Goods

From these charts and tables, tho following conclusions seem reasonably
to follow. Groceries: the towms and villages seem generally to control
thelr respective grocery markets. There are certain cxceptions in the casc

of a few placos of less than 300 population, where location near to a larger



Population
1930 Towm
57 Maysville
98  Donahue
103 New Liberty
104 McCausland
110  Stockton
118 Cotter
134 Long Grove
1656 Fredonia
187 Atalissa
193 Dixon
245  Fldridge
246 Blue Grass
254  Conesville
263 Columbus City
305 Bennett
321  Grandview
329 Letts
369 Nichols
373  Princeton
389 Oskville
398  Walcott
53l  Stanwood
547 Buffalo
634  West Branch
659 Clarence
691 LeClaire
697 Lowden
735 Durant
761  Mechanicsville
856 Morning Sun
&67.  Columbuy Junction
1,404 vilton Junction
1,502 Wapello
1,679 West Liberty
2,145 Tipton
2,768  Bettendorf

PERCENTAGE OF OUT-OF-TOWN TRADING
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TABLE X

(Cedar, Louisa, Muscatine and Scott)

Towng Arranged According to Population

Groceries

oo QoDoo

o en
W O

100

s
--:\OCC"IE' oo OO

hCOOCOm

—

E?ra Drugs_and
< v  Medicines

o o
~NO o

100

83
100
100

12
33
40
100

100
14

100

Kitchen

o €
© O ® Qtiensils

¢n @
Q .,

120

67
100
100

Re
60
40
100
18

<0
100
R0
100
57

15
45
68
12
17

41

13
56

31

oo

Women's
Apparel

87

100
100
100

1.00
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100

85

100
100
100
100

89

100
74
100
"
100

100
87
67
96

100

62
75
80
88
48
100

fiomen's
Shoes

86

100
100
100

130
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100

73

54
100
100
100

8l

100
73
100
83
100

100
78
45
61
56

62
60
72
57
35
100

Men's
Suits

100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100

82

100
100
100
100

94

94
Te
100
70
79

190
8%
75
43
92

100
57
2
8

*10

100

Men's Worg

Clothing

87

74
100
100

100
100
100
86
94

89
100
100
100

58

33
100
87
100
el

100
67
94
59
35

100
4
0
24

31
R4
18
16

100

Furniture

Il
o Q
o O

100
100
100

100
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100

83

100
100
60
100
85

100
78
100
68
120

100
43
89
25
60

57
43
75

16
130
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TABLE XI
PERCENTAGE OF OUT-OF-TOWN TRADING

(Cedar, Louisa, Muscatine and Scott)

Towns Ranked According to _Distance from Davenport

Miles 0 0 s o)
Distant E i aﬁ 5 % i 2 %ﬂ 5
from ® gxo'u < 0 % 5 '?8 w oy o :_s o
Daven- Population o a:g S8 88 238 'g n B i
port Town 1930 8 A 95 285 S8 24 =8 2
2 Bettendorf ®,768 14 53 91 100 100 100 100 1. .
10 Buffalo 547 41 45 88 100 100 100 94 100
it Eldridge 245 12 12 22 100 100 100 89 100
o Blue Grass 246 33 33 60 100 100 100 100 100
13 Maysville 57 0 14 43 87 86 100 87 100
13 Donahue 98 0 100 80 100 100 100 100 100
15 Walcott 398 0 8 15 100 100 94 100 100
15 LeClaire 691 4l 71 77 100 100 100 100 100
18 Stockton 110 0 67 50 100 100 100 100 100
16 Long Grove 134 35 83 67 100 100 100 100 100
18 MeCausland 104 0 80 85 100 100 100 100 100
20 Princeton 375 22 100 100 100 100 100 100 10O
20 Durant 733 0 0 0 67 45 75 0 B9
2e Dixon 193 3 B 8 100 100 100 94 100
23 New Liberty 103 0 0 0 100 100 100 74 100
26 Wilton Junction 1,104 0 4 0 75 68 57 24 48
29 Bennett 305 0 0 18 85 73 82 53 83
36 Atallssa 187 29 100 100 100 100 100 86 100
39 Tipton 2,145 0 0 5 48 3% 10 6 16
41 Letts 329 14 14 100 100 100 100 100 100
41 West Liberty 1,679 0 0 0 88 57 28 16 21
43 Lowden 697 0 4 R 87 78 82 R4 43
44 Grandview 521 36 100 20 100 54 100 33 100
46 Nichols 369 0] 0 20 100 100 100 87 60
49 Conegville 254 0 40 40 100 100 100 100 100
51 Wepello 1,502 0O 10 3 80 78 92 18 75
51 Clarence 659 0 0 17 100 100 79 35 100
51 Fredonia 165 100 100 100 100 100 1lov 100 100
He West Branch 652 5 0 1e 7R 83 70 59 68
5R Columbus Junction 887 6 6 6 6% 62 100 31 57
53 Columbus City 263 85 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
55 Stanwood 531 0 10 45 74 ) Te 67 72
62 Mechanicsville 781 0 18 13 96 61 43 24 25
62 Morning Sun 856 7 7 36 100 56 98 0 60
63 Cotter 118 50 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
63 Oakville 389 8 8 57 89 8l 94 el 85
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TABLE XII
PERCENTAGE OF OUT-OF-TOWN TRADING
(Cedar, Louisa, Muscatine, and Scott)

Towns Arranged According to Distance from Muscatine

4

Miles w  gn m B 2B
Distant el 55 g o9 @ 2 E 3
£rom g 8% g% §§ §§ o2 23

Musca- Population 2 E% ﬁﬁ e BEe Y 83
tine Town 1930 o s 95 8% 868 =4 =0 &
12 Letts 329 41 14 14 100 100 100 100 100
12  Wilton Junction 1,104 0 4 0 75 68 57 24 48
16 Grendview 321 36 100 20 100 54 100 33 100
17  Nichols 369 0 0 20 100 100 100 87 60
17 Atalissa 187 29 100 100 100 100 100 86 100
18  Stockton 110 Q 87 60 100 100 100 100 100
18 Durant 733 0 0 0 67 45 75 0 89
19 Buffalo 547 41 45 88 100 100 100 94 100
20 West Liberty 1,679 0 0 0O 88 S 28 16 21
20  Conesville 254 0 40 40 100 100 100 100 100
22 Fredonia 165 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
22  Wapello 1,502 0 10 31 80 4 92 18 75
23  Columbus Junction 867 6 6 6 62 62 100 31 57
24  Columbus City 263 ‘#5100 100 100 100 100 100 100
29 Tipton 2,145 0 0 3 48 33 10 6 16
31  West Branch 652 5 0 12 72 83 70 59 68
32 Bennett 3086 0 0 18 85 73 82 58 83
33 Morning Sun 856 7 7 36 100 56 92 0 60
33  Bettendorf 2,768 14 63 91 100 100 100 100 100
34  Cotter 118 50 .100 100 100 100 100 100 100
34  Oakville 389 8 8 57 89 8l 94 el 85
36  Dixon 193 8 8 8 100 100 100 94 100
37  Stanwood 531 0 10 45 74 75 TR 67 T2
38 New Liberty 103 0 0 0 100 100 100 74 100
39 Blue Grass 246 33 33 60 100 100 100 100 100
40 Eldridge 245 12 38 22 100 100 100 89 100
41  Clarence 659 0 0 17 100 100 79 35 100
42 Maysville 57 0 14 43 87 86 100 87 100
42  Donahue 98 0 100 80 7100 100 100 100 100
42  Walcott 398 0 8 15 100 100 94 100 100
42 lowden 697 0 4 p 87 78 8% R4 457
44 LeClaire 691 41 71 77 100 100 100 100 100
44  Mechanicsville 781 0 18 13 926 6l 43 24 25
45 Long Grove 134 33 83 67 100 100 100 100 100
47  McCausland 104 0 80 83 100 100 100 100 100
49  Princeton 373 22 100 1o0c 1loo 100 100 100 100
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or more aggressive town seems to be the explanation. Drugs and medicines,

and kitchen utensils: for these convenience goods, the domination of the

places under 400 secms less than for groceries. Of the places having this
population; over half have less than a 50% domination. With one or two
oxceptions, places over 400 control over 50% of their respective areas,

These exceptions lie close to a nojor shopping center,

Shopping Goods
In the matter of shopping goods, the places of 1000 and less popula-

tion generally lose most of their residents to other towns. Such excep-
tions ag exist are in towns having population over 500,

Distances from Muscatine or Davenport likewise are significant. Towns
vithin 25 miles have but little shopping-goods sales. Some exceptiona b
thia are West Liberty, Wapello, and Durant which have populations large
enough to crcate a home market. In conclusion, it would scem that cxcept
for the tiny hamlet, the towns and villegos of these counties will continue
to hold thoir convenience goods markets. On the other hand, places less
than 1000 population, unless located some distance from a major shopping
conter, have lost out in the sales of shopping goods. In the purchase of
shopping goods, the transportation costs bear only a minor relation to the
purchase price. The better stocks and lower prices of the major centers
draw away the residents of these smoller places.

Table XIII shows out-of-town purchases by occupational groups. It
should be remembered that neither Muscatine nor Davenport residents are
included in this sample. Such conclusions as are warrmnted point to
greater out-of-town purchaces of shopping goods by the higher income

groups, such as the professional persons, Again, closeness to a mnajor



Item
(No. interviewed)

Women's Apparel
Shoes

Suit

Work Clothing
Furniture

(No. interviewed)

Women's Apparel
Shoes

Suit

Work Clothing
Furniture

(No. interviewed)

Vlomen's
Shoes
Suit
Work Clothing
Furniture

. Apparel

(No. interviewed)

Women's Apparel
Shoes

Suit

flork Clothing
Furniture

(No. interviewed)

Women's ppparel
Shoes

Suit

Work Clothing
Furniture

tablishments

Owners of
business es—

—~
o
@

o

(19)
89%
74
100
58
77

(2R)

86%
68 -
52
32
<4

(24)
57%

100
100
100

(93)

89%
77

76
46

63

~lla-

TABLE XIII
PERCENTAGE OF OUT-OF-TOWN TRADING BY OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS

Cedar County

Retired

(45)

84%
73
73
41
49

Professional

(10)

1004
80

89
45
60

Louisa County

(17)
100%
88
92
47
92

(19)
88%
78
100
45
75

(5)

100%
100
100

‘100

100

Muscatine County

(10)

100%
70
30
20
29

(18)

87%
75
60
56
50

(9)

100%
89
88
50

100

Scott County

(25)

100%
100
100
100
100

(24)

10084
100
100
97
100

(2)

100%
100
100
100
100

Housewilves
and Widows

oot e~

(2)

50%
100
100
100
100

(14)

75%
69
33
30
56

(0)

oo cCcocC

Four Counties Combined

(82)

0%
79
71
51
73

(118)

90%
82

83
60

69

(26)

1007
a7

92
50

82

(”2)

65%

57
29
Q0
37

Day Laborers

(58)
56%

63
a7
54

(27)
67%
52
92
37
80

(5)

80%
80
80
60
67

(24)

100%
100
100
96
100

(88)

74%
67

78
55

Tradasman

(19)

63%
45
53
32
45

(14)
92
03
100
56
80

(8)
807
100
60
67
75

(13)

100%. .

100
a2
85

100

(52)

72%
78
76
50
71

Unemoloyed

(9)

67%
87
78
Re
45

COoOOO0CO

(4)

100%
53

(13)

75%
58
58
17
83
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shopping center secms to increase out-of-town trading as illustrated by the
fipures for Scott County. So for as the figure for the class headed "un-

employed" is concerned, the sample is too small to be significanti

Davenport and Mugcatine
A rveview of the trading area charts, plus Tables XIV through XVI, shows

clearly the importance of the two cities of Davenport (60,751) and Muscatine
(16,778), Necessarily, much of this report reflects their importance. These
two towns clearly dominate the trade of the area. As between them, it is
difficult to say which is more important. Table XVII gives a clue to this,
Notice that while the grocery trading area for Muscatine is the larger, the
women's clothing and men's suits arcas for Davenport is larger, Table XIV
shows for the item of women's clothing that Davenport draws the majority of
the out~of-town trading of 17 towns, while Muscatine controls only 6. Charts
14 and 15 are here repeated with the percentages of trade controlled by these

two shopping centers oppropriately shaded.

Summary

The four-county arca hercin anolyzed for its marketing areas is similar
to other areas previously analyzed by the Committee on Business and Industry.
Here two citles clearly dominute - Muscatine and Davenport. Of course, the
other places have their proper place as shown by Table XVII, It is to be
expected, however, that because of the industrial and commercial importance
of these two Mississippi River couwmnities their future importence in Cedar,

Louisa, Muscatine, and Scott counties will no wise be diminished,



TABLE XTIV
PERCENTAGE OF PURCHASES MADE IN DAVENPORT AND MUSCATINE
(Cedar, Louisa, Muscatine, Scott Countiss)

Towns Arranged According to Population

Drugs lien's
Gro- and Kitchen Women's fomen's Men's Work Furni-
Population ceries Medicines Utensils  Apparel Shosas Suits Clothing ture

1930 Town Dav Mus Dav Mus Dav Mus Dav Mius Dav Mus Dav Mus Dav Mus Dav Mus
57 Haysville 3 9 14 D 43 0 75 0 g8 0 g8 O 75 O 100 O
98 Donahus T 8y 0 69 9 3% 0O 109 H£ 100 O 1o 9 S &
23 HNew Liberty 9 @ 0 & 0 O 7% 0 76 0 6 O 83 @ 130 <«
154  lhicCausland a O 60 O 5 O 80 O 8) O 8 O 50 O 80 O
112 Stockton )y D 32 0 5 0 Y O 75 25 3100 9 53 285 o 0
118 Cotter 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 RO 8 25 g 20 o 0 o 0
134 Long Grove 33 0 5¢ 0 67 O 160 ©¢ 160 © 100 O 83 0O 100 G
165 Fredonia o 0 0 0 g O 0 40 c 0 ¢ 100 o 0 0 O
187 Atalissa 9 2 o 17 g 75 0 67 J 86 23 20 14 57 O 0
193 Dixon g 0 g8 0 g 0 74 O 94 0 130 O 639 O 94 0O
245 Eldridge 12 0O 12 ¢ 13 & 89 ‘9 3106 O 89 O 8 O 109 @
246  Blue Grass 33 4 32 0 60 QO &8 9 190 © 100 O 300 T 100 O
254 Conesville J 0 g 20 U 20 J 80 2 80 D 100 g 80 o 100
263 Columbus City 9 0 9 0 8 D0 0 21 0o 15 G 42 g 7 3 25
205 Bennett 9 0 2 O 9 J 62 0 4 0 45 9 23 0 58 0
321 Grandview O a7 D 82 o 12 J 67 2 o 73 0 35 20 80
329 Letts 0 14 0 14 J 86 12 53 J 86 a3 75 J 88 2 100
369 HNichols 0 0 8 0 3 20 2 9C 10 82 14 71 e 62 G 20
373 Princeton i O 6 0 5 0 78 0 78 9 78 0 78 0 87 0
389 Oakville 5 8 a 0 c 2 0 § g 9 2 93 9 0 3 8

-Bg T~



TABLE XIV

PERCENTAGE CF PURCHASES MADE IN DAVENPORT AND MUSCATINE

Drugs
Gro- and Kitchen
ceries Medicines Utensils
Population
1330 Town Dav Eus Dav Fus Dav lus
398 Walcott g o 8 O 15 0O
531 Stanwood g 0 g @ g O
547 Buffalo a5 0 45 O 88 0
634 Test Branch ' 0 4 o 0
659 Clarence 0 G 0O O 0 O
691 Le Claire 41 0 1. D 77 O
657 Lowdan g 0 2 0 g @
733 Durant 9] J G J J o
781 Iliechanicsville J 0 9 0 J 0
8568  Morning Sun a 0 O O 3 9
867 Columbus Junction 9 O 0 0 9 6
1,104 ®ilton Junction o 0 o 4 o @
1,502 TWapeilo G 0 ¢ 5 Q I35
1,679 West Liberty 0O 0 g o G O
2,145 Tipton g D 0 0 8 D
2,763 Bettendorf 14 0 53 & 91 O

{continued)

Women's
Apparel

t
g
é?:
m

-]

s
OO

uc;gtﬁ

10

OO 0000

QOO0

[ ]

31 .

58

24
10
0

Ylomen' s
Snoes
Dav Mus
100 0
g 0
100 O
c Q0
0 0
94 @
3C a
] 9]
g 0
g o
J 24
14 B
0 43
i7 13
Ig- &
g0 O

Men's
Suits
Dav Hus
Te. 8

o Q0
100 O
5 O

5 D
89 O
4 O
55 2
o B
9] a3

J 46
68 38
0 62

6 12

2 B
100 J

Hen's
Work
Clothing
Dav Mus
77 0
O 0
94 D
$ 0
& 0
80 O
6 O
F 4
J 3
5 &
J 19
14 16
J 18
5 3
5
133 0

Furni-
ture
Dav Mus
1060 ©

0 O
94 O
6 0

i 5 S
105 9
18 5
5% =
g -8

S 9]

J 29
135 35
¢ 50
4 Q
145 0
100: O

—QdT~



-Ll&8c—-

TABLE XV
PERCENTAGE OF PURCHASES MADE IN DAVENPORT

{Cedar, Louisa, Muscatine, Scott)
Towns Arranged According to Highway Distance

A

Miles n o 0 & o
Distant -3 g.,qu) &kg by 2 2 g) E
Dfrom Populati g &5 %% Bl g% -ZE o8 E

aven- opulation © B B ! - )
port Town 1930 & gﬁ? gy o8& 26 =24 g’ g8 £
2 Bettendorf 2,768 14 b3 91 100 100 100 100 100
10 TGuffalo 547 35 45 88 100 100 100 94 94
11 Eldridge 245 12 12 11 89 100 89 78 100
11 Blue Grass 246 33 33 60 88 100 100 100 100
13 Maysville 57 0 14 43 78 86 88 75 140
13  Donahue 98 0 80 60 100 100 100 100 80
13 Walcott 398 0 8 15 72 100 78 77 100
15 LeClailre 691 41 71 77 74 94 89 80 100
16  Stockton 110 0 53 50 100 7% 100 50 50
16  Long Grove 134 53 50 87 100 + 100 100 8% 100
18 McCausland 104 0 60 50 80 80 80 50 80
20 Princeton 373 11 56 58 78 78 78 78 87
20  Durant 733 0 0 0 45 25 50 0 55
Re Dixon 193 8 8 8 T4 94 100 69 94
2%  New Liberty 103 0 0 0 78 78 88 83 100
26  Wilton Junction 1,104 0 0 0] 12 14 68 14 15
29 Bennett 305 0 0 9 62 46 45 33 58
46 Atalissa 187 0 0 0 0 0 20 14 0
39 Tipton 2,145 0 0 0 14 12 3 0 10
41  Letts 3R9 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0
4} West Liberty 1,879 0 0 0 26 17 6 6 4
4%  Lowden 697 0 2 0 44 30 40 6 19
44  Grendview 321 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20
46  Nichols 369 0 0 0 0 10 14 12 0
49 Congsville 254 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
51 Wapello 1,502 QO ¢} 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0
51 Clarence 859 0 0 0] 4 0 5 6 11
51 Fredonia 185 0 Q 0 0 0 Q 0 0
52  West Branch 658 D O 0 4 0 5 5 6
52  Columbus Junction 867 0 9 J 0 9] 0] 0 0
53  Columbus City 263 J D 0 J 0 0 0 O
55  Stanwood 531 0 Y] 0 Q ] 0 0 0
62 Mechonicsville 781 9] 0 0 J ) 0 ] 0
82 Morning Sun 856 J J 0 J J J o 0
63 Cotter 118 J 9 J J J ) 0 0
63 Qakville 389 J 0 Q J ) 0 0 J



Miles
Distant

from
Musca-

tine

1€
1%
16
17
17

18
18
19
<0
20

RR
R
RS
R4
<9

31
32
33
53
34

54
56
57
38
39

40
41
42
42
42

42
44
44
45
47
49

~12d~

TABLE XVI

PERCENTAGE OF PURCHASES MADE IN MUSCATINE

(Cedar, Louisa, Muscatine, and Scott)

Towns Arranged According to Highway Distance

Population

Towm 1930
Letty 329
Wilton Junction 1,104
Grandview 32l
Nichols 369
Atalissa 187
Stockton 110
Durant. 758
Buffalo 547
West Liberty 1,679
Conesville 254
Fredonia 165
Wapello 1,502
Columbus Junction 867
Columbus Gity 63
Tipton 2,145
West Branch 652
Bennett 308
Morning Sun 856
Bettendorf 2,768
Cotter 118
Oakville 589
Dixon 123
Stanwood 531
New Liberty 103
Blue Grass 46
Eldridge 245
Clarence 659
Maysville 57
Donshue a8
Walcott 398
Lowden 697
LeClaire 691
Mechanicsaville 781
Long Grove 134
McCausland 104
Princeton 375

X  Groceries
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OO0 Q00000
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Utensils
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370
@ o
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n m w0
gg o2
LEE
86 75
52 28
31 73
80 71
86 20
25 0
0 0
0 0
11 12
80 100
Q 100
43 62
24 46
15 12
35 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0]
25 20
) O
J 0
)] 0
0 0
9] Q
0 Q
0 0
Q 0
0 0]
0 0
0 0
J 0
Q 4]
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0] 4]
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Population
1930

57
98
103
104
110
118
245
246
254
305
321
329
369
373
389
598
531
559
547
652
659
6oL
897
753
781
856
867
1,104
1,502
1,679
2,145
16,778
60,751

w] Pl

TABLE XVII

ESTIMATED AREAS OF TRADE TERRITORIES FOR

Town

Atalissa
Cedar Bluffgs
Sunbury
Pleasent Prairie
Montpelier
Plainview

Big Hoci:
Pleasant Valley
Rochester
Maysville
Donahue

Now Liborty
MicCauslend
Stockton
Cotter
Bldridge

Blue Grass
Conesville
Bonnett
Grandviow
Letts

Nichols
Princeton
Oakville
Walcott
Stenwood
Wheatland
Buffalo

West Branch
Clarence
LeClaire
Lowden

Durant
Mechanicsvilla
Morning Sun
Columbus Junction
Wilton Junction
Wapello

West Liberty
Tipton
Husecating
Davenport

Gro-
caries

10
19
13
11

g

6
4
1L
13
20
32

RS
24
16
15
549

9
13
59
52
18
26
38
687
58
40
Q6
15
52
81

6
58
32
44
78

138
48

128

115

128

S07

186

GROCERLES, WOMEN'S APPAREL, AND MEN'S SUITS

Approx. Number of Square
Miles in the Trade Territory

Woen's
Apparel

Men's
Suits
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