175

7 Continuity and change, 1982/3 to 1992/3

Aims and data sources

The first part of this chapter identifies some keynmunity qualities, and methods
for their measurement. The second examines vamiatithese qualities over the
study period, for the whole survey population amdkey subsets. The third section
measures change in the pattern of shopping anddssspatronage of country towns
over the same period, to determine to what extentural crisis has promoted
divergence between the social and the economiam@#on of rural space.

The chapter is based on the primary data colldcted the two State-wide postal
surveys of individual rural households of 1982/88 4992/93. The two surveys
aimed to measure some important qualitative aspéthee communities with which
respondents identified, as well as information ¢uiseChapter 5) needed to plot the
spatial aspects of their normal social and shappativities. The exact 1992/93
replication of the earlier survey allows the measwent of change in personal
attitudes and community qualities over the crigisatle, and the extent of community
resilience/collapse in the face of adversity.

Some important qualities of communities, and effod to measure them.

In the present Chapter, the term ‘community’ istuae a generic term to describe the
localised social group nominated as such by theoregents as the main focus of their
social lives. Some of these are fully overlappgdhe social catchment of a larger
centre, and include many small places barely nmgrithe status of ‘community’ as
defined in Chapter 4. Particularly in the more sy peopled rural areas, there is a
degree of gradation between strong neighbourhoodisvaak communities, and local
people make no sharp distinction. Thus, for econofrdescription, the term
community will be applied to all the groups namedach by the respondents.

There are many qualities pertaining to communittegch can radically affect what it
feels like to live in them, whether as a nativaaerewcomer - though the differences
would probably be most felt by the newcomer. Althlowountry people may to some
extent share a common rural ethos, one could hasgigct all rural communities to
be like so many peas in a pod in their social attarestics. There may be substantial
variations in the qualities of localism, at eitlaenarrow local or a regional scale.
Some of these differences are relatively predietabld in rural Australia could be
inferred simply from population size and spatialation relative to the capital city, in
many cases reinforced by climate and populatiositedifferences - for example,
total population size or occupational diversityeTimportance of location relative to
a major metropolis in the development of sociakpsses over time has been dealt
with theoretically by Lewis and Maund (1976) andndastrated empirically in
studies in the United Kingdom (Davies and Lewis{4;9 ewis, 1979; Lewis and
Maund 1979). Smailes et al. (2002) have demorestrthie important influence of
population density in South Australia. These stigtpredictable differences alone
can make a large difference in the quality of litsdween the inner and outer
communities.
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The main focus of interest here, however, is orifipally social characteristics of
communities, not intrinsically related to variablié® accessibility and therefore
much less predictable. The literature examingtienearly 1980s when the postal
guestionnaire was designed suggested a numbeclofvamiables, which can have an
enormous influence on what it is like to live agada More recently, these variables
have become subsumed by and incorporated intooti@epts of community strength,
and human and social capital (Black and Hughesl 2@bcklin and Alston, 2003),

to be discussed in Chapter 9. For the present,diestreated as separate categories.

Satisfaction

Based on the pioneering work of Davies (1945) gdarumber of studies have
attempted to measure commursstisfaction- eg. Jesser (1967); Marans and Rogers
(1975); Rojek, Clemente and Summers (1975); BadnSamith (1977); Eicher et al.
(1978); Schwebel et al. (1978). The degree of camity satisfaction should

primarily be regarded as an attribute of individuather than of the community

itself, and as an outcome of other, more basimsitr qualities of one’s community.
An index of collective community satisfaction maywever be derived from data on
individual satisfaction.

Attachment

In a similar way, a collective index aftachmentnay be derived from the level of
attachment of individual community members. Comityuattachment, or the shared
feeling of group belonging, is a basic quality thtitacted a good deal of attention in
the literature (some of which has been revieweliegan Chapter 4 in relation to
place-bonding mechanisms). Works which have attedii® measure this include
Kasarda and Janowitz (1974), and Swenson (1978lg wthers have examined the
correlation between degree of attachment and etiméables such as population size
(Buttel et al., 1979) and geographic mobility (Ferdez and Dillman, 1979).

Openness

Openness is primarily a quality of the communisglt, expressing the extent to
which newcomers and outsiders are admitted as msidoal the time and difficulty
involved in making the transformation — earning fb@mmunally accepted) right to
say ‘we’, and as the song from the musical ‘Oliyauts it, to “consider yourself one
of us”. An open community is receptive towardsvoemers and open to ideas from
the wider society, as opposed to insularity andaareptance. Closed communities,
such as the Yorkshire one | grew up in, were veuglging of membership and quick
to define outsiders staying in the village or nggtbamps, London evacuees,
prisoners of war, displaced persons) as ‘other’.

| ntegration

The classic work of G.D. Mitchell (1950) proposetivafold classification of rural
communities, distinguishing on one dimension betwepen’ and ‘closed’ types,
with a second dimension ranging between ‘integraed ‘disintegrating’ cutting
across the first to give a two-by-two matrix of &g Communities are not
homogenous groups of socially and economically kiqdéviduals sharing common
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interests, but always consist of subgroups — ekaes factions recognised on lines of
status, occupation, religion, sporting affiliaticansd the like. Integration expresses
the degree to which the community is fragmented disparate groups, and the
degree to which such groups show mutual respecaecebtance. A time dimension
was later added to Mitchell’'s model by Thorns (1968hese two dimensions of
opennesandintegrationhave proved to be crucial variables in many stjdig.
Forsythe’s study of the impact of colonisation nf@rkney island community by
mainland ‘urban refugees’ (Forsythe, 1980). Thecept of integration is closely
allied to those of ‘community solidarity’ (Fessl&é852) or ‘neighbourhood cohesion’
(Smith, 1975).

Fluidity and linkage

The concepts of integration and openness were ojgeeland extended by Sismondo
(1972) in a large-scale study of Canadian commes)itih which the complementary
concept offluidity’ was added to that of integration. Fluidity exgessthe degree of
contact and interaction between the subgroupsctiofss, eg. through shared
premises, joint functions, multi-faction membersbfflubs and associations and the
like. Thus fluidity is a process, of which intetioa is seen as an outcome. Similarly
openness as an outcome is influenced by the protéskage. Linkage is measured
by the extent of the community’s external as opgddsdocal, internal contacts, such
as national versus local newspaper circulatioeptebne traffic and the like.

Leadership

An even more elusive variable which perhaps maleewtly affects the quality of

life in a community is the quality déadership (Epps and Sorensen, 1996; Sorensen
and Epps ,1996). This, however, is difficult taleebs adequately without substantial
fieldwork.

Method of measurement

In many of the above-cited studies, the variousepts relating to the social qualities
of communities overlap or are investigated in canjion, and as measurement
instruments some variety of Likert scaling of resp®to carefully selected statements
has been used. The present work uses the sameensySbme of the statements used
to construct the five-point Likert scales were dnawom the literature - in particular
several were drawn from the classic study of Fe¢s#b2, pp. 151-152) - but most
were developed specifically for the 1982/3 postavsy. It was decided to
concentrate on measuring openness, integrati@chattent and satisfaction. In
addition, there were two statements relating tddeship, one to local government
(not used in the analysis), and one summary queasking directly how satisfied the
respondent was with living in that local communifiyo prevent respondents yielding
to the ‘donkey-vote’ syndrome, and encourage thethihk carefully about each one,
half of the statements were expressed in a positayetowards the community - eg.
“everyone works together here to get things doaet] the other half in a negative
way - eg. “real friends are hard to find in thisdbcommunity”. The statements also
appeared in random order. Thesitivestatements were then scored 0,1,2,3,4 in
sequence from strong disagreement (0) to strorgpaggnt (4). Thaegative
statements were scored inversely, i.e. 4,3,2,1i9 4vrepresenting strong
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disagreement and O strong agreement. Thus, ity ease a score of 4 represented
the most favourable attitude towards the commuaity O the least favourable,
allowing the individual statements to be averagefbtm composite indices (with
scores converted to unity). To give an accurattupe of changing attitudes over the
rural crisis decade, the postal questionnaire 89213 replicated the 1982/3
statements practically without change.

Perceptions of community qualities, 1982/83: averag for the whole State

The average score for the whole state on eacheahthicator statements appears in
Table 7.1, with the indicators ranked in sequenomfthe most favourable attitude
towards the local community to the least favouraageof the 1982/3 survey. The
negative statements, where a high score repredmsatgreementvith the statement,
are markedNEG. The 0-4 raw scores have been converted to a foah zero to
unity. The main quality that each item was chasemeasure is shown in the ‘Key’
column. The table sums up an enormous amounttafafaone page.

It should be noted that there was a generally featda attitude in 1982/3 to most
aspects of community life, with no indicator fatlibelow 0.500 - the level which
would indicate a majority negative attitude to tagpect of local community life.

The most striking result is the very high levecommunityattachmenshown. The
four top ranking indicators were all initially chesas indicators of attachment; they
provide the only cases where the scores rise ab@@®. This result provides further
confirmation of the importance to rural peoplelwod tocal element of their social
interaction, or the ‘need for the local’ discussadlier. An interesting feature of the
four attachment indicators is their internal ramkirin a provocative paper originally
written in Swedish, Gunnar Olsson reflects on tatire of the emigrant’s feelings of
homesickness, and the nature of the lost attaclamemiace that produce the
homesickness. Drawing on his own experience, litesvr

| long for home: for Varmlands vale and the opanfire, rather than for
words and open arms. My own childhood friendsl@sein the mists of
forgetfulness. But what | remember so well thean feel it in my body, is the
roundness of the stone that lay in my hand beftieel it, and the sharp-
edged grass in which | hid when | was chased. ifigeebf solitary silence and
peaceful security perhaps are found more in tHalgyaof physical objects
from the past than in mental relations which cam$yachange with changing
situations.

(Olsson, 1978, p. 106 - my translation)

In contrast to Olsson’s intense place bonding withphysical environment, one
might intuitively expect that one’s major attachmenght be towards the people of
the place rather than its physical nature: friefa®ily, childhood sweethearts,
encounters, etc. But the results of Table 7.1 Brmport to Olsson’s experience:
attachment to the place itself ranks first on thieviith a score of .817, while
attachment to the people of the community comestanbally behind, in fourth place
with a score of .746.
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Table 7.1 Change in average value and ranking afidicators of community qualities,
1982/3 to 1992/3

Indicator Key Pos./ Mean Rank Mean Rank Change
Neg. 1982/3 1982/3 1992/3 1992/3 in rank
| feel attached to this place itself (landscape, A 0.817 1 0.814 1

scenery, sounds, smells, feel of the place etc.)
| would be pleased to leave this local communitx NEG 0.808 2 0.777 2

for good

| would rather live here than in any of the A 0.753 3 0.745 3
surrounding local communities

| feel attached to the local community of peopleA 0.746 4 0.725 4

who live here
If you are an ordinary worker, employers here 1| NEG 0.731 5 0.708 5
won't associate with you socially

It is safe for women and girls to walk around ous 0.714 6 0.646 9 -3
local town at night

| am happy with the State primary schooling he& 0.706 7 0.623 11 -4
Real friends are hard to find in this local O NEG 0.704 8 0.684 6 +2
community

An outsider setting up or taking over a busines®© 0.675 9 0.617 14 -5
here would be just as welcome as a local person

Religious grouping tends to split this local I  NEG 0.665 10 0.662 7 +3
community socially

Your social standing here depends on how mudh NEG  0.659 11 0.622 12 -1
you earn

You don’t have to live here long before you getO 0.656 12 0.636 10 +2
put on committees and positions of trust

You have to belong to the right clubs and I  NEG 0.656 13 0.609 15 -2
societies to get anywhere here

You have to live here most of your lifetobe O NEG 0.647 14 0.573 19 -5
really accepted

This would be a better place to live if the S NEG 0.645 15 0.648 8 +7
population was larger

Everyone works together here to get things donke 0.641 16 0.618 13 +3
Getting adequate medical help in case of illnes§ NEG 0.638 17 0.596 18 -1
is a worry here

How long you have lived here doesn't affect O 0.636 18 0.599 16 +2
your social status

Compared with surrounding local communities,L 0.622 19 0.596 17 +2

this one is well supplied with leaders who can
get things done

A few people have all the real power in this locdl NEG  0.605 20 0.523 21 -1
community

People here give you a hard time if you insisto® NEG 0.594 21 0.558 20 +1
being different

There are no recognisable social classes in thisl 0.514 22 0.480 22

local community

General satisfaction level 0.819 0.701

Source: Author’s postal surveys of rural house$0l®82/3 and 1992/3

Note: Indicators markeNEG in the Pos./Neg. column are scored inverselyhaba high score on that
indicator shows strondisagreementvith the statement. For the other indicatorsigh score shows
strongagreementvith the statement.

Key to indicatorsA: AttachmentsS: SatisfactionO: Opennesd;: Integration,L Leadership indicator
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A partial explanation may be variation among thepoadents in their period of
residence in the community: new arrivals may welilelop an attachment to their
physical surroundings well before they acquireai@ granted) the status of
belonging. This question is examined further later

The high degree of attachment to place shown byethdts is matched by an equally
high general level of satisfaction with rural lifethe early 1980s. The average score
(0.819) to the final question “In general termsyigatisfied are you with living in

this local community?” exceeded even the stronigestidual indicator of place
attachment. To some extent, most of the 24 indicgtatements reflect satisfaction or
lack of satisfaction with particular aspects of doenmunity. The indicators
specifically selected to measure attitudes to kayraspects of community life -
personal safety, education, medical care, and ptipalsize (as a general measure of
economic threshold levels for business) - showeiglaer level of satisfaction with

the first two than with the second.

Six of the indicators were originally chosen to si@a integration. An interesting
and unexpected finding, at first sight paradoxisathe very wide disparity of scores
between two of these which were intuitively expddt®be positively correlated.
Thus respondents emphatically rejected the prapasihat ‘If you are an ordinary
worker, employers here won'’t associate with youah¢ The strong rejection of
this statement gave it the fifth-ranking score 30)7 exceeded only by the four
indicators of attachment. Yet only a very narroajonity agreed with the statement
that “There are no recognisable social classdsisriacal community”, and this
indicator had the lowest score of all (only 0.518)ot much more favourable (0.605)
is the response to the item ‘A few people havéhalreal power in this local
community’. It would thus appear that while a largumber of respondents
recognised the existence of social classes in toarmunities, they felt that this did
not inhibit social interaction across the classrutaries.

The indicators initially chosen to measure openiaéss show wide disparities in their
average scores. At the top end of the spectrusppredents quite strongly rejected
the proposition that ‘Real friends are hard to fimdhis local community’ (average
score 0.704) and almost as strongly supportedidve that an outsider setting up a
business would be just as welcome as a local pgfs6ri5). On the other hand,
many of them agreed that conformity to local nomas a condition of acceptance,
supporting the proposition that ‘People here gioe & hard time if you insist on
being different’ (average score 0.594).

Changes in the indicators, 1982/3 to 1992/3

It must be remembered that the results quoted like$e6.1 and 6.2 are averages over
the whole State, and may well conceal substangiaatron both regionally and in
accord with other variables such as age, periodsiflence and the like. These are
examined later in this chapter. However, them@issiderable interest in the overall
strength of the indicators, their ranking and thange over time brought about by ten
years of rural crisis conditions. In comparing 1882/3 and 1992/3 results, the
dominant impression is one of stubborn continudtyrer than radical change.
Nevertheless, there had been change. The gemgegiadation in quality of life in

rural areas is marked by a quite substantial diadpe summary ‘general satisfaction
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level’ index, which fell from .819 to .701. Alsthe average score on every single
indicator, bar one, fell slightly over the perioflhe one exception, discussed below,
relates to the population of one’s local community:1992/3, more people were
satisfied with their current population level, afid not wish to see it increase. This
is surprising in view of the severe population é&sss1 much of the wheat belt, and
suggests that there are likely to be sharp regicer@tions in the responses.

Despite these changes, which indicate a modestajedexline in respondent
perceptions of local community life, the most strkfeature of the tables is the very
limited extent of this decline, and the close samil between the findings of two
large surveys with quite independent samples. chlaages in the indicator scores
were small. The attachment of people to their comities remained very strong,
with the top-ranking four indicators again beinggh relating to attachment. Of the
22 indicators listed on Table 7.1, the relativekiag of the top-scoring five indicators
remained identical, and that of the bottom threeasdd minimal change. In the
central part of the ranking order, items reflectingelative deterioration in quality of
community life (fall of more than one or two plageghe ranking) were those
relating to personal safety, quality of educat@amg acceptance of incomers. Those
improving their relative ranking were reduced sbdigisions arising from religious
grouping, and increased perception of everyone wgrlogether to get things done.

Cluster analysis of the indicators to produce compte indices

To avoid excessive detail, and the idiosyncrasieishvmay arise from examining the
22 indicators individually, it is necessary to caongbthem to represent the various
dimensions of community life as economically asgias. Although selected to
reflect openness, integration, leadership andfaatien in community life, the wide
within-group variations shown in Table 7.1 sugdhat these may not be the most
appropriate groupings. Some of the cue statemseis - eg., “real friends are hard to
find in this local community” could well overlap bnor more of these dimensions. A
cluster analysis was therefore performed on thea2iables' to discover whether the
indicators clustered into more cohesive and easigrpretable groups, and how the
membership of these groups compared with the imé.gt priori labelling of the
indicators used in Table 7.1 The dendrogram bé€kigure 7.1) shows the sequence
in which the individual indicators joined their pegtive clusters, starting with 22
indicators, and stopping the grouping process veigint units remained. At this
stage there were three major, cohesive clusterarables, four minor ‘clusters’ each
with just two members, and one single indicatot Was weakly correlated with all
the others, and therefore had not yet joined anstet. The three major clusters were
readily interpreted as ‘Attachment’, ‘Integraticarid ‘Openness’, but no clear
‘Satisfaction’ cluster emerged.

! Cluster analysis was preferred to factor analysismaximum directness and simplicity in
interpreting the index values. A correlation cagéint matrix using Kendall'sau was first constructed
for all 22 of the variables, for each of the twojonatudies. As would be expected, there are some
variations in the values between individual variable pairs in th82/3 and the 1992/3 matrices
respectively, and for the grouping analysis theemecent 1992/3 data set was preferred. All lglitei
of the 231 1992/3 correlation pairs have positivefficients, but the strength of the relationshépies
greatly, from .005 to .462. Treating the (squaBfficient matrix as a measure of distance beatwee
the indicators, the mainframe SAS procedure “Clistas used. Experiments with four clustering
methods showed that the well-tried Ward minimuniaraze method of measuring intra-cluster
distances produced the clearest results.



182

Fig. 7.1 Dendrogram of cluster analysis of theZattitude indicators, 1992/93
postal survey, using Ward’s minimum variance rathod. (n = 1113

respondents)
Cluster 2:
Integration
Cluster 3:
Openness|
Cluster 1:
Attachment
H B B HE B B B B BN E—Lll
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2a 22

Indicators in the Attachment cluster:

1. “I would be pleased to leave this communitydood” (Neg)

2. “I feel attached to this place itself (landseagcenery, sounds, smells, feel of the place
etc)”

3. “Ifeel attached to the local community of pkowho live here”

4. “I would rather live here than in any of thersunding local communities”

Indicators in the Integration cluster:

12. “Religious grouping tends to split this comniyrgocially” (Neg)

13. “People here give you a hard time if you insisteing different(Neg)

14. “You have to belong to the right clubs and stes to get anywhere her@leg)
15. “Real friends are hard to find in this locah@ounity” (Neg)

16. “A few people have all the real power in tlisdl community’(Neg)

Indicators in the Openness cluster:

19. “You have to live here most of your life to feally accepted{Neq)

20. “An outsider setting up or taking over a busibere would be just as welcome as a local
person”

21. “"How long you have lived here doesn't affectiysocial status”

22. “You don’t have to live here long before you pet on committees and positions of trust”

Note: For indicators markedNeg)’, disagreemengives a high score. For other indicat@gteement
gives a high score.

Source: SAS analysis of data from author’s postaleys, 1982/83 and 1992/93



183

The Attachment cluster was identical to the origlabelling as listed on Table 7.1
(O, I, Setc.). The Openness cluster included just fouheforiginal six O’
indicators; and the Integration cluster also taokhree out of the six original’
indicators, but added two others that were origynalaced in other groups. For
further analysis, it was decided to accept the dester groupings to produce the
composite indices, relying on responses to thdegsigmmary statement for a
‘Satisfaction’ index. On Figure 7.1 it is noticéalthough quite possibly
coincidental, that the Integration cluster is doaéd by negatively framed statements
(favourable attitude to community indicated by sgdisagreement with the
statement) while the other two clusters are dorethaty positively framed
statements.

Repetition of the cluster analysis using the 1982/@relation matrix showed that the
Attachment variables formed an identical strongtdy and the Integration index
included four of the five 1992/3 Integration vatig) but no clearly separate
Openness cluster was evident. It is evident frioesé results thatttachmento one’s
community is a clear, consistent and easily meadsuaeable, whileopennesand
integrationare strongly interrelated qualities - integratimng somewhat more
consistently traceable than openness, from theanalis used heresatisfactiorwith
different aspects of one’s community may vary wydelg., feelings of personal
safety compared with the availability of medicald)eand for this dimension | have
relied on the single summary questidn general terms, how satisfied are you with
living in this local community? As a counterbalance allowing the maximum
expression of negative views about rural life, ¥édalso included an index of
dissatisfactionwhich gives the average score on the three Vasatbhich ranked
lowest on Table 7.1, for both survey years.

Table 7.2. Changes in five composite indices ofngeived quality of community
life, 1982/3 to 1992/3

COMPOSITE | Mean value | Std. deviation | Mean value | Std. deviation
INDEX 1982/3 1982/3 1992/2 1992/3
Attachment .782 .163 .765 172
Openness .654 172 .606 181
Integration .641 .182 .607 .184
Satisfaction .821 .184 .702 .335
Dissatisfaction .565 192 .520 .198

Source: Author’s postal surveys of rural households, 19&hd 1992/3. (The maximum possible
value of each index is 1.000).

As would be expected from the change over tim&éef22 individual items (Table
7.1), the composite indices made up from groupoidbese items all show a fall in
values over the 10-year period as the perceptidmcal community life deteriorated.
The least change occurredattachmento one’s local community, which remained
almost as strong as ever, and the greatest chaagythe drop in overadlatisfaction
with the local community life. This contrast istraoparadox: one can well love one’s
home place without being happy with the way thiagsgoing there. The other major
feature of Table 7.2 is the increase in the stahdaviation of individual values about
the mean - this occurs in all five indices, butha case of the general satisfaction
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index it almost doubled over the ten years. Cyedne gap between rural people
happy and unhappy with their lot has greatly widkeimethe study period.

Relationships between individual attributes and stength of attitude indices

To ensure a good return rate, the postal questi@saere brief and requested a
minimum of potentially sensitive personal infornoati Nevertheless, they allow
testing of a number of hypotheses about the relsiip between some key personal
attributes of respondents, and their attitudefeéa tocal community. It was
hypothesised that respondents’ attachment to faetiisn with, and perceptions of the
openness and integration of their communities, dael positively related to
attributes 1-7 on the list below, and negativelgtezl to attribute 8:

1. Having spent one’s childhood in the community afgant residence. From the
discussion in Chapter 4, one would expect thatdipgrone’s formative years in
a community would positively influence place-borglio it.

2. Period of continuous residence in the communityerBndependent of whether
one was born and raised there, it was hypothesiis¢dor most people, long
immersion in a local subculture would increase tifieation with it.

3. Age in years. Other things being equal, it wasdtlyesised that older rural people

would exhibit more conservative attitudes towamtslism and rural life
generally, as well as having knowledge and expeeer the workings of local
organisations and networks. Of course, attrib@it8sare likely to be substantially
interrelated.

4. House ownership. Many rural communities have a population of long-term
residents, and a floating population including botfher status ‘spiralists’
(Montague, 1981), workers on limited term contraated low-status seekers of
cheap accommodation. It was hypothesised thaetivbe had either inherited
their house, or made a commitment to residendeeim kocal community by
buying a house there, would have more favourahike@es to the community
than those renting or leasing.

5. Type of property. The questionnaire distinguishetiveen property types full-
time farm, part time farm, house only and ‘othdt’'was hypothesised that the
full-time farm population would be more conservatand more committed to
their community than those with lesser investmbatd.

6. Remoteness from Adelaide. It has been demonstiiaatdhe rural zone up to
about two hours’ driving time from Adelaide has baebject to heavy in-
migration by people representing a wide range oiastatus groups, mostly
from the metropolitan area (Smailes, 1996#)was hypothesised that
commitment to local community would be positivesaciated with a more
socially homogeneous rural population at a gredistance from Adelaide.

7. Social involvement. For both newcomers and estaddisesidents, active
participation in local social organisations fregiyeacts as a gateway into the
local social structures (whether deliberately useduch or not). It was
hypothesised that, independent of period of resideattachment to and attitudes
towards the local community will be positively assed with the number of
local organisations of which the respondent is@iva member.

8. Size of community (as indicated by the populatize ®f the place on which the
community centres). The degree of personal knaydexf, and commitment to,
the local community was expected to be greatesiall to middle sized
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communities, and to decline as population risev@ladout two to three
thousand.

These hypotheses were testedByand the results appear in Tables 7.3 and 7.4. Th
results are ranked in order of average strengtheohssociation between these
variables and the composite Attachment, Opennetegriation and Satisfaction
indices, first for the 1982/3 survey, then for 182The remoteness variable
(respondent’s reported average driving time to Aiel) was not collected in the
earlier survey, but for 1992/93 the very low valoésX? in 1992/3 indicate a clear
rejection of the hypothesis that attitudes to ot@sl community are related to
distance from the metropolis.

All of the other hypotheses, however, were suppotesignificantX? results for at
least one of the four indices. With large valuks,X? becomes statistically
significant with relatively small differences betvethe observed and expected
values, so for this analysis the significance lleves set at .01 (instead of the usual
.05).

Table 7.3 Relationships between attitudes to onelgcal community of
identification and selected atfoutes of respondents, 1982/83.

ATTACHMENT OPENNESS INTEGRATION SATISFACTION

INDEP.VARIABLE | Df | X* | p [ Df [ X* | p [ DF [ X*| p | DF | X*| p

Period of residence 1572.5( .001| 15| 94.7| .001| 15| 43.9| .001| 15| 58.4| .001

Social involvement ) 47.5| .001 9] 80.5| .001 9] 52.7| .001 9] 51.9| .001
Childhood residence 310.0( .018 3] 39.7| .001 3| 12.4| .006 3| 11.4] .010
Age in years 1% 24.9] .052| 15| 23.8| .068| 15| 30.9| .009| 15| 43.7| .001
House ownership 617.0| .009 6| 20.9| .002 6] 28.9| .001 6| 8.4|.211
Type of property % 13.3| .038 6| 25.3] .001 6| 14.6| .023 6| 2.1] .914

Size of community 1219.7| .073] 12| 15.0| .242| 12| 30.6/ .002| 12| 9.1| .692

Remoteness an/a| n/a|l n/al nfa| n/al] n/al] nla n/a n/a nja nfa

>

Source: Author’s postal survey of rural households, 1882/ (Relationships significant at the .01
level or better shown in bold type).

Table 7.4 Relationships between attitudes to onelgcal community of
identification and selected attoutes of respondents, 1992/93.

ATTACHMENT [ OPENNESS INTEGRATION| SATISFACTION
INDEP.VARIABLE | Df | X* [ p [ DfE [ X* | p [ DFE[ X* | p | DF [ X2 | p
Period of residence 1581.5| .001| 15(91.1|.001| 15| 52.1|.001| 15| 44.0|.001
Age in years 1542.1| .001| 15| 35.4| .002| 15| 36.5| .002| 15| 49.7| .001
Social involvement ) 24.2| .004 91| 22.0| .009 91| 34.8| .001 91| 32.3| .001
House ownership 625.8| .001 6| 21.4| .002 6| 12.3] .055 6| 14.2| .028
Childhood residence 325.3] .001 3] 26.6| .001 3] 5.9|.117 3] 3.2|.358
Type of property 6 8.0|.239 6| 42.8| .001 6| 23.2| .001 6| 5.8|.448
Size of community 1221.2| .047| 12| 28.8| .004| 12| 28.4| .005| 12| 10.3| .593
Remoteness 1512.3| .657| 15| 20.2| .164| 15| 22.3|.101| 15| 14.5| .489

Source: Author’s postal survey of rural households, 1882/ (Relationships significant at the .01
level or better shown in bold type).
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The strongest support was tdypothesis 2elating to period of residence, which was
significant at the .001 level on all four indicatpfor both years. This finding
strongly confirms the writer’s long-held feelingatiperiod of residence (not collected
in the Census) is likely to be a powerful variastiecting migration, shopping and
other types of behaviour, as well as the functibtihe rural population as a reservoir
of cultural traits.

Almost as strongly supportedhypothesis ywhich relates the respondents’ views on
their community of residence to the degree of theirent participation in community
organisations. This hypothesis strongly confirivet &ctive participation in clubs and
associations is likely to increase one’s feelingattachment and satisfaction, as well
as perceptions of the level of openness and iniegraf the community. However,
the causality could readily go in either directiand there may be a degree of
tautology in this hypothesis.

Hypothesis 3uggests that age of respondents will affect titgiludes. Results show
that in the 1982/3 survey, age fails to show astieally significant relationship with
the attachment and openness indices, thouglstitaagly related to perceptions of
integration and level of satisfaction. By 19928e of respondent had become highly
significantly related to all four indices. | woustiggest that this change is completely
consistent with the effects of the rural recessttisgussed below.

Hypothesis 4which suggests that established house ownet#algto have a more
favourable view of their community than rentersswaly slightly less strongly
supported, th&? test failing to reach the .01 level of significarfor the 1982/3
Satisfaction index, and for the Integration ands&adtion indices in 1992/3.

The results which showed the greatest changestiwéen years related to
Hypothesis 1 The expectation here was that having spent atédhood years in

the local community would give full rights of menmbleip, strong place bonding and
immunity from any perceived lack of openness oggnation in the community that
might be experienced by newcomers. In fact, wihiése expectations were borne out
for all four indices in 1982/3, by 1992/3 they warelonger supported for the
Integration index, and the relationship betweeidtiviod residence and the
Satisfaction index in particular was no longer ahgve near statistical significance.

Hypothesis 5relating to type of property, proved to be quit®ngly supported with
respect to the Openness and Integration indiceésype of property was only slightly
related to the Attachment, and not at all to this&ection, indices. This is readily
understandable in that not only farmers, but veapynpeople who own only a house
block, or very small ‘rural living’ property may wertheless be highly satisfied with
and attached to their locality - eg. those who hatieed from farms to small country
towns, and those who have recently moved from itigda rural retreats or house
blocks in the peri-urban area.

Smallness of community sizelypothesis Bis shown to be most strongly related to
the Integration index; had the significance levetib set at .05, it would have also
related to Attachment, but not at all to commu&atisfaction. Indeed, of all the
indicators, the Satisfaction index shows the leglstionship with the independent
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variables, particularly in 1992/93. By 1992/93p@sdents in the badly-affected areas
had become acutely conscious of the shrinkageenf tommunities.

On comparison, the results for the two years, framentirely different samples, are
more remarkable for their continuity and similatityan for changes. Those changes
which have occurred, however, may readily be uridedsin terms of, first, the
severe impact of the rural recession on the long-teore’ residential population,
whether on farms or in the private service se@nd second, continuing but spatially
selective counterurbanisation and the advent dfanrefugees’. It has been shown
elsewhere (Smailes 1996a, 1986rd, 1998) that the general out-migration and
ageing of the residual population has been paftyebin a roughly two-hour driving
range from Adelaide by in-migration of people mpstft metropolitan, interstate or
overseas origin, augmented by some rural peopfeadisd from further out. In the
process, the retiree population has been lesstadfdy the recession than those still
in the workforce, and the younger generation onyniarms has been driven to out-
migration by the inability of family farms to suppdwo generations of operators.
Thus, for those remaining through the recessiohat@ spent one’s childhood
residence in a community still correlates strongith attachmento that local
community, but is no longer necessarily relatedatsfactionwith it. On the other
hand, large numbers of recent ex-urban migranpetburban areas may well feel a
high degree of satisfaction with their new locataod lifestyle, quickly become
attached to it, and work hard to achieve a measurgegration with it.

In sum, results from Tables 7.3 and 7.4 show teatgptions of the degree of
Openness and Integration are fairly strongly relateseven of the eight investigated
independent variables, and these relationships tewmained remarkably constant
over the period of the recession. Attachment aatdsfaction are somewhat different.
They were strongly related to period of residelacgs, of respondent and social
involvement in both surveys. However, also in baithveys, Satisfaction was
unrelated to house ownership, property type arel@dizommunity; and the strong
relationship evident in 1982/3 between Satisfactind childhood residence had
disappeared by 1992/3. In evaluating these coiurlast is as well to note that
relationships revealed by thé ¥sts are no more th&ndencieso association, with
very many individuals not conforming to the trends.

Spatial variation in community qualities

With the above background in general changes iplp&oviews about their local
community ovetimethrough the rural recession period, | now turtheasmore
specifically geographical focus of interest: do thedest changes in the index values
over time mask significant contrasts ogpac® Were there regional differences in
perceived community qualities already in 1982, éust have these intensified or
reduced over the crisis period? To test for spdifferences, both graphic (map) and
statistical analyses are needed. Map analysisspionses to the 22 indicators is
possible at four levels: a) the detailed levelnohividual respondent scores, or b)
mean scores for respondents aggregated i) by binoael age-of-settlement zones
described in Chapter 2; ii) by 17 informally recagd regions in the State’s settled
areas; and iii) by the individual communities @émtification to which the elicited
responses actually refer. In what follows, thesels are dealt with in the above
order.
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The spatial distribution of individual responses

GIS techniques allow the mapping of individual i@sges to each indicator of
perceived community quality. Visual interpretatimisuch detailed mapping at so
small a scale is difficult, and of limited valuesgn the inevitable random mix of
personal views of respondents. To avoid chokiegnrrative with a surfeit of detalil,
only the composite indices (not each individuahfdave been mapped, and only a
sample of the results is included (Appendix 5, FeguApp 5.1 and App 5.2). These
show the highest- and lowest-scoring indices (Ataent and Integration
respectively) for 1982/3. The lack of clear vispatterns in the mapping of each
individual respondent’s attachment, integratioreropess and satisfaction indices
suggests that regional variations in attitudes tda/¢ghe local community are not
particularly marked. However, inevitable complgit the picture at this level may
mask zonal, regional or inter-community variatiarthe mean strength of attitudes.

Spatial variations by settlement zone

To test this possibility, the respondents werd Greuped according to the three
settlement zones (oldest, intermediate and newesbBEuUropean settlement) as
defined in Chapter 2, Figure 2.2. Prior to thekuecession, the peri-urban
counterurbanisation movement of the 1970s, togetitarsiow attrition in the rural
heartland, had already developed a concentricrpatfedemographic change in South
Australia (Hugo and Smailes 1992; Smailes 1998&g previous chapter has
demonstrated this pattern, and shown how the ouisit forced the pace of this
change, reinforcing the contrast between the thoees of early, intermediate and
late white settlement outlined in Chapter 1.

For these broad zones, the mean score averagedlbwéthe 22 variables (labelled
GENSCORE) was first examined. Results (not tabd)agbowed that the individual
zones diverged remarkably little from the totavayrmean in 1982/83. By 1992/93
there was a somewhat greater spread of mean GENE@&IRes between the zones,
but not enough for statistically significant diféerce from the total survey mean. We
must therefore conclude that at this level of aggtien, the mix of respondents is too
varied to show up any notable difference from tiENSCORE response of the whole
study area.

Setting GENSCORE aside, the zonal aggregation \gsagested for more specific
differences in the four key indices. It was hystised that

1. in the inner rural zone, the lifestyle motivatiodhnauch of the in-migrant
population would be reflected in high and posssbightly increasing levels of
community satisfaction and attachment;

2. the increasing mixing and heterogeneity of poporamight be expected to
generally reduce openness and integration in therinone, though this was
likely to differ substantially between communitdspending on the amount
and rate of in-migration.

3. In the outer rural zone, where the effects of #eession had been more
severe and much less offset by exogenous in-magrati was hypothesised
that while attachment, openness and integratioe atktikely to have
remained relatively high, community satisfactiorsvigely to have been
substantially reduced.
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To test these hypotheses, indices of attachmetgfagaion, integration and openness
were calculated for each zone. (Table 7.5) Theitiamx possible value of the scores
IS unity.

Table 7.5 Change 1982/3 to 1992/3 in four key indis, by age of settlement zone

Zone Year | ATTACHMENT| SATISFACTION INTEGRATION OPENBSS
mean SD mean SD mean SO mepn SD
Old core 1982 794 217 .831 .170 .652 .260 .645 243
(pre-1868) 1992| .758 .250 .685 343 .595 .270 .588 .260
Intermed. 1982 .780 .223 .814 .199 .634 .269 .649 247
(1869-94) 1992 | .740 .258 .720 .328 .618 .270 .618 .253
Recent 1982 .763 222 .807 174 .647 .259 .687 .2B38
(post-1898) 1992| .718 .268 678 .333 .615 .265 | .623 .250

Source: author’s postal surveys, 1982/83 and 1292/9
Note: 1992/93 figures IBOLD type indicate a statistically significant changeriean values for that
index between 1982/83 and 1992/93 @53 BoldITALICS indicate (p <.01).

Again the results show a large degree of consigtentends over time across the
zones. For every index, and for every zone, themseores fell between 1982/83 and
1992/93; also in every case the standard deviatimmeased, showing an increased
divergence of views among respondents on the gudlitommunity life. In nine out
of the twelve cases, including the attachment atidfaction indices for all three
zones, Table 7.5 shows that the changes over titteeikey indices were significant
at the .05 level or stronger. It must always meembered, though, that even after the
falls noted here, the indices in general remaieadarkably high in 1992/93.

While the differences over time were marked, thifetinces over space between the
three zones were very muted. In 1992/93, therenmasgnificant difference, for any
of the four indices, between the zonal mean andatia¢ survey mean, while in the
earlier year there was only one such case — therroost settlement zone showing
significantly higher openness.

In relation to the hypotheses above, hypotheggartly supported in that the inner
core zone had the highest values in all four irlioel982/83, but the expectation
that satisfaction and attachment would rise oveetwas not fulfilled. Indeed,
satisfaction in the inner zone fell more sharpbrttanywhere else.

Hypothesis 2 is supported: the inner zone’s intisgmaand openness indices fell well
behind the other two zones by 1992/93. In fastitiner zone was the only one that
suffered significant falls in all four indices, vidithe falls were least in the
intermediate zone.

Hypothesis 3 is only partly supported. Satisfattertainly fell significantly in the
outer zone, but so did attachment and openness.

The broad settlement zones thus partake of ther@emnends over time, but fail to
show major spatial differences at either poininmetat this level of aggregation. The
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zones are somewhat segmented, however — for exadgie 1 includes parts of the
Southeast and lower Eyre Peninsula as well as #teopolitan fringe. To examine
more cohesive segments, | turn to the regional.lelker a map identifying regional
names, see the fold-out map at p.317.

Spatial variations at theregional level

The regions are defined by grouping the commundgfedentification according to
the location coding system used in the survey, Wwiadased on subdivisions of
postcodes. Seventeen regional groupings are basdd on regional terminology
widely used by the public (Tables 7.6 and 7.7)e Tdgions are listed in descending
order of their average score on all 22 indicatfrst, for 1982/3 and then for 1992/3.
Regions with mean values significantty< .05) above or below the mean for the
whole survey are shown bold type.

As expected, at this scale of resolution some Bagmit differences between regions
do emerge, but these differences are still nottgren1982/83 the scores ranged only
from a high of .717 in Lower Eyre Peninsula towa laf .650 in the Upper Murray.
Only two regions had means differing significarftiym the population mean.
Nevertheless, there is much of interest in theixgaanking of the regions. 1982
was a severe general drought year, very badlytaiteparticularly the northern
margins of the wheat belt. Even so, in 1982/83ragrtbe wheat belt regions only the
Yorke Peninsula and West Coast are below the pbpalemean, while the Upper
North, Mid North, Murray Mallee and Eastern EyreniPsula are all above it. The
rural recession proper had not yet begun; the highefall zone was less affected by
the 1982 drought, and indeed Kangaroo Island aneeL&yre Peninsula were
experiencing a mini-boom from the then high woatg@s. Thus the differences in the
way people perceived their local community in tB82/3 survey are likely to be only
modestly affected by the vagaries of the rural econ

The levels of in-migration to the more accessiblgions during the 1970s may well
have affected the average scores, through cob#inteen the established and the
newcomer populations. Particularly striking is Wy low position of the Barossa
Valley, which has had the reputation of being Aeatonservative and socially
closed region. Also, the qualitative data fromhbsdirveys suggest that it may not be
co-incidental that several of the regions at the émd of the ranking have substantial
Aboriginal populations (West Coast, Lower Murraygdér Murray). This may have
influenced responses on indicators relating togirattion, presence of social classes
etc. The Upper Murray also has a considerableaief ethnic minority groups on
the irrigation fruit-growing blocks.

By 1992/93, the trends noted above had intensifisdte mean scores were lower in
every single region, the gap between the highest@amest means had increased, and
three regions now had means significabi#yowthe population mean - Lower

Murray, Upper Murray, and Barossa Valley (now &t viery bottom of the ranking).
Despite the ravages of the rural recession, by /B3%ere was an even greater
tendency for the wheat/sheep belt and high-raip&dtoral regions to cluster in the
top half of the table, and the accessible aregeoéral in-migration to be in the
bottom half.
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Table 7.6 Mean score on 22 indicators of qualityf@wommunity life, by region:

1982/83
Rank Region n Mean Std. z
Dev.

1 Lower Eyre Peninsula 37 717 .106 2.56
2 Lower North 56 .703 A11 2.06
3 Kangaroo Island 24 .708 .106 1.66
4 Murray Mallee 54 .680 .100 0.57
5 Eastern Eyre Peninsula 25 .689 155 0.56
6 Mid North 74 677 133 0.36
7 Metropolitan fringe 30 .677 .109 0.28
8 Upper North 40 .677 126 0.25
9 Upper Southeast 47 673 136 0.06
10 Fleurieu Peninsula g6 .672 123 0.02
11 Central Adelaide Hills 98 .671 .109| -0.05
12 Yorke Peninsula 90 .667 141 -0.29
13 Lower Southeast 128 .666 .108| -0.55
14 West Coast 19 .657 104 -0.62
15 Lower Murray 68 .649 A136| -1.31
16 Barossa Valley 6y .647 127 -1.55
17 Upper Murray 94  .650 121 -1.68

Whole survey 1070 .672 122 0.00

Table 7.7 Mean score on 22 indicators of qualityf@wommunity life, by region:

1992/93
Rank Region n Mean Std. z Change
Dev. in rank
1 Eastern Eyre Peninsula 56 .687 107 3.28 +4
2 Mid North 72 674 118 2.50 +4
3 Kangaroo Island 2P0 677 101 1.79
4 Upper North 48 .665 .108 1.68 +4
5 Murray Mallee 34 671 .149 1.27
6 Lower Southeast 152 .648 124 0.88 +7
7 Lower Eyre Peninsula 43 .650 127 0.57 -6
8 Central Adelaide Hills 7% .644 .099 0.43 +3
9 West Coast 35 .646 .108 0.40 +5
10 Metropolitan fringe 29 .634 124 -0.17 -3
11 Lower North 65 .630 145| -0.44 -9
12 Yorke Peninsula 8D .629 167 -0.47
13 Upper Southeast 41 625 157 -0.54 -4
14 Fleurieu Peninsula 60 .629 106 -0.63 -4
15 Lower Murray 65 .604 130 -2.07
16 Upper Murray 138 .612 113 -2.52
17 Barossa Valley 92 .600 122 -2.85
Whole survey 1113 .638 123 0.00

Source: (both Tables) Author’s postal surveys, 1882nd 1992/93. Regional means significantly

above or below the total survey mean at the .08l lewbetter are shown bold type.
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The regional differences noted above for the avesagres on all 22 indicators may
be amplified when the various indices are examgegghrately. To examine this
possibility, Tables 7.8 and 7.9 set out the redaltshe Attachment, Openness,

Integration and Satisfaction indices by region,882/83 and 1992/93 respectively.

This comparison shows that in 1982/83 there wag htle systematic regional
difference in the values of the four indices. Omlyhe case of the index of Openness

was there a fairly wide variation, with Lower EyReninsula and the Murray Mallee

as the most ‘open’ regions, significantly highearttthe population mean, while at the

other extreme the Central Adelaide Hills and treuReu Peninsula fell significantly

below it. The other three indices had very narramges between the highest and
lowest ranking region, with only one other casewkoEyre Peninsula on the

Attachment index) departing significantly from ghepulation mean. The index of
overall satisfaction with the local community wasy high across all the seventeen

regions.

Table 7.8 Indices of opinions about one’s local camunity, by region, 1982/83

ATTACHMENT

OPENNESS

INTEGRATION

SATISFACTION

Lower Eyre Pen
Fleurieu Peninsul

Kangaroo Island .81

Eastern Eyre Pen .8(Q
Lower Southeast .80

Upper North 797
Mid North .790

Barossa Valley  .78%
Central Ad. Hills .785
Lower North 778
Yorke Peninsula .77

Metro. fringe 764
Murray Mallee .760
Lower Murray .760
Upper Murray 753
West Coast 75(

Upper Southeast

Total survey

.840

.78

.81

e

7]
707
g

Lower Eyre Pen
bMurray Mallee
B Kangaroo Island

4  West Coast

B Lower North .6
Eastern Eyre Pen .6
Upper North .66

> Mid North .66
Upper Southeast .6
Lower Murray .65

8 Metro. fringe .61
Lower Southeast .6
Yorke Peninsula .61
Upper Murray .63

Barossa Valley .6
DCentral Ad. Hills .607
Z-leurieu Penins. .598

Total survey .65

.93 Kangarawdisla666

.67
.67
671

| Lower Eyre Pen.
Eastern Eyre Pen
95 Metiagh

b0 Lower North  665.
72 Murray Malle .665

1 Mid North .6
59 CerlHills .646
6 Fleurieu Penins®34

b3 Lower Myrra .633
52 Upper North .628
17 Upper Murra .627
7 Upper Southeash25
B0 West Coast 22
Yorke Peninsula
Barossa Valley  .59%

4 Total survey

B Lower Eyre Pen.
3 Fleurieu Peninsul

Metro. fringe
Lower Southeast
Kangaroo Island
Central Ad. Hills

B Lower Southeast 2.¢¥astern Eyre Pen
18arBssa Valley

Mid North
Upper North
Yorke Peninsula
Lower North
Upper Murray
Murray Mallee

6Upper Southeast
.61Y Lower Murray

West Coast

41.6 Total survey

.829

.812

g

.84
.835
.83
.83
.83
.829

.819
.81

811
.807
.78
e
172

.82

Source: Author’s postal survey, 1982/83. Regionehns that differ from the population mean at the
.05 level of significance are showraid type. Those significantly below the population
mean are showniialics.

By 1992/93, with very few exceptions, the mean galbhad dropped for all indices
and in all regions - most sharply in the case ef3htisfaction index. The only three
cases where regional index values actually rose Wangaroo Island and the Upper
North (Integration index) and the Upper North agairthe Openness index. While

the difference between the extremes had narrowdtkioase of the Openness index,
it had widened sharply on the Satisfaction indeixiclv now had two regions
significantly above, and two significantly belowgtpopulation mean for that index.
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Table 7.9 Indices of opinions about one’s local camunity, by region, 1992/93

ATTACHMENT OPENNESS INTEGRATION SATISFACTION
Mid North .817 | Upper North .672| Eastrn Eyre Pen .674 Eastrn Eyre Pen .825
West Coast .80bMurray Mallee .67Q Kangaroo Island .66BUpper North * .769
Eastern Eyre Pen .79%&astern Eyre Pen .66Mid North .646| Lower Southeast .768
Yorke Peninsula .79pLower Eyre Pen .66[lWest Coast .644Kangaroo Island .73Pp
Upper North .776 West Coast .645Upper North .639 Fleurieu Penins.  .730
Lower Southeast .773Mid North .631| Murray Mallee .624 Mid North .710
Central Ad. Hills .774 Kangaroo Island .62PL ower Southeast .623 ower Eyre Pen .704
Upper Murray .761 Lower North .614 Central Ad. Hills .61 Central Ad. Hills .703
Lower Eyre Pen  .754Lower Southeast .608.ower Eyre Pen .61[1Barossa Valley .699
Murray Mallee .754 Upper Southeast .59%Metro. fringe .603 Metro. fringe .697
Lower North .74Q Yorke Peninsula  .594Fleurieu Penins.  .594Yorke Peninsula .68B
Kangaroo Island .73PCentral Ad. Hills .593 Upper Southeast .59Murray Mallee .684
Metro. fringe .736 Upper Murray .587 Yorke Peninsula .59[lUpper Murray .686
Barossa Valley .73llLower Murray .585 Upper Murray .586 Lower North .640
Fleurieu Penins.  .73(Metro. fringe .577 Lower North .579 Upper Southeast .625
Lower Murray .728 Fleurieu Penins.  .57@.ower Murray .572 West Coast 579
Upper Southeast .71BarossaValley  .538 |Barossa Valley  .539 | Lower Murray 575
Total survey .76% Total survey .606 Total survey .607 Total survey .702

Source: Author’s postal survey, 1982/83. Regionehns that differ from the population mean at the
.05 level of significance are showraid type. Those significantly below the population
mean are showniialics.

* Does not meet .05 significance crite, due to variation in values of n aods
compared with Lower Southeast.

To help summarise the impact of the rural crisithatregional level, Table 7.10
presents the correlation matrices between theifalices for 1982/3 and 1992/3.
Clearly, at the start of the period, there wasrg g&ong correlation between one’s
attachment to one’s local community, and satistecwith life there. By 1992/93,
this link had been greatly weakened, but the catigals between attachment and both
openness and integration had strengthened. Thidmaterpreted as an affirmation
of the links betweeattachmento community and the traditionally prized quabtief
rural life, despite the sharp reduction (alreadiedabove) ogatisfactionwith it.

The links between the perceived openness and attegrof one’s community
actually strengthened considerably over the peaad,further investigation (not
tabulated) showed that there was also a strongiymsorrelation betweechangein
these two variables over the ten years.

Table 7.10 Correlations between the four indice4,982/3 and 1992/3, by region.

1982/83 1992/93
Attach | Open | Integr| Satisf, Attach | Open | Integr| Satisf
Attachmnt| 1.00 0.24| 0.38/ 0.80| |Attachmnt 1.00 0.50] 0.59| 0.28
Openness 1.00f 0.51f -0.01| [Openness 1.00 0.74| 0.25
Integratn 1.00f 0.42| |Integratn 1.00f 0.48
Satisfactn 1.00( | Satisfactn 1.00

Source: Author’s postal surveys, 1982/83 and 1992/93.
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Fig. 7.2 Regional variations in the mean IndexfdAttachment, 1992/93

Two -tailed probability of z
for difference between whole
survey mean and regional mean

. +0.05 or less
. +0.10 to + 0.06
I:I +0.50 to + 0.11
I:I +0.49 10 - 0.49
D -0.50to-0.11
. -0.10to 0.06
. - 0.05 or less

Regions of South Australia based on
postcode boundaries.
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Source: ( Figures 7.2 to 7.6) Author’s postal survey9293

Fig. 7.3 Regional variations in the mean Indexf@penness, 1992/93
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To assist in visualising the spatial patterningheise regional differences, particularly
for readers unfamiliar with South Australia, soretested spatial distributions are
presented in map form. The map of each index slioevdifference between regions
in the form ofz-scores — that is, the extent to which each rediffiars from the mean
for the whole study area for that particular ind®aly if zreaches05 or belowis a
region significantly different from the mean.

| concentrate on the situation as at 1992/93.hlgh the Attachment index for that
year has only one region (the Mid North) that agfeignificantly from the population
mean, Figure 7.2 suggests an emerging trend tol@nas scores in the more easily
accessible regions, with the higher scores ing¢hgter and more uniformly ‘rural’
areas. Much the same pattern, with slight vamati® shown by the (strongly
correlated) Openness and Integration indices. reigB shows the pattern for the
Openness index, in which the above tendency iseri@amd more accentuated. In
1982/83 generally high levels of all the indicesti&faction, attachment, openness
and integration) were found across the State itk regional variation, but by
1992/93 the evidence suggests that this traditipatiérn was beginning to change
through the loss of strongly locally oriented rtipakn people, plus in-migration of
exogenous, mostly metropolitan, people in the nageessible or desirable areas.

To supplement this general picture, the regiontkepain the responses to a few
individual items among the 22 indicators may bdulseThe response ranking lowest
in both survey years was that to the statementr&@aee no recognisable social
classes in this local community’. Respondents disagreedalmost formed a
majority. Was this consciousness of classes dlyatiacven? The results (Figure
7.4) provide some mild surprises. In local follddhe Southeast, and sometimes the
Barossa Valley, are thought of as somewhat classooaus, but the evidence bears
this out to only a mild degree. The Upper Murragrage response, however, shows
a highly significant tendency to recognise sodasses. The unexpectedly strong
feeling of the absence of marked social classéseitCentral Adelaide Hills, and to a
lesser extent in the Fleurieu Peninsula is a ssedwhich caused me to check the
data) in view of the mixing of population which hg@ne on there.

As mentioned earlier, the only one of the 22 inicato show amcrease(albeit a
very small one) between 1982/83 and 1992/93 wasfaetion with the population

size of one’s local community - a surprising outeoimview of the heavy population
losses shown in Chapter 6. However, a glancegatr&i7.5 shows that, as suspected,
this small overall increase conceals very sharpcamdistent regional differences.
The cue statement was “This would be a better pglatee if the population was
larger”. Those whagreeare expressing dissatisfaction with their commusigmall
population, and appear as negative values on FigGreStrongly negative values
occupy almost the whole wheat/sheep belt. On tiherdand, strongly positive
values reflect the view that the population inltheal community is already big
enough, no more people are wanted: an attitudedipf the ‘drawbridge mentality’

of recently arrived rural retreaters in the cenfrdélaide Hills and Fleurieu

Peninsula, and also of the less drought- and rieceaffected Southeast.

Intermediate positions are occupied by other regyadrelatively high population
density and/or attractions for retirement migratidghe Riverland, Yorke Peninsula
with its many coastal holiday/retirement colonisd a ring around the outer edge, or
rather less attractive northern sector, of Adelasidemmuting field.
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Fig. 7.4 Regional variations in consciousness sdcial classes in one’s local
Community, 1992/93

Two -tailed probability of z
for difference between whole
survey mean and regional mean

. + 0.05 or less
. +0.10 to + 0.06
I:I +0.50 to + 0.11
I:I +0.49to - 0.49
D -0.50to-0.11
. -0.10to 0.06
. - 0.05 or less

Regions of South Australia based on
postcode boundaries.

(Mean score in response to cue statement “Thera@recognisable social classes in this local conityl’)

Fig. 7.5 Regional variations in satisfaction wit size (population) of one’s local
Community, 1992/93

Two -tailed probability of z
for difference between whole
survey mean and regional mean
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Regions of South Australia based on
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(Mean score in response to cue statement “Thisdvoela better place to live if the population vwagér”)
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Fig. 7.6 Regional variations in sense of personsécurity in one’s local
Community, 1992/93

Two -tailed probability of z
for difference between whole
survey mean and regional mean
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(Mean score in response to cue statement “It i fesfwomen and girls to walk around our local taatmight”)

Fig. 7.7 Regional variations in mean score onld2 indicators of attitude to
one’s individual local community drger communities only) 1992/93

Two -tailed probability of z
for difference between whole
survey mean and regional mean

. +0.05 or less
. +0.10 to + 0.06
I:I +0.50 to + 0.11
I:I +0.49t0-0.49
|:| -0.50to-0.11
. - 0.10 to 0.06
. - 0.05 or less

Regions of South Australia based on
postcode boundaries. Regional scores shown thus:

-57
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One further proposition that shows particularlgrghregional contrasts is the
perception of personal safety and freedom from déé&iolent crime (Figure 7.6).
Here no less than eleven of the seventeen regweah scores differ significantly
from the population mean, and the positive dewetiare found solidly in the rural
heartland of the wheat/sheep belt plus Kangar@mds| The significantly negative
mean scores are found in those regions closeiteluding major towns, and/or
having a substantial itinerant or unemployed -rofioriginal - population element.
Although the State’s second largest city (Whyattay appear to contradict this, it is
an isolated urban ‘island’ that lies in an almaspéy expanse of saltbush; practically
no rural respondents to the survey identified ithesfocus of their local community.
Such isolation applies to a lesser extent to Pagusta, which is closer to the more
populated rural areas of the Flinders Ranges agagtern side.

Variations at the individual community level

The above discussion deals with trends of a regjizatare, where substantial
numbers of adjacent communities appear to shanéasiqualities in the perception of
their residents. In many cases, though, suchttgsatnight be expected to vary
substantially from community to community - perhgp#te unpredictably, even
between neighbouring communities. After all, tegponses to the indicator
statements apply specifically to one’s own paracalommunity, not to a whole
region. Because the subcultures, social dynammidgeestige class makeup of
individual communities can differ substantiallyghiy local differences in
attachment, satisfaction, openness and integratepnbe expected to be
superimposed on any broad regional differencesolfar as the data limitations
allow, | now turn to the hypothesis thatra-regional variations in perceived
community qualities will be more pronounced thaa Ibihoad inter-regional variations
discussed above.

The testing of this hypothesis is limited chieflythe fact that primary social
allegiance in South Australia is fragmented amangesy many, very small
communities that there are too few respondents@amunity to calculate
meaningful average scores. An arbitrary decisias made to limit this analysis to
communities nominated by at least ten respondentisedr primary centre of social
activity. There were 21 such communities in 198245 in 1992/93, and of these
only 15 met the minimum criterion in both year#dost (not all) of these naturally
focus on the larger country towns, and may diffestematically from smaller places
in their scores on the various attitude indicesertten respondents per community is
too small a number to obtain a reliable averageli®aggregation into openness,
integration etc. indices.

The individual community data are examined onlytf@ mean score on all 22
indicators together, (GENSCORE) along with the oeses to the overall summary
indicator of satisfaction (“In general terms, haatisfied are you with living in this
local community?”, termed SATIS). (Table 7.11).

*These were: Gawler, Victor Harbor, Murray Bridgaaghalbyn, Bordertown, Naracoorte, Lucindale,
Millicent, Mount Gambier, Waikerie, Loxton, RenmaMinlaton, Port Lincoln and Wudinna.
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Table 7.11 Average scores on the satisfaction ind€SATIS) and mean score on
all 22 indicators of quality ofommunity life (GENSCORE), by
individual communities: 1982/88nd 1992/93.

GENSCORE| SATIS GENSCORE| SATIS
1982/83 1982/83 1992/93 1992/93
n Mean Mean n Mean Mean
Balaklava 15 0.683 0.809
Cleve 12 0.681 0.846
Keith 14 0.722 0.839
Kingston 10 0.700 0.750
Maitland 12 0.655 0.808
Mt. Barker 10 0.658 0.825
Pt. Pirie 13 0.657 0.768
Yankalilla 10 0.707 0.900
Bordertown 18 0.621 0.790 14 0.563 0.554
Gawler 10 0.698 0.825 24 0.637 0.65p
Loxton 24 0.688 0.780 21 0.622 0.655
Lucindale 10 0.664 0.841 16 0.656 0.891
Mannum 11 0.683 0.841 11 0.611 0.523
Millicent 20 0.652 0.850 23 0.663 0.804
Minlaton 12 0.653 0.813 14 0.631 0.661
Mt. Gambier 29 0.662 0.854 47 0.607 0.750
Murray Bridge 28 0.604 0.732 31 0.534 0.605
Naracoorte 24 0.653 0.870 24 0.649 0.700
Pt. Lincoln 11 0.727 0.846 11 0.564 0.65p
Renmark 13 0.666 0.808 24 0.619 0.656
Strathalbyn 12 0.642 0.813 13 0.664 0.731
Victor Harbor 14 0.631 0.804 14 0.672 0.84pb
Waikerie 31 0.643 0.858 34 0.597 0.75p
Wudinna 15 0.702 0.783 12 0.740 0.938
Barmera 16 0.629 0.625
Berri 23 0.596 0.631
Ceduna 10 0.608 0.55(
Eudunda 18 0.552 0.639
Karoonda 12 0.673 0.659
Nuriootpa 16 0.558 0.610
Penola 12 0.713 0.917
Pt. Augusta 16 0.596 0.766
Streaky Bay 10 0.643 0.55(
Two Wells 15 0.633 0.650
Total survey 1070 0.672 0.820 1113 0.638 0.702

Source: Author’s postal surveys, 1982/83 and 1992/93m@ainity means significantly above the
total survey mean at the .05 levddetter are shown ibold type, those significantly below
the total survey mean are showhold italics.

The results for the 1982/3 survey show very littledency for means of the
individual communities to differ sharply from eititbe means for the total

population, or from the regions in which they age sFor GENSCORE, among the
21 qualifying communities only one (Murray Bridde)l below the population mean
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at the .05 level of probability, and none rose a&ibat that level. For SATIS, one
other community (Kingston S.E.) fell significantiglow the population mean, while
only Yankalilla rose above it.

By 1992/93, the individual community scores hacedyped somewhat more from the
population means, and the results for GENSCOREappm Figure 7.7,
superimposed on the regional values for the samablas. It must be remembered
that in absolute terms, the general attitudes esgeetowards rural life still remained
high in 1992/93, even though satisfaction had dedpgonsiderably over the
preceding ten years; what Figure 7.7 shows isdlaive deviation of the regions and
communities from the population means. It sholdd &e recalled that although the
individual community scores are shown in smalldac boxes, these do not represent
towns as such, but dispersed households that fgevith the place symbolised by the
circle.

Figure 7.7 shows that by 1992/93 three communsiigsificantly exceeded the
GENSCORE population mean at the .05 level, whiteetfell significantly below it

at that level, along with a further four at the l&@@el. The spatial distribution of
individual community scores corresponds quite diosethe regional pattern, with a
tendency to low scores in the Barossa and Uppet.awer Murray communities.
However, there is also a tendency for average sdoreeveral of the communities
that focus on larger cities (notably Mount Gambigrt Augusta, and Port Lincoln)
to fall appreciably below those of the surroundiegion, while those centred on
smaller ones (eg. Penola, Barmera, Strathalbynl)tiense above it. There are also
some noticeable differences between relativelyatjospaced neighbouring
communities, eg. Keith and Bordertown; Berri andrBara; Mount Gambier, Penola
and Millicent. Overall, the data for individualroounities obtained from the State-
wide surveys are too sparse to measure the extevitich sharp variations may exist
in people’s attitudes to their local community ba&sween adjacent places. The most
that can be said is that there is a tendency filu@es to one’s community to vary
regionally, and within several of the regions ad@mcy for the community feeling to
be less favourable in the largest centres may seested.

The discussion of change in social allegiance ualen so far in this chapter shows
that despite some significant change over timeglistive terms the1982/83
geography of primary social group identificatiordleanged relatively little by
1992/3. | now turn to the final main question mbsethis chapter: has the spatial
organisation of social life continued to be reicfed by that of shopping and business
activity during the rural crisis years, at leastédommunities centred on middle-sized
country towns, or has the geography of social ifleation drifted further apart from
the geography of trade areas? This is an impogiagstion, given the major early
community forming and building role ascribed to tteam-haul’-based trade centre
in classical rural sociology.

Economic vs. social organisation of space: converyge, divergence or stability?

The 1982-93 crisis period undoubtedly added a Bogmt new element to the
ongoing process of change in the pattern of tradéres, trade areas and trade
volumes in rural South Australia, discussed in G&iap and elaborated elsewhere
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(Smailes, 1996b). To recapitulate, between thé/B#Band 1991/92 retail censuses
there was a continued relative gain in retail spemdhare by the outlying Adelaide
satellites and other towns within the populatioovgh zone around the metropolitan
commuting field. In the continued absence of nesmall-area retail census data (as
of 2006) the precise effects of the rural recessamot be quantified, due to the
inevitable time lag effects. The impact of lowalincomes and the loss of families
certainly reduced overall spending, and a substlamtimber of rural businesses had
been forced to close by 1993. The impact on simgppatterns is likely to have been
complex. On the one hand local spending was somiepvbtected because people
had less to spare for recreational spending anfite¢quent long trips to Adelaide or to
one of the major regional centres; on the othedh#mough, the need to cut expenses
to the minimum to make ends meet also increaseghlmachasing, discount price
seeking and mail orders etc. It appears likely pin@e-consciousness has increased,
traditional loyalties to local businesses straireet] a transfer of at least some
shopping and business travel patterns from sm@lrger country towns is certain
to have occurred.

Elsewhere, | have shown how in one detailed EyreriRala case study, the sharp
reduction in rural spending power caused a trardfeconomic functions up the
hierarchy of centres: closures in neighbourhoodllegntres at first cushioned the
impact on businesses at the community level to sibegeee, but the smaller
community centres in their turn have suffered deswand the transfer of business
upward to regional centres (Smailes, 1998ime-lag naturally occurred as
businesses struggled to stay solvent. By 1993 smrsimesses had succumbed and
many more were under serious threat; but mucheoinipact on community level
centres (eg. the spate of rural bank closures)yett come.

Changein the number and population size of social and business centres

The two State-wide postal studies compared shopgmittgrns for twenty
intermediate-range goods and services for whiclstdwedard community-level
centres were in competition with regional capitalsh as Port Lincoln, and with
Adelaide. In fact, a surprising number of the aador services were then obtained in
quite small country towns. The 1992/93 study cimetd two extra questions, but we
first examine the information that is directly coangble between the two surveys.

To compare the changing patterns of business fctimd social identification with
community, Table 7.12 first illustrates changethie actual numbers of places that
respondents identified as, firstly their “own towthat they belonged to and felt most
at home in, and secondly, as their primary socidllausiness centres at the time of
survey. In some cases ‘own town’ was a distaitdicbod home or previous
residence distinct from and additional to the pnesemmunity centre; not
surprisingly, despite a drop in numbers over theyperiod, by 1992/93 the 1200
respondents collectively still called over 350 platiome.

Concentrating for the present just on the socidleronomic interactionsurrent at

the time of surveyn 1982/83 the rural respondents between thenedams many as
309 places as the centre of their local commurtitgwever no more than 69 of these
figured as the first-ranking place in terms of thenty selected goods and services
(i.e., where the greatest number of these serwessnormally obtained). By
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1992/93, both these numbers had fallen, but whieet were still 26places
nominated by respondents as their community céatfall of 5%), the number of
first-ranking shopping towns had dropped to onlycBBtres (a 16% fall). The
community centréalmost always identical to the place named amBbpenost
important) was the place to which all the attitwdeiables discussed earlier in this
chapter specifically relate. Clearly, with fouraven five times as many primary
social centres as there were of primary shoppingreg, the shopping catchments
must be physically much more extensive, and likelge centred on larger places. In
1992/93, an extra question was asked to discovatwdi the towns normally
supplying the twenty indicator services was the most often visitedand this most
frequently visited place was in many cases oné@tmaller towns on the list,
supplying just a few of the listed services. Ett@n question yielded a list of only
109 places in 1992/93, giving a ratio of well 02&t:1 between ‘community centres’
and ‘most frequently visited’ business centres.

Table 7.12 Numbers of places identified as primarsocial and primary business
centres, and as ‘own town’ it082/83 and 1992/93

Category of place 1982/88 1992/93 Change
No. No. %

Town named as one’s ‘own town’ 410 356 -13

Town named as one’s community cerftre 309 265 -5

Town named as socially most important 299 273 -9

Town most frequently visitedamong those n/a 109

listed as respondent’s main shopping cerftres

Town regularly used fogreatest numbeof 69 58 -16

20 selected goods and serviées

Number of respondents in sample 1347 1198 -4

Source: Author’s postal surveys, 1982/83 and 1992/93

Confirmation that social allegiance is centred atbmuch smaller places than those
normally used for shopping and business purposa®isded in Table 7.13, which

3 ‘Own town’ is given by the response to “Which towr locality do you really consider as your own,
that you belong to and feel most at home in? (Nibie may not necessarily be in the district where
you live at present)”

“ ‘Community centre’ is given by the response t@f2le name the town or locality on which your local
community centres (‘local community’ includes theople of the town/locality where most social
activities take place, as well as the surroundurglrhouseholds that normally use the town foraoci
purposes)’.

> ‘Socially most important’ town is given by the pesmise to ‘Please name the country towns or
localities where you and your family now carry aubst of your social, sporting, church and visiting
activities. If there is more than one, pleasetbein in order of importance, with the most impottan
first’.

® ‘Most frequently visited shopping town’ is givey the response to ‘Of all the towns named in the
table above, which one would you use most often?’

" Given by the response to * On the table belowag#eenter the name of the towns that you and your
family would normally use (over half of your busasg to obtain the items listed’.
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classifies the places named as main social anaddgscentres respectively, by
population size class.

Table 7.13 Main centre for social activities andentre used for most shopping

items, by population size ofmtee, 1982/83 and 1992/93 (No. of

respondents).
Population of 1982 1992
centre (persons)

Social Businesy Social Businepgs
% % % %

Below 500 47.8 2.3 34.8 0.3
500 - 999 13.0 7.4 15.6 6.0
1000 - 1499 8.1 4.7 8.2 3.7
1500 - 1999 6.8 5.9 5.8 3.9
2000 - 2499 2.6 3.0 2.4 2.1
2500 - 2999 3.8 5.4 3.2 5.4
3000 - 3999 4.2 6.1 6.4 11.1
4000 - 4999 4.0 5.6 4.5 7
5000-9999 4.8 11.2 3.7 4.5
> 10000 5.9 48.4 154 55.9
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100
n 1230 1244 1193 1162
Missing values 1y 3 4 36

Source: Author’s postal surveys. 1982/3-1992/3

The contrast between the size distribution of toaetsng as community foci and
business sectors respectively is striking in batary: in 1982/83 roughly 60% of all
towns named as community centres had below 1000iggemmpared to just 10% of
the first-ranking business centres, while thes@qriions were almost exactly
reversed for the major centres of 10,000 peopleupmdhrds. Examining the change
over time, however, these disparities have beemcezti The frequency distribution
has shifted up the population size ladder for Isoitial and business centres,
particularly affecting the very smallest and theyargest population size groups.
For example, the proportion of respondents namitoyva of population 10,000 or
more as their principal social centre rose from &%5%, while the proportion
naming places of below 1000 dropped from 60% to 50%is movement in part
reflects the population growth by migration in i@ like the Adelaide Hills,
Fleurieu and Barossa where some respondents re:tdieie former Adelaide social
links, and others had their main social centrelacgs like Gawler or Murray Bridge;
and at the same time, the bleeding of populatiomfthe outlying wheat belt regions
has reduced the proportion focussing on the srntadkeg of below 500 people.
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The spatial pattern of trade areas, 1982/83 and 1992/93

As is the case with the spatial pattern of sodlab&ance, at a visual level the pattern
of country town trade areas has changed only §jigiver the ten years of the rural
crisis; but the relative stability of the generatlme of trade areas does not pick up
the changing intensity of usage of the centresffatrdnt levels. Figure 7.8 first

shows the pattern of business patronage for tha tbat supplied the greatest number
of the twenty indicator services in 1992/93. Itigectly comparable with the results
for 1982/83 presented earlier in Figure 5.15, dralvs a very similar pattern.
Consistent with the results presented earlier iapgfdr 6, Adelaide’s dominance as
the most-used supplier of the twenty selected sesvappears somewhat reduced
when compared with 1982/83, eg. in parts of Eyn@rizeila, the Upper Murray, the
eastern Murray Mallee and Kangaroo Island. Everil®02/93 results for the second-
ranking centre, (not presented here for spac@nsagive a clear impression of
somewhat reduced dominance by Adelaide over tiy stariod.

Despite this reduction, Adelaide still cast a heslhrgdow over the State in both years,
making it difficult to see the pattern of countopin trade areas clearly at this small
scale. To remedy this, Figure 7.9 shows the faitgyn of business usage of the
twenty selected services (first, second and thiodtmsed places), but omitting all
Adelaide destination arrows. It is directly compaeawith the 1982/83 picture given
earlier in Figure 5.16. The Figures give a vegaclimpression of the economic
regionalisation of the State in terms of its tradd business patterns. Within Yorke
Peninsula, Eyre Peninsula, the Southeast, the [RnrMid-North and the growth
ring around Adelaide, we have a complex and dereteok overlapping trade areas,
but between these regions there is little intereation, once their common links with
Adelaide are taken out of the picture. Within mafsthese regions, comparison of
the 1982/3 and 1992/3 maps suggests an expansiba oiffluence of the dominant
regional centres, particularly Port Lincoln, Whgaland Murray Bridge, and to a
lesser extent Port Augusta; the random distributiosample householders in the two
survey years makes it risky to compare the sppéiierns for smaller centres too
closely, but some of the middle sized regional enlike Kadina, Naracoorte and
Kingscote appear to have lost some of their pressslaminance, while that of Clare
has increased.

Comparing now the 1992/93 map of the first, secamd third most important
business centres (Figure 7.9) with that of the,fsecond and third most important
social centre for the same year (Figure 7.10), the muaterocal-oriented pattern of
social contacts emerges at a glance, even for-léwel choices. Nowhere is this
more apparent than in Eyre Peninsula. At the dame though, with the addition of
second- and third-importance social centres, théapatterns of social allegiance
and business activity correspond much more clabaly they do when only the first-
importance places are examined. This is an impbofitading, for it gives some hope
that the feeling of primary social allegiance amchlism may be transferable upward
over time, as behaviour gradually responds to higiability and lower population
densities.
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Fig. 7.8 Town supplying the greatest number of tenty selected goods
and services, 1992/93 (includes Aalde and satellites)

P '7
»
e /
S
-"0
A1
\' #
R /
Lo
./%
¥ g
v
. P ol
g =
z 8
o =
= =
° 3
g
23
Z\‘-'
> E &
g8
CUU
S o S
O - @
ml-l-g
T b <‘¢7)‘;
o
K 928
=eip—— | I g T

Source: author’s postal survey, 1992/93



206

Fig. 7.9 Town supplying the greatest, next greadeand third greatest number of
twenty selected goods and services, 1992/93c(edes Adelaide)

Source: author’s postal survey, 1992/93
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Fig. 7.10 Places of greatest, next greatest athird greatest social importance,

1992/93
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While both surveys established where the same wsatécted indicator goods were
obtained, neither of them directly sought inforraatabout the respondents’ shopping
habits forshort-range convenienaods such as groceries, hardware or motor
vehicle servicing, many of which could be obtaimethe smallest community-level
and even in the larger neighbourhood centres. B8&/93 re-survey, however, did
identify the shopping centre which may not havesgted many of the twenty
indicator services, but were neverthelessiost oftervisited. Such frequent,
routine visiting and its associated pattern of aots could be expected to reinforce a
social sense of belonging much more strongly tr@asional trips to a large centre
for major items. The degree of localism in suavét behaviour is indicated in the
distribution of travel-times to the most frequentlgited shopping town (Table 7.14).

Table 7.14 The distribution of driving times to he most frequently used
shopping town, 1992/93

Driving time | No. of respondenis% of respondents Cumulative %
(minutes)

0-9 158 134 13.4
10-19 364 30.9 44.3
20-29 224 19.0 63.3
30-39 179 15.2 78.5
40-49 110 9.3 87.8
50-59 24 2.0 89.8
60-69 49 4.2 94.0
70-79 17 1.4 95.4
80-89 3 0.3 95.7

90 & over 51 4.3 100.0
Total 1179 100.0

SourceAuthor’s postal survey, 1992/93

Driving times to the most often used shopping @ate generally short. About two
thirds of the respondents are within a half hodrise of their most frequent shopping
venue, and about 90% are within an hour’s drivinget An hour’s drive, however,
covers a substantial number of ‘country miles’, antchany cases would take
householders well beyond the small place namedeasgrincipal centre of social
activities. The absence of equivalent informafmm1982/83 precludes analysis of
any change during the rural recession.

Social patterns and business patterns. a cross-classification of communities

The above discussion has shown that the populatzendistributions of the most-
used towns for social and business purposes diffamply. Nevertheless, there is
much spatial overlap between their catchment ar@asnore precise cross-
classification is needed to determine the extemitizh the two are intertwined,
acknowledging the fact that not all of the respantsiesocial or business activity,
respectively, is carried out in the place namerhast important. In fact, when
invited to list up to three places in order of imjoce for social activities, only one
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third of the 1992/93 respondents named just ongeedv9 respondents (29%)
named two, and a further 462 (38%) named threedduibt a certain proportion

could have named even more. This pattern of resgsoreflects a number of factors,
notably the spatial hierarchy of local identificati(neighbourhood, community,
region), marginal location of the household betwseveral alternative communities,
continued links with former place of residence, aadn. It thus may well be that the
town most used for shopping and business purpsdés respondent’s second or
third listed place of social importance, or vicasae

Table 7.15 shows the extent to which this occussszclassifying the first, second
and third-named places of social importance ag#énmesequivalent for purchase of the

twenty selected goods and services, for each duheey years. (For shopping as
well as social activities, many respondents didnawhe as many as three places).

Table 7.15 Extent of correspondence between townsed for shopping and
social interaction respective(percentage of respondents).
(A) 1982/3 (n=1247)

1% shopping | 2" shopping | 3™ shopping | No corres-
town town town pondence
T social town | 393 (31.5%) | 152 (12.2%) | 72 (5.8%) 234 (18.7%)
2"% social town| 204 (16.4%) 80 (6.4%)
3% social town | 91 (7.3%) 21 (1.7%)
(B) 1992/3 (n = 1194)
1% shopping | 2" shopping | 3™ shopping | No corres-
town town town pondence
T social town | 455 (38.106) | 140 (11.7%) | 54 (45%) | 143 (12.0%)
2" social town| 205 (17.2%) 70 (5.9%) 16 (1.3%)
3% social town | 75 (6.3%) 25 (2.1%) 11 (0.9%)

Source: Author’s 1982/83 and 1992/93 postal surveys.

The shading pattern on the Table indicates thagtineor otherwise of the
correspondence between centres of social and lsgsanéivity. The strongest
association is found in the top left, where rougbhe third of the respondents are
placed; for them, the first-ranking social and hess towns are one and the same.
Where the first-ranking social town is the secoadking shopping town, or vice
versa, there is evidently still a degree of muteaiforcement between the two, and
together these two cases account for roughly an80% of respondents. Beyond
that, though, the degree of correspondence bettireeivo geographies fades, and
for a good proportion of respondents (approachbi th 1982/83) there is no
correspondence at all. For many of them (in faé6 38 the whole sample, though

this is not apparent from the Table) the commuoitentity does not appear at all as

a supplier of the twenty goods and services. Cwvestudy period, the degree of
change revealed in Table 7.15 is not great, bus dbew a greater variety of the
looser types of connection by 1992/93.
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For the 1992/93 results only, it is possible toestigate more closely the extent to
which social activity, local allegiance and shogppatterns reinforce each other.
The extent of overlap between the most frequerggdishopping venue, the primary
social centre, and the town considered to be do@/s town’ is shown in the form of
a Venn diagram (Figure 7.11) which shows that alssare of over two thirds
(71.8%) of all respondents consider the place wttexg carry out most of their social
activities as their ‘own town’(Ax B). For these people, social participation inrthe
community is buoyed by a strong sense of localrimgia and identification with the
town. The most intensive coincidence social androercial activities occurs in a
little less than half of this common core (34.1%ha whole sample), where the
primary social centre, ‘own town’, and most freqgilyensed shopping centre are one
and the same place (AB n C). The diagram also shows that, for 629 or 52.7%
(179 + 450) of the respondents, their primary da®atre isnotthe place where they
most frequently do their major shopping.

Fig. 7.11 Extent of coincidence between ‘own taw primary social centre and
most frequently used shoppingwm: number and proportion of
respondents, 1992/93

A 450

(37.7%)

179
(15.0%)

407
158 \(34.1%)
(13.2%)

A Primary social centre
B 'Own town’

C Most frequently used shopping town

Source: author’s postal survey, 1992/93

Summing up, the results reported above show tleasdbial and the economic
organisation of space in rural South Australiasm@ewhat more closely related than
the sharply contrasting maps of respondents’ pyraacial versus primary business
centre would suggest at first glance. Howeverrétegtionship is indirect and multi-
tiered, and the conclusion that social activity ppdsonal sense of belonging is much
more localised than is the spatial pattern of lessractivity is inescapable. The main
community of identification coincides with the mésgtquently used shopping town
for less than half of the respondents; and for atraacquarter of cases (23.6%) the
town named as the most frequently used shopping tewompletely different from
the towns named as first, second or even third mgsbrtant social venue. There is
no consistent relationship between the populatioa af towns nominated as first,
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second and third most important places for soatvigies - in some cases the smaller
place is ranked first, and the larger place secahde in other responses the reverse
is the case.

Whichever way they are ranked, the places of éirgt second social importance are
likely to encompass most of the neighbourhood amdrounity level interactions, and
between them the towns on which these two leves®oial interaction focus account
for some 72% of the most frequently used shopmmgs. This finding is of
importance for the possibility of a gradual, natuaward transition of people’s
primary social identification to a higher and metsstainable level in the spatial
hierarchy of centres - redefining the local, intfaSuch upward movement could
bring social identification back to a closer cop@sdence with business activity.
However, the possibility of such an outcome depemd&hether social change can
keep up with the speed with which the geographyil economic interaction itself
is changing.

Changein business patronage of different levels of service town during the
recession period

| have already shown that the frequency distrilbuabplaces named as most
important business centres moved up the laddeomillption size groups between
1982/83 and 1992/93. Has the volume of businesschap the hierarchy in
proportion? Direct evidence from the survey is samat meagre, as no questions
were asked on dollar values of expenditures, bun@ioation is given in Table 7.16,
which is built on the use of the twenty indicatongs and services. For the purposes
of this Table, each time a town is named as thenabsupply location for a good, it
scores a point. With 1198 respondents and 20 iterh892/93, for example, there is
a potential 23,960 points to be distributed amdwguvarious size classes of town. As
not all respondents used all of the twenty itemis, teduces to 21,439, equating to
100% of the business patronage in that year. @islyothe way that this patronage
frequency is spread between town size groupsnetlbe a measure of its dollar
value, but it may indicate the direction of any e

Table 7.16 Percentage of the observed total usagie20 selected goods and
services obtained in differemmiasses of centre, 1982/83 and 1992/93.

Class of centre 1982/83 1992/93
No. % No. %

Adelaide (City) 6,499 29.0 5,317 24.8
Major suburban shopping centres 928 4.1 596 2.8
Other Adelaide suburban centres 123 0.6 739 3.4
Rural: “Regional capitals” (Pop. > 10000) 4,909 21.9 4,868 22.7
Rural: other country towns 9,933 444 9,919 46.3
Total score (mentions of towns used) 22,388 100.0| 21,439 100.0

Source: author’s postal surveys, 1982/83 and 1292/9
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The results above show that, over the rural recegseriod, there has (or had up to
1993) been remarkably little change in the patténpeople’s normal purchase venues
for the indicator services. It is often diffictidt discern the difference between the use
of major suburban shopping centres and other Adelsiiburbs - eg., a respondent
guoting ‘Modbury’ may or may not mean to refer tealTree Plaza shopping centre
located in that suburb. The most one can say thisrtable is that a slight decline in
Adelaide patronage has been taken up by slightasas in the other categories,
(taking all Adelaide suburban centres togethelhe pattern of reduced dominance by
central Adelaide ties in with evidence presentetiegaand also with responses to the
survey question which directly asked respondenestionate (by ticking one of a
series of broad categories) roughly how much af steopping expenditure for non-
convenience items was incurred in Adelaide (Takl&)/

Table 7.17 Changes in the use of Adelaide by respmtents, 1982/83 to 1992/93:
proportion of estimated shoppingxpenditure incurred in Adelaide.

Est. proportion of shopping Proportion of respondents
budget spent in Adelaide
1982/83 1992/93 Change
Percent % % %
0-20 51.1 53.2 +2.1
21-40 9.2 10.9 +1.7
41-60 11.1 11.0 -0.1
61-80 16.3 134 -29
81-100 12.3 11.6 -0.7
Total 100.0 100.0
n 1186 1159
Missing values 61 35

Source:Author’s postal surveys, 1982/83 and 1992/93

Conclusion: continuity or change?

As the findings of each subsection of Chapter EHzeen summarised en route, they
are not repeateid extensdere - a brief overview should suffice. Becaume t
1992/93 survey was a practically identical replamabf the 1982/83 study, with a
very similar response rate, comparison of the tets ef results should give a fairly
accurate picture of any changes in attitude to camty

To state the main conclusion of the chapter first,analysis has revealed a great deal
more continuity than change over the crisis-torcade between 1982/3 and 1992/3 in
rural South Australia’ssocialorganisation of space. Results showed that wihde
average scores fell slightly on practically all ##indicators, they still remained
remarkably high by 1992/93. In particular, theael lbeen little change in the strength
of attachmento one’s local community. Scores on the compaosde&es of
attachment, satisfaction, openness and integratiboth years were found to be
positively correlated with period of residence, egof social involvement, and age
of respondent. Consistent with the migration flamsl population mixing of the
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time, the strong positive association between bbitdl residence in the local
community and scores on the composite indiceswhatevident in 1982/83 had
weakened substantially by 1992/93. Other vargalrieestigated (house ownership,
type of property and population size of the comrymwere found to be related to
some (not all) of the composite index scores, butatationship at all was found with
remoteness of the community from Adelaide.

Spatially, the plotting of attitude scores for wmidual respondents gives a very
complex picture, too difficult to interpret by eyAgglomeration of the data at the
level of broad zones reflecting the age of whitélesment shows that while all the
zones had experience a decline in the perceivelttygahcommunity life over the
period, the extent of this decline had been greatdbe inner or core zone in spite of
its general population growth, and least in thermiediate zone. The differences
between the zones were not very marked, however.

Spatial differences did emerge more clearly atekiel of regional mean scores. The
most significant fall was the clear decline in general level ofatisfactionwith life

in the community of residence. In 1982/83, a Heykel of both attachment to and
satisfaction with local community life was founddhghout the regions of the State,
with a correlation coefficient of .80 between th@t By 1992/93, this coefficient had
fallen to only .28; attachment remained little dushed, but satisfaction had declined
substantially through most of the State, and igesof regional means had increased
sharply. Also by 1992/93, with few exceptions aggr scores on every attitudinal
indicator had fallen in every region throughout 8tate, and at the same time the
standard deviations had increased, indicating wiggpdivergence of opinion
(polarisation is perhaps too strong a word). htiidd be remembered that significant
variations between regions appear in only a re¢ftifew cases on Figures 7.2 to 7.6,
and even in these cases the significance is cacigithin a quite small range
between maximum and minimum regional values.

There was a tendency for the integration and opesimdices - measures of
traditionally valued features of rural life - tamain high in the wheat-sheep belt or
more outlying regions, and to become more closstpaated one with the other.
The more accessible regions tended to score mamypmn the openness and
integration indices. This change is hypothesisag@s$ult from the population mixing
occurring through in-migration in the growth zomdile out-migration from the more
outlying or less environmentally attractive regidras left an older, but still strongly
locally oriented, residual population there.

The data were too sparse to make firm conclusibostgpotential variations in
attitudes to social life at the scale of individuammunities, apart from a tendency
for communities centred on the smaller country t®émscore more highly than their
regional average, and the reverse for larger towns.

Comparison of the changing pattern of social allegée and business activity over the
study period shows a dramatically more localisembgaphy of social than of
economic activity. In both cases there has besmfaupwards through the centre
hierarchy, but this has been very limited in thgecaf social activity, and more
pronounced in the case of business and shoppioth tBe map and the quantified
evidence suggest that Adelaide’s dominance has dmeewhat reduced over the
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study period, with the slack taken up by other Adig satellites and suburbs, and to
some extent by the major country towns. Howevensittering the intensive impact
of the recession, the study shows a very limitedijiestment of shopping patterns up
to 1992/93.

| end this chapter with a reflection on what itsdings mean in relation to the wider
aim of ‘redefining the local’ - i.e. to ensurepibssible, that the deeply meaningful
contribution which | believe that localism can mas&ehe human need for roots,
identity, belonging and solidarity, and for a nichevhich one can function securely
as a social being, is not lost in the processeggotialisation and economic
rationalism. | trace through the argument in @&seof ten steps.

1. We have established, | believe, that althoughtterally based community
allegiance is by no means the only basis of idgefdtmation among rural people,
it remains extremely important. Local communitiese been shown to be well
defined spatially, quite easy to map, and to ewist least two layers in a spatial
hierarchy.

2. In rural South Australia, the environment withiniefhthese local communities
are set is characterised by an increasingly stessppent between core zones of
relative demographic growth, or at least stabibitygd peripheral areas of
demographic decline. The character of demogragiaage has been shown to be
consistent and predictable in nature.

3. Throughout the State, but particularly in the outlyareas, increased mobility
compensates to some degree for falling populatesrsidy in terms of access to
services, but tends at the same time to increasedbnomic power of large as
opposed to small country towns.

4. It has been shown that place-identity, sense afgghg and primary social
contact patterns are subject to much greater mextid are much less dominated
by scale economies, than are shopping and busimesaction patterns. Hence
they change much more slowly. This is not to &y bnce formed, they are
permanently fossilised - the community patternthef1960s and 1970s had of
course already made enormous adjustments to onggghgological and social
change ever since the first European settlement.

5. The three constituent dimensions of rural commesititerritorial (the
habitat/place dimension), communion (the sharelihigef belonging), and
interaction (the local social system) - reinfoeaeh other in favourable
circumstances, but are not necessarily spatiallycatent. In particular, the local
element is only a part of the total social inte@acfield, which also has an
important, and growing component of long-rangemoge’ social contact patterns.

6. Thus the local social system can change more saghidh the other two
community dimensions, responding to lower poputatensity,
telecommunications and increased personal mokitgxpanding the radius of
social interactiorf. Even pre-Internet, by 1992/93 the cohesion obihee tight-
knit habitat/communion/interaction trinity was ady beginning to be stretched
by expanding social fields.

7. Much more threatening to the stability and viapiof the dominantly very small
primary communities of South Australia was (andhg) tendency for economic

8 For South Australian rural households, later figtstk has shown that 1992/93 was essentially pre-
Internet, and mobile phone adoption was just begmn(Smailes 2002).
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functions to withdraw from smaller towns, moving tiye hierarchy to favour in
particular the larger regional centres, and thusk&ring or removing the
mutually reinforcing nexus between social actidhd regular frequent (eg.
weekly) shopping trips.

8. The danger to the local dimension (and the wholii@al complex of rural social
life) comes from a situation where rapid changethé provision of goods and
commercial services, and the employment they gémdransfers economic
activity up the central place hierarchy so far andapidly that social group
identity cannot be re-forged at a broader spatiales quickly enough to keep up.

9. The period of trauma and stress spanned by thily $tas been at least as great for
rural communities as any period since the depressithe 1930s. However the
results reported in this chapter show that up @219, inertia, resistance, the
suspension of much private spending and capitallgoeplacement and so on,
had resulted in a surprisingly little degree ofdamental change in the spatial
patterns of both social and economic interactionsiral South Australia. There
were many tell-tale signs of impending major changewever.

10.What, then, is needed is a set of public policibgctvwill allow rural society to
take advantage of improved mobility - transferrsagial allegiance and group
identity upwards, allowing the refashioning of 8axial organisation of space in a
way and at a pace that does not destroy the eseétaml social fabric. | return
to this in Chapter 9. First, however, | wish tpglement the quantitative and
spatial evidence presented in this chapter withribeh deeper insights into the
processes of social change that come from thetasy@pped qualitative
comments supplied by the respondents. This | uakiein Chapter 8.



