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This report will deal only with a portion of the
project data. As in most surveys a great deal of data were
collected. Here we provide a basic overview of the study,
focusing on major variables of community involvement and
alienation. Following a review of the literature in the
area of community studies,lwe shall discuss the research
design and methodology of this project. Then we shall
provide an analysis of the variables associated with commun-
ity involvement and alienation. The analysis will consider
both individual and ~ummunity data. This strategy we hope
will shed some light on the contribution of both individual
and structural variables in producing variation in involvement

and in alienation.



Theorétical Background

In their analysis of utopian thought, Negley and
patrick, report that a compariéon of utopian thinking in
different eras reveals that in the last 100 years utcopists
have recognized the inadequacy of the communitarian ideal as
the principle of future social organization and were beginn-
ing to see that modern utopia must be the world. Their
amlysis predated the rise of the counter-culture movement
in the 1960's, a movement which ideologically reaffirmed
the communitarian ideal and, behaviourally, resulted in the
emergence of many communes wherein members strove for relative
self-sufficiency. Such communes typically were short-lived
and perhaps more parasitical than independent.2 The evidence
appears to be that the counter-culture movement is dead? and
that it represented a respite.rather than an enduring diver-
sion with reference to the long-term trend found by Negley
and Patrick. While it is difficult to assess the long-run

effects of the counter-culture movement it has contributed

1Negley G. & Patrick, J. Max, ed., Quest for Utopia,
Doubleday, 1963.

23ee Robbins T. & Anthony D., "Getting Straight With
Meher Baba," Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion 1972

3Westhues, K., Society's Shadows, Prentice-Hall, 1972.




to the public discussion concerning decentralization and
the role/function of the local community in the context
of a "shrinking" world.

This re-evaluation of the rolc/function of the
jocal community has also been carried on, with particular
intensity in recent time, by sociologists and others. The
main arcas of study have been the relation of the community
to the society as a whole and the relation of community to
alienation on a personality level.

On the one hand, many studies have attempted to
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analyze the suppcsed "building-block" function of community
for the broader society. Such studies as Coleman's4,
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Martindale's~, Vidich and Bensman's” and Morgan's’ are of
particular relevance in this regard. Coleman, for example,
has argued that the community is becoming less and less- the

"building-block" of which scociety is composed; rather, local

. 4coleman, J., "Community Disorganizaticn" in Merton R.K.
& Nisbet, R.A., Contemporarv Social Problems, Harcourt & Brace 1961

5Martindale, D., American Society, Von Nostrand, 1962.

. Svidich, A.J., & Bensman J., Small Town In a Mass
Society, Doubleday, 1960.

7Morgan, A.E., The Small Community, Harper, 1942.




communities are integrated in mass society via a kind of
functional specialization (i.e., the community that exports
workers, the community that provides recreational services for
+he broader society and so forth ) Martindale has con-
curred with this view and talks about the "nation as the
distinctive community of modern man". Morgan perceives the
same trend-and projects an alarm not evident in the writings
of Coleman and Martindale. These observations rest on the
supposed fragmentation resulting from affiliation with
multiple groups transcending locality; the argument in
general is that the processes which‘tend to_mg%g a community
out of a geographic locality are interrupted and diverted;g
This supposed change or loss of function by the
community has been, in the literature, most closely qsgociated
with the development of the mass society and the cohseqpent
pervasiveness of urbanization. Vidich and Bensman offer an
especially perceptive analysis of this development in their
study of a small New York town; they point out that rather
than there being horizontal linkages integrating diverse
groups and interests at the local level, the signifiéant
linkages were vertical ones whereby local groups and interests

were linked in a metropolitan/satellite fashion to "elites" at

8Homans, G.C., The Human Group, Harcourt Brace, 1950




the national level. Coleman's analysis closely harmonizes

with Vidich and Bensman's in pointing out the efzgqg;ye,and
intensive invasion of the small community through the mass é}
media, leisure, religious, and eséecially, political and
economié institutions. According to these aﬁalysis the small
comﬁﬁnity itself tends towards the mass sociegy characteristic
of the moéérn large urban centre with its small-organized elite
and its lafge unorganized and undifferentiated mass. A most
striking example of this change in community is that reported
by Homans? in his longitudinal brief on Hilltown - a New
England community, characterized in the first years of this
century by a high degree of interaction, mutual assistance,
political activity and local consciousness, which with the
establishment of industrial centres nearby, the luring of the
young to these and other urban centres and the invasion-of
urbanization, has now become a classic example of the so-

called impoverished dormitory community.

However, while most observers perceive this decline

in community, they differ’ in their evaluation of this chéﬁge
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or loss of function. Morgan, for instance, views this trend
with alarm and devotes his book to practical consideratiors

which might effect a stronger "small community". Nisbetl0

9H0mans, G.C., The Human Group, Harcourt Brace, 1950

loNisbet, R.A., Community and Power, Oxford Press, 1963
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concurs with Morgan and places the blame for many current’

social ills on the decline of community. Most recently

vance Packard in his book, A Nation of Strangers, argued

that "whatever the individhal reactions, we are rapidly
losing several critical ingredients of a civilized, salutary
society. We are seeing a sharp increase in peoprle suffering
alienatioh.or feeling adrift, which is having an impact on
emotional and even physical health. We know there is a sub-
stantial increase of inhabitants suffering a loss of sense

of community, identity and continuity."ll On the other hand,
Martindale and Coleman point out that loss of consensus within
the community is not synonymous with loss of consensus in the
broader society and also, community disorganization is not
equivalent to societal disorganization. Rather they appear
to perceive mere shifts (albeit important shifts) in theé
character of affiliation such that occupational g;:oupingsl2

and more broadly based clubs and interests have replaced the

llpackard Yai A Nation of Strangers, McKay, 1972, p.S.

12The fundamental insight here is attributable to

Durkheim E., The Division of Labour in Society, Free Press, 1960

Durkheim emphasized occupational guilds as assuming in modern
SOciety many of the former gemeinschaft functions.




kind of integration formerly operating on the community level.
In gencral those observers expressing concern adopt
the vantage point that in a mass (organic) type of sociecty,
individual involvement and meaningfulness necessitates a
"sense of roots".13 Moreover they assume that this "sense
of rooﬁs“.can only or best be achieved through a mechanical or
a gemeinschaft~life community and, further, that this "sense of
of roots" necessitates more than the relatively uninvolved
household. As Huxley says "if you wish to avoid the spiritual
impoverishment of individuals and whole societies, leave the
metropolis and revive the small country community or, altern-
atively, humanize the metropolis by creating within its net-
work of . . . organization, the urban equivalents of small
country communities in which individuals can meet and cooper-
ate as complete persons, not as mere embodiments of spécialized

nld

functions. Perhaps the issue is more succinctly put by

Nisbet, "alienation from place and property turns out to be at
bottom estrangement of close personal ties which give lasting

15

identity to each". Thus Nisbet like Huxley and others, thinks

that community is the essential context within which modern

13Nisbet, R.A. op. cit.

4 g Pk
1 Huxley, A. Brave New World Revisited, Harper & Bros.,

1958

15Nisbet, R.A. op. cit.



alienation has to be considered.

Just as some argue that community disorganization is
not synonymous with societal disorgaﬂization so too they con-
tend that community disorganization is not equivalent to
individual alienation or meaningfulness. Vidich and Bensman
note that_phe individual and the community spheres should not
be considéred as one. Their point is that while integration
may exist in the community (largely through the operations of
an organized elite) personal disorganization may be quite
prevalent. Other researchers have pointed to this pattern,
namely that in highly integrated and inflexible communities
suicide rates and other indices of personal alienation may
also be high.l® Coleman contends that the obverse of this
pattern may also be common in the sense that the individual
is freer now from the constraints of community bonds, and
possibly able to establish more meaningful bonds .on a non-
territorial basis. The Coleman contention is quite popular
among social scientists. They are quick to observe that "a

careful reading of the materials on social history suggests

15Durkheim, E. Suicide, Free Press 1960; Firth, R.,
glements of Social Disorganization, Beacon Press, 1961 and
adel, S.F., in Firtn, p.75. '




that the emotional security amd mutual aid afforded in the
unchanging community entailed a fairly substantial cost.

The price of insularity appears to have been an amalgam of
excessive parochialism and bigoﬁrf, a limitation of oppor-
tunity and choice of associates, a close surveillance of
one's behaviour by neighbours, a short life expectancy and a
low levelgﬁf living."17 Fischer also minimizes the signifi-
cance for £he individual of community disorganization,
observing that "studies of social networks indicate that
peoplc draw important others from outside the neighbourhood,
town or even region -~ with little discernible ill-effect.

People can build their identities on bases other than places

on a map.“18 The suggestion is that the true or authentic

—

"community" is not an association founded on physical proximity

but one of interest, of affection, free from the constraints

of distance.

From this brief analysis of modern thought pertaining
to community, it is apparent that all agree on the change in
the role/function of the local community. An indication of
this development is the obvious inadequacy of traditional

definitions of community. In modern urban society how marny

L 17Hawley, A., "Review Symposium On "A MNation of
Strangers" American Journal of Sociology July 1973 p. 165

> 18Fischer, C.S., "Review Symposium . . ." ibid, p.168
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jocal communities can be defined as "total ways of life,
complexes of behaviour composed of all the institutions
necessary to carry on a complete life, fcrmed into a working
wholc"?19 Probably few communities ever existed in the sense
implied by the definition but the prevalence of approximations
in the past made the definition a useful idecal-type. In modern
society the small relatively independent and self-contained
community is an anomaly. The complexities of modern society
are such that specialization and functional interdependence
characterize all aspects of life. To the extent that small
commuﬂities provide "a locally based sense of g2curity and
stability"20 they are either found deep in the hinterland or
are specialized loci catering to specific status and age
groups.

The more debatable point concerns then thevcanse-
quences of this change in role/function for society as %
whole and for personal alienation. Virtually all social

scientists assume that for societal maintenance and for

personal meaningfulness, social ties are vital. But those
| .

ipersons contending that decline in community is not partic-

ularly disruptive for society emphasize that patterns of

affiliation have merely changed - the referents are different.

9 . . . .
Martindale, D., op. cit and Frith, R., op. cit.
20Berry, B., "Review Symposium . . ." op. cit.



gimilarly, they argue, community decline is not equivalent
to personal alienation, since involvement can and does operate
on a different basis. We have envisaged our work as an effort
to discuss these questions. Concerned with actual behaviour,
we have examined the nature of involvementin different types
'of small communities, the extent of security, identity and
&stability~from the individual resident's point-of-view, the
'relation between social linkages in the community and linkages
outside the community and the variables, community and affili-
ational, which predict alienation.

Alienation has long been a concept of intense study
and inquiry. Indeed as one author has "written the history
of man could very well be written as a history of the alien-

n2l Insightful writers long ago predicted. the

ation of man.
rise of a pervasive alienation. The characteristics of .western
capitalistic society have usually been held accountable for
alienation in its varied manifestations: The larée population
in the cities, the gap between the rich and poor in a context
lIof universalistic achievement norms, the struggle for monetary

lgains and the material goods that it buys, the revolution in

[€Xpectations related to industrial affluence, the pervasive

2lcoser, L., & Rosenberg, A., Sociological Theor
1957' D.526 I r g, ’ g Y
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' character of friends and confidantc, the increasing value

geographic mobility of people and the consequent temporary

attached to science accompanied by a systematic rejection of
religious beliefs and sccurity.

The increment in the direct observability of alien-
ation phenomena in recent years and the seriousness of its
sympt&ms.l the increase of drug use, the development of strange
and mystic religious cults, communication clashes between and
within groups, the emergence of violence - oriented ideological
groups and so forth - have led some thinkers to posit that the
very basis of social order and the fundamental structures and
values of society are threatened. Consequently, there has
been a renewed concern about the small community, an ideal-
ization of it, since it is associated with previous‘life.styles
and patterns of association. There has also been a mulititude of
attempts to study the multi-dimensional aspects of alienation.
Utopians concentrate on planning societies, modifying or elim-
inating those factors thought to cause alienation. Others seek
to explore the realm of alienaticon to reveal important causes

f it, with the final intent of understanding the dynamics of
uch an influential phenomenon. In this study we have attempted
O measure and differentiate between alienation from people and

lienation from the values and directions of modern society.



The Locus of Study: Halifax County, HNova Scotia

In examining the role/function of the contemporary,
small community in the light of our theoretical background,
we recognize the necessity of considering it in relation -to
the metropolitan centre -~ the chief source of the penetrating
rays of modern mass society. From a research des@gn point
of view one can perhaps best get at the new processeé of
integration and specialization and thereby understand the
changing role/function of the small community when one can
study a host of small communities which are satellites in

various ways and to various degrees of the same large,

developing metropolitan centre. It is equally clear. that in
:examining the small community one has to be cognizant of the
great variety of small communities. Duncan and Rei;s have
fruitfully distinguished suburbs from more distant and rural-
like communities in their analysis of the social character-
istics of communities?? Coleman discusses brieflf‘several
different types of communities noting especially the beha?ioral
differences between communities which are new urban extensions

and those which began as independent towns and have only

recently become suburbs.23 One might well expect that

22Duncan, D.D., & Reiss, A., Social Characteristics
of Urban and Rural Communities, Wiley, 1950.

23Coleman, J., op. cit.
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affiliation patterns, alienation and so forth would differ

in small satellite communities with different historical

economies (i.e., fishing, mining, lumbering), different

size populations and different diétances from the metropoli-

tan.centre. Consequently, again from a research design point

of view it would be desirable to examine small communities
hich &iffér along these lines yet relate to the same single
etropolitan centre.
Halifax County, Nova Scotia, seems ideally suited
to the kind of study we conducted. The county lies on the
tlantic coast bhetween Guysborough and Lunenburg counties.

It is the larges*.=nd richest county in Nova Scotia24 and it
ontinues to grow, population-wise relative to other sections
f the province.25 The county extends more than 90 miles
arallel to the coast and stretches more than 25 miles inland.
he core of the county and its fastest growing sector is metro-
olitan Halifax-Dartmouth éhich had a population of roughly

85,000 in 1961, and approximately 225,000 in 1972. It is the

[ 24ga1ifax County has the lowest incidence of low-
ncome families among the 18 counties of Nova Scotia. See
. Sgott, Wood, " A Profile of Poverty in Nova Scotia",
nstitute of Public Affairs, Dalhousies University, 1967.

f 25as a province Nova Scotia has had two basic centres
£ industry and commerce - Metropolitan Halifax and the coal-
Steel complex centered around Sidney. The latter appears to be
N a state of stagnation and over the past two decades its
OPpulation has been declining. Industrial developments in the
rldgewater area and along the Strait of Canso threaten still
urther the significance of the Sydney centre in Nova Scotia.

13



ljargest metropolitan area east of Montreal, the commercial’
and administrative centre of Nova Scotia and to a large extent
3 thé entire Atlantic region of Canaﬁa. Metropolitan Halifax
is not within the County municipal jurisdiction.* Non-metro-
olitan Halifax County is largely rural, composed of some 207
ecognized small communities of various sizes, different
ccupatioﬁél and economic foci and varying degrees-on the
traditional/modern continuum. These communities are oriented
o the Halifax-Dartmouth metropole, the largest centre within
1,000 miles; indeed the largest altérnative centre within 100
iles of any of the small communities is Truro which had a
opulation of about 12,000 in the early 1%60's. Outside the
etropolitan centre the largest town in the county in the early
960's was Sheet Harbour (population of 1300) which,- being
ocated in the sparsely populated eastern corner of the county,
as been something of a regional centre for smaller scattered
ommunities in the area.

Halifax County has been changing rapidly since the
econd world war largely as a consequent of the development of
he Halifax-Dartmouth metropolitan centre. The metro area has
lmost doubled betweer 1941 and 1961 and it i's expected to be

round 300,000 in the early 1980's.2® Both Halifax and

S 26see Report # I, Population, Development Office,
¥OL Halifax, 1967, Recent analysis suggest that the rate

£ growth has f 11 .
allen off and that a pro- ]
ould be more accurate. projection of 265,000
14




partmouth as well as the metropolitan area have increased in
geographic size as a result of anncxations and redefinitions
in the 1960's. Consequently, in terms of both population and
geographical size the metropolitan area has become proportion-
ately larger relative to the rest of Halifax County and Nova
Scotia. Considerable highway construction has "collected
together" the small scattered communities outside the metro
rea and oriented them towards the latter. The Halifax area
increasingly provides for the county residents employment
pportunities, commercial and social facilities and expect-
tions for services and life style. The part of Halifax County
ediately surrounding the metropolitan area especially has
een influenced by the growth of Halifax-Dartmouth; £fishing
ommunities have become residential communities, summeg cottages
ave been converted to year-round residences and the frontiers
f the metropolitan area (and consequently relatively cheap land
d homes) continues to stretch out farther and farther into
he countryside.27

The rural area surrounding metropolitan Halifax

eveloped initially through the establishment of many small

ishing villages along the coast. Farming has always been a

econdary activity - the county, except for a small area inland

27
By 1961 most available land in the city of Halifax

ad been filled so that ) i i
at population growth in the city ceased
nd the 1961 census r p g y

ecorded a small decli i ati m
he 1951 Eioures. decline in population fro

15



in its mid-section, is quite rocky and not suitable for
cultivation. Mining has been of some significance in the
ounty's economy. A minoxr gold rush was set off in the last
alf of the nineteenth century when gold was discovered in
everal small communities; 28 limestone and gypsum has also
een discovered and worked. Lumbering has also béen'of
ignificance particularly in the eastern half of the county.

he consequence of these types and scale of economic activ-

— — - —

a— —

ties was the establishment of many small, scattered

S ——————

ommunities centred about specific natural resource exploi-.

ation. .éaw mills, fishing plants and mines, along with
hurches and schools, dotted the county's landscape. In
971 some 40,000 people were distributed over the 200 small
ommunities in non-metropolitan Halifax County. B

Most of the 200-odd small communities in Ealifax
ounty have had a long history of settlement; most were
stablished by the first quarter of the nineteenth century;
1l the communities selected in our study have been recog-
ized communities for at least one hundred years. Along

ith longevity has developed a strong sense of identity

ocoted in pervasive kinship ties. Locally-compiled histories

e 287he gold mines have been dormant for some time but
the recent sharp increases in the market value of gold
ere has been considerable "stirring" in the communities.

16



re available for many communities. In the past decade in

any of these communities thec social structure and population
omogeneity have been changing dramatically. Cenerally there
as been a significant decline of economic base outside the
etropolitan area. Fishing, lumbering, mining and fqrming

ave falléﬁ off sharply. Most significant here has been the
losing of.the mill at Sheet Harbour - this mill, employing
ver 100 workers, had been the only "large" economic activity
long the eastern shore of the county. Governmental cfforts

o attract industry outside the metropolitan area has not been
ffective in altering the economic marginality of the area.
evertheless, an international airport has been built in the
ounty, a few small-scale industries have been attracted énd/or
ustained by government support, population has spilled-over

rom the metro area and mobile home parks have become common

n the county.

17




study Design

In this report we will be concerned with accounting
for variations in the levels of community involvement and the
relationship between affiliational patterns and types of.
alienation. The term, community, refers to any geographical
clustering of households héving recognized boundaries and a
1ong—stanaing name of designation and being recognized as
uch by residents and public authorities. Usually when we
hink of community we think of some sort of "commonness" or
involvement" existing among persons in the constituent house-
olds. However, since it is our purpbse here to examine
involvement", it seemed imperative to use the commoﬁ sense
efinition adopted above. Our working definition is similar
o0 Parsons' conception of community as "a collectivitQ; the
embers of which share a common territorial area as their base
f operations for daily activity".29

Within each community we were interested in examining

those natural processes which develop a sense of comnmunity

d provide norms and informal structures for collective actionv"BO

=

the smaller community (population of. roughly one thousand and
der) which is the fo-us of our study, there is an absence of
tensive formal governmental machinery and a dependence on these

atural processes", Outside Halifax and Dartmouth, communities

29. Parsons, T., The Social System, 1951, p.91

30. Coleman, J

1 OpP. cit.
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re g{ouped into regions, each region electing a represent-
tive to the County Council. Formal governmental machinery
s thus quite limited though larger éommunitics may have
atepayers' associations.

Béfore we discuss the variables and indices we used,
t is perhaps useful to mention briefly what others have
eferred %5 when discussing the "natural processes" marking
ohesion or involvement among the households constituting the
ommunity. Tonnies, whose gemeinschaft-gesellschaft distinct-
on has been very popular, discussedlcommunity or gemeinschaft
s involving a high degree of face-to-face interaction, co-
peration in labour and intimate knowledge and indeﬁtification
one another on the part of the meimbers of the communit_y.31
ile stressing interactional qualities, Tonnies talked about
ree kinds of communities: blood, neighbourhood and mind.
cality as a factor in itself helps to give rise to commun-

Y, epecially of course in the case of the neighboufhood_type.

t community of any type seeks to reinforce and fulfil itself

3l. Tonnies, ¥., Gemeinschaft and Gessellschaft, English

translation by C.P. Loomis, 1940.
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by means of common residence; this process is referred tg
py Tonnies as the third law of gemeinschaft: "that those
who love and understand one another remain and dwell together
nd organize their common lifc."32 ‘
Tonnics appears to have emphasized interaction,
nowledge, identification, common labour (mutual assistance)
nd, by implication, kinship and locality. Most éociologists
ave followed Tonnies' lead in specifying the key components
f community but of course each sociologist singles out some
omponents as especially salient. Hillery, in a major work
ollating all significant definitions of community,33 examined
total of ninety-four definitions, showing that the majority
hare three common elements: a territory of area, common ties

nd social interaction. Coleman placed emphasis on the identi-

ication of self with others and upon cooperation in the face

32. 1Ibid, p.55. Meaningful personal relations without
locality demand energy, risking face and so on.
Locality lends itself readily to the development of
meaningful personal relations even if the "social
system" attributes of community are gone.

33. Hillery, F. "Definitions of Community", Rural Sociology

20




f common problems.34 Angell, following Durkheim,35 emphasized

greement on fundamental moral issues, using as his compongnts
f moral integration the degree of identification of self with
thers as well as common action ahd value consenses.36 Leighton
ot al in their study of community37 distinguished integrated
‘rom disintegrated communities according to the degree of
ommon.vaiﬁe consensus, cooperation and density of interaction;
inship relations were also emphasized.

Homans' longitudinal study of Hilltown shed important
ight on the key components of community. He contended that
he crucial variables of the high community spirit in Hilltown
t the turn of the century were kinship ties, mutual assistance,
nterest in each other and a high rate of social interac@ion.
t the time of community impoverishment, there was little inter-
ction among the community households, little interest in one

nother or local affairs and few shared activities. Homans,

34. Coleman, J., op. cit.

35. Durkheim discussed social cohesion in terms of the
degree of morally effective relations among members
of the unit.

36.

Angell's specific indicators of these components were
crlme.raEes and contributions to the community chests.
See his "The Social Integration of Selected American

Cities", American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 47,
1942, pp. 575-592.

37. Leighton, D
Basic Books.

The Stirling County Study, Vol.I, 1959

21




1so pointed out the subsequent decline of shared sentiments
nd norms.38 Homans' analysis further points to the relation-
hip between local community identification and voluntary

ffiliation. Other studies have supported this latter obser-

ation, one sociologist observing that "involvement in local _

elf-government and voluntary associations is a condition for

he stability of the commu_nity."39

38. Homans, G., op. cit.

39 Bernard, F., American Community. Behaviour, New York,
1962..p..339. See also Litwak, E., "“Voluntary
A85901at+ons and Neighbourhood Cohesion", American
Sociological Review, Vol. 26, 1961, p. 260.

22



It is apparent that the key components of community
involvement as far as the literatu;e is concerned, include a
large number of variables, among them cooperation in the fﬁce
of problems, intimate knowledge of one another, frequency of
jnteraction, common value consensus, shared sentiments, identi-
fication of self with others and kinship relationships. The
indicés ﬁéed in this study to assess community involvement were
knowledge of people in the community, frequency of assistance
with friends and relatives in the community, frequency of inter-
action and assistance with households generally and participaticn
in voluntary associations in the community. We emphasized the
variable of cooperation and mutual assistance in our index of
community involvement. The variables of common value consensus
and shared sentiments were not directly incorporated-int6 our
index. Such variables are presumed to correlate highly with the
interaction and mutual assistance measures. As Homans contends
"the more frequently perséns interact with one another the stronger
in general are their favourable sentiments towards one anouher,"40
further, he notes from his Hélltown study, "a decrease in the
frequency of interaction among the members of a group and in the
umber of activities they participate in together entails a

ecline in the extent to which norms are clear and common."41

40. Homans, €. ODe clt.

41. 1Ibid.
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In this study we developed a separate index, the Community-
gelf Perception Scale, in order to examine more precisely the
relationship bhetwecen community invélvement and the perceiﬁed
congruence between self and others in the community as regards
values and sentiments.

A critical consideration raised earlier concerns the
relatio;éhip between variations in community involvement and
patterns.of affiliation outside the community. As the role/
function of the small community changes do people without strong
ties in the community link themselves with clubs and friends
outside the community? Are involvement patterns inside and
outside the community mutually reinforcing or comﬁensatory?

In our index of out-of-community involvement the key_va;iables
were frequency of assistance with friends outside - -the community,
participation in non-local voluntary associations and number of
outside relatives and friends with whom respondent visits as
well as the frequency of that interaction. In this index the
emphasis is placed on the interactional variable, a "weaker tie"
than mutual assistance which we emphasized in the community
involvement index. Weak ties in general are of critical import-

ance in understanding cohesion beyond the local community.42

42. See the article by M. Granovetter, "The Strength of
Weak Ties", American Journal of Sociology, Vol. 78,
No. 6, 1973. Granovetter noted that "strong ties
o breeding local cohesion, lead to overall fragmentation"

whereas ?wgak ties are indispensable to individuals'
OPportunities",

24



Tt has been obscrved that we developed a separate

index, community self-perception which ve anticipated would be
closely related to community involvenment. Separate indexes
were also developed to determine the modernity of outlook of
residents and their perception of success in life. The former
index, khe modern versus traditional orientation, was based on
an operationalization of Parsons' pattern variables and it was
anticipated that it would relate closely to affiliational
patterns beyond the community. The index, perceived success in
iife, was assumed to be an important bridge between pétterns of
affiliation and patterns of alienation.

In the initiation of the study we were concerned with
the need to develop a typology of communities within which to
examine the variables noted above. The assumption was that
different types of communities provide different contexts for
affiliation_and alienation. The community characteristicé

initially selected were population size, distance from the metro-

pﬁigg;; cent

entre and socio-economic homogeneity; later a fourth
_--—"—-_-—__ »

Characteristic, the "social systemness" of the community was
S ek

Jadded..

The population size of the community has been mentioned

Very frequently as critical in determining the behaviour of

comm 43 ;
unity members. The chief problem with this variable of

3. See for example Goodman, P and Goodman, P,

Communitas Vintage, 1960.
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size is, at what points does it affect behavioural and atti-

tudinal differences? Does a_population of scven hundred,
everything else being equal, prbvide a significantly different
context fhan a population of four hundred? In this study the
range of size is only from one hundred to circa one thousand
populatibn. Nevertheless, we believed that size could be an
important variable even within this small range;44 initially,
then, we considered population as a dimension of a typology of
communities.

Distance from the metropolitan centre has often been
cited as an important community characteristic affecting commun-
ity behaviour. Duncan and Reiss, among others, stressed this
variable in their analysis of social characteristios of urban
and rural communities.45 The problem with this variable is the
implication of the term "farther away" or "distant". In this
study we referred simply to mileage. Davis46 énd zipf47 have

shown that simple distance is of importance in distinguishing

44, Eric Fromm in his Sane Society suggested that a remedy
for the ills of modern social organization would be
the estab’ishment of communitarian socialistic societies

composed of small groups with no more than 400-500
membexs in each. '

45 Duncan, 0.D., and Reiss, A., Social Characteristics of

Qrbgn and Rural Communities, Wiley, 1950
Davis, K. Human Sociecty, Macmillan, 1948 and
46. Llpget, S.H., Aqrarian Socialism, University of
California Press, 1950.
47. 7zipf, G.K.,
Least Rffort,

Human Behaviour and The Principle of
Addison-wisley, 19409,
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the effccts of urbanization on small communities. Mileagc
appears to exhaust the notion of distance in the Halifax

County situation. Apart from mileage, the small communities
are equifably connected to the metropolitan area by roads,
television, radio and magazines/newspaper; furthermore, there
appears;fo be few significant differences in the quality df
roads and of course there is no alternative metropolitan centre.
While mileage is a continuous variable, there is some basis for
anticipating important cut-off points in our study. Form and

Miller48

contend that the most important linkage to the city is
that of residence with work. Duncan has suggested that the
maximum distance travelled from residence to work is from twenty
to forty miles.49 Finally, studies carried out in-Halifax County
suggest an urbanized region with a radius of thirty miles extend-
ing from the Halifax-Dartmouth centre.so

The third variable making up our typology-of community was
occupational composition. This variable has been strongly
emphasized in the literature. Perhaps Coleman has articulated
MOSt succinctly the views of all these scholars, "similarity
of RCt;vities leading people to be sﬁbject.to the same events

and enjoy one anothers' company ... makes for mutual identifi-

48. Form, W., and Miller, D

Harper, 1960

49,
Scﬂgisd:,h'lntra—Urbgn Population Movement" _in_Hatt, P.,

-+ Citiles and Society, Free Pres 8, 1957.
artmouth Regional STudy, February, 1960

.+ Industry, Labour & Community

50. ggllfax -D
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cation which pulls people together".51 The powerful influence
of occupation in modern day society, accurately perceived by
punkheim, is reflected in the voluminous literature on social
class. No doubt different occupations have somewhat different
behavioural implications.52 Yet a community characterized by
occupational homogeneity of whatever kind may beé expected to
differ éénsiderably from a community characterized by occupat-
ional heterogeneity. As one scholar has noted perhaps extremely,
"fundamentally however, the nature of a community does not depend
on the calling of its members. A fishing, mining or college town
will be found to have the same fundamental traits as a éommunity."53
In this study we considered initially concrete occupa-
tional homogeneity and occupational heterogeneity. Homogen-
eity was defined as communities where over two-thirds of the
main bread-winners of the constituent household are of the same

occupation. However, it was not possible to select an adequate

diversity of communities in this fashion. Accordingly, homo-

51. Coleman, J. op. cit:
52. Differgnt types of fishing in the:community may even
Mean different patterns of household involvement. Thus
gqme'dlrferences might be expected depending on weir
ishing or lobster fishing; see 1963 Annual Report,

In§t1tuFe of Social and Economic Research, Memorial
Unlver51ty.

23, Morgan, AE., op. cit.
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geneity and heterogeneity ultimately was operationalized on

the basis of the socio—-economic status of the occupational

distribution in each community. This substitution was consid-

ered justified since "one of the necessary conditions of a
tsocial interaction' community is the absence of strong status
feelings with its corollary, the presence of feelings of being
roughly -on par with one's fellows".

An important community characteristic which was added
subseguent to the original research was the social systemness
of the community; that is, the extent to which the community
provides within its boundaries the possibilities for a complete
way of life to its members. We believed that the crucial indi-
cator of social systemness would be the percentage of the labour
force employed within the community. 3
Religion and ethnicity were not considered critical as
imensions of atypology of communities because they appear to be
£ lesser import both in mocdern society and in Halifax County.
ile there are some exceptions to this trend, the discriminating
portance of ethnicity -as measured by intermarriage rates appears

be declining in North America.54 More problematic but on the

hole revealing the same trend, have been the recent analyses of

54.' HOllinghead; A.B, r
gﬁgdy Of New Haven, and Clairmont, D.H., Deviance
o ng Indians and &skimos in Aplavik, Northern Affairs
and Natpral Resources, 1962.

Courtship and Mate Selection: A
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r - - - -
religious differences.SJ Oour preliminary information on

Halifax County indicated that while ethnicity and religion
were important, they were less important as contexts for
behaviour and attitudes than the variables selected for the
typology. In this sense we anticipated a finding similar to
that found by Homans in Hilltown - that community in the early
years of-the century had religious and ethnic mixture yet the
small, distant and occupational homqgenous community had a high
level of activity, spirit and identity; it appears that occu-
pational heterogeneity and the presence of new nearby industrial
centres were crucial community characteristics affecting changes
in behaviour and attitudes.

Generally we anticipated that population size, distance
from metro and homogeneity would effect different patterns of
affiliation and alienation. Distance and homogenéity'of occu-
pational distribution were expected.to produce more favourable
contexts for community involvement as they grew in magnitude;
the contrary relationship was expected to hold in the case of
pPopulation size. The relationship of these variables to affili-
ational patterns outside the community, except in the case of
distance (where a strong negative relationship was expected), was
considered problematic. The desire to develop a typology was

based on the idea that there may be important cutoffs in each

i gggngigeggr W., Protestant, Catholic and Jew, Doubleday,
Otti 4 amn L_: ¢ - 1 al = Ve = b 4 -
House, 1958. ngham, E., Religion ana Society, Random
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Rti.e. size at 400, distance at 30 miles, homogeneity
perx cent), would be imbortant.
‘ It was noted above that the community is gencrally
ed an appropriate context to study alienation. Fre-
3w@§}interaction patterns, group associations, cooper-
'.ﬁg close personal ties and common value consensus,
often synonymous with community, are usually consid-
rovide low levels of alienation. We also noted above
scholars differentiate and do not accept such an
lation from community disorganization or involvement
f-éiienation or lack of it. 1Indeed given the view
lier of the integrity and unity of modern society
;:well be that those individuals who ére highly

“ﬁ=%he local communities would be most likely to be
R

lously the concept alienation covers a wide range
%Qns. In this study we followed Parsons' con-

:}eally two types of alienation: person-alien-

iralienation.ss It seems reasonable to postulate

NS, T., The Social System, Chapter 7, Frece Press,
- i 1951].
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that under modern societal conditions there may be strong negative

iéiétionships between

i . ¢ o s .
ﬁggégation and an inverse yelationship between extra-community

local community cohesion and personal alienation

*%;;%{iation and valuc-alicnatioh. In other words, the two
m&;&g:léf‘alienation while closely related, may control and be
CYPC

*fﬁéiied by different factors. We anticipated that our

"“Qbf modern versus traditional orientation, perceived
. in life and outside community involvement would relate
> value-alienation while community involvement and community

ception would be related to person-alienation.

of twenty-four communities outside metropolitan Halifax-

. Given our initial three variable typology, where each

-*»iﬁ}ﬁfs bifurcated, there were eight cells and it was hoped

11d select three communities for each,cell.57 Due to

{mfm@.tragic circumstances, that goal was not attained
the end the survey was carried out in twenty-one different
des, eighteen of which were in Halifax County and three

- Buysborough County. In selecting the Halifax

iities wa first constructed a list of recognized

gg;# administrator, Professor W. Benallick was
N an automobile accident.

36 9# fecognized communities was constructed from
:%“§f¢§géithe-1956 Census, the Halifax County
Snie Adf? gnd the Ha{1§a¥ County engincering
her the ggﬁ%ﬁg@%er officials were cuestioned .
1ties were "recally comnunities

32



{ég£%EGEred part of the Halifax-Dartmouth areca and those

Eﬁﬁéf 100 or substantially larger than 1300 in population. .

i

= remaining 65 communities were sorted in terms of the

rﬁ&iﬁiﬁ&l eight cell typology and the eightecen "best fits"

sye selected for study.

Perhaps we should elaborate on the allocation of

'ities to cell category. Once the (65) community listing

ained we readily determined precise population and

 §i$tance from the metropo}itan centre. From electoral

A

;-@yé;post office data we obtained occupectional distri-

i%f each community. The problem of classifying commun-
i%ﬁmm of homogeneity was resolved by using the Blishen
'Jihgéyélassify occupations; the seven-level Blishen scale
%ﬁ into three classes and the proporﬁibn of occu-
'eh%{zéach of the three classes was computed for each

To be considered homogeneous, 60 pér cent of the
in the community would have to fall in one of the

S Having pperationalized the dimensions of the
elected from the shortened list of communities

-ies best exemplifying the specific cells. For

1 represented communities with very small popu-

-, under 400 persons), distant from the metropoli-

B., "An O

N ccupatio T N o .
¢+ Canadia P nal Scale" in Blishen, B.,

N Society, Macmillan 1961.
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e (i.e., more than 60 per cent in the same "class");

the list of 65 communitics we selccted three communities

Within each community a random sa&ble of the house-

as surveyed. Analytic sampling, calling for the

surveyed households were drawn randomly on the basis
ag@ping- In each community 20 households were surveyed .

y, we have two kinds of data: individual data (21

stions were added. This pre-test proved especially

in our consideration of the alienation measures.

m v

-

., “Soc%al Attitudes and Social Class",
Sh _Journal of Sociology, Vol. I, pPp. 56-66.

pr
]

]
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pescription of Questionaire

The questionaire contained ninety-two questions and
- F 4

+he average interview time was one and one-half hours. The

sas covered included basic household data (i.e. age, sex,

1gg@¢ﬁg§ﬁ, marital status and occupation of all household
e cOowm.

,organizational affiliation and activities, including

s and religion, in and beyond the community, and patterns
C

ing and mutual assistance with friends and relatives in
i

;the community. A large number of questions probed
5§nts' perception of the community and the attitudes of
E{ts as compared with their own. Data were obtained
ﬁﬁepping and use of services. Additional data deal-

ftndes and behaviour will be discussed below as we

- - . : i
i€ construction of scales. TFinally, there was a series

Ll

1ons, (plus room for further comment) to be filled

.:iewers. These were concerned with the general

@f_ghvlronment of the interview plus comments on the

A

of ?hg questions. Although the length of the

'“vfﬂsmidable, the interviewers found almost unan-

;ﬁtto the completion of the survey in the twenty-



sas used to give us an idea of which questions and issues led
o the most unrcliable responses. After presenting overall

esults we shall discuss the question of reliability.

sonstruction of Scales and Indexes

Nir E

As noted earlier, nine scales were developed to tap

R - a5 4 y

limensions thought important in this study. O0.C.I.I. - the out

e Mo

f community involvement index - was based on responses to eleven
S8

1o 5%5?”5‘ Essentially, emphasis was placed on the frequency
fiuxch,

¥ raction with friends and relatives outside the local commun-
nets b
ty and the number of outside contacts. Additional considerations
Bt h
5 assistance patterns and participation in-voluntary associations

@ factors were not given significant weight. The 0.C.I.I.,

other eight "scales", was an addition index. TI.C.I.I. -

anity involvement index - was based on reséénsgs te nine
In this index greater atfention was paid to reciprocal
2 within the community. Visiting patterns and partici-
luntary associations were also considered but not given
. weight. As measures of involvement, both 0.C.I.I. and
‘retrospect leave something to be desired as place of
Lcipation in religious services were not incorporated.

il community involvement index - was merely the

the previous two indexes.

= the modern vs traditional orientation was

ff!to five multi-part questions. Each question

2Ct a "pattern variable" (sce above). One
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question dealt with felt obligatiog towards friends and
.elatives in a variety of situations, the assumption beiﬁg
~hatlfhe more one ig oriented to friends the greater the
modern orientation. A second quéstion dealt with the respond-

;}tg?‘perception of the amount of education needed for success,

. H""

the assumptlon being the more education thought to be requlred,

Yl i

he more modern the orientation. A third questlon dealt with

!JP

: %éépondents' attitude towards a friend who left one's
'\‘I[ A
3;=4»e, the assumption being the more one's considering it none of

fjfiness, the more modern the orientation. The fourth
ff.qnestions dealt with the respondent's newspaper and
whfeading and his awareness of and interest in topical

A
4

- issues (i.e., bilingualism), the assumption being that the
L ’

The questions, respectively, were meant
B

the pattern variables of self/collect1v1ty, achieve-
ey
pti

on, unlversal1sm/part1cular1¢m, and performance/

tive mastery orientation).

*

In retrospect, the M,V.T.O.

> Wweaknesses; nevertheless, as will be seen below

mfkﬁﬁl in this study.
ot

r-" the community-self perception index - was based
1..Six Questions, several of which were multi-part
“fndex Was designed to get at shared values and
.:ermlnlng the corgruity between the individual and
n of the Other members of the community over several
g 'ié-economic status, political beliefs and

tio
IO life values and religious beliefs and
37



raéfices° These dimensions were approximately equally

jeighted. This index was quite useful in the study.

Dee P.S.I.L. - the perceived success in life index -

k {4 . . .
as based on five questions, one of which was multi-part.”
gl!gﬁéex ranged over considerations such as satisfaction with

il BL

ce, attitude of houschold head towards his job or retire-

;;F!ﬁﬁggpgndent's perception of whether his or her standard of

G ﬁg;getting higher or lower, perception_of adequacy of

'

_a~;¢§gﬂ;far children's education and the amount of congruence
respondent's expectation concerning his children leaving
munity and his preference for the children. ' It can readily
that the index measures perceived success in terms of

€ content. Conceptually P.S.I.L. measures_thé respondent's
1 of whether he is making out satisfactoril&,.whether

> happening as he desires. .The P.S.I.L., index was found
ral flaws especially in the interprefétion of responses
'ff_gnﬁ_respondents without children. NonFapplicaBle type
tO0 twWo questions were given a less than average score

ntly reduced the possible P.S.I.L. scores for a group

alue-alienation).

.:Pw“:éddition of these two indexes.

Another index, T.A. (total alienation)

Items were chosen

appropri . : i i
SEPLOPriate questions used by a variety of alienation
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shers. Reliability checks were made on these items and
-al of them were modified to form the twelve item index
in this study. A five point scoring system was made on
;;'céded such that the higher the score, the lesé the
)n. Four items made up the Likert-type scale for A.P.

! y . )
items for A.V. An example of the items used in A.P.

1 is better off if he doesn't put too much trust in
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Results-Overview

and Ixtra-Ccmmunity Involvement

In data processing, two scores dealing with community

volvement were derived: these included (a) within community
1v91yemeﬂt (cIx) and (b) out-of-community involvement (OCII).
sach type will be treated in turn. As indicated above, both
ﬁmmunity”means data as well as individual data wiil be utilized
n the analysis.

lithin Community Involvement

To refresh the reader's memory C.I.I. scores oper-
onally were based on the breadth and intensity of respéndents'
owledge, mutual assistance and interaction vis-a-vis relatives
ouseholds in the community. Tables I and 2 proﬁide‘us with
Qﬁégﬁﬁﬁiclue as to the correlates of community invélﬁement.
*f@ﬁesents C.I.I. scores (grouped data)l in terms of the
11 community typology which initially guided the research.
earlier we had believed that population size, distance

metropolitan centre and homogeneity of socio-economic

grouped data we mean that individuals in community

oy - Slght-cell had their C.I.I. scores grouped and

'“E number of individuals so represented by C.I.X.
~Cell of tables 1 and 2 varies from forty to eighty.
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lienation. 1t had been hypothesized that C.I.I. scores on

he average would be higher in smaller communities, in more

aenous communities and in .communities more distant from
sie)itlelel .

lhe metropolitan centre. It was hypothesized further that

ariates in community characteristics combine additively in

roducing variation in the dependent variables and that the
.{N!UE_mést important of the community variates would be homo-

neity of socio-economic status.

Tables I and 2
circa here

Generally there was not a great degree of variation

2ans of the grouped data. The mean C.I.I. score in the

=S Was greater than in the less homogenized communities.-
' contrary to our expectations, C.I.I. scores tended to
E in communities within rather than outside the thirty
line used to dichotomize communities on the
€ from metro" variable. In terms of additive effects,
Oh was that C.I.I. scores should on the averags be
- in communitics that simultaneously are homogenous,
tant from metropolitan Halifax; this prediction was

L (b) in table 1 it records the highest mean

Given that distance V4
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. defined in this study, did not work out as expected,

g e effects involving this variable also were contrary

tial hypotheses. Additive effects based on the

»s of population size and homogeneity were as

" Recalling that in addition to additive effects

-ed that community homogeneity would be especially

n producing variation in within-community involve-

1d be expected the rank order of average C.I.I.

;mﬁﬁﬁgh to low) in terms of the dichotomized

les of population and homogeneity would be (1) small
us communities, (2) larger homogenous communities,

erogenous communities and, finally (4) larger,

)US communities. This rank order was indeed

t data; means for grouped C.I.I. scores

it appears that the degree of homogeneity

1 size of community both provide structural
foster greater community involvement while
metropolitan centre (measured in mileage)
X to provide a strain in the same direction.

' bles also appear to combine additively
ecific effect, Finally, homogeneity of
8 15 clearly more important than popu-
ance from metro (as measured in this

- ] - = .-.. | - [l . » .
.,riheffectlng variation in community
L LR

44



The simple typology of communities in terms of
oe dichotomous variables can only be regarded as a
reliminary research effort to scarch for discontinuous

The community characteristics used are variates

ffects.
relation-regression analysis is probably more

gero-order correlation analysis of community

stly) related to average

_' Table 3 circa here

_ "
y involvement while population size correlates.

(and, also, modestly) with average C.I}I;'séofes.
ion between distance (miles) and average C.i.I.
negative. Table 3 indicates that the strongest
between average C.I.I. and 0.C.I.I. (0.65),
cted finding since it p01nt to the pattern

who are “1nvolved" in one setting tend to be
Other settings. Perscn-alienation also

X strongly associated with community involve-

“S€ community involvement the less personal alien-

ity involvement. Regarding other indexes

'iigg wWith the alienation scores, one has to
§COr§elatl°n since the scoring procecdure
B S to those with low non-alienation.
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MVTO

PSIL

AP

AV

TA

CSP

-0.38
0.20
0.30

-0.24

-0.04

-0.11

-0.40

-0.11
-0.46
-0.74

-0.05

-0.24

-0.19

0.41

0.06
-0.59
-0.45
-0.39
-0.54
-0.51

0.64

0

-0,

93
.54
.20
.58
38

46

02

1.00

0.86

0.34

0.05

-

0.49
0.26
0.34

0.29

1.00
0.51
0.16
0.59
0.36
0.45

0.11

1.00
0.69
0.65
0.75
0.74

-00 60

1.00
0.14 1.00
0.40 0.82
0.3  0.91
-0.66 -0.09

1.00
0.98 1.00
-0.32 =-0.26

1.00

*These are

the correlations

of the logs of the actual values.
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this study, table 3 reveals that high "modern vs

onal" (MVTO) scores and high "community-self per-

| (cSP) scores are modestly and positively linked with

res; perceived success in life (PSIL) does not

Sith C.I.TI.

cCorrelational data rather strongly reinforces the

nl

21 results and, in general, the theory behind the

) c.I.I. tends to be related to homogeneity of

low person-alienation and 0.C.I.I. Somewhat

- value-alienation also tends to be important and

h the latter less than M.V.T.O. scores. The

. analysis thus far presented referred to zero-
itions using grouped data. Correlational'analysis-
idual data is in line with the above findings;
rrelations were with outside-~community involve-
person-alienation (-0.23).

ve significance of variables using group data is
through regression analysis. A regression

* Wwith 10 independent variables run against the
lvement index (C.I.I.) for grouped data. Here it
#& able 4) that some 78% of the variance in comm-
It was accounted for - this is with an N of 21;
€quired for significance at the .01 level.

F10US b coefficients listed in table &y ik 48 °

the heaviest weighting (.82) is for the C.S.P.

table 4 circa here
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regression analysis more clearly reaffirms our thecoretical
thinking that a major contributing factor to high rates of
community involvement is the congruence between one's
perception of self and how one vicws others in the
community.3 The regression analysis also reveals that
person-alienation is an important contributory factor

to C.I.I. while value alienation is much less important
and has opposite effects - that is, the pattern appears to
be that low person alienation contributes to community
involvement whereas low value-alienation to the extent
that value alienation is relevant at all, reduces commun-
ity involvement. Table 4 also indicates perception of
success in life (P.S.I.L) and modern versus traditional
orientation (M.V.T.0O) make substantial positive contéi;
butions to C.I.I. scores (each has a b weighting of moré
than .50). Surprisingly O0.C.I.I. makes a relatively weak
- contribution (b of .21) to C.I.I. variation.*

The regression findings appear to indicate that
community characteristics.(structural variables) such as
Population size, distance from the metropolitan centre,
Status homogeneity and the extent to which the community is

a total social system (i.e. measured in terms of the number

& 3. As in the case of all the variables treated in
;he regression analysis, one could, with considerable support,
AXgue for the reverse of the causal chain proposed.

*Actually the beta weight of 0.C.I.I. is very substantial.
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employed within the community) do not make large contri-
butions towards involvement within the community. Still
it is clear that homegenecity with a weighting of .05 makes
the greatest contribution of all these variables.

Regression analysis using individual data rather
than grouped data has two definitional implications. First,
we cannot‘include structural level variables since variance
on these variables would be limited because of the fact that
there would only be 21 different observations for 420
individuals. Secondly, given the relationship ftetween N
and the number of variables used, the explained variance
attained using individual data would undoubtedly be less
than that reached with the grouped data. Table 4 (right .
hand side) shows that we get 18 per cent of the variahcé
explained using four variables. Three variables, O.C.I:I.
person alienation and community-self perception have the
same weighting (.26).*'Thus out~of-community involvement, a
lack of person-alienation and a congruent perception of
self and community all go.along with higher rates of commun-
ity participation. Perceived success in life (P.S.I.L) also

Contributes, but has a lower weighting (0-13) than the other

- Variables.

S

*In terms of beta value (the change in the dependent variable
pProduced by a standardized change in an independent variabl
when others have been controlled), 0.C.I.I. is the most
_important variable affecting C.I.I. scores.
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Out of Community Involvement

Table 2 presents the 0.C.I.I. scores (grouped data)
in terms of the eight-cell typology which guided the rescarch

As noted above, it was considered problematic exactly how

the structural variables of homogeneity and population size
would affect out of community involvement. Distance from
the meéfopolitan area was assumed on a common sense basis to
have a negative relationship with 0.C.I.I.; it was believed
that closeness to the pervasive influences of the metro-
politan area would be more powerful than indirect effects
producing out-of-community involvement associated with higher
within~community involvement of more distant communities. On
the other hand the consideration of the other two variables
was more unclear. Given the tendency of involvemcﬂt-to
generalize across social settings and given that O.C.i.I.
&nd I.C.I.I. were independently scored incdexes, factors, such
as smaller population size and greater homogeneity, producing
high within community would indirectly also produce high out
of community involvemen%: however, if the two kinds of
involvement were considered compensatory rather than mutually
reinforcing then we would expect higher average 0.C.I.I. in
more heterogenous and larger ccmmunities.

Perhaps the most important finding in table 2, is that

while the various means for grouped data are different, they
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are not much off the grand mean for all the communities,

The slight variation is approximately the same as was found
for grouvped data with regards to within community involve-
ment. In line with our conceptuvalization, higher average
0.C.I.I. scores are found in communities closer to the
metropolitan centre. Most significantly, O0.C.I.I. scores
were‘hiéhest in the smaller communities ané population size
discriminated best of the three structural variables. It

may be noted here that both 0.C.I.I. and I.C.I.I. scores
tended to be higher in the smaller communities within thirty
miles of the metropolitan centre. This suggests that the two
kinds of involvement are mutually reinforcing. On the other
hand table 2 reveals that 0.C.I.I. scores on the average
tended to be higher in the relatively less homogenous éommun—
ities. It may be recalled that degree of homecgeneity- had

the opposite effect in regards to within community involve-
ment; there, individualé in the more homogenoﬁs communities
tended to have higher I.C.I.I. scores. This contrasting
pattern suggests a compensatory mechanism whercbv people seek
out others who are socially similar to themselves. It appears
that the degree of community homogeneity may discriminate
between types of involvement whereas size and distance affect
quantity of involvement. However, it should be added here
that the difference between more and less homogeneity of

community as regards 0.C.I.I. was minimal. Moreover, in

interaction with the variables of size and distance (see below)
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homogeneity has ambiguous effects on involvement.

- Given the above patterns concerning 0.C.I.I. scores
and given our hypothesis that effects are additive, it would
be expected that the highest.grouped mean 0.C.I.I. would be
in cell e (table 2) which refers to smaller, less homegenous
communities close to the metropolitan area. This expectation
is borne out. By the same reasoning cell (d) in table 2
should record the lowest mean 0.C.I.I.; unfortunately it
does not, although it does have the second lowest mean score.
Cell h in table 2 has the lowest 0.C.I.I. average just as,
in table I, it had the lowest I.C.I.I. mean score. It appears
that, whether we are referring to the community or to the
region beyond it, communities that are distant from the metro-
politan area, are relatively less homegenous and have a popu-
lation size between 400 and 1,300 record individuﬁls with the
least involvement. This, again, suggests a mutually rein-
forcing rather than a compensatory mechanism regarding involve-
ment patterns.

Other interaction effects based on the simple typological
analysis seem to be in line with the findings on I.C.I.I.
scores. For example, controlling for size.and distance as
measured and dichotomized, table 2 reveals that homogengity
in three out of four cases positively relates to 0.C.I.I.
Similarly, controlling for homogeneity and size, closcness to
metro in three of four instances positively relates to 0.C.I.I.

Mean scores. The same finding applies in the case of the
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comparatively small communities. It may'also be noted
that in each of the three controls the one "deviant"
case results from the fact that individuals in cell a,
that is in communities that.are relatively smaller, more
homogenous and closer to Halifax/Dartmouth, have less
out-of-community involvement than expected. Cell a in
table T ‘also records less within community involvement
than would be expected, resulting in some "deviance" in
assessing interaction effects on community involvement.

In general, the typological analysis suggests that
the same structural factors that are conducive to involve-
ment within the community are also conducive to involvement
outside the community. The type of community wherein
individuals have relatively low 0.C.I.I. and I.C.I,I, scores
is the same in both instances. There is a strong suggestion
that involvement patterns are mutually reinforcing not
compensatory, and generally high in smaller, mére homogen-

Oous communities closer to the metropolitan area. However,

there is some sign that heterogenous communities may be more
conducive to out-of-community involvement while homogenous
Communities are more conducive to within-community involve-
ment. In terms of our typological analysis, the type of
Community most facilitative of higher internal cohesion is
the homogenous, smaller community distant from the metro-

Olitan centre; on the other hand, the type of community
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most conducive to out-of-community involvement is the
smaller, less homogenous community close to the metro-
politan centre.

Examining the correlation matrix of community means
(table 3), it is found that the highest correlation was
between 0.C.I.I. and I.C.I.I. (0.65) as was noted
previously. There was also a strong correlation between
0.C.I.I. and person-alienation (the lower the person-
alienation, the higher the 0.C.I.I. scores); again, this
finding is similar to that found in the case of within
community involvement. The third strongest correlation
was between 0.C.f.I. and M.V.T.0. - the higher average
modern orientation scores, the higher the average 0.C.I.I.
scores. Therzs was also a relatively strong, negativé
correlation (-0.44) between population size and O.C.IlI.

| average scores. O0.C.I.I. scores correlated only weakly

with average community-self perceptions (C.S.P.) scores,
average perceived - success-in-life (P.S.I.L.) scores,
distance from the metropolitan centre, homogeneity of the
community and the degree to which the community consti-
tutes a "social system". Using individual data, corre-
lational analysis reveals that, as above, 0.C.I.I. is most
‘highly correlated with within-community involvement (0.35),
"odern orientation (0.23) and person-alienation (-0.21).

Regression analysis (table 4) provides a more



exacting test of the significance of variables affecting
out-of-community involvement. Referring to grouped data,

as with within community involvement, the structural
variables had little impact and invariably had low and in-
significant (b) coefficients. (Size of community:- .003;
Distance from metro: N.S.; Homogeneity: N.S.; Degree of
social systemness:- .015). The variables making the

largest impact were individual characteristics; the
heaviest weighting was clearly the modern versus traditional

orientation variable where the (b) was 1.46. It appears

that interacting outside the community is strongly connected
to having highly modern orientations.

In general the regression analysis sharply differ-
entiates the variables having an impact on 0.C.I.I. scores
from the variables having an impact on I.C.I.I. scores.
Community~self perception (C.S.P.), the variable with the

- largest weighting in the I.C.I.I. analysis, apparently has
no effect on involvement outside the community. Similarly
Person-alienation, a strong factor in I.C.I.I. scores, has

No significance whatever regarding involvement outside the
Community, whereas value -alienation is an important factor
in the lattér regression, Percei&ed-success—in-life, with

2 (b) of - ,70, affects outside-coémmunity involvement differ-

®ntly than it affects in-comrunity involvement; it could be

52 the regression on group data the small N and number of
Inzlables suggest a de-emphasis of coefficients' signs.
o Pretation of relationships has to be more contextual.

4 gs led us to reject the following "findings" about
- .I.Lt and A.Vo On OIC.III.
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that where pecople on the average perceive themselves as
unsnccessful, one finds higher average 0.C.I.I. scores.
(This finding must be treated with caution since the P.S.I.L.
index includes a bias favoring one's present community),
This finding, plus the indication that high value-alien-
ation contributes to high O.C.I.’I.,r could suggest that
involvement outside the community may be a compensatory
mechanism for those dissatisfied with their present life-
style.

With the grouped data some 73 per cent of the variance
in 0.C.I.I. scores was accounted for. Turning to the more
rigorous test of individual level data, about 17 per cent

' of the variance is accounted for by three variables - C.I.I.

scores (b of .38), M.V.T.O0. (b of .31l) and person - alienation
. (b of .17). One difficulty with the analysis of the individ-
ual data is that one cannot easily.account for the loading
on person-alienation when it did not load significantly on
the community data. However, since in the case of the commun-
ity data we have but 21 cases (community means) while at the
individual level the N is 420, we would be tempted to take

More seriously the individual level findings.

The preliminary analysis of the typology of structural
iables revealed little variation in grouped means for

Wolvement inside or outside the community. Considering
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also that distance from the metropolitan centre was measured
simply in terms of miles and that the index for within-
community involvement was somewhatlbiased against the larger
communities, the proverbial "grain of salt" must apply to

any interpretation. Nevertheless, there was systematic
varigtiqn in the grouped means which did follow the hypotheses
guidiné the research. Homogeneity was the most important
structural variable affecting within - community involvement
whercas population size had the greatest affect on involve-
ment outside the community. The structural variables appeared
to combine additively in affecting involvement and here too
the results were in line with the hypotheses. Within- commun-
ity involvement was greatest in the smaller communities, homo-

genous and distant from the metropolitan centre. - Involvement

outside the community was greatest -in small, heterogenous
éommunities close to the metropolitan centre. _The type of
cormunity having the lowest involvement, either internal or
external, was the comparatively large, heterogenous community
distant from the metroﬁolitan area.

Most generally, data from the typological analysis give
little support to a "compensation interpretation" of involve-
ment patterns. Size, distance and, to a lesser extent, houmo-
9eneity were similarly related to both within - and outside -
?§““unity involvement. The homogeneity - heterogeneity bi-

"=Cation did differentiate somewhat between types of involve-
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The correlation/recgression analysis of involvement
patterns was somewhat ambiguous. Correlation data based on
means supported the typological interpretations as to the
importance of homogeneity in coﬁmunity involvement and of
population size in outside-community involvement; however,
non-structural variables correlated more highly with the
involvéaent variables. A "reinforcement interpretation“.of
different involvement loci scems supported by the fact that
the strongest correlation was between 0.C.I.I. and I.C.I.I.
scores; additionally, person—aliénation and modern orient-
ation correlate strongly and similarly with both types of
involvement scores. The pattern clearly seemed to be that
in communities where individuals on the average are low on
person-alienation and high on modern orientation there is a

I greater amount of both kinds of involvement. Regression

analysis based on grouped data resulted in a different picture.
Although approximately seventy-five per cent of the variance

in both types of involvement was accounted for, different
variables controlled the variance in each instance. The
variables with the largest weighting in the case of within-
Community involvement were community self-perception and person-
alienation whereas for outside-community involvement they were
Modern orientation and perceived-success-in-life. The regres-
Sion analysis suggests then that while there may be factors
Common to both kinds of involvement there are also factors

SPecially salient for the different styles.
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As the analysis moved from group to individual data
there was a sharp decline in the extent to which the var-
iables used in this study helped us to understand involvement
styles. Less than twenty per cent of the variance was account-
ed for iﬁ regression analysis based on individual data. In
these data person-alienation and other involvement were key
factors éontrolling varience; however, as in the regression
analysis based on group data, each type of involvement also
loaded on a special factor - C.S.P. in the case of within-
community involvement and M.V.T.O. in the case of outside-
community involvement. Clearly the different involvement

styles entail both common and unique factors.

Alienation

A chief concern of our study was to document any
systematic variation in alienation among the individuals
and communities outside the metropolitan area. Two types
of alienation were differentiated: person-alienation-

focusing on the feeling of being left out,of being alone and

Oof not trusting others - and value-orientation-focusing on
€Strangement from the nature and direction of the larger
Society. Both individual and community data were used in the

€Xamination of alienation.

€rson Alienation

Looking first at the data on community means, the variables

st highly correlated with person-alienation were value-alien-
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ation (0.82), modern orientation (-0.65), outside-commun-
ity involvement (-0.58) and within-community involvement
(-0.49). The pattern hecre appeafs-straight-forward and
predictable - in communitieé where there is a high level of
internal and external intcraction and where people's
expectations of once another are conventionally modern, there
is a relatively low level of person-alienation. 'Tﬁe struct-
ural variables of homogeneity and population size were also
modestly correlated with person —-alienation. but distance
from the metropolitan centre was not correlated. Individual
data analysis was fully in line with the above findings}
person-alienation correlated most with value-alienation (0.58),
modern orientation (~0.27), level of education (~0.24),
community involvement (-0.23) and outside-community involve-

ment (-0.21).

Table 5 circa here

Regression analysis (see table 5) on grouped data indi-
cated that the only structural variable significantly influ-

encing the degree of person-alienation was homogeneity; vyet,

€ven here, the (b) coefficient was the lowest of all those
Wtilized in accounting for person-alienation. Three variables
Made the largest contribution to our accounting for 83% of the

Variance; they were perceived-success-in-life (P.S.I.L.).,
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community involvement (C.I.I.) and value-alienation. Outéide—
community involvement (0.C.I.I.) a;so made a contribution.

It is difficult to interpret the P.S.I.L. factor since, given
that we have to reverse the sign, the pattern seems to ﬁe the
more the perceived success in life, the more the person-alien-
ation. .One can only speculate as to why P.S.I.i._Came through
in the regression analysis and modern orientation (which had a
much higher zero-order correlation with person-alienation) did
not. Clearly though, involvement especially inside the commun-
ity but also outside of it, controls much person-alienation.

It may be noted that, in the regression anaiysis on individual
data, only two variables proved to be significant:. value-
alienation and community involvement. We also used multi~-
plicative analysis (log transformation of data).bué ﬁo signifi-
cant differences either in R2 or in the (b) weightingé were
indicated. That was the typical result whenever multiplicative
analysis were drawn in the study, Other variables which could

affect the individual regression analysis, such as education,

were not included in this preliminary overview.

Value-Alienation

Correlational analysis based on grouped data revealed that
the variables most highly related to value-alienation were
Person-alienation (0.82),modern‘oriéntation (-0.75), community
ﬁomogeneity (0.54), perceived-success-in-life (-0.40) and out-
tide“community iﬁvolvement (-0.38). Value-alicnation then is
it high levels in relatively homogenous communities (0.54) which

€ distant from the metropolitan centre (0.24), where residents
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on the average are not highly involved either inside (-0.26)
or outside (-0.38) and where they feel themselves unsuccess-
ful in life. With individual data. the variables most highly
related to value-alienation were education (-0.44), person-
alienation (0.58), modern orientation {(~0.39) and perceived-
success-in-life (-0.20). The individual "pattern" clearly
supplements the group data picture drawn above; "successful®
individuals with high levels of education and modern orien-
tations are the least likely to be alienated from the nature
and drift of the society.

Regression ana.ysis with the group data revealed that
only three variables basically account for 81% of'the variance:
person-alienation (b of the 1.52), modern orientation (b of
.83) and outside-community involvement (b of .39).? Both
modern orientation and person-alienation (with b;é o? .43
and 1.10 respectively) also had significant weightings in the
individual regression analysis where 42% of the variance was
accounted for. Other variables important in the individual
analysis were community-self-perception and perceived-success-
in-life. It is difficult to summarize in simple terms the
regression analysis since several important variables were
not included in the idividual regression analysis and since
the gign for the 0.C.I.I. variable is difficult to interpret.
Clearly though modern orientaticn, perceived—suCcess~in~life

and outside-community involvement effect value-alienation.
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Table 6. llvpotheses, Correlations,
and Loevel of Significance
Alienation Indexes
Community & Individual Data

HYPOTHESES CORRELATION SIGNIFICARCE
“ LEVEL
1. The greater the comnunity involvement,
the less the alienation (total). Or, Individual Community
. 4+CII  -TA .19 +40.34 n.s. (right direct:

2. The greater the out-of-cormmmity involve-
ment, the less the alienation (total). Or,
' i
+0CII ~TA ' b 22 40,46 5% (supported)

3. The greater the total cornmmmity involve-
ment, the less the alienation (total). Or,

+TCII ~TA .25 +0.45 % (supported)

4, The greater the community involverment,
the less personal alienation as compared
to value alienation. Or,

Terr Tap Torr TAv .23 .14 +0.49 +0.26 (supported)

5. The greater the cut-of-community involve-
ment, the less personal ‘alienation as
compared to value alienation. Or,

TocIr & AP ToCII & AV .21 .19 40.58 +0.38 (suprorted)
The greater the total cormunity invelve-

ment, the less personal alienation os
compared to value alienation. Or,

Trexr & Ar FTEII & AV .27 .21 +0.59 40,36 (supported)

The more mocdern the orientation, the
less the alienation (total). Or,

+MVTO  -TA .39 40,74 %  (supported)
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8.

9.

10.

11.

12,

Table 6. (Con%tinued)

The more modern the orientation, the -
less the value alienation as compared
to person alienation. Or, '

T™MVTO & AV TMVTO & AP .39 .27
The greater the congrucnce between self
and community, the less the alienation.
Oz, +

+CSP -TA -.13

The greater the congruence hetween self
and community, the less personal aliena-
tion, as compared to valve alienation.
or,

Tesp A» Tcsp Av =01 =.17

The greater the perceived success in life,
the less the alienation {(total). Or,

+PSIL ~TA 19
The greater the perceived success in
life, the less valuve alienation as com-

pared to person.alienation. Or,

TPSIL & AV 'PSTL & AP .20 .12

—-68~

+0.75

"'0. 26

-0.09

+0. 34

+0.40

+0.65 (supported)

n.s. (wrong direction)

-0.32 (Not supported)

n.s. (right direction)

+0.14 (supported)



It is surprising however that, at the individual level, no
form of involvement appears to improve significantly on our
ability to account for variation in value-alicnation.

In table 6 a number of hypotheses concerning the types
of alienation are listed and the evidence for and against
presented. Most hypotheses were supported. Community
invoiveﬁent appears to be associated with low levels of
person-alienation but influences value-alienation to a lesser
degree. As expected, modern orientations were more associated

with a lack of value-alienation than with person-alienation.

Table 6 circa here

Conclusion

The analysis of alienation did indicate systematic
Qariation which could in large measure be accounted for in
terms of the other prima;y variables used in this study.
Explained variance for both group and individual data was
fairly high and especially in the case of individual data
One can expect even better results when known predictors are
included in later analysis. The structural variables of size,
distance and homogeneity - especially the latter - appear to
Provide a context wherein one can expect alienation levels
to be high. 1In larger, more homogenous communities outside
5ftr0 there is a favourable context for high person-alicnation
in more distant, homogenous communities there is a

Vourable context for high value-aliecnation. (The extent to

-




which a community can be characterized as a total or complete
social system was irreclevant as far as alienation is concerned.)
Yet the structural variables' impact was clearly much less
significant than the individual characteristics. |
Value-alienation and person-alienation clearly are quite
closely related as was evidenced in both the individual and
group dé;a for correlational and regression analysis. Some
factors such as modern orientations contribute to both low
person alienation and low yvalue-alienation. Yet it is also
clear that involvement patterns are especially critical in
the case of person-alienation whereas modern orientations and
perceived success in life are especially critical in under-

standing low value-alienation.
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Total Involvement and Total Alicnation

As noted above within and outside community involvement
scores were added together to yield total involvement scores
(r.Cc.I.I.). O0.C.I.I. and C.I.I. were roughly equally weighted in
T.C.I.I. Correlational analysis on grouped data (table 3) indi-
cated that the structural variable most strongly correlated with
T.C.I.I. was population size (-0.38); generally the smaller the
population, the greater the average total involvement. Homogen-
eity and distance produced comparatively insignificant correla-
tions. Among the non-structural variables, M.V.T.O0., P.S.I.L.,
and C.S.P., were all correlated directly with T7.€.1.1., while
A.P, and A.V. were inversely related. The key variablecs were

modern orientation (.51) and person-alienation (-0.59). Using

individual data the correlation analysis yields similar results:

s M.V.T.0. (.22) and A.P. (~-0.27) were the variables most signifi-
Cantly correlated with T.C.I.I. Regression analysis on T.C.I.I.
5;_E=$ consistent with the correlational analvsis; both with grouped
and individual data, person-alienation and modern orientation had
e largest weightings (table 4). In addition, C.S.P. contributed
“@nificantly in the regression analyses. In sum, total involve-
Nt is greater in the smaller communities with.a low average

Vel of person-alienation and a high average modern orientaiion.
Total alienation (T.A.) represents the combination of
?h-alienation and value-alienation scores. Value-alienation

“PProximately double the weight of person-alienation in the
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Table 7 circa here

In table 7, which refers to our initial typological classi-
fication of the Halifax County communities, there are system-
atic differences in T.A. by degree of homogeneity,_distance
from metro and population size. Taking into account the cate-
gorization of the other structural variables (i.e. controlling
for) we find, in turn, that in all comparisons larger popula-
tion, more hcmogeneity and closeness to metro were associated
with higher levels of alienation. It may be noted that the

. same patterns hold also for both person-alienation and- value-
§lienation. In Table 7, as expected, cell (c) records the

highest level of alienation and cell (f) the lowest level. Cell

(c) also records the highest levels of both person-alienation

and value-alienation while cell (f) records the 1owest of both
kinds of alienation. It appéars then that for all measures of
alienation the most favourable community context for high alien-
@tion is the larger, more homogenous community within thirty miles
Of the metropolitan centre; the most favourable community context
Or Jow alienation is the smaller, less homogenous community beyond

Mirty miles from metro.

Correlational analysis with T.A. reveals that degrec of
$9€neity (,51) is the most important structural variable. With

STouped data, the most importani non-structural variables in

.




Table 7.

Mecans of Community Alienation

By Population, Distance from Urban Centre and

*

Degree of Occupaticnal Homogeneity.

Under 400 Population

Within Beyond
30 Miles 30 Miles
More Homogeneity 39.61 A2 +37
(a) (k)
Less Homogeneity 41,57 43.49

(e) (£)

Over 400 Population

Within Beyvond
30 Miles 30 Miles
36.17 _ 41,01
(c) ‘ (d)
40.29 41.65
(9) : (h)

..73...

* Given the way alienation responses were coded, -

the higher the score the lower the alienation.



the correlational analysis were modern orientation (-0.74) and
out-of-community involvement (-0.46). Individual level correl-
ational analysis (table 3) produced similar results. Such
findings reflect partly the fact that A.V. was weighted so
heavily in T.A. Regression analysis at both the grouped and
individual level affirms the importance of modern oriéntation
(see table 5) as the key variable controlling variance in total
alienation. _Perceived success in life also came through as

important in the regression with grouped data.

Overall Summary

Here we have besn interested in the small community in
mass society. Researchers have contended that vertical rather
than horizontal linkages integrate the diverse activities of
community life, reprocducing at the local level the elite/masses

model characteristic of the larger society and creating a sense

of futility concerning locally based efforts to ameliorate per-
ceived social proﬁlems. We have been exploring in the smallex
Communities the "natural processes which develop a sense of commun-
ity and provide norms and informal structures for coliective action=s."%
i?rhave also been concerned with whether the "natural processes" have
1§91Y been diverted or reproduced on a different basis - in our

f8rns yhether community involvement and extra-community involve-

"t are mutually reinforcing or compensatory.

Generally it has been found that the two types of involve-
'f-(bOth representing more elementary social behaviour) tend to

°fe mutually reinforcing than compensatory. Those communities
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ranked the top five in terms of average community involvement
are also ranked in the top ecight in terms of average involve-
ment outside the community. Size, distance from metro and
degreé of homcogeneity, each produce, when the other bifurcated
variables are "controlled for", a roughly similar context for
both kinds of involvement. Correlation/regression analysis on
grouped data reveals also the positive relationship between the
kinds of involvement; additionally person-alienation and modern
orientation emerge as important variables (though not without
some ambiguity) whether we are exmaining total inVOlveﬁent or
any of its subtypes. -Individual level correlation/regression
analysis affirm the group level findings.

Despite the overall trend for congrucnce among types

of involvement, there are some important differences with signi-

ficance for the larger question of the small community in mass
Society. Occupational homogeneity is a community contextual
factor unambiguously important in facilitating within-community

—

?fYSEgement. Correlation/regression analysis at both the group

the individual level also points to the perceived similarity
Between self and others in the community in terms of values and
*®htiments as very important in effecting high levels of commun-

&Y involvement. Accordingly, one might well expect that the

®Ural processes generating a sense of community remain operative
T:-aditional, small communities. On the other haﬁd in the larger

— COmmunities, heterogenous and distant from the metro area

"OUld not expect the "natural processes" to be as strong, nor
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deflected in terms of outside involvement in this age of growth
centres and metropolitan growth. It is known from our research
that high levels of social systemness of community (i.e., % Qork—
ing in the community) are associated with high levels of both
conmmunity and outside-community involvement. The larger small
community in the hinterland no longer offers special advantages in
this regard over its smaller "neighbours", as work-place and com-
munity become increasingly separate.

Just as there are special variables influencing commun-
ity involvement so, too, unique constellations affect involvement
outside the community such that the smaller, less homogenous com-
munity close to metro provides the most favourable coﬁtext. Per-
haps the life style entailed represents the compensatory involye-

. ment alternative to the "community identity" generated.most in the

traditional, small hinterland communities., Correlational/regression
analysis of outside community involvement suggest however that the
.J?ariable, perceived success in life, mediates outside.community
affiliation and participation. It was more ambiguously related as
fegards to involvement within the community. This is an important

POint, suggesting that a "satisfactory" level of involvement, given

We have observed that the most favourable community
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context for high alienation is the larger small community, hom-
ogenous and close to metro, and the most favourable context for
low alienation is the smaller, less homogcnous community distgnt
from the metro. It may be noted that the community ccntexts fav-
ourable for either inside or outside involvement were diffefent.
The data referred to above suggest that within community involve-
ment is more importantly related to person—alienatidn_than is out-
side community affiliation. On the other hand, cutside involve-
ment is much more importantly related to value-alienation. It

seems clear that those who are not estranged from the nature and

direction of modern society are those who have developed affili-
ational and participatry relationships beyond locality.

The fact that person-alienation has little rélationship
with distance from metro while value-alienaticn is modestly corre-
lated reaffirms the point that extra-ccmmunity ties,linversely
related to distance, are critical in preventing extrangement from
modern society. It is important too that modern orientation, crit-
ical variable in reducing alienaticn (and especially value-alien-
ation), moderately and negatively correlates with distance from
Metro and degree of homogeneity.

Beyond involvement and alienation the most important of
the variables discussed in this report has been modern orientation
(Which is based on an operationalization of the pattern variable
SChema of Parsons). Modern orientation is related to all types of
'*vglvement and alienation; it tends to increase involvement and

* Teduce alienation. Examining the modern orientation variable
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we find it is not correlated as much with size of population

as it is (negatively) with distance and homogencity; it is

also more related to outside involvement and value-alienation
than it is to inside community involvement and person-alien-
ation; also it tends to be highly correlated with perceived
success in life. Under these circumstances we are not surprised
that M.Q.T.O., with individual data, correlates strongiy with
education (.52) and moderately with income (.28). Modern ori-
entation may, as some theorists have suggested, provide a basis
for an adequate level of involvement and a low level of alien-
ation in modern society but among the uneducated, the poor and
the resident of the hinterland, it is comparatively (and probably
becoming more so) less likely that it constitutes a useful anti-

dote to community breakdown and estrangement.
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THE INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS

Aided by a grant from the Rockefeller Foundation, Dalhousie University established its
Institute of Public Affairs in 1936. Conceived as an experimental centre, it has served as a
bridge between the university and the community in the areas of social science and public
policy.

In the Canadian experience, the Institute of Public Affairs is probably the oldest existing
university branch with a record of continuous performance in research and education
carried out in active association with the community.

The Institute has had a clearly discernible influence in the life of the region. Its functions,
programs, and methods of operation have anticipated society's questioning of the
traditional roles of universities. In initiating as well as in responding to change, the
functions of the Institute have grown, as have the demands upon it.

Program Areas

For over thirty-five years, the Institute of Public Affairs has worked in four closely
interrelated fields:

(1) Industry, with programs in management development, labour education, and
labour-management relations

(2) Public administration, with emphasis on local government

(3) Regional and urban studies, with focus on economic, social, and governmental issues

(4) Services to citizens, organizations, and community groups

The Institute library contains specialized collections of material, largely unavailable in

any other library in the Atlantic Region, concentrated in the main areas of our program
interests. It serves both the public and the university.
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