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ABSTRACT .-

Ls a whole, rural New Zealanders are not deprived
relative to the urban population, but the differences within New.
Zealand's rural population are as great if not greater than those
among the urban population. 2 summary of studies on the pattérﬁ of
social stratification reveals: (1) there is little tradition in New
Zealand of separation of-land cwnership from farm operation with
proprietorship being four times greater in the countryside; (2)
agriculture dominates male employment in rural areas and in both
.urban and rural areas about 55% of the male workforce is manunally
employed; (3) 1971.census information on Canterbury-Province shous
the mean male income tc be similar in rural and urban areas, though
the spread of income level is greater in the country; (4) the
educational level attained by rural residents comparzs favg:ably to
that of urban ‘residents; (5) a North Canterbury survey of temale
views on rural life indicates satisfaction among the majority with
rural residence, increased satisfaction with distance from town, a
higher preference for rural location among the entrepreneurial than
the manual group (groups based on reference to husband's occupation),
little influence of rural "disadvantages" on the preference for rural
residence, and differences between the entrepreneurial and manual
groups' perceptions of rural residence benefits and sense of
"community". (JC)
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The urban and rural parts of Ney Sealand share a conmon
and short political and economic history. Unlike in
Zurope and North America it is impossible to delincate
a prior 'rural epoch' and a subsequent 'urban' one.

The towns of Hew Zealand did not draw upon an éstabllg“ed

rural and agricultural po=ulation; rather rural and

urban,%ullculturé and industry,wvere contennoranzous,

New Zealand,as an affluen
f

the ggnergl pattern
manufacturing

/ European histor; has favaured

j the develonnent farming,rather than that of nanufactur g

=
o
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! Inproved agricultural pro ductixlty has been more a means
/ of increasing food production for export than one of
’ reducing the farm labour

to n4ﬂufactu rin

In recent years the size of the rural papulati@ﬁ has
decreased; so toc has its relative economic posi-:ion.

Az will be discussed this haes lzd to substantial econonic

assuaption that rural depopulation is a 'bad! thing. There
is an inads vertent concentvati people leaving

rural areas and hence cactions of the

a
qajgrity,whc renain. It is nore realistic to coasider
he situation of rural’p20ple vitnin the social,eco..onic
and cultural inter-action of the rural and urban parts

1tiation. that

[

of Vew Zealand. The source of any diffe

i
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rery
now exists between rural and urban nust be

their comnon history.
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The development of Furopean Settlement

Legend has it that lotearoa was the creation of the
liaori voyager Kupe wvwho divided the sreat fish of Maui
into the two wmain islands. The lezend continues that
the great laori fleet arrived from Havaiki in the 14th
Century A.D, with each canoe carrying the ancestors of
the present tribes. lore prosaically it is thought that
successive groups of Polynesians arrived in New Zealand
from the 8th Century A.D. onwards. Vhich-ever account
one é;ééﬁts the laori people had established a
distinctive and very successful society and culture in
New Zealand,especially in the liorth Island by the

18 th and 19th Centuries.

The first European contact was made by Tasman in 1692;
in 1769 Cook circumnavigated and mapped the two nain
islands. Europeans and lorth Americans establisped
whaling and sealing stations in the 1?9@?Si_by the late
18305 there was a Zuropean éﬁ@ulatian of sone E;b@@
persons with the main centre at Korocrarcka in the

Bay of Islands,llorthland.

In 1840 Hew Zealand becanme a»calony of Britain vhen,
under the Treaty Qf%ﬁaitangi the laori Chiefs ceded
their sovreignity,but not their land,to the British
Crown. In 1852 the Colony was granted responsible self-
government; until 1876 this way based on Provincial
instituticﬂs,frgm that date there has been a central
government aid parliament. b '
Organised Eurapéaﬁ settlement commenced in 1540 with
the Port Eicholsén (Welliﬁgtcn) settlerent of the New
Zealand Company. By 1848 it is estim?tei\that the Hew -
Zealand Company ha2d brouzh 10,000 persons to the country.

In 1848 and 1850 settlements were estzblished in Otago

i
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and Canterbury by the Illew Zealand Company in conjunction

with tne Free Churcihh of Scotland and the Church of

i

England respect

tively. In 1554 the Zuropean population
was estimated at 32,500,by 1866,stinulated by the

m

Otago gold-rushes it had reached around 200,000. The

10

population was increased withﬁasgisted disration in th
1870's and by 1908 the Zuropchn population reached

one million.

The European society of Hew Zealand has existed for a
little over 100 years. In the early stages of thi
ferming very rapnidly became thé‘percﬁative of the
'squatter? UJD,;CQlEVEﬁ the control af larzge area
rural land leased from the Crown. These large sc

a5

m

c
EY ers were predominant in areas such as the Canterbury

r
Pls -

the Vairarapa,and Hawkes Bay. The peak of

m
\l— .

states occurred in the early 1890's; in 1891

m‘

over 10,000 acres (4,000 hectare) occunpied 40% of "all
farm land. These farms represented 0.7% of all holdings.
230 of these 337 noldings operated on fréehbldithat is
privately owned,land; furtheriiore 31% of the freehold land
was ovwned by companies rather than private individuals.

5 1L OTL,

V""\

(see CGould 1670 for discu

Closer settlement on smaller units occurred in the Noxrth
rticularly on land confizcated from the Haori.
icies from the 1590's ownwards have been

i
roncerned with closer settlement and this has included

con
- the purchase and su —dlvisian_of large holdings, espe cially
t Qginlén is divided,howvever,
® ieh the réductiéﬁ in the large
t

a he extent to which
velopment of de irylnw*'aﬁd"fréﬁ
ern vwvith closer settlement underlies

anily farns' which hes continued to the

shovn,this is not necessarily

congruent wvith equality of land ownersihip.
D
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"Rural and Urban in New.Zealand

New Zealand Tontrasts with other natiéﬁg of the developed
and affluent world. It'grmateriaL prosperity is based

on tle export of agricultural goods,in varticular

the ﬁastéral w ii.o - produce,mzat,wool ard dairy products.
These contribute 90% by value of the-total exports of )
a nation with one of the highest per capita export levelséq
Despite this seeming “dominace of agricultyre New Zealand

is one of the most urbanised countries in the world

wvith a relatively small parf of national income accruuing
to agriculturalists. The conparison is shown in table 1.

TABLE 1 o ‘ )
Country  Date ¢S pop. % primary 5 G.D.P. G.N.P.
i rural  work-force to agric _ per capita

Australia 1966 16.6
Canada . 1966 25.8
Denmark 1965 56.0
Finland 1970 149.1
Ireland 1966 50.8 ]
- Isr.el 1967 17.8 1.5
. Japan 1965 31.9 15..9-
Netherlands 1971 22.71 - 10.7
New Zealand 17971 18.5 ]
Norway 1971 22.1 19.5
- Poland - 1970 . L47.7 32,3
Sweden 1065 - 22.6 - 10.0
United Kingdom 1971 22.2 4.2
U.S5.A. 1970 26,5 5.1
- U.5.S:R. . 1970 h3.7
Yugoslavia , 1971 61.4

8.9 9 2,629
7.5 8 - 2,898
5.3 - 12 _ 1,963
1.1 1,246
1,636
1,658
2,211
2,019
2,538

uwmmﬁ-ﬂ
—
-

-
[
o=
w
-
—3

3,730
1,986
20k

P - '
P Sl % D O D =3~ W

o (source; United Hations Demographic Statistics & Statistical
Yearbook) ' . '
notes; 1. There is no consistency hetween countries as to
. the definition of rural.
2. The % of -the population living in ru L areas
' % the §§ of the work-force ii: primary industry
(vhich is not solely azriculture) is for the census date.
3. The gross domestic product and gross national product
figures are for 1970 or nearest available year.
4, GNP/capita expressed in $ U.S,

6




Table 1,despite the inconsistencies of définiti@n shovis

that while HNew Zealand may be rezarded as an agricultural
nation it does not have an agricultural population. Historical
information shows that fros at least 1681 thers has

not been a majority of econcmically active population

of New Zealand employed in the Priﬁar;'sector; Table 3

shows that at the turn of the 20th CéntE:& agriculture

vas less importan’ as a direct source of livelihood in

New Zealand than in many other countries.

TABLE 3

[

; o . B s = x
hé Erag@;tian of the éconanically active’ papulatlaﬂ in
f culture in various COHﬂtLlED an d at vnrlaug Dgtﬁs ]

Trance 1896 Luig Germany 1882 48  Sweden 1877 835
1906 kO 1907  35% ' 1910 505
1913 38%

1630 L49%  Hew 1891 354

United 18671 19%
Y 1911 365  Tealand 1911 2k

Klnsd@ﬂ 1911 12%

(sources; New Zealand figures from Lloyd Prichard 1970,
all other countries from Phelps-Brown & Browne 1968)

In this Century there have been two distinct population
trends in New Zeazland. These are the liorthwards novement

of the population and its urbanisation. By 1971 one quarter
of the population lived in the Auckland metrcpolitan area,
ahd 559 in the two Auckland statistical divisions. There
has been a continuing reduction in the proportion of the
“papglétidn lving in rural areas,and from 1961 a reduction

in the size of that population. This is shown in table k4.

;



TABLT 4

The rural and urhan popula tl@ﬂ of lewZealand

_____URBAN MURAL
Yea Population Index  Fopulation Index ' Rural
1926 937 - 100 L6k 100 3341
1951 . 1,h07 150 - 527 114 27+3
1961 - 13 84@1 196 569 123 23.6
1966 2,119 226 553 119 20.7
1971 2,339 . 248 529 LR 18.5

(source; New Zeéland-foicial;YéarbDDk 1574, p65)

théS
1. The gapulatlan figures are in '000Q's.
2. This table uses the Census definition of urban
'the population of the 24 urban areas plus s that of all
boroughs, town ﬂlatflﬁtq,CDgﬂty towns and tovnships with
. populations of 1,000 or over.’

%, This is the QEflnltﬂGﬂ used for the 1971 Census of
Population and Dwellings; it is slightly changed from
previous dates. The effect of the chanae is accounted
for in the above table.

‘The size of the rural population reached a peak in 1961,
from 1961 to 1971 there was a decline of 75 with the
result that the population in 1971 was almost the same as
that 20 years earliers This reduction has occurred because _
of the spread of towns 'into adjacent rural areas as well

as becguse of the movement of people. In the period

1966-71 the rural population increased only in rural
counties adjacent to cities and in those wvhere there vas

a developing tourist or retirement centre or where
extractive industry dévelapedg L similar situation
occurred in small towns of under 5,000 inhabitants; 22

of the’ ‘58 such towns decreased in population.

While the national scale of the reduction in the size )
" of the rural populatiodn is Gcmga:atively recent,there

has been continuing net migration from the rural areas to

8



urban ones. This is shown by the nuch lower rate of
population growth of the rural areas, Although such

net migration is a comnmon feature of the developed world, -
Hew Zealand is an apparent s;gcial case as,;until recently,
there has not been a substantial decline in the number

of people engaged in agriculture, Table 5 shows the -
‘number of persons engaged in agriculture at various

dates.

. TABLE 5

u

Hunber of persons engaged in asgriculture

Year lales  Females  Total

1921 118,491 8,127 ° 126,618
. 1951 119,172 9,506 128,678
1956 116,775 8,917 125,692
1961 111,909 - - 9,732 121,641
1966 110,655 ' 4,493 125,168
1971 101,310 17,962 119,272

(source; Census of Population,various dates)

The information on the size and wake-up of the agricultural
vork-force is sonewhat Gégfusing.l The information from
the population census shows that there was a 15 reduction
in the nunmber of males'engagéd in agriculture in the

20 years 1951-71. Thies has been partly compensated for by
an increase in the number of females,although this may

be more apparent than réal following changes in taxation
provisions. Most certa'nly,however,the rate of reduction
of the agricultural labour force is Eonsidgrably less
~than that in other countries such as the United States
where the number _of persons engaged in agrieculiture fell
from 11.3 nillion in 1913 to 3.5 million in 1%?3,&Can3f

197k ,quoting Monthly Labor Review)

i. Three sources of statistics are available; Lloyd (1974;20-36)
discusses the inconsistencies of them. The Census of
Agriculture data show an increase in the male farm labour
force in the period 1971-73. This is discussed in Gill H. 1976

9




Vlawq ﬁf the 'Rural Prcblém'

The reduction in the rural PD]ulaulDﬂ haz aroused concern

from two directions. Iconomists see 1t as a problem leading

to a shortage of farm labour and hence a constraint on

the developnent of farm production. This view is highlighted
" by the erart of the gricultural Developnent Conference
1963-4L ., Cﬂ the other hand there are those who see

the ﬂesline as causing the erosion of the 'rural cammﬁﬁity";Q

and of a distinct way of life. Probably the most

sustained non-economic commentator of rural depopulation

is Morton (see for example 'Production or People~Whal

is a Rural Area For 2',1974)

Apart from the subject of concern the two graﬁps share

little else. The economic viewpoint pays gcant attention

to the pattern of rural society,other than searching fér
means to induce people to stay in agriculture and for farmers
to expand production. The non-economic¢ group does not

examine the assumptions of a distinct rural way of life

or that of -some good and homogeneous community that is

being déstrayéd;

It is our opinion that analysis must commence with
exanination of the features of rural Saciety as it exists,
and with the meanings attached tD’FhE idea of a 'rural.
way of life'. Many of the presumed valuPS of 'rurality?
seem to have originated outside the economic and social
i reality of New Zealand rural areas. In this we follow
Williams (1975) who afgues that ?fural} is concerned
not only with a physical awé& r = entity and population,
but also with an image of the good life passed by. In
examining rural society in New Zealand ;ogn;sencé must
be paid not only to what it is,but alsc to who supports

a particular image of it,and how this benefits or detracts

10




from the position of that group.
Sociological models drawn from North American or Euiepeaﬂ
. Rural Séciolagy seem ﬁd have little direct relevance in

finderstanding the New Zealand situation. Thelmajar reason
for this is thé‘pericé of settlement. This came after
the agricultural,the industrial and the bourgeois revolutions.
As Beaglehole (1936) describes New Zealand,;as 'the exemplar
of modern capitalist expansion',and as,'an essay in a
single social and economic system'. Yet because of thé;
form of development,the continuation of a c¢olonial
rather than an industrial economy,and the high level |

: of state involvement in development and in economie aﬁa
social affairs,this pattern has taken a su:stantially E
different form to that in the '0Old World' and the 'New?W@r%d‘-
The ‘capitalism' is perhaps most important in terms of'.
Vieber's (1946) contrast of the position of the Ameriéaﬁ
and European farmer; the former was produéiég for 2 market
older than himself,the Eurcgéaﬂ_ﬁné.far a market y@ungér
than hims2lf. In Ne% zealand it was the market which

‘created'! the farmer.

Geographical mobility in New Zealand

Emphasis -on rural depopulation obscures the fact that _

therreductién in papulatianfis the net effect of substantial

movement in both diréctiqﬁngetween town -and countrye.

The New Zealand population has a high level of geographiec

mobility. Between 1966-71 33% of the population moved

residence at least once between statistically delineated

areasgi In the 12 months before %hé‘i??ﬂ Census 14% moved

at least onsa (1971 Census of ?apulaticg & Dwellings Report 9)
i. Thisréavefs movement b. ‘weenurban -r:-=T as well as between

This includes migration between urban wards as well. as
between small towns and counties and the urban areas.

11
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Mevement between the 24 designated 'urban areas’ and rural

areas is shown in table 6. Infcrmation is not yet

available on the extent of movement béﬁWEEﬁ rural counties,
- or between these and the’ smaller towns. The 2 Urban Areas

" contain 74 of the total New Zealand population.

TABLE &

Residential mobility 1966-71 between urban and rural

from 24 urban from rural to
_areas to rural 24 urban areas
"males 26,071 36,659 -
females 2k ,117 . 39,559
“total 50,188 - 76,218

(saurge, N.Z.Department of Statisfics ﬂ9755
The net migration of women from rural areas to the 2l urban
ones was 15,422; for males it was 10 558 The migration
of both sexes from the urban places to rural areas Was
equivalent to 9.1% of the 1966 rural population; movement
in the cpposite divection was equivalent to 13.8% of that
papulatlcn. This is a total movement equivalent to 23%
of the 1966 rural population. I the same period the

rural population decreased by b,

The reduction in population is thus only a small part

of the total movement; within this movement it can be
seen that the net loss of females is greater than that of
males. Various pieces of information have enabled us to
show the selective nature of this pattern of migration.

Table 7 summarises our conclusions. in regard to migration.

=
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TABLE 7"' m.J,_g. T

The msjor groups involved im rural-urban migration

From rural to urban Eramrﬁfbég to rural

‘adolescent males . 4/

adolescent females ; /L,’ o
! women at marriage

manual & farm workers mahual & farm workers

over 25 - under 25 -

males & females at

retirement

This classification does not imply that only people with
these characteristics migrate between town and country.
Rather that it is the positive g£ negative balance across/
these groups which is most important in affecting changes'in
the size of the total rural population. In this way
depopulation,and increase in papulétian; differ in
degree,nbt in form. The above groups explain the
changes in recent years. At the same time there appear:
also to be longer term trends; in particular there has
been a gradual reductian in the number of 1ndependent
QWnaiceguﬂt farmers who are leaving agrleulture and ,

apparently,rural reas.\

There is, no comprehensive statistical material refaging

to urban and rural areas and differences can only be
Dbtalned by comparing information on a county by county
basis. Examination of census data for the Christchurch
Urban Area and the adjacent North Canterbury rural caunLies
shova that the proportion of adolescento (15-19 years old)
of bth poxes is ‘lower in rural than in urban arcis.

Qur cotimates are that in 1971 there had been a 20% loss

by aut migration of male adolescents and a 70% reductilon

of females. Similar analyﬁis ghows that come 30% of

13
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. people over 65 years had migrated from the-rural cpunties.
This is ccnf;rmed by figures from the 1966 Census which
show that theaprop@rt;an of the urban Papulat;@n over

60 years old was 11.4 % for,males and 14,66 for females;
in rural areas the prcpartlons were 8.8% and 9.2%

respectively.

The movement of women to rural areas at marriage was
indicated by analysis of census data. It was confirmed by
a national sample survey of rural women which shows that
L5% of the women resident in rural areas had moved there
from an urban place,and that only 23% were born in a -

rural area. (Gill T et al 1976)

Some 60% of rural males over 15 years of age are involved
in agriculture as farmers or farm WOIkerS. Vlage and salary
earners make up around 40% if male emplayment in agriculture,

In 1971 the median age af?wage and salary €arners in
agriculture was 26.0 years,a figure which has been

.virtﬁally unchanged since 1928, '/ithin the static-declining
total number of farm workers tnis can only indicate

a réglacement of older people by younger,new entrants.
Other studies have shown that labour turnover rates in
agriculture are as high,if not higher,than those prevailing

in industry.

Choice of urban and rural residence

Thé extent of migratian between town and country evidenceas
that the two are considered as alternative locations by -
many New Zealanders; it is certainly impossible to
rogard rural depopulation as a one-way process. One of us
has proviously shown that rural-urban and urban-rural
migration can be treated as a choice process (i1l T, 1976)
A8 such it iﬂVOlVEEbthé conasideration of the objective lovel

14
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of the advantages and disadvantages of residence in a

rural or urban area,and of ‘the subjective image of

what 'rural! and 'urban' aré..As measured by the conventional
indices of social status there are caﬁsider%ble-differences
betwgen the grcups wvho make'up the rural pbguigtiOBg

These differences are also related to the views held about

the very meaning of 'rural life'.

o s — - .
Raral people in New Zealand are not,taken as a whole,

deprived relative to the urban ones. In this respect the

New Zealand situation appéars to deviate from the more
general overseas case. Op the other hand the differences
within the rural population are as least as great,if not
greater,than those among urban people. This lack of

homogeneity contrasts with classical Gemeinschaft ideal

types. This is shown by a summary of our studies on

the pattern of social stratification in rural New Zealand.
Full documentation of these is provided in the papers
listed in the bibliography. '

Property ownership.

‘There is little tradition in lew Zealand of the seppration

of land ownership from farm operation. In 1972 L8% of
agricultural land was freehold,k4.5% held on crown lease

or licence,and only 2.5% leased ffgm private landlords.
Likewise there has not been a Harxian pattern of increasing
capitalistic concentration of the rural means of production.
The .urporately owned estates of the 1890's were among the
first tahgubsdivided into private family cwnership; simiiarly
as Lloyd (1974) shows there has been little intrusion of
'agri-busineass' at the property level,cven though thore

has been a reduction in the number of farms and an increase
in the average size.

]

The proportion of independent proprictors in the cmployed

population ic four times groeater in the countrynide than

in the towns. llowever,the continuation of 'family farma!

15
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co-exists with a marked concentration of land and )
property ownership. In 1972 1,952 farms over 2,000 ha
account for 3.1% of all holdings by number but occupy
51.2% of all agricultural land. Because of the very
variable intensity of land use it is dangerous to draw ;
too many conclusions on this basis. While in%grmation
on capital ownership is not available it can be shown
that 3.9% of all holdings with sheep own 20% of all sheep, -
and that the investment of new caﬁital is concentrated on
‘the larger unitls. Furthermore there is a. surprising |
continuity in the ﬂumbgf of very large and very small

. ¢ farm units. For example there were 148 units
~ with over 20,000 acres (8,000 ha) in 1891,203 in 1933,
and 198 in 1960.

Occupations : !

Agriculture still dominates male employment in rural areas "
of New Zesland. In both urban and rural areas around 55%.

of the male working population are manual employees (this -
includes agriculture). The difference between rural and urban
areas is the lack of a white-collar sector in the former.

The use of paid labour in agfigulture has become slightly
more important as a proportion éi the total work force,
despite a reduction in the number of employees. It seems

that the more successful 'own-account' farmers have

displaced their less successful fellows and become cmployers;
this is particularly marked after 1951. There is little
trend,however,for the own-account farmers to become

employces. Instances of formal. employer-employee relationships
are now more widespread than they were,but' there are fawer
employees per employer than previously.

Distinctions in the level of income and of property ownershlp
arc most extreme in the case of the farmer and the farm

worker. In a country where 70% of families own or are

16
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purchasing their own home three-quarters of pétﬁanent
farm employees live in accomodation provided by their
employeras Similarly the median taxabie income of farmers
is more than twice that of farm employees,and the mean

more than 23 times greater.
Income

Information on incomes relates to taxable incomes which

is very inadequate in comparing the self-employed persan.
with the employee. Even sqf;amparisan of the Census
information tor the Canterﬁury_ﬁiavince in 1971 shows

that the mean male income is very similar in urban and rural
areas. But,compared to the urban area,there are proportionately
more high income earners and‘prQFQrtianately more - lLower
income earners in the rural areas. In other words,there ,
is a greater spread of income le%el in the countryside than
in the téwn. This is supported by natianal,informéti@n
which shows in 1966 farmers made up the largest section

of high income earners in New Zealand. Similarly in

1971 while 355 of all farmers recorded incomes over $5,000
per annum,only 16% of male earners in New Zealand did so.

.

' In the ten years from 1961-71 the relati&e income position

of rural residents,oi more particularly the better off
section,has declined . This is a loss Dfladvantage,relative
to urban residents,rather than an increase of disadvantage.

|

Aducation

The educavional leovel attalned by present residents of
rural arcas compares favourably to that of those rosident
in the smaller urban centres., In fact,in the rural arcao
stulied the proportion of women with at lcast secondary

school qualifications exceeds that of men.

17 ‘
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The available information leads to the cancluéicn that

the geographical variable ‘rural' does not,in the New

Zealand cantéxﬁ;alléw distinctive features of social
a:gaﬁisatién to be presumed. The residents of rural areas:

do ﬂcf}share a common life situationj; the-manifest differences
in property ownership and ot..er 1objective! status

criteria suggest the existence of distinct groups. The view

an individual holds of ‘'rural life',and the type of social
action they take,will depend,in part, upon their réccgnitign

and their acceptance of these distinctions.

Views of rural life

A sample survey of women resident in the rural countics of

North Canterbury shows that substantial congruence exists

between the various aspects of Eocial”stratificatisn

discussed above (Gill T 1976). Convincing links are
established between aecupaticn,prbparty’cwnership and
education; a relationship between these anﬁ 2 subjective
appraisal of household finances is also Shown. These

allow two main status groups to be delineated by reference
to husband's occupation; the entrcpreneurial. group of
farmers,farm managers,and proprietors of other businesses,

and the manual group of farm and éther employees.

Proof that such differences are correlated with what
membersscf the community regard as advantaged and disadvanteged
groups requires evidence of,either differential access to
power,or,of the distribution of preatige which various

groups are regarded as having. The survey rcsults show

that a slightly higher proportion of the entreprencurial

group than of the manual belong to various voluntafy
gooociatiions . These associations cover a wide range of
activitiba including community work,political parties,sporting
and culttral pursuits. Whercas 53% of the manual group

who belong to such associations hold no executive poslitions

in themyonly 21% of the entrepreneurial group do not. 1t
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is plausible that election to such position is an

indirect index of the individual's standing in the’

" population. Furthermore members of these executives will

be more influéntial than others in determining some of
the affairs affecting the population. This evidence
suggests that the previously enunciated differences

in the life situation of the two groups are meaningful

_to the members of this rural population. The eengeuenee

pbetween the various dimensions of status allovs the single
factor of entrepreneurship to be used as an indicator

of wider a@ifferencesS.

1t vas previeueiy artued that migration between rural and
urban areas of New Zealand can be - treated as a process of
choice involving the appraisal of the advantages and
dieedvantagee‘ef residence in a given type of eree; Analysis
of the North'Canterbury survey information showed the
relevance of this in explairing the decisions of eeependente
regerdingitheif place of residence. The ie;lowing were

the moast significant conclusions.

1 The majority of the residents of the rural area were
satisfied with their pfeeent Location and 72% of the
respondents preferee it to an alternative urban or rural
one . ' ' i

2. Satiefeetieﬁ vith a rural location increased with
dietanee'frem towns;those people closest to towns
were more likely to prefer another,more rural location,
than those already living further .waye.

3. The prefereﬁee for rural location was higher among
the ontrepreneurial group than the manual onee.

L, The disadvantages of eurel residence were unimportant
in deciding the prefeeenee for rural residence. Rather
the cosfs of rural regidence,relative to an urban
alternative,weroe soen as inevitable and acceptable
in terms of the benefits obtained.

5. The perception of tho benefits of rural residence
varied between the two status groups. The entrepreneurial
group emphasised the opportunity for economic
independence and the advantagesd of the natural environment.
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The manual group placed most impaftaﬁce on the

collective characteristic of 'community spirit'.

1o
L]

he view of.'community' differed between these two

groups. The entrepreneurial group were concerned .

‘with the idea of 'cdmmunity iﬁvolyemént',the manual

group with interspersénal relations and the benefits

-+ of association. The former see2ms more of a zoncern with

cémmunlty to ma;ntain or enhance prestige vis a vis it.
Signifieant differences between the two status groups
exist; these relate to the preference for rural r551dence,‘
arnd to perceived benefits of rural life,and to the meanlngg
attached %é Gammunlty- In particular there is a distinction
betweéﬂ the generally individualistic values of the

entrepreneurial group and the more collective ones Df the .

manual group.

Conclusion

The cvidence presented in this paper raises many issues

in regard to the understanﬂin§~af rural saclety in New
Zealand and to the question afagural-§3papulaticﬁ, of
particular intereat is how and why tﬁe‘differiﬂg meanings
attached to rural life arose and how they are maintained.
There are two possible reasons for difference in importance
att-ched by the entrepreneurial group to the environment

and to economic independence,on the one hand, and by the

manual group to friendliness and community spirit,on the other.

The first is that the characteristic is not equally
available to the two groups. The second is that one group

feels it more worthy of regard than does the other group.

The natural environment should be available to all,unless

some othe» factor or factors prevents its enjoyment. Likewise,
'friendlinoss' must be available to all the papulatiaﬁ,ar

most of kt,otherwise it cannot exiast. Lconomic independence,

20
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ié'anly available to those who are self-enployed., It seems
that the differences between the groups are linked to their
economic and occupational position.

/

The simplest explanation is that economic individualism
and relative success of the entrepreneurs allows them to
eﬁjoy the natural environment. Conversely the lack of
these prevents the manual group from doing so. This group
~ then rationalises its position by emphasising the benefits
gi association with their fellows. -
An alternatiye explanation is that econonic independence
is incompatible with the more cgllecgi?e,asscciative life.
Social isolation and a dégrea!affphysical isolation may
be a necessary price for individual economic success in
the New Zealand rural setting. I, this sense the advantage |
of the natural environment is a éampénsatiaﬂ for the lack

of association.

We are inclined to the latter explanatibhﬂ If the environment ’
was regarded as a reward for economic sugcéas it is to be
expected that thé;graug enjoying this privilege would

attempt to restiict the access of athers,particulafly

as their relative economic position declined. .The

évefwhelmiﬂg freedom of entry to rural areas of New Zgaland
speaks against this. Second,the advantage of the natural
‘environment does not appear to cg@péﬂsate for a lack of
economic success., It is during periods of low incomes that

' farmers leave the land.

Prestige in the rural community does not follow from

the possession of access to the environment,but from
success in business,that is in terms of income and wealth.
It is this prestige which allows the entreproneurial group
to dominate rural organisations., To the extent to which
they are able to influence the attitudes and values of

the lower status group they succeed in maintaining their
own position. The lack of distinctive and competing rural
manual associations,such as trade unions, makes thia task
easier. In this sense the 'rural community' in New Zealand
ﬁust-ba geen more as a form of social control than as a-

___8ocdal forms. . 21
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