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SYNOPSIS

The aim of this thesis is to explain the pattern of Lettesi
residential concentration in Newcastle. This pattern is explained by
detailed reference to processes of ethnic community formation,
consolidation and integration. To provide an adequate framework for
analtysis 1 first attempt to clarify conceptual issues which have
hindered research during the post-war period, and then I select a
methodology whose scale is appropriate to understanding community
structure and for providing a basis for interdisciplinary dialogue.
Finally, [ present a communications model of integration as a research

and policy framework.




CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION: THE RESEARCH FRAMEWORK

THE LETTESI* COMMUNITY

The Lettesi community, mainly resident in Hamilton®,and comprising
approximately 145 families, was formed by a process of chain migration
from the village of Lettopalena, Abruzzi, Italy. This process began in
1925 with the arrival, in Australia, of Giacomo de Vitis, followed closely
by his cousin, Arcangelo Rossetti. Arcangelo's sons, Antonio and Giacomo,
bought a cane farm in Proserpine, northern Queensland, which became the
focus for a major post-war exodus, sponsored mainly by Antonio, with help
from Italian farmers. Emigration from the village was not a new
phenomenon - many had left earlier for America and Argentina, but during
the war, in 1943, Lettopalena was destroyed by German troops, an
experience which resulted in mass emigration on a scale never before

experienced by the village (Plates 1,2).

I first came to know the Lettesi community during the course of
research in the early 1970s when, of a sample of 45 Italian households,
seven families were from Lettopalena. I had been interviewing immigrants
of different nationalities, within the Newcastle urban environment, to
learn about their origins and destination patterns. I had found that
among the southern European groups there were concentrations of village
and regional origin and that the largest of these was from Lettopalena.

The pattern did not apply to those from Germany and the Netherlands

1. People from the village of Lettopalena, Abruzzi, Italy, refer to
themselves as 'Lettesi'.

Z2. Hamilton 1is a suburb of Newcastle, N.S.W. Australia.









(Galvin 1971, 1974). I wanted to know how this community had evolved,
how it managed to retain its distinctive identity and how it functioned

within the wider community.

After a year spent interviewing Lettesi in Newcastle, gathering
data on community formation, consolidation and integration, I went to the
village in July 1977 where, for the first time I met Antonio Rossetti,
the principal link in this chain migration process. It was Antonio’
who showed me the rubble of the old town, sharing his memories as they
formed among the ruins there, and the new town.where even he had felt as
a stranger. I recognised in the new town with its spacious layout,
comfortable homes and quality furnishings, a way of life which was in
stark contrast to that experienced in the old village, and in the make-
shift homes which they had formed from the stables. I could see how
these changes were symbolic of the break in the chain of continuity of
migration from the village (Plate 3). An account of the process of
chain migration from the village to the canefields, then from Proserpine

to Newcastle, will be fully outlined later in this thesis.

NEWCASTLE - THE URBAN SETTING

The Lettesi community is a distinctive entity, both spatially and
socially, within the wider urban setting which is defined by the local
government areas of Newcastle and Lake Macguarie. Yet, despite
its distinctive geographical character, this community could not be
identified spatially from aggregate data from the national census, the
principal source of data on ethnic social areas. Urban social areas

defined at this level disguise the existence of communities of this kind

1. We were accompanied, as well, by Pasquale Martinelli whom I had
interviewed in Newcastle.



which can only be identified at a level of research based on household
data and the analysis of social networks. This problem of scale of
methodology is apparent from the following attempt to present the
Lettesi as a spatially distinctive 'geographical' entity within the

pattern of social areas in Newcastle.

The Early Growth of Newcastle and its Suburbs

Cities represent an historical record of their cumulative social and
economic experience. In his account of the settlement and growth of
Newcastle, Daly (1966) describes how the suburbs evolved as mining nodes
which developed independently of the principal port and commercial centre.
With the opening of the hinterland, following the building of the
railway, Newcastle, however, gained a dominant role as a N.S.W. port
second only to Sydney. Then as coal reserves dwindled in many nearby
townships and communications began to improve, these townships became
increasingly dependent upon Newcastle. In 1915 the B.H.P.* steelworks
became a reinforcing factor in its dominant position, creating a focus
for rapid suburban growth which tended to develop around the original

mining nodes (Fig. 1).

Hamilton, the focus of Lettesi concentration, had its beginnings in
1848 when a pit was opened on Cameron's Hill by the Australian
Agricultural Company. By the 1860s, settlement had spread along Denison
Street as far as Lawson Street (Fig. 2). There were four mines operating
in the area at the time. Further growth occurred when a new pit was
opened where the racecourse now Sstands, between Hamilton and Broadmeadow.

But following construction of the railway goods yards, settlement spread

1. B.H.P. represents the Broken Hill Proprietary Co. Ltd.
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north along Beaumont Street which is now the hub of commercial activity.
The most characteristic feature of this inner suburban area is the
mixture in the auality and age of the dwellings for homogeneity, over a
widespread area, only occurs in Hamilton South, a suburb of relatively
high socioeconomic status where the low, swampy land was a barrier to
settlement until drainage was completed after World War I (Daly 1966)
(Fig. 2).

Newcastle is now a city of 284670 people', its boundary being defined,
for the purpose of this research, by the contiguous built-up area
contained by the municipaiities of Mewcastle and Lake Macquarie.
Industrial and port activities are its main raison d'eétre, the principal
source of industrial employment being the B.H.P. and its related
industries®. Its significance, however, as an industrial and service
centre is dependent both on its site and situation, its site lying
adjacent to the Hunter River estuary, a port now undergoing significant
expansion. Its dominant Tocation in the Hunter Valley Region provides
the city with immediate access to resources of cocal and agricultural
products. Though economic development proceeded slowly in the past, more
recent emphasis on energy reserves has led to an increase in the
immigrant population. This trend, however, may be reversed with the

deepening recession in the industrial sector.

The Social Areas of Newcastle

The contemporary ecological structure of Newcastle has been outlined

1. State Government Population Projection Group. Aug, 1981.

2. B.H.P. Steelworks' policy, at the present time (Feb. 1983), is to
reduce its workforce at the Newcastle works to 6000. This policy
foreshadows the possible closure of the works, an event which would
cause a major industrial recession.



in a social area study by Parkes (1971; 1972; 1973). Within this

broader structure other research has examined the Transition Zone (Cahill
1968), the C.B.D.' (Purdon 1969) and specific neighbourhoods (Newton
1969; Sharma 1975) and social areas (Newton 1972). The social areas of
Newcastle, 1ike other Australian cities, are characterised by dimensions

of sociceconomic status, familism and ethnic status (Figs. 3-5).

In his studies of the social areas of Newcastle Parkes (1971; 1972;
1973) described the zone of higher socioeconomic status (Fig. 3). It is
sectoral in form and follows a ridge of higher ground, settled stretches
of the coastline and Lake Macquarie (Fig. 6). Areas of lower socioeconomic
status, particularly the inner suburbs on the low-lying flood-plain, have
a relatively higher incidence of health and welfare problems (Vinson and
Hommel 1972). The dimension of familism is concentric in pattern, having
its Towest values within the inner city and increasing in suburbs towards
the periphery. Ethnic status has two distinct nuclei, one inner-suburban,
the other within the outer suburbs. These general patterns recur in
cities, not only in Australia, but in other western countries, and they
tend to follow the classical urban models of Burgess (1928), Hoyt (1939)
and Harris and Ullman (1945), as summarised by Murdie (1969) in his

generalised urban model.

Ethnic Social Areas in Newcastle

The ethnic pattern which Parkes (1971; 1972; 1973) describes for
Newcastle was based on the 'foreign-born' census category. Using
'national' data from the same census (1966) I found that the inner-suburban

pattern represented a zone of southern European dominance of mainly Greek,

1. C.B.D. represents Central Business District.
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[talian and Yugoslav nationals; the outer suburbs attracted northern
Europeans, the largest groups being the German and the Dutch (Figs. 7,8).
Measures of spatial association further illustrated this basic division
(Tables 1, 2)(Galvin 1971; 1974). It will be seen in Chapter 4 that

similar patterns recur in other major cities of Australia.

The Southern European Pattern

Spatial variations between southern European groups were detailed
in my earlier research (Galvin 1971; 1974) and subsequent analysis of
residential trends has reinforced the initial impressions (Gaivin 1976).
To some extent, however, changes have occurred due to the changing trends
in immigration generally, and the contrasting patterns of ethnic

mobility. These must be considered when drawing comparisons.

My 1976 research showed that over the two intercensal periods, from
1961 to 1971, the Greek-born population had a small but steady increase;
Italian numbers, on the whole, fell slightly; Yugoslavs, on the other
hand, increased significantly, particularly between 1966 and 1971. These
findings were consistent with those of the previous study for the
majority of Greeks and Italians who were interviewed (1970) had resided
in Newcastle during these intercensal periods. Most of the Yugoslavs

had been recent immigrants. Census figures for 1976 also confirm the

above trends {(Table 7).

In this earlier research (Galvin 1976; 1980) the spatial association
measures clearly demonstrated changing patterns of differentiation between
Greek, Italian and Yugoslav-born over the intercensal periods 1961-1971
(Table 2). The indices show the Italian population to be increasingly
similar to the host population, with decreasing levels of concentration

and segregation, a trend relatively constant over the intercensal periods.
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TABLE 1

e

POPULATION SIZE FOR ITALIAN, GREEK AND YUGOSLAV BORN

NEWCASTLE 1961-1976 |

Birthplace 1961 1966 1971 1976 i
Italy 1699 1616 1622 1823 |
Greece 895 982 1116 1122 f
Yugoslavia 504 1083 2551 2929 3

Source: Australian Census, 1961, 1966, 1971, 1976.

TABLE 2
SPATTAL INDICES, SOUTHERN EUROPEANS
)
NEWCASTLE 1961-1971 k
(a) Concentration |
Year Lett. [tal. Grk. Yug. S.Eur. f
1961 95.6 70.9 76.6 75.6 68.6
|
1966 93.7 65.1 72.0 67.4 63.9 %
|
1971 92.0 62.2 70.0 73.2 66.0

{(b) Segregation

Year Lett. Ital. Grk. Yug. S.Eur. |
1961 88.6 54.3 59.9 64.1 51.2
1966 g8.1 50.3 57.5 53.3 43 .4
1971 36.8 45.4 575 53.8 53.6
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TABLE 2 (cont.)

(ci) Dissimilarity 1961

1
Year Lett. [tal. Grk. Yug. S.Eur. Aust-born

Lett. 0.0 59.0 68.5 72.0 63.2 88.9
[tal. 59.0 0.0 48.7 46.0 19.1 55.4
Grk. 68.5 48.7 0.0 49.2 32.0 60.6
Yug. 72.0 46.0 49.2 0.0 36.6 64.9 |
S.Eur. 63.2 19.1 32.0 36.6 0.0 51.7
Aust-born 88.9 55.4 60.6 64.9 51.7 0.0

(cii) Dissimilarity 1966

Year Lett. [tal. Grk. Yug. S.Eur. Aust-born
Lett. 0.0 59.0 62.9 70.8 61.8 88.6
Ital. 59.0 0.0 39.7 41.1 19.6 51.0 1
Grk. 62.9 39.7 0.0 44.5 28.1 58.1 !
Yug. 70.8 41.1 44.5 0.0 26.6 54.3 ;
S.Eur. 61.8 19.6 28.1 26.6 0.0 48.8 |
Aust-born 88.6 51.0 58.1 54.3 48.8 0.0

(ciii) Dissimilarity 1971

Year Lett. Ital. Grk. Yug. S.Eur. Aust-born
Lett. 0.0 60.3 57.6 65.2 61.2 87.4
Ital. 60.3 0.0 40.3 44 .4 26.4 46.3

Grk. 57.6 40.3 0.0 48.3 32.9 58.5

Yug. 65.2 44.4 48.3 0.0 22.1 64.6
S.Eur. 61.2 26.4 32.9 22.1 0.0 53.9
Aust-born  87.4 £6.3 58.5 64.6 53.9 0.0 |

Source: Australian Census 1961, 1966, 1971; Survey 1976 (Galvin 1980)
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For the Greek-born the trend is similar but more pronounced, especially
for 1971; and although this might reflect their slight increase in
numbers, communal solidarity may be a more significant factor (Burns
1976). Between 1961 and 1966 the Yugoslav pattern shows a similar trend
but by 1971 it is clearly reversed. By then an influx of recent

arrivals had found cheap accommodation close to the heavy industries.

The mean centres of the above populations, for the three census years,
further illustrate these trends (Fig. 9). The Italian mean centre
continued to move outwards towards the mean centre of the host population;
over the first intercensal period those of Greeks and Yugoslavs did
Tikewise; but during the second intercensal period the Greek position
remained stable, while the Yugoslav centre moved radically away from the
mean centre of the host population and towards the industrial zone of
the city, a zone defined in the earlier research as one of initial
settlement for southern Europeans (Galvin 1971; 1974). Differences in
pattern both between and within these groups are illustrated by Burns in
a study of Greeks (in progress) and by Gordon (1974) in her work on
Macedonians and Serbs. Again, similar variations are found in other

cities and will be dealt with at length in Chapter 4.

The Italian Pattern

The Italian population has shown the most consistent trend among
southern Europeans over the two intercensal periods and they, too, have
experienced the Teast migration in and out of the city during the same
period. Yet significant differentiation does exist among Italians and,
indeed, it will be argued at greater length in Chapter 5 that the
measures describing Italian spatial patterns dc not represent the

Lettesi community. Discrepancies are apparent between 'other Italian'
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selecting potential immigrants.

Discrimination has occcurred at government Tevel through selective
immigration and the Assisted Passage Scheme (Price 1975, p.A3). Mr B.
Snedden, as Minister for Immigration, claimed that 'the government
provided financial and other encouragement to prospective immigrants
who might not otherwise be able to come here' (Snedden 1967, p.6).

This motive would appear to be humanitarian, yet the irony 1s that
southern Europeans could probably least afford the costs of emigration,
and yet they received the least financial assistance. Tsounis belijeves

1

that this probably reflected a measure of 'race preference' by framers
of the policy (Tsounis, 1963, p.16). Justification for assisting
northern Europeans was couched in terms of demand fcr skilled labour
but it was seldom acknowledged that Australia, in the past, desperately
required vast resources of unskilied labour - to do jobs that

Australians seemed unwilling to do. Southern EZuropeans have Targely

filled this need.

Immigrants, especially southern Zurcpeans, have been expected to
castoff all distinguishable traits, irrespective of their potential
value to the society. Diversity has been deplored and the greater the
cultural distance, the greater the degree of intolerance that has
prevailed. Tsounis has described discriminaticn against the Greeks and
how they have been relegated to an inferior sccial position in i
society sometimes hostile, intolerant and xenophobic. Tsounis also
questioned Australian values and he found them wanting in comparison
with those of Greeks - especially in relation to family and kinship
(Tsounis 1975, p.47). Questioning the demand for unqualified
assimilation, immigrants have asked:

Why presume that the Australian pattern of human decency

must be infinitely superior to any other pattern? (Kavass
1962, p.57).
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the finer patterns of the complex urban social design. The Lettesi
residential pattern is distinctive from other groups including 'other
Italians', southern Europeans and immigrants generally. Yet this was not
apparent from the social area analysis (Parkes 1971; 1672; 1973) or from
the subsequent analysis of national groups (Galvin 1571, 1974; 1976)

based on aggregate census data. To discover the existence of distinctive
group settlements and to explain their pattern of residential concentration
it is necessary to move from an aggregate approach to the primary

relations within a community. One can then analyse the dynamic process

of community formation, consolidation and integration in the wider urban/

societal setting.

THE RESEARCH AIM

The aim of this research is to explain the pattern of Lettesi
residential concentration in Newcastle. 7o explain this pattern it will
be necessary to examine the process of Lettesi group settlement formation,
consalidation and integration in relation to Lettesi community structure.
Before commencing this research it is essential, however, to clarify
conceptual and methodological issues which continue to hinder theoretical

progress. This is one of the main aims of Chapter 2.

In Chapter 2 I shall attempt to clarify the concept of ‘integration'-
for the purpose of this study, but with reference to the broader
conceptual perspective of post-war literature on immigration and resettle-

ment. Conceptual discussion will lead to the formulation of a research

1. Integration is defined, for the purpose of this research as a process
whereby links are created between the individual and the ethnic
community and the wider society, in the process of adjustment.
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and policy framework which seeks to differentiate between value premise,
social structure and social process, within the context of recent trends

in ethnic research. Besides presenting an outline of research methodology,
Part B of Cnapter 2 will argue the need for a convergence of the

disciplines in their scales of approach to particular problems in ethnic
research, for otherwise there will be no consistent basis for meaningful,

interdisciplinary dialogue to lead to significant progress in theory.

This theme of convergence in scales of methodology will be argued
further in Part A of the following chapters as part of the general
discussion and evaluaticn of the relevant literature on ethnic communities.
In Part B of these chapters I shall examine the process of community
formation, consolidation and integration at a scale which is appropriate
for understanding group 'structure'®, for this is essential for explaining
group existence both spatially and socially within the wider urban

context.

-

In Chapter 5 this theme is developed further when [ present an
alternative model of integration which accommodates the role of inter-
personal channels in providing access to the wider social system in a
process of adjustment and integration. This role is a reason for
community existence. The communications model of integration is usetul,
however, not only for examining the role of such communities in gaining
access to resources, but also for examining the institutional response to

immigrant needs in a societal context.- The model can be applied as a

1. The term 'structure' is used here, in preference to the term ‘'social
organisation', because of its application in relation to social
networks. Social network structure will be defined by the roles
providing access to institutions in the wider social system (Chapter 5).

2. The institutional response to the migrant presence was a theme of a
book by Martin (1978).



framework for policy, an example of which will be presented in Appendix 5.

The Tink between policy and explanation of ethnic pattern must be
found in the way that ethnic communities consolidated their presence
within a policy vacuum where institutions in society have ignored their
existence.! More effective integration will only occur as a two-way
response between ethnic communities and the institutions which society
creates to meet the needs of all of its people. This can only be

achieved through more effective policy.

1. Changes in policy and institutional response will be referred to in
later chapters.



CHAPTER 2

CONCEPTUAL PERSPECTIVE AND METHOCDOLOGY

PART A.  THE CONCEPTUAL PERSPECTIVE IN POST-WAR ETHNIC RESEARCH

Ethnic concepts have evolved within a context of changing attitudes
towards immigrants in society and values have been built into concept
definition. This chapter examines the reievant concepts, questions their
assumptions and traces their evolution to clarify the present research
position and provide an 'objective' framework for analysis. Emphasis
will be placed on many earlier writings to reflect, not only changing
attitudes and values, but also the conclusions of research at the time,
to show how feedback has operated between the two, and between research,

policy and society, generally.

The ethnic community, by providing a buffer between the individual
immigrant and the host society, plays an important role in immigrant
adjustment. Writers have generally acknowledged this but have failed
to stress sufficiently the role of the community in the process of
integration between immigrant and society. For many immigrants,
especially southern zuropeans, the role of the ethnic community is

crucial, not oniy to their adjustment', but also to integration.

1. ddjustment 1is used here in a general sense, synonymously with the
terms aaapravion and coping. It 1s the way the individual or ethnic
group fits needs to environment and environment to needs. The value
implied by a norm or standard against which to measure a specific
'state' of adjustment does not present a problem in the present
context because adjustment is seen, not as a state, but, as a

process.
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Adjustment implies that their needs are being met, either from within
their community, or from the wider society. Ethnic communities are

not self-sufficient and for needs to be satisfied, links must be created
between the community and the host society. This is a process of
structural integration and for many immigrants it can only be achieved

through the social networks of their ethnic groups.

Assimilation has stressed the complete disintegration of the
ethnic community, socio-culturally and spatially. It would therefore
appear to have limited relevance, especially in reference to first
generation immigrants, for contrary to expectation and regardless of
policy, ethnic communities have shown remarkable persistence, not only
in Australia but in other societies, notably the uUnited States.
Nevertheless this concept has dominated post-war thinking and so the
positive roie of the ethnic community in the process of integration has
been largely overlooked. There has been, however, a strong reaction
against the concept in recent years and two main points seem to emerge
from this reaction. The first is the stress on the principle of social
justice as a basic value premise guiding research; the second is the
recognition that the present social reality is one of a multicultural

society.

This reaction is encouraging in relation to the fact that, in
earlier research, value premises were not explicit and that theory
was often divorced from reality. Thus after decades of researcn
the assimilation concept had produced only a series of research
orientations reflecting the attitudes of the various researchers and
the changing attitudinal trend through time. Hence Price concluded in
1966, 1972 and again in 1977,

There 1is no satisfactory general theory to assist our

understanding of immigrant assimilation or the wider field
of minority group relations (Price 1977, ©.331).



(@)
~

Because value premises were not explicit they were not subjected to
critical scrutiny; nor were researchers usually aware of them. Thus
unconsciously they were built into concept definitions and allowed to
distort the models of reality. This largely explains the conceptual
confusion recognised by Horobin (1957, p.241), Johnston (1969, p.1) and
others; and the problems of bias described by Glaser (1958, p.41) and
Price (1966, p.A7). The following introduction to a conference paper
is typical of the general approach to the problem:

We have already heard several definitions of assimilation

from earlier speakers this afternoon and now [ want to

introduce another one (Richardson 1960, p.33).

The valuations which have guided ethnic research follow an
evolutionary trend in societal attitudes. Changing orientations have
resulted from a process of continuing feedback between the attitudes of
society, including those of the ethnic groups, the concepts and
approaches used by researchers, the results of their research, and
finally, government policy. Consistent changes are therefore observable
in social attitudes, policy and in research. We see a gradual change
in orientation from strict Anglo-conformism to the melting-pot approach,
to integration, cultural pluralism, multiculturalism and polyethnicis.
These concepts imply different forms of social structure and are
expressions of changing perceptions of this structure. Underiying the
concepts and the changing perceptions are values and assumptions which
represent, through time, an increasing degree of tolerance, as well as

an awareness, of the place and function of ethnic groups within society.

An outline of the trend in conceptual orientation in ethnic
research will now be presented. In the course of this outline the
valuations or assumptions implied by the concepts will be clarified and

evaluated by reference to relevant research tTindings. [ will show how
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the premises of social justice and awareness of Australia as a
multicultural society have emerged as part of the overall trend. This
should clarify the present position and provide a realistic framework

for research.

ASSIMILATION, THE VALUE PREMISES

The assimilation concept has many and varied definitions but a
clear break in emphasis occurred in America in the move from Anglo-
conformism to the melting-pot approach. Anglo-conformist assimilation
implied that immigrants must 'cast away their old lanauage, custons
and attitudes, in favour of America's Anglo-Saxon core culture' (Price
1966, p.A3). The melting-pot hypothesis saw ‘both immigrants and
native-born enter the great New World Crucible and emerge melted,
blended and reshaped as the shining new American men and women' (Price

1966, p.A3).

In Australia the trend in conceptual orientation has ciosely
paralleled the American, but at a later stage in the development of
society, within a more compressed period and with a great deal of
conceptual overlap and confusion. 7o some Australian writers assimi-
lation has implied conformity to a stable core Anglo-Saxon culture.
Models of this process have been described as monistic. Others have

stressed interactionist models, or an approach more analogous to the

melting-pot idea.

The value premises now to be discussed apply more readily to
‘monistic' Anglo-conformism for this was the form most prevalent in
Australia, and the shift from this approach to that of the melting-pot
represented, to some extent, a re-evaluation. There are six main

assumptions or value premises implied to a greater or lesser extent Dy
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the range of individual definitions of assimilation.

The first assumption to be examined is the existence of an
essentially stable, white Anglo-Saxon Protestant society - of a
national way of life to which an immigrant must conform. Some
Australian writers, for example, Taft (1957; 13966), Berndt (1964) and
Timms {1969), have used an Anglo-conformist approach. In his
conclusion to a study of assimilation in Queensland, Timms expressed
surprise at the unexpectedly high level of dissimilarity between
Australian-born and the New Zealand-born. He said:

It may well be that...the true core scciety for

establishing a yardstick...is not the total Australian-

born population, but only those members forming the

establishment and deriving from Anglo-Saxon Protestant

stock (Timms 1969, p.54).

Despite his rejection of 'monistic assimilation' and his stated
preference for an interactionist approach, Taft (1957) presented an
assimilation model which was cliearly monistic in terms of its
assumptions. One of his basic assumptions was that during assimilation
the host society was stable (Taft 1957, p.143). Taft was not unaware
of this problem but he argued that in the short term ethnic impact was

limited. Nevertheless he later revised his model to take account of

actual conditions (Taft 1966, pp.14-15).

This assumption of a stable core society consisting of white
Anglo-Saxon Protestants, has been challenged indirectly in the litera-
ture. Even before the war there was a large proportion of Australians
whom Timms would exclude from his true core society; and Berndt from
his assessment of Australian Society (1964). There were, for example,
the Irish Catholics, forming 20 per cent of the population. They were
often bitterly opposed to English customs and institutions, fighting

conscription in World War I, and establishing their own independent
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schools (Price 1968, pp.3-4). Their contributions to Australian
institutions, such as the Australian Labor Party, cannot be denied. A
further 10 per cent of the pre-war population were of non-British
origin, mainly of German and Italian descent and their impact was
significant where their numbers were great as in the Barossa Valley and
in the canefields of northern Queensland (Borrie 1954). In considering
the impact of Asian immigration Mackie (1977, p.2) ciaimed also that
Australia has always been more 'multi-racial' than was generally recognised.
Now with mass immigration since World War Il the above assumption could
never be sustained for the non British-born (excluding the Irish) form
22 per cent of the total population and inciuding their children born
in Australia, the figure would approach, at least, 40 per cent

(Burnley 1981). The sociocultural impact has been considerable (Encel

1971, p.37).

Price refers to the new 'way of 1ife that is emerging under the
impact of so many new persons and influences' (Price 1968, p.19).
Bottomley claims further that 'however modified, the immigrants'
traditions now form part of a heterogeneous Australian culture, both
influencing and being influenced by the host society’ (Bottomley 1974,
p.285). Banchevska refers to the 'startling changes' undergone by the
host population in Australia in 'the broader process of continual change
towards the emergence of a new kind of social structure' {Banchevska
1966, pp.45-53). This new kind of multicultural structure was

s (1877) submission, 'Australia as

acknowledged in Zubrzycki and Martin
a Multicultural Society', by the Galbally Report on Post-Arrival Services
(1978) and by the N.S.W. Government's Report, 'Participation' (1978); it
has been actively promoted, in recent years, by Mr. A Grassby through the

Office of Community Relations. The assumption of a stable host society,
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into which all ethnic groups will eventually assimilate, cannot be
upheld within the Australian social context. As Taft acknowledged,

Rarely, if ever, does a majority group passively absorb

a substantial minority, without being influenced to

some extent, by it (Taft 1953, p.46).

The second assumption to be examined is that of host society
superiority and hierarchical evaluation of other ethnic groups. This
assumption is closely associated with the first which implied white
Anglo-Saxon Protestant superiority. Writers have agreed that such an
evaluation springs directly from prejudice which is usually associated
with overt acts of discrimination and that this creates cbstacles to
further 'assimilation'. Borrie referred to the 'passions, prides and
prejudices' which lay behind policies designed to protect the national
character (Borrie 1959, p.90). Such policies have been directed at
specific ethnic groups which the government believed could not bhe
easily 'assimilated'. Asians and southern Europeans, narticularly,
have suffered discrimination both in the U.S. and in Australia (Price

1966, p.Al6; fncel 1971, p.37).

Price referred to a study by Laughlin which ‘'successfully'
persuaded the U.S. government that southern and eastern turopeans, and
Jews, were relatively more prone to deviant behaviour and their entry
should therefore be severely restricted. According to Price his

rguments were unsound and were bolstered by the assertion that all
criminal behaviour was inherited (Price 1966, n.Al6). Australia
followed the U.S. Tead with the Amending Immigration Act of 1925 which,
aimed primarily at southern Europeans, empowered the government to
exclude 'those deemed unlikely to be readily assimilable' (Price 1966,
p.A4). The hierarchical evaluation is further implied by the points

system'operating both in Canada and in Australia as a basis for

1. This system establishes the criteria for immigrant selection. T[he
criteria is adjusted from time to time in response to policy changes.
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selecting potential immigrants.

Discrimination has cccurred at government Tevel through selective
immigration and the Assisted Passage Scheme {Price 1975, p.A3). Mr B.
Snedden, as Minister for Immigration, claimed that 'the government
provided financial and other encouragement to prospective immigrants
who might not otherwise be able to come here' (Snedden 1967, p.6).

This motive would appear to be humanitarian; yet the irony is that
southern Europeans could probably least afford the costs of emigration,
and yet they received the least financial assistance. Tsounis belijeves

1

that this probably reflected a measure of 'race preference' by framers
of the policy (Tsounis, 1563, p.16). Justification for assisting
northern Europeans was couched in terms of demand for skilled labour
but it was seldom acknowledged that Australia, in the past, desperately
required vast resources of unskilled labour - to do jobs that

Australians seemed unwilling to do. Southern turopeans have largely

filled this need.

Immigrants, especially southern Zuropeans, have been expected to
castoff all distinguishable traits, irrespective of their potential
value to the society. Diversity has been deplored and the greater the
cultural distance, the greater the degree of intolerance that has
prevailed. Tsounis has described discrimination against the Greeks and
how they have been relegated to an inferior sccial position in a
society sometimes hostile, intolerant and xenophobic. Tsounis also
questioned Australian values and he found them wanting in comparison
with those of Greeks - especially in relation to family and kinship
(Tsounis 1975, p.47). Questioning the demand for unqualified
assimilation, immigrants have asked:

Why presume that the Australian pattern of human decency

must be infinitely superior to any other pattern? (Kavass
1962, p.57).
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Kovacs and Cropley, in a discussion of stereotypes, stressed the
unreliability of misinformed perceptions. They pointed out that
Australians show an amazing ignorance of the culture, history and
origins of their immigrants (Kovacs and Cropley 1975, p.73). It is
ironic, for example, that stereotypes of Italians, being 'prone to use
the knife' and ‘'probably agents of the Mafia® (Jupp 1966, p.119), had
no support in the crime statistics. In a report by the N.S.W. Crime
Statistics Bureau, Italians in fact were shown to have the least
number of offences in the State, relative to the size of the population,
and they were closely followed by Maltese and Greeks. Mew Zealanders
had the highest crime rate (Vinson 1973, p.42). While Australians
were often critical of the visible concentration of ethnic communities
within their midst (Johnston 1968, p.153), they failed to realise that
ethnic cohesion is preserved by those values which operate effectively

as social controls over deviant behaviour.

Stereotypes which are misconceived, and prejudice expressed through
discrimination, are damaging both to ethnic group relations and to the
well-being of the individual immigrant. While alienating the immigrant
from the host society, they force his retreat into the ethnic
community where he may be assured of acceptance and respect, at the
expense of his wider participation in society. If there 1s no community
with which he can identify, then the problem of marginality will be
greatly exacerbated, causing pscyhological stress and often mental
breakdown. Johnston claimed that marginality occurs for those 'inclined
to identify with the dominant group, but who encounter a relatively
impermeable barrier' (Jochnston 1865, p.49). Stonequist discussed its
disorganising impact:

...the conviction of facing an unscalable wall, and
personal faijlures, overwhelm the individual. Mental
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conflict leads to discouragement and despair. 1In its

extreme form this eventuates in mental discorganisation

and in suicide (Stonequist 1937, p.202).

The assumption of host society superiority over ethnic groups who
are evaluated hierarchically has led to discriminatory attitudes and

practices, the impact of which has been detrimental to the immigrant

and, ironically, to the process of inmigrant 'assimilation'.

The third assumption is that immigrants are an economic and
security threat and should therefore be assimilated as rapidly as
possible. The standard reaction to a perceived threat is overt
discrimination which, ironically again, presents further obstacles to
'assimilation'. There are many recorded instances, particularly during
recessions, when Australians reacted strongly tc a perceived zeconemio
threat (Price 1968, p.7). Stanner refers to the riots of the 1850s when
Chinese immigrants posed a threat to wages and conditions because
"...hardworking, efficient and content with small returns, they accepted
privations that Europeans would not tolerate' (Stanner 1971, p.11).

Encel described how the British Preference League in Queensland, during
the 1930s, enforced a 25 per cent guota on non-British canecutters. In
the 1940s the Returned Servicemen's lLeague wanted the Queensland
gevernment to disenfranchise immigrant farmers and to assign their

land to returning ex-servicemen {(Encel 1971, p.37). In post-war years,
during periods of recession, some employers imposed an 'English-
speaking' requirement which, it seems, was not relevant during times of
Tabour scarcity. The refusal to acknowledge overseas qualifications
has alsa been widespread during post-war years (Snedden 1969, ».10) and
has frequently caused severe 'status dislocation' which has led to
depression and often to mental breakdown (Krupinski 1967, n.275; Kovacs

and Cropley 1975, p.31). Occupational discrimination is hardly
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conducive to a process of ethnic 'assimilation'.

In relation to the perceived economic threat, there is a seeming
contradiction in that mass immigration was initiated mainly for
economic reasons. The paradox is that while Australian society
generally has gained immeasurably from mass immigration, competition
still eixsts at an individual level. VYet competition is provided, not
only from immigrants, but from other members of Australian society.
The difference is that the immigrant is visible and visibility defines
the boundary of an ‘out' group (Stanner 1971, p.9) which then provides
a scapegoat for those who fail to gain positions in a field which is

competitive.

The occupational status of different ethnic groups has been
examined closely by a number of writers. Hutchinson found that the
upward mobility rate for immigrants into Brazil was higher than that
of the host group; but he stressed that they were occupying new
positions created as a result of economic growth, largely due fo
immigration (Hutchinson 1958, ».120). In Boston, Thernstrom observed
a dramatic difference in opportunities which were open to first and
second generation immigrants compared to Americans of native stock.
Differences were largely independent of class origins. Thernstrom
concluded:

Was there something in the characteristic 1ifestyles

and values of some groups that impeded their adaptation

...[or] Was it rather that the receiving society treated

men differently according to their ethnicity, welcoming

some and placing obstacles in the way of others?

(Thernstyom 1970, »p.158-9).

The situation in Australia is more difficult to assess because of
the recency of mass immigration of people of non-British origin.

Zubrzycki showed, in 1969, that first generation immigrants were not
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distributed evenly throughout the occupational structure - the

British group, alone, was highly represented within the professional
category; German and Dutch immigrants held intermediate positions;
Ukraine/U.S.S.R. and Polish immigrants were T1ittle better off than
southern Europeans who generally occupied the lowest positions. Many
other scholars have supported the conclusion that ethnicity is related
to socioeconomic status (Lieberson 1961; Jones 1969; Timms 1969;
Zubrzycki 1969; Johnston 1973; Burnley 1974, 1975, 1980; Neutze 1978;
Collins 1981). This aspect of the coincidence of class and ethnicity
will be discussed, at greater length, in Chapter 4. Some have referred

to it as 'structural pluralism' (Gordon 1975, p.85; Martin 1978, p.56).

Such results do not suggest that immigrants have presented an
economic threat at the societal level, except, perhaps from the consumer
view where pressure on services like housing and education led to the
scaling down of immigration throughout the seventies. In employment,
however, discrimination has aggravated the already disadvantaged
situation of the immigrant and has undoubtedly retarded ‘assimilation'.
The Social Welfare Commission has  argued, in fact, for positive
discrimination in favour of the disadvantaged immigrant (Boss 1977,

p.44).

The need for a poiicy of assimilation to counter a perceived
political threat has also been implied in a number of writings. While
Stoller recognised the positive aspects of national associations, he
nevertheless added a word of warning 'about the possibility of
retardation of integration if there is overemphasis on home politics

" and suggested:
Although there is an ever-present danger there has been

no significant social isolationism...and no really
troublesome political movements (Stoller 1966, p.5).
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Fear has alsc been expressed over the possible abuse of the foreign
language press and ethnic radio. t is feared that immigrants may
transfer divisions from the country of origin to the new environment,
or publish subversive, hostile propaganda. After examining these
contentions in regard to the ethnic press, Zubrzycki supported the
resolution expressed at the Havana Conference, 1956. The resclution
acknowledged the positive potential which far outweighed evidence of
political threat. The success of ethnic radio in providing information
and access to the wider social system in Australia lends further
reassurance that fears may be ill-founded. If anything, ethnic radio

would facilitate integration (Zubrzycki 1958, p.82).

If there is any basis for assuming that immigrants are potentially
a divisive force then it lies in the fact of 'structural pluralism'.
Engel attributes the urban crisis in ethno-racial relations in America
to the 'power ascendancy of the dominant group, over minority group
coalitions' (Engel 1968, p.92). A similar crisis could emerge in
Australia where immigrant unemployment is disproportionately high and

[

the majority affected are southern Zuropeans (Coilins 1975, p.11

~1

Ethnic Affairs Commission of N.S.W. Report to the Premier 1978, p.160).
[t is the southern European professional elite who, in recent years,
have been loudly demanding 'ethnic rights, power and participation’

(Storer 1973).

The fourth assumption is that immigrants can change their way of
1ife completely, and at will. It is absurd to believe that immigrants
to this country were motivated by the goal of the government which

for

invited them - especially the goal of assimilation. Thney emigrated
a variety of reasons, but mainly because the perceived opportunities

were greater here than they were in the homeland. Thus while the
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government may have expected them all to assimilate, their energies
were turned towards the goal of survival which often required the
support of an ethnic group. Buckland alleges that before emigration
no reference was made by officials in Greece to the fact that
immigrants were expected to 'assimiltate'. All they were given were
promises of Eldorado (Buckland 1973, p.3). To the extent that this
was the general procedure it would have amounted to an irreconcilable
inconsistency between the goals of the immigrant and the Australian

government.

[f a government were seriously to apply assimilation policy it
would have to legislate for specific controls. Taft Tists examples of
measures compatible with an attitude of 'monistic' assimilation. They
include compulsory naturalisation, effective opposition to the
establishment of ethnic schools, to the use of non-English languages in
public places and to special non-English radio broadcasts (Taft 1963,
p.288). There is a host of other controls which would have to be made
effective to achieve a goal of ethnic invisibility. Bogardus has stated
that some degree of coercion, 'as a spur to awaken letharay may be
desirable' (Bogardus 1958, p.209). It is debatable however whether
such controls could be exercised in a society that claims tec be
democratic. Zubrzycki comments:

What is being Australian? Most importantly it is our

freedom - freedom to fulfill ourselves (Zubrzycki 1977, ».137).

Coercion may not have been acceptable in Australia, but immigrants,
nevertheless, were expected to surrender, unconditionally, their ethnic
identity. Naturalisation was stressed as the principal indicator of
identification with the host community so that in the words of a Good
Neighbour Council spokesman,

Naturalisation was a duty and a moral obligation {(Van
Keulen 1959, p.29).
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Such words reflected the government attitude that it 'expects all

immigrants to intend to become Australians' {Heydon 1965, p.10).

This identification concept was a central part of most of the
models of assimilation. Gordon saw it as a stage, or type of assimi-
lation (Gordon 1964); Taft called it a stage in his earlier model
(Taft 1957) but referred to it later as a facet of assimilation (Taft
1966); Glaser devised a continuum of identification, ranging from
segregating to assimilating individuals (Glaser 1958); Richardson
presented a feedback model wherein satisfaction, identification and
acculturation were all interacting and necessary dimensions (Richardson
1961); Johnston emphasised the subjective element which consisted of
identification with the members of the society {(Johnston 1963, p.296);
and Craig concluded that despite the multiplicity of definitions of
assimilation, there were always three aspects: social, cultural and
jdentificational. She said:

A necessary concomitant to full assimilation is that

immigrants cease to think of themselves as...having a

collective status qua immigrants {Craig 1954, p.506).

In his work with British immigrants in Western Australia,
Richardson observed that 'what seems to be added to satisfaction to
achieve identification is the feeling of being Tiked and accepted by
Australians' a factor which often 1ies beyond the immigrants' control
(Richardson 1974, p.106). Scales have bheen devised to measure the
social distance of different ethnic minorities. The Bogardus Scale 1is
probably the best known (Bogardus 1928). Others have been devised for
refugees by Keys-Young (1980), by Storer (1981) for Newcastle and by
Taft for students of the University of Western Australia. They were
asked to 'indicate in rank order, the degree to which you feel

favourable towards associating in general with the groups mentioned'.



Excluding the Australian-born, English immigrants were ranked first

(Taft 1959, p.82-3).

Thus identification with the host society, and therefore the
process of subjective assimilation (Johnston 1963), would appear to
have come more easily to British settlers; but there were other groups,
1ike the war refugees, and the southern Europeans, who found it most
difficult. Indeed this was acknowledged by the Australian Government
in its formulation of the points sytem. For the refugees it is related
to the fact that they were not usually voluntary immigrants. Jaunzems
found that the Latvians he interviewed had integrated into the
Australian community without loss of their separate identity. He said:

The majority are naturalised, have good English, are

materially satisfied and have at least some Australian

friends, and have a generally favourable attitude to

Australians. Despite this they regard themselves as

Latvians (Jaunzems 1971, n.67).

Taft observed a similar condition for Latvians and Lithuanians
(Taft 1965, p.67). Johnston's work with Polish refugees led her to
stress the significance of internal assimilation which, she said may
not accompany external assimilation (Jchnston 1963, p.296). Cnossen
perceived that for Hungarian refugees,

The deeper psycholegical motivation, the dreams and

aspirations, their interests, experienced deep down

...were still back home. This was true even of those

who were functioning well in the new environment.

(Cnossen 1964, p.140).

Southern Europeans found identification a problem because of the
cultural and social distance invoived. Buckland (1973) has presented four
case studies of Greek people who appeared to be well assimilated -

according to a number of commonly selected indices (Lieberson 1863;

Timms 1969). They had been in Australia for a relatively long period,



w
—

they were well educated, their occupations involved a high degree of
Australian contact and they had moved out into socially prestigious
suburbs. But she stressed that they still felt 'thoroughly Greek' and
that their main orientation was towards the Greek community (Buckland
1973, p.5). Tsounis argued that 'social mobility and the drive for
status, privilege and power' had taken place within the Greek

community for opportunities were denied them by the host society
(Tsounis 1975, pp.48-9). Hochbaum agreed that whatever the immigrants'
aspirations, the social structure of the host society would determine

whether or not they would be realised (Hochbaum 1967).

Apart from the special problems of refugee settlers and the
problem of cultural and social distance, there is a need which touches
the immigrant more deeply. As Brown said:

A man can abandon everything - home, country, land - but

he cannot abandon himself, that by which he lives and by

virtue of which he is what he is (Brown 1970, p.219).

This was echoed by Pino Bosi who said:

To Tive without a past is like living in a state of
amnesia and that is madness (Pino Bosi 1976).

The tensions, conflicts and stress of re-settlement exist, as Bagu said,
where an immigrant tries to transfer his feelings of belonging from
his own group to another group that is culturally alien.

He can never lose that initial groundwork on which he
began to develop his personality (Bagu 1964, p.45).

He can never achieve ‘'unconditional surrender' (Kavass 1962, p.od).
Kovacs and Cropley expressed no surprise that immigrants resisted 'the
abject surrender and abandonment of values and beliefs held dear'
(Kovacs and Cropley 1975, p.11). Fitzpatrick warned finally, of the
threat of mental breakdown,

if pecple are torn too rapidly away from the traditional
framework of their lives, and thrown toc quickly as



strangers into a cultural environment which is unfamiliar

(Fitzpatrick 1966, p.8).

Others who studied immigrants and mental health generally agreed
on the higher incidence of breakdown for immigrants compared to the
rest of the population. Listwan claimed that paranoid states were
twice as common for immigrants generaily (Listwan 1959, p.172); he and
Stoller agreed that southern turopean women were particularly
susceptible to depression and schizophrenia (Listwan 1959, p.171;
Stoller 1968, p.167); Stoller and Krupinski both pointed out that
eastern Europeans have a higher tendency to suffer all types of
psychiatric disorders, especially when compared to western Europeans

(Krupinski and Stoller 1565; Stoller 1968, p.167).

Immigrants cannot assimilate at will; and few could assimilate,
even in a lifetime. For many, especially southern ELuropeans, and the
non-voluntary, refugee immigrants, assimilation imposes a formidable

burden, impeding their ability to adjust to resettlement.

The fifth assumption is that the concept of assimiliarion is
relevant to planning policies directed towards first and second
generation immigrants. Policies need to be realistic. VYet assimiiation
policy was unrealistic, both from the government's and from the
immigrant's points of view. Such a policy could never be fully
implemented for although the government could screen potential
immigrants, it could not apply coercion once they had arrived and
neither could the immigrant greatly change who he was. Assimilation
then is irreievant to the timescale of Australia's first and second
generation immigrants - it is irrelevant to their needs and beyond

their capabilities.



Empirical studies in a number of societies have shown that a
considerable timescale is necessary to achieve an advanced state of
assimilation. The findings of Glazer and Moynihan (1963) undermined the
earlier melting-pot theories of assimilation especially that describing
a 'one generation' process (Price 1966, p.A22). Glazer and Moynihan
supported instead, the concept of a 'triple melting-pot' based on the
divisions of Jewish, Protestant and Catholic although they hesitated to
suggest a timescale for the process (Glazer and Moynihan 1963). Price
however, suggested that these categories may mask the existence of
smaller communities; and he indicated as well, that the situation in
Australia may yield a different pattern of religious groupings to
include, for example, the Orthodox religions (Price 1966, p.A27). In
Edmonton, Canada, Borhek described the social reality as an ethnic
mosaic where social boundaries are clearly demarcated between Jew and
Gentile, German and Italian, U.K. and Dutch, and French and English.
His study was of fourth generation Ukrainians and he found their
community still very distinctive (Borhek 1970). In ancther study in
British Columbia, Villeneuve found that residential propinquity within
surname groups became greater in time than within those groups having
different surnames. He saw the preservation of ethnic identity as one

of the functions of increased propinguity (Villeneuve 1972).

A study of ethnic minorities in Britain was presented in the book
The Un-melting Pot by Brown (1970). The immigrants concerned,
including fifty different nationalities and a number of different
racial groups, settled in Bedford after World War II. They form 20 per
cent of the town's population. Brown described the tensions that
existed between the attitudes and expectation of the host community

and the aims and aspirations of the immigrants themselves. He said



that the immigrants shared one thing in common - their attitude of
‘reservation or antipathy towards the ways and values of contemporary
British society, and, more fundamentally, their wish to preserve their
own identity'. They considered the idea of becoming part of a new
whole both irrelevant and degrading. They Just wanted to be themselves
(Brown 1970, p.220). This kind of situation has already been

described for the newer communities, like the Greeks, in Australia.
Long term studies are, to some extent, premature, but one by Medding of
the Jewish community in Melbourne seemed to support an earlier model

by Glazer (1957). Medding said that forty years ago 'it was commonly
assumed that the Melbourne Jewish community would eventually lose its
identity' (Medding 1971, p.89). But instead the community had further
consolidated, new institutions had been established and host group
intermarriage was on the deciine. In Glazer's model the fifth and

most recent stage was one of Jewish community consclidation. As this,
however, had partially been achieved through the influx of new Jewish
settlers since the War, it was difficult to know to what extent it

supported the model.

There were no other long term studies in Australia to test the
trends which were apparent in America, but some researchers,
nevertheless, expressed their views. Borrie concluded that despite the
melting-pot theory, there was a growing awareness of the persistence of
cultural traits (Borrie 1959, p.92); Burniey observed a number of
secondary concentrations, one of which was studied by Lee, in Melbourne
(1966, 1970), and he said that despite residential mobility, 'distinct
ethnic concentrations are likely to be in evidence for some time to
come' (Burnley 1976, p.213); Banchevska estimated that total assimi-

lation could not occur, at best, before the third or fourth generation
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(Banchevska 1966, p.47); and Berndt suggested that the process may

take as long as five generations (Berndt 1964, p.28).

The 'ideal' or end state of the assimilation process may occur in
some kind of dynamic form eventually, at the societal scale, but the
concept is too removed from present social realities to be of use to
policy-makers now. Policies which are concerned for the real needs of
immigrants must inevitably imply anti-assimilationist coals, a point
Zubrzycki stressed in 1957 when he urged the encouragement of ethnic
associations and the teaching of ethnic languages tc immigrant
children, for he saw the need 'to lessen the degree of uprooting by
establishing substitutes for the Mother Country' (Zubrzycki 1857, p.77).
His words underiined the fact that assimilation policy was just not

relevant to ethnic needs.

The sixth assumption has been that the well-being of the nation
depended on sound economic planning. Social considerations were
secondary.

We need it [immigration] for reasons of defence, and for
the fullest expansion of our economy (Armstrong 1963, p.3).

Australia's economic and political interests have assumed prime
importance in immigrant policies. They were the driving force behind
the decision, made by Mr. A. Calwell' in 1845, to initiate large scale
immigration to Australia (Price 1968, p.3; Buckland 1973, p.1)}. With
the scheme underway the selection criteria reflected the importance
placed on economic and political factors. Priority was initially given
to those whose skills met the current demands of industry, to single men
and childless couples and to those who were prepared to work anywhere
they were required - on condition that they were also politically
acceptable {Borrie 1959, p.60; Armstrong 1969, p.4). These selection

7. Mr. A. Calwell was then the Labor Minister for Immigration.




criteria were later relaxed but the same considerations remained
predominant. As Lynch said,

The simple fact is that Australia's immigration programme

is an integral and essential element in our national

policies of economic growth (Lynch 1970, p.6;.

Australia's plans were for economic growth and immigrants
provided fodder for that growth; thus immigration was necessary and
'assimilation' made it acceptable (Encel 1971, p.37). Social considera-
tions were only secondary; and because, to some extent, they were also
incompatible with assimilation ideology they became expendable. But in
time the pressures became too great and immigrants and others became
increasingly vocal. Then the government had to change assimilation

policy to one consistent with social realities and ethnic demands for

‘social justice'.

The absence of an effective social volicy to help new settlers to
adjust to Australian Tife was a matter for criticism by a number of
writers. It was stressed that large scale immigration to Australia was
‘a high order of human drama' (Adler and Taft 1966, p.75) and not merely
a giant economic exercise. Zubrycki was one who condemned the lack of
social planning:

For those who argue that immigrants found their levels in

the past without the host community bothering about social

planning, we can only point to the high degree of

maladjustment...Present day values will no longer tolerate

the treatment of human beings as cattle (Zubrzycki 1966,

pp.60-1).

Such statements arose from sound empirical study of Australia's
immigrants as human beings, not merely as statistics in a formula
designed to achieve the goal of economic growth. Zubrzycki studied

immigrant participation in an Australian community in the Latrope

Valley, and found that it depended on an immigrant's adjustment.
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Adjustment was related to the sense of belonging - of just being
someone within the home, neighbourhood, congregations and ethnic
associations.

The immigrants who do become members of such groups...

where they have responsibility and recognised status -

will be ready to venture outside the group and

participate in the 1ife of the community at large

(Zubrzycki 1964, p.289).

Such findings cannot be reconciled with assimilation goals of
undermining and destroying the ethnic community; on the contrary they

stress its importance to social policy designed to facilitate

immigrant adjustment.

In summary, I have argued here that Australian society 1is
characterised by diversity with a diminishing Anglo-Saxon Protestant
majority; that there i1s no stable core society but a complex, dynamic
social entity. Implied assumptions of host group superiority and
perceived national stereotypes are related to prejudice which
frequently underlies discriminatory behaviour often rationalised in
economic or political terms. Ethnic groups may eventually become
assimilated, but the indications are that this will not occur within the
time span of first and second generation immigrants, and indeed it may
never occur at all. The concept has been defined in 50 many ways, eaci
reflecting the valuations of the user concerned and has implied
assumptions which reality defies, so that even for the iong term its

validity must be questioned.

ALTERNATIVE CONCEPTS

Some still use the assimilation concept but 1ts validity has been
questioned by policy-makers and researchers who have turned to a number

of alternative concepts. These too, however, remain in disarray even
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though since the 1970s value premises are more explicit and the
social situation is being subjected to greater scrutiny. An attempt
will now be made to clarify these concepts by distinguishing more
clearly between value premises, the social framework and social process,

then to present a framework for further research and policy.

The Value Premises

For a number of years equality of opportunity or social justice,
as a basic value premise, has provided the foundation for a number of
writers even though it ran counter to the assimilation ideal. Operating
from this premise researchers have focused on areas of study more
relevant to ethnic needs and this has brought them closer to the
realities of sccial change. Their lead has been followed increasingly
since the seventies not only by researchers but by policy-makers too,
and has stimulated further change in social attitudes generally. As
Tong ago as 1937 Stonequist (p.207) spoke of 'equality of public rights'
as a fundamental principle of immigrant adjustment. The principle was
upheld in a U.N. statement of the 'Roles and Rights of Immigrants' in
1953, a statement of goal rather than a practical plan, but a goal that
was pursued by writers like Zubrzycki who refused to accept 'assimila-
tion at any cost' (1957, p.77), Borrie who urged that full social
services be granted to immigrants on 'grounds of justice' (1959, p.106),
and Stoller who stressed the need for surveys of the different patterns
of immigrant adjustment (1966, p.10). These and many others were
obviously concerned for immigrant needs and the principles of social

justice.

Lubrzycki's concern for the needs of immigrants can be traced to
the fifties when assimilation propaganda generally dominated research

in the area. He was greatly disillusioned by his own major study in



the Latrobe Valley in 1959. He said:

The frustration was heightened by a feeling of bitter

disappointment. [ asked myself what exactly in social

terms is the meaning of the purely quantitative

relationships (Zubrzycki 1961, p.51).

Zubrzycki realised at an early stage that the demands of
assimilation were not compatible with adjustment. In 1977 he joined
with Jean Martin in stating his premises clearly and convincingly in
the quidelines of a submission from the Australian Ethnic Affairs
Council. The quidelines are threefold - social cohnesion, equality and

cultural identity (Zubrzycki and Martin 1977, p.5).

The authors stress that soecial cohesion should imply neither
homogeneity nor the absence of conflict, for they agreed with Canill
(1977) that conflict can be creative and is an integral part of any
democratic society. Instead the concept should imply the acceptance by
society of institutional means for resolving such conflict and for
allocating resources for the well-being of all. By zgualizy they mean
‘equal access to social resources' and by zultural “dontiiy that 'sense
of belonging and attachment to a particular way of living'. On the
basis of these guidelines the writers have proceaded to make recommen-
dations for government policy. Cultural identity is similar in concept
to Cahill's culrural justice (1977) and Encel's culiural democracy
(1968). Tne latter term stresses the freedom of the individual to
choose to retain or discard his cultural differences in terms of what
is most appropriate to his needs (Engel 1968, p.92). Both terms could
be criticised for implying 1ittle more than passive tolerance of ethnic
communities although this was not intended by either writer, both of
whom stress the importance of power and resources being accessible to
the ethnic communities. Nevertheless the word cultural does ignore

more general reeds and fails to stress the social aspects of belonging



which are important in maintaining ethnic group identity. Jocial

Justice may provide the more encompassing term.

The interaction between policy, research and social attitudes
intensified during the seventies as migrant needs emerged as major
social and political issues and as government became more involved in
ethnic research. From such interaction there is now a growing
consensus that socZal justice should provide the guiding principle and

that ethnic research should be relevant to ethnic needs.

The Social Framework

Interaction between policy, research and social attitudes does not
occur in a societal vacuum but is the product of a specific kind of
social context and the way this is perceived by the parties concerned.
Martin looks at the reality constructs defining the position of migrants
in society and the way these were formulated by dominant interests.

The government, for example, found it useful to present, in relation to
its policy of immigrant assimilation, the idea of Australia as a
homogeneous society and it was only in the face of mounting social
pressures that the migrant situation was later redefined. Martin points
to institutional structures like the Ethnic Communities Councils which
have emerged during the seventies and have helped to redefine the social
situation (Martin 1978). Researchers, too, have plaved a significant

role in the process.

Researchers, both within and outside Australia, are increasingly
aware that immigration has led - not to assimilation but to culroural
pluralzsm. Examples include Glazer and Moynihan in the United States
(1963; 1976), McEwan in Rhodesia (1964), Borhek in Canada (1970), Brown

in England (1970) and researchers like Tsounis (1971), Buckland (1973)
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and Cronin (1970) in Australia. However, they often disagree about the
form that pluralism takes. Some stress the way that multiple cultures
fulfil a role that is vital to the immigrant during the initial stages
of resettlement in Australia. Fitzpatrick says that immigrants need
the traditional social group in which they are at home, in which they
find satisfaction and security, in order to move with confidence

towards interaction with the larger society - 'One integrates from a
position of strength' (Fitzpatrick 1966, p.8). Zubrzycki and others
present much the same argument (Zubrzycki 1957, 2.77). To them the
existence of multiple cultures is a necessary stage in the resettlement

process, leading on to integration and satisfactory adjustment.

Others see ethnic communities persisting beyond the stage of
original settiement. Tsounis says that 'in structuring...their
institutions Greeks were not only fulfilling needs that arose from their
transplantation into a new society but they were also acting consciously
and deliberately, the purpose being to create institutions adequate to
ensure their survival' (Tsounis 1975, p.48). The Jewish community,
with a similar sense of purpose, has managed to establish vigorous
institutions to support its distinctive socio-religious structure.
Medding sees the framework of cultural pluralism as being best suited

to the demands of Jewish society (Medding 1971, p.38).

Some gquestion to what extent, in the longer term in America,
recognisable ethnic groups do represent culinral pluralism. While
Thomas acknowledges the role of the communities in cushioning the
impact of the initial culture shock, he looks at changes whicn have
occurred in the Tonger term for a number of Catholic communities in
America. He says that the third or fourth generation 'ethnics' appear

to be Jjust Tike other Americans in similar socio-economic strata. They



have retained minority status through group solidarity which has been
maintained through organisation and intermarriage; but 'there is no
cultural pluralism for these groups have retained only a few distinctive
cultural traits' (Thomas 1954, »5.321). More recent criticism of the
concept in Australia has been levelled on account of this too narrow
definition - at the limited meaning implied by the word culiural.
Bullivant uses the word rolyeczhnie because ethnic, besides stressing

the cultural dimension, focuses, as well, on the social aspects of
belonging which alone may be sufficient to maintain group identity
(Bullivant 1977). Cahill reiterates Buliivant's argument when

presenting his dialectical polyethnic model of interaction (Cahill 1977}).

Cthers claim that pluralism has a basis that is sfructural rather
than cultural, in that ethnicity can be identified with social class.
The existence of ethnic stratification in Australia (Zubrzycki 1569) and
of its unexpected persistence within American society {Thernstrom, 1970)
has led to the use of the term strucrtural pluralism, a term which has
evoked much heated response. Bottomley refers to it as reprecedue
tolerance and alludes to the myth of social mobility which 'too often
obscures the structural realities' (1977, p.311); Thomas refers to the
dilemma of ethnic leaders in their knowledge of the fact that ethnic
solidarity may be bought at the price of social mobility (1954, p.320);
and Cahill sees the danger that cultural pluralism may become the

'theoretical rationale for an apartheid-type separatist development

policy' (1977, p.4).

Another problem lies in trying to decide whether the concept is
being used to describe social structure, a political policy or merely a
valuation. Kovacs and Cropley choose to avoid the term culcural

pluralism because of its siructurcl connotation and instead they speak



63

of muleiculzuralism, a term also adopted by Zubrzycki and Martin (1977).
But when they define what they mean by multiculturalism, Kovacs and
Cropley slip into the old pattern of building in their own value bias

for they stress that it refers to the internal forces of cohesion which
bind the members of a community together, as distinct from externally
imposed conditions (Kovacs and Cropley 1975, p.l124), when in fact

ethnic communities are exposed to forces from both internal and

external sources. The implied value premise is that of ‘'cultural
identity', one of the guidelines set down by Martin and Zubrzycki (1977);
but as the expression of a value it should not be confused with a

description of the existing social structure.

Others provide alternative concepts in the awareness of this
distinction between value, policy and social structure. After discussing
the conflict and consensual pluralist perspectives, Martin suggests the
term rotust pluralism - both as an explanation for what exists in
Australia and as a 'viable and humane model for the future' (Martin
1975, p.25). Cahill, in his dialectic polyethnic model is also aware of
the social situation but he sees the possibility through social
planning, of directing social processes within a framework of 'cultural

justice' (Cahill, 1977).

Social Process

Social structure is a static concept describing the state of the
social system at one particular point in time but it provides a useful
framework for analysing those processes which can best exzlain what
happens to immigrants in relation to the wider Australian societv. The
Havana Conference of 1956 supported the concept of ‘nregracion - Lo

differentiate between the 0ld definitions of zszai»7 2z o» and the newer
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concept of conformity within a framework of cultural pluralism' (Borrie
1959, p.94). Although most of the participants of the conference
agreed that 'integration' presented a more relevant focus there has

been Tittle agreement on definitions and application.

From the research point of view there are a number of probiems
associated with the concept of integration. First there is the vague-
ness of many definitions. 7o Mateo it implies 'unity in diversity -
a reconciliation of the factors of origin with the factors of
destination' (Mateo 1965, p.32); Benyei sees it as 'progress towards a
feeling of belonging to one nation or community' (Benyei 1960, p.69);
and to Price and Zubrzycki it is 'a process whereby two or more ethnic
groups adapt themselves so well that they accept and value each other's
contribution to their common political and social 1ife' (Price and
Zubrzycki 1962, p.59). It is not clear from any of the above
definitions how one would study the process empirically. Research has
reflected the Tack of clear definition. Some scholars see integration
as an alternative to assimilation, while others see it merely as a
facet of that process (Taft 1966, pp.11-12). To the former it assumes
a very general meaning, encompassing different kinds of sociological
change including, for example, acculturation; to the latter it is one
of five facets of assimilation, acculturation being one of the others.
Some writers relate it very closely to assimilation by referring to
'‘'primary' and then 'secondary' integration to describe what they call
the principal factors of assimilation. Within this context primary
integration is the closest to what is usually intended by the term
assimilation (Taft 1966, p.10). As a result of this confusion it is
difficuit to know what the focus should be in a study of integration.

The problem of definition is further confused by the intrusion, once



again, of value assumptions concerning the extent to which it is
acceptable that immigrants should retain some elements of their

culture. Lawless remains noncommittal when he says that the concept
‘should benefit the whole by taking contributions from the parts,

always stressing diversity' (1964, p.203). To Banchevska the process of
integration leads to a pluralistic structure with the immigrant group
retaining its separate identity 'to the point where it does not

conflict with the conditions, values or behaviour of the hosts' (1966,
p.47). She fails to acknowledge that conflict of this kind is often

the result of ethnic prejudice. Another problem involves the widely
varying emphases inherent in different definitions of integration and
again this reflects different value perspectives. Fairchild (1959)
defines it as 'the complete assimilation of different cultural elements
s0 as to produce a homogeneous culture of mutually adapted traits'.

His definition suggests the meltfing-pot and interactionist

approaches to assimilation. Deakin and Cohen define it quite differently
as 'equal opportunity accompanied by cultural diversity in an atmosphere
of mutual tolerance' (1975, p.309). Besides presenting a different
emphasis this latter definition relates to values and social structure

but fails to define the nature of the process.

Thus again there is this problem of ambiquity, of deciding
whether the term is used to describe an attitude, a poiitical policy,
social structure or process; and nowhere, perhaps, has the term been
used with greater inconsistency than within the political context. In
1969 the Australian Government officially changed its policy from one
of assimilazion to inzegrarion. The reason given was the need to
relieve the pressures on the immigrant to conform to community patterns
(Snedden 1969, p.9). Such a policy implied the acceptance of ethnic

pluralism yet in 1971 Mr. 7. Lynch' said emphatically:

1. Mr. P. Lynch was then the Minister for Immigration.



A11 Australians want Australia to be essentially cohesive

...without self-perpetuating enclaves and undigested

minorities (Lynch 1971, p.16).
Buckland remarked that the new Minister had not grasped the difference
between the concepts of integration and assimilation. The policy had
not changed - only terminology (Buckland 1973, p.2). There was however,
a significant change of policy in 1972 when the new Labor government
appointed Mr. Grassby as Minister for Immigration. 7o Grassby diversity
was the 'hallmark of our society' despite the fact that 'many influen-
tial circles' failed to recognise its importance, or even its existence
(Grassby 1973, p.3). He pointed to the existence or urban

concentrations of multiple ethnic groups, and to their durability and

he stressed their significance in the process of adjustment (p.11).

The shift in emphasis from assimilation to integration then to
immigrant adjustment is a change which refiects the changing values of
society generally and can be traced, for example, through the work of
the social psychologists. Taft's early work consisted of building a
model of interactionist assimilation and of testing and revising it
(Taft 1954; 1957; 1966). Richardson developed a feedback model which
measured the components of assimilation - satisfaction, identification
and acculturation. He had already studied facters relating to
satisfaction (1957) and so he realised that 'the starting point in this
progression depends upon the immigrant reaching a specifiable level of
satisfaction with 1ife in Australia' (Richardson 1961, p.29).
Satisfaction was found to be related to such areas as work, leisure and
standard of living. Taft expanded on these areas in 1566 when he
summarised the work of the social psychologists: but the prime focus

remained assimilation.

By 1971, however, their focus was slowly changing with an article
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by Doczy on immigrant adjustment. He considered satisfaction as a
measure of adjustment which he saw as the 'foundation on which potential
assimilation rests' (Doczy 1971, p.51). A paper by Taft in 1973 again
used satisfaction as an index of adjustment but Taft's prime focus was
no longer assimilation. By 1877 he had finally turned away from
theory to problem-oriented research, and more specifically, to immigrant
adjustment, acknowledging the necessity to work from observation of the
human problems of immigrants in society. Like Cronin (1970) he realised
that theory must be built on fact. Cronin lends support to the state-
ment by Price that 'there is no satisfactory general theory of

immigrant assimilation or integration' (Price 1972, p.180; 1977,

p.331). She says that researchers have been asking the wrong

questions such as 'How do the immigrants assimilate? Instead we must
ask - What changes? Who changes? How do they change? When do they
change?...simple clear questions, unencumbered by terminology, Jjargon

or value judgements' {(Cronin 1970, p.270). She says that one can then

go on to higher levels of abstraction.

Because research since the  1970s  has tended to address both
the social realities and ethnic problems, it has, therefore, required
a different level of approach. Less work is being directed to the
aggregate scale and more to the level of primary social networks. This
was not a new approach, for as early as 196l, Zubrzycki had stated

...1in examining the process of adjustment we rarely descend

to the...true unit of ethnic relations - the membership

of primary groups. Clear insight into the functioning of

primary groups 1s crucial for understanding integration

into Targer social structures (p.59 ).

Other researchers, including Mapstone (1966) and Philipps (1970), were
also concerned with primary groups. Nevertheless their focus was

obscured by the dominance of statistical methodology in the social

sciences, till this dominance gave way, in the early 1970s , 1in the



68

geographical sphere, to humanistic/behavioural trends.

This emphasis, in sociological research, was reflected in a book
that was edited by Price (1975) in which networks were examined by a
number of writers - Mackie in a study of culture change, Bottomley to
identify a migrant's 'social location', Cox in a study of the problems
of Greek boys, and Martin who considered the social network as a resource
providing access to welfare services (Price 1975). Such studies provide
an increasing understanding of the structure and function of ethnic
communities and of their role in the process of immigrant adjustment, as

well as in the process of integration.

A RESEARCH AND POLICY FRAMEWORK

Social Justice, The Basic Value Premise

Australia is, in theory, a democratic society. This implies that
through its social institutions access is provided, on the basis of
equality, to resources needed for the well-being of the people. Equality
of opportunity for access to resources can only be guaranteed by
policies designed to serve the needs of specific target groups. Where
society neglects the special needs of people, a condition of social
disadvantage will exist which is contrary to the premise of social

justice upon which Australian society rests.

Australia, Multicultural Society

The multicultural character of Australian society is now generally
recognised as a social fact which need not imply any kind of valuation.
What it does imply, given a premise of social justice, 1s that immigrants

do present a special category of need. Because of the language and
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cultural barriers, conventional channels are not accessible and
alternative measures have to be provided to ensure adequate access to
needed resources. [f immigrants in society are socially disadvantaged
a condition of 'structural pluralism' will exist which, again, is

contrary to a premise of social justice.

The Process of Integration

Integration occurs as links are created between the individual
immigrant, his ethnic group, and the wider society, in the process of
adjustment. To achieve a satisfactory lTevel of adjustment immigrants
have attempted to satisfy their needs through creating a 'social world'
designed for their survival. By consolidating the social networks of
the group and initiating links with the wider social system they have
managed to attain limited access to resources. This 1s a process of

social integration.

In summary, in research on ethnic assimilation, value premises have
not been explicit and unconsciously they have biased concept definition.
This partially accounts for the conceptual confusion and the apparent
distortion of the ethnic situation. This chapter has outlined the
dominant trends in conceptual orientation in ethnic research and in the
course of the discussion the valuations or assumptions implied by the
concepts have been clarified and evaluated by reference tc relevant

research findings.

In trying to clarify the present research position and to provide
a more realistic framework for analysis, a distinction has been made
between value premise, social structure and sccial process. First, it
would seem from the trend in ethnic research that social Justice, as a

basic value premise, is acceptable in the present Australian context;
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secondly, it is accepted by researchers and others that Australia is a
polyethnic society where immigrants constitute a special category of
need; thirdly, it follows that immigrant adjustment is a logical focus
in ethnic research. Only through a detailed understanding of adjustment
from the immigrants' point of view can one begin to understand how the

integration process occurs.
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PART B.  METHODOLOGY

AN INTERDISCIPLINARY APPROACH: THE PROBLEM OF SCALE

A theme which has guided the methodology of this research, and
which recurs in each of the following chapters, is the need for the
disciplines involved in ethnic study, to employ consistent scales of
approach in their dialogue on problems within the field of ethnic
research. The dilemma which exists in the field of methodology is
related to that of conceptual development for while convergence has
occurred in terms of ethnic content the disciplines have operated semi-
independently, employing not only contradictory concepts but different
methodologies and scales of approach. It is argued in Part A of the
following chapters that convergence in methodology should provide for a
scale which can assist our understanding of community formation,
consolidation and integration, and that the most appropriate level of
analysis is one having a focus on community networks; for without an
understanding of ethnic communities, their social organisation, function
and social context, there is no adequate basis for formulating assumptions

which are valid and reliable at a macro level.

The philosophical theme of convergence of the disciplines in terms
of research content, methodology and purpose is current within the social
sciences, generally. In an outline of trends Logan (1978) refers to
this 'veritable crisis' which could Tead to the collapse of the barriers
between the existing disciplines' (p.3). He refers to research where
academics, by confronting 'what ought to be' in society to-day, are
adopting explicitly normative paradigms to replace the behaviouralist-
positivist approach with its exaggerated pretension of scientific

objectivity. He quotes Smith (1976) who argues that traditional

analysis often 'fails to capture the real structures and processes' and
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'misses out on the realities of Tife' (p.83).

Logan (1978) expands on a parallel trend of ideolegical divergence
to three main positions - to the Marxist approaches stressing fundamental
change; the liberal or social-democratic approach where society is seen
as 'a controllable system in which the immediate problems can be
ameliorated mainly through government intervention using distributive
planning mechanisms and improving access to decision-making'; and the
humanist tradition which 'advocates the study of the individual's
experience, his perception and actions' which are seen to be 'the proper
study of mankind' (pp.56-57). Ley and Samuels (1978) accentuate this
primary characteristic of anthropocentrism in the humanist position.

In their account of modern humanism in Geography, which they see as a
reaction against ‘scientific rationality', they say,

To put man back to-gether again with all the pieces in place,

including a heart and even a soul, with feelings as well

as thoughts, and with some semblance of secular and perhaps

transcendental meaning became, as it were, the centripetal

goal of the twentieth century humanist renaissance (p.3).

The trend towards modern humanism in Geography, though reminiscent of
writers Tike Vidal de 1a Blache and recognised more recently in the work
of Yi-Fu Tuan, emerged more clearly in behavioural Geography, which,
unlike its mechanistic counterpart in Psychology, showed an interest
in attitudes, values and perceptions as significant inputs to the human

decisions which affect the relationship of environment and man (Golledge,

Brown, Williamson 1972).

But while blurring of boundaries between the disciplines has
occurred, the ideological categories which Logan identifies are not as
distinctive as he would suggest. Ley and Samuels (1978), for example,
see the humanist tradition as far more embracing than Logan's reference

to 'those working around the edges of the area loosely defined as Social



Geography' (p.57). To Ley and Samuels it is not an alternative to
Marxism', but a campaign waged partly by 'Marxian humanism'? (p.8). Nor
do they see it as strictly anti-positivist but as presenting a pragmatic
approach to quantification, selecting techniques for understanding rather
than prediction. Finally, though acknowledging its human focus, they do
not see it as excluding an interest in social structure, ideal types or

social aggregates etc. (p.13).

My position is such that it crosses disciplines and jdeologies and
employs a range of different methodologies. While accepting a conflict
view of society, it stresses, for example, the paradox of consensus;
while its focus is the individual and his social network this is
partially for the purpose of defining ‘social group' and its changing
relation to the wider social system; and while using methods having a
'subjective’ emphasis to gauge human feelings, attitudes and perceptions,
there is recourse, as well, to 'objective' method using aggregate
statistics where it is appropriate. The approach may be seen as broadly
'humanistic' in that it fits the epistemoiogy for humanistic Geography
as presented by Ley and Samuels (1978) and other gecgraphers, but I
consider such a Tabel as largely irrelevant. My problem has been to
find the most appropriate methodology for achieving an understanding of

the Lettesi community as a distinctive social and geographical entity.

During the investigation of ethnic research a number of issues
have clearly become apparent. First, that a general convergence is

occurring towards the value position of 'sccial justice' wherein the

1. Logan suggests this (1878, p.57).

2. This statement can be seen as being dependent on their particular
interpretation of Marxism.
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rights of minorities to equality of opportunity for access to resources
is of primary concern. Secondly, it is apparent that much of the
inconsistency, confusion and overlap in regard to ethnic concepts has
arisen because values have not been explicit and because of boundary
constraints defining the various social disciplines. Indeed, the
search for 'a theoretical foundation' for research on assimilation and
integration was finally abandoned because of these problems. Instead,
the discussion of conceptual developments attempts to unravel the
theoretical concepts, to define more clearly the ideological positions
and to explore the disciplines for a sounder, common basis for
approaching the problem of ethnic concentration. [ see this need for a
clearer definition as a problem, not only for geographers, but also for
those in a range of social disciplines who would benefit from closer
dialogue with one another. My attempt to draw together contributions
from the disciplines has led to a convergence where, as Logan suggests,
the traditional boundaries are losing their relevance, but where

concepts and ideologies have gained clarity and relevance.

Convergence of the disciplines in ethinic research towards an
approach which may be seen as broadly humanistic, with its value basis,
the premise of social justice, has already been apparent in earlier
discussion (Part A). From a preoccupation with immigrant assimilation
and an emphasis on statistical, aggregate analysis, interest nas shifted
towards humane concerns for the individual immigrant and his problems of
adjustment and the need for social relevance in planning and research.
This awareness was apparent in some of the earlier literature. Stoller
(1960), referring to large scale immigration programmes, saw them as
essentially 'a human matter' which should be approached in human terms

(p.61). Zubrzycki (1957), in a paper on culture conflict, had demonstrated



the effects of social and cultural wup-rooting, acknowledging that his
statements may have sounded 'anti-assimilationist' (p.77). Burnley (1975),
more recently, claimed that policy should be based on informed knowledge
of social conditions which should be monitored by intensive surveys
(p.37). And Lawrence (1968a) stressed the need to develop social
indicators, not as measures of immigrant change, but to chart social
change and its response to human need, an approach followed by Smith
(1976) in the field of Welfare Geography. Pryor (1975) urged the use

of micro behavioural data to provide a view of immigrants as subjects

of 'flesh and blood', instead of regarding them as ‘statistical objects'
(p.23). And he extended this focus to the wider context of the relation
between immigrant and host society. This radical shift in the focus of
concern has necessitated a change in the scale of methodoiocgy so that
individual immigrants and their interpersonal networks now tend to
provide the primary data of analysis, a trend which is evident in much

of the recent work to which reference is made in the following chapters.

Part A of each chapter provides detailed reference to the relevant
literature from disciplines contributing to an understanding of ethnic
group formation, consolidation and integration, respectively. Arguments
for the need for a convergence in methodology to the scale most
appropriate to community understanding are presented as part of the
general discussion and are then followed through in Part B of the
chapters where empirical analysis of the Lettesi is presented. There is
no need to reproduce those arguments here. Instead I shall outline

the sources of data and methods of analysis applied in the research.
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RESEARCH DATA AND ANALVYSES

Data were obtained from a variety of sources, the aim being to
provide a meaningful bridge between the macro and the micro, the
aggregate and the individual, the ‘objective' and ‘subjective' - to
perceive the community, insofar as it were possible, from the perspective
of both insider and observer. Sources of data included the following:

[talian Census 1971

Lettopalena Demographic and Migration Statistics 1958-1977

Australian Census 1961, 1966, 1971

Survey 1970, including 6 Lettesi households

Survey 1976, 86 Lettesi households

Interviews with Informants, Lettopalena and Newcastle

Participant Observation, Lettopalena and Newcastle

Real Estate Agent Survey 1974, 6 agents in Hamilton.

The analysis of data has been mainly interpretative being
presented descriptively in the form of narrative comprised of both
‘subjective’ and 'objective' information. Narrative is supplemented by
photographs, tables, cartographic methods?, including maps and graphs,
and where it is appropriate, by statistical analyses. [ have attempted
to balance the 'objective' and 'subjective' by illustrating my
analyses by personal accounts and by statements recording attitudes and

feelings, in the words of the Lettesi. These statements have been

1. Reference to 'objective' and subjective' is not made within the
context of the discourse on 'objectivity' in the philosophy of
science. The terms are used for convenience, in a relative sense,
mainly to draw the distinction between the use of data collated and
analysed by the researcher, on the one hand, and the personal views
and expressions of the respondents, and observations and impressions
of the researcher, on the other.

2. It is unfortunate that in the field of ethnic study, with its focus

on spatial indices and patterns, that cartographic methods have seldom
been applied in disciplines other than Geography.
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selected because they represent the situation as expressed by the

community, generally.

The Field Survey

The primary source of data was the questionnaire survey. An earlier
research project, in 1970, had involved a less intensive questionnaire
survey of northern and southern Europeans in Newcastle which included
among a sample of 45 Italian households, seven families from Lettopalena,
a discovery which awakened my curiosity and interest. 1 ascertained
that the community, including the children, numbered approximately
500 people. The problem was raised as to how sc many people from such
a small village' had resettled in Newcastle. At first I thought that
their claim may have been exaggerated though their numbers in the
sample clearly reinforced it. In response to my apparent interest a
meeting was arranged where [ recorded an account of experiences in the
village, how the village was destroyed, and how they had emigrated,
helping one another through the difficult times. This led to my

selecting the Lettesi community as a focus for research in 13976.

The target population for the 1976 Survey comprised the 88 male
heads of households of Lettesi origin born outside Australia?. Lettesi
origin was loosely defined because, following the dislocation caused by
the war, there were some who were born outside the village during the
period of evacuation to centres such as Bari. There were 86 respondents
and one refusal - by the wife of a Lettesi, who was not from the village.
Another Lettesi wished to participate but was unavailable at the time

of the survey. The rationale for choosing 'male heads of households'

1. Respondents estimated that the village population was approximately
500. The Italian Census, 1971, recorded 145 families.

2. 'Lettesi community', for the purpose of this thesis, will refer to
respondents and their families.
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Committee ' and helped me to explain the purpose of the survey. In
addition I presented a letter of introduction from the Dept. of

Geography, University of Newcastle? (Appendix 1a).

The President of the Committee spoke excellent English, was a
sociable person and easy to talk with. In the following weeks, during
the course of three appointments, he told me of the community, their
emigration background and the problems they encountered with
resettiement in Australia. He was able to provide, as was subsequently
demonstrated (Chapter 5), a well-informed basis and coherent framework
for the construction of the questionnaire which I administered to him,
as a trial case, before completing the final draft. The feedback he
provided was most constructive, and his trust and acceptance an
invaluable means of gaining further community support. Before I began
to administer the questicnnaire he invited me tc an evening with members
of the Committee who were equally encouraging and accepting of the
project which I described to them as fully and as openly as [ could.
Buring the course of the survey, which lasted about a year, I
systematically followed their kinship networks which virtually
encompassed the whole of the community. This helped me to grasp more
fully, their complexity. Appointments were arranged at the
respondents' convenience. During that year my attendance at social
functions and my imminent plans of staying in the village, not only
increased their awareness of my presence, but also their acceptance and

understanding of the survey.

The nature of the content did not oresent a problem in respect

1. The President was Tony Della Grotta (1976). I hada met Tony's fatner
and his sister, Filomena, during the course of tne survey in 1970.

2. This was later undersigned by the President of the Committee and by
‘the Italian Consular Agent, Mr. Emilio Penzo to present to the
community .



to confidentiality in the eyes of the community, and though I stressed
at my initial meeting with the Committee, and at subsequent

appointments with individual Lettesi, that 'personal' information would
remain confidential they were adamant that personal identity should

be retained. They asserted their pride in being kncwn as a Lettesi and
claimed they had no cause for feeling ashamed. They did not want to be
reduced to a number or fictitious name. [ therefore decided to use my
discretion, identifying individuals both by christian names and coded
numbers where the effect could be to heighten the personal basis of
community, without having to compromise an individual's integrity.

This practice has been avoided where information is ‘'personal'. For
some of the key figures such as Presidents of the community and the

early pioneers full names are used to give an accurate recording of

community history.

The questionnaire was structured into eight secticns, leading
logically from information on immigrant background, family and community,
communications and basic needs. While for some of these sections the
content is self-explanatory, mainly referring to information on
immigrant status, for others the rationale for selecting items is more
specific to the research problem and requires more detailed justification.

These items are dealt with more fully in Chapter 5. The scnedule 1S

presented in Appendix 2.

While the approach was informal and the discussion open-ended, the
content was structured and the majority of the questions were designed
to generate factual data. Open-ended guestions were generally a means
of allowing respondents to create a context where they could focus on

personal 1ife experience, rather than on specific, isolated questions.
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The purpose was to deepen my insight and understanding but, as well, to
provide a systematic context to guide a more accurate recollection of
events and the attitudes and feelings these had generated then. These
were recorded on the back of the questionnaires. This approach, by
facilitating a higher degree of interest and spontaneity on the part of
the respondents, was designed to increase the reliability of responses.
Paradoxically, while increasing the length of the sessions, it helped
to alleviate the problem of fatigue. As a result, although sessions
lasted three to five hours, they were conducted in an atmosphere of

friendly informality.

Most of the pertinent factual data related to other community members,
the patterns emerging from the final analysis representing collective
'objective' responses, so problems of reliability and validity were
minimal. In addition, few of the questions were of a delicate or
‘versonal' nature, likely to elicit biased responses. One question on
income was, in fact, seldom asked for information on occupation was

generally adequate as an indicator of socio-economic status.

When 1 did ask this question I prefaced it by saying that if they
felt that it was 'personal' they need not respond. But although some
my have understated their resources their attitude was basically not one
of mistrust. [t contrasted markedly to that of some other groups, in
particular eastern European refugees for whom guestions, generally, often
do raise suspicion (Zubrzycki 1964, p.270). Lettesi, on the other
hand, were open and frank and would declare opinions on a wide range
of matters, for example, of a political and religious nature. One
respondent who did express openly some suspicion was characteristically

frank in his replies to the questionnaire. Only on one occasion
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was it apparent to me that a subject's responses were biased by his

attempt to create a particularly favourable impression.

The structure, content and conduct of the survey were designed to
provide an integrated understanding of the form and function of the
Lettesi community within the context of the wider society. Other sources
of data, less central to the problem, were, nevertheless, most useful for
providing a background, or more specific information on relevant aspects.

These will now be referred to more briefly.

Data Collection, Lettopalena

Research in the village was concentrated mainly on the recording of
census (1971) and other official records' showing population trends,
migration patterns and statistics relating to social and physical
conditions. Maps of the village showing site and situation and patterns
of land tenure were also acquired. These maps further indicated the ruins
of the old town, the stable ruins and the new town. These factual data
are presented in Chapter 3 against the more subjective background of
personal observations, within the theoretical context of chain migration

for which detailed information was obtained from the survey.

The formal contact for gaining access to viliage records was the
Lord Mayore for whom I held jetters of intrcduction from the President of
the Lettesi community in Newcastle and from the Itaiian Consular Agent,
Mr. Emilio Penzo (Appendix 1b,c). However, the most useful contact was the

nephew of a respondent who was a clerk in the Comune di Lettopaiena.

1. Census records were generally accurate considering the nigh degree
of Tabour mobility. Village statistics since 1959 have been
reasonably reliable. However, the early pre-war migration statistics
are erratic and unreliable, except for indicating trends. They
were, however, adequate for my research purposes.

2. The Lord Mayor was Gasperini Orsini.



CHAPTER 3

GROUP SETTLEMENT FORMATION: THE LETTESI COMMUNITY

Look around you. Look at the mountains. JSee, we are
closed in. What you get unless you open the door!
If you don't open the door the walls surround you -
you will remain inside jorever, withowut [uture.

This chapter describes the migration of people from Lettopalena,
Abruzzi, Italy, and how the process of crain migrazicon has led to the
formation of a village community in Newcastle. The emergence of this
community has been part of a wider pattern of continuing migration and
community formaticn which began before the turn of the twentieth century
and abated as recently as the 1960s. It is a process which nas created
three widely dispersed, yet highly localised, ethnic communities - in
Turtie Creek, Pittsburg, Pennsylvannia, U.S.; in Caseros near Buenos
Aires, Argentina; and in Newcastle, N.S.W., Australia. AIl three

communities identify with one another and the parent village of Lettopalena.

PART A: THE CHAIN MIGRATION PROCESS AND GROUP SETTLEMENT FORMATION

This account of the formation of a Lettesi community in Newcastle is
presented within the framework of Price's (19630“5 sequential model of
chain migration and settlement types. Reference is made to other
relevant research to provide comparisons of chain migration and
associated patterns of resettlement and adjustment. The account of chain
migration from Lettopalena to Australia involves an outline of the
village site and situation, the latent and immediate causes of emigration,

poth primary and secondary chain migration, and changes in the village

as they relate to emigration. Community formation, involving the early
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probiem of language was accommodated to facilitate access to housing

¢lientele.

Participant Observation/Informants

I have already referred to the opportunities I had both in
N.ewcastle and the village for participant observation® and for lengthy
discussions with significant informants. These experiences were a
source of both impressionistic and factual data which provided a
coherent, meaningful framework for the more specific items contained in
the questionnaire. As they did not, however, provide the principal
source of data, I shall not debate relevant issues of method which are

fully discussed in the appropriate texts (Goode and Hatt 1952, p.330;
Hughes 1976, p.119-139)%.

In summary, it can be seen that the sources of data and methods of
analysis chosen for this research tend to reinforce the theme,
recurrent throughout the thesis, of the need t;) adopt a 'community'’
scale where the unit of analysis is the individual household. They
reinforce as well the need to create a meaningful bridge between
aggregate and individuals and the 'objective' and 'subjective' in ethnic
research so that further analysis at the aggregate scale will rest
on assumptions that evolve from understandings of ethnic communities,

their structure and function.

1. Hughes refers to four participant observer roles. The role of
participant-as-observer applies in this case. This implies that
‘both researcher and informants are aware that theirs is a field-
work relationship. A typical example (is where)...the observer
develops contacts and relatively enduring relationships with
certain individuals in the community. This particular role often
involves a number of data-collecting techniques ranging from

informal contacts to relatively formalized interviewing' (Hughes 1976,
p.120).
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Our® stay was arranged through the President® of the Lettesi, by

his family in the village, the d'Accionis, whose warmth and hospitality
and constant support won our general acceptance by the village people.
An additional factor ensuring our acceptance was my earlier involvement
with families in Newcastle for by then the survey of the community had
been completed. During the first few days when we appeared there as
strangers I would approach the people, explaining who I was and enquire
about members of their family in Australia. Usually I could provide
some knowledge of these people. After the first few days the curious
stares were replaced by friendly greetings and by numerous invitations
to share the traditional cup of coffee. The stay in the village provided
the opportunity to acquire factual data on migration patterns and how
these have related to changes in the village. But equally valuable
were the additional insights and human understandings I acquired of

the people. This had the affect, not of undermining ‘objectivity',
but of adding a meaningful dimension, in human terms, to the 'raw'

statistics of the official records.

National Census Data and Analyses

The Australian Bureau of Census and Statistics provided an
additional source of data which was used with aggregate Lettesi data,
to derive spatial measures of dissimilarity, concentration, segregation,
redistribution, representation and mean centres 0T populations. The
purpbse was to provide a comparative framework for examining patterns
of spatial distribution and residential trends over the intercensal
periods, for the Lettesi and other southern European groups. Census

data on birthplace groups weralimited to that for 1961, 1966, and 1971,

1. 1 was accompanied to the village by my three children and my niece,
all of whom assisted in recording official data.

2. At the time the President was Tony D'Accioni.
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but weresufficient to establish the general trends. For the Lettesi,
however, the period was extended from the time of their initial
settlement till 1976, for the purpose was to explain their residential

consolidation and to examine the social implications of dispersion.

A comparison of the measures identified the Lettesi as a
distinctive sociospatial entity within the ethnic urban dimension. The
measures, however, have been applied more critically to examine the
discrepancy between assumption and 'reliability' where social inferences
have been drawn from spatial patterns. Thus the aggregate approach,
using spatial and social indices is Jjuxtaposed with community data
where the unit of analysis is the individual person. In Chapter 4
where I examine whether residential dispersion is reliable as an indicator
of integration, the 'aggregate' approach is tested against data for
each residentially 'dispersed' person; in Chapter 5 the assumptions of
the aggregate approach are examined by data for the community as a
whole. It is argued in both cases that the social and spatial indices
are not valid measures of assimilation or integration for first

generation immigrants in Australia.

The measures of spatial dissimilarity, concentration, segregation
and redistribution are reproduced in tables, whiie representation
ratios and population mean centres are presented cartoaraphically for
greater spatial ciarity. Formulas for deriving the spatial measures,
and definitions may be found 1in the Appendix (3 ). Critical discussion
of methodological issues and problems which relate more specifically
to social indices are presented as part of the argument in Chapter 5 for
@ model of integration where the focus is the person; for it is only
through understanding integration at a human scale that more appropriate

aggregate indices may be derived.
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Social Network Analyses

Social network analysis has been used where appropriate, but as the
purpose of my research has varied from other workers, including Mitchell
(1969), Martin (1970), Bott (1971), Barnes (1972) and Bottomley (1979),
[ have not systematically applied the same techniques. The most useful
measure for my particular purpose was a connectivity matrix for the
whole of the community which was based upon kinship to the degree of
first cousin. The measure expressed the percentage of households
interconnected in terms of this 'kinship' definition. Three relays were
generated from the original matrix to illustrate the impact on
information flows, of community interaction, based upon kinship. The
formula for computing relays is in the Appendix (3 ). Ancther relay
measure, using simple percentages was applied to data from a social
network graph to show how a series of migraticon chains could be
generated by a single sponsor source. The remaining data on social
networks and jnterpersona] channels are presented descriptively using
graphs, tables and the appropriate terminology, with emphasis being
given to the roles of individuals. These data have been closely
integrated with material describing the formal committee positions
and the sociometric rankings of individual members, based upon

collective community nominations.

Estate Agent Survey

A further source of data was a survey of the records of six estate
agents, located in Hamilton. The survey was carried out in 1974 when I
was interested in the problem of intra-urban mobility of Itaiians,
generally, and specifically in the gatexeeper role of the estate agent.
Limited use has been made of th-sedata because of the problem of
comparability arising from the fact that few of the agents were in
business at the time of high Italian residential mobility. Nevertheless,

it was clear that their role was significant especially where the



86

probiem of language was accommodated to facilitate access to housing

¢lientele.

Participant Observation/Informants

[ have already referred to the opportunities I had both in
N.ewcastle and the village for participant observation®! and for lengthy
discussions with significant informants. These experiences were a
source of both impressionistic and factual data which provided a
coherent, meaningful framework for the more specific items contained in
the questionnaire. As they did not, however, provide the principal
source of data, I shall not debate relevant issues of method which are

fully discussed in the appropriate texts (Goode and Hatt 1952, p.330;
Hughes 1976, p.119-139)%.

In summary, it can be seen that the sources of data and methods of
analysis chosen for this research tend to reinforce the theme,
recurrent throughout the thesis, of the need t;) adopt a 'community'
scale where the unit of analysis is the individual household. They
reinforce as well the need to create a meaningful bridge between
aggregate and individuals and the ‘'objective' and 'subjective' in ethnic
research so that further analysis at the aggregate scale will rest

on assumptions that evolve from understandings of ethnic communities,

their structure and function.

1. Hughes refers to four participant observer roles. The role of
participant-as-observer applies in this case. This implies that
‘both researcher and informants are aware that theirs is a field-
work relationship. A typical example (is where)...the observer
develops contacts and relatively enduring relationships with
certain individuals in the community. This particular role often
involves a number of data-collecting technigues ranging from

informal contacts to relatively formalized interviewing' (Hughes 1976,
p.120).



CHAPTER 3

GROUP SETTLEMENT FORMATION: THE LETTESI COMMUNITY

Look around you. Look at the mountains. JSee, we are
closed tn. What you get unless you open the door!
If you don't open the door the walls surround you -
you will remain inside jJorever, without [uture.

This chapter describes the migration of people from Lettopalena,
Abruzzi, Italy, and how the process of crain migraz<on has led to the
formation of a village community in Newcastle. The emergence of this
community has been part of a wider pattern of continuing migration and
community formaticn which began before the turn of the twentieth century
and abated as recently as the 1960s. It is a process which nhas created
three widely dispersed, yet highly localised, ethnic communities - in
Turtie Creek, Pittsburg, Pennsylvannia, U.S.; in Caseros near Buenos
Aires, Argentina; and in Newcastle, N.S.W., Australia. AIl three

communities identify with one another and the parent village of Lettopalena.

PART A: THE CHAIN MIGRATION PROCESS AND GROUP SETTLEMENT FURMATION

This account of the formation of a Lettesi community in Newcastle is
presented within the framework of Price's (19630“5 sequential model of
chain migration and settlement types. Reference is made to other
relevant research to provide comparisons of chain migration and
associated patterns of resettlement and adjustment. The account of chain
migration from Lettopalena to Australia involves an outline of the
village site and situation, the latent and immediate causes of emigration,

both primary and seccndary chain migration, and changes in the village

as they relate to emigration. Community formation, involving the early
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phase of resettlement, is seen as the initial stage of Lettesi
integration with the institutions of the wider social system. In this

process the role of the community nas been crucial.

CHAIN MIGRATION

The migration of people from Lettopalena to Australia follows the
chain migration pattern common to southern European immigrants and
described by many writers, notably Price (1963%). This phenomenon of
chain migration was widely recognised during the early period of
migration to Australia though, at the time, the concept was loosely
fornulated. Sherington (1980), in his book Australia’s Immigrants
presents reproductions of two of Baxter's paintings 'News from Home'
(1854) and 'News from Australia' (1854), as well as excerpts from letters
urging friends and relatives to emigrate (pp.63-4). Sherington refers to
the 'crimson thread of kinship' preserved by the steady stream of
itmigrants from Britain during the second half of the nineteenth century
which was facilitated by the programme of assisted passage. This
programme provided for resident Australians to nominate friends and
relatives as immigrants and to contribute towards the cost of their
passage (pp.71-2). During the nineteenth century it was the Irisnh
iimigrants who made greatest use of the nomination system their main
source areas being the south-west counties. They were then the most

distinctive sub-cultural group {(p.79).

The phenomenon was also widely recognised in America where the term
chain migration gained increased useage with the movements of people,
especially southern and eastern EFuropeans, during the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries (Fairchild 1911; Foerster 1919; Thomas and

Inaniecki 1927). Again, the Tletter to the homeland gains special
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attention as in a statement by the Commissioner General for Immigration
(1907):
...These letters constitute the most extensive method of
advertising that can be imagined; almost innumerable
endless chains are thus daily being forged, link by link
(Fairchild 1911, p.88; Price 1963% p.108).
Fairchild recounts in 1911 how 'practically every Greek who leaves for

America has in his pocket a letter from some fellow countryman in

America' (p.89). This was Costa's letter:

Dear Costa:

The time we have been so long expecting has at last
arrived. Our busginess has reached the point where we
need another nelper, and we want you to come over and

help us. I enclose a complete vicket from Iripolis to
Chicago, all vaid for. ALl you have to do <3 to show
it to the men as yow go along. Have decr mcther give
you a written paper sShowing ThGT You have ner permissicn
to come, as you are not yer sisteen. We will pay you

the same wages as we would pay any other clerk. Take
the greatest care of yourself, dear Costa, and come
quickly. Kiss my beloved mother and sisters jor me. I
q Y Y J

Kigs you onm the two eyes.
Your affectiorate brother.

(Fairchild 1911, p.93).
Fairchild refers to these letters from America as the greatest agency in
perpetrating and extending the process of emigration. He says that
[f a peasant is asked 'Have many gone from your village
to America?' the typical answer is: 'Oh yes, they have

all gone. A1l the boys are in America' {p.87).

This was true for many Italian villagers, as well.

The significance of chain migration to the U.S. at that time is
indicated by Price who claims that 94, of those immigrating to the U.S.
between 1908-10 stated that they were entering to join relatives or
friends (Price 19634 p.109). The general impact of Italian emigration
has been assessed by Douglass who claims that during the peak period
1906-1910, an average of 651288 person emigrated annuaily (Douglass
19802, p.9). One interesting example of Italian chain migration

was that which began in 1882 from Roseto Valfortore to Roseto,
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Pemnsytvania (Bianco 1974). The first group of eleven Rosetans all

tame to work in the slate quarries near Bangor where they lived in
shanties and derelict barns. Increasingly large waves of immigrants
arrived and following the lead of Nicola Rosato, built their homes on a
hill near the quarry. The Rosetans called their settlement New Italy;
others called it Italy Town (p.31). Bianco claims that Roseto is
probably the most homogeneous ethnic enclave in the U.S. The entire
community still remains Italian with 955 of today's residents having

their origins in Roseto Valfortore (p.21).

The concept of cnain migrarion was first described by Lochore (1951)
but as Price points out his definition was too narrow to accommodate
the many variations of the process and the different meanings implied
throughout the 1iterature (Price 1963:: p.112; 1964, p.158). Lochore's
definition of chain migration was illustrated by a case not dissimilar
from that of Roseto though the details of the process are more explicit.
[t describes the emigration of a fisherman from Stromboli who, after
settling in New Zealand in 1890, returned home for a visit and persuaded
relatives to join him. They in turn persuaded others from Stromboli to
emigrate. From these 1inks that were established between origin and
destination a migration chain was formed following an established path
along which Strombolesi continued to migrate. Lochore's example, Tike
that of Bianco, illustrates but one type of chain migration. Price saw
the need to provide a wider framework to include all the variations and

outcomes of the process.

By expanding the definition of the chain migraticon concept and
presenting a model of related settlement types, Price has developed a
most useful tool to facilitate the analysis of chain migration, of the

complex process of community formation and for understanding the process
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of social integration. Price has identified five stages of chain
migration which he expounds in detail in a number of sources (Price
19632 pp.112-4; 1964, pp.157-9; 1969, pp.210-212). A brief summary is
given here.

The first stage begins when some wanderer from the old world
establishes a foothold in the new land. Feeling strange and
alone ne eitner visits thne nomeland or writes urging Jriends
or family to join nim; others from the village or aistrict

may follow. Scon, those who become more s5atis
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their children o emigrate. nen, o
inereasingly depcpulated, those who remain may also want

to leave. When the reasons for emigrating have been
compoundea the strength of such a chain may have the effect
of ereating a cormmunity more significant in size than that
remaining in the pavent village (Price 1963% ».112).

GROUP SETTLEMENT TYPES

Price furtner attempts to clarify the variety of forms of cnain migration

and related group sectiements. He distinguishes six types.
1. Major village to village concentrations.

77 T 4 4 = e
Male ViiLadge CoNcenTraiiona.

(%

Minor villages *o

Cy

3. Major or minor village to several digtrict, regional or
foik concentravions.

. . . . . . . A

4. Unpreductive villages in major or minor digtrict of
[\yw'/'m‘yp + 22910 T AL Ay Py PPN 7T oAm LT
orLgin Lo Eeverql dlstricer, reglLoval oY JCL/’<
concentrations.

3 R .

5 caviered Family to family groups.

g. ﬁ{q;’or,‘ Tnor, and unproductive villages in lmportant
districts of origin vo dispersea settlement.
(Price 19634 p.112;.
Although the above processes are largely self-explanatory it is
important at this point to closely examine the concept of zroup
settlement, to look at the processes giving rise to this phenomenon,

and at the different forms group settlements take. Understanding these

forms is crucial to a study of the role of such a settlement in the



process of integration.

In a paper preceeding his major work on chain migration and
entitled '"Immigration and Group Settlement', Price explains the impor-
tance of understanding the meaning implied by the term grcup settlemernt
(1959, pp.267-87). He draws a clear distinction between immigranc
association which is often time limited and specific in function, and the
term group settlement, which implies the existence of numerous informal
and primary group relations, and touches on many facets of members' lives.
Group settlements can often satisfy a wide range of needs - social,
cultural and sometimes economic, 50 that contact can be limited within
the group. Such 'communities' are usually concentrated residentially.

This 1s the case with the Lettesi community.

Price refers to three main processes by which group settiements come
into being. He speaks of organised group settlements, caadi settlements
and gravitation group settlements. Borrie provides a detailed example
of organised group settiements of Lutherans in South Austraiia. There
the South Australia Co., in 1836, introduced a congregation of 180
people, which by 1851 had swelled to 7,000. They formed additicnal
group settiements which by 1933 still retained a population that was 30%
German and which remained distinctively German in culture (Borrie 1954,
pp.160-2). The growth of one of the most distinctive 'chain' group
settlements, Melbourne's 'Little Italy', has been described at length by
Lancaster Jones {1962, 1964). Little Italy, in Carlton, was settled in
the 1880s by the colourful Viggianese from Basilicata, southern Italy, an
itinerant band of street musicians. By 1893, through chain migration,
they had formed a close knit and sizeable community. However the growth
of the concentration with immigrants from northern italy saw the

significance of the Viggianese group settlement decline. Many similar
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chain settlements have been prominent in Australia (Borrie 1954, Price

1963 Burnley 1975).

'‘Gravitation' group settlements are formed by migrants drawn
together in Australia by common culitural bonds. Both the Lutheran
settlements in South Australia and Carlton's ‘Little Italy' have devel-
oped through time, elements of this kind of community accretion. Borrie
states that few examples exist of enclaves or closed settlements (1954,
p.129); Jupp claims that the 'ghetto' analogy breaks down for areas of
migrant dominance are rarely overshadowed by one particular settlement
‘group’ (1955, p.72). Burniey, too, refers to the emergence of
‘clustered settlements which are, in reality, multiple nuclei' (1975,
p.A.143). Most ethnic concentrations would increasingly attract additional

members through 'gravitation' group settlement.

It is clear from this discussion that group settlements may, or may
not be the product of chain migration. Chain migration may,nevertheless,
be involved in the emergence of both 'organised' and 'gravitation' group
settiement, the latter often involving 'secondary' chain migration, i.e.
chain migration internal to the country of settlement. Group settle-
ment processes are dynamic, seldom clear-cut and rarely exhibit a
single form, as Borrie (1954) points out in his study of Italians.

[talian settlement in Queensland began with 'organised' migration when
in 1891 the Queensland government, acting on advice from an agent in
southern Europe, provided 335 assisted passages for agricultural

labourers to work in the canefields to replace the Kanakas. Many of
these settlers acquired their own farms, providing a nucleus encouraging
further Italian migrants, both through chain migration and gravitation

settlement (Lyng 1935, p.100; Borrie 1954, p.50; Price 1963% p.154).



An important point, strongly emphasised by Price is that an ethnic
concentration may not necessarily imply the existence of group settle-
ment, though for first generation migrants this association is more
likely. He further points out that an ethnic concentration may mask
the existence of individual group settlements each influenced uniquely by
its "Tocality' of origin. This locality may be a village such as
Lettopalena; a district, as in the case of Macedonians in Newcastie who
came mainiy from viliages in the Bitola Valley; it may be a region, such
as Abruzzi, the homeland of the majority of Italians in Hamilton; and
finally, it may be the folk locality or nation as in the case of the

Serbian and Polish communities in Newcastle (Galvin 1974).

Tsounis (1963) and Bottomley (1979) have observed thes phenomena
with 'Brotherhood’ sub-groups within the Greek 'folk' communities both in
Melbourne and in Sydney, respectively. Tsounis defines the Brotherhood
as being 'composed of persons who were born or who claim descent from a
particular region, province, island or town in Greece, or places outside
Greece where large numbers of Greeks Tived' (1963, p.72). Bottomley
states that these Brotherhoods exist, not only in Australia, but anywhere
in the world where Greek emigres are found. She adds that region of
origin has special significance for Greeks, that members are regarded
almost as kin and that regicnal in-marriage occurs to a considgerable
degree (1979, p.58). She does not, however, see the regional sub-groups
as being necessarily coterminus with geographical area (1973, p.156)
and adds that Greek peoonle maintain (kin) ties across considerable

distances (1973, p.254).

Price has placed great emphasis on locality differences:

Any opinion which ignores the tremendous differences 1in
customs and outlook which may exist between the various
districts in the one European country - and consequently



forced to consolidate socially and to create their own access via
their social network systems, a fundamental basis for their raison

dletre.

Atthough attitudes have been changing, assimilation policy did
reflect society's attitudes generally, as measured by a series of
specially devised scales (Richardson and Taft, 1968; Johnston 1968;
Storer 1981). These attitudes nhave been expressed in discriminatory
behaviour at the individual and community levels. Despite Martin's
words (1972a, p.133) and Bottomley's confirmation (1979, p.1539) that
'the effective stimulus among European minorities was not finaiiy a
defensive reaction against anything' but a concern to preserve
traditions and identity, the expression of prejudice and discrimination
have in themselves reinforced group identity by defining more clearly

1

the boundaries of 'we' and 'they'; and they have forced many immigrants
especially southern Europeans, to retreat into the safety and security
of community, or, in the absence of close community, to return to the

homeland.

Thompson refers to more than half of her respondents, all returnees
to Italy, as having experienced discrimination and she vividly presents
details of individual accounts {Thompson 1980, pp.160-88). Many more
accounts may be found in the literature, for example in Hempel (19%9),
Jupp (1966), Stanner {(1971), Tsounis (1971), Price (196%»), Borrie (1954)
and Kovacs and Cropley (1975). Other writers have devised a variety of
theories to explain both prejudice and discrimination, none of which are
entirely adequate (Banton 1959; Allport 1954 Stanner 1971), and Price
has stressed the need for a general synthesis (Price 1969, p.189). A
more complete understanding of the phenomena would be necessary to
provide an adequate basis for research into its variety of expressions

and its impact on social structure.
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The emergence and growth of ethnic group settlements have been
subject to the constraints of immigration policy though results have
not always been as intended. The evolution of Australian immigration
policy has been more than adequately surveyed elsewhere and the details
will not be repeated here (Borrie 1954, pp.3-11; Price 1963 pp.85-100;
Price 1971, pp.A1-A23; Price 1975, pp.AT1-A13). Nevertheless, there is
one aspect of special interest. MacDonald and MacDonald (1970), as well
as presenting a detailed summary of the relation between administrative
conditions and volume of immigration, specifically with reference to
[taly and Australia, have elaborated at length on an interesting
paradox, of significance to chain migration to Australia. Their paper
refers to the discrepancy that exists between the manifest formal
functions of bureaucracy and the latent functions of informal networks.
They point to an anomoly whereby policy which was directed towards
negative discrimination of southern turopeans, and especially to those
of peasant, viltlage origin, was overturned by the machinery of chain
migration so that instead it functioned predominantly in their interests

(MacDonald and MacDonald 1970, pp.248-275).

Southern European immigration to Australia only assumed significant
proporticns following the heavy restrictions imposed by the U.S.
Attitudes, nevertheless, followed those of the U.S., the authars identi-
fying six main themes relating to a progressively anti-Italian policy, a
policy which was generalized to southern Europeans - the inferiority of
[talians, the greater inferiority of southern Italians, the fear of
southern European concentrations, the fear of destitution among newly-
arrived non-British immigrants, the virtue of re-uniting families and the
desirability of encouraging permanent immigration (MacDonald and
MacDonald 1970, p.253). Policy restrictions from 1923 were aimed, princi-

pally, at southern Europeans as did later (19%51) policies of assisted
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migration which placed the 'peasant' category off the official 1ists

for selection (p.255). In the belief that the total volume of

imigration of southern Europeans would be greatly reduced, a require-
ment was imposed that all prospective immigrants have personal nomination
and maintenance guarantees, or a landing sum for support on arrival.

This had the effect of limiting immigration to relatives and friends of

settlers in Australia (p.253).

The system did not, in fact, reduce the volume of arrivals.
Instead the authorities made chain migration official (p.254).

The irony was that officials were unaware that the chain migration
movement had an informal structure of its own - that it was not simply
a flow of atomistic individuals, but that relatives and friends were
the principal 1inks in chains which by the fifties, had established a
nucleus of group concentrations in all the major cities. Paradoxically
it was their policy which allowed and facilitated the emergence of

ethnic group settlements in Australia.

In addition the effect was to strengthen communities by facili-
tating the practice of within-group marriage. Price (196?‘;) has noted
that where members of a chain group rarely intermarry they tend to form
strong, cohesive group settlements, facing outside influences together
as a group (p.225). This will be seen in relation to the Lettesi whose
rate of inmarriage is significantly high at 71% (Table 27) and whose
basis of solidarity is remarkably strong. This pattern of inmarriage
nas also radically increased the degree of interconnectivity within the
comunity in terms of extended kin relations. This critical aspect of
comunity cohesion will be dealt with, however, at a later stage. The
important point here is the impact of policy, which by facilitating the
process of chain migration, increased group salidarity and influenced

the patterns of integration/assimilation.
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Group settlement formation has also been responsive to changes in
the socioeconomic conditions of Australia, both temporally, and
geographically. But, again, these aspects have been dealt with in the
literature and the details need not be reiterated here (Price 1963{;,
Borrie 1954; MacDonald 1958). Nevertheless, there are some aspects
relating directly to group settlements which are worthy of brief mention.
While immigration, generally, has responded to conditions of economic
growth and depression in Australia, chain migration has shown a greater
sensitivity than programmes organised through bureaucratic machinery.
MacDonald and MacDonald, in considering this factor, mention a paradox
occurring with the ‘depression' of 1952 where

policy was caught between a chain migration movement which

delivered undesirable types but which Tooked after itself;

and the bilateral recruitment and assisted passage scheme

which delivered berter types who could not take care of

themselves. The dilemma was resolved by cancelling both

movements with the exception of close dependant relatives.

(MacDonald and MacDonald 1970, p.256).

Chain migration, while locking after its own, has resisted more

effectively the exigencies of both the administrative and economic

constraints.

More Tengthy discussion of geographical aspects of ethnic
comunities will be given in Chapter 5, but in respect to the social
organisation of group settlement, one general statement wili suffice
at this stage. As Price points out, group settlements are often complex,
there being few examples in Australia of the village to village case
which was a phenomenon of United States immigration with settlements 1ike
Roseto (Bianco 1974). In Australia the settlement unit is seldom the
village or district group but more often an overlay of village, district,
regional and folk groups which coexist territorially with other folk

group structures (Price 1963, p.229).
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Within the general pattern and process of chain migration different
'folk' exhibit varying tendencies which add to the complexity. Althougn
a range of cultural groups have followed chain migration paths, for
example, some of the British, Dutch and Jewish settlers (Burnley 1975,
p.A143; 1974, p.178; Price 1964), it is a phenomenon most distinctive to
southern Europeans. VYet within and between the different southern
European groups there are variations worthy of note. Burniey observes
that

...the Yugoslavs...more than the Greeks and Italians...have

grouped themselves in terms of region rather than village or

town of origin (Burnley 1975, p.139).

Examples of communities in Sydney and Newcastle support his conclusion
(Galvin 1974; Gordon 1974). The origins of Greek migration, on the
other hand, between 1883-1947 Tay mainly in the islands [thica, Kythera

and Castellorizo (42%) (Price 1968; Bottomley 1979, p.45).

Marked differences have been noted for some southern and northern
I[talians. Lancaster Jcones (1962) estimated that over 1,000 Viggianesi
from Basilicata, southern Italy, lived within Carlton's ‘'Littlie Italy’.
Huber, on the other hand, found that families she interviewed fraom
Trevisc, northern Italy, and 1iving in Sydney, lived as nuclear family

units having little contact with other Italians (1977, 0.197).

Group settlements therefore are complex in structure but especially
in cities where size and diversity and the range of opportunities have
tended to attract a multiplicity of migration chains, 'secondary chains'
and individual immigrants to what Price nas termed 'gravitation group

a

settlements' (Price 1963, 5.233).

Social Structure in the Homeiand and Mode of ZImigration

Tre critical peoint of the Maclonalds' analysis was thnat iiracion
chains have a structure that is dependent on the social structure in the

place of origin (MacDonald and MacDonald 1970, 2.260). If, in turn, one



is to understand group settlement structure and its relation to the
process of social integration with the institutions of the wider social
system, then one must follow through the continuity and change in

structures that occur from origin to destination.

The theme of structural continuity in chain migration is argued,
for Italy, by MacDonald and MacDonald (1970). They noted that during
periods of immigration restrictions, chains from southern Italy were
far more active than those from the central and northern provinces
(p.260). They stressed, however, that this did not imply the popular
dichotomy of north and south and that even the regional divisions were
too crude to provide an adequate comparative base. They therefore
grouped provinces which they classified by Modernity according to
Parson's Pattern Variables (p.264). It was the Deep South, the
heartland of 'La Miseria' which provided the largest source of migrants
to Australia in spite of all the administrative constraints. This
category included the eastern provinces of Sicily, through Calabria,
Basilicata, the hinterland of Naples, Frosinone in Latium, and

Abruzzi - Molise. It had the lowest rank on the Modernity Scale (p.265).

The authors argue that throughout the Deep South where feudal
holdings had given way to an economy based on small family producticn
units, the combination of intense familism and patron-client
networks formed the basis of a social structure which provided the main
driving force for migration chains (p.266). In relative terms this was
even more important than the economic 'push' underlying emigration for
from 1923-1952, despite the level of poverty in certain areas, unless
there was already a 'bridgehead' of sponsors, emigration to Australia
was effectively curtailed (p.267). It remained an important factor after

the 1952 agreement which extended the assisted passage scheme to
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[talians and only waned in importance as the EEClbegan to provide more

accessible Tabour opportunity.

The intense familism which formed the basis of social structure
and migration chains from the Deep South has been described by
Barzini (1964, pp.190-213) and by Foerster in his classic work The
imez. He says of the [talian emigrant

oy . . o
Ialian Emigration of Jur

...his affections are warm and deep, attaching him to

his family and the scenes of his childhood. When he

breaks from these tugging intimacies it is conditionally,

not absolutely (Foerster 1919, p.428).
[talian emigration, early this century, was seldom considered permanent.
Both Giacomo and Arcangelo, Lettesi pioneers, had been to America before
coming to Austraiia. Giacomo had been there four or five times.
Foerster again comments:

...the Italian 1ike no other emigrant, aspires to return

to his home. This opinion nhe bears in his heart, an

opinion universally witnessed; he keeps it warm and

pulsating in foreign Tlands, where it contributes tellingly

to that aloofness from others or clannishness which his

neighbours there have noted in him...it is potent in

directing him back to his Italy (Foerster 1913, p.423).
Where the Italian emigrant no longer returns to Italy, familism still

provides the basis for community.

Patronage, or the 'use of resources by a person - the patron - to
assist or protect some other person - the client - who does not control
such resources' (Boissevain 19639, p.379), although a universal phenome-
non, has been particularly pervasive to societies where 'the institutions
of public law are absent or fail to be effective' (Blok 1969, p.367).
Patronage was a powerful social tool in the Deep South, and especially
in Sicily, till the intrusion of the State in local affairs after World
War II. Douglass, in a study of Agnone, Molise, claims that after the
War the system continued with clientalistic political networks control-

ling the direction of development projects {Douglass 1980c, p.330) and

1. EEC represents the European Economic Community.
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the roles and relations which patronage implied were deeply embedded in
[talian social structure. The role of the padrone or patron in America
has been outlined for Italian immigrants by MacDonald (1964) and for

the Greeks by Fairchild (19171).

Patron-client relations in the immigrant setting were multistrand,
8s they were in the homeland, the 'padrone' usually financing
imigration, providing employment and numerous other services to his
‘client' but often maintaining isolation and dependence (MacDonald 1964).
Fairchild in 1911 condemned the system as exploitative - as one of
‘peonage or slavery' (p.186); and he describes a familiar practice in
Greek bootblacking establishments, operated usually 'by Greek lads,
ranging from ten to eighteen years of age':

During the last four months of the year there arrived at the

port of Boston aione 8398 of these youths, 127 of whom

were returned...Our final judgment in regard to the

padrone system can only be that it is a standing reproach

to the Greek population of the United States, and a menace

to the free labor principles of our country (Fairchild

1911, p.186).

This reproach must be assessed in view of the different cultural

contexts and attitudes at that time. As MacDonald points out,

Most important of the padrone's functions, from our
standpoint, was that he kept his paesan? together;

and that

the continuing dependence of his wards was sanctioned
by southern Italian custom (MacDonald 1964, p.86).

As comunities evolved, the padrone's roles tended to be taken over by
relatives and closer friends, again as they might have been in the
homeland, as adaptations occurred in a society undergoing change. The
process is one of continuity and change. Price claims that, to some
extent, the system has operated with southern European emigration to

Mustralia (Price 1963;: p.64}.

SRR PRl S S

e RS e




104

The form of the family as the basic social unit of Italian social
structure has been the subject of much debate. While the existence of
‘Little Italys' in the U.S. and in Australia has tended to reinforce a
general assumption that the extended family group is the unit of
importance, specific work on the subject has argued otherwise. Much
discussion has centred on Banfield's 7The Moral Basis of a Backward
Society wherein he postulates a state of 'social atomism' to explain
the failure of communal solidarity and the dominance, in Southern Italy,
of the nuclear family. His conclusions were based on research in
Montegrano, a mountain town in the province of Potenza (Banfield, 1958).
In his excellent 'Critique’ of the South Italian family, Douglass (1980)
observes that Banfieid's emphasis on the nuclear family has widespread

support.

Douglass(1980), nevertheless, produces evidence which contradicts
this image of the South Italian family, in the literature. He points to
Agnone, a mountain town in the Molise (included in the MacDonalds'

Deep South category) where the dominant cultural ethos is for the joint
extended family and where the fairly high incidence of nuclear family
households can be explained in terms of a specific stage in the
developmental cycle of the joint family form. Implying that disagreement
may be largely a matter of definition, he draws a distinction between
social structure {(societal norm - joint extended family) and social
organisation (societal arrangement at a particular point in time - the
nuclear family). The example of Agnone also questions the conclusion
of Silverman (1968) that land tenure systems, where holdings are
miniscule and highly fragmented, are necessarily conducive to the
formation of nuclear family units. The varying conclusions reached by
Dougiass and the MacDonalds may, however, reflect a basic difference in

disciplinary approach for while the latter were concerned more with
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agricultural economics, Douglass' approach was that of the social

anthropologist. The difference is to some extent a difference of scale.

No definitive statement on the form of the family as the focal unit
of social structure, in southern Italy, can reasonably be made at this
stage. Inconsistency of definition makes valid comparison difficult;
explanation has not always been sufficiently explorative; the problem
has not always been applied to classes other than the peasantry; and
historical forces for change have too often been ignored. Until such
problems have been adequately confronted debate on the problem is Tiable
to continue. While Agnone may not be representative of southern Italy,
other research does lend support to Douglass' findings (Douglass1980,
p.354). His own informed belief that the joint extended system is
applicable to Abruzzi as well as to Molise (p.354), is substantiated by

my own observations in Lettopalena.

What does appear certain is that family systems vary, considerably,
throughout Italy and that they do not seem to follow a general north/
south dichotomy. MacDonald (1958) differentiates between the Centre and
the South and draws distinctions within regions; Cronin points to
differences between rural and urban parts of Sicily (1970, p.43); and
Douglass(1980), to variations in southern Italy, generaliy. Two examples
from northern and southern Italy, respectively, will illustrate more
clearly the kinds of variation. These examples are chosen not because
they are representative of northern and southern Italy, but because the
authors have examined adaptation in family structure following resettle-

ment in Australia (Cronin 1670; Huber 1977).

In rural areas of Treviso, northern Italy, people live in patrilineal
extended households in long stone buildings facing a central courtyard.

Individual sections are occupied by close extended families, with separate
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rooms being allocated for the nuclear groups. Strict, hierarchical
relations are enforced, with the eldest male being the dominant member
of the household (Huber 1977, pp.21-3). Cronin, on the other hand,
describes the kin group in Sicily as being comprised of all persons
related by blood or marriage. It has three major divisions - the

nuciear family ('the real relatives'), the extended family which is a
bounded network of nuclear families related through the sibling tie,

and 'i parenti' {(the relatives) including all other kin. In contrast

to the system described by Huber, for Treviso, the household unit is the
nuclear family and it i1s paramount and autonomous. Relations with
members of the extended family or 'i parenti' remain essentially the
prerogative of the individual person. The extended family, nevertheless,
is a viable entity, maintaining, by a system of social controis, the

good name of the family. In addition there is a formal patrilineal

bias which, in practice, is overshadowed by more effective matrilineal
ties. Decisions, however, are made within the nuclear household (Cronin
1970, pp.43-66). Specific adaptations to these forms of family

structure, in the Australian setting, will be referred to later.

Mass emigration, since the 1870s, has changed traditional patterns
of family structure, not only in Italy, but in the place of resettlement.
In southern Italy, especially, it has tended to increase the proportion
of nuclear family households, for the mass emigration of young, single
males precluded the formation of joint family units, and the flow of
remittances and returnees from abroad, introduced new ideas of personal
freedom and independence (Douglass1980, p.353). In Lettopalena to-day,
because of the high degree of mobility, it is difficult to identify a
consistent pattern of family structure. Although nuclear households
predominate, the joint extended system could well have represented the

‘ideal’ family type.



Continuity and Change

Though the term ‘urban village', conceived by Gans {1862), in his
study of an ethnic neighbourhood in Boston, has been widely applied
both in the U.S. and in Australia, one should not see group settlements
as mere transplantations. As already stated, the 'urban village' or
group settlement, and the units which comprise its social organisation
are dynamic entities responding to conditions, not only in the homeland
but to emigration and resettlement. Nevertheless, as Bottomley has so
clearly pointed out in her work on Greek kinship patterns in Sydney,
new institutions are not created 'ex vacuo' but must bear some relation
to past conditions (1973, p.45; 1979, p.78). She refers toc the theme
of continuity and conformity to traditional models which can be seen to
co-exist with more immediate models of Tife situations (Bottomley 1979,
p.77). The traditional models to which she refers can be seen to be
related to Douglass' concept of the 'ideal' or norm of social structure
(1980, p.355); or to Bottomley's own distinction between the structure

of 'ideais' and the structure of 'actions' in relation to institutions

(1973, p.45).

Continuity and change do underlie patterns of social adaptation to
emigration and resettlement. The extent of deviation from the family
'ideal’ which would appear to be more variable in Italy than in Greece,
has been dependent, first, upon the mode of emigration (Bottomley 1979,
p.81). Where emigration, for example, has followed a chain migration
pattern it is far more likely that extended family systems will tend to
persist in the place of resettlement. Price expands on this:

It is not unreasonable to assume...that forces strong

enough to bring settlers from one village or district of

origin to one place of settiement in Australia were also

strong encugh to keep such immigrants, when in that place,

associated together in the full life of a village or

district group settlement - both primary and secondary
(Price 1963% p.230).
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¥hat Price says does not exclude the possibility of change in

traditional family structures, within chain group settlements, for
adaptation must occur to new social conditions. This can be seen from
Huber's study of Italians from Treviso, northern Italy, who settled in
Griffith. Respondents in Griffith had followed a chain migration pattern
which Ted to the formation, by 1925, of a closely-knit chain settlement
of horticultural farmers. By the late 1960s there was an Italian (folk)
group settiement, mainly comprising 50% Trevisani, 40% Calabresi and

10% Abruzzesi.

The community was relatively closed, and many ties linked

family, friends and neighbours (Huber 1977, pp.57-63).

Yet change had occurred in response to new conditions, combining
the advantages of the independent nuclear household and the close
extended kin and family relations which had characterised the patri-
lineal extended household of Treviso. Huber relates this specific
adaptation to institutional controls on the size of farms which
encouraged the acquisition of separate farm units for each of the adult
sons of the family (p.7). So despite the erosion of the joint extended
household, an underlying ethos of kinship remained, due partly to the

process of chain migration and partly to the rural settlement form.

Huber's study of Trevisani in Griffith is comparable to that of
Mapstone (1966) on Macedonian Greeks who settled on irrigation farms in
Shepparton, Victoria. For them the patriarchial family was still the
norm and patriarchial authority remained central to the family. Mapstone
noted how kinship ties were strengthened as cousins intermarried and
siblings from a family married siblings from another Macedonian Greek

family. Though 417 of households were of nuclear families, the Zadruga-*

1. The Zadruga household includes the nuclear families of siblings,
usually brothers, living in their father's house (Mapstone 1866, p.121).
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type household still persisted, its most common forms of adaptation
being the extended family,! with three or more generations sharing a
house. Again, this mode of adaptation was closely related, as it was

in Griffith, to the settlement form, for the establishment of nuclear
household units was associated with the purchase of additional farms,
usually for the older brothers of a family, while the Zadruga and
extended households, on the other hand, represented viable farming
alternatives. This form of group settlement which evolved in Shepparton
was an outcome, once again, of chain migration, social structure in the

homeland and conditions in Australia (Mapstone 1966, pp.121-25).

Huber contends that change was more pronounced for Trevisani who
settled in the urban area of Sydney - that most core institutions,
indeed, ceased to exist where rural workers became urban Tabourers (p.197).
The Trevisani who were interviewed by Huber in Sydney lived, exclusively,
in nuclear households with 1ittle or no interaction with kin and as
close primary relations gave way to loose-knit associations the rales
of the partners were newly-defined. Change for these families was far
more disruptive and emotionally disturbing than for their counterparts
in Griffith, a condition which explains their unusually high returnee

rate (p.193).

[t is questicnable to what extent the urban environment can be seen
to account for the social isolation of the families Huber interviewed.
In the first place the respondents were assisted migrants who came
independently of friends or kin; secondly, they were interviewed during

the early stages of resettlement before they could develop the closer

1. The extended family is a kin-based unit. 1In the above form three
generations live together under the same roof or in a family
compound {B8room and Selznick 13269).
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primary relations that may have drawn them into an existing group
settlement; thirdly, Huber interviewed only eight families and they
were not representative of Italians in cities, most of whom have not
been assisted migrants; and finally, the fact that I[talian group
settlements have emerged as strong social entities in cities shows
clearly the tenacity of kinship relations and the way they can survive

in an urban setting.

Huber's sample of Sydney Trevisani is misleading in its implica-
tions. These serve to reinforce the old rural/urban dichotomy,
confirming Parson's theory of the functional suitability of the nuclear
family to meet the needs of industrial society. Bottomley has expanded
at length on this theory and again she stresses the gap between ideology
and reality (1973, pp.292-3). The theory has been challenged by a great
many other writers, inciuding Martin (1967), Litvak and Szelenyi (1963),
Peterson (1971) and Villeneuve (1971). Martin states that

Contemporary urban communities contain viable elements

associated with the 'folk' society as traditionally
described

and that

the postulated polarity of 'folk' and 'urban' types has
now served its usefulness {Martin 1967, p.63).

Martin suggests that the new family form is the modified extended tamily
which Peterson and Villeneuve see as serving new important functions in
the urban situation. This modified extended family form is a viable
part of the social organisation of urban group settlements, as can be
seen from a range of ethnic studies of urban communities, for example,
MacDonald (1958), Price (196§3, Lancaster Jones (13962; 1964), Cronin

(1970), Lee (1970), Trlin (1970), Burnley (1970), Tsounis (1975),

Battomley (1973; 1979), Bianco (13874).

It may even be the case that traditional kin relationships may tend
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to be strengthened in urban places of resettlement. Connell has remarked
on this (1973, p.47) and Cronin observed it also amcng Sicilians in
Sydney:

Kinsmen, who in Sicily are important only for maintaining

the honour of the group, become important and necessary at

the point of emigration because of the emotional shock of

transpianting oneself in a foreign society. The only

people to whom one can turn at arrival are the relatives...

Relatives live together or near one another, they find

jobs for the newcomers and generally act as the agents

through which the rules and customs of the new society will

become intelligible. The principle that relatives should

help one another becomes a reality at this time (Cronin

1970, p.190).
Thompson extends her cbservations of this tendency to friendships
among Italians, which, in Australia, were of greater psychological
importance as a factor in their adjustment.

At that time in Australia, I tended to be friendly with

whoever was there. 1 had no other choice. Here [in

[taly], friends are less important because [ have my wife
and family (1980, p.146).

Bottomley, referring to the Greek community in Sydney, says that
Greeks are profoundly kinship oriented, that familial obligations are
paramount, and that social relaticons are uniikely to replace kin ties.
She says that

For these reasons the formal organisations are better

seen as complementary to primary groups, rather than

replacing them (1973, ».254).

Her study of Greeks in Sydney found that kin was more essential to
people's lives than might have been expected, even for a Greek city
(pp.86, 138). Whereas nuclear households were exclusively the norm in
Greece (p.81), in Sydney the respondents had often shared their homes
with extra-familial kin for extended periods, and most of them lived in
residential clusters. Patterns of interaction, for most of the subjects,
were mainly contained within an extensive kin network which was attached

to a sizeable migration chain (p.138). Similar tendencies among Greeks



112

in New Zealand and Yugoslav Dalmations, settled in Auckland, have been

noted by Burnley (1970, p.115) and by Trlin (1970, p.89) respectively.

Few studies have been completed at a level of analysis assessing
the extent of change and continuity of traditional family forms in the
Australian context and how this may have varied in different social
settings (Mapstone 1966; Cronin 1970; Bottomley 1973; 1979; Huber 1977;
Thompson 1980). From the few available studies it would appear that
where kinship was sufficiently strong to support chain migration,
these same kinship systems have tended to persist as the basis of group
settlements whether in cities or in rural settings. But while kinship
has provided this framework of continuity, other traditional forms have
been modified significantly in structure and function to meet the
specific needs of migrants. Both Cronin (1970) and Bottomley (1973
1979) have shown Sicilians and Greeks, respectively, to have surrendered
the autonomy of the nuclear family household, as it had existed in

Sicily and in Greece, in response to the housing needs of their kin.

The extent of the adaptation is difficult to assess, however,
without reference to the attitudes and behaviour in place of origin.
Thompson (1980) refers to respondents in Abruzzi where

Not only did families accommodate elderly relatives, but

also unmarried brothers and sisters. A Celenese family

who had returned from Australia was Jooking after an

elderly great aunt...her aged infirmity conferred on her

the most important role in that family, and she was

treated with great deference (Thompson 1880, p.190).

[ witnessed this same caring attitude in Abruzzi where an aged and dying
parent was given the brightest room of the house, overlooking the street
and at the hub of household activity. Though unable to recognise even

her daughters she was still, to them, the most important person in the

family. Her son, Nick, is the Treasurer for the Lettesi in Newcastle.
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Cronin records a sharp contrast in attitude in Sicily where

If a dependent relative lives with a nuclear family, he or

she resides in their house but is definitely considered an

outsider (Cronin 1970, p.45).

While adjustments have been made to accommodate new needs it could be
argued, nevertheless, that when the need has subsided there is a
tendency to revert to traditional forms. This argument has been
presented very strongly by Cronin in relation to the dominance of the
Sicilian nuclear household. She says:

The pattern of the household composition reflects the

preferred living arrangement in Sicily. It is not

indicative of change, acculturation, or assimilation

(Cronin 1970, p.188).

Yet this tendency to revert to a traditional form has generally
appeared where the traditional form is one of the dominant nuclear
household associated with a modified extended kin system, in other
words where it conformed to the Australian norm. Huber could €ind no
respondents in Griffith who would have elected to raturn to the patri-
lineal extended family, for

They enjoyed the privacy of a nuclear family nousehold

but had sufficient kin close at hand to help in

emergencies {(Huber 1977, p.209).

Where, on the other hand, conditions in Australia provided no
support to the nuclear family unit, Trevisani could not adjust to their
social isolation and felt a strong need to return home to Italy (Huber
1977, p.208). As Huber points out:

Immigrants in a new country find it easier to settle if

core institutions can be adapted or reconstituted to
dovetail with new ones (p.211).

PRIMARY SOCIAL NETWORKS AND GROUP SETTLEMENT STRUCTURE

The combination of a nuclear family nhousanoid naving close kinsnip
ties in geodgraphical proximity seems the most consistent and appropriate

form of southern European adaptation in Australia, especially within the
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urban context. It forms the underlying basis of group settlement
structure. Indeed, the key to an understanding of the process of
formation, persistence and change of ethnic group settlements lies in
closer analysis of kinship networks and their extension into the ethnic
and wider social systems, and herein lies the basis of the study of

integration.

Bottomley (1973; 1979) has applied social network analysis in her
study of second generation Greeks in Sydney. By examining twenty-three
individual-centred networks she was able to identify a core Greek
‘community ' which satisfied the criteria defined by Martin from the
point of view of a network model. That is:

The number of units in the field is Targe enough for them

to be linked together in a variety of ways;...relationships

between members are dense, either over the whole portion

or in multi-Tinked clusters; and 1inks exist, not

necessarily directly...between each member and all other

members (Martin 1970, pp.336-7).

Bottomley could discern, within this broadly described Greek community

a large group of sub-communities '...based on kinship, friendship and
mitual understanding' which she saw as corresponding to Tonnies notion
of community. These appeared as dense clusters in the Greek network

pattern (Bottomley 1973, p.159; 1979, p.129).

Bottomley was interested, not only in identifying the social
network structure of the Greek community in Sydney, but in the way that
structure has exerted pressure con members to maintain their Greek
tradition and identity. She used her analysis to examine three aspects
of Gordon's model of assimilation {(Gordon 1964) - namely structural
assimilation, acculturation and identification. By examining primary
relationships she was able to locate the individual respondent in a

'social field' or structure; by examining the content of these primary



relationships she could establish the degree of acculturation; and
finally she was able to assess identity by reference to those relations

that modify and maintain it (Bottomley 1979, p.14).

Bottomley classified her individual-centred networks as 'community'
type or 'clustered’ networks. The community type was characterised by
a social environment based on kinship, friendship and shared understan-
dings, and by an overlapping of spheres of activities - what Simmel
calls 'a concentric pattern of group affiliations' (1969, p.163). In
the clustered type network there was social separation of these different
spheres of actions and interests. This kind of network was more
indicative of a higher level of acculturation, and identification with
the host community (Bottomley 1979, pp.129-31). In her conclusion
Bottomley underlines the importance of chain migration and community

type networks in the maintenance of Greek tradition (p.178).

Whereas Bottomley identified Greek community structure not only in
relation to formal organisations, but by examining patterns of primary
social networks, Tsounis defined the structure of the Greek community in
Melbourne in terms of its formally constituted institutions. He noted
how ethnic communities, generally, have developed distinctive institu-
tionalised sub-cultures whose permanence and viability have largely been
dependent on the ethnic institutions of everyday life (Tsounis 1975,
p.52). But while acknowledging the importance of formal institutions for
providing ‘'that continuity that is social structure', Bottomiey stressed
that they were

actually based on the primary ties of kinship and neighbournood

and that rather than being a secondary-associative substitute,

the process has been one of extending primary relationships,

creating a series of networks with mutual rights and obli-
gations (Bottomley 1979, pp.72-3).



Her point is implicit in Tsounis' observations of the relative
importance of Greek institutions, for while the most important
institution for the Greeks has undoubtedly been the Greek Orthodox
Comunity, Tsounis found that Regional Fraternities have in some ways
been closer to the lives of the people; that while Communities were
sometimes large and impersonal, the Regional Fraternities, through
kinship and in-marriage, have been able to maintain their solidarity and
identity (p.61). They were also more durable than Pan-Hellenic

institutions (Tsounis 1975, p.62).

This need to search for meaning at the primary scale of relation-
ships, or at a 'lower level of social organisation', was stressed by
lubrzycki (1961) at an earlier period when he expressed his 'frustration’
and 'bitter disappointment' over his quantitative survey of immigrants
in the Latrobe. In discussing his sample of Dutch immigrants in Moe,
lubrzycki pointed out that, according to the data, theirs was the lowest
proportion belonging to migrant organisations. Nevertheless they had
evolved a complex network of informal primary groups and committees.

He concluded:

In examining the process of adjustment we very rarely descend

to what I think is the true unit of ethnic relations, namely

the membership of primary groups...insight into the

functioning of primary groups...is crucial to understanding

their integration into the larger social structures

(Zubrzycki 13961, p.52).

This argument has been sustained by a number of otheyr writers -
by Price when he spoke of the importance of identifying the underlying
patterns of group settlement structure and the need for more detailed
anthropological techniques in work on assimilation {1963, p.228); by

Phillips (1970) who Tooked at assimilation in terms of resocialisation

for new roles through interaction with the host group:; by Byung Hee Yoo
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(1978) who considered low social interaction between Maltese in

Sydney and the host population, as an indication of low integration
(p.37); by Caruana (1978) who compared the interaction space of first and
second generation Italians in Liverpool; by Larsen and Hill (1958)

who looked at changing social structure in terms of information flows
along interpersonal channels; by Grimes (1979) who traced the adaptation
of Irish immigrants to their new environment by examining the spatial
aspects of their friendship linkages in respect to both residence

and work patterns; by Burns (1976) who analysed social network chains

and their role in providing access to factories in Sydney; by both
Abu-Lughod (1961, p.32) and Peterson {19771, p.560) who studied immigrants
to Cairo and who concluded that kin and the 'village' neighbourhood

were the most important units of social organisation; by Mitchell and

his co-workers (1969); and finally, by Mackie who showed the need to
examine 'acculturation' at the level of the family, at different stages
of the 1ife cycle. Mackie observed significant differences between
isolated families and respondents who belonged to a close-knit family
network. Within the latter the presence of growing children and kin,

at different stages of cultural change, seemed to create conditions for

a dialogue of values for people who would otherwise not have interacted,

at the primary level, with members of the host group {Mackie 1975, p.109).

In summary it is apparent from the above discussion that primary
networks extending out from the individual, to Tamily, to extended kin,
to Tocality and folk attachments, provide the most appropriate level of
analysis of ethnic group settlements of southern Eturopeans and for examining
the process of group settlement formation, community consolidation and
integration. This Chapter will examine group settlement formation of

the Lettesi community resident in Newcastle.
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PART B.  THE LETTESIT COMMUNITY: GROUP SETTLEMENT FORMATION

Emigration of people from Lettopalena, Abruzzi, [taly has
occurred through a process of chain migracion which has led to the

formation of a village community in Newcastle.

LETTOPALENA, VILLAGE OF ORIGIN

The geographical situation of Lettopalena is remote for the
village lies deep in the mountains of Abruzzi, in the south-west of the
province of Chieti where the Maiella Range divides Chieti from L'Aguila
(Fig. 22 ). Here in the shadow of the mighty Maiella are the sites
which mark three stages of development which in turn provide insight
into changing migration patterns (Figs. 23, 24 ). The original site,
a narrow mountain ledge, above a ravine of the Aventino River, is
similar to that of other mountain towns, all of which share a similar
emigration experience, for emigration was endemic to the whole of the
region. In 1943, as the people watched from the shelter of the stables
across the river, Lettopalena was destroyed by German troops. It was
there in the stables that they fashioned their homes and lived during the
period following the war till emigration provided the means of mass
escape. As this wave of emigration subsided in the sixties those
people who remained settled down to a life of relative comfort and
security in the new town which Ties just beyond the ruins of the stables.
The new town is characterised by a new migration pattern of short-term
movement to other parts of Italy and to Zuropean countries, particularly

Germany. (Plates 4-7).

MIGRATION PATTERNS FROM LETTOPALENA

Migration records for Lettopalena though neither entirely accurate,
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nor complete, do provide an indication of international migration flows
and the patterns they suggest do support the beliefs of those from
Lettopalena who were interviewed in Australia. According to the records
752 people have emigrated permanently since 1900: 36% to the United
States, 33% to Australia and 18% to Argentina. Much smaller

percentages apply to Canada (3.6%), France (3.2%), Belgium (2.6%) and
Germany (1.4%); and just a few have settled in Switzerland, Corsica,

Africa, New Caledonia, Mexico, England and New Zealand (Table 3 ).

Although the recorded dates must be used with caution in any
estimation of times of departure, they can provide a guide to deciding
the proportions who emigrated before and after World War II. They can
also be used, in combination with returnee records, and mobility
statistics for the village population, to discover the trends in the
migration pattern. It can be seen, therefore, that before World War II
the principal destinations of Lettesi emigrants were the United States
and Argentina. Of the 267 immigrants to the United States, 54%
arrived in the period before the war; and of the 130 people arriving
in Argentina 29.2% were pre-war immigrants. In contrast, oniy 4.1% of
the 243 Australian intake, emigrated during the pre-war period; 95.1%
came after the war. Thus after the war the principal destinations were

Australia and Argentina.

The greatest loss in numbers in the period since the war was
sustained during the years 1947-1956. As post-war immigration was first
available to Argentina, many young men, returning from the war, left at
once to prepare the way for their families. Then those who had relatives
in the United States went there. Most of the emigrants, however, left
for Australia, some with Australian government assistance but most of

them as sponsored immigrants. The majority left in the early fifties
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TABLE 3
EMIGRATION LETTOPALENA

% Pre-World % Post World

Destination No. % War 11 War II
United States 267 36.0 54.0 46.0
Australia 243 33.0 4.1 95.9
Argentine 130 18.0 29.2 70.8
Canada 27 3.6 - 100.0
France 24 3.2 4.1 95.9
Belgium 19 2.6 100.0
Germany 10 1.4 100.0
Corsica 7 0.9 100.0
Switzerland 5 0.7 100.0
Africa 4 0.5 100.0
New Caledonia 1 0.1 100.0
Mexico 1 0.1 100.0
Engiand 100.0
New Zealand 1 0.1 100.0
Note 6 people destination and date unknown
2 deregistered 1964 destination unknown
1 deregistered 1960 destination unknown
3 deregistered 1939 destinatipn unknown
Source: Comune di Lettopalena
TABLE 4
RETURN MIGRATION AND PREVIQUS RESIDENCE, LETTOPALENA
(a) Outside Italy No. (b) Regions within Italy  No.
Germany 8 Abruzzi 37
U.S.A. 8 Lazio 2
Australia 8 Lombardia 1
France 2 Campania 1
Canada 2 Umbria 1
Somalia 2 Molise 1
Belgium 1 Fruili 1
Kenya 1
Zambia 1

Source: Comune di Lettopalena
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to be followed by their families a few years later. A far smaller
pumbeY emigrated to Canada. Then, as the wave subsided in the early

gixties, migration from Lettopalena took a new direction.

Because Europe had recovered from the war by the sixties and was
experiencing an unprecedented economic boom, work was now available
closer to home, and many from the village took advantage of this.
Migration continued from Lettopalena at an annual rate varying from
0.2% to 11.2%. Simultaneously, however, there was an increase in in-
migration, reaching a rate as high as 5.1% and even exceeding out-
migration for four of the years concerned (Table 5 ). Compared to the
net loss of 369 persons for the period 1950-1960, there was a reduced

net loss of 111 persons between 19260 and 1970.

As permanent migration to distant countries no longer provides the
only solution, most of the moves are now short-term and to destinations
closer to the village (Tables 4, 6 ). Of the 37 people returning
from other parts of Abruzzi, 25 returned the same year they left and a
further seven after only a year's absence. Of the eight returning
from Germany, two returned the year they left, four remained a year and
two remained for four years. For those who did not return there was the
reassuring knowledge that at any time they could if they so wished; and,
in fact, many do for their annual vacation. This is the time, too, when
friends and family holiday in the village from Australia and America.

It is a time of much rejoicing.

CHAIN MIGRATION FROM LETTOPALENA TO AUSTRALIA

The migration of people from Lettopalena to Australia follows the
Chain migration pattern common to Southern European immigrants. It

Corresponds to Price's 'major village to village' concentration which
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he estimates as being responsible for 46.3% of southern European

inmigration to Australia (1963 p.112).

The Early Pioneers

The first Lettesi to arrive in Australia was Giacomo de Vitis in
1925. Giacomo and his cousin, Arcangelo Rossetti, Tike many others from
the village, had already been to America. Giacomo had been there four
or five times and Arcangelo went, as a boy of seventeen, for the first
time in 1900; he returned there twice before the First World War and
finally again, in 1923. His father had previously been to Argentina,
sometime before the turn of the century. As mentioned earlier, this
pattern was typical of pre-war immigrants, especially of those before
World War I, not only from Lettopalena, but from southern Europe
generally (Price 1963; p.104). In these earlier years thoughts were
directed towards Italy and emigration was seldom regarded as being
permanent. The turning point came, for emigration to Australia, when
Arcangelo's sons, Giacomo and Antonio, bought a canefarm in Queensland
in 1938, for it provided a permanent base in Australia for Lettesi

immigrants after the War.

On arriving in Australia, Giacomo de Vitis found work in the
canefields near Proserpine, northern Queensland with other I[talians who
sailed to Australia with him. He 'called' Arcangelo in 1927, then each
of them sponsored other members of their families. Giacomo sponsored
his brother Giulio (1928), then his son Giovanni (1932), the first to
move to Newcastle (1947). Giulo left for America then returned to
Lettopalena, shortly before the outbreak of the War. After sponsoring
his sons, Antonio (1929) and Giacomo (1931), Arcangelo also returned to
the village where he remained for another 25 years, until Antonio had

sponsored the rest of the family. Then he settled permanently in
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Australia. On a visit to the village in 1935 Antonio married then
returned to Australia where he and his brother Giacomo bought the cane-
farm in Proserpine (1938). Giacomo bought his own farm in 1946. A few
, years later, when Australia opened immigration, Antonio's farm became
the primary organizing node for sponsoring Lettesi immigrants to

hustralia.

Antonio approached other Italian farmers in his efforts to

guarantee both work and accommodation for those whom he sponsored
personally, and indirectly. Such guarantees were necessary to satisfy
the requirements of the sponsorship scheme as set down by the

Australian Government. Although some of these farmers formally sponsored
f Lettesi, it was Antonio's support and personal influence that facilitated
b the imnigration, either directly or indirectly, of the majority of

? Lettesi immigrants to Australia. While only twelve received support
through the Government Assisted Passage Scheme, Antonio was sponsor or

'; intermediary to 25, 21 of them men and the other four, women; but his

‘- support extended a great deal further for many of these people were able

ff: to sponsor others, only because of the support he provided.

Antonio's significance can be seen from Figure 25 for it shows that
i by being directly responsible for the immigration of 25 people he thus
\’ initiated further chains which, in only four relays, encompassed 68%

:ﬁ of respondents. The 33% of these who were 'called' by relatives, were
sponsored officially by Italian farmers in Proserpine and this, too,

" was organised through Antonio Rossetti. It can be seen that Antonio’s
'primary star' includes 25.7% of the nodes in his network, representing
those Lettesi whom he sponsored directly. They in turn were responsible
f; for a further 36.1% who then sponsored another 22.7%. These people

sponsored 13.4% who finally sponsored 2.1%. By initially sponsoring so



Source:

— Male R - Antonio Rossetti
--— Female

2 GA - Government Assistance

Survey 1976

Figure 25: Chain Migration Networks, Antonio Rossetti

and Assisted Immigrants
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many Lettesi and providing a focus for community growth, Antonio

facilitated community survival.

There are others who may have been part of his network. Fourteen
respondents were sponsored by seven people who have since died, or left
the community, so their method of arrival is not known. Most of them,
however, were older men and were probably sponsored by members of the

community and supported in some way by Antonio Rossetti.

Antonio was also involved indirectly with some who were assisted
by the Australian Government (Fig. 25). There were 22.4% of Lettesi
respondents who were either assisted or part of a chain initiated by
assisted Lettesi immigrants. Of the twelve men directlyassistedby the
government, five did not initiate further immigration. Of the remaining
seven, one sponsored his wife, while the rest of them sponsored several
other persons. Five of these people then sponsored their wives.
Although they arrived independently of the community, half of those
assisted gravitated to Proserpine where they worked cutting cane for
Antonio or Giacomo, or for one of the other farmers known to Antonio.

Some of their nominees were helped by him, as well.

Mr. Celedonia, Agent from Sulmona

Antonio could arrange for work and accommodation and official
sponsorship for Lettesi immigrants but in almost every case loans had to
be negotiated to cover the cost of passage to Australia. Forty per cent
of these were provided by an agent, Mr. Celedonia, from Sulmona, in
[taly. Relatives provided 47.4% and the remainder came from the
following sources: family in Lettopolena (5.2%), Antonio Rossetti (4.4%),
kinfolk in America (1.5%) and the Australian Catholic Union (0.74%).

A comparison of men and women shows that 47.4% of men received a loan
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; could purchase a home and make final arrangements for sponsoring their
k families. The first to join Giovanni came in 1949, another five in
1950, but only one in 1951. As others began to join them there was a
marked increase, 17 in 1952 and 19 in 1954. Between 1952 and 1957,

79% of male respondents arrived in Newcastle. Not all of them remained
on this first occasion, but by 1962 all Lettesi respondents were

residing in Newcastle on a permanent basis (Table 7 ).

Chance factors played a part in community formation, especially

the vagaries of work opportunity. Guiseppe, for example,had a ticket to
Mildura where he planned to pick grapes during the cane off-season, but
when he heard the announcement of the train's arrival in Newcastle, and
recalled that this was where Lettesi friends were living, he broke his
journey intending just to visit them. By the following day, however, he
had found a job and so he decided to remain in Newcastle. His father-in-
law was not so lucky. Intending to stay in Newcastle he went there to

t find work but having no money, not even for a bus fare, he walked to the

1 industries, only to be told there was nothing at all available. He

finally gave up and with the help of friends he left for Melbourne. For
various reasons some of the Lettesi have settled in other parts of

Australia but they are a minority. Most of them reside in Newcastle.

Some of the Lettesi left Australia altogether, though the returnee
rate is Tow, about 8% of adult males. Their reasons for leaving varied,
however. Two of the men left, intending to return but their families in
the viliage persuaded them to remain there. One man returned because
his wife was 111 while in Australia and another one went home to care for
an aged parent. Guiseppe left for New Caledonia

because he couldn't live without his girl who was there

and a few more left for reasons unknown.




RESIDENCE IN NEWCASTLE, LETTOPALENA RESIDENTS

TABLE 7
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No. in % in
Newcastle Newcastle
1948 1 1.2 Additional each Year
1949 2 2.3 1
1950 8 9.3 5
1951 9 10.5 1
1952 26 30.2 17
1953 35 40.7 9
1954 54 62.8 19
1955 58 67.4 4 79%
1956 64 74 .4 6
1957 77 89.5 13
1958 77 89.5 0
1959 79 91.9 2
1960 83 96.5 4
1961 84 97.7 1
1962 86 100.0 2
Source: Survey 1976
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Despite the many difficulties involved in resettlement, their
reasons were not related to dissatisfaction. The returnee rate of 8%
compares most favourably with the general Italian rates (1947-1971) -
25.6% for males, 13.4% for females. The correspondina rates for
‘foreign-born' are 23.3% (males) and 20.3% (females)(Price and Martin

1975, p.A25).

This high satisfaction level, as measured by the returnee rate, may
be explained in a number of ways. A feeling of satisfaction is a
relative state so that impressions of Australia can only be assessed in
comparative terms with Lettoralena. It may be that the information
about Australia which led to its perceived opportunities as being greater,
was, on the whole, accurate; secondly there may be a genuine feeling of
satisfaction with 1ife in Australia; and finally, one could conclude that
this is a function of being part of a close community, for such a
community provides a buffer between its members and the host society.
It satisfies that basic human need of belonging, sharing and identifying
with a group and as a material support system it creates those links
which are essential to integration with the host society. Access to the
wider Australian community is essential for achieving a standard of

living which is commensurate with a high degree of 1ife satisfaction.

CAUSES OF EMIGRATION FROM LETTOPALENA

In his book, 'The Italian Emigration of Our Times', Foerster (1919)

refers to the

Hopes, passions and calculations, uniquely coloured for each
individual among the miilions who have departed for Italy,
have been the immediate precursors of the decision to
emigrate. One man gazes ahead, another is driven from
behind; one dreams, another measures and weighs his thoughts;
one reasons then follows with his will, while another
unquestioningly accepts the decision of a first (p.47).
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Long-Term Causes of Emigration

Causes of emigration may be exceedingly complex. As Price (1963,
p.112) points out, they represent an assessment of relative advantage
in the homeland and the place of settlement; thus the tendency is for
movements to occur from economically disadvantaged, 'overpopulated'
regions to those which can offer economic opportunity. The operative
factors have been described as 'push’ and 'pull ', respectively.

However, economic factors may not predominate; political instability,
natural disasters and personal consideration may be equally or more,
important. Chain migration, itself, is a factor, for the urge to
maintain ‘primordial’ kin relationships is a fundamental and compelling

human need (Zubrzycki 1976, p.133).

Bianco describes the condition of the peasantry:

The poor farmer was abandoned to himself and to the land

which he could only exploit over and over again, and the

only assurance in his life were his debts, poverty,

disease and the destruction brought by wars (Bianco 1974, p.3).
Farming conditions further inhibited improvement - soils were depleted
by erosion and by leaching; there was increasing pressure of population
on the land; farming methods were inefficient; and fragmentation of land
was exacerbated by the practice of subdividing property among the heirs
(Fig. 24 ). When the opportunity arose, in the 19th century, for
emigration, mainly to America, there was an exodus of Italians, mainly

from the south. It began in the 1820s, gathered momentum in the 1870s,

abated in the 1920s and resumed after World War II.

The Destruction of the Village, 1943

The primary cause of emigration from the village was the basic
inability to make a 1iving from the land, and the situation worsened with

increasing competition from advanced western farming after the War. The
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inmediate cause, however, was the destruction of the village which
occurred in November, 1943, after four months of German occupation of
the area. The destruction of Lettopalena led to mass emigration on a
scale never before experienced in the village. The devastation and the
trauma of what they suffered, together with the anxiety of what lay
ahead, were the factors which led to the decisions to leave. This can
be seen from the many discussions which tell of the nightmare memories
they shared.

German soldiers come in the night to push us away from

Lettopalena. Gangs of soldiers pull us away from the

bed - 'away'. We watch from the stables across the

river as they blow up each house, one by one. Made us

go to Palena, then Roccapia. What was so silly was we

went over the mountain, back to the village.

They sheltered again in the village stables, but because they were
still in the way of the fighting they were rounded up a second time and
forced to return, in blizzard conditions, to Roccapia. On reaching
Roccaraso twenty-six died. Some were lost in the snow, some died from
severe exposure. When the soldiers left them again at Roccapia they
climbed once more across the Maiella and made their way to Allied
territory for it was no longer safe to remain around the village. Some
people were sheltered in nearby towns 1ike Civitella and Fara san
Martino, but the majority were sent to Bari in the south and there they
remained till the war ended. Only then did they return to Lettopalena.

After two years we went back. Everything destroyed. People

ery and cry. Nothing there...When Australia opened immi-
gration - that was the soluticon for Lettopalena.

Australian Government Policy of Mass Immigration

The decision of the Australian Labor Government to launch a programme
of population expansion was announced by Mr. A. Calwell in August 1945.

The policy which he delivered to the House of Representatives was that
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fustralia would aim to achieve 1% of her annual increase from

imigration. To the people of Lettopalena, unaware of the event, the
policy held tremendous significance. Nevertheless, it was not until six
years later, in 1951, that the decision was made reality and an agreement
was signed with the Italian Government. Although some sponsored
immigrants had already been accepted, those assisted by the government
had to await this agreement. Its significance is such that 11.1% of
post-war immigrants are of Italian birth. In 1974 they numbered

356,900 people, 20% of whom were assisted by the government (Price and

Martin 1975, p.A14). The remainder were sponsored immigrants.

Post-War Conditions in Lettopalena (Plates 8,9)

When the people returned to Lettopalena they fashioned their homes
from the derelict stables, across the river from the ruins of the
village. Living conditions were barely tolerable. Homesgenerally had
only a few small rooms without adequate air, 1ight or services.
Families were often large, so conditions were very crowded. Maria
recalls how at night she was sent to sleep at her grandparents' home
across the street, because her home was too small for the family of four.
Yet little could be done to hasten home reconstruction. War compensation
allowed 80% of the home cost but the people were unable to provide the
remainder. After 1948 emergency housing was provided but this could

accommodate relatively few. No immediate solution to the problem seemed

possible.

Feelings of hopelessness were reinforced by the fact that work was
virtually unattainable. They tried to work the fields but the task was
daunting for the long, tiring hours yielded 1ittle in return. Farming

was not a feasible solution. The combination of inadequate housing and




































Some did receive additional assistance. Through the Ministry of
Defence, the Knights of Vittorio Veneto - those who had served in the
Great War, were entitled to an annuity in recognition of their services.
The sum was small but those who were wounded also received a partial
pension in proportion to their diminished capacity to work. The wives
and children of those who had died, either during the War, or as a result
of war injury, aiso received a War pension. The amount was not signi-

ficant but it eased their situation.

The reforms introduced in 1946 and amended and improved in 1948,
extended the National Pension Scheme to all. Workers' unempioyment and
sickness benefits and retrenchment allowances were part of new provisions
for Guest Workers within the E.E.C. Through compulsory contribution to
the Integrity Fund, a worker, if dismissed due to closure or lack of
work, would receive, from the company, six months pay; if work was
unavailable at the end of that time unemployment benefits would be
payable by the State. An employee who had contributed for a minimum of
15 years would be entitled at 60 years, to a minimum sum of approximately
$100 a month. Such provisions, by providing income security, have

alleviated the need for permanent migration.

The New Village, Site and Morphoiogy

The new village stands in dramatic contrast to other villages and
towns in the area, providing relief from the poverty and oppression so
characteristic of this rural, mountain region (Plates 12, 13 ). All
that remains on the earlier site are the ruins left when the village was
destroyed, for the new village lies on part of the village lands, east
of the river where the slope falls more gently on a site unimpeded by
the physical constraints of the original site (Fig.23, Plate 3 ). Thus

a settlement has emerged which is dramatically different in form and
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