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ABSTRACT
Data collected via a Wisconsin statewide survey of

randomly selected adults (N=548) were used to test the hypothesis
that size cf place is inversely related to community attachment in an
ideational sense and that size of place has no clear association with
participatcry measures of attachment (i.e., contrary to the "linear
develcpment" perspective of Wirth and the "systemic" model of
Janowitz and associates, differences in community attachment are
regarded as mcre or less independent of social and family bonds). The
variables employed were education, income, age, size of place of
residence, length of residence, social participation with relatives,
social participation with friends, organizational membership,
community solidarity, and community satisfaction. Results indicated:
rural residence was positively associated with dependent measures of
community attachment; measures of participatory attachment to the
ccumunity were not strongly correlated with community attachment;
while age and length of residence were substantially intercorrelated,
age had the major direct effect on both community solidarity and
community satisfaction; and income had moderately low multivariate
effects on attitudinal indicators of community attachment. (JC)
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SI2E O PLACE AN CONMUNITY ATIACIMENT:
A RECONSTOERAT N
)

T lterature on comunity attachwent Is revlewed, and the dichotonl za-
tian of theoretical perspectives into "linear developent” and “oystemic"
approaches s brought Into question. 1t s arqued that recent evidence on
tie deterloration of U.S, netrapol |tan aveas and the emeryence of nel urban-
to-rura] migration casts doubl on the exhaustiveness of the "Iinear develap-
nent” and "syslemic perspectives and warrants an emplrical reconsideration
of the relationships between size of place and comnunity attachwent. Rural
residence proves to be positively assoclated with dependent measures of com-
mnlty attachnent In a 1974 stateside Wisconsin survey. Heasures of "partlc-
{patory" attachwent to the Comunity, however, are not strongly correlaled
with comunity attachnent, The conclusion Sumarizes the development of the

comun ty attachnent |iterature and detalls the inplications of the results

for future research,
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INTROVRIGT LOA

ere s beeni o Tong Inteflectual tradition tn Anerlcan soghal sclence
Wil vegards large, densely populated cities as fostering “socha) pathology,"
“soclal disorgantzatlon," “anomle,” and a varfuty of other sochal {Ng (see for
enonple, Carstales, 1969; Farls and Danhan, 1939, for sone specific wpirical
studtes, and Hichelson, 1970, for a theoretical discussion.) This tradition
has e nurtured by senfnal contributlons of classical theorists (Shwel 1957;
Toeanles, 1957), popular Anerlcan values (Mhite and White, 1961; Hadden and
Bartan, 1973), and the Influence of the fanous soclologlst Louls Wirth (1964),
Ideed, the apyarent dsorder, tumoll, and disorganization characteristic of
Ui cities durlng the early decades of th twentleth century furnished varfants
of "gencinschaft-guselIschaft" and "urbanis as 3 way of 1ife" theories with a
cmpel{ng Toylc. Urhan 1ife obvlously differed greatly fron rural Hfe, and
[0 appeared the rural-urban “typologlcal tradition” (HcKInnay and Loomls, 1961)
had accurately captured the essence of the onjoing forces of urbanization and
Industrlallzatfon,

Athough certaln of Wirth's Chicago colleague.s- Thomas, Park, and Burgess —
did ot totally enbrace his conceptlons of the nature of thent1eth century urban
Iife (see Kasards and Janowitz, 1974:328-329), the persuasiveness of the Wivth
thearetlcal systen d1d not appreciably docline until the 1950's (despite Wiyte's,
V943, critigue). One of the First major applicatfons of an ewerglng ewpirical
socielogy wes to euploy sample survey techniues to test the applicability of
the rural-urban typologlcal tradition, The enplrical studles of Axelrod (1957),
Greer (1956), and Bell aml Boat {1957), along with the theoretical work of

Janwlte {1951), were declsive studles in underninimg the notlon that cities

[nherentdy foster o weakening of commnity s(ﬂldarlty. a predominance of

2
"secondary groap contacts over “primary” onos, and a dissolution of klnship
bonds i rural-urban differences In these measures of “commnity attachnent® wore
neayer, contrary to Wirth's expectations.,

The inage of urbanisn as articulated by Wirth fafled to be supported by
the evidence, and a polfte, but firm, debunking of Wirth fias becone the typl-
cal pattern fn textbuoks, journal articles, and monograplsdeal ing with urban-
(2atfon, Industrial fzat fon, or community studles (see, for example, Gans, 1960;
Redssnan, 1964; Suttles, 1972; Pophin, 1972; Uewey, $963; lhwley, 1971), Ms
Wiensky and Lebeaux (1965:129) arque:

With steiking consistency the vecent stud les of urban )ife under-

score the nuclear fanlly as the basic area of Inyolvenent for all

type of urban pupulations. We do ot find a madly mablle, rest-

less nass, desintegrating for want of Intlwate ties, hut an almost

bucol fc contentment with the narrow circle of kin and cluse friends,

With the typical urbanite spending most of his lelsure with the

fanily at home, caring for the children, watching television, nain-

taln the home, reading,

Anerican social sclence thus moved toward a consensus that while WIFLR's ob-
servatlons of early twentieth century Anerican ¢ities night be descriptively
accurate, clties do not necessarlly doon thelr residents to Iife as an *lso-

lated mass,"

REVIEW OF HiL0RY AND RESCARCH
Kasarda and Janowitz (1974) have revently added a theoretica and epiri-
cal codification to the debate over Wirth's notion of urbanism as a wey of life,
Kasarda and Janowitz detail two fdeal-typical perspect ives on commnlty attach-
ment fn "mass soclety"~ the "l inear development” modél of Wirth and Toennles,
and a "systonic model" derived from the work of Park, Burgess, Thomas and
others.l They find substantia) empirical support for the systemic model anony

a sample of British survey respondents and argue that Wirth's observations of

[« Y
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0 ack of suclal fntegration of Jumigrants fnto the Chicayo commnily systom
are otored by the rather unfque character of the 1920-1940 Chicago suclal
stiuctire,

Briefly, the Hnear development nodel presunes that urban 1ife 15 de-
clslvely shaped by the large population, filgh populatlon density, and high
socfal hatevogenefty of clties. these atlributes, according to the Vinear
develoment wodel of commnity attachment, Tead to *a substitution of secon-
dary for peimary contacts, a weakoning of the bonds of kinship, and » dectining
soclal shynificance of Uhe local comunity” (Kesarda and Janowitz, 1974:328),
The systentc madel posits that the urban comunity rewains an (ntegral aspect

of soctal solldarity In "mass,” urbanized sucleties, But since mass socleties are

mobfle socleties, with persons of ten being uprooted from thelr communities in search

of enployment, education, and so on, there are varfations In the extent to
which persons experience solidary relations within the urban comunity, The
“comunity of Vimited Hability," (Janowltz, 1951) then, aptly characterizes
the systanlc model's inage of the urban conmunity, Urbanites thus develop
extensive partlcipation in and attachment to a comminity as long as they re-
shle there, "yet [arc] prepared to Teave these comunitles If local conditions
fall to satlsfy thelr fmediate newds or aspirations® (Kasarda and Janowitz,
1974:329).

Ka‘sarda amd JanowIte therefore argue that the explanatory abilities of the
Iinear developent and systemlc models way be evaluated by the extent to which
pupulation size and density, versus length of residence, explain varfation in
dependent measures of prinary group partfcipation and comnity attachment,
Thelr data clearly show that length of residence Is a better predictor of rele-

vant dependent varlables than population slze o density. They then suggest

4,
that Wieth fafled to “control for* length of residence In s Chicagn urhan
socology studles; fmigrants that ware poorly Integrated Into the comunity
structurn 1kely exhibited graater commnity attachment as their temirq in

the urban connunity persisied,

FURTHER ISSUES IN COMMUNITY ATTACIMENT
IN "HASS SOCLETY"

Ke fuel tiiat despite the rigor of Kasarda and Janowitz's Investigation of
Conmunity attachment, certain theoretical and empirical {ssues remaln unsettled.
First, the Tinear develoment and systenlc theorles of comunity attachment do
not necessarfly exhaust the set of avallable perspectives. Secondly, the
Kasarda and Janowitz data was British data, not strictly randomly sampled (Lon-
don was excluded.from the sampling delgn), and neasurencnt was unsophisticated
(despite the skilIful use of Goodnan's modifled regression technique for nomt
nal varfables.) Therefore, an empirical assessnent of comunity attachnent
seams warranted,

' A neglected theory of urban {1n relation to rural) commnity attachment in
U.5. soclety, we argue, Is based on the assumtion that patterns of urbanization,
urban structure, and urban decay ara largely shaped by the Inperatives of prl-
vate capital accumulation (see, for example, tH11, 1975). Botii 1ibera) (Turner,
1972: Chapter 1) and radical (Bookchin, 1974; 0'Connor, 1973: Chapter ) ob-
ser'vers have recognized accelerated urban decay and attributed this phenomenon
to-the exigenctes of private enterprises maxinizing profits and product consuup-
tlon (markets). This accords with the observations of denographers and other
soclal sclentists interested in residential preferences and urban-to-rural mj« "
gratfon (lansen, 1970:246; Fuguitt and Zufches, 1975), that a majority of Aneri-

cans residing in citles 500,000 or larger prefer to ive in a ton-central city



b,
ared; also, profevunces fur suall tusn o rural residence have Increased thir Iy
the past decade. Those Incroases In swall town and rural ragidential preferances
appear 1o colnchde with decreases In the quallty of uban Hife, and o hypo+
tesls of Vnkage Is not Implausible,

fhusy 1 wnld appuar that the *systealc® model of comunity attaciment
mlght well bo as “temperocentric* as ts *|Inear development® counterpart,

As JanowIte and Kasarda wora performing thalr rescarch, larga cities In the U.S.
werg ropldly ducaylng In terms of substandard housing, unemploment, poverty,
fiscal crisls, enviromental degradatlon, and $0 on. Whlle we have no reason
Lo doubt thelr contentlon that urban dwellers contine Lo adapt to I1fe In
large cltles with Increasing years of resldence, we suggast that the mlttude
of vefnforcIng factors which have contributed Lo the soclal and physical do-
Cay of the Anerican clty during the past decade (see Boukehln, 1974) Cloward
and Plven, 1975) have overshadowed the b1ty of human belngs to “automatic.
ally" edapt Lo such comdtlons {see also Green, 1973; Wilgran, 1970),

The data of the present study— recent sample survey data—cannot of
course defInatlvely assess the ewergliy decadence of large U.S, metro-
poltan areas In recent years. Nevertheless, we sugyest that these tremds
cannol be Igmared; nor can we account for the appwand of nat urban-to-rural
W lgratlun stice 1970 a5 an accldental phenumenon unconnected Lo the dynamlcs
of decay In the urban political economy. These features of possibla Influences
o contesparary rural-urban patterns of comunlty atlachent warrant & reco-
slduratlon of the slze of place and commnlty attachment Issue, while raninding
us of the pitfalls of uncritically advanclng cross-sectiona) research results

In-the furm of yenerallzatlons which Lold In all tines and places, In dolng so

)
we iyputhestee that shee of place Is luversely related ty commnlty attachoent In '

an ldead funa b sense, and that s1ze ol place has no clear assoclation with partic-

{padary measures of atlachment,

TRAMENORK TOR ANALYS!S

In thls study we consider two clustors of dependent weasires of Commin| Ly
sklachnent = attitudinal weasures of comunity solldarity and satisfactlon,
and soc1al and organizatioml participat lon |nd|caiurs. While the attitudins
Al measures are most cruclal Lo our contentlons regarding hstorlc delerlor-
ation of U.S. wetropol Itan places, participation Indicators are also (ncluded
tu-assess whether the “systenlc® modl = and 1ts major causal var labl, lenyth
or resdance— 18 st1l1 relevant In accountlng for partlcipatory conmin ity
attacioent In Awerican comminltles. Nevertielass, wo have lptieltly posited
abava that residents of large, urban places wight wall particlpate as fraquently

as thelr rural counterparts with respect to soc sl particlpation, yet expross

. fealIngs of lack of comunity soidarity and dissatisfaction wlth the commnity,

Qur qulding hypothesls, theny 15 that thera are rural -urban differences
In attitudinal Indicators of community attachment, but that these attitud)-
nal differences are not explicable fn terms of corresponding rural-urban dif-
forences In soclal and organizational participation, In other words, d1ffer-
énces In comunity aptachnent are regarded o ba wore-or-less |ndependent of
soclal and famlly bonds, contrary to both the I Inear develoment* perspect Ive
of Wirth and the “systenlc* nade) of Janowltz and Il col | eagues.

A zero-order correlatlon analysl; of the varlables In this study 15
follawed by an examination of multivarlate equatlons assessing the Impacts of
slze of place of resldence, ength of residence, and relevant control varlables
(education, Incone, and age) on attitudinal and participation Indicators of
somunity attacheent. Education, Incone, and dje were selected as contrl var|-
ibles followlng Janowlts and Kasarda's arguments that size of ﬁlace and length
f resldence ara smewlat Intercorrelated with both counnl by attachment fndl-

-ators and theoretcal ly fuprtant antecedent varlables. We then estinate the
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dhract wifects of the previously menbtoned antecwlent varlables, a3 wall ay
Indlcators of voclal and neganizabional participation, un the dependant atels

tidIngl weasures of comnity solidarity and sabisfaction,

DATA AKD METHON
Yang 1y ,
The data for thiy study wore collected by the Nisconsin Survey Resaarch
Laboratury [na statewide survey during the Tall of 194, A miltl-stage probe
abi11ty sampling technloue was wployed, Salection of the respondant within
the household was randowlzed by the use of selection tables, In this samila
anly adults 18 years of age or older wore chosen as respondents, llousing
units on wilitary reservatlons and adults fn Institutions or group quarters

wore ot fncludad,  Thors wera 540 respondants,

Operatfonalization of Yarlables

Two attitudinal Indicators, both measured as summated Likert scales,
wera chosen for this study, The first such Indicator, which wo term com-
minity solldarity, Is based on Fassler's (1952) work, The scale has four
Component {tems, each measured with o fiva-point Likert format ("stromgly
ayree,* and 5o on): "1 feel free to stop by and vIsit with mast people In
this nelghbortioad.” *I know the peaple Iivtay around here quite well," |
feel at home almost anywhere in this comunity,” "Most of the time | do not
really foel I1ke a mewber of this comunity,” The scoring of the last {tm
was reversed Lo allow summation of the respondent's Item scores, The com-
minily satisfactlon scale contains four {tems measured with a sevan:point
Likert-type format {“completely satisfied,* “very satisfied,* and 50 on):
"llow satisfied are you with this nelghborhood as a place to 1lvel* “liow

satised or dissatisfied are you with this (house, apartnent)?* “iiow sat-

.

I9F 0ol are you with (name ebyesor (€ R 1ivas I rurad open comtry, nime counly)
190 place to Dive 1™ "In general, hiw satlstled or divsat fafled are ¥o0 with
the envivomwent around haressthe Land, woudland, water, aly, imiotnesy, and
scanary?* Bath scales exhiblted Cronbach's alpha conftictants (Burnstedt, 1963)
In excess of 750 5o thet we may place falth In the rellabllity of the scales,
Hlusig data on @ plven (tom were asyigned the apprope(ate sample noan,

Tia soctad participation variables ware moasured with direct frestlons
asking for how often the respodent talks with friends In the county, or "any
of your ralatives," olther {n parson or by telephone, For esch partlcipation
Varlables=participat fon with friands and participation with relativas-«the
responses were asblgned nomerical scores an follows: “dally,” foury “savena)
Lines & wask," threa; "once avery weak or 10," tvo; and “once avery manth or
two” and *)ess omn.' ong. Misaing data ware assigned the median tategory
score In aach caso, Organtzation) membership was oparational fzed as the
oxact nuber of voluntary assoclations' respondents mantloned in response to a
direct question asking which organtzations they belonged to, Respondants with
seven or more mewberships were assigned 4 score of seven, produting & sample
nean of 0.9,

Age, educaton, and total famlly Incone wera measured with direct question
asking for the pespondent's exact age I yurs, last year of form) schooling
conpleted, and the Income for 411 household members during tha previous year
(1973), Age was scored In terms of the respondent's exact age, and missing
data were assigned the sample mean (44.0). Education w3 operationalized as
the exact nomber of years of school ing completed. Respandents with Ph.D., N.D,
and equivalent degrees ware glven an arbitrary score of 20; college gradustes
were assigned 4 score of B3 persons with four or pore yeers of col lege, but

who d1d not graduate were assigned a score of 15; and wissing data were glven

11






14

9,

the sample nean {11.8). Respondents were asked o chose among 13 income
categordes, the highest category being $25,000 or more. Respondents were
asslyned a score corresponding with the midpoint of the income category
chasen, with the upper, open-ended category arbit.rarlly assigned the value
of 30,000, Missing data were given the sanple mean (12,548).

Place of resldence‘was determined from addresses and census materfals
for 1970. Scores of six were assigued to persons 11ving in cities of 100,
000 residents or larger; 50,000-99,999, five; 10,000-49,999, four; 2500-
5999, three; nam lace (ess than 2500), two; and rural (open country) res-
fdents were asstgned a score of one. There were 1o missing data. Length
of residence was measured by a direct question asking the respandents how
long they had Tived In thefr present residence. ‘Persons replying less than
one year were asslgued a score of one; one to five years, two; six to 10
years, three; 11 to 15 years, four; 16-20 years, five; 21-25 years, six; 2%-

30 years, seven; and 31 years of greater, elght.

RESULTS

Talile | presents zero-order correlation coefficients for the relationships

anany the attitudina! indicators of comunity attachwent, the participatory
attachnent Indlcators, and relevant antecedent varlah[es. Taking first the

conmunity solidarity and conmunity satisfaction dependent measures, we note
(fable 1 about here}

that size of place of residence Is negatively correlated with both attituding]
measures of comnunity attachment. Size of place has a moderately large, neg-
atlve zero-order correlation with comnunity solldarity (r=-.3%), and a
sonewhat weaker correlation'with comunity satisfaction (r = -.277). The
fact that, at the bivarlate level at least, rurel and small town residents

express feellngs of comunity solldarity and satisfaction more often than

mn

thelr large clty counterparts, acct;rds with the liypotheses of the present
study. lowever, Tength of residence exhibits positive bivarfate relation-
ships with conmunity solidarity and commnity satisfaction, coinciding
with kasarda and Janowitz's theoretical notlons and research resylts (r=
47 and 207, respectively). Age Is also consistently and positively
related to solidarity and satisfaction with comunity {r .282 and 268,
respectively). As would be expected, age and length of residence and age
are substantially intercorrelated (r = .557), and mltivariate armly‘sls
Is clearly necessary to establish whether place of residence, length of

restdence, or perhaps age has the largest direct effect 1n predicting

comunity sol idarity and comunity satisfactton.

The data in Table 1 do suggest, however, that previous theorlsts'
assumptions that participatory indlcators of community attaclment are
strongly associated with attitudinal diménsions of attachment are enplr-
Ically untenable, Soctal participation with friends and soclal partic-
Tpat1on with relatives have no bivariate relationships with efther commun-
ity sol{darity or comunity satisfaction, Qrganizational membership does
have meager, but statistically significant, zero-order correlations with
solfdarity (r = .125) and satisfaction (r = .141). MNevertheless, Table
I shows that organizational menbership s more substantially correlated
with age and length of residence (r = .188 and .185, respectively), sug-
qesting the possibility that the bivarfate relations anong organizational
menbership, comunity solidarity, and comunity satisfaction might well
be spurfous. Again, multivariate analysis fs dictated, and we now move
to a preliminary examination of the effects of age, education, Incone,
slie of place of residence, and length of residence on the two graups of

comunity attachment indicators.

Table 2 reports standardized partial regression coefficlents for

13



11,
the reqression of coumunity solidarity, comunity satisfaction, soclal
participation with relatives, soclal participation with friends, and
organizational menbership on the Five independent varlablés. Looking
first at the predictors of commnity solidarity, we see that size of
place of residence continues to have the largest impact on solidarity

(b* = -.305), supporting the relevant hypothesis, Length of residence
[Table 2 about here]

lids no discernible impact on commnity sol Idarity, while age has a sub-
stantlal maltivariate impact (b* = .256). The structuring of comunity
satisfaction 1s virtually fdentical, with size of place of residence

(b* = -.254) and age (b* = .323) having substantial direct effects, and
Tength of vesidence having 19ttle multivariate fmpact. Family Income has
small, but statistically significant,effects on both solldarity and sat-
Isfaction. Thls suggests that wealthy familfes might well be able to
locate fn more desirable communities and therefore express generally high
feelings of community attachment.

Hone of the Five Independent variables has a statistically significant
direct effect on elther social participation with friends or soclal part-
Icipation with relatives {see Table 2). Age proves to be the best pred-
ictor of urganitational membership, followed by educational and income
rank. Neldther size of place of residence nor length of res{dence has any
large mlavarldte assoclation with organlzational nembership,

To Investigate more cgncretely the nature of the Interrelations among
community attachment as measured by socll and organiZational participa-
ton, and attitudes of commnity solidarity and comunity satisfaction,
we have computed the regression equations sumarized in Table 3, Agaln,

we note that suclal participation with friends and relatives and organ- '

12,
fzatlonal menbership have no substantial direct effect on either con-

minity solidarity or comunity satisfaction. Size of place of residence

[Table 3 about here]

continues to have moderately large, nverse direct effects on both
solldarity and satisfaction (b* = -,308 and -.251, respectively), while
length of residence has ne multivariate association with efther depéndént
vartable. Age and income also have significant net effects on both depend-

ent measures, as in Table 2,

DISCUSS10N

The soctologlcal Tlterature on community attachment in 1.5, soclety
has taken many turns, and we might note in a sociology of knowledge sense
that new directions in this literature have rather falthfully reflected
mjor socfal changes in the tenor of urban 1ife. As noted earller, the
perfod during which major American cities were undergoing massive influxes
of black and European migrants--along with labor violence and Inter-
ethnic hostilities--reinforced the classical soclological viewpoints of
Stmel and Toennies. Many spoke of "urbanism as a way of ife” In such
2 way that clties would Inherently foster a weakening of soclal, familfal,
and commnity bon&s. While most observers accepted the fact that large
citles were here to stay, many soclologists could not help comparing .
urban *social pathology" with the presuméd soclal and comunal solidarity
of rura) areas (Mllls.'|963).

As the close of World Har I] brought some stability to ethnic fnfluxes
Into U.S, citles, the American metropalis experienced nearly two decades
of steady economic expansion and a muting of soclal antagonisms in the
city. It appeared that the rapid social changes that had unleashed the

turmai] and disorder of earlier decades were essentlally complete, and

15
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urban residents were viewed to be increasingly tnlegrating themselves
into soctah fanilfal, and communal relatlonships. The "new urban
snciology" did find expressions of comwnity within the mobile, urban
U.S. soclety. The notion that urbanization leads to social pathologies
of varfous sorts was rejected in favor of the notion that opportunities
were sti1) available to urban man to stake out conmunity within the
vast metropolis,
However, Lhe urban racial rebellions beginning fn the mid-1960s
were the beginning of several trends which undermined the optimism of
many gbservers of Anerican urban 1ife. - The out-migration of affiuent
whites and their capital to the suburbs, declining fmner city tax bases,
environmental problens, urban decay and other related phenomena were begin-
fiing 10 dominate the metropolitan landscape. Many large cities were even
losing population as those who could ufford to Sought to escape the city.
The present study has reviewed the two major parspectives on the
structuring of comunity attachment--the linear development and systemic o
perspectives--and arqued that each was based on and restricted to specific
periods fn American urban developpent. [t was suggested that the recent
trends of urban decay might well be manifest in major rural-urban differ-
ences In feelings of comunity attachwent, solidarity, and satisfadmn,
Rural residents were found to express solidarity and satisfaction with
their gomuunitles more than residents of large cities, in accordance
with our hypothests. Clearly, our data do not allow us to assess changes
in such attitudes over the past several decades. However, our review
of the relevant literalure suggests ) hypothesis of increased rural-
urban differences in comunity attachment over past decades, and this is
certainty an important topic for subsequent research.

Our results also cast doubt on the notion that differences in social

.
and organizational participatian have a major fupact on faelfugs of
commnity attachment--as assusption of Importance to both the 1inear
developnent and systemic perspectives. The systemic perspective's
hypothesis that Tength of residence is 2 major factor in detei'mining
levels of community attachwent recefved bittie support in our multivariate
analysis, Nl{ihne age and length of residence are substantially inter-
correlated, 1t was found that age has the major direct effect on both
comunity soiidarity and conmunity satisfaction, While the strong fmpact
of age on the attitudinal ndicators of community attachment was origin-
ally unanticipated, we suggest that this finding might be accounted for
by the young being more oriented toward geographical mobility than the
elderly. Thus the young might generally have -ore options in selecting
a comunity of residence and be more critical of their present commmnity,
Income also had maderately low' multivariate effects on attitudinal indic-
ators of comwnity attachment, again suggesting that the well-to-dc are
best able to select desirable comunities within which to 1ive.

Although the results of this study cast doubt on the applicability
of many notions about commnity attachment, it is painfully obvious that
we have not been able to address many crucial fssues pertaining to this
field of inquiry. The profound social changes occurring in American

metropol itan areas--and resulting impacts on urban-to-rura] migration

- and population distribution--make the size of place and community attach-

ment 1ssue an important focus for future nquiry.
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FOOTHOTES

[, The "lHnear development” perspective has been termed as such by |
Kasarda and Janowitz (1974) because they argue Wirth and his colléagues
presuced that progressive, |inear advances In urbanization would create
the varlous consequences he detailed as “urbanism as a way of 11fe*
(Wirth, 1960). Kasarda and Janowitz temm their perspective a “systeaic"

one since they generally prefer to view the urban commnity as a system

of institutions and social groups which adapts to ongoing social changes.
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TABLE 1: Zero-Order

Correlation Coefficients for the Relationships Among Selected Varifables, Total Sample (N = 5348).

Dependent variable

Community Community Social Partic- Social Partic- Organiza- Y d
Independent Variable solidarity satistaction ipation with rel- ipation with tional member-
atives friends ship 2
Education -.069 -.040 -.008 -.026 .186=
Income ‘ .075 -110* -.035 -.021 .19~
Age .282= 268" - 039 . 038 - 188"
Size of place of residence -.336* - 27T~ .034 .064 -.0486
Length of residence . 247= 277" -042 -.04as8 .186*
Social participation with
_relatives -.027 -.031 - - __
Social participation with
friends tn community -047 -.030 -~ - -
Organizational membership -125* 141w -— - —
~Indicates the zero-order correltaion coefficient is statfstically significant at the .05 level or beyond, with a two-
taflad test of significance.
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