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PROJECT FOUR

Introduction: Projects two and three have provided a demographic

analysis of variations in the Labor vote from 1966 to 1977, using

the 1971 Census data and the 1968 boundaries.

In 1976 a national census was taken which for the first time
included gquestions dealing with income. In 1977 there was a
redistribution of electorates and a national election, followed

by another national election in 1980.

It was resolved to analyse the 1977 and 1980 election results
using the 1976 census data which had been allocated by the

Bureau of Statistics on to the 1977 electoral boundaries.

The analysis would be similar to that provided in projects one,
two and three, and additional attention would be paid to income
data to determine the relationship, if any, between income and

the Labor vote.

The writer was also requested to stress implications of the

current research for Labor's campaign in 1983.

Attention would therefore focus on possible continued long-term
shifts in allegiance of groups such as miners, farmers and working
women and also on the more eratic behaviour of what have been

termed elsewhere "long-run volatile groups".

Methodology: The general methodology employed in project four

was similar to that used in all previous projects. The units of
analysis were the 1977 national boundaries. The demographic

data was provided by the 1976 census based in the 1977 boundaries,
and the political data consisted of the 1977 preferred vote, the
1977-80 swing and the 1980 preferred vote for all 1977 electorates.



The Income Data: The income data used in the project

produced some unexpected results. To shorten later explanations

I will discuss here in some detail the method of selection of
income variables and pay particular attention to the reliability
of the data. The remaining demographic variables were very
similar to those chosen in preject two, so these will be described

in less detail.

The 1976 census for the first time posed questions on income for
individuals, families and households. In this project only data

dealing with individual and family income was used.

In project two I discussed problems associated with tax minim-
isation. In summary it was argued that many husbands who had
been claiming for tax purposes that their wives were partners in
a family business or part-time secretarial employees, may have
filled out their census returns according to this nominal
relationship through fear of examination of census records by
the taxation department. This tax-effect was thought to have
seriously "distorted" two demographic variables dealing with
female farmers and female part-time employees. ("Distorted" to
the extent that both variables seemed to be surrogate measures

of tax-dodgers=an arguably anti-Labor group).

Prior to the 1976 census many champions of the free-enterprise
system with a strong vested interest in the minimisation of
real information about incomes waged a sustained propaganda
campaign against the income questions in the census. They
publicly argued that persons should refuse to complete survey

questions dealing with income.

This campaign produced only a moderately high 7.5 percent "not
stated" response to the individual income question, upon which

the household and family income tables were based.

It appears however that the propaganda may have succeeded in
creating other distortions in the income data, especially under-

statement of income.



Sources of error:

Census night also marks the end of the financial year, a period
whenmany Australian income earners are involved in their

annual income tax calculations.

I would argue that most Australians see no real difference
between the Department of Taxation and the Bureau of Statistics.
Both are large bureaucratic Federal Government departments
seeking information and/or money and I would expect few
Australians to know of or believe Bureau of Statistics guarantees

of confidentiality of individual census income data.

In addition, the census question 31 on individual income asked

in the first instance for weekly income , a figure associated in

most wage earners' minds with weekly take-home pay and the weekly
household budget. Census forms would also normally be completed
in the presence of the spouse - a person perhaps not always aware

of overtime, tips and gratuities.

The Bureau also invited understatement from farmers and business-
men by asking for "business or farm income (less expenses of

operation)" in Income question 31.

Anyone with a passing knowledge of the attitudes of Australian
farmers and businessmen to the "fiscal fiend" knows that
farmers and businessmen in this country would certainly take
up this invitation to use their 1976 census form as a useful
home practical for their annual tax return. (The 1976 Census
form and table contents are included as an addendum to the
Methodology section of this project).

* % *
In a document relating to topic evaluation and proposed
questions prepared for the 1981 census, the bureau referred to
its post-1976 census sample check of responses to income-
related guestions. In this document, and another document
relating to a source of income survey, the bureau came to a
number of conclusions about voluntary income data. These are

as follows (my summary) :

1. "Most'of the 7.5 non-response persons in 1976 referred to

earlier were in fact low-income earners. They did not consider



their income-social security transfer payments or income from
investments - to be "real" income. They therefore gave a
"not stated" response to the census gquestion, feeling that this

was the best answer.

2. A "significant percentage" of persons reported their net
after-tax income instead of their gross or taxable income, as
was requested. As Labor economists have often argued, many

wage and salary earners think only in terms of weekly after-

tax income.

3. A "number of people" particularly those aged 50 and over
consistently failed to consider "unearned income" (from interest
on bank or building society deposits, or dividends from shares
and investments) as "income" in the accepted economic sense.
Many of these would have been included in the first "not stated"
group referred to above; but many would also have been high-
income earners acquiring capital for interest-earning after

retirement.

In a number of personal inguiries to Bureau officers I was

able to gain some additional information the Bureau evidently

was reluctant to include in published documents. When combined
with the published comments, this facilitates some interesting
conclusions about the wvalidity of the national census information

on incomes. These conclusions are as follows:

* The great majority of the 7.5 percent of "not stateds"
(75 percent) had incomes of less than $3000 in 1976.
This 5.6 percent consisted overwhelmingly of housewives
on no income or low-income pensioners. The remaining 1.9
percent (25 percent of 7.5 percent) were persons earning
more than $3000 who had simply refused to answer the census

question.



* TIn terms of the quality of the responses to the individual
income census question, the bureau's post-1976 check
found that more than half of the 15.6 percent of persons
who stated that they earned "no income" in 1976 had in fact
earned income, some from pension payments, some from part-
time employment and some from capital investments. As
the sample base for this question was all persons aged
15 and over, many other persons in the "no income" group

would of course have been high school and tertiary students.

* In the 1976 census those persons in employment consistently
gave net (after-tax) income figures rather than the
requested gross income figures for their salary ranges.

The bureau's estimate was that this produced stated income
figures "about one to two groups below the real figure".
This would have represented an understatement in most

cases of about $2000 as most income groups were split into
income ranges of $1000 and $3000. However, the bureau could
not be specific about this degree of understatement because
they found in their post-census check that many respondents
then exaggerated their gross incomes to impress the census
interviewers. This sort of exaggeration or overstatement
is a fact of life for attitudinal testing which in a one-
to-one interview situation tends to produce a result which
the interviewee considers to be socially-acceptable or

socially-desirable.

I then sought to relate the stated income figures for all
persons aged 15 and over to the workforce figures for persons
aged 15 and over. These figures are contained in tables 16
and 21 respectively in the national census summary included at

the end of this methodology section.

This analysis was then compared to general known community
income levels in 1976, including incomes paid to pensioners

both married and single, part-time workers, employees paid



either the metal workers or the shop assistants' award, the
1976 census median wage for employed persons and the annual

equivalent of average weekly earnings.

This analysis led me to the conclusion that the degree of income
understatement was closer to $2200, than the $1800 +to $2000
range suggested by the Bureau. This $2200 figure was in fact
very close to the tax that would have been paid by an individual

taxpayer in 1976 on average weekly earnings.

In general terms then I considered that the use of income data
from the census was justified, despite limitations on its
accuracy. The preliminary research also indicated that acceptable
income figures could be obtained on the individual lewvel if

the income data was split into two groups: below $3000; and above
$3000. Through direct comparisons of numbers in the workforce
and numbers in the various income ranges, it was felt that most
persons earning less than $3000 would have been persons not in
full-time employment, and the majority of persons earning more
than $3000 would have been persons in full-time employment.

The higher the income range the fewer would be the persons in
that range not actually in employment. Few (retired) persons

in receipt of unearned income would for example be gaining an
annual income in excess of about $6000 a year in 1976, and the
figure would be negligible for incomes in excess of say $10,000

(see Figure 41).

It was also resolved to assume that the stated annual before-

tax incomes for 1976 were in fact after-tax incomes for that

time. This would provide the basis for a reasonable comparison
of the behaviour of individual income earners in post-1976

elections. The incomes for individual groups in Australia vary
very slowly over time in respect to the incomes of other groups

and in respect to the average weekly earnings.

Therefore the relative position on the income-distribution

curve for any net income group in 1981 would tend to be very

similar to the relative position occupied by that group at the

time of the 1976 census. 1In fact, deviation from an industry
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group's historical income position relative to other groups
is often in itself used as a justification for union wage claims

based on "relativities".

In figure 4.2 I provide the income histogram for income ranges
above $3000 annual income, expressed as a percentage of all
income earners 15 years and over earning more than $3000 a year.
Using this mechanism the "grey" area of incomes under $3000

is dealt with as a wariable in its own right, rather than as
part of the general income distribution. For figure 4.2 I

have also "averaged out" using wvalue-judgements about the
distribution of incomes in excess of $9000, so that uniform
ranges of $1000 are used. (0f course the total percentages of
persons in the $3000 income ranges above $9000 has not been

altered in this exercise).

Figure 4.2 clearly shows the bias in the Labour market against
women, with females over-represented in the income groups up to
$7000 per annum and under-represented in all higher income

groups. Female wages in mid-1976 were 65 percent of male wages.

I have also positioned on figure 4.2 the mid-1976 after-tax
earnings of two relatively low-income groups, Shop Assistants
and Metal Workers (assuming no dependent spouses) and the after-
tax annual income figure for seasonally-adjusted average weekly
earnings. The relative incomes of low-income earners, middle-
income earners and high-income earners in the various occupation
groups would have altered very little since mid-1976. For the
two awards listed for example, the metal workers (Fitter Rate)
has improved marginally over the shop assistants (Queensland
Southern Division Retail Store Award) but both are still on
about 70 percent of average weekly earnings, the same position

held in mid-1976.

Figure 4.3 shows the histogram of figure 2 reproduced in graph
form for males, females and families. There is a slight upward

distortion of the lower end of the family income distribution
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n

caused by the number of married pensioners who in fact earned

a little more than the $3000 lower limit in 1976.

I conclude this section by stating that the methods of analysis
used to try and untangle the census income figures appear to
have produced a reasonable approximation to reality, both in
1976, and(because of the stability of the income-distribution
curve) in 1981 as well. Using a number of techniques I have
tried to refine the raw data shown in figure 1 to separate
persons in the workforce (those earning $3000 and above) from
other persons not in the workforce (those earning less than

$3000) .

Even so I should point out that many nominally-low income persons
shown at the lower end of the income distribution curve in
figure 3 (especially farmers) would in reality be earning far

higher real disposable incomes.

I should also point out that the income data makes no use of
wealth measurement. For example, anyone owning a debt-free

house in Australia today enjoys an effective real disposable
income of between $60 and $100 a week more than other persons

still in the early stages of housing mortgage repayments.

The demographic variables used in the present project are
listed below. A detailed explanation, where necessary,

follows this list and a complete set of the Bureau's table
contents, the 1976 questionnaire, and the 1976 national results

are provided as an addendum to the methodology section.
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NO. VARIABLE
I 18-19 Males as % Males 18+
2 20-24 "
3 25-29 "
4 30-34 "
L 35-39 "
6 40-44 L
7 45-49 "
8 50-54 "
9 55-59 "
10 60-64 &
11 65-69 "
12 70-74 "
13 15+ "
14 18-19 Females as % Females 18+
15 20-24 "
16 25-29 "
17 30-34 "
18 35-39 "
19 40-44 "
20 45-49 "
21 50-54 n
22 55=59 "
23 60-64 "
24 65-69 "
25 70-74 i
26 75+ "
27 O-Professional (Doctors, Teachers etc.) % Employed Males
28 1-Administrative as % Employed Males
29 2-Clerical "
30 3-sales L
5 B 4-Farmers "
32 5-Miners "
33 6-Transport "
34 7/8-Craftsmen n
35 9-Service u
36 10-Army "
37 11-Other I
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© VARIABLE

NO.
38 0-Professional as % Employed Females

39 l-Administrative "

40 2-Clerical "

41 3-Sales "

42 4-Farmers "

43 5=Miners ”

44 6-Transport L

45 7/8-Craftswomen "

46 9-Service "

47 10-Army "

48 11-Other "

49 Employer/Self-Employed % Workforce

50 Never Married Females as % Female Workers

51 Now Married Females as % Female Workers

52 Separated, Divorced, Widowed Females as % Female Workers
53 Australian Govt. Public Servants as % Workforce
54 State Public Servants as % Workforce

55 35 Hours a Week (or less) as % Workforce

56 53000 or Less as % Males 15+

57 $3000-54000 as % Males 15+ Earning $3000 +
58 $4000-$5000 "

59 $5000-%$6000 "

60 56000-57000 "

61 $7000-58000 Y

62 $8000-59000 "

63 $9000~-512000 o

64 $12000-815000 "

65 $15000-$18000 d

66 $18000 + N

67 $3000 or Less as % Females 15+

68 $3000-$4000 as % Females 15+ Earning $3000 +
69 $4000-35000 &

70 $5000-56000 e

71 $6000-$7000 "

72 $7000-38000 8

13 $8000-52000 g

74 $9000-512000 "
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NO. 'VARIABLE
75 $12000-$15000 as % Females 15+ Earning $3000 +
76 $15000-$18000 %
1T $18000 +

78 Degree & Grad. Diplopates as % 15+
79 Diploma

80O Technicians Certificate "

81 Trade Certificate "

82 No Qualifications "

83 House-Owners as % Dwellings

84 House-Purchasers as % Dwellings

85 House-Tenants Govt. as % Dwellings
86 House-Tenants Private as % Dwellings

87 0-$99 Monthly Mortgage

88 5100-5149 Monthly Mortgage
89 $150-5199 n

90 5200 + "

91 $0-529 Weekly Rent

92 $3000 or Less as % Total Families
93 $3000-54000 as % Families Earning $3000 +
94 $4000-55000 b

95 $5000-56000 "

96 $6000-57000 i

97 $7000-58000 "

o8 $8000-59000 L

99 $9000-812000 "

100 $12000-515000 "

101 $15000-518000 L

102 $18000 +

103 Aged Pensioners as % 15+
104 Widows Pensioners as % 15+
105 War/Repat. "

106 Superannuants "

107 Unemployment Benefits as % 15+

108 Total Pensions _ "
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VARIABLE

NO.
109 Head Only Family Type as % Families

110 Head + Spouse Family Type as % Families

111 Head + Spouse + Kids Family Type as % Families
112 No Kids as % Never Married Women

113 One Child as % Never Married Women

114 Two Children N

115 Three Children "

116 Four + Children "

117 Persons Aged 0-4 as % Population

118 0-5 Year 0Olds Minded as % 0-5 years

119 No Cars (% of Homes)

120 One Car "

121 Two Cars "

122 Three + Cars "

123 Public Transport Users as % Employed Population
124 % Not in Usual Residence - 76

125 " W " - 75

126 " S " - 71

127 Overseas Born as % Population

128 Australian Born as % Population

129 Handicapped as % Population

130 % Total Population Born in U.K.

131 Y " W Austria, Germany, Holland
132 " " " Communist Europe
133 Y " " Southern Europe

134 " " " Asia

135 % Total Population Catholic

136 " " Church of England

137 N Y Religion not stated

138 " " Uniting 4+ Lutheran
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When preparing the list of demographic variables for project
four I first considered the results from projects one, two and
three, and resolved to save time by cutting back on earlier
lists where the data was found to be of marginal value.
Variables 1 to 48, the age and occupation variables used here,
differ slightly from those used in project two, in that the
denominat 0¥ is the sub-total for the table rather than the

total population (by sex).

Variables 49 to 55 deal with the general characteristics of the
workforce. Variables 50 to 52 concern the relationship between

female marital status and the workforce.

Income variables 57 to 77 have been discussed in detail in

the earlier section of the methodology.

Variables 78 to 82 summarise the qualifications of persons

aged 15 and over. 1In general terms for project four I tried

to relate the variables wherever possible to persons 18 and
over, or where this was not possible, to persons 15 and over

in the table sub-total. I felt this to be a superior approach
to that used in project two when the total population by sex was

almost always used as the denominator.

Variables 83 to 86 concern housing variables relating to
ownership and tenancy. I felt that the housing variables used
in project two were far too detailed to facilitate the sort
of general impressions which are of most use for practical
campaign planning. In any event this detailed data was not
available in the 1976 census. Variables 83 and 84 enabled me
to split the "home owners" variable previously used into debt-
free home owners and home purchasers. This was considered to

be a useful addition to the demographic data source.

Variables 87 to 90 were concerned with mortgage repayments,
again a new source of data in the 1976 census. Variable 91
provided a rough index of persons paying rents below the median

1976 levels.
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Variables 92 to 102 deal with family income data. This sums
the individual income data for the head of household and spouse

only.

Variables 103 to 108 list the major categories of social

security and superannuation recipients.

Family type is described in variables 109 to 111, while variables
112 to 116 deal with the number of children of "ever-married

women" - normally part of a family unit.

Variables 117 and 118 relate to the demand for and the provision

of child-minding facilities.

Variables 119 to 122 concern car ownership, while variable
123 lists the percentage of the workforce which uses public

transport to get to and from work.

Variables 124 to 126 measure mobility in the short, medium and

longer-term. Persons not in their usual residence in 1976

(v 124) would include holiday-makers, while V 125 would include
persons who had moved house between June 30, 1975 and June 30,

1976; and V 1271 would include persons who had moved house

between June 30, 1971 and June 30, 1976.

Variables 127, 128 and 130 to 134 measure ethnicity and the
reader will note that I have summarised the overly-long list of
countries used in project two into major regions. (The
southern Europe group includeg Greeks, Italians, Maltese and
Cypriots). I have also deleted the period-of-residence
variables. While those persons of 5-9 years' residence were
shown to be a long-term volatile group, this was found to be
mainly a function of the average age of new migrants: persons
in the 5=9 years' group tended to be sub-set of the larger
volatile age group 25-40.
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Variable 129 measures handicapped physical or mental persons,
many of whom would be beneficiaries of social security payments.
The final variables 135 to 138 are summaries of the major
religious groups used in project two. It was found in earlier
projects that individual religious groups were of little
political significance once other factors such as occupation
and ethnicity were taken into consideration and the religions
included in each of the present summaries tended to demonstrate

similar patterns of volatility and vote.

The Political Variables. The political variables used for

project four were the 1977 2PP vote (variable 139), the 1980
2PP vote (V140), and the 1977-80 2PP swing (V141).

The Units of Analysis. These were the 124 seats created at

the 1977 redistribution, plus the six states. The eleventh
seat created in Western Australia in 19279 could not be used

in the project, as the 1976 census results were broken down
into the 1977 boundaries. Because of this, the W.A. 1980
results were broken down into the national results which would
have been obtained if the 1977 W.A. boundaries had still been

in existence.

Method of Analysis. Correlations were obtained for all demo-

graphic variables and the three political variables. The
strongest correlations were manually selected and used as the
basis of a step-wise multiple linear regression analysis,
similar to that employed in projects one, two and three. 1In
addition, a complete intercorrelation matrix for all 142
political and demographic variables was also produced. Also,
scattergrams for some of the significant pearson correlations
used in the multiple regression analysis were plotted by

computer program.
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The Results. The results were presented in two sections.
The first section dealt with the 1977 wvote and the 1977-80
swing and the results included pearson correlation tables,
bar chart figures, multiple regression tables, residual

tables and maps.

The second section dealt with the 1980 2PP Labor vote and this
section also included pearson correlation tables, bar chart
figures, multiple regression tables, residuals, tables and

maps.

The intercorrelation matrix and the scattergram were used in

the discussion where necessary.



20

ADDENDUM TO METHODOLOGY
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LICENSED To DRIVE/RIDE S USUAL RESIDENCE ~ 1876  MALES  FEMALES PIRSOMS PROP %
CAR ANO MOTOR GYCLE Tige2¥ 104178 810805 [ 9] :
CAR OHLY 3117163  24T7E301 6593454 41,3 SHHE DHELLING 64D8TBL  BL5LERL L28R034G Fie g
HOTOR CYLLE OHLY L5523 214912 £E535 0,5 OTHER DHG=SAME LGA 15256 5300 73567 (%]
! OTHER LGA=3AHE STATE 1384535 126240 266935 Zad
LABOUR FORCE DTHER STATE 53154 52043 i112s7 S8
EHFLOVED 371L76J6 2070547 E5TBE153 G2.7 OVERSERS 19118 143587 33505 L2
UNEMPLOYED 157716 169125  2G5B41 2.0 HOT STATED 412831 88073 ZODYGA 1.5
HOT IM LABOYUR FORCE 2899623 4593834 TLUBET 554 3 TOTAL POPULATION 6¥T4I57 ETTI514 135484T1 100.0
TOTAL POFULATION BIT4945 bLIT3506 13545451 1000
~ 1375
PERSONS IN SAHE DWELLIKG 5194676 S74sP90 1043aiLs d1s2
FRIVATE DMELLINGS b434dle &502879 12936093 9545 OTHER DHG=SAHE LGA 327aT3  320LIT 656157 Bat
HOM=PRIVATE DRELLINGS IzStok  ZRLSAD 592424 haly OVHER LGA=SAHE STATE S5alS45  S4Zufd 1083421 Saky
CHES ON RURAL WOLDINGS 510098 454716 964813 7.l OTHER STATE 114662 1fel13 220775 taT
EBORIG,T5L OHELLINGS 31742 85234 18097 1.3 OVERSEAS TLXG7 15.61  1hETaE 1.1
HOT STATED 53502 5k335 107843 Oat
CAHPERS OUT,HIGRATORY 15477 3673 1945¢ E.1 HOT AFPLICABLELUNDER Lyl 205887  10iswi0 207277 16
TOTAL POP = AV HOMZ,1876 GLUBTET £451565 12600352 L8040
OHELL INGS RUSBER PROP ¥
- 1571
FRIVATE,OCCUPIED OWGS  41bus2l 90.1 SAME DHELLING 3298574  33.153 663BTTZ 1.4
PRIVATE, UNDCCUPLED DHGS 431213 M OTHESR LMG=SANE LG& 645862  GHWREE 1296124 tbal
HON=PRIVATE DHELLINGS 2143 0.5 OTHER LGA-SAME STATE 1332672 13531050 2642683° ZLe%
TUTAL DMELLLNGS 4533264 100a0 =% OCTHER STATE JTLIT  296LTE  BDFIS3I 4 T
OVERSEAS 202873 E5d41 % 5232be 4al
PTE DHES,BUILT AFTER B/T1 735445 1544 HOT STATED 2384 2ies 436¢ Ual
OMGS OH RURAL HGLDINGS 26939490 549 HOT APPLIGABLELUNDR 5YRS) S85628 552257 1151786 Yal
ABCRIG,TS] OWELLINGS 384BY 2.8 TOTAL FUP = AT HOME.197b 641B7TBT 5531565 12660352 13046
By AGE LAST KIRTHDAY ' TOTAL POPULATION AUSTRALIEN GORM POPULATION GYERSEAS JCHH FOPULATION
L GONPLETED YEARS - HALES  FcMALES PERSOMS PROP X HALES  FEMALES PORSONS PRDF % MALES  F2ALLLS  PERSONS PROP X
3 111486 167230 219116 1.6 111027 106322 217329 2.4 881 928 1788 G.1
1 2 115757 110577 220334 1e7 113680 L4Pa067  2RELSS Bl 2063 2it1 4164 ba 2
2 12276% 115307 2382731 L8 119260 112177 231301 I 3561 3330 6891 Ged
3 126850 122315F 2u9203 let 122128 117589  239TiE 2e2 4702 T2k Gubo a3
M 134485 129197 263674 1.9 128377 123634 251982 &3 BL37 5535 11633 [
5-3 60131  @1045H 1250585 9,2 BOY7ST  BOLEATL 1152660 1.6  SB33S W7 539 er923 3.6
10=14 BIBSTY  EDLSED 1243159 9.2 SBI61E 530230 1059598 10,1 79158 74306 153485 5.6
15 132302 124479 ZGET92 1.5 4115183  10904b 224234 2,1 17184 15435 32u59 La2
16 176872 120918 247799 1.8 409729 105079 214807 2.8 L7143 1553 Jeesz 1.2
17 124435 119797 244632 1.6 167886 104036  2ii%e2 2.0 16949 15762 32riz 1.2
14 13588 iT65I% — FITEnY o7 103036  al0sss 20924 149 tn519 15439 32984 te2
i9 1i696n 1135249 230593 1.7 90991 YEHI2 196523 ) 15974 1837 33571 1.2
2i-ge 559076 552515 1111593 a2 4B0498  WEGT2E 911713 Buh  BEGE5 103796 200341 Tals
25-29 572007 552730 1134737 Bul  HITEZL  GL5372 832995 Fo? 154384 16735% 301744 itl.i
30-3% 4A06Z6  ~6lb03  Gn2229 7.0 335830 333698 649526 5.2 Lu&7IT 127305  2fevie 10.0
35-39 hi¥ 357 393052 816367 Ba 0 2TE2ET 27?1352 553638 .4 11021 121708 262729 Ga ¥
S0k © 3T31dw 353020 T2EL54 Seh 245469  PAOETE  AYBINT7 ke & L2655 LO344% 229838 8,5
45-59 6643 ST1546  ToaLze 5.7 72083  2Y9%I0  Dub519 Fel 124587 95624 219611 fed
50=-54 3TBSUL  36TETT  TaiTvd Be5  Z6RSL3 ZT29K3 545505 43 113939 34355  ZOBET. Tl
55-59 309406 _31%860 ©23260 be® ZITEBO  PaS5ed9  &TILES B4 BL415 £9350 15067 3.5
G0=64 _aresss  puinBd  E65T45 he2 E0EEIL 23I60T 439220 u,1 BELKE Saddy  L12BE2S LT
£5-63 2Li788 7 238382 wL40138 4.3 191781 183223 336973 3.1 5/UdS Shle? 112166 (9% ]
TO-T4 143603 161892  B25545% 2ol 10ZL59 L4OLLE 242577 2.2 BL155 PRS- 80925 ETS
o L 152659  201RB2  434L0 3.2 113109 p2u386 33325 3.1 33uby 61327 1d0816 N
TOTAL POPULATION ~— &f7u97y " BITISPE IUSWENTE ~""IV0.T 5353834 5475830 10829661  108.3 1421147 1257708 27185655  130.0
TUSE OF ENGLISH LAHGUAGS TOTAL POPULATION AUSTRALIAN BORN POPULATION OVERSEAS HORM POPULATLOM
LE ; - MALES  FEMALES PERSONS PROP % HALES  FEMALES FERSONS PROF 2 MALES  VCHALES PERSOGNS FROP ¥
ENGLISH OHLY 5096376 5185397 Jp22ivr B3.2 LILITAT W&o P259 wleToRG Y83 777271 718060 1495231 55a7
EMGLISH,i OTHER LAKGUAGE 626092 71105 1197427 9e7 150707 154205 364912 3.8 wGTS0E 88900 B3ZREL 31.0
ENGLESHs2% DTHR LANGUAGES  8%27T2 67325 152337 T.¢ 11354 12251 23015 2.2 T3938 56074 124943 LY
HG ENGLISH Toar? 96500 175372 fok SETS 5724 19463 @2 B9LIs GETFF 155371 5.8
MOT STATED 275963 268373 544335 huk  BITULY  ERMLGL 472058 L.9 3805 Inpiz TEETA 2.7

TOTAL FOPULATIUH & WYRS4 6163177 GLEETDY 12351478 180, 4753394 LIDFCAR  98e¥ITS 106, 9 1huEidy idbilen 2E8uElE 180.6

B BLETIPLALE OF PARERTS OF THE AULTRALIAN BORH FOPLLATION
! BIKITHPLAG: UF MOTHER
BESTRALLA UK AND EIRE YOCTHLR LUROFE ASIR QTHER COUNTRIES K0T STATEG Taf Al
BIRTHPLACE OF FATHER MALES FeMALES mALES FEKRALES MALES FSeMALES HALES fERL HALES  FEMALES WMALES FEMELES HALES FERURLES

AUSTRALIA JFeGh 56 43030EL  lohE4ad 163539 F¥4%R FEeT9 T 7439 2el¥d CTES ¢dBed 1647
UK ANU ElRe 2LEL I 91771 Lbbeélo  LEL0FE TGl F3s3 2230 rLBF nldl GTab 1842 133
OTHER EURQPE 10A74G leéiid 1339¢ 13833 254473 2a4%4056 509 3214 w158 k113 L 167 e
ASTK i 16376 15049 ZE58 eL3T Ehis ehny E3213 2enhl &ut Hi i 153 14t
UTHER COUMTRIES ELTR B EURTY] Lddn 5023 Fg-Fal ehaad BT i ) 1H077e PR 168 {1}

NOY STATED 17163 31ty 152% 1640 1531 idbdl 160 147 21.2 214k 168711 152473
TOTAL AUSTRALLAK 800H 4154 TS LSSERTI  3SIneb  TIPI4nl | 301956 290400 37THL 36851 Wagat 47363 LS9ty ATAILT 5355425 BET54C




485 1976 CcNSUS OF POPULATION wMO HOUSIHG

AUSTRALIA - n
G+ BIRTHPLACE OF PARENIS OF THi Uved3sns oOKH POPULATION
= ' § BIRTHPLACE UF HMOTHER
AJSTRALLA UK AWD EIRE OTHER EURGPE ASIA . DTHER LOUNTRIES HOT STATED ToTAL
BIRTHPLALE DF FATHER MALZS reonaleS MALEs FEHALES MALES FEMALES MALES FEMALES MALES FEHALES HMALCS FERALES MALES FEMALES
AUSTRALIA FR-E 134 16892 6E1k 7360 421 1iia 39z 104%% 3851 bis3 111 98 25051 3peed
UK AND EIRc 9473 6255 534839 511397 5522 5968 w25k 4353 By57 sare ki 1%85 S&8395 540845
OTHER EUROPE 2349 1726 Sl Skl 562970 4B1:i7s 2346 274 4550 bi4l L Eeil 339% 591152 496L6E
ASIa 342 &14 2851 2593 2dbL 1881 191332 93125 1686 1645 921 364 1493812 100779
OTHE® COUNTRIES 5677 4By 5994 5841 2955 2553 1221 1134 TE Y3 75712 832 27e ST G0. 0
NGT 3TATZD 138 1oh 1327 3030 17839 L3zac 351 912 322 819 24269 21846 26316 37428
TOTAL OVERSEAS BORH 36341  Jco15 556867 535706 STTUTE HD29z2 114036 103868 ITL6L 54498 42964 27959 14211L6 1297707
10.BIRTHPLACE  CITIZEMSHIP aAuD PERLOL OF RESIDENGE
) = COUNTRY OF CITIZEHSHIP PERIOD OF RESIOGENCE
BIRTHFLACE TOTAL AUSTRALIA OTHER COUNTRIES  nHOT STATED UNDER 5 YEARS 5 YRS AND OVER HOl STATED
Py Ve MALES FCLHALES HALES FEMALES HALLS FEMALES MAaLES FEMALES HALES FEMALES HALcS FEHALES MALES FEBALES
-
NEW SOUTH WALES 1760036 140B2%E 1760GGA LECAZ2US
YICTORIA 127481% 1335386 1274819 1205346
GUEENSLAND T33558 743794 739556 749734
S0UTH AUSTRALIA 432628 H425TE 432828 Hu25TH
HESTERN AUSTRALIA 351420 351753 351420 35L759 - L
TASHMANIA 186318 195716 188312 145718
RORT HERHN T RRITOMY 2216l 2iou 2 22161 21802
AUST CAP TERRITORY 26972 #5823 26372 26G23
AUSTRALTh UNOEF TNED 557945 S5TuSi4 557345 G750
TOVYAL AUSTRAELIAN BORN 5353320 5u756419 5353820 5475819
OVERSE AS
HEH IEALARD 45457 L5736 12872 13721 Ii251 29436 13z3 1579 16363 13914 17716 16456 12574 13367
UK AND EILRZ B BTLLAT  Sunbhs | L6234V Laiide 396339 3PS 10331 13374 Taudd  TOELT  Fidedh 291591 LB4LEG  sésdes
CAHAGA 7345 Ti4ad 1448 la4u8 SEbY 2266 91 .3 ] 261% €655 341 ETL% 17y 1733
usa 1TLaT i43rg 2999 2093 13967 1z180 178 1¢6 8660 irre L ] 4184 dizs Z2eli
AUSTRIA 1250 10636 B400 7544 4383 3471 121 B0 610 633 7138 5as8 § 150 421E
GERMANY 55520 5374 L 3BES0 3877e LG3TH 13471 5oy 493 3143 Icta 3085E 29314 ig310 24365
HETHERLANDS LT or g L3205 i6h6s2 29961 13137 115873 LZB EL: i7i8 1653 29958 24324 16522 ikpgas
CZECHUSLOVAKIA 9316 blbk Blal G284 1387 435 146G EL iz EUTH Ehle 3Lzh 3596 2alY
HUNG ARY 15596 ilesd L9481 10562 1323 96 192 126 465 Hi2 8iis SE8% €995 5294
POLARD 31802 242501 25250 21355 31e7 2596 405 es? 6oL ipin 1LTEE 12533 14212 197e7
USSR b465 duG T 5329 &973 Hud 643 2a7 251 [%8-] L& d2gn %131 eres 3551
YUCOSLAVIA 79186  b4als | 35716 25553 57368 33124 Ziny 1729 T208 7967  3934n 29432 32633 ZHUs 7
GREECE 78b6BL 74242 53549 46345 23642 25335 1477 1563 5596 W775  ZB18Y 34595 35882 3447:
ITALY *r 1S2EB7 L2FE&9 | 9nAT3 73325 55840 51842 2374 2303 Y BuBY E174E 67253  BE3I?S  E5534
MALTA 30638 2uss2 E343 6978 21166 L7707 488 TBT 2o7r 1915 16216 542095  L2ik 133ES
CYPRUS 11268 14362 5019 4197 5063 28 175 137 2455 2545 431k 3754 4453 L6 3
TURKEY¢Le 8ANCH 284290 w36} 13922 13440 13885 L1igon 813 ELE] 5544 &L160 10505 Trie 11971 10438
&G YPT 15451 15072 12472 11229 2u3a 3238 142 €13 14865 igdu Bagh TFo% FLa2 IR
UTHER EURQFE e8517 G390 3 a1e27 22063 ZEAFT 2ld2u 195%3 1417 82732 FrTL EATA 2rgar P - 20158
UTHER ASIA BEK1LT 6ladn 43836 “wHIBT 33350 31433 1631 igse eviie z6301 PRELL Ji07e £4529 Z3L20t
OTHER AMERIGA 17ee6f 1Tuhb 3915 3556 12954 139499 w25 463 4055 9269 4261 Wla% 3950 ©307
CTHLR AFRIGA 23489 2d12¢& 11280 11160 faE5 BEly L Iza 5033 5137 221b 4902 a7y BEsl
OTHER OCcANIA 121y 13219 92?7 ga2{ 2651 2er? 591 T22 fb il Lis7 2964 Jioy full Byz2i
AT 5E4 181 ik1 133 c 31 31 i7 14 57 Su ilg -1
TOTAL OVERSEAS BORN 1ke11B4 1257711 ) 663850 567033 733370 6d24k3 26924 28635 L0078 186976 TF2440b B39967 5065TL 472749
]
TOTAL POPULATION aTTLYTY 6773530 6014670 6062853
114.PERIUY GF RESIUENSE TN ANUSTRALIA OF PERSONS BORN GVERSEAS 14«ACE LEFT SCHODL HALES  FEHALES PERSONS PROP X
RESIDERIS ' MALES “FeMALES PERSONS PROP 2
PERIZO 12 YEARS CLP 0% YODUHGER ls204L 1u43ed gabahd Zal
UHDER 1 Yeir 26321 23153 S44T3 <all 13 YEARS OF AGE 166325 L5185z 319357 ol
1 AND UNIER 2 YTEAERS 33951 EReL bi365 ek L4 YEARS OF RGE ST3948 10330849 2018970 144% »
2 AND UNDER 3 YEARS 37T75% IahiH TuZia Zed 15 YEARS OF AGE 1097231 12560914 E358T4E 174
3 AND UNDER & YEARS J2usl F1ral BuibE 2a by 16 YERES OF AGE 836315 859937 1006257 1243
& AND UNDER 5 YEARS Lrg-h] 35816 73376 Eal 17 YEARS OF AGE 437393 4490872 GEEIT1 T+3
& AND UNUER 10 YEARS 2057958 1a 5938 391736 Liad 18 YEARS OF AGE 3GA5TI 21187 524750 3.9
10 AND UKDER 15 YEARS 132534 122902 255436 9.6 L9 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER 141718 Buglh  2iE62D 1.5
15 AHD UNOER 23 2118389 165576 337575 149 NEYER ATTEHDED SCHOOL bobay s2at a2 Q8765 ad
25 YEARS AND OVER 171737 1h4b89 3156826 118
NOT STATED 516497 «70943 975360 365 STILL ATTENDING SCHOOL 1475850 1324053 2B6YS3& 2142
TOTAL RESIDENTS L324065 1276757 R26V0BE2  100.0 MOT ATTENDING SCHOOL 555693  B2a4Tud 1280467 9.5
AGE §-4 YEARS 611781  Se4BL6 1198537 0.8
VISITORS 27ed0 FLLETY 48026 1:8 AGE 5=-14 YEARS 43918 35594 83s12 {6
NOT STATZD 452964 473143 935297 6.9
TOTAL OVERSEAS SORH 1421145 1297704 2716848 10C. 6 TOTAL FOPULATION EFTH96E ©F735.0 13540482 18ued
1Z2:RELIGIOUS UEHOMINATIDN MalEs FEHALES PERSONS PROP X 15 QUALIFIGATIONS=HIGHEST LEVEL OMTAINED
- HALES FEMALZS FERSONS PROP %
BAPTIST 81937 G2215 174182 1.3 _ LEYEL
GATHOLIC,ROMAN TATHOLIC 1725484 LI5T3F0 3482854 25.7 DOCTORAL, MASTERS DEGREE 276LT sl 38321 Gnd
CHURGH OF ERGLAND 18240ttt 1523418 3752229 2TaT {GRAGU&Tﬁ DLPLOMA 20726 20205 103y fat
LUTHERAN ELR N GOl 451550 la FEﬁGHiLDR DEGREE 138595 Se54T 19%640 248
HETHOU IST LB2132 516050 9g326z Ted S BIPLOBA 155445  1B937T4  324BL16 3
PRESBY TERLANR 431482 46ELTL 8T9254 6ot TECHRICIANS GERTIFICATE 198247  23udel 429128 bk
UTHER CHRESTIAMN S6471E 5ColB4 1160836 [ TRADE CERTIFISATE E23278 4331L0 959518 %7
TOTAL CHRISTiAN 5136326 S5LLESS2 10ELLETE Téeb LEVEL XOT APPLICABLE 33525  1ieS44 150073 1.5
HEBRER 2éall eiEeT EEETE (IS -t)ﬂo BUALIFICATIONS 263791  261367b B513L67 b i
HUSLIH 245TY EJ4233 55206 Qed = HGT JTATED 5923:d H13531 12115443 1.3
OTHER RON=CHRISTIAR 16738 L3TLT Uz fa2 STOTAL PCPULATION 36 YRS+ 48e%a?7 43973500 9958137  10¢.2
TOTAL HOM-CHRISTIAN 67734 81277 125071 1§
MOT CLASSIFIABLE 2653y 2iB63 51272 Uad 3
KO REL IGIQUS DEMOnm B5i021 #7928 1i3¢301 e 3 E 16, IKCOHE = AKKUAL FPEREGHAL
K0T STATED 831234 161728 1592962 1ta2 © KLLES FEMALES PLRSONS PROP X
TOTAL POPULATION 677h%6: bIT3I520 L3568482 10040 A HOUNT
A HONE 362514 117784 1539237 15.%
13, E0UCATICNAL THSYITUTESN CJRRINTLY ATTENDING LESS THAN Sr500 1i13zy Sivied CERLE 58 bek
: HALLS FEMALES PERSONMS PROP X 3 1583 - § 2e0° 255582 411668  &6T24B E.d
SCHOOL CVeR ¥ 2300 - % 3000 e BAB20G_ Blluzs 915703 93
PRIKARY 6u2ald 615044 41257453 5545 UVER I 3230 - 3 6000 209696 523257 532983 Sk
SECONDARY 407094 W2 756 763820 Jae9 GVER F 4309 - § S8ue 234572 BuU3£2 554894 5.6
PRINARY AND SECONDARY 14450 QIZTh 19672a 8.7 VLR § 5000 - & 6009 411tat 345196 Ts197a T8
OTHER 11%53 4286 2053% Gad Vel B $d402 - ¥ ToUD 585820 cgalsd BETI2Y Ge 0.
TOTAL GOVT S5CHOOLS 218211 450123 17as3zl bedl oYcft 3 7030 - & Lol LE T - F ca12ug Tagited Tl
TOTEL NOM=G0WT SCHOOLS ELThYL ZHES DX L3571y Ziad OYER & 662G - $ ©g58Q 45487y 118550 So5408 Ea¥
TOTAL ALL SCHOOLS 116690F 1098631 2294034 LBl D OVo K § 9390 = 212000 653zan iZsarz Jarzvz T3
5 O¥eR 3125840 = 515000 2LiBsT 32BE1 ehERTA Ze
OTHER IMSTITUTIONS U¥eR 15050 = R140400 137762 ig1s1 117543 12
UNIVERSITY AND CAE 162227 111132 271359 508.3 OYER §12030 ™ memaser 113846 114858 131853 1.3
OTHER 164594 03358 26d34Y a7 NGT SIATCD 2u3z48 L7T2es TEH533 7.5
TOTAL 3asziv 2iaLG4 s2a7g8 its.t TOTAL POPULATION 15 YRSE 4BdWedi 4373665 Ydbélsb tg0.0
NGT ATTENOEMG #3uUP5 4452555 BVS2a3d Ele b
HOT STATEU J2ATH2  LUG 7040 L99i602 147
TCTAL POPULATION BT7HUGT  GTTI547 138LA4T3 10043



ABS 1976 CENSU> OF POPULATION &nd hOUJS ING
AUSTRALLA

17. nuRﬂTtou GF PRLSLN? anﬂlncg FemaLes
UNDFR L ¥ &R G5I65
1 AND UNUER 2 YEARS 8917
2 hhi UHDi® 3 YEARS 192751
3 END UNDZR & YEARS 143185
4 AND dJhuir 5 YEARS 1033u8
5 AND uUNOIR 10 YEARS GHE4LT

ip AND UnOCR 25 YEARS 10411168
25 YEARS Owx MURE PET
HOT STaTeD 142732
TOTAL MNOW 4aR#IED WOHEN 3111801
18.,TGT AL I&SUE§7 FEHALES

HO. GF EVER HARRIED WOMEN HITH
NG CHILOREN 451326
1 CHILD 589736
2 CHILDREN 1087355
& CHILDREN ThEGG2
% CHILOREN 413794
& CHILOREN 133540
& CHILDREW S96a0
7 CHILDRENM Sp75
8 DR MORz CHILDREN BL7oZ
HUMBER NOT STATED Ze5841

TOTAL EVER MARRIED WOMEN 3925203

x : T T
L9, CHILOKENDING FACLLITIES USED, TYPE AND HUMBER

HELES FEHALES
. FACILITIES USED
CHILDC AvE CIHTRE 95101 &L490
AT HOMc;NDT BY PARENTS 2GTey 19496
AT AMOTHERS riOHE 38Tus Jasza
CLSEWHERT 12iuz 11225
USING 1 FACILETY UNLY 127681 121029
USING 2 FACILLTIES L2F3 4285
USING 3+ FACILITIES Ly 354
TOTAL CHTLDREN HINDED 132500 125660
HOT HINDED 5L06ls 555441
NOT STATZD 24959 ELR-TES
TUTAL CHILGREN 0=5 YRS Tadi40 7ie952

PERSCNS

127351
40220
Tr2T3
23ier

248902
£555
V&5
258226
1138106
E98b1
1484192

zﬂoPQHolOHa OR SOCIAL SECURITY SENEFITS RECEIVED

HALeS  FLMALES
aGs 356259 731259
AIDOWS PENSIOM{EXCL.HARY 904 175185
APRSALPAT SERVIDE PENSIGN 239799 203738
SUPERANGUATION ANKUITY 185747 81350
UNLKPLOYHERT BLMEFET 14 35534 PR THS
OTHER PEUSION, BENEFIT 147032 125470
TOTAL RECEIyING PENSION  8307se 1257659
DT RECZIVING PENSION 374e%36 3523150
NOT STLTED 2054591 13581
TOTAL POPULATION 15 YRS+ &88LuF3  &S73857
25, 000UPATION = ENPLOYED POPULATIODN
KALES =~ FEMALES
0, FROFESSTONAL fTEGHNICAL
TEALYERS Y0 &fe 12E118
HEU. DENT NRSESyHED TEDH 33434 128390
GTHER 2hhZ28 BHiGE
TOTAL KAJOR GROUP O a72836  3L0sTS
Lo ADNY N, EXECETC TOTAL 3jzsi9: 56139
2.CLERIGAL KORKERS,TOTAL 311471 B%3809
3.5ALES WORKERS,TOTAL 240322  22BEES
b FARMERS « FISHERHEML,ETC
FRER JFRK KKR,HODL CLSR 267639  i26432
HUNTERS [IHBER WORKERS 3550 164
FISHERNAN 6730 530
TOTAL MAJUR GROUP & ER T L 126833
5. HINERE, NUAKRYHEN: TOTAL 3jui5 25k
Ga TRANSPORTJSOHMUNICATION
SHEIP PLNG:hIR TRANSPORT 12359 373
RALL TRAHSPORT 36739 Fay
ROAD TRAHSPORY 17 33a¥ k15
CYHER TPT, ODOMHUNICATION 35565 31017
TOTAL MAJOR GROUP & 2580839 a227
/84 PROG PHIC WORKEAS.LABGURERS
TEATILES,LEATHER 34130 712492
RETAL ELECTRIGAL HI4413 41506
HOOD TECH:BUILDING 760425 H049
DIHER PHOD PROC WORKERS 165369 Thz3h
LABOURERS 716161 15646
OTHER 296582 13697
TOTAL KAJOR GROUP 778 1507124 221454
9«SERVICZ 4 SPORT;RECREAT ION
T FIRESPOLLCELETC e 3 1915
. DORESTIC SVGE WORKERS 2393z LIETAR
OTNER YELBD 162690
TOTAL KAJGR GROUP 9 17143y 281322
10 ARMEU FORCES.TOTAL 7913 R g
11, 0THER NET 5 /5y TOTAL 157040 159035
TOTAL [MPLUYED POPULATION 3F4ThLZ 2073553
2EJEMBLETRY = EHDPLOVEG POPULATION
1 HALES  ForAlEs
ha AGRICTLTUZE (ETO
AGRICULTURE, AG SERVICES 257ues 128055
FORE ST RY, TIHMBER s732 734
FI5SH MG HULT NG Tuby 4057
UNGEFINED §3 4
TOreL BIVISLON A 2ThESY 129319

PERSONS
1087513
176031
L3537
247166

S&5EL29

FPERIONS

2186398
162324
64397
683613

381329
a5438 8
LLEA09

413751
37eL
Tied

i 30538

31673

12648
37536
141762
GAGAE
295316

106630
645203
ZEGHTY
229503
23648
ZECOHTY
1728608

51357
140658
260753
L5255

61215
F16086

5TBELES

FPERSONS

85518
104s4
8546
T3
OS2

PROP X%

Ba T
el
S 3
1.6

i7.0
e &
Qi
i7.6
TT.6
kel
1000

PROP %
1448
is8
a5
245
1.7

2.6}
218"
Thad

el
1600

PROP %
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APPENDIX A
TABLE CONTENT
Most of the tables are self-explanatory. The following notes are designed to explain specific elements of some
tables.
TABLE 2

(a) USUAL RESIDENTS (SAME DWG) — Refers to the people who were usual residents of the dwelling in which they were
enumerated on Census night.

(b) HANDICAPPED — Refers to the number of people who stated they were handicapped by a serious long-term illness of
physical or mental condition.

(c) ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDER DWELLINGS — dwellings where the head or spouse of the household
is an Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander. ' ’

TABLE §

This table is divided into 3 parts
(@) 1976 — shows the usual residence of persons at 30 June 1976.

(b) 1975 — shows the usual residence at 30 June 1975 of persons who, in 1976, were enumerated at their usual
residence.

(c) 1971 — shows the usual residence at 30 June 1971 of persons who, in 1976, were enumerated at their usual
residence.

TABLE 13

(a) The category PRIMARY AND SECONDARY refers to schools which provide both primary and secondary levels of
education; it is not the sum of the two previous lines.

(b) The SCHOOLS — OTHER category refers.to special schools, overseas schools, etc.
(c) CAE is the abbreviation for Colleges of Advanced Education.

(d) The OTHER INSTITUTIONS — OTHER category includes technical colleges, teaching hospitals, business and coaching
colleges, overseas institutions, ete.

(e) The NOT ATTENDING category includes pre-schools, and creches but only where the child was over 5 years of age and
it was stated that they were attending school.

TABLE 15

The category LEVEL NOT APPLICABLE refers to qualifications which were inadequately described or which
were not classified by level.

TABLE 18

EVER MARRIED WOMEN includes women who are now married, permanently separated, divorced or
widowed.

TABLE 19

(a) The question on childminding permitted more than one answer to be recorded, consequently some childen were
counted more than once in terms of individual facilities used.

(b) The first 4 lines of the table relate to use of individual facilities and children can be counted more than once in these
figures. The percentage figures are calculated in relation to total children 0-5 years, but do not add with the remaining
percentages in the column to equal 100 percent.

(¢) TOTAL CHILDREN MINDED is the sum of the 3 previous lines.

(d) TOTAL CHILDREN 0-5 years is the sum of the 3 previous lines.



TABLE 26

The detailed classification of industry is shown in Information Paper 9(ii) (Catalogue No. 2113.0). The
classification used in this table is as follows:

TABLE 26 CLASS SUBDIVISION
A Agriculture, etc.
Agriculture, Ag Services 01,02
Forestry, Timber 03
Fishing, Hunting 04
Undefined 00
B Mining
Metal 11
Coal 12
Oil, Natural Gas 13
Other and Undefined 10, 1416
C Manufacturing
Food, Drink, Tobacco 21-22
Textiles, Clothing 23,24
Wood, Fumniture 25
Metal Prods, Machinery 29-33
Other and Undefined 20, 26-28, 34
D Electricity, Gas, Water
Electricity, Gas 36
Water, Sewage, Drainage 37
Undefined 35
E Construction, Total Division E
F Wholesale; Retail Trade
Wholesale and Undefined 45,4647
Retail 48
G Transport and Storage
Road Transport 51
Rail Transport 52
Water Transport 53
Air Transport 54
Storage, Other Tpt, Undef 50, 55
H Communications, Total Division H
1 Finance, etc. Total Division I
J Pub Admin, Defence, Total Division J
K Community Services
Health ' 81 (except Class 8130)
Education 82
Other and Undefined 80, Class 8130, 83, 84

L Ent. Recr, Hotel, Restaurants

Entertainment, Recreation 91

Restaurants, Hotels, Clubs 92

Other and Undefined 90,93,94
99

M Other, Nei, N/S, Total
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TABLE 39

The ALL OTHER category includes sole use of one facility where use of the other facility is not stated (or
there is no other facility), and where use of both facilities is not stated.

TABLE 43 (

The first (coal, coke or briquettes), second (wood) and sixth (solar energy) power or fuel categories were not
accepted for lighting.

TABLE 44

(a) The category OWNER/PURCHASER UNDEFINED refers to dwellings which were identified as being owned or
purchased, but for which it was not possible to make the distinction between owner and purchaser.

(b) "The category. OTHER, NEI includes dwellings which were not owned, being purchased or rented by the householder.
TABLE 46

(a) Inforrhation in the column headed 2+ MRTGE can include a dwelling more than once, for dwellings which had 3 or more
mortgages. Xhe column headed ALL MRTGS is therefore affected to the same degree.

(b) The category OTHER, NEI includes mortgages whose source was life assurance companies, employers, finance
companies, State or Australian Governments and Defence or War Service Homes.

TABLE 48

Information contained in this table is as stated by the Census collector, based on external observation, and is
not comparable with information in previous dwelling tables.

TABLE 49 ?
Information contained in this table is as reported by the Census collector.

ABBREVIATIONS USED IN THE TABLES

ABORIG Aboriginal

AD Administration
ADLTS Adults

AG Agricultural

AUST Australian

CAE College of Advanced Education
CWLTH Commonwealth
DENOM Denomination
DENT Dental

DWG Dwelling

ENT Entertainment
EXCL Excluding

EXEC Executive

FAMS Families

FRM WKR Farm worker
FRMR Farmer

GOVT Government

LGA Local Government Area
MED Medical

MED TECH Medical technicians
MRTGE Mortgage
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APPENDIX C

POPULATION

1.  Write this person’s name.
Firstor given name..............cco.ccooovove .
SUMMEME. e

® For unnamed baby, write “Baby" and surname.

2. Sex:
® Tick the appropriate box.

Male
or
Female

El
O

3.  Write this person's age in years and completed months.

® If age is less than 1 year write “O" years and number of
completed months.

S V-1 1 £-1 R R A R A R months

Where was this person’s usual residence five years ago
(i.e. at 30 June 1971)?
Same as in question 6
Same as in question 7
Elsewhere

4
SRS g CEXTEE
[;| 3

State full address of usual residence five years ago.

@ |f overseas write 0" instead of address; if this person is
less than 5 years old, write “N/A". ... ...

Number and street

Suburb, town or locality. ...
Name of 10ca] BoURMBIL: ..o msmimiiai Rt
e -1 {- 1« | s e D

4. Relationship:

@ |f this person is living in a private dwelling show whether he/she
is related to the head of the household or Person 1 as shown on
the Householder's Schedule, e.g. husband, wife, defacto spouse,
mother, son, daughter, son-in-law, brother, sister, grandson,
grand-daughter, uncle, nephew.

@ If not related to the head of the household or Person 1 write
whether boarder, visitor, co-tenant, etc.

® If living in a non private dwelling write whether hotel guest,
patient, prisoner, employee, etc.

5.  What is this person's marital status?

® Tick one box only.

Never married....... 0!
Married............. ..... Ry N E—— 02
Married but permanently separated .. ... 03
Divoreed........ ... L o4
Widowed s

Note: @ “Usual residence® is thal address at which a person has lived for the
last 6 months or intends to live for any pariod of 8 months or more.

® In question 6 any person who now has no usual residence should tick box 1
and go to quastion 7.

® In questions 7 and B8 any person who did not have a usual residence on 30
June 1875 or 1971 should give the address at which they were then living,

6. Where does this person usually live?

This address 0 1—-;-

Elsewhere |:| 2

State full address of usual residence.

® |f usual residence is overseas write enly name of country of
usual residence and then go to Question 7.
Number and street

Suburb, town or locality................ocooii i e
Name of local council ...

BRI e s T OBUBOTE oot i e R L S S e T,

7. Where was this person’s usual residence one year ago (i.e. at
30 June 1975)7

Same as in question6 [] 1—|Go to question 8

Elsewhere |'_';| 2

State full address of usual residence one year ago.

® |f overseas write 0" instead of address; if this person is
less than 1 year old, write "N/A"....... ...,
Number and street.............................
Suburb, town or locality..... ..
Name of local COURGE: s L s s s vise

State..........cccooooovevneneePosteode

S
8.  Write the country of birlh of this person’s father and mother.
FaEREI.. e e it
MOther..... .o s
10.  Where was this person born?
@ If born in Australia write the State or Territory and go to
question 13,
@ |f born overseas write the country and go to question 11.
U 0. oA e R S i B s
11.  Write the country of citizenship of this person.
® |f naturalised, registered or granted Australian citizenship write
“Australia".
@ Other persons (whether of British nationality or not) should write
their country of citizenship.
(i1 P77, )
12.  Is this person a resident of or visitor to Australia?
Give date of first arrival
Resident [13» in Australia as.a resident MR o Year . .
or
" Give date of arrival in
Visitor  [13» Australia on this visit Month ........ - Year
13.  What is this person’s religious denomination?
#® |f no religion write "None".
Religion ..
14. Has this person been away from home ON A HOLIDAY for a week or
more since 30 June 19757
Yes O
or
No O
15. ls this person handicapped by a SERIOUS long-term iliness or
physical or mental condition?
® |f yes, tick appropriate boxes to show types of handicap.
® |f not handicapped tick box 8.
® [fnoillnesses or conditions tick box 8.
In his or her education.................. ... EL 3
In getting or holding a job ... s L] 2
In getting about alone .. ... ..o e o2
In doing housework ................. .. .
In sporting or recreational activities..._.._........... [] &
In acts of daily living, e.g. dressing, bathing ............ N
In other ways ... Oor
Not handicapped .......... R
168,  [s this person’s life Insured with a life assurance company?

Yes

O
or

No |
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is this person licensed to ‘I;Idﬁ a moig bike or motor scooter?
es
or

No O

If this person is under 6 years old, answer question 17. 24.  Is this person licensed to drive a motor vehicle (other than
17.  Is this child minded by someone other than his/her parent(s) for motor bike or motor scooter)?
some part of each working day? Yes O
® Tick boxes which apply. or
Yes— at child-care centre (including child-minding No
centres, pre-schools, day care centres, creches, O
day nurseries, play @roUps)...........o e it meraenie ot
Yes—at home (not by child’s parents).. A o e
Yes— at another’s home. I 25.  Which of these payments are received?
:33—*3'39“’“5'3 ----------- - [ 4 & For this person, tick all boxes which apply.
OOy i i S R e 3
O ® |f no payments received, tick box 10.
18. What is this person’s racial origin? ® Do not count refunds from private or
® |f of mixed origin, indicate the one to which this person government medical funds.
considers himself/herself to belong. Superannuation or annuity........... g
@ Tick one box only. Torres Strait War widow's pension........... [] 2
European origin....... 0o Islander origin...... [] 3 Other war pension............c.c.. [J 3
Aboriginal origin ... [J 2 Other origin Repatriation service
v PENBION..c.onvsiesinnmsipissmmsssssrang: [
S1a16 0N ONIY....oovovirvionnr o Age Pension............oceeeeeeeeeeeen. O 5
——{IF THIS PERSON IS UNDER 5 YEARS OF AGE NO MORE OUESTIONSI— Invalid pension ..................... [] 6
ANSWER QUESTIONS 19 AND 20 IF THIS Widow's pension or
PERSON IS 5 YEARS OF AGE OR MORE Supporting mother's benefit......... [J 7
19, For this person tick boxes to show ALL languages regularly used. Unemployment benefit ... [] 8
® Include all languages regularly used whether at home, at work,
at school, when shopping, etc. Sickness or Special benefit ............ O @
® Remember: This person may use more than one language — Noneofthese....................... [J 10
tick each language used regularly.
® [f an aborlginal tribal language is used, tick box 5 and write
name of language. 26. Does this person pay Into a retirement benefit scheme such as
English ..................... [J 1 German.............. [] 4 superannuation, provident fund or annuity?
italian O 2 5 Yes
Gresk ... O3 I? =
\ ] or
R e v WO No O
20. Attendance at any educational institution: © Tick “yes™ also if payments are made by employer.
@ Tick appropriate box.
@ Include if a school pupil, full-time, part-time or
external student. 27. Does this person usually work for wages, salary, payment or
® An educational institution may be an infants, primary or profit in a job, business, profession, cr on a farm?
secondary school, correspondence school, university,
college of advanced education, technical college, etc. Yes [
® Tick box 3 if person not attending. &F
Is this person—
Still attending SEh0OI?........ oot 0o No O
Attending any other educational institution?.. ... ... O
N: SHonRing s S o e (R 28.  If this person is a woman who has EVER been married, write the
Name of educational institution number of babies she has had from ALL her marriages.
W A @ Include children she has adopted.
ACAIESE. ovms i i ® Do not count still-births.
B 8 030 AWKy meme e e i e b S0t et @ |f none, write “None™.
—IF THIS PERSON IS UNDER 15 YEARS OF AGE NO MORE QUESTIONS }— ® If never married write “N/A" and go to question 31.
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS IF THIS O TG e o e S s S T T M A
PERSON IS 15 YEARS OF AGE OR MORE. Not now livi
21, Write the age at which this p o Lt school OE MOW IVING ...
e |f this person did not go to school, tick box 1. TOUBN . corromore s onpren s e A A S S
® |f this person Is still at school, tick box 2.
Age left school............ 29.  H this person is a woman who is NOW married, write the lengih
Did not go to school.......| 0 of her present marriage.
Still at school................_| e
@ |[f less than one year write "0"".
22.  Has this person obiained a trade or other qualification since leaving ® |f not now married write “N/A" and go to question 31.
school?
@ 11 still at school, tick box 3. NUMbBEr Of YBArS. .........ooooc e
1 [ Yes
2 [ No
3 [ still at school 30.  If this person is a woman who Is NOW married, write the number
State details of highest qualification: of babies she has had from her PRESENT marriage.
ORI A O TIEING o rimsve s s od o eE dn S A EER  E ® Include children she has adopted.
Awarding InstitUON................ooii ® Do not count still-births,
0§ T e e e L i @ | none write “Noie™.
YaOr ODTAING o s G danimiii e i S8
NOW TIVIND .ottt ee e nn
23.

NOEROW IVIRG. ...t ss e s saeaee . eesesssss st raesssbesn

Ttk s R s S TR REEE e
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DWELLINGS

1. Tick the box which best describes this dwelling.

® Tick one box only.

@ “Self-contained" means able to be completely closed off and with own cooking and
bathing facilities.

1 [] A self-conlained dwslling (e.0. separale house, semi-detached house, ferrace
house, self-contained flat, homs unit, villa unit, town house)

2 [] A non self-coniained dwelling (.0. non self-contained flat, bedsitting room, non
self-contained part of a detached house)

a [] An improvised dwelling {e.0. shed, garage, humpy) occupied on a permanent or
semi-permanent basis

4[] Amobile dwelling {e.g. caravan, houseboat, tent)

5[] MNone of these, PIgass @eSCrIDE ..o oo oestiae

10. How many rooms are there in this dwelling?

@ Write the number of each typs of room.

® CGount each room once only.

® Except for kitchens and bathraoms, a room shared with another housshold should be
counted only by the principal householder.

@ Do not count tollets, pantries, laundries, storerooms, halls or corridors.

Type of Room: Number

Bedroom(s)...........c.iiiuicins A :
Permanently enclosed slespout(s)
Bedsitting room..................
Combined lounge/dining room .

Kitchen — used only by this household........ ... !

2. iginis dwolling joined to ene or more other dwellings?
s ] Yes
l or

[] No —>= Go to question 3
How many dwebing units are thera in the whole building?

Kitchen—shared with another household..
Bathroom — used only by this household............

Bathroom — shared with another househald.
Family room ...
Study. ...

Business office..
Other rooms...........

SRS G-Bunits . ...
L1 Qs 11. o you or any usual member of this household pay rent for this dwelling?
BUMMS i i Oe FABURMS e Os @ If instalment payments are made under purchase contracts, martgage agreaments, eic..
AUMHE. v e O 17-32units . mE; do nol regard as rented; such payments should be shown in question 12.
SUNMS... oo [ 14 33 or more units..._.._.... e Yes
or
[INo —= Go to question 12
3. Was this dwelling built after 30 June 19717 To whom s the rent paid?
South Australlan Houslng Trust Ol
Yes [ or No Employer M2
ther WE

4. whatis the material of the outer walls of this bulfding?
@ Tick one box only. If more than one, indicate main material.

What is the weekly rent?
® [nciude the weekly equivalent of any rates payable separately by this household,

Brick, brick venesr Metaf .. sanitation, garbage, waler rates {other than excess water).
Stone Fibro, asbestos ... ... & [
_?:“ngr:le concrete block .. e, o O 15 this dwelling rented furnished or unfurnished?
................................... Furnished .. | ) p
Please describe. ... Unfurnished 8:' > No more questions
5. What Is the main source of watar supply within this dwelling?
@ Tick one box only. 12. 15 mis dwelling owned (or being purchased) by you or any usval member of this
household?
Piped from mains ... .. -
Piped from rain water tank .. ... . - Yes
Piped from other spwree.... ... ... . O | or
No piped water within this dwelling ) i [CINa Mo more questi
Is there a mortgage (or contract of sale) on this dwelling?
6. What Is the method of sewage disposal for this dwelling? v :
Flush tollet connected o public sewer . . G , DDY:::;Tr:gn -
Flush teilet connected to individual system, e.o. septic tank Oz =) No:moite i
% i — —_— quest
Sanitary pan GOUECHON. ...t i ] i
Other ..o, e i |:| 4 W
Who holds the morigages (or contracis of sale) on this dwelling?
7. What fusl or power 6o you mostly wse for the following household purposes? | : FUSE moniany i
@ Tick one box In each of the four columns. only) which apply)
Living Bathroom Tradi
Cooking Lighting room water i g iz 2B [
| Savings bank . . - 1]
Coal, coke or briguettes ... (] il e [ . " y
Wood ... .. ] s Building society.. m BE
Electricity. . | M Life assurance COMPANY..... . .o 0 o
Gas — i) mains [ -0 o
ii) bottled or LP. ... ] s Solicitor's trust fund 0 wef] &
00l (including keroseng) ... O -0 Employer 0 M s
Solar energy (| [ i L
Other fuel . 0 - RIS e O o’
Nofuelused.. ... . [ =i e South Australian Housing Trust. . | e
Local government body ... .. ... I SR ®
8. How many registered motor vehicles owned or used by members of this househol! were
garaged or parked at or near this dwelling for the night of 30 June 19767 State or Australian govermnment................. (5] s - ] 1
® Exclude motor bikes, motor scooters, tractors. Defence or war service homes = =B
® Include company vehicles kept at home. i
i 1 2 3 S Private lander or other source O R
[ ] 0 O O

9. 15w dwelling situated on a holding of a hectars (22 acres) or more which is used
mainly for agricultural or pastoral purposes?

® That is for any type of crop growing, animal or poultry farming.

Yes (1 eor No[]

Whet monthly payment (or average monthly payment) is made on —

(i) The first martgage (or contract of sale)?
(ii) The second and other mortgages (or contracts of sale)?...
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¥ 139 - 1977 2pp ALP VOTE
Vv 141 -'1977-80 2PP SWING

Discussion: Any comparison of results between the current
project four and the two earlier national projects involves the
prior acknowledgement of a number of major differences in

the data. The differences include the new electoral boundaries
introduced in 1977, the new 1976 census data and some major

differences in the nature of the demographic variables.

This would lead us to expect perhaps a few surprises when we
compare pearson correlation table 4.1 with earlier equivalent
tables for 1975 or the 1966-75 mean from project two (tables 2.52
and 2.3).

The surprises however don't occur. We can see in table 4.1 the
same collection of pro-Labor groups led by male and female crafts-
men, transport workers, European migrants, one-car families and
Catholics, and the same collection of anti-Labor groups led by

the employers and self-employed, diplomates, farmers administrative

workers and the Australian-=born.

The class-based nature of the pre-1977 national Labor vote
therefore remained intact. Differences in table 4.1 from similar
tables in project two result from the summarisation of a number
of variables dealing with occupational status, age of the work-
force (eliminated altogether), religion and ethnicity, and also
from the inclusion for the first time of income data. We can
see in the top portion of table 4.1 males earning $7000 to
59000 and females earning $5000 to $7000. We would expect from
our knowledge of the female workforce canvassed in project two
that these males and females would be employed in similar jobs
(female wages in 1976 were about 75 percent of male wages,
making the $7000 to $9000 male income groups roughly comparable
with the $5000 to $7000 female income groups).

In the lower portion of table 4.1 we see high-income females

earning $9000 to $12000 per annum.
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PEARSON R TABLE

Political Variable - yv139 - 1977
BaTiaP 2 PP

PEARSON R

DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES

_ +.77 V 34 MALES - CRAFTSMEN
. ¥.70 V. 61 MALES - INCOME - $7,000 TO $8,000
+.69 V 62 MALES - INCOME - $8,000 TO $9,000
+.66 V 45 FEMALES - CRAFTSMEN
+.62 V 70 FEMALES - INCOME - $5,000 TO $6,000
+.54 V132 EASTERN-EUROPEAN BORN
+.53 V104 WIDOWS' PENSIONS |
+.51 V133 SOUTHERN-EUROPEAN BORN |
+.50 V 33 MALES - TRANSPORT
+.49 V 71 FEMALES - INCOME - $6,000 TO $7,000
+.48 V120 ONE CAR
+.48 V135 CATHOLIC

+.47 V127 O'SEAS BORN

-.47 V128 AUSTRALIAN BORN

-.49 V_42 FEMALES - FARMERS

-.50 V121 TWO CARS

-.51 v 39 FEMALES - ADMINISTRATIVE

-.52 V 74 FEMALES - INCOME - $9,000 TO $12,000
-.54 V 28 MALES - ADMINISTRATIVE

~p B8 V122 THREE CARS

-.61 V_79 DIPLOMAS

=65 V 49 EMPLOYER/SELF-EMPLOYED

TABLE 4.1
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This income evidence indicates that lower to medium income
earners in 1977 voted Labor and upper-income females voted
anti-Labor, not an altogether surprising result.
* * %

Table 4.2 lists the groups which swung towards and against the
Labor Party in 1977-80. The first major point of interest
about Table 4.2 is the low absolute values of the correlations
compared to previous elections. The largest correlation on
table 4.2 is +.21; in previous swing tables the largest correl-

ations were in the .50 to .60 range.

The 1977-80 campaign therefore elicited general attitudinal

responses, rather than specific demographic responses from the
electorate. The national swing to Labor was large, but lacked
a firm basis in any of the major long-run volatile groups, or

indeed any major demographic group.

A continuation of this trend in 1980-83 could produce a large
majority of the national preferred vote - but a minority of the
Lower House seats. This problem will be dealt with in some

detail later in the report.

At this stage I will discuss th2 groups on Table 4.2 "fleshing
out" each demographic variable where necessary with information

from the raw data sheet and the correlation matrix.

In this manner we can perhaps come to some conclusions about
the electorate's responses to Labor and non-Labor policy

initiatives leading up to the 1980 result.

Heading the pro-Labor swing were home buvers paying 1976
mortgage instalments of $100-$149 (about $150 to $220 a month
on today's prices). Lower down the table was the larger group
of all home-buyers. Home buyers are persons keenly attuned

to fluctuations in the housing interest rate. Home buyers
servicing a $26000 mortgage (in the first year of repayment)
have their effective weekly disposable income reduced by $5 for

every one percent increase in housing interest rates. Tight
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PEARSON R TABLE

Politigil Variable - V141 - 1977-80
A.L.P., 2PP SWING

—— e

| pEARSON R DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES  —— T
“h—ﬂifé{#”" V 88 $100 - $149 MONTHLY MORTGAGE - S e =N

+.16 V 45 FEMALES - CRAFTSMEN A

+.1E V133 SOUTHERN-EUROPEAN BORN

+.15 V135 CATHOLIC |

+.15 V137 NO RELIGION e

+.14 V121 TWO CARS

+.13 V 84 HOME BUYERS

+.13 V 1 MALES - 18 TO 19 YEARS

+.12 V 47 FEMALES - ARMED SERVICES o
T V 99 FAMILY INCOME - $9,000 TO $12,000

-.12 V109 FAMILY - HEAD ONLY

-.12 V119 NO CARS

-.13 V138 UNITING AND LUTHERAN

-.13 V 32 MALES - MINERS

-.13 V 38 FEMALES - PROFESSIONALS

-.13 V 92 FAMILY INCOME - $3,000 OR LESS

-.13 V 52 FEHALES_- EX-MARRIED - WORKFORCE

-, 14 V136 CHURCH OF ENGLAND

-.15 V_86 HOUSE - TENANTS - PRIVATE

-.16 V.55 35 HOURS OR LESS WORK PER WEEK

-.17 V115 THREE CHILDREN

-.17 V_90 $200 OR_MORE MONTHLY MORTGAGE

-.18 V124 NOT IN HOME '76

-, 19 V 80 TECHNICIANS CERTIFICATE

TABLE 4.2
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PEARSON R TABLE

Politigil Variable - V141 - 1977-80
A.L.P., 2PP SWING

—— e

| pEARSON R DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES  —— T
“h—ﬂifé{#”" V 88 $100 - $149 MONTHLY MORTGAGE - S e =N

+.16 V 45 FEMALES - CRAFTSMEN A

+.1E V133 SOUTHERN-EUROPEAN BORN

+.15 V135 CATHOLIC |

+.15 V137 NO RELIGION e

+.14 V121 TWO CARS

+.13 V 84 HOME BUYERS

+.13 V 1 MALES - 18 TO 19 YEARS

+.12 V 47 FEMALES - ARMED SERVICES o
T V 99 FAMILY INCOME - $9,000 TO $12,000

-.12 V109 FAMILY - HEAD ONLY

-.12 V119 NO CARS

-.13 V138 UNITING AND LUTHERAN

-.13 V 32 MALES - MINERS

-.13 V 38 FEMALES - PROFESSIONALS

-.13 V 92 FAMILY INCOME - $3,000 OR LESS

-.13 V 52 FEHALES_- EX-MARRIED - WORKFORCE

-, 14 V136 CHURCH OF ENGLAND

-.15 V_86 HOUSE - TENANTS - PRIVATE

-.16 V.55 35 HOURS OR LESS WORK PER WEEK

-.17 V115 THREE CHILDREN

-.17 V_90 $200 OR_MORE MONTHLY MORTGAGE

-.18 V124 NOT IN HOME '76

-, 19 V 80 TECHNICIANS CERTIFICATE

TABLE 4.2
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monetary policies would be strongly opposed by this group

especially by the sub-group of young married one-income

home-buyers who generally operate on very finely-balanced

weekly budgets (speaking in part from current personal experience).
* % *

Let us take a closer look now at those persons who in 1976

were paying $100 to $149 a month mortgage payments. We can

do this in the current project by the simple mechanism of the

correlation matrix which provides the correlations between this

group (V88) and all demographic groups.

Listed below in table 4.5 are all of these correlations larger

in absolute terms than .25.

Positive Negative
Correlations > +.25 Correlations < -.25

+.31 Males 25-29 =.32 Males 45-49

+.31 Males 30-34 -.52 Males 50-54

+.25 Males 35-39 -.40 Males 55-59

+.27 Females 20-24 =.31 Females 45-49

+.34 Females 25-29 =.49 Females 50-54

+.29 Females 30-34 ~.29 Females 55-59

-.30 Females 75+

+.41 Males - Miners

+.31 Females - Miners
+.32 Females Transport
+.41 Females - Service

.31 Males - Clerical
.25 Males - Sales

+.34 Females ~ Other
+.29 Females $18000 + -.25 Part-Time Workers

-.34 Females - $7000-$8000
+.40 $150-$199 monthly mortgage -.40 Less than $99 monthly mortgage
+.31 Head & Spouse & Kids -.34 Use of Public Transport
+.42 children aged 0-4 -.27 Australian Democrat Voters
+.30 - mobility - 76 1980.

+.47 - mobility - 75
+.59 = mobility - 71

TABLE 4.5

(correlations With $100-$149 Monthly Mortgage Payments (1976))
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Table 4.5 tells us that persons paying $100-$149 monthly
mortgages in 1976 lived in areas which were dominated by young
married couples with pre-school children living in a home which
had been occupied in the five years prior to 1976. In terms of
occupation and income, there was a strong bias towards the blue-
collar occupation groups (for females especially) and a strong
bias against upper-white collar and middle-white collar groups,
while income ranges were clustered at the lower and upper
ranges for women and the low-to-medium income ranges for men.
These couples also lived in areas where mortgage payments
frequently rose into the $150-$199 range, but they were
segregated from the older, lower-income groups paying less than
$100 monthly mortgages. The correlation matrix also reveals
quite a strong class-mortgage alignment, with upper-white
collar workers in 1976 paving $200 plus, middle-white collar
workers paying $150-$199 (and to a less extent $200 plus), and

blue collar workers paying less than $149.

In some respects variable 88 ($100-$149 monthly mortgage) is
similar to the 1973-75 South Australian swinging voter group
discussed in project one, especially in relation V88's age,
position on the family child-rearing cycle and mobility (called

"short-term residents" in project one).

In the South Australian project one however there appeared
to be little class-swing interraction and the first four lines
in table 4.2 in the current project clearly show a pro-blue-

collar and anti=-white-collar bias.

I will now move down the upper portion of table 4.2 from line

one and briefly deal with each correlation.

Line 2 - females craftsmen. This adds to the information above
about v88. The female craftsmen group is negatively correlated
with v88. The reasons therefore for the pro-Labor swing from

female craftsmen are not linked with the positive correlation
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between V88 and the 1977-80 pro-Labor swing.

Rather the swing towards Labor from female craftsmen in 1977-80
can more usefully be considered a continuation of the movement
to Labor from working women which began in 1969 (see Table 3.4
in project three). This movement began as a drift and
accelerated to a swing in 1975-77. This swing evidently

continued on to 1977-80, but at a slower rate.

Lines 3 and 4 - Southern Europeans and Catholics. These two
groups are strongly correlated with the groups in the top
two lines and add little or no extra explaining power to Table

4.2.

Lines 5 and 6 - Homes with two cars and persons with no
religion. These are reasonably affluent urban groups - considered

by ad-men to be "up-market".

Line 7 - males 18-19. This group appeared at long last to be
starting to catch up with the much higher levels of pro-Labor

support given by females aged 18-19.

Line 8 - females armed services. This is a very small group
including only 0.2 percent of national female workforce.

Even in seats containing army bases the figure for female
members of the services is quite small: Brisbane 0.5 percent,
Herbert 0.6 percent, Oxley 0.6 percent. The variable is
therefore of little national significance, however it is
interesting from the statistical point of view to see this
variable reappear on list of pro-Labor 1977-80 swings, as it
was one of the five long-run national volatile groups between

1966-75 listed in Table 4.2.

Line 9 - family income $9000 - $12000. 1In one-income families
this was a high figure for 1976; in two-income families the figqure
was about average. It now represents an annual income of

about 514000 - 3519000 (after tax).
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Now we can check the groups which swung against Labor between
1977-80, by reading upwards from the bottom line in lower
table 4.2. These groups and their major characteristics are

as follows:

Line 1 - technicians' certificate. This variable is strongly
correlated with upper and middle white collar workers and
includes such persons as nurses, geologists, surveyors,
draftsmen, stenographers, book-keepers and typists = and other
. occupation groups which involve education to certificate

standard.

Line 2 - Persons not at home in 1976. These were persons

who on census night were not at their usual residence. This
drew in three broad groups - older holiday-makers; young
transient "other" workers such as fruit pickers and young
unemployed people away from home loocking for jobs; and young
employed males and females in their early twenties liwving in
flats probably in most cases in their "home" city. Because

of the demand for tourist facilities associated with the first
group of holiday-makers this variable was strongly correlated
with service workers (cleaners, waiters and so on). Other
evidence including that presented above in Table 4.5, indicates
that the last of these three groups swung towards Labor in
1977-80 and the first two swung away from Labor; the net

effect was for total group to record a swing away from Labor.

Line 3 - $200 or more monthly mortgage. These are rich

professional and administrative upper-white-collar workers.

Line 4 - Ever-married women with three children. In 1976

this variable measured (overwhelmingly) women who were then
married and living with their husbands and three children.

The correlation matrix shows these women were strongly
represented among the group of married women workers, they
tended to be employed either in the city as sales workers
(shop assistants, shop owners, sales clerks) or in the country

as partners in the family farm. Incomes earnt for this group
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were low - genuinely low in the case of shop assistants and
sales clerks — and probably artificially low in the case of

farmers and shop-owners.

Family incomes however for the group were quite high, monthly
mortgage commitments were low (less than $99 a month) and the
family home on census night tended to hawve either two or three
cars parked in and around the family garage. The women tended
to be aged between 35 and 50. 1In terms of disposable

family income, liabilities and assets, this group would be
financially quite comfortable in 1976. They obviously
considered themselves to be quite comfortable with a non-Labor

Government.

Line 5 = 35 hours or less work per week. I calculated this
variable in an attempt to isolate genuine part-time workers.
The exercise was reasonably successful and three clear groups
emerged. The largest of these were separated or divorced women
with one or two children, who obviously worked part-time to
supplement but not replace supporting mothers' benefits. The
second group was smaller and consisted of superannuants working
part-time in white collar jobs. The third group consisted of
upper-white collar workers with extremely high incomes who it
seems, in 1976 worked less than 35 hours a week in 1976 as a

matter of routine.

The remaining lines in the lower portion of table 4.2 are
reasonably self-explanatory: Private housing tenants are the
young 20-24 year olds and the older retired persons; the

Church of England group has been called by British psephologists
"The Tory Party at Prayer", a not-altogether inaccurate label
for Australia; ex-married female workers ties in with separated/
divorced component of the part-time workers; persons with family
incomes of $3000 or less in 1976 were farmers and single
pensioners; female professionals are an upper-white collar
group; male miners continued to be a declining group for Labor

- in the late seventies; the Uniting and Lutheran Church followers
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are primarily an anti-Labor white collar and farming rural
group; persons with no cars comprise a poor,old inner-city
group; family - head only consists of single persons living

alone.

The only extra point I would add before summarising table 4.2

would relate to the anti-Labor swing from male miners. The

results from projects two and three when combined with the
present project four show that Labor has lost support from
this significant rural group at every election since 1966,
except 1975 (see Table 3.5 in pfoject three). Between 1966
and 1975 this group in national aggregate terms has been
transformed by this anti-Labor drift from a strong pro-Labor
group in 1966 to a neutral group in 1980 which nationally
supports neither Labor nor non-Labor. This is the trend that
has knocked the stuffing out of Labor's vote in such country
seats as MacArthur, Paterson, Darling (now Riverina), Dawson,
Kennedy, Leichhardt, Kalgoorlie, Braddon and the Northern
Territory during the sixties and seventies. Mining seats in
urban areas have generally compensated for this loss of support
from miners by other long-run favorable drifts from clerical

workers and blue-collar working women. Any serious long=run

strategy for 1983 which involves a restoration of Labor's

fortunes in marginal rural seats such as those above therefore

must include an effort to win back support from Labor from

male miners.

In summary, Table 4.2 shows Labor in 1977-80 won increased
support from two major demographic groupings: Firstly, from
young blue-collar married couples with pre-school children
earning medium family incomes and living in newly-settled
medium-cost housing areas. Second, Labor continued to gain
from the Leftwards drift of blue~-collar working women.

Labor lost support in 1977-80 from white collar workers, the
rich, the elderly, Protestants, male miners, farmers and low=-

income single persons living alone.
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Figure 4.4 shows the age-vote alignments in 1977 (upper portion)
and the age-swing links in 1977-80 (lower portion). (The scale
used for this age figure in the current project measures correl-
ations from -1.00 to 41.00 rather than the -0.50 to + 0.50

scale for age figures used in project two. In a visual
comparison of figure 4.4 and the age figures in project two

the more recent correlations appear to be smaller because of

this alteration).

Figure 4.2 is significantly different in some respects from
earlier comparable figures. First, let us consider what it has

in common with earlier age figures.

For persons 55 and over, Labor's 1977 vote appeared to be
similar to that recorded for all elections 1966-75 in project
two figures 2.1, 2.12, 2.21, 2.30, 2.39 and 2.48). The
pattern here was for Labor's support to decline progressively
through the 55-59 year olds and the 60-64 year olds, and reach
a stable negative correlation of about -.30 for all persons
aged 65 and over, with older females being less hostile to

Labor than males in comparable groups.

Now we will consider the differences in figure 4.4, starting
with the 18-19 year olds and working through to the 50-54 year
olds. Here we can see Labor in 1977 enjoyed almost double the
support from 18-19 vear old males and females than it had
obtained in Government in 1972 and 1974 (figures 2.30 and 2.39).
The higher margin of support for Labor among young female

voters was also maintained in 1977.

For the 20-24 year olds, Labor's 1977 vote was again consider-
ably higher than recorded during the previous "peak" elections
of 1972 and 1974. The advantage was not quite as marked

as that recorded for 18-~19 year olds, but it was still about
50 percent above 1972 and 1974 levels.

For the 25-29 year olds, the pro-Labor alignment of 1977 was
virtually identical to that shown in the elections of 1972

and 1974 (and 1975).
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The trouble for Labor in 1977 started with the 30-39 year olds
the key long=-run volatile age groups Labor lost heavily

in the 1974-75 and 1975-77 swings. Here we can see from
upper figure 4.4 that Labor's support in 1977 had been reduced

to neutral levels by these two swings.

The older groups aged 40-49 years also supported Labor in 1977
to a markedly-lower degree than they had in 1972 and 1974.

The more stable 50-54 year olds had in fact moved marginally
towards Labor in the 1974-75 and 1975-77 swings and this
improvement is seen in figure 4.4 as a small positive (rather
than the previous small negative) correlation between the 1977

Labor vote and this age group.

When we examine lower figure 4.4 we can clearly see why Labor
in 1980 failed to regain the electorates now comparable with
the outer-urban marginal seats of the late sixties and early
seventies. These seats are dominated by the 25-40 year old
volatile voters and Labor's 1977-80 swing failed to regain the
support among these groups that it had enjoyed in the early
seventies. In fact the extremely uniform swing to Labor across
age groups in 1977-80 meant that Labor in 1980 tended to gain
the middle-ranging suburban seats containing very young voters
and middle-aged voters. As discussed above, Labor's relative
position among these voters had been improved by the 1974-75
and 1975-77 swings and the uniform swing across age groups in
1977-80 pushed many of these mid-suburban seats into the
marginal Labor category. Thus, Labor in 1980 won seats such
as St. George, Henty and Lilley, rather than Diamond Valley,
Casey, or Kingston, despite the fact that all of these were
Labor seats in 1974. If Labor wants to win back the outer-
urban marginals held in 1972 and 1974 then the party first has
to regain its 1972 and 1974 levels of support from 30-44 year

old voters.
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Upper figure 4.5 confirms the continued dominance of occupational
class in 1977 as the major determinant of the Labor vote, the

Liberal vote and the Country Party vote.

In broad terms this class-vote figure for 1977 is similar

to all comparable figures from 1966 onwards. Moving from
left to right we see the anti-Labor (pro-Liberal) Professional
and Administrative workers, joined by their class allies the
male sales workers; then we have the bastion of support for
the Country Party in the male and female farming group; and
finally the class base of the Labor party in the blue collar

transport, craftsmen and service sectors.

This is a simple - almost simplistic - picture which yields a

good deal more information on closer examination.

Again, moving from left to right, we can see (if we compare
the 1977 class-vote figure with all the other class-vote
figures in project two) that both male and female professional
and administrative workers were a good deal more anti-Labor

in 1977 than they had been in 1966. Also, in 1966, the female
upper-white collar workers had been much less anti-Labor than
their male peers. WNot so in 1977, when the female (clear) bar
had fallen down to lie almost level with the male (shaded)
bar. Part of this trend could be explained by the fact that
the workforce, rather than the total population (by sex) was
used as the denominator in project four, providing a more
sharply-defined upper=-white collar group than that used in
project two. This increased clarity of definition would have
been more pronounced for women than for men because of the
lower workforce participation rates of women. However part of
this decline in support for the Labor Party would have to be
attributed to a greater class-polarisation of two long-run

stable anti-Labor groups.

We can also see a distinct difference in the class-alignment
in 1977 of clerical workers, both male and female. This group

is quite large, containing about 16.5 percent of the national
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workforce in both sexes. The female clerical workers in
particular are a very significant group, containing about one
in three of all female workers and contributing more than

11 percent of the total male and female workforce.

A check of the preceding cccupation-vote figures shows that

this group was committed to none of the major parties in 1966.

Then at three successive elections - 1969, 1972 and 1974 -

male and female clerks swung to the Left. This swing was partly

reversed in 1975, but brought back up to 1974 levels by a large

disproportionate swing in 1977.

Because of the large size of this major middle-white collar

group, its moderate level of pro-Labor alignment in 1977

probably put it into second place behind craftsmen as a total

source of votes for Labor candidates. The higher level of

pro-Labor alignment among female clerks would be especially

important here.

Between 1966 and 1977 male and female sales workers appear to
have swung markedly from election to election - albeit to a
lesser degree than clerical workers. However in 1977, Labor's
lack of support from sales workers of both sexes was almost
identical to that of 1966. The drift to Labor between 1966

and 1977 from clerical middle-white-collar workers was therefore

obviously not joined by sales middle-white-collar workers.

The sales workers comprise a moderately-sized group, about
eight percent of the workforce. Members include insurance and
real estate salesmen, auctioneers, valuers, commercial
travellers, manufacturers' agents, proprietors and shopkeepers,
salesmen, shop assistants and related workers. Many persons
in these categories would be employers/self-employed in their
own right. It appears that the remainder also felt a remark-

ably durable class-allegiance to capital during 1966-77.
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Why should female sales workers be less hostile to Labor

than their male counterparts? Many male sales workers would

be employed on commission, providing an umbilical link to

their employers' vested interest in the exploitation of Labor.
Many female sales workers however would be employed as salaried
employees. Ewvidence will be presented later that female

sales workers certainly were on qualitatively-different

lower income scales than their male counterparts in 1976.

This lower income for female sales workers and the different
employment status would appear to explain the bulk of the
lower anti-Labor vote from female, rather than male, sales

workers.

I continue this more detailed discussion of individual
occupation groups by examining the major rural groups: farmers,

and miners.

First, what sort of persons are we talking about? I list
here the individual occupations for these two groups provided

in the methodology of project two:

Farmers: Farmers and farm managers, farm workers including
farm foremen, wool classers, hunters and trappers, fishermen

and related workers, timber-getters and other forestry workers.

Miners: Miners, mineral prospectors and Quarrymen, well

drillers, oil, water and related workers, mineral treaters.

Across Australia, miners and farmers make up about eight percent
of the male and female workforce. In the more marginal rural
seats lost by Labor in the sixties and seventies, these two
groups normally account for one in five or one in four workers.
In the safe country party seats, the ratio rises to about one

in three.
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If we take a few minutes to go back over the previous occupation-
vote figures for all elections between 1966 and 1977 (checking
the lower portion of the figures for swings) we can clearly

see that Labor lost support from these two rural groups at

every election except 1975. (Labor had lost so much support

from these two groups before then that some swing back was
arguably unavoidable). A simple comparison of the 1966 and
1977 figures to summarise these long-term trends, shows that
Labor's support from farmers had slumped about ten points on

the correlational scale. However, among miners, the trend was

even more significant, representing a fall of about 30 points

for male miners (female miners are a tiny and insignificant

group) .

The male miners during sixties and seventies were effectively
transformed from a blue-collar pro-Labor group to a rural,
non-aligned group. It seems that Labor paid dearly for its
"Cities Strategy" between 1966 and 1974, with the decline in

non-urban support starting even before Labor won office.

To come to some reasonable conclusions about this long=term
drift in Labor's support from rural groups, we first have to
concede that part of the decline would be due to a statistical
mirage. Capital has been replacing blue-collar rural Labor for
many vears with farmers' sons now driving harvesters and
machinery that has effectively displaced thousands of unskilled
blue-collar rural workers. To the extent that the farmer
variable measures this decline in absolute numbers of pro-
Labor unskilled workers, the computer would interpret this trend
as a decline in support from those blue-collar workers actually
present at the 1971 census in project two. However this
certainly cannot be said of figure 4.5 in the current project
where we are examining the relationship between the 1976

census and the 1977 elections.

It appears that for the farmer variable then, Labor has been

losing support from land-owning farmers or boat-owning fishermen
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or losing support from these persons' employees (or both).

The first would involve rural class polarisation; the second
would involve class depolarisation. I suspect a little of both
actually occurred, with the second trend facilitated by a

decline in the ratioc of rural employees to employers.

For the miners, the picture is a little less clear. A
plausible explanation could be summarised as follows for the
period between 1966 and 1977: a greater percentage of the
mining workforce was progressively drawn from the families

of farmers; real incomes for miners (especially strip miners)
increased out of all proportion to other blue-collar workers

in the cities; the Labor party was seen more as a pro-environ-
mentalist anti-development party; the Labor party when in
Government was painted as anti-rural party, diverting Government
spending from the country to the outer-urban areas; miners
became more aware (partly through the internal media machines
of the big mining companies) of their common vested interests
with farmers in the exploitation of Australia's resources via

a depressed exchange rate, high mining company profits (for
such perks as subsidised housing) and a minimisation of tariff
protection for city-based industries. With continued high
levels of union membership and militancy (fostered by increased
capitalisation) to look after industrial interests, the above
trends would have produced a long-run decline in Labor's vote

from miners.

The above case was one outlined to me by a trade union official
whose union covers most of Queensland's miners, although the
language he used to describe Labor's actions when in Government
was a good deal blunter than my own wording. Whatever the

explanation for these trends against Labor among both farmers

and miners, the facts are simply that the trend is real; the

trend has been going on for a long time; and the trend will

be very difficult to delay or reverse.




Labor should be acutely aware of this problem when it assesses
its chances of regaining seats such as Riverina or Leichhardt

in 1983.

For the major blue-collar groups: transport workers and crafts-
men, Labor's 1977 levels of support were remarkably similar to
all previous elections dating back to 1966. The correlation
for male transport workers was marginally down on the 1966
level, while the correlation for male craftsmen was marginally

up on the 1966 figure. Labor's support from females in both

of these groups in 1977 however was a considerable improvement

on_the 1966 levels, representing a compensation for the loss of

support for Labor among upper-white collar females.

These two blue-collar groups contained more than one out of
every three Australian workersin 1977, and Labor can be seen
therefore to have gained considerable electoral support in the
longer term from the above blue-collar trend (mainly among

female craftsmen) .

The service workers are a curious group. Lumped in with
policemen, firemen and nightwatchmen, the statistician has
included cooks, cleaners, barmaids, beauticians, athletes,
photographers and undertakers. Many of these workers (comprising
about eight percent of the national workforce) would be members

of the Miscellaneous Workers Union.

Labor's support in 1977 from male service workers (4.6 percent
of the male workforce) was up marginally on the 1966 level.
However, among the larger female group of service workers (13.6
percent of the female workforce) Labor's 1977 support was down
quite markedly in 1977, compared to 1966. It seems that Labor
in 1977 still had not recovered from the large anti-Labor swing
by female service workers in 1972 (see lower figure 2.23),

when male service workers swung in the reverse direction.

Along with female sales workers, female service workers comprise

the bulk of the female low-income occupational groups (see
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table 4.3 presented later in this section) and Labor lost
heavily among both groups in the 1972 swing that put Labor

into Government.

Why a female cook, cleaner or beautician (or mortician)
would be any less likely to vote Labor in 1977 than she had
been in 1966 is quite frankly beyond my comprehension.
Perhaps the explanation lies elsewhere - in the nature of
the growth among this rapidly-expanding sector of the

workforce.

The alignment of members of the armed forces in 1977 remained

at its neutral 1966 levels.

Labor's support dropped markedly among "other" workers between
1966 and 1977. This could be due to the anti-census
propaganda campaign which would have swelled the 1976

numbers of "inadequately-described or not stated" progress-
party-type tories. The evidence doesn't allow any other
possible interpretations as, by definition, we don't know who

those "others" actually were in 1976.

In lower figure 4.5 we can see the occupation-based swings

in 1977-80.

Here we see the non-specific swing in 1977-80 shown clearly

by the low absolute correlations across all occupational groups.

While the swings were minor, they did show a continuation

of the trends discussed above: greater general polarisation
along class lines, especially among females, a continued rise
in Labor's support from clerical workers and a continued
decline in Labor support from miners, farmers and service

workers.
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Now we come to the income data on figure 4.6 and figure 4.7.

I DON'T NEED || JUsTENOUGH || AND MAYBE
A LOT OF To 6ET BY... AEITTLE

MONEY TO BE - EXTRA...
H‘APPYO..

In upper 4.6 we see what seems to be an extraordinary

result. For both males and females upper figure 4.6 shows

a negative relationship between low-income earners and the Labor
vote, rising to quite a high pro-Labor peak for the middle-
income earners and finally falling back down to a negative

relationship for higher income earners.

The income-vote correlations for females also differ markedly
from those for males. For the females, the correlations
trace out a curve which is similar in shape to that for

males except that it peaks earlier at a slightly lower level
and through the upper-income ranges it actually rises

marginally.

To illustrate the nature of the male and female income-

vote relationships, and show how these two combine to affect
the family income-vote pattern, I first include here figure
4.13. This figure in its lower portion contains the income-
distribution curve of figure 4.3 seen earlier in the method-

ology.

In its upper corresponding portion it contains the 1980
correlations for the ALP vote and the different male, female

and family income groups, starting with the $3000 to $4000
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income group. I have used the 1980 correlations here as they
were more recent and as the reader can see from the lower
portions of figures 4.6 and 4.7, there were only minor income-
related swings in 1977-80. The 1977 equivalent of figure 4.13
would therefore be almost identical to the 1980 figure.

The upper portion of figure 4.13 clearly shows the pro-ALP
income groups above the zero line and the anti-ALP groups below
the zero line. These correlations are related to the income=
distribution curve through a similar horizontal income scale
and the link-up points provided by the 1976 after-tax Shop
Assistants/ Metal Workers annual wage and the after-tax 1978

annual wage earned by persons on average weekly earnings.

Henceforth in the discussion the following descriptions will
apply to the various annual income levels for both indiwviduals

and families.

INCOME DESCRIPTION
1. Below $4000 Very low
2. $4000-$5000 and $5000-$6000 Low
3. $6000-$7000, $7000-$8000 and Medium
$8000-$9000
4. $9000-$12000 High
5. Above $12000 Very High

We can now discuss the nature of the income-vote relationships
in upper figure 4.6 and upper figure 4.7 through the framework
provided by figure 4.13.

I will first try to explain why the female income-vote curve

lags behind the male-vote curve. A check of Bureau of Statistics
data for the year 1976 shows that the ratio of female to male
wages was then .66, If we multiply the various income points

on the male income-vote curve by this ratio, we can see that
male curve moves leftwards to roughly correspond with the

female curve. For example, the male income curve peaks
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between the annual incomes of $7000 to $9000. If we multiply
the mid-point $8000 by .66 we get $5280, a figure which
corresponds to the high-point of the female income-vote

curve. While this calculation makes sense of the sex-
differences in the income-vote curves, it also clearly
implies that the job, rather than the income derived from
that job, is the major determinant of income-voting behaviour.
A female professional worker would appear to behave in a
similar political fashion to her professional male colleagues,
despite the fact that her . income would perhaps be comparable
to that of a male blue-collar worker. This is consistent with
the generally low sex differences in the occupation-vote

results shown in figure 4.5 and in earlier projects.

This result is also analogous 7o scme of the age-vote patterns
where females often lag behind males five years their senior,
because many females would tend to be in the same family

groups through marriage as the slightly-older males.

Now we must set out to answer the next obvious question:
Why are the income-vote curves for all groups bell-shaped,
rather than sloping downwards towards the right; or more

simply, why do low-income earners vote against the ALP?

To begin to answer these questions, I provide below table 4.3.
Table 4.3 is a correlation matrix showing the correlations
between male (upper segment) and female (lower segment)
occupation and income groups. Correlations have been

multiplied by 100 to remove the decimal points.

In Table 4.3 we can see that the male and female upper-white
collar workers tend to earn high or very high incomes, with
females typically lagging one income range behind males.
There is also a pronounced "hiccup" in the $4000-$5000 low-
income range for males in this upper-white-collar group.

Persons earning more than $5000 in 1976 moved into the 35 cents
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in the dollar tax range for incomes less than $5000. It
seems that many male professional and administrative workers
were able to find convenient refuge from the "fiscal fiend"
in this lower tax bracket. This could explain part of the
general anti-Labor vote among this artificially-low income

group.

INCOME RANMGE {In Thousands)

OCCUPATION Very Low Low Medium High Very High

<$3 §3- $4- $5- §$6- $7- $8- §9- $12- 515- $18+
54 85 56 $7 58 59 §12 s$15 s18

=27 =47 +19 =71 =75 =61 =19 +53 +81 +82 +87

Reat. _27 =23 =53 =71 =20 426 +62 +78 +67 +51 +21
Rl -19 =31 +19 -61 =73 =63 =29 +47 +75 +71 +83
. -19 =12 -44 =59 =15 422 443 +57 +48 +39 435
i -56 =70 +07 =72 =47 =14 422 +57 462 +64 +50
SEOR -54 =72 =50 =15 +59 478 +45 +18 +19 =01 =20
ook -09 =21 +14 =46 =40 =25 -08 +40 +42 432 +42
HHeR +65 456 421 -06 -01 -44 -46 -22 =~19 -19 402
S +60 483 -03 469 +18 -30 -60 ~57 =-38 =28 -23
+56 +67 +24 -10 -59 -65 -26 +02 +03 ~-17 430
N +10 +17 =04 +15 =04 =09 -04 =04 -02 =06 -14
+11 +13 -12 -07 -04 -18 403 408 408 +16 +20
- - +10 +17 =16 +44 +72 +75 +38 -36 -69 =73 =73
anspo -06 -08 -01 +17 +40 =05 -14 -20 -15 =05 00
S ~i8 <98 16 412 463 488 473 0B 59 -62 -6B
~36 -42 443 480 429 434 -17 63 63 ~59 ~4B
. 12 -32 00 -14 +13 424 419 405 401 00 405

Service
+41 +53 433 +09 408 -66 =56 =25 -17 -04 +04
5 <30 <17 <08 <09 =18 08 499 iE 496 208 403
my ~16 =22 =35 =01 409 419 417 +16 +29 +09 -03
+01 =02 +02 +20 +17 +01 -17 =23 -08 -03 +06

Other

+02 +25 +03 -02 -20 -33 -11 +04 +07 +15 +29

CORRELATION MATRIX | 21€
Female

MALE OCCUPATION X MALE INCOME / FEMALE OCCUPATION X FEMALE INCOME (X100)

TABLE 4.3
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Moving down the occupation groups we can see that many male
clerical workers were also so impoverished that they also found
refuge in the low-tax $4000 to $5000 income range. The
artificial nature of the "hiccup" here is even more pronounced
with negative correlations of .70 for the income ranges on
‘either side of the $4000-$5000 bracket. In most respects
however, the male clerical workers' income distribution shown
in Table 4.3 is wvery similar to that for professional and
administrative workers, except that it is about one range on

the "down-market" side.

For female clerical workers, Table 4.3 shows a typical bell-
shaped distribution. This absence of female clerks (including
cashiers and typists) from the very high and the very low
income ranges would be consistent with the higher support for
the ALP among female, rather than male clerical workers shown

in figure 4.5.

The male sales workers have a similar high income distribution
to male clerks and upper-white collar workers — with the low
income "hiccup". Again this is consistent with the anti-Labor

occupation-vote relationship shown in figure 4.5.

Female sales workers provide the first evidence of a major low-

income group which could be voting against the ALP. Many females

in this group cbviously worked either part-time or for below-
award salaries (or both) as the correlation matrix shows a
strong bias towards the low-income groups below the shop/metal
award rate - after tax - for 1976 (see the shop/metal line in
figure 4.13). 1In fact the strongest correlation between female
sales workerS'and.any income range is the positive correlation

of .65 with the below $3000 income level.

If we consider the evidence in Table 4.3 together with the
occupation-vote evidence of figure 4.5, we can see that female
sales workers were in fact a mildly anti-Labor low-income group

in 1977. This behaviour was in marked contrast to the pro-
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Labor voting alignment of female clerks in 1977 and the female

clerks were earning significantly higher incomes!

Farmers - both male and female - provide the second and third

major anti-Labor low=-income groups in 1977. I have argued

elsewhere that farmers are a low-income group in name only. A
wide range of tax-minimisation options are available to
farmers - including income-averaging, investment allowances
and depreciation allowances. On any income measure male
farmers consistently return the lowest nominal incomes - and yet
they manage to own three or more cars (correlation = +.81),
support large families of four or more children (correlation =
+.80) and own their own homes (correlation = +.50). B&n
additional check of the 1973-74 income-distribution survey
(the latest for which complete break-downs are provided)
showed that male farmers comprised 9.4 percent of the then
total male full-time earned income workforce and yet made up
more than one-third of the group earning (then) annual incomes
of less than $2500 (about $4200 in 1976). This confirms the

validity of the correlations shown in Table 4.3.

Farmers then explain a large proportion of the anti-Labor vote
from low-income earners in 1977. But I should also point out
here that not all persons in the "farmers" group are farmers

in the accepted sense. The farmers group included farm workers
including farm foremen, wool classers, hunters and trappers,
fishermen and related workers, timber getters and other forestry
workers. Because of manner in which the data has been aggregated
by the Bureau of Statistics I am unable to make any definitive
comments about the behaviour of the components of this anti-
Labor, low-income group. However many of the tax rorts referred
to above are only available to the "true" farmer sub-group.

If we take a closer look at the income-occupation correlations
for the male and female farmers, we can see that the trends are
not uniform. This lack of uniformity provides some possible
insights into the behaviour of the sub-groups within the

major farming group.
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Many salaried timber-getters, forestry workers and farm labourers
would have to be in the low $5000-$6000 income range. The
corresponding correlation of +.69 in Table 4.3 supports this
argument. I therefore find it reasonable to conclude that

in 1977 the major depressing factor so far detected on Labor's

vote among low-income earners would be provided by the "true"

farmer sub-group of the total occupation group called "Farmers".

Male miners in 1976 were a group with no strong links to

any income range. There was a slight bias towards the very

low income range, and a slight bias against the pro-Labor
medium-income range. Female miners are so small a group that they
can be ignored. The strongly pro-Labor groups of male and

female transport workers and craftsmen were strongly clustered

in the pro-Labor low-to-medium income ranges. Male service
workers also tended to earn medium incomes in 1976. I conclude

from this evidence that miners, male and female craftsmen and

transport workers and male service workers did not in 1977

contribute to the anti-Labor vote by low-income earners.

Female service workers were shown in Table 4.3 to be strongly
clustered in the very low and low income ranges. These low-
income persons in this large female occupation group (13.6
percent of the female workforce in 1976) could include cooks,
cleaners, maids, cleaners and housekeepers. However female
service workers were moderately pro-Labor in 1977 as shown by
figure 4.5, so we cannot infer that low-income female service
workers contributed to Labor's poor vote among low-income earners.
If anything, the contribution of the female service workers

would tend to favour a downward-sloping income-vote curve.

I don't believe any reliable conclusions can be drawn from the
occupation-income correlations in Table 4.3 for the Army or

Other groups.

We can summarise the information presented so far in the
discussion as suggesting that Labor’'s negative vote among

very low and low income earners in the workforce appears to
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have been due in part to low-income female sales workers and to
artificially-low reported incomes from "true" farmers and male
upper-white-collar and middle-white-collar workers. I use the

cautionary "in part" because we have not as yet considered the

evidence from recipients of unearned income. Earlier age-vote

evidence presented in figure 4.4 suggests that aged pensioners
for example could have contributed a large share of the anti-
Labor vote among very low income earners in 1977. We will

discuss this later in conjunction with figure 4.9.

In lower figure 4.6 we can see only non-significant income-
related swings for or against the ALP in 1977-80. We can
therefore conclude that Labor's 1980 campaign drew no measurable

response from income earners of any level.

Upper figure 4.7 shows the political significance for the Labor
vote of the family income unit as opposed to individual income
units. To put upper figure 4.7 in perspective I suggest the

reader return to the comparable figure 4.13 referred to earlier.

I found the result here for family income to be quite extra-
ordinary. As mentioned earlier I expected the influence of
pensioners, especially aged pensioners, and housewives to have
reduced Labor's share of the vote from families earning up to
54000 per annum (pensioner couples just sneaked into this range
in 1976). But I expected this only to "flatten out" the anticip-
ated pro-Labor vote of low=-income earners and produce a somewhat
irreqular downward-sloping curve, with a high Labor vote for

low- income earners falling off to a large anti-Labor vote

for high-income earners. Persistent cross-checking of occupation
vote correlations with known income data from the Bureau's 1973/74
Income Distribution survey (the latest for which detailed
break-downs are available)also confirmed the general U-shaped

nature of the income-vote curve.
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We can see from figure 4.7 and figure 4.13 two distinct
differences between the family income-vote curve and the

individual income-vote curve.

Firstly, the correlations are weaker: low-income families are
less anti-ALP than low-income individuals, the pro-ALP peak
is much lower. High income families however are just as strongly

anti-ALP as high-income individuals.

Secondly, the whole curve has been pushed to the right of the
income range, so that very low and low income families earning
less than $6000 are anti-Labor, while Labor's vote actually
peaks among the very high $12000-$15000 income range, before
falling off finally to a negative relationship for families in
the ultra-high (1976) range of $18000 plus. In fact the reader
can see from upper figure 4.7 that the only negative correlations
for the Labor vote and families are returned by the very low

and low income families and those families in the top,open-

ended income range.

To shed some light on the relationships between individual

income groups and family income groups I provide below table 4.4
from the correlation matrix, showing the cross-correlations
between the male and female occupation groups. It is not drawing
too long a bow to infer from a strong positive correlation
between two occupation groups in this table that this correlation

would reflect the degree of occupational intermarriage.

Table 4.4 shows that high-income male professional, administrative,
clerical and sales workers tend to be married to high and

medium income female professional, administrative and clerical
workers. The low-income female sales workers however tend to be
weakly aligned with neutral-income miners and the medium income

transport workers.

Low=income male farmers tend overwhelmingly (correlation = +.99)
to be married to low-income female farmers and to a much

lesser extent low-income female service workers.
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MALE AND FEMALE OCCUPATIONS

TABLE 4.4

The medium-income blue-collar male transport workers and craftsmen

tend to be married to their low to medium income female equivalents.

How do these results from Table 4.4 explain why the family income

curve correlation generally are much weaker than those for

individual incomes; and how do they explain why the whole curve

has been shifted to the right relative to the individual incomes?

Firstly, there is a fair degree of class intermarriage between

male and female craftsmen, sales, clerical and service workers.

This random blending of individual incomes would have a diluting

effect on the sharp individual income curve.

The strong class/

marriage links between the high income male and female upper-white



collar workers on the other hand would maintain the sharpness

of the anti-Labor vote among the wvery high family income groups.

Secondly, the concentration of some low-income anti-ALP groups
would have been enhanced by marriages between low-income male and
female farmers, and to a lesser extent by the marriage of low-
income female sales and service workers with low income male
miners and farmers (read up Table 4.4 from the female sales and
service groups). These trends would have tended to extend the

anti-ALP family income coalition up to the $6000 mark.

The strong inter-occupational marriage links between the male
and female medium-income blue-collar groups (craftsmen and
transport workers) would have tended to increase the family
incomes for these groups (and hence the pro-ALP vote) up into the

ranges between $6000 and $15000 per annum.

The evidence in favour of the above conclusions is however much
weaker than provided in other portions of the current project.
In spite of this the above explanations would appear reasonable

and they are certainly consistent with the evidence.

The lower portion of figure 4.7 shows a weak polarisation of 1977
family income-vote links took place in the 1977-80 swing, with
Labor losing support from the very low income family groups and

gaining support from high-income family groups.

In 1977-80 Labor appeared to gain no additional support from

(pne—inccmm)families in the medium $6000 to $9000 ranges.

Upper figure 4.8 shows the electoral alignments of a number of
workforce and qualifications variables in 1977. The first variable

from the left includes all employers and self-employed persons.
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This variable is a summary of the male and female employer and
self-employed variables whose alignments between 1966-75 were shown
in project two on the right hand side of the figures entitled

Major Activity: Qualifications : Occupational Status.

The gualifications variables on the right-~hand side of the
current figure 4.8 provide a sex-free summary for 1977 of the
centred qualifications section of the Major Activity: Qualifications:

Occupational Status figure referred to above.

The other wvariables presented on figure 4.8 deal with the marital
status of the female workforce, federal and state public

servants and persons in 1976 working less than 35 hours a week.
These were all presented for the first time in the current

project.

In upper figure 4.8 we can see the employer/self-employed group
negatively correlated with the 1977 ALP vote, with a simple

pearson correlation of -.66. The anti-Labor position adopted by
this large (13.2 percent of the national workforce) group in

1977 represented a noticeable decline on the average of the four
comparable groups in 1966 (see figure 2.15). A study of bar-

chart figures for the occupational status trends shows Labor lost
support marginally from employers/self-employed in the swing of
1969-72, suffered a major loss of support in the class-polarisation
swing of 1972-74, regained much of this lost support in the depolar-
ising swing of 1974-75, but lost again among employers in the

swing of 1975-77. Because this group tends to be concentrated

in the safer non-Labor seats minor erratic fluctuations in its

alignment usually pass unnoticed by electoral observers.

The next three variables on upper figure 4.8 cover the marital

status of the female workforce. In 1976 there were a little over

two million women in the workforce. Of these a little over a

quarter had never married (never-married female workers); a

little under two-thirds were then married (now-married female workers)
and about one in ten were separated, divorced or widowed (ex-

married female workers).
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Upper figure 4.8 shows that the smaller never-married and ex-
married groups were moderately pro-Labor, whereas the larger
group of working wives was moderately anti-Labor. Marriage

then is clearly not an institution which works in Labor's favour

amongst working women.

Does this information enable us to come to any conclusions
about Labor's wvote amongst all women, compared to men? The
answer to this is a conditional "no", but the results in project
two and three certainly indicate that Labor's vote improved
among working women during 1966-80, especially the latter
portion of this period. If we examine the group of all women
aged 18 and over, we see that there were about 4.6 million
women in this category in 1976. About 45 percent of these were
in the workforce, about 40 percent were housewives under 65

not in the full-time workforce, and about 15 percent were women
aged 65 and over not in the workforce, students and the

unemployed.

The evidence from project three indicates that the first group
of female workers were more pro-Labor than male workers (this
was the case from all elections after 1969 - see the major
activity figures). The second group of housewives were strongly
anti-Labor (see the same major activity figures) and there was

no equivalent group of househusbands.

The third group older non-working women, students and the
unemployed were definitely more pro-Labor than men. This was
confirmed in the current project by the comparable bar-graphs
in figure 4.4 for persons aged 65 and over - the bulk of this
third group.

The evidence also clearly showed in projects two and three a
strong drift to Labor from the first group of all working women
up to 1977, and a smaller drift away from Labor from the second

group of non-working housewives.
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If we put aside this sectorial analysis and look simply at all
males and females across age groups, we see strong confirming
evidence for thig drift to Labor from women between 1966 and 1977.
I refer the reader here to the age-vote figures in project two and

the current project four.

A check of the 1966 figure 2.12 shows that Labor then enjoyed
less support from women than men across all age groups except

the under 24s and the over 70 group.

A comparison of the 1966 figure 2.12 with the 1977 figure 4.4
however, shows that Labor in 1977 continued to enjoy more support
from the under 24 year old females (the reader should remember
the scale was doubled for the 1977 figure and the sex-vote gaps
for the under 24s in figure 4.4 are in fact almost identical with
those for the earlier figure 2.12). Labor in 1977 also enjoyed
much more support in 1977 from females 65 and over than was the

case in 1966.
Furthermore, the 1966 excess of support for Labor by males aged
30-44 years was shown to have been eliminated almost completely

in 1977.

In fact the surplus votes for Labor among the younger and older

women in 1977 would appear to indicate, if anything, that Labor

then recieved a higher percentage of the vote from women, than

from men. C ertainly, there is scanty evidence to indicate the

opposite was true.

It ig difficult to find attitudinal survey evidence to substantiate
this correlational data. In other words, most current

attitudinal surveys continue to report a higher percentage of

men voting Labor than women. Why is this so? There seem to be

two main reasons. Firstly, despite many good intentions,
attitudinal surveys usually rely on part-time interviewers who

work during the day and at night. During the day (even on

weekends) the tendency is to find at home anti-Labor housewives.
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During the night interviews, the interviewers normally
compensate for this by getting their "quota" of(working pro-
Labog)men- Thus, despite the fact that there are often the right
proportions of men and women in attitudinal surveys and despite
the undoubted integrity of most Australian market researchers and
the good will of their interviewers, the women in their samples
tend to be anti-Labor housewives and the men tend to be pro-Labor

workers.

The second reason why market research tends to overstate the
male vote and understate the female vote in more recent times

has been due to formation of the Australian Democrats in mid-
1977. This group tended to win females from the ALP (whose votes
we tended to get back as second preferences) and win males from
the non-Labor parties (whose votes would have tended to return to

the Liberal/Country parties as second preferences).

Because the market research companies produce the sex-

vote breakdowns in first-preference, rather than Two-Partv=Preferred
figures, the real Labor 2PP vote among women interviewees tends

to be understated. To substantiate these arguments I include

here four draft pages of a chapter by Canberra academic Dr M. Simms

to be published later this year in a book entitled The Politics

of the Second Electorate: Women and Public Participation.

This extract makes no mention of the first source of non-
sampling error I mentioned above and acceptance of this argument
would push the regression line in the article's figure 1 downwards

parallel to the original line.

I conclude this little diversion with the following summary:

In the late sixties a greater percentage of men than women voted
Labor. The correlational evidence and some recent attitudinal
evidence indicates that this situation was corrected during the
seventies by a drift to the Labor party (from working women and

older women) .
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