24 March 1999

Redistribution Committee of the Australian Electoral Commission
1 King William Street
ADELAIDE SA 5000

Dear Sirs

SUGGESTIONS BY T. WORTH, MP; AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY; LIBERAL PARTY (SA);
S. PANTELIOS AND M. VIRGILI

| refer to the suggestions made by T. Worth, MP; the Australian Labor Party; the SA Liberal
Party; S. Pantelios and M. Virgili in respect to the boundaries of the Federal Electorate of Sturt.

In response to the submission and to assist the Committee in its deliberations, | wish to make a
number of comments. My comments are made within the context of the criteria which are set
out in the Electoral Act, namely:

Community interests within the division, including economic, regional and social interests.
Means of communication and travel within a division.

Physical features and area.

Existing boundaries of divisions

1. The City of Norwood, Payneham & St Peters was created on 1 November 1997.

The creation of the new City was based upon a number of criteria as set out in the Local
Government Act and in particular, Section 17B(g) of the Act which inter alia states that:

“..a Council should reflect communities of interest of an economic, recreational,
social, regional or other kind and be consistent with community structures,
values, expectations and aspirations.”

The proposal to create the new Council underwent extensive community consultation and the
necessary approval processes as set out in the Act. The new Council successfully met the
relevant criteria and was subsequently approved by the Governor and proclaimed.

It is an intact and cohesive community and the Council has spent considerable funds and has
put in place appropriate mechanisms to ensure its continued cohesiveness.

As part of the proposal to create the new City, a demographic analysis was undertaken by
Professor Graeme Hugo. In short, this analysis shows that there is considerable
commonality in the population of the new City. A copy of Professor Hugo’s analysis is
enclosed.

On this basis therefore, 1 would oppose the excising of any of the suburbs that are currently
included in the Seat of Sturt as proposed by varying degrees in the suggestions by T Worth,
MP; the Australian Labor Party; the Liberal Party; S. Pantelios and M. Virgili. Further, in line
with the principle of maintaining a cohesive community, 1 strongly suggest that the suburbs of
Royston Park, Joslin, St Peters and College Park be. included in the Electorate of Sturt. To
this end, as a point of principle, | strongly support the whole of the Norwood, Payneham and
St Peters Local Government Area being included in the Electorate of Sturt.
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2. An important component of building a cohesive community is communication.

Since its formation in 1997, the Council has implemented a number of communication
initiatives including Ward Forums and a quarterly newsletter.

From a communications perspective, | believe that the City of Norwood, Payneham & St
Peters Local Government Area would benefit significantly through being contained within the
Electorate of Sturt. Issues common to the Council could be much more easily addressed by
a single Local Member than would be the case if the suggestions referred to were to be
adopted in whole or in part.

As an illustration of the importance of communication to building a cohesive community, |
refer to the local newspaper. For its purposes, Messenger Press services the area with two
(2) local newspapers, the Eastern Courier and the Payneham Messenger.

The Eastern Courier is circulated within the former Kensington & Norwood Local Government
Area which comprises the suburbs of Heathpool, Marryatviile, Kensington, Norwood and Kent
Town.

The Payneham Messenger is circulated to the former St Peters and Payneham Local
Government Areas and comprise the suburbs of College Park, Evandale, Felixstow, Firle,
Glynde, Hackney, Joslin, Marden, Maylands, Payneham, Payneham South, Royston Park, St
Morris, Stepney, St Peters and Trinity Gardens

This distribution has meant that issues which are common and of interest to the whole of City
of Norwood, Payneham & St Peters community are often not covered in both newspapers as
reporting is based upon the circulation area. This has created many difficulties and in many
instances has deprived the community of important information.

in response to this, the Council now produces its own newsletter.

In conclusion, 1 strongly believe that the City of Norwood, Payneham & St Peters should be
contained in one electorate - the Electorate of Sturt. To continue its fragmentation as is
proposed, will continue to undermine the cohesiveness that is being built and will result in
confusion and will deprive the community of a common message on policy and other important
debates.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

el

aurie Fioravanti
MAYOR
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1. The present report attempts to present a demographic profile of the Corporaticn of the -
Town of Walkerville and compare this prefile with .....

- nearby ccuncil areas,

* the so-called G5 councils (Marion, Tea Tree Gully, Salisbury, Hindmarsh-Woodville &
and Noariunga), ' .

+ the entire Adelaide Metropolitan Area represented as the Adelaide Statistical §£
Division.

2. The major source of data employed here is the 1991 Census of Population and
Housing. Although these data are now some four years old they are still in most cases
indicative of the present situation since there has not been a great deal of change in
Metropoiitan Adelaide’s population over this time. There are a number of other €
sources which can be consulted to place the present report in a wider context,
especially the Social Atlas of Adelaide produced by the Ausiralian Bureau of Statistics
SA Office (1923). _

3. The major ways in which the demographic profiles are presented here are as

=z follows .....

 Some major indicators of the social, demographic and economic characteristics of
Walkerville and the other areas are presented in Table 1 and these will be
discussed in some detail in this report. This allows comparisons to be made at the
local government area level. '

* In addition, a series of maps have been produced of these key indicators -
(Appendix A) which show the distribution of those variables at the census collection
district (CD) level in Walkerville and the nearby councils of Prospect, St. Peters,
Kensington-Norwood, Payneham and Campbelltown (Figure 1). This allows a more
fine-groomed analysis and makes possible judgements to be made as to what

_ extent particular pattemns overizp council boundaries.

4. It must be stressed that the analysis here is purely of population characteristics and
trends. It does not indicate community of interest areas. All that can be derived from
the analysis is similarities and differences between the various regions with respect to
population characteristics so that the extent of homogeneity and heterogeneity can be
established.
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TABLE 1:  Demographic and Socic-Economic Indlcators of Walkerville and
Nearby LGAs, the G5 Councils and Adelaide Metropolitan Area, 1991

Mazan,
T Troe
Wakerville Prospect  SL Pezes Kemgin gwo- Prynchzms Campbeitown Gully, Toxal
Nerwood Woodville-  ASD
_ Hinrmar
Nosc:
Taral popuistion 1954 ' 6349 19047 8243 9050 16192 45662 464040 1076434
Totai popalsrion 1991 7034 19191 51 9053 155€5 4357 4T3 1057161
Ammal growss s 1991-1994 .66 -0.19 31 +0.09 +03s +1.07 +(.90 +0AS
Peoans persq km 191042 244763 216649 233095 214832 1309.48 625.41 53156
% 04 year olds 5. &73 609 1s6 4.33 6.00 73 668
% 5-14 year cids 1054 10.40 10,66 7.06 .07 1205 15.11 1343
% 15-24 year clds 1542 15.43 1724 2024 1592 7.3 1603 15.99
. % 2544 year aids 25.36 423 3119 33235 pri:s] 2135 264 3145
=z % 4564 year alis k<] 15.99 1749 1615 2056 219 18.57 19.33
= % 65+ yexr olds 19.93 1613 1556 18.66 nn 122 1011 12.99
Modian 2ge 40.63 3165 3156 3189 4096 3138 31.06 132
% pomulation change 1986-1991 -0.57 +L.65 -1.67 -1.61 =307 +038 +859 +4.69
% bom ovexsexs 2117 2456 2542 25.41 30.01 3083 2754 25.08
% bom i NES camtzies 9.53 14.98 1624 14.05 2170 2,683 1262 1299
% boem in [naly 1.50 367 724 33l 1212 1.7 226 282
% boxm in Greece 083 276 L 173 L3 125 0.95 Lig
% bam in Gexmany 0.3 1.00 1.04 (1l 091 12 1.19 113
% bom in Viet Nazg ax 042 Qi1 Q14 020 a1s 0.98 033
% bom in SE Asia 133 134 1.29 155 L7 12§ 1.97 204
% boxg j8 UR/reizad 9.3 7.20 1. 9.12 &25 693 13313 1.7
% Aberiginal/TSI as1 a70 031 @39 a4z aas 0.67 062
% oo floers in English 5.15 1267 17.28 122 1343 15.16 852 9.59
(af those speaking {anguage other than
Eaglish sz hame)
% degroe or higher 17.71 1312 177 17.20 357 &7S 4.13 7.30
% siilled vocatons qualifcations 62 9.10 7.00 6.07 3.4 9.93 11.91 102
% 0o qualifications SL34 LiX 5238 5257 61.62 63132 45.47 62.47
% cno-parex famiiies 1= 14.02 15799 200 1504 1210 1324 13.76
% couples with dependent children 36.73 3535 35.45 27.33 58 1870 4253 3995
% DINES' * 4.20 8.65 750 12.65 652 4.82 552 5.40
- % boosciald income 525,000 34.66 4081 3764 4353 45.41 3732 37.09 9.1
% individual inccne £512,000 4192 4520 532 4558 5025 46.93 4607 413
- % mdividual facome >$50,000 .5 17 €15 537 213 1.98 158 231
= % £33 and adomimi 14.91 9.95 10.98 1125 723 344 7.61 9.08
= % mdespenanz : 6.70 10.90 9.1% 7.70 1347 1516 = 1532 1359
% labourers : 555 9.49 855 649 1313 1231 13.94 1231
% ampioyed lanc parenss 329 345 431 510 i 7 1m 360 3.65
% mochers with dep. o xpring in Lbaur fares 6525 6253 6737 66.31 5135 5139 5297 5457
% onampicyed 7.31 1024 9.53 11.73 11.67 1002 11.61 11.68
% aged 15-19 unemployed 18.93 252 2115 2554 2434 1870 21.97 29
% mempioyed aged 20+ 7.06 9.47 9.14 1071 1073 9.23 1059 10.69
: % maveilod 10 wark by car 64.12 6323 59.25 57.93 6429 6235 6274 6622
% ose prblic menrpont 1o work 9.04 10.08 9.14 9.93 1160 1042 959 9.33
Avengs pessansioccunied private dweiling 233 229 234 199 230 270 278 262
% peoons in medinm er high density 17.95 1537 2% 49.40 23.46 1220 11.56 1645
% ownear-occopiad dwellings 49.11 4120 37.36 2323 46.14 5.0 36.73 31
% dwellings being purtiasad 1693 2434 2123 1698 1707 zns1 35.65 2.6
% dwellings being purchased with mortgage 3795 17 4335 a2 2503 262 17.53 21.73
>$775 per month
% dweilings rented - govesxnont owned 337 110 A3 657 624 559 1266 1154
% dwallings renied - private 1283 p7Lv] 23 41.92 2520 1219 1097 1523
% dwellings, no matar veiicl 1522 16483 1681 patord 17.39 11.63 1096 134

*  Number of DINKS' from Adelaide Social Atas.
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FiGURE 1: Adelaide Statistical Divisicn: Location of Walkerville, Nearby Cauncil
Areas and GS Councils, 1891
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POPULATION TRENDS

1.

m

AGE

The Adelzide Statistical Division has grown at a relatively siow rate in the early 1990
expanding at an annual rate of 0.45 percent. This represents one of the sicwes:
growth rates for the post-war period. It is interesting o note that each of the six SLAs
under clese study here are growing more slowly than the ASD as & whole. Indeed
Walkerville, along with Prospect and St Peters, have experienced a decine in
population in the early 1820s with the rzte of decrezse in population being greatest in
Walkerville (0.68 percent per annum). :

These patterns were aiso evident in the last intercensal period - 1886-1891 - when the
populations of Walkerville, St Peters, Kensington-Norwood and Payneham all
decreased while those of Prospect and Campbelltown grew at well below the rate of
the ASD.

Cn the other hand, the G5 councils (Marion, Salisbury, Tea Tree Gully, Woodville-
Hindmarsh and Noarlunga) grew at twice the rate of the ASD during both the 1986-
1881 and 1991-1994 periods.

Walkerville is by far the smallest of the councils under consideration here with an
estimated population of 6,849 in 1894. It is interesting to note in Table 1, however,
that in terms of population density (persons per square kilometre) it has less people
per square km than nearby inner suburban councils such as Prospect, St. Peters,
Kensington-Norwood and Payneham. However, the population density is more than
three times that of the G5 councils and the ASD as z whole. Overall, there is a strong
similarity in population density among the six council areas being reviewed here.
Overall, there is a similarity in pepulation trends in the six council areas under review
despite the considerable variation in their overzll population size from 6,849
(Walkerville) to 45,662 (Campbelitown). Campbelltewn is the most different of the
councils, having more than twice the population of the next largest (Prospect 19,047)
and the lowest populaticn density. ltis a relatively stable region in terms of population
numbers with the total poputation of the six councils barely changing at all between
1881 and 1984, increasing from 105,058 to 105,126. Over that same period the ASD
population increased by 19,273 and the G5 councils by 16,322.

STRUCTURE

The age composition of a population is very important because demand for almost all
goods and services varies with age so changes and variations in the balance of
different age groups in the population have important implications for shifts in the
aggregate level and type of demand created for goods and services. It is important to
appreciate that the age structure of areas like Walkerville are in a constant state of
change as people of different ages move in and out of the area, as births are added,
as deaths are subtracted and as the remaining popuiation ages.

Figures 2 and 3 show the age distributions of the six council areas under review here,
together with those for the total metropoiitan area of Adelaide and the G5 councils as
well. There are a number of pattemns of significance in evidence in the diagrams as
well as in the age information presented in Table 1.
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FIGURE 2: Age-Sex Distributions of Study Council Areas, 1291

Source: ABS 1291 Census ’
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3. The median age of the population of the Adelaide Statisical Division in 1991 was
31.32 years and four of the study councils have a very similar median age to the totzj
metrcpolitan area - Prospect (31.65), St. Peters (31.58), Kensington-Norwocd (31.89)
and Campbelltown (31.38). This is also the case with the G5 councils for which the
median age in 1281 was 31.06. However, Walkerville and Payneham differ .
significantly and have a much older age structure with median ages of 40.63 and 40.96 -
respectively. _

4. Nevertheless, it is important to consider individual age groups in the population when

' ccmparing the various areas. Especially important here are the over 65 age category.
This group is particuiarly important from the viewpoint of planning services. Adelaide
has a higher proportion in this age group than any of the other Australian capitals
(12.98 percent in 1981). However, in five of the six study council areas the proportions
in this age category are significantly higher than the average for the metropolitan area.
In this respect, Campbelltown is quite different to the other five councils - having
siightly below the Adelaide average in the elderly age group (12.82 percent). The G5
councils have a younger age profile with 10.11 percent of their combined populations :
being aged €% years or less. ‘.

5. One of the most siriking similarities among Walkerville, St. Peters, Payneham,
Kensington-Norwood and Prospect is their older age structures. In Payneham 22.3
percent of residents are aged 65 years or more, while in Walkerville one in five
residents are in this age group. In the other three councils the percentages are 18.7
percent (Kensington-Norwood), 16.1 percent (Prospect) and 15.7 percent (St. Peters).
While Campbelitown has the youngest population profile among the six areas, ageing
of its population will be quite rapid over the next decade or so since 23.2 percent of its
population is aged between 45 and 64 years. The growth of the aged population will
also-be quite rapid in the other SLAs, especially Walkerville and Payneham.

6. Figure 4 shows the distribution of the population aged 65 years and above throughout
the six council areas and it can be seen that they tend to be concentrated in particutar
areas within each of the councils.

7. Tuming to the dependent child age groups (0-14 years), all six of the councils have .
less than the Adelaide metropolitan average proportion in this category (20.2 percent).

= Again, the G5 councils' younger age structure has resulted in them having a higher
proportion aged below 15 (22.3 percent). Among the six councils under study,
Campbelltown again has a different pattem to the other five with 18.1 percent aged
0-14. In the remaining councils the lowest proportions in the deperident child category
were in Kensington-Norwoed (10.6 percent - half the Adelaide average), while :
Payneham (12.9 percent), Walkerville (15.6 percent), St. Peters (16.8 percent) and N
Prospect (17.1 percent) were well below the ASD average.

8.  Adistinctive feature of the age structure of the six study councils is the relatively strong
representation of the 15-24 age group which comprises 16 percent of the total ASD +
population. Their representation in the six areas varies from 15.4 percent in
Walkerville and Prospect to 20.2 percent in Kensington and Norwoed. This is largely

- associated with the strong representation in each of the councils except Campbelitown =
of private rental housing, especially flats and apartments. These are favoured by
young adults in the early years of leaving home.
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FIGURE 4: Walkerville, Prospect, Kansington-Norwood, Payneham, St. Peters and
Campbe!ltow_n CDs: Distribution of the Population Aged €3+ Years,
1891 ' ' -

Scurce: AES 1281 Census
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The strong representation of young adults, uniike many other aspects of age structure,
is a persistent and continuing feature of the councils (other than Campbelitown) and
this is likely to be maintained over the next decade. The typical pattemn is for young
aduits to live in these areas in their early years of working and perhaps also in the
early years of family formation but to move to the outer suburts (usually into a home
ownership situation) upon rezching the stzge when they begin to have children.
Hence there is a considerable turnover in the rented dwellings which means that there
is litle of the 'ageing in place' which characterises other parts of Adelaide, as one
group of people in their early twenties are repiaced by another siightly younger group.
This Is an important structural feature of these SLUAs and is common to all of them
except Campbelltown. it may be altered somewnhat with urban consolidation programs
but it will remain an important and strong pattern, at least over the next decade.

There are some interesting differences beiween the areas in the proportions in the
prime working age groups of 25-44 who make up 31.5 percent of the ASD population
and 52.6 percent of the G5 pcpulation. However, there is an ‘over representation of
this group in Prospect (34.8 percent), St. Peters (332 percent) and Kensington-
Norwood (33.9 percent). This reflects these areas’ ability to attract the group that have
become known as ‘yuppies'. These are two-income, professional families with few, if
any, children seeking an inner-suburban lifestyle through purchasing villa-type housing
in the more attractive inner suburbs. Some indication of this pattem is evident in Table
1 which shows the proportion of families in each SLA who are classified by the ABS
(1983) as DINKS ('Double Income No Kids'). Across the ASD some 5.4 percent of
families are in this category and the proportion in the G5 councils is 5.5 percent.

Within the six study councils, however, there is a substantial variation with Kensington- .

Norwood having more than iwice the metropolitan average (12.7 percent) and
Prospect (8.7), St. Peters (7.5) and Payneham (6.5) being above the ayerage while
Walkerville and Campbelltown (4.8 percent) are slightly below average.

Overall, in terms of age compesition there would appear to be some sirong similarities
between Walkerville and St Peters, Kensington and Norwood, Prospect and
Payneham but some substantial differences with Campbelitown. The similarities relate
to the dominance of their age structures by the eiderly and young working age adults.

ETHNIC STRUCTURE

1.

One of the distinctive features of post-war development of Australia’'s major
metropolitan areas has been the increased heterogeneity of the populations residing in
those cities. From an overwnelming dominance of Anglo-Celtic origin groups,
Australian cities have become multicultural. While Adelaide has not shared in this
trend to the extent of Melboume and Sydney it has a distinctive ethnic profile which is
important in planning the provisicn of goods and services to the community.

The first element of multiculturzlism to consider is the important Aberiginal/Torres.
Strait Isiander group who make up 0.68 percent of the ASD population, somewhat less
than their national representaticn. In the G5 councils they make up 0.67 percent but
the proportions are very low in each of the six councils under consideration here
except for Prospect where they make up 0.7 percent of the total resident population.
In the other SLAs, however, the representation is around haif that of the ASD average

[ L]
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with the smallest representations being in Walkerville and St. Peters (C.31 percent),
followed by Campbelltown (0.35), Kensington-Norwood (0.29) and Paynehzm (0.233).
The other element of ethnic diversity in Acelaide cerives from immigration. Some 285.1
percent of .2 ASD's pepulation was bom oversezs - well above the national average
ot 22 percent. The G5 councils have slightly above the metrocelitan area average with
27.5 percent bomn overseas. There is some variation betwesn the councils under
study here, with Payneham and Campbelltown having weil ztove the metrepolitan
average with almost z third of their residents being born overseas (30 percent and 30.8
percent respectively). The other councils are around the metepolitan average except
for Walkerville which is significantly below that figure with 21.2 percent of its residents
being bom overseas.

A better idea of ethnic heterogeneity is gauged from examining the proportion of
residents bormn in non-English-speaking (NES) overseas nations which applies to 13
percent of all residents of ASD and 12.6 percent of those in the G5 councils. Within
the six study councils there is considerable variation. Again, Payneham (21.7 percent)
and Campbelltown (22.6) stand out with more than a fifth of their residents being born
in 2 NES country. Ezch of the other councils have above average proportions of their
residents from such origins except for Walkerville (9.8 percent) where less than a tenth
of residents are from NES origins.

Another dimension of this ethnicity relates to the degree of fluency of residents in the
English language. Across all of Adelaide almost a tenth of residents (8.59 percent)
cannot speak English or cannot speak it well. The proportion is a little lower in the G5
councils (8.52 percent). However, in all of the study councils except Walkerville (8.2
percent) the proporticns who are not fluent in English are greater than is the case for ,
the metropolitan area as a whole, ranging from 18.5 percent in Payneham and 17.3
percent in St Peters to 12.2 percent in Kensington-Norwood.

With respect to individual birthpiace groups, by far the largest NES origin group in the
six study councils (as is the case in the ASD as a wnole) are the ltaly-born with 8,705
persons in all at the 1991 Census, 32.4 percent of all ltaly-bon people living in
Adelaide. Figure 5 shows the distribution of ltaly-bom persons throughout the six
ceuncils at the 1991 Census. Clearly the largest concentrations are in Payneham and
Campbelltown where they make up 12.1 and 11.7 percent of the population
respectively. Their presence in the other SLAs is substantially less, ranging from 7.2
percent in St Peters to 3.8 percent in Kensington-Norwood and 3.7 percent in
Prospect. Again, Walkerville has the lowest representation (1.9 percent). Only in
Walkerville is the proportion of residents ltaly-born below the metropolitan average.
The second largest NES group in Adelaide, those bom in Greece, are also generally
cverrepresented in the six study councils. They make up 1.18 percent of the
metropolitan popuiation and 0.25 percent in the G5 councils. Above average
representations occurred in Prospect (2.76 percent), St Peters (1.79), Kensington-
Norwood (1.73) and Campbelltown (1.25). Ontly in Payneham (1.13) and once again
Walkerville (0.83) are they underrepresanted.

The third largest NES group in Metropolitan Adelaide are the CGermany-born who make
up 1.13 percent of the total population (1.18 percent in the G5 councils). They are
uncerrepresented in each of the study area councils except Campbelltown where they
make up 1.32 percent of the population.
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FIGURE 3: Walkerville, Prospect, Kensington-Nerwood, Payneham, St. Peters and
Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of ltaly-Born Population,
1921

Source: ABS 1281 Census
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10.

The mest substantial NES group among recently arrived migrants in Adelzide are the
Vietnamese who mazke up Q.88 percent of the total metropolitan Fopulzetion (0.98
percent of the G3 councils). However, they are significantly Uncerrerresented in the
six study councils where the proportions range from 0.11 percent (St Peters) to 0.42
percent (Prospect). This undemepresentation appiles to all Scutheast Asiz-bom
groups who altegether make up 2.04 percent of Acelaide's residents (1.87 percent of
the G5 councils' pepulation). In the study councils, hcwever, the highest
representation is in Campbelltown (1.86 percent) and the lowest in St. Peters (1.29).
Overall, the study councils have a distinctive ethnic profile with g comparative
underrepresentation of Aborigines and Asian origin groups. However, Scuthem
European groups are strongly represented, especially those from italy and especially
in Payneham and Campbelltown. Walkerville stands out as the least multicuitural of
the six councils and is quite different to the other five in this respect.

EDUCATION AND QUALIFICATIONS OF RESIDENTS

1.

The human resources dimensions of the population are of major significanca. In
Adelaide as a whole some 7.3 percent of the aduit popuiation has qualifications
equivalent to a degree or higher. The proportion in the G5 councils was very low at
4.13 percent. This presents quite a different picture to the situation in the six stucdy
councils where the proportions are much higher. Only Campbelltown (6.8 percent) has
a proportion cf its aduit population with tertiary qualifications below the metropolitan
average. |Indeed, three councils have more than twice the metropoiitan average -
Walkerville and St Peters (17.7 percent) and Kensington-Norwood (172). The
proportion in Prospect (13.1 percent) is also high while that in Payneham (8.8) is .
above the metropolitan average, but only marginally.

The picture with respect to vocational qualifications is quite different. Around a tenth
(10.2 percent) of the aduit metropolitan population has such qualifications and the
proportion is marginally higher (1 1.9) in the G5 councils. On the other hand, in the six
study councils the proportions are lower than the metropolitan average, ranging from
8.1 percent in Kensington-Norwood to 9.9 percent in Campbelltown. This reflects the
essentially white collar-professional nature of much of the study area, especially
Walkerviile, St. Peters and Kensington-Norwood.

Tuming to the proportions of the population with no qualifications, this applies to
almost two-thirds (62.5 percent) of adults in Adelaide and in the G5 councils (65.5
percent). The situation within the six study councils is quite varied with the proporticns
with no qualifications being quite high in Campbelitown (63.8 percent) and Payneham
(61.6 percent) but lower in the other four councils. The lowest proportions were in
Walkerviille (51.8 percent), St. Peters (52.9) and Kensington-Norwood (E3.6 percent).
In assessing the qualifications of the population, the study area tends to be better off
than the metropolitan area, as a whoie, although there is quite a bit of internal
differentiation. Campbelltown and Payneham have less qualified populations than the
other four councils while Prospect's population is somewhat less qualified than St
Peters, Kensington-Norwood and especially Walkerville.
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FAMILIES AND HOUSEHOLDS

-
.

As the most fundamental unit of social organisation and an imporiant unit of

consumption of gocds and services, it is necessary for us to examine the pattems of

family structure and compesiticn in the study area. At the outset it must be peinted out
that the Ausiralian Burezu of Statistics adopts very specific definitions in this area

(ABS, 1281) ..... .

- Family - A family is a group of related individuals where at least one person is 15
years or over. The term ‘related’ includes related by birth and by the formation of a
marriage cr marriage-like relationship.

« Household - A Census household is a group of people who usually reside and eat
together. A household is classified as a family, a group househoid or a lone person
household, or a household centaining visitors only (e.g. a holiday home), based on
relationship information on residents present and temporary absentees. A
household resides in & private dwelling (including caravans etc. in caravan parks).

There are many people who live outside of families as defined by the ABS. The first of

these are people living in non-private dwellings. Table 2 shows that there is a

relatively high representation of people living in non-private dwellings in the six study

councils. This is especially so of Kensington-Norwocd and Payneham where there are

a significant number of old age nursing homes.

TABLE 2: Adelaide: Persons Llving In Non-Private Dwellings, 1291

Source: ABS 1891 Census

: Percant of

Councils Number Total
Residents

Walkerville 399 5.88

Prospect ) 396 2.13

SL Petars 477 5.88

-Kensington-Norwood . 767 8.71

Paynsham _ 44 6.15

Campbelitown ' 738 1.69

GS Councils 4,929 1.14

Total ASD 30,532 2.98

Persons living on their own are one of the fastest growing types of househoids in
Metropolitan Adelaide with the numbers increasing by 18.01 percent from 70,566 in
1986 to 83,272 in 1991. Table 3 shows that there is an overrepresentation of persons
living alone in all study councils except Campbelltown. This is a function of .....

+ the elderly structure of the population,

» the strong representanon of young adults among women living alone is sxgnn‘xcant.

£

e




]
B,

PCPULATION CAARACTERISTICS N WALKERVILLE COMPARED WITH NEARBY COUNCLS ANO THE ADELAICE WMETRCAOUTAN AREA 14

TABLE 2: Adelaide: Persons Living Alone, 1294

Scurce:; ABS 1881 Census

Percant of

Ceunciis Number Total
' Residents

Walkarviile 851 12.85

Prespect 2,134 11.49

St Psters 987 12.10

Kensington-Nerwood 1,634 18.55

Payneham 1,885 12.30

Camgosiltown 3,090 7.10

G5 Councils 28,653 68.17

Tetal ASD 83,272 8.13

The other type of non-family household that needs to be identified here are group
households which are defined zs non-family households consisting of two or more
unrelated peopile, at least one of which is over the age of 14 (ARS, 1881). This also is
a fast growing type of household in Australia, especially among young aduits
responding to the high costs of housing and high leveis of youth unempioyment.
Table 4 shows that group households are more significant in the study SLAs of
Kensington-Norwood, Prospect, St. Peters, Payneham and Welkerville than for the
ASD as a whole. This partly represents the nature of the housing stock in the stugdy
area as well as the good accessibility of the area to the central business cistrict.

TABLE 4:  Adelaide: Group Households, 1991

Source: ABS 1991 Census

Percant of
Councils Number Total

Households
Walkarviile 128 4.75
Prospect 580 7.72
St Psters 322 9.85
Kensington-Norwood 457 11.70
Payneham 400 6.48
Campbaiitown 540 _ 3.43
G5 Councils 4,862 3.06
Total ASD 15,858 4.43
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S. Tuming now to families as defined by the Census authorities, it is important to note
that there have been substantial changes in the size, structure and functicning cf
Australian famiiies over the last two decades. Families have tecome more complex
and differentiated. One of the fastest growing family types in Australia is the coupie
family. Table 5 shows that, compared with the Adelzide Metrogoiitan Area as a whole,
these families are overrspresented in the study area in the SLAs of Walkerville,
Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood and Paynehzm. This is a functicn of the
éged nature of the popuiation which has meant that there are many families in the
‘empty nest' stage of the lifecycle whereby the children of couples have left home and
set up their own househoids elsewhere. It also is a function of the fact that there is
also a strong representation in parts of the study area of couples who have been in a
relationship for a relatively short time and who will either stay in the area or move to
the outer suburbs ucon cemmencing having children.

‘I}gi:}v' '

TABLE 5:  Adelaide: Coupie Familles, 1291

Scurce: ABS 1981 Census
Percant of
Councils Number Total
Famiiies
Walkarviile 687 40.28
Prospect 1,763 37.74
St. Psters 858 35.42
Kensington-Nerwood 743 40.91
Pz-neham 1,518 39.78
Campbelitown 3,898 32.67
G5 Councils 37,756 -31.73
Total ASD 81,720 23.73

Iq ":: g

6.  One of the major changes in Australian families in recent years is the decline in the

share of households made up of two parents and dependent chiidren. Such families

i make up only 40 percent of families in Metropolitan Adelaide and 29 percent of

households. However, it is most noticeable that couples with dependent children are

refatively underrepresented in the six study areas compared with the G5 councils

where they make up 42.5 percent of families. In the six study councils, however, the

preportions are lowest in Kensington-Norwood (27.8 percent) and Payneham (24.5)

and range up to 38.7 percent in Campbelltown. The underrepresentation of the

‘'stereotypical Australian family’ in the study area is one of its most distinguishing
characteristics.

7. Another major change in the Australian family in recent years is the growth of single

parent families. In Adelaide, as a whole, in 1991 some 13.8 percent of families were

one parent families and the proportion was similar in the G5 councils (13.2 percent).
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10.

However, there is much greater variation apparent in the stucdy area councils. Here
again, Walkerville is quite different to nearby counciis with only 11.2 percent of famiiies
being single parent famiiies in 12¢1. The only cther of the council areas to have g
Below averzge representation was Campbelltown (12.1 percent). Cn the other hand,
one in five families in Kensington-Norwocd is a single parent family and the
proportions are also high in St Peters (15.8 percent), Payneham (15 percent) and
Prospect (14 percent). _

In Figures 6 and 7 the distribution of one parent and two parent izmilies in the six
council areas is shown and it is clear that there are some substantial spatial variations.
Clearly, the incidence of families with chilcren increases toward the outer suburbs.
That of couples and singles on the other hand increases as we approach the inner
suburban parts of the study area (Figures 8 and 8).

As a funclion of age structure, the housing stcck and family structure, the average
number of people per occupied dwelling is relatively low in the study area. The
metropolitan average is 2.62 persons per dwelling and it is lower in each of the six
study SLAs ranging from 1.99 in Kensington-Norwced to 2.7 in Campbelltown.

Overall, with respect to family and househoid size and composition, there are some
significant variations within the six study councils. There is very definitely a gradation
from inner to outer suburbs with non-family households, and coupies being more
strongly represented in the areas closest to the city and families with children toward
the outer arezs.

SOCIO-ECONQOMIC STRUCTURE

1.

It is very difficult to measure socio-economic stztus in contemporary Austraiia,
although it is clear that the six study area councils contain some of the higher status
areas in Adelaide and very little of the lower status residential areas (ABS, 1983).
Income levels are sometimes used to quantify sccic-economic status but this is
problematical in the present study since many older peogie in Australia may be asset
rich while being income poor, since they own their homes, have substantial savings
etc. but receive only a small social security or superannuation payment. The older
population of the present study areas means that this issue looms large here.

In Adelaide as a whole in 1991 some 39.2 percent of households eamed $25,000 or
less annually and the proporticn was somewhat less (37.1 percent) in the G5 councils.
The situation in the six study areas was more compiex, partly due to the relatively oid
age structure. Payneham (48.4 percent), Kensington-Norwoed (43.5) and Prospect
(40.8) had above average proportions of households in this low income category. On
the other hand, the proportions are below average in Campbelltown (37.3 percent), St.
Peters (37.6) and Walkerville (34.7 percent).

Tuming to high income househoids, some 2.8 percent of households in Metropolitan
Adelaide earned more than $50,000 in 1891 and the proportion was somewhat lower
in the GS councils (1.6 percent). It is a distinctive feature of the councils under study
here that apart from Campbelltown (2 percent) and Payneham (2.1 percent), they have
above average proportions of households in the high income category. Indeed, in
Walkerville the propertion is more than three times the metropolitan average (9.6
percent), making it one of the higher income residential areas in Metropolitan Adelaide.
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FIGURE &:

Walkerville, Prospect, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham, St. Peters and
Camptelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of One-Parent Familles, 1981

ABS 1291 Census
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FIGURE 7: Walkerville, Prospect, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham, St. Peters and
Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Two-Parent Familles, 1291

Source: ABS 1821 Census ' h
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FIGURE 8: Walkerville, Prospect, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham, St. Feters and
Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Couple Families, 1291

Source: ABS 1¢21 Census
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FIGURE 8: Walkerville, Prospect, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham, St. Peters and
Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Pecple Living Alone, 1991

Source: ABS 1991 Census )
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In St. Peters (6.2 percent) the representaticn of high income housenolds is also quite
significant. Kensington-Norwood (5.4 percent) and Prospect (3.3 percent) also have
an overrepresentation of high income famiiies.

The income differences outlined above are reflected in the occupaticnal distribution in
the study arez. Across Metropoiitan Adelzaide, €.1 percent of workers are managers
and acministrators as are 7.6 percent in the G areas. Again, Campbelltown (8.4
percent) and Payneham (7.3 percent) have below average representation while the
cther SLAs in the study area have above average proportions of managers and
adminisiraters.  This is especially the case for Walkerville (14.9. percent) and to a
lesser extent Kensington-Norwood (11.4), St. Peters (11) and Prospect (10). Exactly
the opposite pattem is to be observed for tradespersons and lzbourers who are
overrepresented in Campbelltown and Payneham and undemepresented in the four
other SLAs under study here.

A distinctive feature of the working population in the six study areas is the high
proportion of mothers who are working. For the metropolitan area as a whole the
proportion is 54.6 percent and this is a little lower in the G5 councils (€3 percent).
However, in the study councils the proportions range from 57.4 percent in
Campbelltown and 57.8 percent in Payneham to 67.4 percent in St. Peters and 68.8
percent in Kensington-Norwood.

Tuming to the important variable of unemployment which has a major impact upon the
level of wellbeing of individuals and families, at the 1291 Census some 11.7 percent of
eligible workers were unemployed in Adelaide and the figure was similar in the G5
councils (11.6 percent). However, in the six study councils only Kensington-Norwoed
and Payneham had unemployment levels on the metropolitan average and all others
were below average. The lowest rate of unemployment was in Walkerville (7.8
percent) and ievels ranged up to 10.2 percent in Prospect.

Unemployment in Australia is especially concentrated among the young aduit
population and in 1891, 22.7 percent of persons aged 15-19 in the workforce in
Adelaide were unempioyed, as were 22 percent in the G5 councils. In the study area
the levels of youth unemployment were higher than the average in Kensington-
Norwood (25.9 percent) and Payneham (24.4) but below average in Prospect (22.5),
St Peters (21.2), Walkerviile (18.9) and Campbeiltown (18.7).

. Overall, socio-economically the study councils are comparatively well-off in the

Adelaide context, although it is clear from the series of maps at the end of this report
that there is considerable intemnal variation. In general. Walkerville-St. Peters tend to
have populations with the highest socio-economic status.

HOUSING

1.

The housing stock of an area is an important element in its character. The study area
tends to have a higher proportion of dwellings made up of medium density dwellings
than is the case generally in Adelaide. For the entire metropolitan area some 16.5
percent of dwellings were in this category, aithough this was substantially lower in the
G5 councils (11.6 percent). In Kensington-Norwood the percentage of high and
medium density housing is three times the metropolitan average (48.4 percent) while it
is also high in Payneham (23.5) and St. Peters (22.2). Walkerville (18 percent) is also
above average for the metropolitan area but Prospect (15.4) and especially
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Campbelltown (12.2) are below the metropolitan average. Hence &gain there is some
diversity within the area. This is evident in the census collection district maps of
medium/high density housing presented at the back of this report.

2.  Another dimension of housing .which needs to be zddressed is tenure. Across
Metropelitan Adelaide, 38.8 percent of dwellings are owner-occupied and the
proportion is slightly lower in the G5 councils. It is interesting to note that in the six
study councils only Kensington-Norwood hzs a below average proportion of owner-
occupied dwellings (28.2 percent) and St. Peters conforms to the metropolitan average . H
(37.9 percent). However, the other areas have a high level of owner-occupancy
reflecting the relative affluence of much of the area. The highest levels were in
Walkerville (49.1 percent) and Camptelltown (49 percent).

3. On the other hand, the area had below average proportions of dwellings which were
being purchased. The metropolitan average was 29.8 percent {(35.7 percent in the G5
councils which contain more of the mortgage belt areas). The percentages in the six
study councils, however, were comparatively low varying from 16.9 percent in
Walkerville to 24.3 percent in Prospect. However, among those with mortgages the
percentages with high morigages (zbove $775 per month) were zbove the -
metropolitan average in all six study areas. For all the metropolitan area, 21.8 percent
of mortgagees were paying in excess of $775 per month (17.9 percent in the G5
areas). However, in the study councils the proportions varied between 22.6 percent in
Campbelltown to 43.9 percent in St. Feters.

4.  Tuming to rented housing, the proportion of dwellings across the ASD which are
rented from the government (mainly the SA Housing Trust) in 1991 was 11.5 percent.
This was somewhat higher in the G5 councils (12.7 percent). However, it is a

TL%
‘.'J
-

th

g

e A

z
distinctive feature of the six study councils that the proportions of dwellings rented from ;
the government was extremely low. In all cases, it was below the metropolitan :
average, ranging from 3.8 percent in Prospect to 8.9 percent in Walkerville. 1

8. A very different picture is presented when we examine pattems of private rental. &

Across the entire metropolitan area, 15.2 percent of households are renting their
accommodation privately. There is an underrepresentation of this tenure in the G5 N
councils where more people rent from the government than privately. The opposite is
the case in the six councils under consideration here. All are well above the
metropoiitan average in this respect. In Kensington-Norwood fully 42 percent of
households are in a private rental situation while in St. Peters it is 29.3 percent. The —
levels are lower in Payneham (25.2 percent), Prospect (24.5 percent), Walkerville '
(18.6) and Campbelitown (18.2). }
6.  Animportant dimension of wellbeing amoeng people working in different parts of the city k.
relates to their levels of accessibility. In a low density city like Adelaide this is very
closely tied to accessibility to a private motor vehicie. However, some 13.4 percent of
dwellings in the ASD did not have a motor vehicle. The proportion was somewhat
lower in the G5 councils which include some of the very low density outer suburban .
areas (11 percent). A distinctive feature of the study area councils, however, is the
high proportion of dwellings that have no access to a motor vehicle. Again, the only
exception is Campbelitown which is located further out from the city centre than any of
the other SLAs and has a below average proportion of households with no vehicle
(11.6 percent). However, in the other council areas the proportions of households with
no vehicle was quite high. This is especially the case in Kensington-Norwood where
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almost a guarter of households (23 percent) have no motor vehicle. Next highest is
Payneham (17.2 percent), St. Peters (16.8), Prospect (16.6) and Walkerville (15.3).
Since mest of the study SLAs are quite centrally located and the majority of jobs are
stll located in the CB8D, it would.be expected that there wouid be z high use of pubiic
ransport.  In analysing the journey to work information from the census, however,
there is little evidence to support such a contention. Over all of Metrepolitan Adelzide,
€.3 percent of workers travelled to work by public tansport (8.6 percent in the G5
counciis). In four of the study counciis the proportion using public transport to go to
work is above the metropolitan average but the highest rate is only 11.8 percent
(Payneham) and the others are 10.4 percent (Campbelltown), 10.1 percent (Prospect)
and 10 percent (Kensington-Norwocd). Below metropolitan average propertions were
recorded by the more high status councils of Walkerville (9 percent) and St. Peters (9.1
percent). On the other hand, the proportions using & car to commute to work for the
metropolitan area as a whole was 68.3 percent (68.7 percent for the GS councils).
Only in Campbelltown is there an above average use of private motor cars to go to
work (68.9 percent) and in the other council areas the proportions range between 58
percent (Kensington-Norwood) and 64.3 percent (Payneham).

CONCLUSION

1.

This paper has attempted to summarise the major social demographic and economic
similarities and differences in the populations of Walkerville and five nezrby SLAs.
These have been compared with equivalent data for the entire Adelzide Statistical
Division and the G5 councils. It has also been pointed out that there is also
censiderable variation within SLAs with respect to the variables examined here. This
is very evident in the portfolio of maps appended to this report. These depict the six
council areas and show the refative incidence of a wide range of variables at the
census ccllection district level. These maps are quite effective in demonstrating the
degree of overall similarity or difference between SLAs.

Cverall, it has been shown here that there is quite a bit of demographic, economic and
sccial similarity in the population of the six SLAs under consideration. To some extent
the ‘odd one out' is Campbelitown which is the most different of the six SLAs. This is
partly associated with its more outer suburban location, the recency of development in
parts of the area and to some extent the large Itafian origin population.

Certainly the six councils under study here contrast substantially with the G5 councils
on most of the variables examined here. They tend to be older and more affluent than
their G5 counterparts, aithough this is a substantial generalisation.

There certainly would appear to be considerable demographic, socio-economic and
hausing similarities between Walkerville and its neighbours St. Peters, Prospect,
Kensington-Norwood and Payneham. To some extent Walkerville stands apart from
these because of its small size, higher income levels, low degree of ethnic
heterogeneity, large elderly popuiation, high levels of home ownership, significant
presence of high status occupations and high average levels of education. In terms of
its socio-economic and demographic profile, Walkerville is closest to St. Peters then to
Prospect, then to Kensington-Norwood, then to Payneharn and finally Campbelltown.

It needs to be reiterated, however, that the portfolio of maps inciuded at the end of this
report need to be examined closely because they show how particular patterns tend to
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overlzp the beundaries of the counciis and how there is subsiantial variation within, let
alone between SLAs.

The data examined here do not establish the extent to which there zre community of
interests existing between the .councils under considerztion. This couid only be
established by examining the patterns of service use, shopping ete. of pecple in the six
areas in addition to their perceptions, local allegiances ete.
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APPENDIX A:

Maps of Demographic and Socio-Economic Indicators for
Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
= and Campbelitown Collecticn Districts, 1991

/ it k -~ =
Source: ABS 1991 Census (2 \7v &0 04 P
- — i_
: e |
i “"r‘\zc < )l,\,c AN { £ \.:-g e &
é




FIGURE AT1: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kenslngton-Nomood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distributicn of Population Aged 0-4
Years, 1991

Ao
2
: AR A
AN P
NG Gy

D ot
e
TSRS
AR AT
A

R
R

NSNS
v
3 Y

AR
AR,

SR e
MAEVAW
ARIENANY,

R

Rt S
TR
IAAMINNRARY
TR
I RTATARAIAL
AL

(] Less than 2.50%

2.50 10 4.99%

5.00 to 7.49%

& More than 7.49%
P em

FIGURE A2: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwoaod, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Aged
5-14 Years, 1991

Ve
SR
ARARAARAL L

[J Less than 7.50%
7.50 t0 9.99%
10.00to 12.49%
8 More than 12.49%
'lllll. “l,llkm .




FIGURE A3: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham

and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Popuiation Aged
15-24 Years, 1991
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FIGURE A4: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Aged i

2544 Years, 1991
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FIGURE A5:  Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwaood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Aged
45-64 Years, 1891

[ Less than 15.00%
1 15.00 10 19.99%
= 20.00 to 24.99%
B More than 24.99%,

FIGURE AS: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwocd, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Aged 65

Years and Qlder, 1991
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‘FIGURE A7:  Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Overseas-Born
Population, 1291
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FIQURE A8: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Non-English-
Speaking Overseas-Born Population, 1291
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FIGURE Ag:

Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwcod, Payneham

and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of ltaly-Born
Population, 1891
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FIGURE A10: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham

and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Greece-Born
Population, 1891
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FIGURE A11: Walkerville, Prospect, St.APeters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Germany-Born
Popuiation, 1291
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FIGURE A12: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham

and Campbelitown CDs: Percent Distribution of Viet Nam-Bom
Population, 1991
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FIGURE A13: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Southeast Asiz-Bom
Population, 1221
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FIGURE A14: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwoaod, Payneham
‘ and Campbelitown CDs: Percent Distribution of UK/Ireland-Born
Population, 1991
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FIGURE A15: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Aboriginal/Ts;-
Popuiation, 1291
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FIGURE A16: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Speaking 13
a Language Other Than English at Home Not Fiuent In English, 1891 &
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FIGURE A17: Walkervlille, Prospect, St. Peters, Kenslngton-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelitown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Aged
15 Years or Older with Degree or Higher Qualifications, 1991
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;‘ FIGURE A18: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
. and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Aged
15 Years or Older with Skilled Vocational Quallflications, 1991
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FIGURE A19:

Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington;Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Popuiation Aged
15 Years or Qlder with no Quallfications, 1991
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FIGURE A20: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Nerwood, Payneham

and Campbeiltown CDs: Percent Distribution of One-Parent Familles,
1291
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FIGURE A21: Walkerviile, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwoog, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of Couples with Dependent
Children as a Percentage of all Famiiles, 1991
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; FIGURE A22: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Household Income
$25,000 or Less, 1991
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FIGURE A23: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
- and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population Aged 15
Years and Over with Income $12,000 or Less, 1291
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FIGURE A24: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Popuiation Aged
15 Years or Over with Income Greater than $50,000, 1991
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FIGURE A25: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of Managers and
Administrators as a Percentage of the Employed Population, 1291
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FIGURE A256: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
- and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of Tradespersons as a
Percentage of Employed Population, 19391
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FIGURE A27:" Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of Labourers as a Percentage of
the Empioyed Popuiation, 1991
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FIGURE A28: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham g

and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of the Unempioyed Population
as a Percentage of the Labour Force, 1991
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FIGURE A29: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of the Unemployed Popuiation

Aged 15-13 Years as a Percentage of the Labour Force Aged 15-19
Years, 1991
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FIGURE A30: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of the Unemployed Population
Aged 20 Years or Older as a Percentage of the Labour Force Aged
20 Years or Older, 1991 :
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FIGURE A31: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwoad, Payneham -
and Campbelitown CDs: Distribution of Persons Who Travelled to
Work by Car Only as a Percentage of the Employed Population, 1991
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FIGURE A32: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwoaod, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of Persons who Traveiled to ¥
Work by Public Transport as a Percentage of the Employed S
Popuiation, 1291
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FIGURE A33: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Distribution of Average Number of People
per Occupled Private Dwelling, 1991
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FIGURE A34: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham E E
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Population In i

Medlum/HIigh Density Private Housing, 1991
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FIGURE A35: Walkerville, Pfospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham i
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Owner-Occupied
Private Dwellings, 1991
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FIGURE A36: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Occupied Private
Dwellings Being Purchased, 1991
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FIGURE A37: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kenslngton-Norwood, Payneham

and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Occupied Private
Dwellings with Mortgage of $775 or More per Month, 1991
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FIGURE A3s: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham '
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Occupied Private i
Dwellings Owned by Government Being Rented, 1991
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FIGURE A39: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distribution of Occupied Private
Dwellings Privately Owned Belng Rented, 1291
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. FIGURE A40: Walkerville, Prospect, St. Peters, Kensington-Norwood, Payneham
and Campbelltown CDs: Percent Distributicn of Occupled Private
Dwellings with No Motor Yehicle, 1991
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