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Abstract

This work examines the factors that motivate and support community resilience, understood
as a community’s ability to absorb disturbance without changing state. It looks specifically
at the case of Shawville, Québec, a community whose tenacity against a backdrop of socio-
economic and political change in recent decades makes its persistence stand out. Shawville’s
particular geography, political economy and socio-linguistic identity are interrogated as
potential ‘footing’ for the community’s resilience. This investigation shows that together
these factors support Shawville in producing and projecting particularity, understood as

the community’s self-identification as distinct and meaningful. Particularity is required for

community resilience.

The scaffolding that supports Shawville’s particularity and allows for its resilience is linked

to the insights of resilience theory through the use of two resilience theory models. The
fruitful use of analytic tools borrowed from environmental science demonstrates that resilient
systems, be they ecological or social systems, require similar conditions. Resilience requires
variability (internal flexibility) and diversity (external variety). In social systems variability
and diversity are especially important to the realm of meaning-making. A community’s
capacity for resilience is only as robust as its capacity to make meaningful its current
situation, its past experiences and its potential futures. Access to a wide range of alternative
interpretations and responses both enriches a community’s capacity for meaning-making and

enhances its particularity.

The research is interdisciplinary, drawing on concepts and literatures from a variety of academic
fields including anthropology, rural geography, history, and political economy. The data was

collected through semi-formal interviews, observation and the local weekly newspaper.



Acknowledgements

I would like to thank the many people who helped me to complete this ambitious project.

First and foremost, I owe much gratitude to the people of Shawville who generously shared
their stories, time, and thoughts with me. Their enthusiasm for the work I was doing meant a
great deal to me. Special thanks to Mayor Armstrong and the Shawville Town Council for their
warm welcome to me as an observer at their meetings, to Heather Dickson who generously
provided me with space on the pages of The Equity and room in her own office where I could
access archived copies of the paper, to Elsie Sparrow, Pearl McCleary and Venetia Crawford who
introduced me to the Shawville Archives and its volunteers, and to Margaret Hodgins and the

Shawville Women’s Institute whose confidence in my success was heartwarming,.

I am grateful to Dr. Anne Trépanier for permission to make use of her ‘refondation’ model in
my work, and for her willingness to discuss the ideas I was working to convey. My thanks to
Dr. Mark Skinner for several valuable conversations and a helpful reading list. Special thanks
to my co-supervisors Drs. Donna Patrick and Pauline Rankin who patiently stayed with me
through the process of dissertation writing. All four members of my dissertation committee

have been an invaluable help. Thank you.

I want to acknowledge with gratitude the financial support I received from Carleton
University’s School of Canadian Studies and the Faculty of Graduate Studies as well as the

government of Québec’s Fonds de recherche du Québec — Société et culture.

My friend and neighbour Lynda Wegner warrants special thanks for her help with
formatting, maps and figures. Under her capable ministrations, this work took shape in its

current polished form.

ii



I want to thank my daughters for being so willing to chat about the university ‘scene’, to
hear about my progress and to help with interview transcriptions and proof reading. That
I owe my husband, Michael, many thanks for the maps and figures in this work, and for
his overwhelming support, goes without saying. I owe thanks as well to the confidence and

encouragement of my wide extended family. Thank you all.

iii



Dedibation
I would like to dedicate this work to
Janice and Howard Briggs
whose presence in my story

is part of the solid ground beneath my feet.

iv



Table of Contents

Chapter One: Introduction

The Research Problem.............

Situating the Research Project.................coooi e
.. 20
... 24

Shawville as Case Study...........
Overview of the Work’s Format............ccocoiviiiiiiiiiieeicicnees

CONCIUSIONS ettt et e e eeeeee e e aee

Chapter Two: On Method and Methodology
Introduction .................oeenll
Methodology........coviiiiiiiiiiii
Getting the Questions Right ...l e,
Research Method .................
Doing Research in Your Own ‘Back Yard'...........ccoovcieiniiceeeen.

Conclusions ................

Chapter Three: Geography — Place, Space and Location
INtroducCtion ..o e
Where is Here? ......................

Placing Shawville in Space ......................
Home Space ...............

Contested Space ...................

Distinct Space ......ccoovviiiiii
Invisible Space .........ccooeviiiiiiiiii

Anglo-Québec Space .......................

29

. 32
e 33

38

.. 42

58

... 62

64

vee... 65
.e... 66
e 71
e

... 81
e 87
e 93



“Ottawa Valley” Space ..........c.cooeiiiiiiiiiciirciiiricieceieneee... 95
Meaningful Space ..........ccciiiiiiiiii e, 100

CONCIUSIONS .o e eeieresviieensnneseeneeenn.. 103

Chapter Four: Political Economy — River, Rails and Relationships
Introduction ... ... eceeneeeeceeenen. 106
Shawville's Political Economy: Some Context .... ..........c........... 108
The Particular ‘Good’ of Useful Skills ............... i 111
The Particular Value of Family Farms ... 119
The Particular Value of Relative Isolation .......... ....ccccceiiiiiinis 132
Rails & Relationships ..o e 139
The Particular Value of Going Slowly ...........ccocooiieiviininceeeee. 143

07012 103 [ 111 (o] a 1= 2RO 156

Chapter Five: Identity — Interconnection, Continuity and Story

INtrOAUCHION ... et e 157
WhO is Shawville?........ooovriiiieeeee e 158
A Character SKetCh ........cooiviiiiiiii e 160
Protestantism and Englishness ........coooevviviiiiiiiiiiieec e, 164
Not Such a Long Way from Tipperary .......coccoveeieeiiiiieeenicrennneennn. 168
“Fiddle and Twang” in the Valley ..o 175
Connections and Continuity ............oeeoeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii et 182
Being Shawville ..o e 195
CONCIUSIONS ..eviiiiiieieiie ettt e e e e e e s e e e e r e e s eneas 207

vi



Chapter Six: Conclusions and Questions

INtrOQUCHION ... e 208
Resilience Theory Re-stated ..., 210
Latour's Challenge ... 218
The Value of Particularity ..o 223
Troughton’s Challenge ...........ooviiiiiiiiiiii e 226
SUMMING UP oot e 228
APPENAICES ...ttt e ee e 231
References Cited ...t 246

vii



Table of Maps and Figures

Situating Shawville.........cooooviiiiiii e 2
The Adaptive CyCle...........ooiiiiiieeeeee et 12
Adaptive Cycles Interacting at Multiple Scales.............ccueeeeennai... 15
Equilibrium as one “Basin” among many .............ccooecevevvieeninnenenns 17

Conceptualizing Shawville ..., 34
Shawville under the Collide-o-Scope Lens...........cccccceieeenieennn . 37
Timeline of Significant Events in Québec History ....................... 53
MRC POntiac ..o 1O
The Valleyasanlsland ..., 96
Resilience Basin Delimited by Refoundation’s Poles .. ............... 101
Mobility: Railroads, Highways and the River....................... ... 140
Population and Age Structure in Shawville, Québec 1996-2006 .. 150

viii



The Importance of Being Shawville:
The Role of Particularity in Community Resilience

Chapter One: Introduction

It was about, oh goodness, could be twenty years ago time goes so fast, on Main
Street, Shawville there was these metal poles put up and on each pole was a sign to
tell us which hours of the day we could park and for how long and I don’t know who
but I will say the-lads-around-Shawville, ripped them out. We weren’t going to be
told how we could park along the roads of the town of Shawville.

(Pearl McCleary Fall 2010)

The Research Problem

My interest in the town of Shawville,! Québec was piqued soon after I moved to the area
with my family in 1991. I was struck by the community’s determined survival as a distinct
place and identity against political and economic odds. Shawville is situated in the Regional
County Municipality of Pontiac (Pontiac MRC), wedged between the Ottawa River and the
Gatineau Hills. The town is very close to the Ontario-Québec provincial border. It is seventy

kilometres northwest of Ottawa-Gatineau, Canada’s National Capital Region.?

Shawville is among the last English-speaking majority communities in Canada’s francophone-
majority province of Québec. Its location in Québec, and the concomitant political and

economic pressure to speak French as the “shared public language” of Québec (Oakes and

1 The ‘Shawville’ represented in this text is based on the particular instance of the community articulated
by and experienced within the scope of my interviews and investigation. This Shawville is only loosely
captured in the physical town site and refers more particularly to a group of people who share a history, a
language and a worldview, and identify themselves with Shawville.

2 Sec map on page 2.
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Warren 2007:84), made its enduring ‘Englishness® conspicuous and therefore intriguing.
Englishness seemed to be a defining characteristic of the community, as significant to its self-
identification as the area’s rolling fields and pine forests. While it was Shawville’s Englishness
that first caught my attention, the present work is emphatically not an exploration of
linguistic tension in Québec, nor is it another study of Canada’s bilingual mythos. Shawville’s
Englishness is significant to this work as evidence of the community’s ability to remain ‘itself’
through a period of socio-linguistic and political upheaval.? It was Shawville’s deliberately
distinctive identity as “the English village™ in West Québec that first led me to ask, “What
sustains this community?” How is it able to accommodate change without becoming a

changed place? What makes Shawville resilient?

Religious affiliations and profound Christian faith are also defining features of Shawville’s
collective identify. Despite, or better expressed, in deference to, its centrality in the life

of this community I have not made religion a specific focus of this work. Like linguistic
tensions and Québec nationalism Shawville’s character as ‘religious’ should be understood as

a pervasive and salient feature of the community’s experienced reality.

3 The term Englishness as I use it here draws on Meinhof and Galasinski’s work (2005). They discuss
the idea of identity, especially collective identity, as a verb: a way of being that encompasses language,
behaviours and shared stories (2005). Meinhof and Galasiriski’s concern is with the ‘vocabulary’ describing
Germanness or Polishness. Shawville’s Englishness is something we will consider more specifically in the
discussion of identity in Chapter Five.

4 Québec has seen several decades of socio-political change beginning with the Quiet Revolution of the
1960s (see Québec history time-line on page 53). Salient to Shawville’s context are the rise of Québécois
nationalism, the election of the separatist Parti Québécois, language laws restricting the use of English in
the public sphere and access to English-language schooling, referenda re Québec’s secession from Canada
in 1980 and 1995, on-going impacts of a Francophone government and restrictions on the use of English.
I do not want this work to be side-tracked into a discussion of linguistic/governance questions. Shawville’s
location 7 Québec is obviously pertinent. I will return to its specific significance in supporting Shawville’s
resilience at some length in lacer discussions.

5  Debra Stevens Spring 2010.



Shawville has 1,664 residents at the time of this writing.6 Statistics Canada’s 2006
Community Profile’ describes the village as predominantly English-speaking (eighty-five
percent report speaking English “most often at home”), remarkably homogeneous (the census
reports a total ‘visible minority’ population of ten), and unusually sedentary (two thirds of
Shawville’s residents have roots in the area that go back three or more generations). This last
characteristic is significant given the well-documented predisposition of English-speaking
Quebeckers to move on to greener pastures, especially since the rise of the Québec separatist
movement in the mid-1960s (Rudin 1985). My interviewees in Shawville described their
community as “tight” (close knit, closed and quick to close ranks), a sort of enclave, a place

with a long memory and deep family ties.®

The numbers in Statistics Canada’s 2006 Community Profile reflect Shawville’s aging
population, the ‘dip’ in the number of people between twenty and fifty years of age that

is characteristic of English Québec (reflecting the high percentage of that demographic
who leave the province to study and work), and the small number of people employed in
“occupations unique to primary industry” (30 of the 585 people with work) despite the
area’s long-time identification with agriculture and forestry (Statistics Canada 2006). What
the statistics cannot reveal is what holds this community together on this tenuous bit of
ground. They cannot account for Shawville’s continuity and tenacity over time. How is it
that this community endures? What supports it? How has it navigated the social, political
and economic turbulence of recent decades? How has it maintained its sense of self and kept
its balance? These questions led me to the current interrogation of the factors supporting

Shawville’s resilience.

6 Only 2011 population data became available from StatsCanada in February 2012.
7  Data for 2011 re families and houscholds’ and ‘language’ was not yet available at the time of writing.
8 Cited from interview data collected in the spring and summer of 2014,
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In Shawville, I observed community meetings and events, conducted semi-structured
interviews, did research at the local archives, and wrote a series of articles for the local weekly
newspaper. My goal in these activities was to examine what it meant to ‘be’ Shawville, and
discover the source or sources of the community’s on-going strength and stability. The
specific case of community resilience I studied in Shawville drew on an amalgam of socio-
historical, geographic, and political economic factors to create a sense of distinction and
uniqueness. The community’s self-identification incorporates time, place, and experience.
My findings demonstrate that Shawville experiences, reproduces and projects particularity (a
distinct sense of people and place) with sufficient conviction to both motivate and enable the

community’s resilience.

Based on my research findings, this dissertation argues that Shawville’s resilience relies on
its particularity. It is ultimately Shawville’s experience of and belief in its own distinctness
and significance that give it both the will and the ability to keep its balance on the shifting
ground of socio-political and economic change. Particularity is both an experience and a
perception; it is manifest in the unique intersections of “places, people, property, pasts,
politics, and power” (Halseth 1998:226) that constitute a ‘particular’ place/community that

is distinctive and identifiable as and for itself.

The production of particularity is a long-standing concern of human communities. Indeed,
Arjun Appadurai contends that the entire ethnographic record can be read as witness to the
many and varied ways in which people work to produce and mainuin the sense of belonging,
continuity and place that constitutes particularity (1996:179). We inscribe particularity onto
ourselves through various practices from the names we give our children to the ritual scarring
of our bodies (circumcision, tattoos and piercings). We inscribe it into the earth in footpaths,

structures, cemeteries and highways (Appadurai 1996:179-180). Because particularity is



ephemeral, its production and reproduction always involve continuous, deliberate effort.
Now, in the context of “deterritorialized, diasporic and transnational” modernity, writes
Appadurai, the reproduction of particularity “is increasingly a struggle” (1996:188-9).
Shawville’s relatively long-standing (within Canada’s own brief history) and continuing

success in the work of reproducing particularity makes it an interesting community to study.

The zeizgeist of our age (light and speed incarnate in micro-technologies and instant
communication) has been called ‘mobility’ (Thrift in Cloke 1994:216). It can be seen in
the explosive growth of our ability to be mobile, and the parallel growth in the expectation
that we will be constantly “on the move”. Mobility thins out our experiences of history,
place and community. Thomas Friedman (2005) celebrates the deliberate “flattening” of
the particularities that distinguish one place from another. He calls these distinctive places
“sites of friction” and describes them as obstacles to the fluid circulation of goods, ideas
and money on an otherwise frictionless plane. Others argue that we need friction in order
to gain traction for both thought and activity. Christina Muehlberger® for example, claims
that “a ‘place’ is vital in order to ground agency” and that “a placeless space {one without a
particular place or community] actively atomizes people” actually dissipating agency. There
are, of course, many who would argue the contrary, who see the ‘gift’ of the cybersphere as
an example of ‘space’ without place drawing strangers together and equipping them with
previously unimaginable agency. Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri (2000) foretell a world
free of the “divisive thrall” of the particular, with fewer and fewer distinctions, no boundaries,
no binaries, no outside, and no places ‘between’ (2000:190). In the world of “Empire”

(referring to the title of their book), the particular has been superseded, for good or ill.

9  Muehlberger, Christina. Conference Paper Presentation. Carleton University Nov. 7, 2011.
6



Yet people, it seems, have always been ready to do the work involved in producing and re-
producing particular place/communities. The effort responds to an imperative, consciously
or unconsciously experienced. One of Friedman’s interviewees warns that the loss of such
places will have serious consequences since they are the tools we use to locate ourselves in the
world. It is these “distinctive places and communities that give us our bearings” (Friedman
2005:236). They provide for a valuable grounding threatened by Friedman’s vision of a “flat
world” without distinguishing features. Appadurai claims that marked and particular places/
communities serve as “multiplex interpretive site(s]”. They “provide the frame or setting
within which various kinds of human action (productive, reproductive, interpretive, and

performative) can be initiated and conducted meaningfully” (Appadurai 1996:184).

We will return to the significance of “meaning-making” (and homo narrans’'® compelling
need to make sense of the world) at some length below. Here, it is enough to flag the
connection between particularity and the construction of meaning. The role particularity
plays as both the context for and the content of “meaning-making” (i.e. homo narrans’
capacity to make sense of the world by constructing meaning), is a significant part of what
makes it vital to a community’s resilience. Resilience, understood as a community’s ability
to keep its balance on shifting ground, relies on its capacity to accommodate change within
a meaningful narrative. Meaning is a requirement for resilience. Particularity is required for

meaning-making.

10 I have found the phrase homo narrans used (unatiributed) across disciplines (see for example Mechling
1991). I have tried to track its original use without success. In the first chapter of his book titled Homo
Narrans John Niles provides a description of what the phrase incorporates: “Through storytelling, an
otherwise unexceptional biological species has become a much more interesting thing, Homo narrans: that
hominid who not only succeeded in negotiating the world of nature, finding enough food and shelter to
survive, but also has learned to inhabit mental worlds that pertain to times that are not present and places
that are the stuff of dreams” (1999:3).

7



Situating the Research Project

This investigation examines a part of Québec which is often overlooked in the literatures of
history, political economy, and sociology in Canada. Scholarly writing about the experience
of Anglophones in Québec is, by and large, limited to the urban world of Montréal (Rudin
1986; Handler 1988; Scowen 1991; and Oakes and Warren 2007). The literatures of rural
studies and rural sociology also tend to overlook West Québec (some would argue they
omit Québec in toto)"! as a subject of study (Parson’s 1977 study of Gatineau Township is
an exception). Histories of the region are sparse. Those written in English tend to stop short
in Aylmer/Gatineau, or focus on the Ontario side of the Ottawa River. Similar histories by
French writers also tend to skip past Pontiac MRC. Works about Shawville that do exist are
local and parochial, or historical, so that this contemporary study represents an important
new contribution.’? My study expands the presence of this particular small corner of rural

Canada within our collective body of knowledge.

The particular community of Shawville, like many small communities across rural Canada
more generally, faces enormous socio-political and economic odds (Markey ez a/. 2008;
Stedman ez 2l. 2004; MacKenzie 1992; and Leckie 1989 inter alia). In the context of a
shrinking rural population and a shift away from agriculture as a vital economic driver in
Canada, rural geographers debate the future usefulness of “rural” as an analytic category
(Troughton 1995; Halseth 1998), and the changing meanings of “rurality” (Besser 2009;
Reimer 20006; Litde 1999; Liepins 1999). Current economic doctrine advocates integration,

concentration and centralization (i.e. the de-valuing of particularity). Farming communities

11 To wit the not infrequent publication of studies of Canada that exclude Québec (for example see Laker,
Jason 2011, and Mookerjea, Sourayan, Imre Szeman, and Gail Faurschou (eds.) 2009).

12 Caldwell 1980; Gaffield 1997; and Stevenson 1999 are examples of works about Anglo-Québec with an

urban focus.

8



and the small towns they support and are supported by feel under siege (Adams 2002;
Pawlick 2009). The disparate and particular communities of rural Canada are under pressure
to fit themselves into the “golden straightjacket” (Friedman 1999) of market expectations.
The requisite alterations already underway in the form of amalgamations and increasingly
centralized regulation promise to be uncomfortable at best.'> They also threaten to disrupt
local particularity and thus jeopardise community resilience, putting at risk the particular,

orienting place/communities of small town Canada.

This project responds to Michael Troughton’s 1995 challenge to the Canadian Association
of Geographers. Addressing that organization as its past president, Troughton called for
“ongoing and critical evaluation of former and current operational structures” (i.e. past
and present policy and practice re rural Canada) and “a search for models which might
better realize the system potential and halt its decline (i.e. value and support rural places/
communities)” (Troughton 1995:300). In this work, I identify the factors that sustain
Shawville as Shawville, and point to “current operational structures” that threaten to
undermine those supports. In doing so, I call attention to the scaffolding that currently
supports the community’s resilience, a “model” already working to safeguard Shawville’s

potential and mitigate (for the time being) its decline.

Much of what I learned about Shawville’s resilience speaks to the situation of rural,
agricultural communities in Canada more generally. Along with circumstances unique to its
own context, Shawville faces the generalized and much documented challenges of chronic
unemployment, falling farm incomes, and a declining and aging population that will lead

with time to fewer and fewer local resources, less discretionary income, a smaller tax base,

13 The Mayors of Shawville and the surrounding rural municipality of Clarendon described feeling enormous
pressure to amalgamate, both with each other, and with other neighbouring communities. Mayor
Armstrong, in particular, grieved that the increasing costs of conforming to centralized regulations would
eventually force amalgamations. Drawn from interview data collected in the spring of 2010.

9



and fewer community volunteers (Rudin 1985:289; Halseth 1998:113). I have no doubt that
the factors that prove to be supporting Shawville in its particular context are also at work in

similar rural/agricultural contexts across Canada.

This work also forges an innovative link between the insights of resilience theory and social
science research. Coupling social science with ideas drawn from environmental studies and
ecology responds to the pressing need for theories that go beyond the society/nature divide
and insist on ways of thinking that acknowledge their interconnection (Latour 2007:5). My
project thus adopts two models from resilience theory in the field of ecology through which
to examine and explain Shawvilles resilience. The models help me to conceptualize the
community as a ‘system’. This novel dialogue, as well as acknowledging the place of people
within the biosphere (rather than as foreign to it), also provides social/human studies with
new tools to measure and define change and equilibrium. Most significantly, resilience theory
provides models that illustrate the invaluable role of diversity and redundancy in resilience,
calling into question the ‘naturalized’ acceptance of uniformity and efficiency as ‘goods’
within the constructs of the global economy. The model I used to theorize my findings

highlighted the value and significance of particularity to resilience.

The models of adaptive cycles and resilience, together with the ecological theory upon
which they draw, offer my work two specific assets. The first is that they separate the word
‘change’ from the implied subtext of ‘progress’, allowing change to be examined as a form
of ‘disturbance’ to a community/system without assumptions of forward movement,
inevitability or desirability colouring the analysis. Persistence is not assumed to be its
opposite. In fact, Carl Folke claims that in ecology the concept of resilience “emerged to
address how change and persistence work together” (2009:1). The second offering is that

the models provide the word ‘resilience’ with a useful and productive definition (Holling

10



1973; Gunderson 2000; Gunderson and Holling 2002). Resilience theory defines resilience
as the capacity of a system to absorb disturbance without changing its state. I have adapted
the wording to describe a community’s resilience as its ability to absorb change without
becoming a different kind of community. Referring to Shawville specifically, I use the
definition to describe the community’s resilience as its demonstrated ability to appropriate

change and continue the performance of being Shawville against a shifting background.

Resilience is not a static endurance in place. It is more like a skater’s footwork, a dance of
balance and motion that stays on its feet. Both the models I use in my analysis allow for
movement. The “adaptive cycle” Holling posits, interrupts any notion of teleologically driven
change by insisting instead on a recursive round of growth, consolidation, disturbance and
renewal (see figure on page 12). Adapration is continuous and dynamic but it does not have
an obvious end goal beyond beginning again, beyond, as Holling says, “staying in the game”
(1973:18). Resilience is modelled as a wide, shallow basin. The basin represents a “zone of
attraction” around a centripetal core. A resilient system is able to make adjustments that
allow it to remain within its current basin (its existing state of mobile equilibrium). If the
system proves un-resilient (the disturbance it experiences is too much to absorb) it “Hips
states” by passing over the brim of the basin into a new “zone of attraction” centred in a new

centripetal core (Holling 1973; Gunderson 2000; Gunderson and Holling 2002).'4

Resilience is not a question of stasis. As I will insist throughout this work resilience is not
measured in the ability to hold firm, or to return to a prior stable state, but in a system’s
ability to absorb and/or accommodate change such that it remains within its current

equilibrium basin (retains its form and function or maintains its identity). It is vital to keep

14 For example, Shawville, given the sources of disturbance it currently faces, might find its new equilibrium
as a single-industry town centred in a foreign-owned plant and potentially overwhelmed by imported,
temporary labour. Alternatively Shawville might become a ‘bedroom’ community, home to the urban-
centred francophone families who predominate in the expanding western suburbs of Gatineau.

11
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in mind that form, function, identity and even equilibrium are themselves fluid and contingent.
Resilience thinking is about working with change. It involves the capacity for transformative
reform when appropriate (Walker and Salt 2006:62), and the recognition that there are both
openings for daring change and times of fragility within the ongoing and overlapping cycles of

growth, consolidation, disturbance and renewal (Walker and Salt 2006:75).

When Lance Gunderson and C.S. Holling observe that “[r]esilience can be the enemy

of adaptive change” (2002:30), or Brian Walker and David Salt concede that “in and of
itself [resilience is] not necessarily desirable” (2006:27), they are acknowledging that our
very capacity for resilience has the potential to cost us the will and ability to reach for
transformative change when we must. Their use of the word ‘resilience’ is unfortunate and
potentially confusing (the meaning in this context is subtly different). Their point, however,
is important. Their observation relates to a sort of false resilience, an ability to mask the need
for adaptive change and perpetuate the status quo, or accommodate change too easily, such
thar the effects of maladaptive change are masked instead. Thomas Homer-Dixon (2001)
believes that our very capacity for adaptation works against us. We get used to things too
fast, and forget how they used to be too quickly (2001:394), a characteristic which leaves

us vulnerable to working with change even when it works against us. Our capacity to make
meaning allows us “to create structures of signiﬁcafion” that become a “virtual reality” vital to
our well-being. They can also be detrimental in that “as long as the structures of signification
stay in place, the whole system will not transform radically, but rather will return to a

previous equilibrium” (Holling and Gunderson 2002:108).

The load-bearing significance of our own constructs are often more difficult to dismantle

than real constraints are to ignore.'®> Eric Hobsbawn (1983) offers an example that illustrates

15 To wit the ready compliance with austerity dictums responding to market exigencies vs. the decades of
activism asking for a response to environmental degradation that have gone unheeded.
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the point. He observes that hard hats are worn for practical reasons both for horseback
riding, and by soldiers. Soldiers” protective helmets change to reflect innovation in safety
design while wearing “a particular kind of hard hat in combination with hunting pink”
complies with an “entirely different kind of sense” which has less to do with safety than with

self-narrative (Hobsbawn and Ranger 1983:3-4).

Bruno Latour (2010) makes an eloquent plea for the dismantling of two social constructs

(narratives) that currently hold sway, dangerously skewing our adaptive capacity:

Along with the narrative of our emancipation from our earthly home [the narrative
of modernity and technological progress] we must also shake ourselves loose from

the idea of a flow of time moving inevitably and irreversibly forward that can be
predicted by clear-sighted thinkers. The spirit of the age, if there is such a Zeitgeist,

is rather that everything that had been taken for granted in the modernist grand
narrative of progress is fully reversible... [m]aking explicit (that is, manifest) a subtle
but radical transformation in the definition of what it means to progress, that is, to
process forward and meet new prospects. Not as a war cry for an avant-garde to move
even further and faster ahead, but rather as a warning, a call o attention, so as to stop
going further in the same way as before toward the future.

(Latour 2010:473)

By borrowing vocabulary and assumptions from ecology to describe a social system I seek
to “endogenize” (Pritchard et al. 1998) human beings within the natural world and the

exigencies of its recursive and cyclical change.

As introduced above, Holling’s model of the adaptive cycle disentangles the whole concept of
change from its conflation with progress. He reconceptualises the inevitable march forward as a
recursive round of growth, consolidation, disturbance and renewal (Holling 1973, Gunderson
and Holling 2002). The interactions of faster and slower cycles at macro and micro scales means

that adaptive change has no one form, no universal speed, no direction (see figure on page 15).
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Change is not driven by some teleological end. It has no goal to achieve.

Holling broke with both the notion of change as forward movement and of equilibrium as
stasis. His model separated change from movement but pushed equilibrium into motion. He
conceptualized resilience as a wide, shallow basin. The basin represents a zone of attraction’,
a centripetal force within which a system makes adjustments and shifts its weight in order to
maintain its balance (equilibrium). Each basin is one of many possible basins, one experience
of equilibrium among many potential alternatives (see figure on page 17). Resilience can

be understood as the system’s ability to remain within its original basin. It is defined within
resilience theory as the amount of disturbance a system can absorb before it “flips states”

or jumps into an adjoining basin, and becomes a new kind of system around a new kind of

equilibrium (Gunderson 2000:427-8).

Adapted to the study of a human community, resilience, thus defined, can be construed as
the community’s ability to absorb change without becoming a different kind of community.
Resilience by this definition is not the time it takes a system to ‘recover’ and return to a

prior state (what Gunderson and Holling call “engineering resilience” 2002:27), but its
overall capacity to accommodate, assimilate, or appropriate change in such a way that the
system, the community, retains its original ‘being’, remains intelligible to itself (“ecosystem
resilience” 2002:28). Resilience is not a matter of static endurance, but a dance of balance in
motion. ‘Being’ Shawville is a performance that endlessly incorporates shifting backdrops and

changing personalities.

The final insight Holling’s work contributes to this study is that interaction between systems
at different scales makes change unpredictable and episodic; accidents of timing align events

at the micro and macro scale to make sometime disturbances catastrophic and would-be
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New Equilibrium

Zone of Attraction

Alternative Zone of
Attraction

Equilibrium as one “Basin” among many
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catastrophes sometimes manageable. It becomes imperative to look beyond the bounds of
any given ‘system’ to make sense of its cycles and (re)actions. In order to accomplish this,

Shawville can be conceptualized through a “collide-o-scope” lens'® that holds near and far,
past and present in tension and in motion. It is the mobility of the collide-o-scope lens, its

capacity to show movement through time, which makes it a useful analytic tool in this work.

Shawville has weathered multiple adaptive cycles without being pushed from one state of
being to another. As the pages that follow illustrate, the community has a strong central core
with significant centripetal force. There is a clear (though unarticulated) line identifying what
is inside and what lies outside its “zone of attraction”. A broad self-identification provides

for a wide basin with room for movement and the shifting of weight as needed. Shawville’s
“basin” also has a well-seated, deep foundation. The particularity of this place/community is,

for the time being, well-supported.

This work is not a “salvage ethnography”.'” It is not meant to be “a memorial to [a] unique
8 graphy q
and remarkable people” swept away by what Davies calls “the worst devastation of all:
peop P y by
progress” (Davies 2008:259). Although I share Troughton’s conviction that “much has been
lost or is being ignored” in the “reversal from rural to urban dominance,” I do not share his
g 1g
resigned acceptance of this process as an inevitable part of the march of progress (Troughton

1995:299). This work intends to make a strong case for reconsidering what we mean by

16 The familiar kaleidoscope suggests movement, but also fragmentation and distortion. In order to focus
attention on the qualities I need in this analytic tool I have tried to render it less familiar by coining a new
spelling that highlights its capacity for movement, and the contingent/temporary arrangement of factors so
as to point to new possible connections. 1 will explain the collide-o-scope as analytic tool at some length in
Chapter Two.

17 “Salvage ethnography”, often associated with those who studied aboriginal cultures in North America,
gathered what it could of cultural artifacts, art forms, rituals, language, and dress as curiosities for display
in museums in order to ‘salvage’ remnants of what the anthropologist assumed to be a dying culture. This
work has been critiqued both for its Eurocentric assumptions about the inevitable march of progress, and
for its complicity in documenting the demise of peoples and lifeways without intervening on their behalf.

18






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































