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Theory of Community (Smith, 2001)

Community

® Asavalue

solidarity, commitment, mutuality and trust.

® As adescriptive category or set of variables

H. Wong

Place

Territorial or place community can be seen as where people have
something in common, and this shared element is understood
geographically.

Another naming this is as ‘locality’. This approach to community has
spawned a rich literature — first in ‘community studies’ and more recently
in locality studies (often focusing on spatial divisions of labour).
Interest

In interest or ‘elective’ communities people share a common
characteristic other than place. They are linked together by factors such
as religious belief, sexual orientation, occupation or ethnic origin.

In this way we may talk about the ‘gay community’, the ‘Catholic
community’ or the ‘Chinese community’.

selfhood have played an important role in ‘opening out the conceptual
space within which non-place forms of community can be understood’
(Hoggett 1997: 7).

Communion

Weakest form: as a sense of attachment to a place, group or idea (in other
words, whether there is a ‘spirit of community’.

Strongest form ‘communion’ entails a profound meeting or encounter —
not just with other people, but also with God and creation.

One example here would be the Christian communion of saints — the
spiritual union between each Christian and Christ (and hence between
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every Christian).

‘communities of meaning’ (Cohen, 1982, 1985)

”community” plays a crucial symbolic role in generating people’s
sense of belonging’ (Crow and Allan 1994: 6).

The reality of community, Cohen argues, lies in its members’
perception of the vitality of its culture (a significant element of this is
what

Putnam calls ‘social capital’.

“People construct community symbolically, making it a resource and
repository of meaning, and a referent of their identity’ (Cohen 1985:
118).

Boundary and community

members of a group have something in common with each other;

and the thing held in common distinguishes them in a significant way
from the members of other possible groups (Cohen 1985: 12).
Community, thus, implies both similarity and difference. It is a
relational idea: ‘the opposition of one community to others or to other
social entities’

question of boundary — what marks the beginning and end of a
community?

boundaries may be marked on a map (as administrative areas), or in
law, or by physical features like a river or road. Some may be religious
or linguistic.

However, not all boundaries are so obvious: ‘They may be thought of,
rather, as existing in the minds of the beholders’ (Cohen 1985: 12).
they may be seen in very different ways, not only by people on either
side, but also by people on the same side.

This is the symbolic aspect of community (or communion) boundary
and is fundamental to gaining an appreciation of how people
experience communities (and communion).

The defining of a boundary places some people within, and some
beyond the line. The definition of ‘community’ or ‘communion’ can,
thus, become an exclusionary act.

The benefits of belonging to a particular group are denied to
non-members. A very obvious example of this is the growth of ‘gated
communities’ in the USA and UK. A physical barrier is erected to keep
out, in this case, those who are poor or who are seen as a threat
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® As network and local social system

people live close to one another do not necessarily mean that they have
much to do with each other.

There may be little interaction between neighbours. It is the nature of the
relationships between people and the social networks of which they are a
part that is often seen as one of the more significant aspects of

‘community’.

® Asnorms and habits

Tolerance : an openness to others; curiosity; perhaps even respect, a

willingness to listen and learn (Walzer 1997: 11).

Reciprocity : Putnam (2000) describes generalized reciprocity thus: ‘I’ll

do this for you now, without expecting anything immediately in return,

and perhaps without even knowing you, confident that down the road you

or someone else will return the favour’. In the short run there is altruism,

in the long run self-interest.

Trust: The confident expectation that people, institutions and things will

act in a consistent, honest and appropriate way (or more accurately,

‘trustworthiness’ — reliability) is essential if communities are to flourish.

€ Closely linked to norms of reciprocity and networks of civic
engagement (Putnam 1993; Coleman 1990), social trust — trust in
other people — allows people to cooperate and to develop.

€ Trusting others does not entail us suspending our critical judgment —
some people will be worthy of trust, some will not.

The Desire for Community (Brent, 2004)

H. Wong

IHlusion, Confusion and Paradox

Community is a desire, continually replenishing itself as people seek
voice and connectedness, in all their imperfections.

Community, even if an illusion, has very real effects, even if these do not
produce utopia.

Community activity creates conflict and division. Though community
action is partly based on reassuring ideas of cooperation and mutuality, it
is also divisive, dividing the inside from the outside, and producing
internal strife between different factions.

Community is, a continual deferral of any descriptive or definitional
formulation by which ‘it’ can be identified. There has been a reliance on

p.3


http://www.infed.org/biblio/b-netwk.htm

SOWK 5953A/5953C L1: What is Community & Community Work?

metaphor, and a stress upon relationships with other concepts.

There have been a whole raft of words connected to it: power, voice,
social peace, warmth, conflict, division, enmity, disunity, unity, certainty,
illusion, locality, nature, lifeworld, organic, autonomy, fantasy, myth,
resistance, cultural identity, face-to-face, nationalist, reactionary. It is all
very inexact, though, to judge by how often the term is used, it illustrates
perfectly the idea that ‘[“inexact”] does not mean “unusable” °’
(Wittgenstein, 1976, p. 41).

Community is the continually reproduced desire to overcome the
adversity of social life, and it is community as desire rather than
community as social object which commands engagement. This desire
manifests itself in a number of contradictory ways, and leads to no
unified form of relationships or direction of social action. This explains
the lack of any single morphology of community.

g Erf i (geographical community):

H. Wong

AL E F P AT IR L R T R - U E B8R o A AL
ggm,}{,rgﬁgﬁw %3 A

W2, WAL F IR A A A £u T AR fheh e (sets of
relationships) & T &AL % > BfaR A U 2 A > AP T &l g
#7 {ﬂ“ BARLTenA o FPh o A BRRE TRAE ¥ FOAF 4 00— ek BN RIS

e B o

v %

M) P#@?] ST M A el hoie é#—éj_ﬁ‘\:{%(\ié_%;;\gijt‘;\

53 i]éfn“—rlgr,\.miazﬁﬁ,mxa’#j\. FB"'T’W A R 7T ;ILL_’_E{_ "Ffr%'rﬁ:]"_}_

%‘r - BAEERHE S AT FBE CRRE AR A B AL EY

W R (#R S, 2002: 15)

Ak g ? % Bulmer (1987: 38-39) R &4 % e & Bhix B

£7 &@]%ﬁ" « B A B % (primary group relationships or personal

relationships)

N

- A EREJP R Ao

Ll FIEPESEEP DY ffi B % (institutionalize or socially

structured relations)
Bulmer :£3% & * A ¢ 4 % (social networks)iz i & 3@ 14 B~ 1 2 &R

A TAER

p.4



SOWK 5953A/5953C L1: What is Community & Community Work?

LY I W@ AR GAI R NRE AR, pANT A ICQ AR
Bp e ] > = - 3 B it B 74 st 0 ‘flash mobs’ eI > F_F o A A B
LA BB RS ﬁ ﬁé@?i?f?’.’%ﬁ,iliﬁ“\lrwﬁ-ﬁ L EARFREY
BHOEE > SPARARP-FRF-FEEAR- &L RDBEHRIAPYH
%ﬁazﬁgiﬁ—%%mﬁwiﬁwgﬁ*m%ﬁﬁ §FF o hhR?
PP FLX AFEFRAGEES CRPERROT RA LT A L Hn?

gs £ (functional community)

® FAinip <EHL> % %26
1. 4+ &Az\ﬁggﬂgo?,r/.{}la—i‘iié%p\ A (FEHEAR) & F
i;—é—%;u‘fgffp\:gb-g\ﬂ;fa;%;;ﬁq—%i/\(;égg

FERE s PEBEA R s PEASE AR
B R TR E A (collective identity) 2 §F B B

4. ARFHREA ARG BRI TR MR £
INEE= N 3

5. S@ALTH BSM AR ¥R EFT SR % 2R FRE

6. BEHALTH, SR T U fEE P E R AL [ F Rk R A
ﬂ}fr' B A l’f‘l‘ﬂ =

7. AFRFTUGER KT AL FE RHEAEHLIET B g P

1%

' R |
%
I)-::

RAH <EH> F - %:3030 5
A% H - 1 ¥k B ( community as a context) > — B 1 i¥i Bk AL € iF
FREBIITH N ERB R FTHRE 2R

2. A% H - B3 4p PBAE 4k % (caring community) s — B ¥ % KA f 4 12 )
ZREICEVZRESE AL LA FEE eS| B E'j’ﬁz?“"ﬁfﬁ
BRZEPE A s A R B YN R

3. AT EF AL ¢ so i e (empowered community); AL 1 (FE - &
Lz RREME FJF LR

AFL D BB PR F AR BRES T B RTERRE T4

H. Wong p.5




SOWK 5953A/5953C

(vulnerable) et Fdogm 4o~ Ao S EX
fe i RE e 2
JRARE A B B % o B0 gD

Bt L L R AT i

L1: What is Community & Community Work?

%E?J \J_A\—%Af‘f_ét}ié.ﬂf]/’ﬁ“’
RS RET A -

HE2 L LRIk iF. TR P

VISR A BRE o L PAE € R FCREE o HeOR ALTT BRI o ot
Berih® 1 (F7 L5 Tt e g o
RY D FRENIBAEIR P B EHE o AN SR R
i %
/L/LE 2
1. HEEEHETIE
Hmk B TR B(<E%> 5 - %1 9-13) 0 FE A R F 2 BHHAT L FHT
HoFMTEAE RIARIL T
1. HAga1iveh-fa4 » £
2. H- BB
3. HiEh BRI E a7 E
4, FLeR B XN pEA S T EVZ LR
5, RPN EREAFOE R EALATFENI B AR E’f [&‘f‘?wu
B ERA WL Es‘i%{ﬁ—?v;/r"% ’E’r;
6. mBmEAXNS o ArmHp i
7. A EGEAL € R
e PR AT UHERE - L L TRE L RSP R
1. =¥ eqR,;
2. IR A pE,
3. FMAXNTE R,
4. R p 5% €4 R (empowerment)
A% 1 ITIE_R
AFLCEAR A H PR E LTI A L2 o v BB RHE SR
WiEd > LB TATIR > &4 FAATRIE sl 2 ERBEE ET
B i fe, Y R A LR RE B AP BT B p ki
A deag R R S 2 R i 4 e 3o FADA A R
BAAFRAAMW A 0 MERL T ~ 2%~ WA Z feipaib g o
H. Wong p.6




SOWK 5953A/5953C L1: What is Community & Community Work?

’

‘

AT TF 72?7 RB?ET E? ey <=w
>#- ¢ :12)

1. FELIFHIFZ

*

IR BRE S TRAAEATEL RS g AR L (FEA
griF= x+F2 - o

WMEREZE PRI A ® LTI RE] ERRIAE T FOh
(intervention) = ;* o £ WA 1920 % 1930 4 %jfrin B £ % | 21 iFepd
Z o AR IFEZERET 1962 £ AL KT RAEL R 6 KL A
IIERAAZ 2 - AR A FHAAE L TS iT AR B
Bm oA e g r 32072 RO BX 4L FEADEIER 20 Imm@“’
3 fi#id- o

d AR PR F e TR AL EF AT a il -
g iEd D 4 AL l%i"”r'l’ﬁ_”"J‘-&IL’fF"’J‘-&IL’-ﬁ‘Wﬁ} TF
AL L T AL € 1 Tl % o

AMF L RFERAALE L IES L - M AR AA F L Bl A - K
mi]\j\,%, B .Qr»#grAmglj.s}g«flj,*pr&m'ﬁﬁﬁg;ﬁ i%" @ 4p i £ B
é‘amﬁ‘_ﬁ—%‘- °

TR ORFEAIRAAEEIRGEY 0 J @ ¥ AT L ITHEE o dog
Ao TRAL ) 2 T3 ERE | BRMDBERIBIFALPREZ &
P kg o & AR RMA S R E LR B i*uf, B b Rl
FeRFR 0 B AR E S REPRAP o FEZ AT REL P2 RER
HAZ -

2. fFEART

¢

H. Wong

AR AT ‘llﬂﬁz A - a1 (v E ek BF ARG - A TR o
ALERE NG EBA TR EAAERL TR X AR
w(CC) > 34 B AT F R & 3 04 & (EenffAd o
;iﬁﬂiﬂ’iﬁiﬁ@ﬁﬁpkﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁuaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
¥R AT AR %M#’u;i TAR & R om AL % 3 E 33, (NLCDP) »
TAE AR LTI - PRI RS o

m o4 - E SR FURG BjedE NLCDP, fe f ke 8 2481 chil BT
RR KB AT R E RS DS E M4 R $ (Integrated
Neighbourhood Project, INP) i® d1 4F % » 12T 4 & $Fendg o

T by

p.7



SOWK 5953A/5953C L1: What is Community & Community Work?

2. JEfrIE S

¢ AHIFALE ARSI LE A E L FE Rk R & KGR
FirAftes NRABTENEF IR G A %«‘—Pﬁz&m/pﬁﬂf* JRI% > & 7
N A T e A

& WLRY A1963 EEHATEE TN R LT A AVEFELE S 5
WEAE > B Rt L AL F NI 2 1 s 2 AR €N H R ReniEH 1T
NFRE o FR L RS R BT RBIFFTRGL (FIE 4 )
HALR L (TR RenT & 23 it B 44061 Fged™ ik Fe 2 07 o

FFAT IR LAE LT AR TN L o ATUAA®L T2 B & -

ﬁél T2 - B TR AT LT s By i L8
B o

® T 'F,fgv TEALE I TR AR A AR TR A F 4

H?ri& %,

#* F 1% e (structural oreientation) i & & 4 47 i 4E;

o~k g R ¢ A T RE IR

E RN S

TP REERp RS E

AR F R

LA ey £

N o gk wDd R

New Direction: Community Social
Work (Stepney & Popple, 2008)

“Community is back in vogue as a context, method and as a level of intervention”
(Mizrahi, 2001, p.176)

® Ambiguity about the current identity and status of community social work

(CswW)

B Paradox concerning limitations of social work to resolve many of the
problems in the community with methods of community intervention are
being brought back into use

B Become part of a process of social inclusion and neighbourhood renewal

H. Wong p.8
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project in UK (Popple, 2006), and also social inclusion and building social
capital projects funded by the Community Investment and Inclusion Fund in
HK;

B Tension between the state and the citizen: whether the state can promote
change at the local level in favour of marginalized groups , and develop
preventive policies for collaboration and inclusion whilst resisting pressure
for more enforcement and control (Stepney, 2006)

B Tension between to social justice and limited resources: sense of
responsibility reflected in social work profession and commitment to social
justice vs. front-line agencies faced problems of inadequate resources and
support in the community, poor infrastructure services, fragmentation of
community networks and so on.

B The contradiction between social legitimation vs. radical agenda for change.

Further reading

Bauman, Z. (2001) Seeking Safety in an insecure world, Cambridge: Polity Press. 159
pages. Useful overview of the idea in the context of current debates about the nature

and future of society.

Bell, C. and Newby, H. (1971) Community Studies, London: Unwin. 262 pages. Classic
overview of community studies (American and European) with a useful chapter

discussing theories of community.

Cohen, A. P. (1985) The Symbolic Construction of Community, London: Tavistock (now
Routledge). 128 pages. Outstanding exploration of 'community' that focuses on it as a
cultural phenomenon. Cohen looks at the ways in which the boundaries to
communities are symbolically defined and how people become aware of belonging
to a community. Chapters examine the 'classical' tradition of community and the
contribution of the Chicago tradition; symbolizing boundaries; communities of

meaning; and the symbolic construction of community.

Cohen, A. P. (ed.) (1982) Belonging. Identity and social organization in British rural
cultures, Manchester: University of Manchester Press. 325 + x pages. This book
examines the nature of belonging; social association within localities; and how these
may relate to wider appreciations of nation. The book includes some excellent
material from ethnographic studies of six rural communities: Anthony Cohen on

Whalsay, Shetland; Marilyn Strathern on Elmdon; Isabel Emmett on Blaenau
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Ffestiniog; Peter Mewett on a Lewis crofting community; Sidsel Saugestad Larson on

Kilbroney; and Robin Fox on Tory Island.

Crow, G. and Allan, G. (1994) Community Life. An introduction to local social relations,
Hemel Hempstead: Harvester Wheatsheaf. 229 + xxv. Excellent overview of the
sociology of community in contemporary Britain. Chapters examine the various
themes running through the sociology of community; community life in past
generations; restructuring communities - the impact of economic change; the
significance of geographical mobility; ethnicity, solidarity and social segregation;
changing ideals of housing and domesticity; urban redevelopment and community
action; community and social policy; and the continuing importance of the sociology
of community. As an exploration of the use of the British community studies
tradition the book is difficult to fault.

Etzioni, A. (1995) The Spirit of Community. Rights responsibilities and the communitarian
agenda, London: Fontana Press. 323 + xii pages. Influential US text that argues for the
balancing of individualism with social responsibility. The section titles provide an
insight into the line: shoring up morality; too many rights, too few responsibilities;

the public interest.

Etzioni, A. (1997) The New Golden Rule. Community and morality in a democratic society,
London: Profile Books. 314 + xxi pages. Interesting development of communitarian
debates based around what Etzioni sees as the two cardinal founding principles and
core virtues of the good society: social order (based on moral values) and autonomy

(or "thick" liberty). The "golden rule" is where these are in equilibrium.

Frazer, E. (1999) The Problem of Communitarian Politics. Unity and conflict, Oxford:
Oxford University Press. 279 + ix pages. Very helpful exploration and critique of the

subject with some useful material on community.

Hoggett, P. (ed.) (1997) Contested Communities: experiences, struggles, policies, Bristol:
Policy Press ISBN 1 86134 036 2. £15.95. Following introductory essays on contested
communities (Hoggett) and neighbours (Crow), this book has sections on community
and social diversity; local government and community; and community participation
and empowerment. The book uses a set of case studies to examine the sources of
community activism, the ways communities define themselves and defined by
outsiders, and the room for partnerships with different agencies. Internal conflicts

within communities are also examined.

Putnam, R. D. (2000) Bowling Alone. The collapse and revival of American community,

New York: Simon and Schuster. 541 pages. Brilliant setting out of analysis and
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evidence concerning the decline and possible reconstruction of civil life in the United

States.
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