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The concept of comimunity

There is sull corsiderable confusion over the meaning of the
¢ t

1

term: "GommUn ity hzcn has been used in 5o many differen
ways that it has been descrived by Hillery as an ‘omnibus
of

ierm’.® Some n*‘u,rp etations encompass almost any Torm i
social grouping—{or example, the famil}.’, professions, pri-

50Mers, ete.—whilst others have resiricted it to ‘a locahty

zroup which contains the mawr social institutions’™.® To s

eral scholars a community has a more humanistic mani-

festaiion since ‘it cxpresses our vague ye

ommunity of desire, 2 communion with those arounc us, 21

r)

ension of thebondsof kin a.nd friendsto all those who share
z common fate with us™ and, therciore, provides ‘the co-
operative fullness of action, the sense ofbtlonging, the face-fo-
“”acr'; association with people well known’
(f the numerous atternpis to unravel zhe {erm Community,
nrob ably the most penetrating and comprehensive was that of
Hillery in 1963. Using ninzsteen traits, he concluded that tha
social organisations defined by earlier social scientists as co
munities formed two specific types, the communal and the
formal: the latter contains one or more specific goals which it
seeks to aitain; the former ‘refers to a syste“ﬁ of institutions
formed by people who live together’.*? This communal defini-
tion views 2 community as an ecological or social organisation
arising from the fact thai peop}v are-a cemmon area for a
large number of their activities. In o h 2T N*rm ‘arcommunity
o hr;s\,s through shanng a limited territ lspace for recldenca

ogic
h

~-and forsustenanceand functions tom tcom'ron nesdsgene-

N _-;-a;Led_ iﬁ barna this. space by estabbsnz-\g characteri

tic Ozm.‘:
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satisfaction of ail or a major part of il needs’,” and "Gihers
I - H Tyt | Fie oo ety - oty
fram other svstems in that locality is a daium in the integratio

uf the S}’S‘ic‘:"""s 6 According to R OE. Park %hﬁ '}151”.::055 of
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‘ a
tion of community life first, 2 bio iz or sul "ﬂ—x ciai., basen
hrocesses such as competition, in siom andd SUCCession:
and, SfiC‘.OHd]m socio-cultural, based upon co-operalion an
ommensalistic relations. However, pionger social ecologists
: the first of these could be analysed by mean
of ecological methods. Such restriction pa_camzcw 2 widespres

L4
fa
ST

criticiam of human scology and hindered its development until

it widened its horizons during the 1950s. A number of neo-

ecclogists now insist that it should not be limited to the sui-
5

socizl since ‘you cannot throw away what is most distinctly
] n—COormunication with eymbq}s ustom-and the arti-
m:lz,l or cultural transiormations man makes in his environ-
ment—and treat the residue as the scology of the species’.’
This change of attitude hag led to 2 revival of interest in human
gcology within the soclal sciencm cmci 0 it5 emergence as a
focal point within social geography.® Despite the growth
during the lasttwo decades of 3 eonsiderable body of scologi-
‘cal literature on communities, criticism has continued unabat-

jom
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- ed.Ithasbesn argued that, as atesult of incr easing wealthand -
~enhanced “aspirations, man’s saatlal horlzens LOW extPnds

i _-_fbc}_ma ’be Iom,ahty and; tharefore tnf- ecological axplﬂnauon_f

Panibelieves i



still remains essentially determinisiic, and th"l‘&f‘;}}w any con-
sideration of processis still preciuded.® Within geography this
dpprﬁCh manif::sts ;isef in three types of stﬂd;« the com-

VSR,
o :

The second socig-geographical zpproach to comniunty
views it 25 a sociai sysiern; that is, the smallest 5,,na il system
which encompasses the major features of society. cordging o
2.eiss there appear Lo be Lwo, albeit relatively sim-lw ways of
anaiysing 5051'1 ysiems. Tnﬁ ﬁrs* the collective-action ap-

scz where thers 15 2 come-
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ton ofacomm n motivation towards these goals,
co-oparation or confiict. According to Sanders the major de-

Jch ﬁc::ﬁlinffa are i rad'iicm and local values/®

i}
=t
)
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e
Ui

id@ﬂ.a are enco masw(} in tnv more gene
community sentiment, or ‘an awareness oi 5 igav'ﬁ\
asweallasthe commonearth’.* In tnemaacnf, «*"ﬂm,\,rﬂ Colyi-

")

munities these common ties have besen broken down and,
therefore, the use of this approach to identify community varn-
ables has been weak f:d However, interest in this 2pproach
continues, i mart ar among those who believe that much

“of the alienation, frustration and-longliness 2x; m1\.n ced. oy in-
dividuals could: bﬂ cverﬂoma wuh thc ff*stmaum o the. com-.
‘monbonds.® s L S
A flmﬁrmt fsmpb _s':?s' *hu \»zcw c} ?ihc ccmmuu y es a




which they evolve ® Obviously, one of the problems involved
szh this approach is the fact thai not 2l} interaction within a
ngle territorial area derives solely : '
ever, Margaret Stacey has attempted {o overce
nesses by conceptuziising the community as a local
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sition of the rural ¢
VIGTH ¢ :)fc GIMITURITY ?x Des is 1rs
a

communites, The best known of the
n

v“".‘} J'}m urban com

the exirbr:ss, buv more i’ec*’*nt in
the zrmsvor uﬂsz v«h.;ch

A
he twe poles;®! of these Lhﬂ most 11';%11?'1‘*"1 m social
1208 folk—urban- concept of Rﬁﬂﬁﬁld.n--{:ﬁ)'ﬂ?
-Sé_da_rébé “suppott fm" ‘the existence’ ‘of a rural-urban dich
_i-{o;n_,z_y,’ rtznuum nas cr}mﬁ: ffc"n seve ai-- x’j{“a;t‘“‘s
' Tba”llbl‘"i




o .i-:ilrterpfﬁauaﬂ of i’ie role of 1d

Thus, an urban sociely is maractPnsed by a predominance of
secondary over primary contacts, a nigh div :3101’} '
high rates of vertical mobiiity, a formet mechanism
control, and communication via the mass media.
In recent vears a good deal of criticism has been levell
this tijlOGV both as a means of locating communities relative
4

to each other and 2s a conceptuahisation of social change’
Probably the most crucial is its failure to recognise the possi-
bility of a co-existence of different societal elements within the
same community. So widespread is the empirical evidence in
support of this that Gans has concluded that "1l ways of life do
nat co llzCidw with settlement i / f

mnf; ofdess andi yc

if:s?‘mu’ai'r:\_ _35 51 rly, obj
heern raised ove I‘T‘E“ restern e
tof

logical stance as a result of the realisation the nsforma-
univer solely one

tion of social values 1s not
related to a 'n’tvc,uia 1

SVEn
e continuum hes been ico

smpz lmderz 1o 5w Wp'ng and often inaccurate general

Su,lgus.“ However, despite thess widsspraad criticisms 1

o O
—
@

defenders of the coucem of the rural—urban cont i uum have
h F‘d thatitstill hasmuch of valuein iL 3T
three contexts in wrm h ‘i‘ns dﬁlﬁ'lcp has staken place:_ _

sz#orezrca[ ﬁ nu'ﬂ‘jpr of zhc 5UD“'\oit ofthe L,e‘rimu;:n ﬁ._ -
h‘we Donted out shat mamf criticisms of 1? are sascd onamis

_,E cons=futrﬁc~wpes_m sculdl s



“ideal-types” and using them for comparative and ozcering
purposes. [n fact, thisis their chiel value.’®
Multi-dimensional Duncan’s assertion that it s

doubtful that the uni-dimensional continuum, in any rigorous
mathematical sense, is a sufficently T""'ah.:\tlf odel |
cearch on inter-community variation® led a number of re-
searchers to claim that there exists a series of non-ov ua‘ppil“;g
continua, Such a multi-dimensional rnntimumi s composed
of a series of continua, for axample social demographic, ¢
ral, political and pcenomlc which ne d ot all be present in
every situation arrf which do not necessarily change along its
srtinuum in a similar fashion. This realisation of the com-
lexity of socio Imra; varigtion within communitics has
,  OrOWiI zghiﬂraturﬁin reecent years. A frerareview of
community life in town and country in his 1[)0&“ Cormunities
in Britain, Frankenberg develops ‘a theory of soctal I change, 2
pmgresswc nd historical development from rural to urban,
mediated by industrialization, division of labour and role of
differe nt:{at;or ' 44 2nd then aligns the communities along what
hecalls 2 ‘morphological continuum’, An alternative, yet simi-

lar, apnroach is that adopted by Burie In fis model of
{nter-commmunity variation, which conceives change as multl-

dimensional and dispenses with terms fike” city’, ‘countryside’,

sural’ and ‘urban’. Each community variez on a hy;hm_,
~ culivral and s ructural dimsnsion and, therefore, any group of
“communities can be placed with regard 1o ongan Gth"l“ ma tnrﬁﬁ

&

*dimensional space (Fig.1). Despite Burie’s grcmzsmo atternpt -~

. __t{} OPCT"‘_UOH&IIS&? h1s mﬁas f:fnmrsca t rdies along: tncsp lines
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change. Suchan approach can aid an understanding of the co-
exisien c,e of iraditional and moedern elements Of" social stru
ture and vahies but attempis ic nerationaliscitere b *Jewl.ud

by the complexity ol the dime Szonsin'\.’e?vcd.‘

The rurai-urhan coninuum, a8 OTiging

nadequate fremework to analyse 1
vnit‘f since even its defenders have broadened it
ase. As research has progressed it has been realised that

m:mho;d thrends of inter-reletionships make the com
2 very complexsystem’,’ and this "m: resulted in 2

of the model’s u nlieri“».fim* pssumptions. This ;
that total attacks on the contnunm are

Schpore’s comment that "on d-“mo:_.,ra:aiaic

criteria, rural-urban differences while clearly dmmta.,mt_j ATE
- " «1

otill crucial’,’® offers the view that d e continuum s 3 simple
starting-ofi point to the analysis of change.

Coneapt of social change
fwi}

The increasing attention being paid by geogre phers to the con-
cept of social changeis due targsly to the argument of the Swe-

r
dish geographer, Torsten Hi dgersirand, that there is a pruns
necessity to consider the processes nvo olved in spatial behav-

iour.®® In contrast, sociology and an{broﬁoioﬁy have always

vy hia &.‘imded to view rural soc:1 1y as. static and

o
o
pay
jou:
o
qyie] {‘n .
et
22
b
:J‘
%]
et

“unchanging in comparison. with urban society. A much truer -
i Hanac is @ ‘theme thai__ .
_-“adtnrpad*hrough the fabricof ] :

icture is the contention that social ¢

d. semi change io be a major focus: of interest,
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Modern coimmiunity

Positive atiitudeto change

Empathiz; aoihijﬂ to seg onesalf in

others’ roles

Treditional community

Lack of a favourzble attituce o
change
Simpler technology

Lowleveisofliteracy, education and

Svl nge
Little communic uanmu‘.uuts ders
Lack of ability to empathise
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In rural societies this type of situation is most Likely 1o be
Tound among an isolated and peasant community. A iypical
case in point is the anthropologl Ay of the
Tikopia, a small sland community in the Briush Sclomion
Island Protectorate® Apart {rom limited occasions no 1nno-
vation has entersd the cornmunity, As a resull its economic
and social siructure are in an interrelated balance and it func-
tions as 2 harmonious whole, A community may be in state of
disequilibrium if the rate of change is too rapid to allow it to
edjust, T “such 2 communty are clearly exemplh-
fled by recently experienced by the Chimbu
peoples o inea Highlands.® The Introduction of
COMmMErca ing hag disrupted its praviouslh
STNOGLR S0CHE ips since confiict has developed be-
tween the coffes growers and the established peasant farmers

The commur tinto the pro-change and anti-chenge
cliques. A community may be in a siate of dynamic equili-
brium if its ability tc cope with change is equal to the rate of
social change. A i,yplﬁai xample of such a community has
heep revealed by Willlams in his study of Ashworthy, a small
Devon parish.® Although man-land 'aia tonships have under-
gone considerable change during the past hundred or 50 years

it has not been sufficient to disrupt the community’s socia] re-
lationships.®

- Socialc change s 1nd the rural cor ﬁmmﬁty -

Too often aomai change as experienced by communities fov
‘cated in the countryside has been Vi\,wed within the’ rural- .
urban: contintum. As.a- result of the contimuum’s 1313 re
xplair v the nature G_*‘rurai social chanee Lewis anc
eir atiempt i unravnl
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seiective and oo nsequently pro
and codes of behaviour basad u
differences. Such commu ,'

"U AL

change i structure and v onseqguence of which is a
change in behaviour patter population in both their
intra- andinler-community

Socialchangein theseterms socraaed hthe process of
indusinalisation which estat a number of !

oi the count ys“‘i
hf: pro
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‘tunities and creates new aspirations for mors peanle,
such opporiunities tend o be iocairﬂ- in snecific pE:ka;ZS
then migration res L\JLS F‘ms 15 assisted in the countryside by
the pull fo;‘,f: c;fic 'y employment zn:i the push force of &

cm*’: E "zw nge in agriculture ‘ig ac-

o

they can b _.r
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structurzal changes within the communities involved (Iig.4)..
Theimmediate effect of population is not Cm_y to increase their
popuiation but also io alter thewr social, dg,mooraphzc and
economicsirucwres.Sucnmwmigranis,tzlough acquiring rural
residence, still retain urban employment and tend to be reja-
tively young and wealthy, ofien middle-class in life-style ana
Lma}b divorced from rural society. The increment in the
middie-class element has significant social implications for
leadershi p within a community, and is usually reflected inn an
increass in the number of voluniary social erganisations. Simi-
Iar-} repoPu!afz'ar is age-selective, but such movements tend 1o
take place at alate stage in the family life-cycls and contribuis
towards an agsing demographic s tructure . However, aithough
repopulation also involves an inerease in the middle-class ¢le
ment resident in the countryside, it does not necessarily mean
an increase in urban dependance. In contrast, depopulation
involves the younger and better qualified clements of rural so-
ciety moving to the cities, creating an ageing dsmographic
structure and a weakly developed, pyramidal social structure.
Such changes are also assoclated with changes in the value
em, the traditional values being slowly displaced. Theor-
ically, it can be argued that the essential characteristic of
al vajues is that they are local in nature. Each rural society
tends to have different sets of vaiues and attitudes, and there-
fo thercm little unnmmﬂywvmuﬁ Overa a wide area. In con-
Ctrast- urban-values are more national-since they are more

-' unuorm hfesp&ciwe of Iocatzox, .Tnese natlonni a}u\,g ate

 onesin ‘which prestige is given 1o those: who Have bean mat ;14{
i _liy Succsssi 1 m-thc World ana tncrefor:e?“' i ic
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,O:vftf
" This/ has examined ways in which the pz"» 2
social change is affecting the rura al community and sug
Ff smework through which it might be v viewed. In doi
has ahﬁ'nﬁtpi to break away from more iraditlonal frame-
wo:}:“ as exemphifled in the raral-urban  dichotomy/

ntinuumi nodel Such models and their Sgof‘":qt@c-’i cos micﬂp;,«

are now thought to distert anc d inhibit p

Though the terms rural and urban often rmer oni}- ‘a.c} p‘njysacal

Appearance, s size and jand use, this hassug eqeted a aif-fevent

perspective, as yet little developed, of ernphasis upon s0cio-
lue svstems inconirast o

economic structure, behav: iour and val
the more ‘a“ﬂmar morvhological and d la is
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