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applied by communitarians [turning a blind eye] to the
tensions. . . and conflicts that were ordinary parts of
their archetypal communities, Gross inequalities, rigid

status, . . blood feuds. . . intolerance, bondage and
- ignorance are carefully forgotten, so that "real commu-
. . ] . nity" is seen only in terms of cooperation. . .
Our ideal in the real world: ne, for sorne, that oty b s
‘Only then will we be satisfied’ But the reason the word ‘community’ is never used
i ! | unfavourably by the people I talk to is not that we have

‘ ‘ forgotten how  parochial and oppressive ‘communities’
I HAVE FOUND WHEN I TAIK to people about the can be. Quite the contrary. . We remember very acutely

possibility of making their dream of community come the tensions and conflicts that so often have characterised
true, they respond very positively.  According to the our ‘communities’.

sociologists Bell and Newby, it seems ‘everyone — even

Yet, for us, the word ‘community’ is essentially a
sociologists — has wanted to live in a community’.!

qualitative term which refers to ‘the way we ought to
be’, liberated from ‘intolerance, bondage and ignorance’,
rather than ‘the way we are’, circumscribed by ‘gross
A WARM FUZZY: ; inequalities, rigid status, and blood feuds’,

“The way it ought to be’ According to Nisbet, our use of the word is quite
Some say it is because community is a touchy feely word, typical. Whether we are talking about Confucius, Aris-
like ‘love’, ‘romance’, ‘friendship’, ‘marriage’ or ‘family’, totle, Ibn Khaldun or Thomas Aquinas, the notion of
and the concept has warm fuzzy connotations, Certainly, ‘community” has always been a ‘normative prescription’
according to Williams in his book Keywords, the word of an ideal for the world, rather than an ‘empirical
community, ‘unlike all other terms of social organisation description’ of the real world.*

(such as “group", "party”, “network’, "association” or According to Bellah, this notion of ‘community’,
“institution") is never. . . used unfavourably. . .? which we speak about in qualitative terms, may be

Some say that the reason the word ‘community’ is ‘resisted as absurdly utopian. . . But the transformation

never used unfavourably is that we have forgotten how of which we speak is both necessary and modest. With-

parochial and oppressive communities can be. Accord- out it, indeed, there may be very little future to think
ing to Bryson and Mowbray: ‘In drawing on the about at all.

historical notion of community, the Nelsonian touch is

% COMMUNITY IS MORE THAN

So, for us, ‘community’ is not merely a warm
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fuzzy; it is actually a framework for building a better ment expressed in action, but still basically a feeling.

world. ‘ : People have many feelings, but there are two essentials
for the existence of community: a sense of significance

% COMMUNITY IS A FRAMEWORK and sense of solidarity. . . The strength of community
FOR OUR LIVES: within any given group is determined by the degree to
‘A commitment to common mutual concern’ which its members experiene both a sense of solidarity
In the spectrum of social science research, the term and a sense of significance within it. ‘
‘community’|is not only one of the most common, but Toennies argues that while the quality of interaction
also one of the most crucial concepts for the welfare of required to produce a society involves only transient,
our society. impersonal, unidimensional, secondary relationships, the
Yet there is a lot of confusion about the meaning of quality of interaction required to produce a community
the term ‘community’. As long ago as 1955, Hillery involves permanent, personal, multi-faceted, primary
noted no less than ninety-four different definitions of relationships.® |
‘community’. And more than a decade later, Stacey Toennies thinks that community is probably only
stated that ‘certainly confusion continues to reign over possible for people in kinship groups. But Daley and
the uses of the term’® So much so, Gowdy once said Cobb think that while community may be easier in
in frustration, ‘it is doubtful whether the concept of homogeneous groups, community may be broader,
"community" refers to a useful abstraction’” deeper, higher and wider in heterogeneous groups.!
After much study, however, Hillery was able to Certainly that’s my experience.
distinguish three distinctive common elements among My concept of community involves ‘a group of
the myriad o¢f definitions that he had tabulated. Later people who share a quality of life which reflects a
Wirth, then Gowdy, confirmed Hillery’s findings. commitment to common mutual concern in the context
They found that, to increasing degrees of significance, of faithful, personal, multi-faceted, relationships’. In his
a common physical location, a common social connection book on community, psychologist Scott Peck says:
and a qualityl of common reciprocal interaction were the ) |
components most likely to constitute ‘community’# I we are going to wse the word [community] mean-
Clark, picking up on the quality of conscious recip- 3&111}1);‘:3 st restnict it 10 a group of individuals
ark, pic \ : earned to communicate honestly with each
rocal interaction as the most important component in other, whose relationships go deeper than their masks
community, | says in his study of Basic Communities: of composure and who have developed some significant
‘Community [is] essentially a sentiment which people commitment 1o ‘rejoice together, mourn together’,de-

. . light 1 mak g iti > 12
have about themselves in relation to themselves: a senti- ght in each other, make others’ conditions our own’
















