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« community2BZYEH  lost, saved and liberated(transformed) community

* Wellmann(1979), Putman(2000), Lup1 and Musterd(2000) -
* lost community : social capital DF& K

o WHOANRYRI-TIE, HIEBICEVEETIEKRINS B, FHR. BEMOZ KRN
o FHEE = BIRICEDV A ESBEROZELOERE
o XYNI-T D Em
« Granovetter(1973) : weak ties(55L\it /)
* Oldenburg(1999) : third place(58 = DIZFT)
 Goffman(1963) : gatherings(58&Y)& encounters(IV ATV 5 -)

 gatherings: incidents in which individuals are present, but not necessarily in interaction with each other

 encounters: social events with temporary and spacious borders, where interaction is likely to occur

* Ghel(1980) : 32D EENE ZET U1 V5w

* neccesary activities, optional activities —%& & —> social activities
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1. Routine Time-Space (WDEDAFZER])
o EEREREDRIOTARI (eg. WOEDERIZWDOEDA-/\-TL\DEDEENSE D)
« HEHBREY D necessary activities (MERFEE)) IHETINSD
(eg. IIHET, BMELZ(TERD, NA(CFD, EWVYIICHNTE, EEHLTHIVERIERTB) —IRIOHVIVATYE
« EFEINEN-T1Y — H"HREOKRTIIVIZERFD

Maybe at the store, if you are in the supermarket queue and talking: “I have seen you before? Right? You lived in
the third floor, in the building over there? How is it there, in the party block, the D-building?” “Yes, there is such and
such” And then it [the conversation] starts (Charlotte in Bay Garden).

It’s that Kind of random situations like shovelling snow, or when you are on you’re way to or from the
supermarket, or returning from vacation. Or changing tyres is good occasion to talk with others (Edgar in WED).

KEFZR R OLBEDOLH, SUEBNLRAIEZRALLELEEZIOND, 525K WENAZEREANII1ZT-Y3aVICREIEZELONT

ZZEWHBIDSOLRIRICELTWNS,
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2. Recreational Time-Space (MRZEMAFZERE)
o NEARYFNAT - BYA-TI50U K RNEICEIMMNEEDS, FAENRIER (BE. 5iE) TR4E
o TBTE. {DAZE, FmE LW\ ofz[optional activities (THIRVAESEEN) INEITINS —RIDEREERA
« 1970s/ VI I-EHEHERG] - EEETOVII MMREES DT LY IRV MEHK(CEHBIEN D S ICHT:

You have some kind of large open areas, where you have a lot of activities, where you can play everything from football to
basketball, and have a picnic. Thus I think the big areas are important for the neighbourhood because they are gathering points,
especially when the weather is nice. Also, we have the football field and bicycle track that are important (Erik in WED).

* 1. Routine Time-Space & D1HE

- ZEDERM : EL\T*J“'U’C&B&_K+ HEPEBELEVSEYENLELER, KB 7I0AE B(ER. U-
ERZHIMrELE(SFRRCGELN., RUERAZBIEROINEEEPEEINZZEFER0,

* informal encounterD#E = %1293 («—— Routine Time-Spaceld | RFI>1ZE | L DEE)

There are tables and stuff in the backyard so it is possible to sit down, but not many take advantage of this. I believe it has something
to do with how our property is organised, because we have a separate park-exit, which makes using the park more convenient. Also,
the park has more sun, which will stay longer [in the afternoon]. In the backyard, there is a row of houses to the west that blocks
the sun. And we have to go around the house and then into the backyard. And it’s very big and nice and there are flowers and
trees and a flag-pole [laughs], but you know, we don’t use it much. (Dagmar in )
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o [social activities (#£3;EEN) A BAIERBIRR T, [social activities] i THN3
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Bay Village
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o BRABEILINEBE TR, B4 A>T B(EE (‘immigrant’) ] [FHE R BHESE LADTDE R ML,
BELGCZZICEMT B — AEF

It 1s no doubt that what makes it a good place to live, is that you can walk outside and learn to know your neighbour (Bendik in
Bay Village)

It’s these things that bring people together; doing things together. And there are many collective activities. And you often have to do
something if you want to be part of the community. You actually have to act. To be part of it and get accepted (Bendik in Bay
Village).
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3. Social Time-Space ($13ZBYLAFZER)
Bay Garden
- 2TOERIFERICARE
.« KYUEFMIRIE S8 T social standard | ZERUFE S EHNHY, WONDERICEAHTINS

« ANEEKERFZE)EKRRDE T, Bay Garden CREI > TWVB SO BE RN FEEL TS

[DAZ1ZTANGRAEFEINTVNS LR LEFEE «—— [RERIIITTNEBICSHILEWEEZSZEESE
HERRDFEE

They inform about the dugnad* three days before, and that does not fit with my situation. I have quite lot to do ... So it
becomes difficult to suddenly accommodate four hours voluntary work in the middle of a busy study. (Daniel in ,

student)

Yes we always had that dugnad with some social activity, like coffee or a beer in the end, but not anymore. It ended when the
students moved in. It was always in their examination period, and they had no time because they had to study. (Dina in

, WED*¥)

*)III-ICHBFB, FEDTIEVN - VITA-TYDOFANICEITZHEEE, BIOECIEV ] DESBEZEIZRLTVNREEZBNS,
**Well-Establised Dweller : E{E&
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s BHEREBRYINI-VERBILLTEY., BEALDZEMODEZEHNKY/INEL (Fischer, 1982)

- AHEROHESIHTILEREICEACS, KULVHIBAYEEFE T, ‘transformed community’(Z&ULI131
ZT1SICIRFELEWVNIZAZT ) [CBVLWTHIET S

I have established my world through other links than neighbourliness. It is at work and through leisure activities, so I have no
need for that much contact with my neighbours ... just the opposite. If I had more contact with my neighbours it would be at the
expense of other things in my life. If [ were out of things to do and social relationships, then I might ask the neighbour if he would
go bike-riding, but I do not have that need.(Chris in Bay Garden)

I have never made much contact with my neighbours. That’s the way I am. I don’t walk straight ahead and talk to neighbours or
[other] people. If my neighbours had contacted me, it would have been nice. It’s just laziness, you cannot be bothered with making
contact. It’s not that I don’t want to. I just don’t feel the need for it. I don’t want it enough. (Christian in Bay Garden)
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The Split community (Q%Ltjil:i'f) Low level of High level of
BT EEN SR EEE RTINS activiy actvity
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. . of interaction community
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