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Theoretical Review of ‘Community’ Planning: A Critique of the Shaping
of New Urbanist Discourse
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Abstract

Since New Urbanism revived the idea that community can be fostered through traditional
urban patterns in the US, community planning has played a central role in urban planning
and development worldwide. Korea is not an exception. This paper reviews historically how
and why the concept of community has become a focal point for urban practitioners and
academics in order to inform our understanding of how planning policy and practice are
transferred from one place to another. This study has two supplementary objectives: (1)
exploring the historical separation of private space from public space in urban centers by
comparing suburban houses and modern high-rises, the expansion of which revived the
importance of community in planning; and (2) reviewing how three major academic traditions
(environmental determinism, urban sociology, and mainstream economics) explain the origin of
the extreme opposition of the two built environments in the West. The findings show that
the principles of New Urbanism are historically and geographically contingent and do not
necessarily produce the presumed effects in different contexts like Korea. This paper thus
offers a critical rethinking of the direct adoption of Western community planning without
considering the necessity of contextual and cultural adaptation to the Korean context.
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Table 1. Social impacts of housing analysis by dominant academic views
E=PINES EESIEES INCIESIRS: Ll
Academic views Limits Social impacts
EXALEL AlRlH ZE|e 25 CIAtele| Cht
23} o A -
: . Helol et oA WALYL =98l E
siAH™E Social separation of land use and large scale XAFROl e Forsh azimA M 2 A
: block design >,
Environmental BHE| A
determinism Social pathology and disappearance of close

A= =0/0f ot AFFHO| HrAtsld
Anti-social factors of high-rise housing due
to height

neighbourhood relationships

EAAL2IE}
Urban sociology

KHEZ=0| H|H|Q| AMEHSE 2EWHE
Inequality of choice in capitalist system

S
Functional inability of family life

JiEagol 7|5N 2

s5710| ArsiF
High-rise social housing

WQFEMO| CHEHQI nEHE
Stigmatization of  high-rise
contrast to suburban houses

Lrolg
buildings in

22AF A QT K It

Spatial discrimination by class and race

Z7] 720] et BHEE 2ol
Housing satisfaction by housing size

o o mieJk=]
o™ ZHE FASA| 2t U A0 M2 M= g:blurlt)anization
Mainstream Housing choice as gorrelatlon between
ECONOMiCS location and household income D==500| RH23
DpEE 23 9|o| ofmfsiAl Residualization of high-rise housing
Supply of high-value housing based on
assumption of filtering
T S5 o5 2 B9 eln Bakek ) oEAQ S APl SlsiA F ol gl v
3 53 e Aggsin S5 AHAE  Ado] el A AL B AL O &
FAGOZA (Healey, 1991) Thedt A 24 3 Qlvk I8l E181aL o] &2 4 0= A4
ol A5 el AuiH s 2g8tes g Zo]  EAIAIFS] o208 ]lsto] olxAe] Wt ¢
ok AT, AP AR ALBSHE sl o] BA] wkEe] AEAQ) ARUE ode] whlErhs =
o] A% F= w2 AlS 2ea SASE S AolA FeshAl Bl dide] HATE 12 %
Wo|FEe] oA B oA F Aotk A = Aeld o)
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Table 2. Comparison of planning theory between Modernism

and New Urbanism

EAAE 24 2HUE TOIHLIE
Planning elements Modernism New Urbanism
Randomness of urban and residential
design: Social  interaction  promoted  through
Catastrophic mistake of housing the poor| residential design:
HAZ=D ThX| CIxfel in structures that look different from those Redgction of priyate space o
Architecture and site of the middle class Feellrjg of nelghbpurhopd intimacy - by
design Garage' doors on the facade of a house Creating alleys with important fringe
that discourage people from walking on| benefits of spaces for garages, trash, and
the streets, while suburban developments| services (gas, electric, water, sewer, and
have attractive landscaping, are tidy, and| telephone lines)
employ compatible colors
Sense of community and neighborliness
through ‘natural logic' of neighbourhood
Spatial expansion and fragmentation of| scale:
civic life by suburbanization: Small-scale and well-defined neighborhoods
Ut 72 Radical economic segregation through| with clear boundaries and centers
Density and scale suburban migration Promotion of face-to-face interaction
Destruction of civic life by cancerous| through smaller scale and increased
growth of suburban sprawl residential density
Increased density of acquaintances through
sacrifice of personal space
S . . Street design to accommodate pedestrians:
treet design only for cars: Desi hat treet life | d
Traffic flow sped up through collector esign that encourages street fife in order
to strengthen community bonds and

el
Streets

roads lined with specialized clusters (eg.,

housing clusters, office parks, shopping
centers)
Cul-de-sacs that are rarely used though

supposedly designed for people

promote sense of place

Streets as a place where pedestrians feel
safe so as to encourage residents to use
streets and thereby increase opportunities
for social encounters

oo s 71
OO O

Inhumanity of planned communities:

Classic suburb as less a community than an
agglomeration of houses, shops, and offices
connected to one another by cars, not by
the fabric of human life

Provision of public space to strengthen
community bonds:

Neighbourhood gathering places to give
'heart’ to the community and to serve as a

Public space Shopping malls that are the only public .
. . counter-pressure to community
spaces and given over almost entirely to p - .
] ragmentation which results when
commercial ends communication is privatized
Suburbs as the last word in privatization P
and the end of authentic civic life
Euclidian zoning plans by element and
function: Mixed land use to encourage social

EX| 0|8 =&
Mixed land uses

Rigid segregation of housing, commerce,
and industry

Economic segregation by housing price in
districts with identical residential planning
Random personal contact among different
economic groups due to the segregation of
the development's layout

Architectural ~ symbols  of class (e.g.
socio-economic distinction between a large
slab-like apartment building in the middle
of a street of smaller dwellings)

interaction and sense of community:
Juxtaposition of residential spaces with
working, shopping, or creative spaces in
order to encourage more walking and less
driving,  thereby  encouraging  social
integration by income, race, and age

Mixed housing types to encourage random
personal contact between people of
different social classes

Source: Extracted and reconstructed from Duany and Plater-Zyberk(1992) and Talen(1999)
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Table 3. Adoption of community planning in Korea

EA| U F7{2E g (2005)
 ejo] g 9 Mg A
MAA HiH Urban and Living Environment
Policy implications Improvement Act (2005)
: New rules on housing size and
construction ratio

FEIAQT|IE SO 2ot 117 (1991)
s =HEAE 8 FUSSAE EX] 7IE
Regulations on housing construction
standards
: Requirements for welfare and
community facilities

Duty to provide certain ratio by
housing sizes and construct public
housing in urban and residential
environment renewal projects (e.g.,
redevelopment, reconstruction)

A=A Bty
Planning

Rules on types and areas of facilities
by the number of households

Aggravation  of conflict due to
2XH- heterogeneity

Problems Complexity of management

Limited social interaction

Inefficiency of compulsory provision by
area

Disconnectedness in wider local areas
Commercialization by branding since
the 2000s

An Empirical Evaluation on the Sense
of Community in the Public Rental

ZHRLIE| Housing in  the  Redevelopment
SUE2 Complex According to the Site Layout
SHA| Characteristic (Kim and Nam, 2005)
Limits of A Study on Awareness about Social
community Mix in  Housing  supply and

ZHAAT AL

— = Consciousness of Social Class
Existing research

Integration: Comparison between
Residents and Non-residents in Social
Mix housing (Song and Hong, 2013)
Perception on Social Mix of Managers
and Residents in the Mixed Housing
Complexes for Sale and Rental
Apartment (Lee and Kim, 2014)

planning

A Study on the Current Situation of
Using Community Facilities and Its
Proper Size in Apartment (Sohn and
Kim, 2009)

A Study on the Complex Community
Facilities and Model Development in the
Residential Complex (Lee, 2010)
Characteristics and Limits of Community
Facilities in Apartment Housing
Complexes: A Case Study of Yeoksam
2-dong, Gangnam-gu, Seoul (Cha et al,
2014)
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Table 4. Neighbourhood relationship in apartment complexes in Korea

A7
Period

mRIolD
Existing research

0|22 HYE
Degree of neighbourhood relationships

ZAAT Hw
Comparison with
existing research

20004y oA
Before 2000s

Neighboring of
Housewives in
Apartment Complex
(Shin and Kim, 1989)

Number of neighbours with social interaction
in apartment complexes: 1-5 people (47.6%),
6-9 (25.6%), over 10 (23.2%), and none (2.4%)

Collective Housing and
Social Environment
(Hong and Lee, 1993)

2/3 of residents have a close neighbour
relationship in most regions and groups

20004LCH o=
Since 2000s

A Study of the
Influence of the Physical
Structure in the
Apartment Complex on
Sense of Community:
Focusing on Apartment
Complex in Gwangju
Metropolitan City (Lee
and Shin, 2009)

Household  factors influence  sense  of
community: age, life cycle, ownership, length
of residency, etc.

A Comparative Study
on the Inhabitant's
Social Activities and the
Sense of Community
between Outdoor Space

Greater sense of community and more active

of Block Housing and social behaviour in courtyard style than
Apartment Housing: non-courtyard style
Focused on the Case of
Eunpyeong New Town
District 1-3, Seoul (Park
and Lee, 2012)
More secluded apartment complexes have
closer neighbour relationships — within the
Empirical Analyses of complex

Physical Exclusiveness of
Multi-family Housing
Estates in Seoul and Its
Socioeconomic Effects
(Kim and Choi, 2012)

Degree of apartment complex seclusion has
no impact on neighbourhood relationships
outside the complex, which means that
physical  seclusion does not necessarily
increase exclusion of neighbours outside the
complex

Structural Equation
Modeling of
Relationship among
Apartment Residents'
Outdoor Space Use,
Neighborhoodship, and
Sense of Community
(Jang and Park, 2013)

Number of neighbours who have weak social
interactions such as greetings or small talk is
3-5 people, while 1-2 share strong social
relationships and can ask favours

Sense of community is highest in dispersed
patterns and lowest in connected patterns of
communal space, whereas use of communal
space and neighbour relationships are higher
in connected or connected-collective patterns
than in dispersed or collective patterns of
communal space

Diversity  and
inconsistency
of research
outcomes

Little change
in
neighbourhood
relationships
over time

Difficulty in
identifying
factors clearly

Ambiguity of
the role of
physical
boundaries in
determining
neighbourhood
boundaries
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Table 5. Limits of critical views of modernism
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