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Absorption and Distinction; Research on
Mechanism of Neighborhood Consensus
Building in Hutong Community

Shuai Man  Liang Xiaoyue

Abstract This study integrates the factors affect community consensus
proposed by urban action study and self-organizational process analysis inclu—
ding the elites resources social organization social network structure op—
portunity space into the analysis of community governance technics to ex—
plore why Hutong Community in Ping City did not occur community self-—
organizing action while residents have strong desires to improve standards for
retreating and improving the living environment. There are three research
findings in this study. First governance technic of absorption limits the op-—
portunity for community collective action in Hutong Community as a re—
sult residents cannot rely on the existing social organization network to get
mobilized. Second governance technic of distinction including space dis—
tinction  class distinction  interpersonal distinction and discourse distinction
disintegrates community unity therefore Hutong Community lacks for the
foundation for rebuilding community self-organization such as the elites
resources and social network structure. Third the atomization and hollowing
caused by governance technics of absorption and distinction limits the action
force and opportunity space of Hutong Community so the residents were
forced to reach a community consensus with the state and the market. This
study supplements and perfects the existing community consensus research.
Clarifing development expectations enhancing citizen awareness enriching

community social capital and community building are approaches to im-—

22



prove the governance situation in Hutong Community.
Keywords Community; Neighborhood Consensus;

Distinction; Community O rganization

Absorption;
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