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ABSTRACT

This paper first explains the etymological
connotation of Glocalization and interprets its
authenticity and contemporary significance for
studying community building. It argues that
understanding Glocalization in specific contexts
offers an ideal analysis framework to comprehend
the globalization processes of local societies.
This paper, by adopting a perspective of micro-
globalization, studies the community building in
Japan to manifest the influence of the process of
Glocalization on Japanese societies. In addition
to the political and sociological factors prevalent
in the public engagement of community building
advocated by western countries, Japanese practice
is characterized for emphasizing the cultural
significance of the traditional Japanese spatial
image. Taking the community building case in
Kagurazaka of Tokyo, it illustrates the creative
discourse practice in the local community building
to probe into the complexity and driving forces

in Japan’s Glocalization. In addition, this paper
focuses on the role of the localized community in
shaping the social relations in Kagurazaka under
globalization. By analyzing the contradictions
and associations between the bottom-up
building and the top-down planning, it discusses
the opportunities and challenges faced by the
community building in Japan and hopes to offer
inspirations for the current community-building
movement in China.
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1 Glocalization and Micro-Globalization

Among international academia, one of the increasing concerns
on the accelerated globalization is that does globalization make
countries or races more homogeneous, or otherwise, more
diverse? One argues that the progress of globalization must be

(1]

recognized in the form of “Glocalization”"'—Etymologically,

the term “Glocalization,” as a combination of globalization

and localization, describes the negotiating interaction between
global networks and local social forces, i.e. the mutual adaptive
and interconnecting process between globality and locality'.
Meanwhile, one probes into that the term “Glocalization” originally
stems from “dochakuka” (a Japanese concept which refers to

the adaptation of agricultural technology to local production
conditions") and was widely spread in the fields of Sociology,
Economics, and Urban Studies since the late 20th century. On

the Globalization and Indigenous Culture Conference in 1997,
buzzword expert and sociologist Roland Robertson pointed out
that “Glocalization means the simultaneity and the co-presence of

»# which results

both universalizing and particularizing tendencies
in a unique universalization that explores universal values through
individual case studies”!. Implying the coordination, intension, and
counterbalance between globalization and localization, this concept
not only represents the adjustment and transformation of discourse
practice (amidst the globalization, the discourse pattern of certain
communities would be selectively redefined and adjusted to re-
adapt the new local culture), but also embraces the integration and
innovation of discourse practice (a territory’s proactive coordination
and adjustment against the backdrop of globalization so as to
dynamically select, interpret, and re-organize the discourse elements
in various cultures or social communities)". As a concept that can
be examined, interpreted, and recognized from various perspectives,
Glocalization is both a top-down process during which local
communities get globalized with a nation’s powerful administrative
means and a bottom-up process allowing local communities to
intermingle with globalization under a unique counterbalance
mechanism.

Although the overwhelming globalization may lead to the
homogenization among different societies, the cultural disparity
would not be erased by the globalization of goods, services, and
ideas. People in different regions of the world are coping with the
impact of globalization in their own ways'®, which exactly is the
research interest of Micro-Globalization—Micro-Globalization
examines the process of territorial societies’ changes in behavior,
attitude, and concept under globalization by profiling individual
community members. By arguing that “the local expression of

globalization is situated in a historically concrete, rather than an



RAE, HiTshE TR RN RZ T Y MAZAE A
RIS A, WAT AT AR 2 S50 Bl 28 FBT M ) i e 8 a0 SR 2 5 T oW
ARG, TGOV )23 TR A A% b A 3 D ] DA 23 (8 AN [R) T o) 14T 54
B IAL DA TR P AR L I R AT S Ty ORI () Y ek
G, WFFEIXSEAt 2 LG 1 43 BT B ARS8 T Sl —Fh SISO 4= Bk Ak
Jriit, AT R ERA AR BRI A R P, 1T LR A+
Fh 2 AR T AN BN IR 20 % R s A8 Ak, B IR B R AT
T A RN A 517 R AR AR AL . PR, S B RO
BE A B A BRAS 4 A0 AR RS A% + 4 25 42 BR A iE 72 ol 'R0 1 43
HrAES,

M201H 2 904EARTF by, AR FEL P A 30T A0 Ry B gt B T
FRAER, N TIREISRNBCR S A EM, JERBGE T Hh e 1) 1y
R o WA T 19924EMA0 1 (O T35 5 A SR BN E F )
At 20 SORE ) B4 5 BUR 8 T KT RS Sl e 2 1
S0 I b U, AR RS 5 Hb Ty BOR R 4p2E  J [E] FR 2 25 F20004F Al
20014 TF SR IHA,, 2ERCA 1IB3EZEN6 416/ BT S5 T 2111
20 7 BB A, H AR RO L 5 A0 H AR () B A TG R, R
XL TE M S BRI WM 4 45— S Bkibiz s BRI, BI7E LR
5 AR H SR Al R TF 1 7 e OSURIE ST R X k2o
X Tk Be Rl Y [, A ST AL LA R B A 5 2
SERAY L RO 58 T 35 18 5L BRI A QB —— LA H A L X8 1
S, T R B P A S B A A R A P B — TR A R Tk
T WL o 3K SR 22 0047 B T FRAR 4 BRAL TS 57 A AR P 14
JEHS R, IR A HT i At S Pl & B, SE Tk, ASCREM A A
%%ﬁﬁ S LTE 2R 56 R R AL X VR kTt sh i &

HEMRIEX — R E R Sofb . g REUA It 25 3h ot o
ﬁ&k@%éﬁ%

2 HIXEGE: ARRA AR P A S

“thXEE"  (community building ) AR RARR T HA UMY
W HLRI RGNS A 41 OEEJE DAbiah S B SR O SR,

034

I3 current opinion of Micro-Globalization considers

abstract context,
globalization as an episode in history, where actors’ demands and
expressions in the local context are scrutinized. In the light of human’s
social relations, explanations on social structure dynamics and inertia
must arise from studies on localities, and one of Micro-Globalization
study methods is to interpret territorial societies’ micro-level changes
in indigenous landscape, consumption pattern, behavioral habits,

and values, etc.”” By understanding the implication of Glocalization
and Micro-Globalization, it reveals that the changes of local societies
include both the changes of overall development mode of a city and
the aggregation change of individuals’ value and behavior in specific
contexts. Understanding Glocalization in specific contexts, therefore,
offers an ideal analytical framework to comprehend the globalization
processes of local societies'”.

Since the 1990s, great changes have globally been witnessed in
urban planning and governance structure. In order to enhance the
efficiency and justice of decision-making, authorities have gradually
delegated power to regional governments. In 1992, the United
Nations issued the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development
and Agenda 21 to encourage local governments promoting public
engagement in responding to their own local agendas. According to
the surveys by the ICLEI-Local Governments for Sustainability in
2000 and 2001, 6,416 local governments from 113 countries had
taken actions, among which Europe countries and Japan witnessed
the most active and productive practice''”’. However, how on earth
do such efforts become a global movement? To be specific, how does
the interaction between local life and globalization take place? What
kind of society will eventually form? To answer these questions, it
necessitates to employ the lens of globalization to examine the local
participation in the globalization network and the integration, as
well as the innovation of discourse practice in specific contexts. The
community building in Japan, for example, displays its fruition of
creative discourse practice that cannot be recognized under the single

©. Such examples help understand the

thinking mode of globalization™.
evenness of globalization development around the world to foster the
awareness of coordinated social development. This paper studies the
role of community building—as a new social driving force that goes
beyond national boundaries and across cultures, races, and politics—
in propelling urbanization with a Japanese case, in order to offer

references to Chinese practice.

2 Community Building: Territorial Reconstruction in the Process
of Glocalization

Compared with the conventional authoritative urban planning

system, community building is a series of activities based on the

existing resources of the territorial society to gradually improve
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The single thinking
mode refers to

the current urban
development
strategy that
considers
"globalization” the
only way for future
development. This
paper introduces
the concept of
Glocalization as
an alternative for
urban development.
This concept is not
a single thinking
mode because it
emphasizes the
interaction and
interpenetration
between
globalization and
localization.
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the living environment through diverse cooperation, so as to
enhance the vitality of the community'". This concept was
first put forward by Masuda Shirou in 1952 to increase local
residents’ environmental awareness'”'"*!, and then adopted by
Japanese scholars and city managers as a methodological means
on territorial governance to inspire new practice modes. At the
end of the 20th century, grassroots strengths under the intensive
urbanization started to seek a boost from civil society. With the
expansion of the authority and power of local governments and
other autonomous entities, the conceptual scope of community
began to transcend the administrative boundaries of physical
world and that of community building was no longer simply
about physical construction'”, In such a context, the community
building in Japan becomes a massive societal movement with
great influence in spatial growth, cultural development, and
policy making.

In addition to the political and sociological factors prevalent
in the public engagement of community building advocated
by western countries, Japanese practice is characterized for
emphasizing the cultural significance of the traditional Japanese
spatial image!"”. In Japan, “machi” (fi]) is not only the physical
unit of community building but also the entity unit of traditional
blocks. In other words, Japanese community building is to
measure the values and lifestyles recognized by territorial
societies from an informal non-professional civil dimension"*
by outlining a clear, culturally and socially collective ideological
image for the residents within a neighborhood so as to promote
machi-scale local protection'”. In Japan, early community
building was mainly led by endogenous organizations such as
neighborhood associations (chonaikai). Chonaikais—an analogy
to the neighborhood committees in China—historically have
had a good partnership with local governments in Japan and
played an important role in local community building, resulting
in, however, its political monopoly on associated decision-
making that diminished the diversity of community programs
and interests"'®. In fact, chonaikais are often too conservative
to defend or protect communities against existing unreasonable
regulations, which triggered the emergence of independent
organizations on community building. After Japan’s economic
collapse in the 1990s, the central government empowered local
authorities on certain management concerns, but the top-down
bureaucracy still continued on the major issues such as urban
planning and environmental governance"”. In addition, local
governments do not have the independent decision-making
right on urban development issues (which are determined by the
central government) and are often financially limited—]Japanese

local governments might be the weakest administrative entities in
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the world*”*'!. In the process of community building, Japanese
central government has shaped a civil society framework
favored by the authorities by means of regulatory control and
administrative management.

The community building in Japan has been the result of
a conflicting negotiation on urban governance, revealing that
community management interventions are highly political
activities, because it would not only impact the existing
management system but also associate with the municipal
budget allocation. Eventually, it would form a management
system that can be accepted by both the central authority and
grassroots classes”. Due to the external pressure brought by the
globalization, Japan’s localization is going through a long-time
transition. The key of reconciling the contradictions between
globalization and local development is not only to transcend
territorial boundaries and erect collective consciousness, but
also to strengthen the cognition of territorial uniqueness that is
crucial to maintain the resilience of localization'”. The analysis
of localization in specific context helps understand the extent of
residents’ autonomy through community building and recognize
the global trend of economic restructure and decentralization.
This paper examines Glocalization as a mutual interest between
bottom-up movement and top-down administration by studying
the community building case in Kagurazaka of Tokyo, Japan.

3 Micro Perspective of Glocalization: A Case Study of
Community Building in Kagurazaka, Tokyo

3.1 The Cultural Identity of Roji System in Kagurazaka
Located in Shinjuku District of Tokyo, Kagurazaka covers
an area of about 16 hm” and sits on the borders of Shinjuku,
Bunkyo, and Chiyoda Districts, composed of six small blocks
in the two stripes between the upper- and lower-Kagurazaka
(Fig. 1) and accommodating more than 2,600 residents'*",
Situated at the middle of the lower-Kagurazaka, the Kagurazaka
Street is the main road within this area (Fig. 2) and enjoys a
traditional Japanese streetscape—the network of Roji (5 ),
a kind of alley of two or three meters in width with storefront
shrines, inns, restaurants, and traditional handicraft shops
(Fig. 3). As a representative of traditional Japanese cultural
landscape, the Roji spaces in Kagurazaka include three types:
1) alleys of red-light district, consisting of decorative Roji (L
5 2 DM ) and greeting Roji (3 T7e L DEHb); 2) alleys of
mom-and-pop-business; and 3) alleys of life scene, consisting of
high-density small low-rise houses. Japanese architect, Yamashita
Kaoru, described the spatial aesthetics of Roji network™ as: one

walks on the narrow and winding paths, as if wondering in a
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mini Japanese tea house with an area of 3 or 4 tatamis®, where the
spatial tension draws visitors from daily experience into a mystery,
inspiring infinite fantasies about such spaces.

In the Edo period (1603-1867), Kagurazaka was the home to
lower-class warriors and a centralized area to a great number of
temples and shrines. Kagurazaka witnessed a historical prosperity
from the end of Meiji period to the early Showa period (1868-
1941), when plenty of ryoteis (a Japanese-style luxury restaurant)
and taverns thrived with geisha performance of traditional Japanese
dance and shamisen art (Japanese guitar)*. The existing literature
on the Kagurazaka culture anchors in a two-fold spatial implication:
One is the places of traditional cultural identities (including cultural
activities occurred here), one example of which was the Iki Club of
Stylish Community Building (a community building organization
founded in 2003) that adopted “iki” (\» X, a concept representing
the traditional aesthetics of Edo) to narrate the local cultural
spirit™””; The other is the places for people’s daily life and the public
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activities (Fig. 4) which greatly encourage people’s interaction and
promote community development and a flexible use of space'®”’. In
Kagurazaka, the residents live in a complex network interwoven
by social, historic, and cultural factors, where daily life represents
and records people’s existence, inheritance, and continuation in the

world.

3.2 The History of Community Building in Kagurazaka

Community building in Kagurazaka began in 1972, when
the Iidabori Moat (a river adjacent to Kagurazaka) was heavily
polluted, compromised by the rapid growth of the postwar
economy, and the Shinjuku Council determined to bury the river
as a part of the Urban Redevelopment Program. In 1978, a local
resident filed a lawsuit against the Shinjuku Council to defend his
land replacement right. It triggered the establishment of Protection
Association of lidabori Moat by the local residents and merchants,
as well as other social organizations””, who believed that the
Tlidabori Moat should be protected not only as an Edo cultural
landscape but also for the historic tradition of firework boating
in the summer. Meanwhile, as a waterfront for nearby residents’
leisure life, cherry blossom trees were planted, attracting a great
many visitors every spring. This event gave birth to the community
building of Kagurazaka (Fig. 5).

The promotion of the community building of Kagurazaka
demonstrates a valuable perspective for coordinative development
of territorial societies under globalization. The problems brought by
globalization force people to re-examine their living environment,
rethink their local lifestyles, and emphasize the survival and
development of traditional communities with daily measures. This
development mode makes local residents form a strong topophilia.
With the growing public pressure, Shinjuku district government
designated Kagurazaka in 1988 as a demonstration for community
building. However, the continuous downturn of Japan’s economy
struck the high-end geisha business industry—only four kiosks left
now in Kagurazaka with about 20 geisha artists”*. As a response,
in 1991 local residents and retailers established the Kagurazaka
Community Building Association, and published the Guidebook
of Kagurazaka to spread the unique Roji culture of Kagurazaka.
In 1994, the association launched the Charter of Community
Building, which later became the highest-level convention to guide
local community building. In 1997, the association, together with
the Kagurazaka Business Association, took a street improvement
initiative to regulate streetscape construction between the Chome
One to Chome Five of Kagurazaka. The initiative proposes that to
limit the height of buildings, to define the construction boundaries
on both sides of street, and to make aesthetic requirements on

building style and features and street beautification.
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Research on local communities contributes to the social
discourse of globalization. Because the progress of globalization and

its influence on local communities are reflected not only in the usage

of social resources, the development of economic activities, and the
social integration—especially the diverse interactions that coordinate
and maintain the social ties between community members—but also
in the social values formed in these processes. In 1999, a developer
acquired several pieces of land in Kagurazaka (about 4,500 m*

in total), and planned to accommodate a 31-storey modern-style
building. Local residents and retailers temporarily established the
Consultation of Countermeasures against High-Rise Building in
Kagurazaka to resist the proposal since it would seriously damage
the historic landscape of Kagurazaka®". However, the proposal did
not violate any planning policy or regulation at that time. Finally, the
Urban Design Laboratory at the University of Tokyo put forward a
compromised proposal that attempted to both ensure the interests

of developers and protect the overall historic identity by cutting the
floors down to 26. Unfortunately, the building still caused a heavy
loss of Kagurazaka’s historic value™. This failure forced the local
residents and retailers to re-examine and re-understand the cultural
identity of the local Roji system. They started to employ planning

means for a greater community conservation.
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The spreading globalization enables information and material
exchanges across regions, which, however, results in the increasing
homogenization of place making worldwide—at both macro- and
micro-level. In the consideration of this duality, local governments

need to critically think about current context before taking action'”!,
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In 2004, the Renaissance Association of Kagurazaka Community
Building, a special organization of district planning, was founded
by local residents and retailers to restrict the construction height
of redevelopment projects in the area. At the same time, the
Kagurazaka Community Building Association held many cultural
conservation activities in forms of workshop, Roji-themed forum,
traditional performance, guide tour, etc., which attracted wide
public attention*”. The community building of Kagurazaka seized
such opportunities by turning the challenges into boost for the
promotion of the cultural identity of Kagurazaka. In 2009, the
Kagurazaka Community Building Project by the Kagurazaka
Community Building Association was listed in the Heritage for the
Future Project by the National Federation of UNESCO Association
of Japan (NFUAJ)—The project gathered 50 submissions across
the nation and only selected 10 finalists, and the Kagurazaka
Community Building Project was the only project in the Kanto
Region (besides Tokyo). Later, six workshops were jointly held by
different community building organizations in Kagurazaka, and a
notable fruition was the publishing of the Landscape Conservation

Rules for Communities in Kagurazaka and the Street Conservation
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Planning for the Territorial Alley System". It evidences that the
community of Kagurazaka has proactively participated, rather than
passively involved, in the process of globalization by activating

its existing public resources, enhancing its capacity to participate

in globalization, and increasing awareness that it is necessary and
possible to maintain its ownership and uniqueness midst the global
movement. In other words, the community of Kagurazaka has
constantly rethought their own history and culture in globalization
and realized self-identity and cultural consciousness, so as to avoid

homogenization and objectification.

3.3 The Significance of the Community Building of Kagurazaka
The history of the community building of Kagurazaka reveals
that community fostering is essential to community building. It not
only emphasizes the ownership of local residents but also reshapes
the residents’ lifestyle by encouraging independent building
activities for livable and vibrant living spaces. In the Kagurazaka
case, the Roji system is undoubtedly a cultural landscape of
traditional Japanese street aesthetics, but these narrow alleys are
only two or three meters in width that are not up to the standards
of Japanese modern urban planning system—For the requirements
of fire protection, the width of urban streets cannot be less than 4
meters; in addition, the wooden structures of traditional Japanese
buildings in the Roji system are concerned with high fire hazards,
which now require security improvements through urban renewals.
To in line with such urban construction standards, Japan’s Roji
spaces have been replaced with widened urban roads in a large
number. Fortunately, the community building cases in Kagurazaka
and other communities stand out against such a context, making the
local societies start to reconsider the cultural value of Roji systems,
and spurring a broader academic discussion on associated topics,
and “it can be said that the re-recognition of the cultural and spatial
value of the territorial alley system in Japan is a reverse appeal of
the Japanese people to the dehumanized modern urban planning

12 However, the impact of

system after the second world war
globalization cannot be coped with individual efforts. The National
Communication Council of the Alley-Based Community, founded in
2004, has organized annual summits to explore solutions for Roji

conservation and associated cultural-value enhancement through

urban renewals. Kagurazaka case’s success has greatly propelled the
nationwide community building practice—Roji neighborhoods now

become a special type of neighborhoods in Japan.

3.4 The Reflection on the Community Building of Kagurazaka
Although community building has, somehow, resolved social
conflicts in a more elastic way, the community of Kagurazaka still

faces other development problems. One of them is that all buildings
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in the area were rebuilt after the World War II, which are excluded
by the current policies on historic building protection. This means
that in the future Kagurazaka may face uncertainties brought by
new urban developments. However, vibrant Roji systems with
unique cultural and spatial values will be formed when these
reconstructed traditional-style buildings are seen as a whole—
especially most of these buildings are traditional geisha places
which form a distinctive pattern of alleys and streets, making a
prominent cultural identity among various communities across the
city. Therefore, how to evaluate the historical and cultural values
of such reconstructed neighborhood poses a new challenge for the
community of Kagurazaka. Because local governments in Japan
have not issued any policies on historic street or Roji neighborhood
protection, which has been promoted by many cities around the
world though. The new development problems under globalization
often stem from the internal systems of local communities, and

in turn define the future development of communities. Therefore,
these problems are definitely culturally significant that should

not be ignored””’. The agenda of Roji neighborhood protection
would not only determine the Roji projection of Kagurazaka, but
also help avoid redevelopments that merge small plots in historic
areas in the future. At present, scholars have begun to highlight
the value of the Roji system and the geisha industry in Kagurazaka
as a cultural landscape, so as to promote the protection of Roji
neighborhoods™.

According to the Landscape Law, issued in 2004, Japanese
governments at all levels are allowed to formulate landscape
benchmarks upon specific localities. The government of Shinjuku
District also issued its landscape ordinances in 2009, and listed
Kagurazaka as one of the six landscape areas with special
landscape benchmarks—ranging from requirements on pavement
stones, the color of courtyard walls, and architectural style to
measures that encourage historical protection during new urban
development””. However, such landscape benchmarks are not
mandatory; technically, even if an urban construction project does
not meet these requirements, it still can get consented anyway'*’.
Therefore, in the face of the lack of legal guarantee, community
building organizations play an indelible role in the protection of

Roji system during the urban development of Kagurazaka.

3.5 The Influence of the Community Building of Kagurazaka
Features of most historical districts in cities have been

somehow damaged during urbanization and by disasters—

architectural structures have remained though—This is a common

problem faced by many Asian cities, and the Kagurazaka

case undoubtedly offers a paradigm for localized practices by

demonstrating that the participation of local communities is critical

VOLUME 8 /ISSUE 5/ 0CTOBER 2020



SR /18X

TR Ry bR AL, OR T Y b B 2 3 A A XA
EHAR TR, SRR, 3 m— 2 EGAE S S R P R e ik e
B AUK . 201047 R CRURBUN T ) DL “SOUH4F, RURAE AR,
TR Ry 5 B2 TR A XS i T SR, HARm
A A B I T e R A] SE S5 BRI S st 2
P, FORSBENA 1A 7E T8 i 4 D7 1 P N R B — s TR AE AL
F L RIS T R s R B R A R . X R R, AEIXCE
SRS R T o ERERA AT, I
IR IR BIF 5 B AN 2 SCAG 2 IR AR R B0 S, 3 A0 46 A )
PEREAR Sk, BRON A A SRR RN 5 I LA TR T B AR I,
WA TG R A BARH A SCH AR 8, BT, 04k
PIRAE X & R ), FEBAFAE LU = AN A 1) ROER-AE:
T WA T 23 TR B SO0 X e FIYA B, 4 DR B L B — IR
WO 2) mALERE . WEERRZRBTRER £S5, ISk
SR LA BRI 1 B 5, KR DA T s o (G R Bk, DR
KRR FRE ST RS 5 RNE S H SRNE; 3) FREmit:
BEE T RS 5 W FRAL, IR AP R L AR R T, A DO R
R R DRI Iy s, SRR SRS

4 &S F R ——E X EE R S 1NN i

fEHET,  “HXKEET —whe EET (9 KD) FRE
KIERE” Fo “NRREFR” 0 X SRR A X B i e A 2 )k
AT A B SRR, TR — b B2 T8 A ] G )
FZEFRE R WX — L EYF, BARH X IR B Q)1 408
AARTY , T2 X B A S WA T A A B LA 2 i A, A
XEEIHARBB L F IR, A IR e . 52
WoIT AL MG B, A REBORA MG T, T AT R 4t IX R PR 22 P

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE FRONTIERS / PAPERS

043

in the improvement of living environment, during which community
building, as a catalyst for regional revitalization, activates local
residents to exploit the cultural value of the whole area. Besides, the
participation and coordination of higher-level authorities leads to
the success or failure of community building activities. In 2010, the
Journal of Kagurazaka summarized up the core spirit of community
building of Kagurazaka into a propaganda that “the creation of a
landscape takes a decade, a century for a scenery, and hundreds of
years for a tradition.””””' This points out that the local community
building in Japan is not a single political movement or social event
that finishes with certain achievements; it essentially illuminates
people to strive for their rights for a better life through community
building, which is to build cities into comfortable homes—In

this sense, community building is a fight to protect homeland
through generations’ efforts. In terms of Glocalization, research on
community development is not only to identify the commonness

or difference between different cultures, but to explore the trend
from cultural commonness towards cultural variability. Because
only when the desire for power, as well as economic principles, give
way to people’s living demands, urban planning begins to transit
towards a decentralized planning mode in democracy, modernity,
and humanity. At present, by reviewing the issues on community
development globally, three trends can be identified: 1) scale
changes: with a shift from macro-planning on physical environment
to micro-planning on development and governance, community
governance has become a political agenda; 2) emphasis on process:
with an emphasis shift from planning outcomes to democratic
planning process, transparent decision-making mechanism, and
associated institutional construction, planners and architects are
also expected to act as advocates and promoters in the process of
public participation; and 3) continuous decentralization: with the
promotion of public engagement the fairness and inclusiveness of
the city will be enhanced, and communities would play a greater
role in the control and influence on environmental development,
taking a larger responsibility and duty as well.

4 Conclusion: A New Global Landscape—The Contemporary
Implications of Community Building

In Japanese, the word “building” (-5 < 1)) also means rice
cultivation or talent training". This implies that community
building is inherently different from goods production or
manufacture; it is a long-time process that needs careful planning
and fostering. In this sense, the purpose of community building in
Japan is not to create something new, but to revitalize or rebirth the
existing by sophisticated planning and design. It also suggests that,
instead of an activity that can get immediate results, community
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building requires long-term, continuous, and sustainable efforts
upon localities, so as to stimulate local vitality and contribute
to the sustainability and health of community economy—Of
course, it also depends on the understanding and patience of local
governments, investors, local residents, community planners, and
volunteers on community building itself.

At present, the tension between globalization and localization
complicates the diversified social contexts. The understanding
of globalization cannot be shaped with conventional conclusive
definitions, but need to methodically study the influence of specific
places and regional cultures on urban communities. In practice,
regional traditions cannot be fabricated, or completely denied
or discarded under globalization. On the contrary, Glocalization
requires a more profound examination on the inevitable hybridity
midst contemporary cultures, by rethinking of the existing
historical and traditional elements and making full use of
all kinds of living conveniences brought by Globalization.
Glocalization expert Gili S. Drori believes that!"! Glocalization,
as well as the mutual penetration and interaction between
globalization and localization, can be explored from three
dimensions: 1) the trade-off relation between the strengths of
globality and locality; 2) the boundary-crossing and integration
of global cultures and local cultures among different sectors and
fields; and 3) the spread and adaptation of global cultures and
local cultures in different ages or regions (Fig. 6). Under the
influence of both globalization and localization, community
building itself is a complex of contradictions: intertwined by
nations’ macro-scale reforms and individuals’ micro-scale needs,
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