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Families and Communities:  
The Family Science Discipline 

• Sources: 
– Handbooks of Marriage 

and the Family (1964, 
1987, 1999, 2013) 

– Family theory volumes 
(1966, 1979) 

– Sourcebooks on families 
(1993, 2005) 

– JMF decade reviews 
(1960’s through 2009) 

– JMF, FR, JFI journals (2000-
2009) 

• Conclusions 

 
 
 



Assumptions About Communities 

• As collections of individuals and families, have community 
boundaries that are visible, as well as those that are not 

• Have a life of their own, a personality, and an ability to self-
determine 

• Have the raw materials for being resilient, though often fail to 
access those materials in productive ways 

• Can dramatically influence what individuals and families 
experience, from despair to vibrancy, and from stasis to 
growth 

• Exhibit considerable diversity, as well as convergence 



Assumptions About Families 

• Are the primary grouped social units in a community 

• Are motivated to protect their individual members, 
particularly those who are less competent, strong, and 
healthy 

• Have characteristics amenable to change and influence but 
maintain boundaries resistant to the interference of outsiders 

• Determine who they will interact with, and weigh the benefits 
of distance vs. benefits of closeness 

• Exhibit considerable diversity, as well as convergence 

 



Social Organization Theory 
Theoretical Underpinnings 

• Kretzmann & McKnight (1993). Their view of human development and of 
communities includes belief that we fail to account for both needs AND 
assets, and for vulnerabilities AND resilience. 

• Bronfenbrenner (1979). His contribution to understanding human 
development includes specifying layers and contexts, and more 
importantly, the intersections of these layers and contexts. 

• Weiss (1974), Russell & Cutrona (1984), and Cohen, Underwood, & 
Gottlieb (2000). Their guidance exhorts us to conceptualize relationships 
as having multiple functions, purposes, and outcomes. 

• Mancini, Bowen, & Martin (2005); Mancini & Bowen (2009; 2013). Our 
own work explores social organization (community capacity, social capital, 
and formal and informal networks) as a lens for understanding contextual 
influences on individuals and families. 

• Milroy (2009). Transitions and transformation among homeless men. 



Social Organization Theory 
• Social organization is how people 

in a community interrelate, 
cooperate, and provide mutual 
support; it includes social support 
norms, social controls that 
regulate behavior and interaction 
patterns, and networks that 
operate in a community. 

• In neighborhoods where there is 
more fluidity than stability, more 
uncertainty than predictability, 
and more ambiguity than clarity, 
the odds of chaos increases. 
Knowing who to go to for 
assistance is very difficult 
because you do not know who is 
there. 

 



Social Organization Theory  
Individual/Family Results 

Intermediate 
Results 
Sense of 

Community 

Community Antecedents 
Social Infrastructure 
Physical Infrastructure 

Social Organizational Process 
Network Structure 

Social Capital 
Community Capacity 



In Conclusion…………… 
• It’s all about networks………..and 

networks are all about 
connections…………and connections are 
all about relationships. 


