Sustainable Communities; The
Imporiant

Roelerof LocallGovernmmentin
BulldinegrsSeciallGap)ial




¢ [Local Governments are elected to represent their local
communities; to be'a responsibler and accountanle
SpHEre o democratic governance, to) be a focus ror:
community. Identity: and: civic Spirit; to: provide
appropriater SErVICEs to) meet community: REEAS Ik an
Elfective anad: erficient manner; dana tor racllitater and.
COordiater/ocal Eforts ana rESOURCES A PUIrSUIt Of
COImURItY, oIS il

[IFAUStraliant EocalNGoVErRIMENTES) at thei 1SSy NationalrGeneral
Assembly, adopted a Declaration ontthe ReIEIo Local CoVETArEnt: Tihis
AUStraliaWIGENDEG] dlation COmPl EMENTES the Cor X0 EoE GoOVEHaNcE
and entnciates itndamentalNpriRcPRlEsHo EocalNGONVEMMENE throUEhHoUE
eI COURLRY,




fo racilitate and coordinate local efforts
local government requires a high level ofi
support and cooperation fromi both:

¢ [The community.
» Community: orgamnisations: /. SErVice

PIrOVIAErs
¢ Otherlevels off government:




¢ How does the need for community
partnerships relate; to social capital?

¢ IHow' camn an understanding of this
concept and the facilitation of ProCESSES

thiat bulld secialrcapital, Iead to
sustainable communities?




Political Context

¢ Local government diversity of service
provision throughout the country:

» Community expectations are increasing
> Feguire; mere; than| Services to the property”
> INCreasing demand er SerViCes for the people




¢ Shifting focus from "hard infrastructure’
provision to spending on social services

¢ Costs and restrictions over revenue-
falsing: apility: IS Increasing

9 [INEres a Widening gap; DEWEER
comMmUnItY  EXPECtations and aCCEess to
URdsravailable toNmEet these
EXPECILIOIRS




¢ [he independent action of local
doVvErNMENTt Canmnot guarantee
community sustainability

» CommunRity initiatives leading to
communIity led action arer the key

¥ Local geVeERRMENE can: piay antimpertani
fola In) fzlelliczitinle) oElgtriarsnlle
dEevelopmEnt




Social capital

¢ Described by Putnami (1993) as ‘thoese
features of social life that enable
participants te act together more
efiiectively’ to pursue shared: ejectivesry.

¥ Secial relations ChakacteriSea DY NOFMIS
O CrUSE 2R FECIPROECIILY,




¢ Sustainable communities must develop
relationships — within andl eutside; the
cCommuRnIty.

¢ lirusting| relationships: UnderpIn
COOPErative, collaborative elfierts thalt
lEaErtersustainearmuttaliyV DERECIa]
OUTCOIMES




¢ Research shows that communities rich in
social capital demoenstrate; outcomes
essential tor community, sustainawility,

ed:
» Strong social connections
> IHightlevels et participation

> WillIREGRESS! te) WOk tOgECHER O COMIMON
good




¢ Local government can encourage

trusting relationships to develop through
Involvement in comimumnity

Projects/community: Engagement
Stiratedies

9 EXamples givVen| are:

> lewnship Developmenthooikit 2002
» Distriict Advisory: Networks




» Community engagement strategies such
as those listed strengthen community.
connections and bulld Beths:

S IRKIAG SeGal caplital; ENcCotiFaging /.
enabling disparate comimunRities ter Wolk
COGELNER

ARG SOCIEINCaplital A StENGtRERNSTtIES
2 CrOSSI dIVErser (eterogeneus) grotps




In summary.

¢ Sustainable communities:
> Develop trusting relationships at the community: level

> Work together cooperatively: to Identiiy: comimunity,
PRIGKIGIES

> AREl PrEpared torwWerkeWithrcommUunIty, groups, SERVICE
previderstandrallNlevelst et geVErnNMERt ter achIEVEthE
desired oUtCOMES! Bl the COmITAILIRILY,




¢ Local government can facilitate practices that
encourage cooperation and interaction within
communities, between communities and
service providers - and all levels of
goVvernment.

¢ IHas) a responsipility te “nukrtlure Networks off
seclall relations) characterised by NermS off
trust and reciprocity, thiat- willflead ter oUtComES
Ot MUtUal  BERETIT" (Stone and Hugkhes! 2002)




