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CHAPTER |

Introduction

1.1 Importance of the Problem and Background

For many years, Thailand has been focusing on economic growth as a national
policy. This caused a big change to the city,we call, “Rapid Urban Growth”. Bangkok is
a capital city, which has become the center of development and economic extension.
However, it created higher jobsupply, higherjob demand, higher living expenses, and
higher household expense. Therefore, the changehas been effected throughout
development, as it's hard fopmany. peoplef to find an affordable house since the city has

become very crowded: The problem. of unfulfilled demand and inequality housing

becomes a main natiopal factor, which the'government has been trying to resolve with
many methods, such as lowering the Cost $j construction, supporting both homebuyer /

tenant expenses, supportiig Aousing loans through the mortgage or tax system and
¢ "] F‘

add o F
controlling rent. = ;ﬁ

Recently, there have been many hoﬁh.g development projects such as BOI

- I

housing, GHB housingiproject. As the results of many housing developments from both

government and prliv_ét_e sectors, they have decréase_éi;-'the number of homeless
successfully. However, Bann Man Kong project is different from the previous housing
developments in_the past£Fhe local govefiment has only financially supported the
infrastructure and environment of the cammunity jof Bannh Man Kong. The planning,
organizing and managing of the community dewvelopment is taken care of by the
community members. The members.of the community have to change itheir role from the
community benefactor to the community owner instead. (M.R. Rapipat, 2550)

There is a topic regards housing development, which is called an “intentional
community” and it is also divided into many categories. Co-Housing is one type of an
intentional community, which has caught the interest of many Government and private
organizations. The evidence can be seen from “PARSUK community”, a co-Housing

project by NHA and another project called “Ten” by CASE company development.



However, the only completed project is Ten Community by Case Company, but the
project is established for a middle-income group, not for low-income people. It comes to
the researcher intention whether co-Housing is suitable for low-income people. Also, the
numbers of completed Co-Housing projects are very limited. Therefore, the researcher
has to do more information research through community specialists for suggestions in
regards to the case studies for this thesis. Finally, the researcher uses “Bann Man Kong”

as a case study in this thesis for the following reasens:

"

® The community" members legally receive the ownership from community

development'process. \

|
® There is a participation/in community saving in order to build a community of

=t

their dream to'livertogether.” =
‘ )

® The communiiy size is not too big.

® Bann Man Kong'is a comblete p‘rgj}gcft where the member can feel a sense of

community after moving-ia:. 204

There is a study about living expenses, which-is c_olln_sidered to be a part of the

major household expénse. The success of the project is based on project planning and
carefully manages living expenses. The main objective of'Co-Housing is to cut the cost
of living by sharingscommunity fesourcessy suchsas cooking.together or setting up a day
care center for community membersT Therefore, Bann Man Kong and Co-Housing have
their community.management and.organization base‘on the meaningof “Pra cha khom”,
in English meaning; “Community”“The term‘can be‘defined-as a group-ef people, which
are gathering with the same objective, same ideal or belief in a group. They are willing to
be a part of a group, in order to achieve the same goals, no matter what the issue.

(Asso. Dr. Chulasai, Muanlamai, 2545)

According to the ideas of “Pra cha kom”, community normally consists of the following:

(Wasi, 2540)



® Happiness - community can create happiness of living together

® \Work success- in order to be efficiently successful, working in a group is very
important.
® Management— making the impossible possible, through a participatory process.
® The key success to sustainable development is “Community Organization”,
which include:
1. Community organization — to combine in.a group
2. Learning — By-acitively-learing, not-teaching.
3. Knowledge — knowledge must be learned and benefits made from that

knowledge.

I
4

3

Joining a community must: be inde.éendently voluntary. The members must be
: )
gathered by spirituality, thinik of publie' benefit as a first priority, be less selfish and have

more dharma. The people who live in',.gé,u_cbmmunity should have a “public spirit
culture”. A public spirit culttre/is o -have gopi_jfjaattitude to others around you such as

neighbor, citizen and stranger, as-well as bq\?rr_lg_;.patriotic. The attitude is a thought that

people share publicdaenefit, not personal benefit. A pers_o).n_with this attitude is always

ready to cooperate with:the others in order to participate in g‘ilving a good benefit to local
community. (Paul Hopper, 2003) Nowadays, the idea of cémmunity development called
intentional community, has developed inymany: formss Co-Housing is one of a kind, which
community members are players™in every process such'as selecting a member,
selecting a .site, land allocation,..designing. the “house, designing” the landscape of
community, etc. Therefore, the*membersrof the community-are bonded-in relations and
really feel the sense of community. A Co-Housing community consists of houses with
individual ownership, but the members share all the common facilities such as the
activity area, relaxation area, washing area, common swimming pool.

If “Bann Man Kong” can be defined as Co-Housing, it will help decrease a
complication in personal savings through the community process by sharing community

activity and will also cut the costs of the community. The main objective of “Bann Man



Kong” is to build up a community with self-organization in order to persuade anyone
who is interested to be a part of the community. A public spirit culture is the key that
makes a community become one and self-reliant. (CODI, 2547) Having a public spirit
culture is a base for building a community. Thais used to have a public spirit culture as
their common characteristic; as the generosity of Thai people can be seen in a small
community since the community members always build up their community with warmth
for the maximum purpose of the public.

Ajarn Authajak, a seniorresearcher,of the-iNerth Chiangmai Province suggests that
the tool that can be useddforestimaling the self-monitoring system of the community is a
“collective mind”. Collectiveamindis/ different from a public spirit, which is focusing
about public purpose.such as public.‘are;, public area ownership in order to build up a
community for their owarauthority in the cémmunity in order to adjust and negotiate for
city living. (M.R. Rapipat,2550) J ‘.

For Bann Man Kong, collebtiVe min"c"if"'is':a key for the members to do activities
F‘

together, such as saving, to solve enwronmental problem, and to build up community

infrastructure in the Bann Man Kong prOJect:!'he size of the community also matters to

- o =

work since a small commumty is more Convement when bundmg up a project. The size

of the community also. affects with community. members Collec‘uve mind’. In this thesis,
the researcher would like to find information from Bann Man Kong Housing Project,
Bangkok in order to allocatessanalyze, and cenclude limitations of intentional community
in Co-Housing. Thesresults of this study willcthelp'the development of Co-housing in the

future and be able to develop a better and suitable.community for Thai society.

1.2 Objectives
® To study the Concept, Characteristics and Process of the development of
Intentional Residential Community in terms of Co-Housing Residential
Community in case studies of Bann Mankong Housing Project, Bangkok

Metropolitan Area.



® To study and examine the results after the completion of the Concept,
Characteristics and Process of the development of Intentional Residential
Community in terms of Co-Housing in case studies of Bann Man Kong Housing

Project, Bangkok Metropolitan Area.

1.3 Scope of Thesis
Scope of Research Area

Research and study.the concept, characteristics, and process of Intentional

Residential Commuiaity and Co-Fousing community
|

. &

1.4 Thesis Primary Agreement

—

® Bann Mankong housing brojeot‘:in J.‘Bangkok Metropolitan Area
® Members of eagh case study m“ﬁ3St be participate from the beginning of the

a T
project and still live in the communities.

Chart 1.1 Diagram of Sampling Process Meth;a_d_g. .

— HOUSING PRGJECT FOR POOR

1
INTENTIOMAL RESIDENTTAL COMMUNITY IN THAILAND

HOUSING PROJECT IN THAILAND

1

INTENTIONAL COMMUNITY PROCESS
J “ ALL MEMBERS MUST PARTICIPATE
SAMPLING SELECTION METHOD FROM THE BEGINNING TO FORM GROUP
AND STILL LIVE IN THE COMMUNITY "

PURPOSIVE SAMPLING

| |
BMA SIZE COMPLETED PROJECT
1 |
1

BANN MUN KONG

BMA




1.5 Thesis Special Definition

Bann Man Kong- a project that Community Organizations Development Institute
(COD yl) propose to Thai government to be a part of Government policy. The institute is
in charge of developing a residence for low income people. The institute helps the
member of the community to be able to develop their community with their own identity
by supporting the members of communi hrough the basic guidelines along with local
government. \,\ \ ,

—_——

1.6 Thesis Process Metﬁ(ﬁﬂ 7
In order to study thesPr

Residential Community: ca

o o =
— ~

THE DEVELOPMENT OF INTENTIONAL RESIDENTIAL CO TY .

CASE STUDIES OF BANN MUNKONG HOUSING PROJ

¢

gl ’
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1.7 Data Collecting Process

There are two types of data collecting for the thesis

Secondary Data

Collecting all secondary data throughout the textbooks, documents, websites for

concept, characteristics and process of the development of Intentional

Residential Community an

Primary Data

Field Su , [ ictures and interview

®  Collecti ' “and process of community by

L4 iation  through-sall secondary data throughout the

f the'd W !
commum | I‘J
L ' I"n ion f b nviewi three communities leaders
%ﬁﬂ%rﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬁ hﬁteristics and process
factors in order to the @stablish Community.
QRTRASHIATITiRNaY

1.9 Conclusion of Thesis Study

® Conclude the concept, characteristics and process of Intentional
residential community and Co-Housing development.

® Analyze the concept, characteristics and process of Intentional
residential community and Co-Housing development with the concept,

characteristics and process of Bann Mankong’s case studies.



1.10 Thesis Study Benefits

For a better understanding of implementing concepts to develop an Intentional

Community in terms of Co-Housing, which appropriate to Thai social.

AuEINENINeINS
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CHAPTER 2

Literature Review

2.1 Community Development

The United Nations defines the word “community development” as a process
within cooperation between the people and the government officer in order to help the
community economics, social, and culture o be in prospers. Many scholars have
defined the meaning of community development-as well. One says that the community
development is a process of a societythiCh humans is able to live and control any
mistakes that happen in the community ?nd the word that is about to change. (Biddle,
1950) 1

Some also say that the Com'ﬁwunii'_y;"development is a process that community
members have discussed abaut their neec'%,s at the beginning. Then, they will help each

other to plan and practice to meet. their éthis,ﬁaotion and demands .In addition, they

might ask for an additional resource from od&sﬁ-d!e government and community.

s 'I.,,J
-

2.1.1 Concept of Community Development A=,

Community de_s'“'{elooment concept is any activities tk_jat carry on from the ideas of

people. The govemr?fént or officer is act as guidance fdf'é possibility and maximum
benefit to proceed. However, if the people have not yet started, the government will
stimulate the people to realize aboutithe) problemiand their meeds: By doing so, it can be
guarantee that the activities is matched with the need and problem of the community.
Also, the, problem issbeing=solve right aceording,to-the theony,~whieh the government is

responsible for a proper-advice

The concept of community development as follow (Sujumnong, 2525):
® Self help and reliable
® Community and government capacity-
® (Cooperation between people and government

® Community initiative
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® Balancing in development

® | ifetime study

Other than that the concept of community development that it needs to work in 4
steps by process, method, program, and movement. The most important things in
community development are to have member participate in every process of

development. (Sanders, 1996)

2.2 Intentional Residential Community

Throughout humanshisiory, group"ns of people with common bonds have lived
together as a communitydh many forms.. ‘At first, religious beliefs were the common
bonds that held together villages ‘and maét.;small towns when the civilization moved
beyond the tribal stagesLater, the‘ ethnic tjonds usually prevailed and people began to
offer the comfort and familiagity of a comr’fiﬁnﬂi’éy. Some are formed by simply sharing

resources among a group of people‘located in the same area and the others are formed

by offering a living situation to-he‘more suébo’r.ﬂve or cooperative. On the other hand,

some groups even farm to avoid persecution or diserimination from the outside world. A

spiritual belief is one big motivated factor behind many factors of the communities.

Intentional Residential Community was the alternative.

2.2.1 Background, of Intentional ‘Residential Community

An_Intentional Community is“not just a cofmunity that hasa group of people,
who intend to livettogethen Itisiat*number ofi péople consciously and purposefully
coalescing as a group in order to realize a set of aims”. (Barry, 1986) An Intentional
Community is not a new way to living, but it was mentioned long time ago. In 4" BC, the
Greek philosopher named “Plato” gave an idea of what an ideal world might look like
and how this ideal community would function in his book “Republic”.

Many times, an intentional community was understood as a term of Utopia. In

1516, the term of Utopia was published in the book “Utopia” by Sir Thomas More. More
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described Utopia as an ideal human society. He created his neologism a phonetic pun
that combines three Greek words: topos (place), eu (good) and ou (non, or not). He
creates an eternal tension in the concept of utopia because utopias are once good
places but no places. More also criticized and offered an idealistic alternative featuring
few laws, beautiful surrounding, short work days, universal education, and a democratic
government selected by citizens” (Fellowship for Intentional Community, 1994 [online]).
Utopia is just an ideal, an imaginary: plaee.that becomes an idealist in community
development. Utopia and intentional community-has'something in common that they are
both based on “a visionsef'a beiter world, and a commitment to live in a way where
everyday actions refleet the stated goalaL” (Fellowship for Intentional Community, 1994

[online]). What they have in common d_oe;sn’t mean. that intentional community is a

Utopia. Utopia is just idealism but intertional community is realism. It is a community that
really happen and existed. ‘ "

dd

An intentional community is hot like a tribe or village, which has arisen or
¢ .“ F‘

add 3
developed spontaneously over the years. {(Shenker, 1986) It is a group of people who
44 s Ao is b

have chosen to live or work togéther mn pursﬁféf a common goal or vision. They hold a

4 -

common social, political, religious, or spiritual vision and often follow an alternative

lifestyle. CollaborativJer working together as teamwork iribrder to design a residential
plan and they also share responsibilities and resources. In history, over the last 2000
years, some historical inténtianal communities.are extremely well known and some do no

longer exist, had immense impact on many people’s lives.

A Histéry timeline .of the Intentional Communities (Kozeny, 2004) and (Metcalf and

Oved, 2004)

Essenes (2™ Century BC) - The communities are based on the morality of the

Hebrew Bible, flourished in the area of the Dead Sea.

Ashrams (6t" Century BC) - Buddha's followers began living in

ashrams, communities intentionally designed to foster an orderly,

productive, and spiritual life.



Early Christians (1% Century AD) - After Christ, early Christians banded

together in “communities of goods” as described in the book of Acts,
which says that all who believed were together, and shared things in
common based on individual need.

Christian Monasteries (340 AD) - The first Christian Monasteries, with

shared prayer, worship, study: and, work, provided a religious life
sheltered from the distractions of the'secular world. They focused on
opened public hospitals, schools__gmd orphanages.

Anabaptists (1526)=They-aie Christian group'who live according to a

strict code based onsthe/Ten Commandments and the teachings of

1

Jesus Christ.

=

Puritan Coloniesi(1620) = They—seelk for religious freedom. They were

\ .
i| . <

the colony’s first written co'de'“of s’é‘lf-government The Puritans were
very creative, originating many thmgs such as town meeting,
elementary schools, and compulsory pubLlc education.

Shakers In America (1774) They Came to America, also seek for

'!J — -

religious freedqm By the 18303 there were 19 Sh;aker Colonies with

5,000 membe[s. Today, only one colony remams._-.__The Shakers were
well known with useful items such as propellers, waterwheels,
threshing machinéselothespins, anditheir simple furniture design.

Oneida. Community £1848-1881).  They. practice complex marriage,

where each adult was married to very adult, of the opposite sex. The
community lasted for 33 years, with membership at;300 members,

Amanna Colonies (1855).They were German Protestants who loved in

lowa, owning all and property in common, and requiring that all
members work at assigned task in the kitchen, fields, factories, or
shops. In 1932, after 90 years, members of the Amana Colonies voted

to end their communal lifestyle.

12



Fairhope, Alabama (1984). The economist Henry George proposed

Single Tax Theory to use in community. Members received 99 year
leases and paid no taxes other than their use fees, which ere sufficient
to fund to local government and pay for all amenities such as schools,
community center, and infrastructures.

Degania (1910). It was Israel’s: first kibbutz. It is a collective

community that was traditionally based on agriculture and industry.
The model supported by the Zio_nist movement, was used to pioneer

many facts of the.dewish national revival.

Gould Farm (4913).4t" has bec?me an internationally recognized
prototype for psychiatric reh_abili'tat‘i,‘on. They provided a family-like

community envifonment where-the mentally ill can learn to live

meaningful lives. : /

dd

Inter Cooperative Council'—l'CC 1932')‘-"" The first Co-op house for Grad

'3

J -
students. Each house'is self managed and democratically run.

Greenbelt, Maryland (193@ Low- tnc:erme families worked together to

-] =

create a town, government and develop all necéssary community

services.

Koinonia Panners (1942). It is an interracial . Christian farming
community by préaeher Clarence Jardan. He developed the idea of
partnership [housing ¢to ' promote reeonciliation between whites and
blacks, where the poor worked side by side with volunteersto build
new, affordableshomes..Laterin.1976 it became a model of, habitat for
Humanity.

Mitraniketan (1956).Mitraniketan is a non-political, non-sectarian rural

educational community, established in India in 1956 to develop the
whole individual, to improve the lives of nearby villagers, and to offer a

replicable model for Third World countries.

13



Yamagishi Association (1957).They were about a sustainable,

harmonious society. Rooted in large-scale agriculture and industry,
they pursue a non-religious and non-political philosophy—relying on
science and human intelligence to provide programs in health care,
education, and social welfare. Today there are 40 Yamagishi
Communities, ranging in size from 20 to 1600 members.

Findhorn Foundation (1962). It became a center for education and

transformation in the 70’s, Working to create'a sustainable lifestyle that
combines spirituality, ecology, and economics with rich cultural and
social experiene®s. lifis famous! for its organic garden, ecological

)

buildings, and.matural’seWage treatment systems.

Co-Housing (1964) 4 It/ is ongin?ted in. Denmark, features self-

1 #

contained privaterhome and ;exte'r]:‘giv'e common facilities. Designed

and managed by the reSide"r)ts. Most of Co-Housing communalities
b F
4 -‘J."g
have 20 to 30 single-family-homes on a pedestrian street or courtyard.
o s il Ad

i

In a typical week, residents share several optional group meals in the

- T s

common house. [

Hippie Communes Communities in the 60’s and 70'siThe “Summer of
Love” in 1967 gave rise to thousand of hippie cammunes around the
world. Most did nét last five years.

Eco-villages (1984). The first eco-village evolved from the Co-Housing

model. It is appeared in Edrope in the early 80’s, emphasizing a
lifestyle that,was environmentally, and [socially sustainable. By the mid
90’s there were prototypes on five continents, and today there are
several thousand self-identified eco-villages worldwide, with many
intentional communities re-designing themselves based on the eco-

villages model.

14
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Some intentional communities are based on shared philosophies or on simple
economic need. Governance in Intentional communities mostly is democratic with
consensus decision-making or voting. Some are with democratic and hierarchical
structure. From examples described above, some communities are secular, political,
cultural, and most of them are spiritual basis. They are commonly focused on egalitarian
values. It is possible to categorize them'in various ways. (Intentional Community, 2011
[online]).Intentional Communities became an .ideal place and issue about civil rights,
women'’s  liberation, peace activism, and “sustainable agriculture. They can be
categorized into these follewing,

® Commune communities,

® Co-Operative communities, « & &

® (Collective communities;

® FEco-Village communities, and -

® (Co-Housing communities. )

2.2.2 Definition of Intentional Residential Cofﬁﬁiifﬁify

An intentional Commuhity is a planned residential community (Shenker, 1986) designed
by a group of people who has a common purpose to live and shard land or housing
together. Sharing resources and responsibilities; ;)and working cooperatively on common

agreements.

2.2.3 Concept of Intentional Cammunity

In 1989, A. Allen Butcher wrote in “Communitarian Theory” about Intentional community

that “it is a lifestyle with a group of people shares material, wealth and property in some
degree of common ownership and control.” (Butcher, 1989) An associate Professor of
Anthropology at Florida Atlantic University, Susan Love Brown, wrote a book named

“Intentional Community. An Anthropological Perspective” about intentional community
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that it is a phenomenon of the nation-state and an important object of study, because it
allows us to observe how human begins living in large. (Brown, 2002)

In conclusion, An Intentional Community is known as-groups of idealists brought
together in pursuit of shared values and common goals. It is a group of people, who
share a place equally, own and make decisions collectively, have a shared set of
beliefs/ goals and/or way of living. Alse, many have given a meaning of Intentional of

Community as follow:

1. An intentional community is @ planned-residential community. This can be
identified as structural.features than other communities. (Sargisson, 2004)
This can be seem as‘a group"Lof people organized around common values.
(George, 1955) : i 4

2. Community.organization_ is baséfop teamwork. Membership is voluntary and
based on a gonsgious act everijf the member was born in the community.
(Shenker, 1986) Peoplé bbtain gj;eat joy from working collaboratively with
others. (Dave Pollard 2007) d ;_,1:;

3. The members hold a common vis:iq-n'._s‘uch as social, political, religious, or

spiritual which as a part of their society.The members agree to articulate

their shared values and shared purpose, and to strive, in everything they do,
to live according to those values and to strive to achieve that purpose. These
will ofrcaurse bé-different for .each .Community.«(Dave Pollard, 2007). The
experience of'sharing means the 'more"a“group‘of people share, the greater
will be their commitment to_ the community*(Butcher, 1989)

4. The members also must share responsibilities and resources: Sharing is part
of community’s ideology. Community members need to acknowledge a
responsibility to participate fully in the activities since every member has
consequences for the entire community. Also, the equity of wealth and
income. The members need to give up the idea of private property (but not
privacy) and commit to the principle that no member should be

disproportionately wealthier than any other. (Butcher, 1989)
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224 Characteristics of Intentional Community
Intentional community developments share some of the same characteristics,
including the following:
1. Have shared value and purpose and a concept to establish a community:
In order to share values and purpose to strive and achieve their main purpose

of community establishment nker, 1986), core design and concept will of

course be different for mmunity. (Pollard, 2007)

2. Key person:

Key person fo = Commu ds ture.

3. Equally in ee fipu oc mmao ‘ ownership, income and wealth:
Members giedup idea s\w onging and every one must
share costs : ; — G \ he principle that no member
should be dispio ' w .' alt \ \.\\,‘ other.

4. Mutually comm [l \ ust be working collaboratively

with  others openness, outreach, and

connectedness

2.2.5 Process of -y‘-w :

Intentional .1[ munities, can effectively demorm'ate the value of cooperation.

Itis based upo@;ﬁngjoﬁhﬁ Sﬁvlﬁdwoﬂﬁ(ﬁ Sﬁply.
RN INUNINYAY
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Chart 2.1 Community Development Process

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

New policles New organlzatlons
COMMUNITY
ORGANIZNG
Create benchmarks
and Indicator New organlzatlon
T l\"\_‘
IMPLEMENTATING CA VISIONING
AND EVALUATING D PUBLIK
ARTIGIPATI -

Do projects A vislon statement

4‘@&‘

\

oS mus
O { ,Fyﬁifé;, Guida to'community Visioning (Report No.

Source: From BuUildi

G3708), by Gary Greg & Stephen Halebsky.

prospectivﬂﬁe

have found tPat defining the e>8,eotatlons hopes, and aspirations of the

o § 18943 ) R H B e

Intefitional Community, 1994 [online]).

Qﬂﬂﬁg—nﬁipe0|alyn}ﬂhould evaluage] what neg to be done in

community economic development. In order to creating an action plan at the

are_ﬂing to do. Most communities

simplest to a comprehensive plan. There are the following major areas

a. Financial Structure

® Allocates income of the community (Bates, Albert, Allen Butcher,

and Diana Christian, 1995)

® Community expenditures
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b. Design and construction
® Community site analysis
® Physical infrastructure

® Size of community

c. Legal Structure

3.

® Maintain commitnity .';f)ris sed on a community vision statement

. /‘f'" e . .
® Commun membership/= ansion by previous  members

57

e —
assessments
fel

2.2.6 Summary of Intentianal,Community

i) L 24D VEITVS I IR oo v vent

create a whole \My of life for accomplishment of th&cer‘taln set of gejls. The varieties of

sy TR GPFT R AV Y B s o

member$ needs. Finance might be an issue for people who never consider about an

alternative living arrangement. Some communities provide services to disadvantaged
populations, for example, war refugees, the homeless, people with developmental

disabilities, rehab program, learning or health centers.
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Type of intentional community

1. Commune communities

The principle of Commune is opposite from Communism. In 1960, almost any
counter-cultural, rural, intentional community was called a commune. (Communes
Desk, 2007 [online]). A commune is an intentional community that consists of
people, who share common: interests, properties, resources, work and income
living together. Core principle of commune_eommunity is ecological living, and

consensus decisionsmaking with nen-hierarehieal structures.

2. Co-Operative communitics \

Co-ops is a non-pgofit erganization. It.is increase regularly as operating costs, not

from Landlord raisefents to maximize their profits. There is no landlord, members

i

is not tenants because co-ap is differe'ﬂt from regular rental housing. Co-operative

housing is democratic Contrel Cocrb is cooperatively owned and managed
,u
housing developments. Re5|dents shafe’[he responsibilities and control of their

homes. They share expense of operatlng “he commumty by contract or hire other

companies to Q[pwde the service such as mamtenanp_e, or manager. (Co-operative
Housing Federatie_n of Toronto (CHFT), 1974 [online]). Members elect a board of
directors to manage the business of the co-op. Most co-ops hire staff to do the
day-to-day work. Members work together to keep their housing well managed and

affordable.

3. Collective communities

A collective community is a group of people who live together for specific purpose
with at least one common issue or interest. It is not necessary to focus on an

economic benefit or saving but it can be as well.
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4. Eco-Village communities

An Eco-Village community is an intentional community and it adapted from Co-
Housing community idea. Members seek for a sustainable lifestyle. The concept of
Eco-Village communities is based on the desire to create ecological and socially

sustainable communities (People and Planet-Friendly, 1998 [online]).

5. Co-Housing communities

]
o

It is a group of peopleliving together for speeific purpose for economic benefit

and saving on ceeking meals and childcare. The'eemmunity design incorporates
|

both private home and shared common facilities to support neighborly

connections. Theydon't share income.
' Y

dd

G 1
Conclusion of the difference in eachi type of Intentional community

Table 2.1 Type of Intentional Cdmmnunity — i

THE DIFFERENCES IN EACH T‘}Pill-:. OF INTENTIONAL E:OMMUNITIES

COMMUNES 1DD;%inrcome sharir:g 3

C0-0PS expense,sharing, rather than income-shafing, often urban,
shared housing communities-like college students.
COLLECTIVE organized for a specific purpose.Not-necessarily focused
upon an economic benefit or saving.

ECOVILLAGES | communities with a strong ecological focus.

CO-HOUSING | incorporate both private homes and shared common facilities
and support neighborly connections. Not shared income.
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2.3 Co-Housing Community
2.3.1 Background of Co-Housing Community

The principle and form of Co-Housing was originally started in Denmark around
1960. Many families were not satisfied with their house and community, which was
unable to fulfill their needs. Bodil Graae, was written in a newspaper’'s topic called
“Children should have One Hundred Parents”. The topic was stimulated 50 families to
set up their own community in 1967 By developing a Co-housing community called
“Seettedammen” and later become the olgest Co-Housing community in the world.

Nowadays, there are.many people, whao study.regards a principle of Co-Housing

Community, which is alse'included: Dr. Graham Meltzer in a book called “Sustainable

|
Community: Learning fgom the Co=Housing model™. (Meltzer, 2005) The book explains

about Co-Housing thatsthe Co—HoQ$ing;clommunity appeared for the first time in
Denmark in 1970. It spreads throughout Ar"iﬁeF‘ica, Canada, and Australia. In 1990, there
are housing projects appear in United Ki,_r;'gde:m, New Zealand, and Japan. The Co-
Housing has a special archifecture and Iégrf_;i_:_rt planning with objective by blending in
between living space and infra&ruéture sueh—a‘; kitchen, dining, workshop, play area
with the size of 6 heusehold 6 one hundfﬁga_'ﬁbﬂsehold.} The average size is 20-40
households. (Mccanﬂla.hffmm,’m& 7

The Co-Housing |s an answer for solving the socialr problem in the 20’s in which
the community is still scattered. The members are Iookingr for relationship and lending a
hand to benefit*from all'the convenience in order torhave a complete lively community.
Especially, sharing and eating together are ones of way to build up a relationship in an
intentional coammunity xThe Co-Hausing has been developed in many ‘parts of the world

by started in northern European and spread out to America in 1980. Also, the

development has extended in to Australia and New Zealand later.

Denmark Sweden and Netherland

There is a belief that the Co-Housing firstly established in Denmark by Kathryn

McCamant and Charles Durrett. There is also a generally believe that The Co-Housing is
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a final answer for people in Denmark to solve a social problem after wars. The first Co-
Housing community project is called Bofaeilleskaber” (Living Community) in Nederland
and in Swedish called Kollektivhuser. The Co-Housing practice is totally different from
the old community and also different in each country. In 1964, the first project was

unable to start since the neighbor protest to let the project develop. Later, the two

Swedish bought a land in Copenhage\‘Tf)ndmg up.

Denmark
——"_

Project: Sun&Wind __.--"‘_

Address: Beder, Denm/ |

Architect: Arkitektgrup

Source: McCamant an

Sabdir wlnd W S et Wt T LR —utrl-- Walk or drve & Sem g Wl ?

Image 2.1 Sun and Wind Project with'solar cell on roof

awm\mm IRNINYA Y

S n and Wind project, located south of the city Aarhus is known about the use of
renewable energy. The Program takes four years (1976-1980) from notification of those,
who are interested to join the project. The participants and working groups set up
explicitly as construction, budget, energy, ecology, architecture, space sharing, and
shared childcare area. Set up a committee to plan consists of representatives of each

group with the goal of the first to create a list of requirements (Wish List). After the
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design is selected, construction sites that are offering the public, the Project were

completed in 1980.

on physical, social, and gcor Qgigg;';:‘_ » using project in Denmark is a

in Sweden is mostly found in the'middie of iIding and mostly mid size building. A

second significant ?&ference b"etWéenfO’%ﬁ if Tmark and Sweden is the

1€ geneﬂts of living together in
oted @ neighbors, government, and

-

a way of action and acg)unt whi

the allocation of reS|dent|§J buildings

ﬂummmwmm
awwmmmumqmﬂaa
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U.S. and Canada

Image 2.4 Winslow Co-Housing ~ ~ " = =
37 ':;f L
.N-..l" :\'jf.h
== TE \
Eret |
A

In mid-decade, 1980 Kathryn:McCamam' Durrett has knowledge and experience
"-| '-_
in Co-Housing InformaPon to the pubI|C in CaJ||forn|a In 19818 “Muir Commons” is the first

project of the Co- Houy\g in the United States and they—arq__;bmpleted in 1991.

The Co- HousngPrOJect in the United States usually is developed by the
residence. Most of the Americans use models of development area (Lot Development
Model), which areas‘wirll be se‘r‘paréted into ‘I‘ar{d fo‘rr homes and for sale with separate
common areas. No migration or build new buildings. (Mccamant,Durret, Hertzman,

1998) ¢

The sample Co-Housing project in the United States and Canada
Project: Winslow Co-Housing.

Location: Bainbridge Island, Washington, USA.

Architect: Edward Weinstein Associate.

Source: McCamant and Durett, 1994,
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a.
psorﬁ) Davi son Yuen & Simpson.

hour south by car. In 1997 Wm&‘é@ Co- g project was awarded a gold medal

(Gold Georgie Award), as a houé’ng prdje %rgspon to;he environment from space

LA
of 2/ 3 of the conse?ﬁ '"—"—-'-'-"--'—"—"v'*—-""":‘"‘—-"—“ by the living of residents,
Withaffices located in the middle

such as kitchen, Iivingjoom,-i

Sunday of every zero acgess. Population m&le project is different and combine with a

vty carcer 8 Aop 8 4ra) el g.ow H@pﬂ@ave 1o enthusism t

share their thouéﬂts together. Metlzeé 2005)

Image 2.7 Windsong Interior Image 2.8 Windsong Pathway
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The main difference in North America is an extensive contact Electrical and
communication using the Internet. The use of Internet networks helps to support for the
development of groups and communities. Meeting national and local level is held
regularly for the exchange of knowledge and expertise of these features makes it feel
and momentum of the movement. lronically, it causes social phenomenon in North

America Co-Housing.

Australia and New Zealan

Australian Co-Hy e ~ he First Co-Housing Project
(Cascade Co-Housing). u [ rt, Tas ia, 0, a second project that was
built in Fremantle We. . 19 wo main characters in the

culture of the Australi

privacy. New Zealand €o-

; _,_al“ HJ‘ '
architects have to pr‘e_ygare muItlpIe H’ol

o zens (U ANENTNYNS

Project: Ear‘[hso&!} Eco- Nelghborhoogn

a@ARNRGRGEIR 11N A Y

Architect! William F Algie.

Source: Maltzer, 2005.
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2.10 Earthsong Pathway
.——-

o o g

Image 2.11 Common Dining Room

éx_‘jEco City area. They used
solar system to reducé-‘ the cost of heating ye-??m. Passive Solar Design to
- |
LAF |
sustain warmth in winter and cool in summer. That New Zealand has a lot of rain, so

water Conservﬁrﬁ ﬁwﬁeﬂﬂw tl%JW?tJ )@Fﬂeﬁmuch Install rainwater

storage systems jare effective and worth the investment is expected to reduce water

TR e Ta

Republic of South Africa

The build Environment Support Group is a nonprofit group supports the idea of
building Co-Houisng for Shayamoya project. Some researchers from Denmark and
Australia proposed to improve the Co-Housing format for the families, who got HIV. Later

the pattern if housing development can rescue the disaster. it is show that the Co
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Housing format can be modify to fit with culture and complex conditions.

conditions. On the ot

recognized among the

idea of Co-Housing from Denm"aﬂfk"f'.' ! There are two Co-Housing projects in
Japan. One is a Co Housmg’-b?fa" --"»'*- ‘organization ‘and another is from the

government. The fir§f Projectis-an-absek | tely a Co-Housi 19 project, but another one is
lacked of the participa e deﬁ?n from a member. However,
both projects haven't br%yght the idea of common meal since Japanese have a very

busy life. Menﬂuﬂ’]wﬁ‘”‘j‘W8f]ﬂ§

From the @arthquake incident |n 1995, the government has bU|It a project named
"Fureaﬂoﬁ‘sﬁ‘ mﬂfﬁw ﬂ% dq‘ﬂTV‘l pﬁjp‘ﬁ ﬁaﬂe in the project
are mostly married and elders. By the way, there are some arguments that the project is
not a Co-Housing project since they are lacked of participatory process in design

sharing activities among the member.
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Japan
Project: Kyodo no mori Co-Housing.
Location: Setagaya-ku, Tokyo.

Architect: U Architects in conjunction with Atelier HOR and AB Design.

Source: Meltzer, 2005.

This is an examplg of residential desigg projects of Co-Housing. The project was
n 1

started from aﬁ% %Jaf%n%ﬂ Wsﬁ %ﬁnﬂﬂ@ant to have their own

housing that fit With their needs as a group of m|ddle class mcome .The Model of the
langp W‘F\Wﬂﬂﬁm TPV R Ry o e
architecticombines each unit designs with the planning of mixing use between common
areas and private. The uses of material are depending on each architect but must be at
low cost and easily to maintenance. Total budget for the construction was less than 12

million baht.
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#

- s
-r

\Nj‘tﬁwic_ st material but with good use

Image 2.17 TEN Project design w

A,
d-.*_:_,a“" .r-_;.} * }i.' = g

Image2.18 Common Areas of TEN Project
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2.3.2 Definition of Co-Housing Community

Co-Housing is one type of an intentional community. It is a community with a
member gathering with intention to live together and also need privacy space to live in
order to have a relationship, conversation, sharing with neighbors. The housing facilities
are being shared with all members such as the kitchen, the dining room which rotate to
cook by members, the washing area, the swimming pool, childcare, working room,
living room, workout room, which all being managed operated, doing activities with other
members. Also, they might-be able tonhare Benefit all around the facilities such as
looking after environmentakarotind-the facilities. (Meeamant, Durret, Hertzman, 1998)

By living in Co-Heusing community is more foecusing on creating community.
Members cook and share meals in the Qotnmon House on one, two or more nights a
week. Shared childcareggardening, .and alh“er activities, as well as shared governance
all foster a sense of community. Gélnerally;tcgnsensus IS used as a means of decision-
making. That is, the effort/is made-to hea_'r‘.'.‘-EIl‘ivoices in the community, and to make

i x‘ *
major decisions only with the @greement of éﬂ‘mqmbers.
d J uind -#es A4

d el

2.3.3 Concept of Co-Housing C-)_o-fhm:unity

In today’s fast;péced world of competition and Ioneljj_rjﬁdividualism, Co-Housing is
the answer of providing-_a living concept without sacrificiné privacy. (Mccamant, Durret,
Hertzman, 1998)

1. Neighborhood developments that' creatively! mix_ private and common
dwellings to recreate a sense of community

2. " Co-Housing are initiated, developed, and managed byTesidents’ consensus
decision-making.

3. An intensive, deliberative democracy and explicitly strives for a sense of
community by neighborhood.

4. Sharing resources by sharing facilities such as sharing common meal and

sharing childcare to lower living cost. It is an ideal way of Co-Housing.
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2.3.4 Characteristics of Co-Housing Community
Co-Housing development is varied in size, location, type of ownership, design,
and priorities, but shares some of the same characteristics, including the following

(Mccamant, Durret, Hertzman, 1998)

1. Intentional neighborhood design - Theiresidential site plan designed reflex sense of
community with the principle of good neighberhood design. The design plan is to
mix private residential with common facilities«for everyday use such as common
kitchen, dining area, sitting area, children’'s playroom, laundry, and common room.
But separate cars fiom dwelling for better environment and children safety.

2. Resident management /Residents manage to work collaboratively in their own way
to fit with their needs. Sharing “eyenihg meals together to save time and money.

Members participatedin evenry brocess:fof development of community to fit with their

needs including the design of the corr_i-rh‘uriity. It is normal for leadership to exist in
)

community but in Co-Housing-He-one h"af_s‘i‘_'au‘thority over others. Most Co-Housing is
'y d s ‘_,flJ

consensus decision-making. —

3. No shared community ecc-Jthy - Members d‘o not.shared income in Co-Housing.

Community is noffa source of income for members! Employment and business
endeavors are privately organized. Common ideologies and charismatic leaders are

generally not a part of CGe-Housing. And€e-Housing is not a commune.

2.3.5 Process of Co-Housing (Mccamant, Durret, Hertzman, 1998)

Getting Started

® [orming group
® Find others interested in proposal
® FEstablish as organizing group

® Set an agreement on general goals, location, and financial expectations
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® Define organizational structure and decision-making procedures; draw up initial

legal agreement

Preparing a Development Plan

® Specify goals and establish priorities of work

,f’z)i attorney, etc.

—

nsicwws of officials and neighbors,

® Select consultants architect, fi
® Search for and ldentify po

® [ormulate developm

residents’ role, develo

® (Consider financing

® Acquire site

® Set project timeline

Design and Constru i";#?'::‘_"!‘l'_!':':!‘f':‘i —

Develop schematkmesign proposal

I Zili’ilﬂﬁm“ffi UNINYINT
N draw.ngiﬁl%.ﬁpe;%ml’lﬂ 4

® Obtain building permits

® Solicit and negotiate construction bids
® Select contractor

® Finalize construction contract, loan, and schedule
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Construction

® Monitor contracted work
® Secure mortgage loans

® Complete construction for moving in

emphasis on lower living g \ -’-c,.,g_:‘o childcare.

2.4 Conclusion
In Depth Conceptual A

According to the s residential community and Co-

Housing, the result indicate

Concept of Intentional'\Re ousifig Community

Table 2.2 Concept of Iintent

I T
i . uJ

AU INENTNEINS
RN TUNRINYINE

JITJ 0-Housing Community
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CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY IT CH

SETTING

Planned Resident .|
Share common values, vision, interests, purposes .|

Legal structure
No legal structure .
Cooperative .|
Not for profit corporatlo , .| .
For profit corporatmn /// ‘ .
Partnership , / i

Land ownership
On public lan .
Self control tr .|
Independe .
self owned o
Owned by ab .
Owned by .
Owned by an insi .|
Owned by grou .

Housing
Communal with .
Communal with prlvﬂgﬂwﬂ@ common facilitites
Individual with shamdmﬂmgl@mmon facilities .
Indlwduat}‘wth private dwelling with Eﬂ_lmgr cilitites oo

Neughhors [~ ‘?
Very friendly nelghbors - o o
Some nm_u,hjﬁors - U LR
No neighbors, .

AUYANENINYINT

From the fgole above, it mdlcaées that both mtentlonal and Co- Housmg have two
same @%’T ﬂ (@aﬁ %m ﬂ% side tﬂcﬂﬂhﬂ %]focused on the
size of cOmmunity and mix with variety in populatlon age to live together. On the other
hand, there are fourteen issues difference from the basic concept of intentional
community. First, they have different in legal structure since Co-Housing has no legal
structure and nonprofit maker in the community. Second, they have different in land
ownership issue since Co-Housing is a community that set up on the basis of the need
of living together in group and also each person has individual share in the land

ownership. Also, the land must be own not by a lease term. Third, Co-Housing is
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separated in private own housing in the community, only share in common facilities. On
the contrary, Intentional community can be also share in both housing and common
facilities. Fourth, Co-Housing is focused in neighborhood concept, but intentional can be

flexible.

Table 2.3 Concept of Intentional Resnd‘\"/ommunlty and Co-Housing Community

I/

CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY IT CH

POPULATION
Ideal number of
Diversity of al
People with di
SHARING
Income sharing
100% incomg
Limited income
Fixed(rent li
common purse for food ar
Allmoney is private ———
Communal meals =~

All mealﬁ.fhre communal j

Mostm ‘ il
One meal a"ﬁay-sun'l_ny | pri b

Occasionat-tommunal meals d .
Special ‘evenﬂ' only a/ _ o
B L
All food are communal ¢ a/ .
TEIRIRIIVIVIENA Y-

Few communal food .
MNo communal food .

Fifth, Co-Housing has individually own income, but intentional can also share

personal income as a community income. Sixth, Co-Housing is require to have



38

communal meal as a unique concept and clearly different from the other kind of

Intentional community.

Table 2.4 Concept of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community

CONCEPT DF CDMMUNITY IT CH

SPIRITUALITY
Spiritual/Religious dive
Strongly secu .
Not diverse
GOVERNME
Common politi
No official
Libertariz
Socialist

Democratic y. v \\ \‘ .| e
Religious :

Spiritual
Select leaders of centrals 5 ,‘ »
No leader by principle s ‘-' .|

From voluntee Fl aadanid .
e
Elections h_— v .|
Appointed by hoa‘fﬂﬁf" .
i .
L
Divine guidance _ .
Decision makihg a
Non ofﬁcmlét‘e&alon making proce .
L -
ﬁ%ﬁ“’ﬂﬁﬂiwmfi T
ne leader decision .
r . ;.u.-.
F [ [ 4 F !
[— AN
LN

Seventh, the members do not need to be in a same spiritual group .this issue
can be flexible. Eight, Co-Housing has a democratic system, but non hierarchy. Ninth,
community leader must come from all member selection. Tenth, the process of decision
making, Co-Housing carries on the community decision by consensus vote. Eleventh,

the community rules are based upon the members of community.
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Table 2.5 Concept of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community

CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY IT CH

Self-grown food .
Organic food (grow and purchased) .
self produce energy

Car-free x}\\\\ " l//
- _/___.

Building material with salvagec
Waste which endup.belfig resycle = .|

Sewage, whichii -f*@m' - -

_-;,.-l-

77 7//A\
Income generat I//I“\\\\\‘_\\
Personal exg Illm ) *
Income ircrn'l 79}([/]& d\\\\\ I
AGRICULTUR F £ 7720 WAN
V=5 AN

Common die
F |

Vegan
Biodynamic methadls

Attachment parenting Y
e i A . .
Co-parenting ' & bl B

Home ed Jemtioi—————— .

Twelfth, Co- Housmg is not having a strict sustalnablllty issues as much as

intentional conﬂuu gfﬁrﬂ %st?w Ej‘drﬂ?ome Each household

has their individual income, not Ilke intentional oommunlty that some can also share

incom swoa]n ﬂm WMTGJWEI Co -Housing is
focused onc |Ido are benefit as a common facilities an is also a unlqueness of Co-

Housing, which is different from the other types of intentional communities.
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Characteristic of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community

Table 2.6 Characteristic of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing

Community

CHARACTERISTIC OF COMMUNITY IT CH

Group of people who live together with purpose in act to

seperate as a group from its efwir nament/social o | o
Planned residentwith structure .| e
- mix private dwellingwith commen féEiLities o« |
- 5eperatedi§435"ff m.dwelling for children safety .
Collective goals®™ & /// 1 N *| e
Community'withfrelatively self=contained |
Sharing is past ofddgology. . s |
B e :
-Bpense st /£ 4 _\NN -
- Meals sharing® & © __T_T_____ o | e
Eco[ngica[focusi r— ‘_f;, .
Sustainable focus - 223 .
. TJ’_,\: P
- o e .
b £

LS -l

Mostly, the -CEHousing has majority similar chgﬁécters from the intentional
community. There are __f_i_.ve difference issues that separaté. Co-Housing from intentional
community. First, there are three unique characters of co housing that differentiate itself
from other type of intentionalrFcommunities. First, Co-Housing is separated the individual
housing in community. Second, Co#Housing is shared in commens meals, which the
other type of intentional community. don’t have this ‘character. ‘Third, Co-Housing is
separated transportation vehicle from the community, which the other type of intentional

communities do not require so. Fourth, Co-Housing is not required in ecological focus.

Fifth, Co-Housing is not required in sustainable focus.
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Process of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community

Development

Table 2.7 Process of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community

Development

COMMUNITY DEYELOPMENT PROCESS
GETTING STARTED = [

Forming group w A - oo
There is a key persanwhao initiateforming group °| o
Search for others Lnterested in pr?posal - o |

Vision - . =i/ B T

specify vision
Set goal statem

or spiritual whic P rt ofthelr gpue_y _______ ol B

Agree on creating a/Social rlch an% interconnected community. .
Purpose X _é_ _____ Y

Define purpose Wrredesy W B ALY bl s

Strong emphasis aon cr; atlng qommu..nlty o

Creating communlty ith sen&e of cmﬁ‘munlty by neighborhood .
Implementation et .,ﬁ;‘fa

Undertake action plans —— =— 4 oo

The members sacrifice the idea of prwa.‘t‘e-.property (but not privacy) °

Agree to have prlvate property with common facllltus:._g4 o

\7 \¥

— |

In the first table of comparison between intentional community and Co-Housing
indicates that there are three different issues. First, Co Housing is focused more about

creating a sensé of .community by using heighborhood concept.

Table 2.8 Process of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community

Development
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROCESS IT CH

DEVELOPMENT

Planning
Planned residential community with structural features ..
Planned organizational structure and decision-making procedures .|
Draw up initial legal agreement preparing a development plan °|e
Planned optimum community size .

Economic and environmental benefits to sharing resources, space and items
Recruitment plan
Planned member/ memhershlp aggree

Planned resident manage

No shared a common se
Financial plan

Fundrasing

Allocates income of the

Community expendi

No shared communit

The community is not a
Project plan

Design residential

Design legal structure

Shared common kitchen
Shared garden space

A ( S I £
atentional community and
iss@. First, Cohousing is focused

Cohousing indicates tha tﬁére

on member sharing bene@t f the Communlt&l Second, Cohousing is not a commercial

commnysrfof 48H9 W%%‘ﬁ?f‘ﬁ&d VY
AR AN TN INYINY
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Table 2.9 Process of Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community

Development

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROCESS IT CH

Organizing
Meeting m 1} s
Every member duty for the entire cnr{%{ﬁvynily. o|=
Community organizatien is base on & @ o |
Members must be worklng cullahﬂratlvel}rwrfﬁ others ° |
Members cook and sha;eme_el!s_m two ermore nights a week .

nd gavernance all fosters .

Members shared c}uﬁcaf
Governance 7

Managed commui - - .o
Group decision and cém icationisprocess o |-
No member weal ny.others DR Y ol B
Equity of wealth an (: _';__ o |
Consensus decisigh-rmaki g_WJth damocracy .
Non-hierarchical str .
Planned, owned and'm .
MONITORING / EVALUA

Monitor on community orgam?:atmn L
Monitor contracted work- -~ A TR
Evalution focus’ qn capauty, performance, outcome/ TR

—

Z A

| =l

In the third tabﬂl_@,‘l of comparison between intentional community and Cohousing
indicates that there areftwe, main different.issues. First, Cohousing is focused on
member sharing benefit! ofschildcare landsmeal sharing. | Second, Cohousing is a

community with a well organized andgsystematic by.its residence

Conclusion

The difference between Intentional Residential Community and Co-Housing Community
In Co-Housing, people intend to live together, but the ownership structure allows

for private ownership and private control of what is privately owned. Intentional

communities are usually based on an ideology, and sometimes on charismatic

leadership, often sharing a common purpose or a common religion, for instance. They

often emphasize community at the expense of privacy. It seems that co-housing is a
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means for people to make a major step toward community with out giving up privacy or
control over their personal lives.

Co-Housing is also a housing type. It is a way of creating a building environment
that supports ongoing community interaction through four main design features. These
include separations of the car from private residence, designing pedestrian pathways

linking the access to each residence, locating the active are of each home (the kitchen)

house. None of these features new, but ombined in Co-Housing with the
intention to facilitate ongaei i /linteraction"Some would say the Co-Housing is
a balance of communi \ am liscent of an old-fashioned pre-automotive

village.

U

AU INENTNEINS
RINNTUUNIININY



CHAPTER 3
Case Study

3.1 Bann Mankong Housing Projects

3.1.1 Background of Bann Mankong Housing Projects

In January 2546 BE, Thai government anpounced a policy in order to solve the
slum problem. The Ministry of Social Development and Human Security appointed an
organization called the Community Org;nizations Development Institute (CODI), to be
responsible for Bann Mankeng housing project. The project has an objective to solve the
problem of housing inseguritysand also tc; build a secure community. By doing so, the
government gives funds in a form of'infrajf:;’r:ucture subsidies and housing loans for the
project, which the project must be 7imp'rymfented Py community organizations. The
project is emphasized on particip_,atj_on of tﬁe poor in developing their own residences

and communities (CODI, 2553) "-fjff_,

3.1.2 Definition of Baan Mankong TUN

Baan Man Kohg is a housing project that set up to sdcll\/e the problem of insecure
housing for low incomé people. The Community Organizations Development Institute
(CODI) is in chafge oftheproject. Thes praject; objective is“tochelp the member of the
community to be jable to develop their community with their own identity by supporting
the membersyof<scommunity, through the basic guidelines aleng, with lecal government.

(CODI, 2004)

3.1.3 Concept of Bann Mankong Housing Projects

1. Accessible credit system to the poor
Collective savings group

Participation by all the community members

> L N

Support from other urban poor community network
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5. Provide an information to both assist and support the members

with academic skills

6. Construct secure and "livable" housing for low income

3.1.4 Process of Baan Man Kong Housing Project

The designs of the upgrading program«aie the following steps: (Bann Mankong

Handbook: Implementing _the Bann Mankong Community upgrading Program in Thai

cities, 2004)

1.

. Promote community savings groups.

Identify the stakeholders and ifltroduce program.
Start building'the foundation of 'copperation. Stakeholders are invited to visit

other towns fer community network.

. Organize network meetings. "!J

Itis important to undersj[ahd the i'é::‘féa‘é of projects
. a
add o F
by meeting with city leaders and ch@rPJunity networks. Representatives

from community organizations in Qﬁlr-attend these discussions. Set

- o

community network to orgénize meeting in each City and gather detailed

information.about all the poor communities in thébity
Collective savifigefor housing andiother purposes) to mobilize internal

resourcesy strength the self-help spirit and build the callective management is

an important part of the Baan Mankong Rrogram. Then select pilot project.

. Prepare development plans in, the' pilot communities.

Plan for housing and infrastructure improvements.

Approve the pilot projects.

The pilot communities then have to present their upgrading plans to the joint
committee in the city, for discussion and approval, before being sent on to

Bangkok for final approval, which by then is more-less automatic.

. Start construction.



When the plans are approved, the budget is released, begin the construction.

7. Use the pilot project as learning centers.

To transfer knowledge, skills, ideas to help a local development organizations.

47

Various types of development for housing security

Model for housing development undérBaan Mankong Project depends on the

"
community’s problem, affordability; conditions and.needs. From past experiences, it can

be operated in various types as«follows:

1.

Slum Upgrading —1t/is /an i"mprovement of basic infrastructure system,

walkways and gommunity énviro“n‘r'nents.
Reblocking- it istan imprc‘)vemer'ﬁ} some structural and infrastructure changes
of which some houses may bé:‘,__mo_ved partially. Land adjustment will be

carried out continuously.for vvhicﬁf*th_e community may have to pay for long -

7/
A4

term leases or to purchase land. ¥

Land Sharing P o
This is a way-oi-compromising-beiween-landowners and community. When

the Iandlo‘rd wants to use some part of land,'tik;ey may negotiate with the
community. As a result, some part of land rﬁay be rented or sold to the
community at'the cheap price. In“return, the landlerd"will get his land back.
Reconstruction — it is an improvement with community removal and new
housing construction;with long-term l€asey The removalandinew construction
will be within the same area, the community remains close to their places of
work so that few adaptations is needed.

Relocation or land purchasing

The advantage of this strategy is that community has housing security;
however, they have to be relocated far away from existing community, work
places and schools. New life and new society will have to be built with more

expenses and burden in land purchasing and new housing construction.
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Goals of Baan Mankong Housing Projects

The main goals of Baan Mankong are to provide secured housing for the poor

living in slum areas and to foster livable, self-sufficient society. These can be success

when the "community" takes active participation in all stages, plus strong commitments

by all community members to build up new and desirable community. There are eight

stages as follows:

1.

© o A~

Common understanding and sense of ownership - All members must have common
understanding on the-project. Firi't, there .must be some requirements for all
members to participaterand contribute to the development. Second, the members
must set up of sawings _@roup: in' which one may or may not wish to join as it is

operated on voluntary basis:

- 0

Savings: a foundatien before building:secured housing - The community members

should have their own finangial source'! as this could be used as collateral for loans

i

from CODI or other financial mstltutlons

Sharing of work focus on bqumg conﬂd‘reﬁce
,u
Community data and mformatlon surveys——

",--‘j '1-‘4

Arranging housing rights

Working togethérjﬁ plan lay-out for houses constructi;‘j"_nl.:— From working together in
data survey, the cémmunity plan lay-out and housés model drawing need a full
participation from thefwhole community.

Working together in“building infrastructure system and hauses - Some subsidies will
be granted from the government.for construction of houses under,this project.

With' hausing security|Community should be secured - The roleiof saving group can
be extended for other necessities, such as loans for career, welfare fund, support in
child or elderly care, program against drugs in community, environmental project,

etc.



Chart 3.1 The diagram of Baan Mankong Housing Projects process
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Chart 3.2 The diagram of Bann/Mank -'-, P ' e Shanism
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SOURCE: Community Organizations Development Institute (2004), CODI Update Issue

No. 4, June 2004.



3.1.5 CharoenchaiNimitmai Community, Chatuchak District
Background of CharoenchaiNimitmai Community

- X% . X i r K
o i % * i) &
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Image 3.2: CharoenchaiNimitmai Con ity in presen
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Image 3.4: Charoenchall\gmltmal Communltydd Residential Plan

Source: Comnﬂ uﬁﬁatu% Ej%pﬁewm ﬂﬁ CharoenchaiNimitmai

Community.

Ch MR IHALNEIBL.. . ...

Chatuchak District. In the front of the community, there is a small canal named “Tung
Bang Son” and in the back, there is a “Premprachakorn Canal”. The size of the land of
the community is about 5 Rai 35 square Wah. There are 83 households with 201
populations .

Mr. Kiattisak Meesomporn is a chairman of the charoenchaiNimitmai Housing

Cooperatives Limited. He has mentioned that in the past this community was one of
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“Saun Pak Community” (6 Sois). It was on the land of Mr. Netsarika, a kind-hearted
wealthy person, who rendered assistance the homeless people to live in the land 50
years ago. The community had 41 families, many were railway employees. They had
been renting their land from a private landowner for over 50 years, at 10 Baht per month.
In 2541 BE, they were threatened with eviction. The people negotiated to buy the land
themselves, haggling the selling price down to 7,500 Baht/ sgq.m. - a fraction of the
market value of 30,000 Baht/ sm. After establishing a cooperative, they took a loan from
CODI to buy the land. After-becoming, owneis-of their land, the people decided to
improve conditions usingsreblocking technigues. In"the process of designing the new
layout, the community-went_ihrodgh 18 different plan layouts, with help from a young
architect. Everyone finally agreed on a L_plga,n that has 4-meter wide internal lanes, a
community center, and#varying plot sozes-'(accordmg to affordability), with half meter
planting strips along the street edges COI’:ﬁI 2010 [Online])

As part of the upgrading process the: ciommunlty coordinated with all the different

municipal departments to get mdnwdual electrlc and water meters installed, and to deal

with building permits. They used a contractor for the infrastructure work that involved

4 -

heavy machinery, ||ke land- f|II|ng but handled the other vvorks themselves, using paid

community labor for thmgs like pouring concrete (150 2OO Baht /person/day). Using
community labor saved 30% off the cost of development.

After reblocking plan 5 of the housesthad to be moved to new locations, to make
way for the new roads and plot layout. Some families 'have builtientirely new houses on
their new plots, but many have rebuilt their old heuses, using recycled materials, and
can upg@rade'them gradually.

In the year 2546 BE , Thai Government assigned CODI to be the responsible to
implement the Baan Man Kong Secure Tenure Project in order to solve the housing
problems of the poor in the slum areas. CharoenchaiNimitmai Housing Cooperatives

Project Limited was selected to be one of ten pilot projects.
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Image 3.6 Infra ) ucture Development System of C&aroenchaiNimitm@i Community

ARIANNIUNRTIINEIQE

Project Details:

Table 3.1 Project Detail of CharoenchaiNimitmai Community

Households

83

Land-owner

Private

Tenure terms

Cooperative ownership

Type of upgrading

on-site reblocking

Infrastructure cost

1.78 million Baht

Housing costs

4.01 million Baht (aver. 50,000 Baht / unit)

Total cost of land + housing + infrastructure

23.79 million Baht
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® (One story row houses and two story row houses

® Fach house is faced to the each other house every 2 rows, throughout
3 sois.

® The road in the community is 4 meters width, 3 roads and there is also
the central area for the “Multipurpose center building” or “Community

Building”

Process of CharoenchaiNimitmai-Community

Due to the unsecure on landsthe member of people increased, and the eviction
from the expressway -constidction (Bang% Klo — Changwattana) made the Suan Pak
Community people to-gather and coordin;tg with many agencies to help them to solve

their land problems. — et

“CODI” came into the CommUnity anfj“ gléve the guidelines to gather into groups in

order to solve the housing problems and";ae‘\}elop the community and that was the
i " ] ,l‘

pdd o
starting point of CharoenchaiNimitmai househp.lc_jﬁ development.

First, people gathered into group anﬁét up “Charoenchai Saving Group” on

Il

February, 2537 BE. The outcomé from that negotiation was/the landowner agreed to sell

the land to communify people in the amount of 5 Rai 3-5',square wah .The land was
purchased by the name of CharoenchaiNimitmai Housing Cooperatives with the
condition that the community had to be responsible on the revenue and the tax by
community people themselves and_this land purchasing| proecess had prolonged for
more than a year.

Later on, after the agreement on the land, community people'had separated from
the “Suan Pak Community” in order to develop flexibly. So, “CharoenchaiNimitmai
Community” had been settled in the year 2542 BE. In 2543 BE, the saving group had
been settled “CharoenchaiNimitmai Housing Cooperatives Limited” in order to submit to
use the loan credit from UCDO in the amount of 18,553,400 baht, using the money to
pay to the land owner 15,262,500 baht, the amount left was the revenue expense and

land tax. After that there had been the Land Purchase Contract with each member and
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the land installment repayable had started since May 6, A.D. 2543, by each member

would repay for the land cost in different rates upon the plot they bought and their

potential for installment repayable. (CODI, 2010 [Online])

After joining Baan Man Kong Project, people have worked together in steps as follows:

(CODI, 2010 [Online])
1.
2.

®

’ ities under the support from CODI.

rr&_oommunity people in order to
T————

smentation guidelines.

People visit

he needs of the people.
TN
‘c- ove the land and use the

\. ner ten pilot communities and the

household development. The

plan together by dividing into 5 groups
andp £

Design new community layo ’ e house plan layout.
Consmct the Infrastructure system anﬂconstruct the houses. CODI

supports the.implementatiofn.budget and community people implement

Plrbbesbylhibd i i ifecklchrgysien

Y

PR TUAMINYAE
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Chart 3.3 Chart of CharoenchaiNimitmai Community Development Process
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Housing Development of CharoenchaiNimitmai Community

The community architects from CODI work closely and give the guideline on
housing plan layout and construction with the people. The owner of the house can select
the style of house plan layout People can be the work to construct their own houses or

help their neighbors. CharoenchaiNimitmai Community has been the good example for

T RTRITIRANIINE1A E

At present, CharoenchaiNimitmai Housing Cooperatives comprises of 160

members, the revolving credit loan estimates 18 million baht. It will complete in 5 years.



Facilities Area

Image 3.10 Common area that use for all kind of actlvmes by the front of Commumty

SCALE 1: 250
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3.1.6 Kao Pattana Community, Wangthonglang District

Background of Kao Pattana Community

L™

Image 3.1 Locatiopfof Kagl Pattana.Gommunity
Shii e il
Prmrr

¢

3 S WIS

Image3 1%|R|dent|a| Plan of i@ Pattana Community
ARIANN I UAIINYIAY

Kao Pattana Community is a tiny squatter settlement of 34 families living on land

under Crown Property Bureau ownership. The community covers an area of about 0.8
hectare. Most people here earn their living as daily wage laborers, vendors, market stall
holders and artisans, earning between 5,000 and 8,000 Baht per month. Kao Pattana is
settled near the area of Ruam Samakkee and the other ten communities in the area of

Ramkhamhaeng Soi 39. (CODI, 2010 [Online])
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Initially, the community was determined to stay in the same place. After their
negotiations for a lease contract with the Crown Property Bureau, they set to work
preparing plans to completely reconstruct their community on the same site, which
involved replacing their existing houses with 2.5 story townhouses. Unfortunately, in the

process of preparing their plans, the people learned that making their existing land

"buildable" would have involved fillin d by several meters, and would involve so

|
much expense. i ",7///
yﬁ’plan process in Ramkhamhaeng

Meanwhile, the larg thom‘@uni
— T——

“E.,Mreement has been reached in

_slightly”

area had begun (see b

which the people fro Itered version of their town

house community pl n the same area, where their

cooperative will be giv



Project Details
Table 3.2 Project Deta
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Households
#and owner ¢ & Crown Property Bureau
enure terms~{ | L/ O g term-lease (30 yrs)
Type of upgr%;u El Y w arby relocation
Infrastructure Gost ¢ 794,094 Baht -~
Housi L8188 A ﬁ?ﬂp{ll'gq thj.&ﬁ@r. 150,000 Baht/unit)
Total €9st 0f landiy# halising # infrastrbcture | |5.78 illion Bahhy| [
Total loans for housing (from CODI) 3.32 million Baht




Chart 3.4 Chart of Kao Pattana Community Development Process
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Facilities Area
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Image 3.14 Residential'plan.ef Kao Dittana Communithing the common areas

L

e S
o ol
! - L= S e =

Image 3.15 Showing community activities placed by between resident area
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dmomm m’?y residential area

P ! l'd
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Image 3%7 Showing new common room in the front of community area. It was built

by Wangthonglang district.
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3.1.7 Klong Lum Noon Community, Kannayao District

Background of Klong Lum Noon Community

e | . / .t 1 ,- 3 ’_'__!’: 5;:_'-_ J -_J_ " "

) : i~ v : d F — T B

Image 3.19 FrcﬂA ea ng | |i1 Com Iy nif | d
Y

AMIANTUNNIINYAY
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Lt

A small, canal oonis located in suburban

Bangkok. The communi e people first moved there 20
years ago. By 1997, the owner decided to evict in order

to develop the land commerci SHrie [ dents accepted the cash compensation the

S 4 e
landlord offered and moved awﬂyde% er, there are about 49 families, who worked
nearby and had nov = eviction struggle became
very tense since two car . ity Jail and the others filed a court

case against the landowner, which they lost. The battle raged on, but the people

remained. (coﬂ ﬁog’ﬁew EJ w %Jw EJ ’] ﬂ i

An éxtraordinary thing about Klong Lum Noon is that at the end of this long

and biﬁ ma I’QOFT ?zﬁlymlﬁ WELIWW ﬁﬂd—owner, these

two adversaries have ended up friends. andowner even agreed to contribute
200,000 Baht to build a new concrete walkway into the settlement.

The people at Klong Lum Noon worked with young architects from CODI to
design an efficient layout for the 49 houses and to develop four low-cost house models

for the 38 families, who will have to rebuild their own houses in the new area.



Image 3.22 Forming group to set up community
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g AN I AN A Y

Table 3.3 Project Detail of Klong Lum Noon Community

Households 49

Land-owner Private

Tenure terms Collective land ownership
Type of upgrading Land sharing reconstruction

Infrastructure cost

4.9 million Baht

Housing costs

7.59 million Baht (aver.172,200 Baht/unit)

Total cost of land + housing + infrastructure

15.17 million Baht




69

Process of Klong Lum Noon Community Development (CODI, 2010 [Online])
1. They started saving group first then strengthen their savings by register as a
cooperative.
2. Negotiate with the landowner and he support the community by provides
200,000 THB for the construction of the walkway to the main street from

community site.

3.  The community divi lot of 14 square wah for each family
center.

4. Getasupp by parti n Man Kong Project.

‘ PEOPLE [VILLAGERS) llb l

PEOPLE [VILLAGERS) = .
: =» R ) 1-| DEPT. OF COOPERATIVES EXTENSION
coDl P o
il g ]

COOPERATIVES AUDITING | L 4

| gANH MAN KONG PROJECT START UP

e ¢ o/ COMMUNITY COMMITTEE

INVESTIGATE TEAM
FROM 10 BANN MUN KOI ELOP
PILOT COMMUNITES

L]

DEVELOP ENVIRONMENT AND I:?NSTRI.ICT HOUSES |

R TEIINYAY
|

| SURVEY COMMUNITY INFORMATION
+

| PLANNED RESIDENTIAL AGREEMENT |
+

| PLANNED ORGAMIZATION STRUCTURE |
L 4

| DESIGN RESIDENTIAL PLAN TOGETHER |
¥+

[ COMPLETED INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN |

4

| BUILDING BEGINS ‘

PEOPLE [VILLAGE
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Housing Development of Klong Lum Noon Community

Use local labor to construct houses and check the material prices. They also try to
choose the cheapest type of house to cut construction cost such as the community
decided to build twin houses, where 2 families can share a house structure and leave

some land in front of the house to use it together as an open space. (CODI, 2004)

® (Cooperate with young architects for housingdesign, calculate the price to make a

plan for loans from CODI: 3

® They began the building with.the infrastructure.
® They have a future plan of developipg the community center, which will serve as a

children playgrotnd, gooperaiive-office, first aid room, library, etc.
® The environmental program is_‘gomg‘.fo take place after the house construction.
® Re-allocate somesfund from the' cooperative profit to develop a social well fare

program. , 4

Management of the Housing Loan_ -

Klong Lum Noon Community is different from the other communities due to this

community does not have the community committee. However, they manage the
community by the “Kleng Lum Noon Community Housing Development Cooperatives
Limited”, which..manages’-and .looks. after"all .community needs. The community
proposed for the'first'phaseloan credit'from'CODI in‘order to ¢onstruct households for
49 members (4,849,000 Baht), the 1% interest ratésand the 15 yéars repayment. The
cooperatives ‘have to repay both theicapital sumiand the interest eévery.month at 29,050
Baht each month and CODI approved that proposal credit loan.

Due to the limited labor and the raise of housing construction, the first phase loan
credit was not enough, the members had to propose for the second phase loan credit
2,751,480 Baht and CODI had approved. The cooperatives gave the loan credit to the
members in different amount from 9,000 - 170,000 Baht upon each member need.

(CODI, 2004). Community people joined together to construct the bridge for the
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entrance of the community

In addition, Community People joined together to dredge canal to make the canal
be clean for environmental conservation. They worked continuously and got the good
cooperation from the Community and Canal Environmental Development Network,
Chumchonthai Foundation. They also learned how to produce the E.M. (Effective

Microorganism) to pour into the canz ich.could make the canal be clean. That's the

Facilities Area

COMMON ROOM

i}
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Image 3.27 Cars allow in residential area



Chapter 4

Analysis

An Analysis of Bann Man Kong’s Case Studies with the concept, characteristic and

process of Intentional Community and the Co-Housing Community with Bann Mankong

.,

2 —

Housing projects

Concept of Intentional ( the Co-Housi g Community with Bann Mankong

Housing projects
Table 4.1 Intentional résidentia

Bann Mankong Housingiproj

J‘dd‘.u
0 D 0 CASE STUDY # 2 CASESTUDY # 3
KAC PATTANA KLONG LUM NDON
I COMMUNITY COMMUNITY
Planned Resident i ey ;1‘_’2}\: | o[ajss(e(eseae |oeeeleeesse
Share common values, vision, inte — o|o[e[s|s[ssene [oee|eesleeee
Legal structure — = L
No legal structure —— -
Cnoperative Jh",‘;’.ff_,}l}" sssssssss |seslsssssss |sslelsleslssse
Not for pmﬁt corpnraliqh ) ..ln. : ..I DUILIRIEICIE] c.a.-. ole(sessesse
For profit corporation
Parlnership - oo e e eeeeee o(e(eee o0 e

Land ownership

On public land/ no one ownm he lan s|a|e|s|s|slssss

ol

Self control trust .| s sss (sss s ®slsaessnse
Independent trusts (not controlled) .
self owned . h M -‘-------‘_-- oslensssle sls
Owned by absel owne! ] [ o ‘
Owned by outsider | i ‘I o(eo/sieiseele
Ownedbyanins "—in-divdua - N '0 .o 'CCO!.OO-IDI ole|eejeeleese
Owned by group insiders ‘ . o [
Housing }
=~ an 01
Individlﬂl with share dwelling with common facilities < [TTTITTTIT]
Individual with private dwelling with common facilitites oo lofela/e/e/se]s/s]s s|s(s(s/s/s(a(s/s/s
Neighbors
Very friendly neighbors ol e s/ s/saessssie oleeejssjsjsss |oeeeesaes|e
ngeneiqhbors .| e s o s evennes sefesejsjeene (oo eelelelenele
No neighbors .




CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY IT

Ideal number of people .
Diversity of all ages .
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CH CASESTUDOY # 1
CHAROENCHAI MIMITHAI
COMMUNITY

CASESTUDY # 2
KAD PATTANA
COMMUNITY

CASE STUDY #3
KLONG LUM NOOM
COMMUNITY

. LILIDDIDI DRI ]

DD LR ]

People with disabilities .

Income sharing
100% income sharing .
Limited income sharing .

Fixed[rent like fee) .

common purse for food and/ or housing
All money is private ‘

Communal meals
All meals are communal
Most meals are communal
One meal a day communal

Occasional communal meal.
Special event only

No communal meal

Communal food d -
All food are communal .
Most food are communal

Some food a day communa . .

Few communal food F . 2
Mo communal food

Spiritual/Religious diversity O e A
Very diverse
Strongly secular
Mot diverse

Common political theme
No official
Libertarian |
Socialist - .

CH TUDY # 1
ROEMCHAI NIMITMAI
COMMUNITY

CASESTUDY# 2
KAD PATTANA
COMMUNITY

CASESTUDY# 3
KLOMG LUM NODN
COMMUNITY

s s 88
ol gfele

s sssssssas

Democratic ) .

Religious

Spiritual

Select leaders or centrals

No leader by prin-qw .

From volunteer

Elections

Family lineage

Appointq:l by previous leader .

Divine guidance .
Decision making

Non official decision making process .

Done by consensus .

Majority decide .
One leader decision .

Rules

Come from a religious or spiritual belief .

System of Law .
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According to the result from the tables above, concept of Bann Mankong is consistent
with Co-housing’ concept.

For the first community of Bann Mankong, the study indicates that the community
mostly has concepts similar to the concept of Co-Housing. There are a few differences
which are the common meal issue, Spiritual/ religions issue, the parenting issue since
the first community provides a communal meal only for special events. Second, the
community is not religion diversity. Furthemmore, the community doesn’t provide

childcare service. 3

For the secondseommunity: of Bann Mankong, There are three issues that

different itself from a Go-Housing community. First, the ecommunity doesn’t have fully
|
ownership right over i€ land since the .land belongs to the crown property bureau

ownership. Second, first’community prevides a communal meal only for special events.
Lastly, the community is not religion di\/::é“rs'ity. Furthermore, the community doesn’t

provide childcare service. =

i ,-' #

yhd o

For the third community of Bann Mankong, There are three issues that different

itself from a Co-Housing commu“nityl. First, t}j?bommunity doesn’t set any member size

d -

of community. The community is not well orgahized. Second, first community provides a

communal meal only. fér special events. Lastly, the comthnity is not religion diversity.

Furthermore, the community doesn’t provide childcare setvice.

Characteristic of Intentional Community and the..Co-Housing Cemmunity with Bann
Mankong Housing projects
Table 4.2 Intentional Residential Community and Co-housing community’ Characteristic

with Bann Mankong Housing projects



76

CHARACTERISTIC OF COMMUNITY IT CH CASESTUDY # 1 CASE STUIY # 2 CASESTUDY # 3

CHARODENCHAINIMITMAI KAD PATTAMNA KLONG LUM NOON
Group of people who live together with purpose in act to COMMUNITY COMMUNTY COMMUNITY
seperateasagmupfromilsenvimnment/sncial .. sss s a|sssssasas s|ss|sss|asas
Planned resident with structure o seeecesees [sesieeeseee [oeeeeeeleee
- mix private dwelling with commeon facilities .| sesssesses (oe (o |0 o(e(e[ses|ss|s|s
- seperated cars from dwelling for children safety . ole| |®
Co[[ecti\,-egoals | e seseessses [sesiseejssss |sesleeleslsse
Community with relatively self-contained ISl o o o O o B B o ] Rl o
Sharingispar‘tnfldeology ) sesese e (oeleeeejaene |oeleeleeleelee
- Income sharing < [TTTTTTTTT [TT1
- Expense sharing o [TTTTTTTTT
-Mealssharing ... a|e e | o [ o/ 7] [of@ oo N . oo
Ecologicalfocus  oudREEFA (111717171
Sustainable focus =00 LR RIEFFE 1T

study indicates that the community

Co-Housing. There are a few

differences which are s : : ling mmon facilities. Second, the

different itself from a com i re a few differences which are
separate cars from dwell on fagilities. Second, the community provides a
meal sharing occasionally. -

eI
For the third commﬂity of Banm Manko
L i

I | m

Community Dgvelop ¢ a t:: I ! ity and the Co-Housing
unity ‘ -Housi
Community witﬁy‘ﬂngmcﬁrnﬁﬂ ﬂm]rﬂﬁ
Table 4.3 ional residenti Iﬁr nit dio- ousi ccﬁﬁ ity’ Community
Develoaﬁﬁgﬁtﬁaﬁ kﬁ%tﬁvg rﬁgﬁ ﬂ

q

ity provides a meal sharing

occasionally
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROCESS IT CH CASESTUDY# 1 CASE STUDY # 2 CASESTUDY # 3
CHARDENCHAINIMITMA| KAD PATTANA KLONG LUMNDON

GETTING STARTED COMMUNITY COMMUNITY COMMUNITY
Forminggroup | seesensesne |oseesiele|ssfs (selesleeleesle
There is a key person who initiate forming group o o (o [o]s|e|ss|o[s|o[s|s| [o|s|e|s|e|s|es s|s
Search for others interested in proposal .| o|0/a(0s[e|s|s(e|e| |o|e|ss|e|s|s|s|els

Vision
specifyvision LR o-o-o-o-o-o-o-o-o-o. ® 800 sesee slo(sseeasee
Set goal statements .. sesessseee [oeleeefeleleee |oe|ele/eleleeee
Members hold a common vision such as social, political, religious,
or spiritual which as a part of their society. .| oo s sals|e|sus [s/ssssls/sss|s |sss|s|s|s s s|ele
Agree on creating a socially rich and interconnected community. . ssssjejsscss seaasssses (sssssenese

Purpose
Define purpose ol e e oo s sslssssl [ossfes s/s[sss |seelsssslsese
Slmngemphasisuncrealingcummunily LA sessessnns (oeseeeeee|e |oeeeleleleeee
Creating community with sense of community by neighbo . o/ s s ealslalass [ossss s ssss |sss s s slslslele

Implementation
Under‘takeactionplans Ssssss e 58 0s s s *s|ssslslssse

see e .00 00000 oo eeee e
IR IR DICIDICIEIC I I ]

CASESTUDY# 1 CASE STUDY & 2 CASE STUDY # 3
KAD PATTANA KLOMG LUMNOON
COMMUNITY COMMUNITY

DEVELOPMENT
Planning
Planned residential community with s

Planned organizational structure o(a(a|s[ss[s/s (oesss|s/slslsls
Draw up initial legal agreement prepari o(a(e(s[ss[s/s (oesss|s/slelels
Planned optimum community size ofsjs| | (o (o [o]sa| |o .
Economic and environmental benefits ofs . slafs] [ [of [o]s

Recruitment plan
Planned member/ membership agqg
Draw up legal agreements for party
Planned resident management
No shared a common set of beliefs or pel

Financial plan
Fundrasing
Allocates income of the community
Community expenditure
No shared community economy e —
The community is not a source of income for it_gﬁne’mhe;q.l.; f b

Project plan L =

Design residential plan E‘l o|sss|s|s/s/s/ss |ssssslslslslss
Design legal structure L o|o[e/s|s/ss/s[als [o|e|oe|s el ele]s
Review plans: zoning / subdivi w|o|s|e(e/s(e|s[ss| [ossses|es eq
Design residential plan to separated resident area from the oo |oes[s(s/s s s|s|s |oseasleuoee

Shared commen kitchen ﬁ " T

Shared garden space ] - .
No fences between the houses . %o sase als/ns(s/s/s[s|s|s [s/seesleelsles

H CASEETUI #'Il“ CASE STUDY #2 CASE STUDY # 3
| KAD PATTANA KLONG LUM NOON
COMMUNITY COMMUNITY

Organizing i |
Meeting m

we(e|nsleelo|ee

Every member duty for the entire community.

eeieee e e
L L] L]
5 - .ee Ll
Governance
Managed community by laws LK s eeie/ss|0s e |soseeessee |(oe|eeseeess
Group decision and communications process L D O e e O e e e e O A T
No member wealthier than any others * . o|e(e(ee|e(ee/e(s| [o|e|ee|e/eee/ele| (oo s|ss eleelsfe
Equity of wealth and income .. o|o(e|e|ss|sss|s| |s|s/s/s|s/s/sslele [s/s|s|s/seslelelale
Consensus decision-making with democracy o |s/s[s]s|s[s[s]a/s[s]| [s|s|s]s|a/s[ss|s|s]| [s|s[s]s]s/s[s]s|s]s
Nen-hierarchical structure . o sselsssese olo(ss|sseeles o|e|eeeeelelele
Planned, owned and managed by the residents . o o/o/e|ss|s/s/s/s| |oes|s|s/seee/s| |o/s/ssssleelsle
MONITORING / EVALUATION
Monitor on community organization’s abilities . o|e(e(e(e|e(s[e/e(s| [s[e|ss[s|os[e|e/e| [s[s|s|ss es|e|sls
Monitor contracted work oo [oe[e]s[s[e[e][e[e[s]| [o[e[e][s]e]a]e]a[e[e| [o[e[e[e[e]e[e]e|s]s]
Evalution focus on capacity, performance, outcome o|e |ss(s/s/s/s|asss| |ss[s/s/ssssse |seessssese
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For the first community of Bann Mankong, the study indicates that the community
mostly has the process similar to the process of the Co-Housing. The only two
differences are meal sharing and childcare service

For the second community of Bann Mankong, a different issue is under a section
of development / planning, which is about an optimum community size.

For the third community of Bann | ong, a different issue is under a section of

development / planning, which i ) \ community size.

AULINENINYINT
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CHAPTER 5

Conclusion

To analyze the result of studies, the researcher use the concept from chapter 2 and

the analysis from chapter 5, which was, included the result of an interview. To show the

result of the residential development

with case studies of Bann M

objectives of this studies. \\-:
| —

® (Conclusion o

”,’wtentional community in term of Co-Housing

#/)oject in Bangkok following by the
4

® (Conclusion

® Recommen

UL NN WEANT e e
RN unIngae

Members: They are agreed with the idea of mix private home with common areas. It

helps members participate with each other without losing privacy

Specialists: They suggested that to create a sense of community with low-income
community is easier than middle income, especially when Bann Mankong Projects are

already educated the members of how to create and maintain their community.
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Co-Housing are initiated, developed, and managed by residents’ consensus decision-

making.

Members: Each case study is different of how often they have community meeting. They

ing community. They earn trust from each

think is the most important process
others. |

Specialists: They think that i g&nember management.
- ——

An intensive, deliberativi s for a sense of community by

neighborhood.
Members: It is important to'kng M&J&; eir ommunity. Every important vote

Specialists: For small size of community it is nok.necessary to use fence between each
B o

dwelling.

Sharing resources by sHaring facilities such’as sharing common meal and sharing

childcare to lo a I ir 7‘ .. 3 . .ﬂ : . : ' ﬁ ‘i
h ¢ o v/
Memba: wara)\aaﬂyﬁ/m%%&%%&ltwaorﬂas they have a

good plan and well manage.

Specialists: It is depend on community purpose.

Conclusion of the Process of the Residential Development
® According to the result of an interview with members, the benefits and the

advantages of the process of community development
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® Bann Mankong housing projects are already a developed project.

® Members of Bann Mankong housing projects are already educated with
knowledge of how to develop their community. With their abilities of
construction, it helps them to save money and time to build an instance

kitchen.

The researcher s 0. : go a choice that fit with Thai
community developmen he- de 210 w\ Co-housing might be an

:\\o 0 develop such a community

AU INENTNEINS
RN TUNRINYINE
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