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Course Overview
While intended to complement Community Development I: Theory and History, this course is designed to be a free standing examination of the “state-of-the-art” of community development practice in the context of US policy and planning. We will spend the semester learning about the different approaches available to promote, develop and revitalize communities – whether those are communities of place or of people – and how those approaches have evolved through different phases of federal policy or community-based practice. We will also assess the practical issues faced by community development practitioners as they implement community development programs. 
There are two critical concerns that will provide some structure throughout the course. The first is a concern with the strategic choices faced by practitioners as they consider different kinds of community development interventions. If we start by viewing communities or neighborhoods as structured by multiple forces and competing interests, then all attempts to “develop” a community represent choosing sides within a complex and fractured process of social change. We will pay special attention to the dilemmas those interventions pose to practitioners, both generally and in specific issue areas such as neighborhood planning, community economic development, social service provision, or housing development. 
Second, all successful community development interventions require some form of organization to sustain them, which makes community development as much  a process of networking or institution building as it is a set of concrete products (i.e. new housing or jobs). Throughout the course, we pay close attention to the organizational forms and issues that arise from different types of community development interventions.
By the end of the course, each student in the class should have accomplished the following goals: 
· You will have developed a broad understanding of the different approaches and strategies employed by community development practitioners to promote, develop and revitalize communities;

· You will have expanded your analytical skills  in community development practice through in-depth engagement with concrete cases representing the dilemmas faced by organizations and practitioners; and
· You will have focused your perspective on practice so as to refine your own approach to community development, developed through critical engagement with the community development literature and a specialized topic of your choosing. 
Course Requirements
Accomplishing these goals requires maximum engagement from each student. Class sessions consist of brief lectures, along with discussion and periodic presentations by guest speakers from the field of community development. We will be employing the case method for many of the class sessions, which will involve you reading and coming prepared to discuss the issues raised by concrete instances of community development practice.

The final grade for the class is based on the following assignments: 

· Class participation and weekly discussion on critical issues raised by the assigned readings, to be carried out in class and via the course Blackboard site. These issues can be found in the “Questions & Themes” section of the Course Outline, below. These assignments must be completed before class so we can use them for discussion in class that day. You do not need to write a lot but I do want to see that you are reading and thinking about the material (20%);
· A group research project and presentation (20%); 
· Case analysis of one of community development cases covered in class, which you will use to lead discussion on the day the case is assigned (20%);
· A final community development case (40%).You will research and analyze an organization or program following the same case format we will use in class throughout the semester. I will hand out specifications on this and the group research project in class.
All writing assignments must be typed and referenced material properly cited. For the final paper, all students should meet with the instructor to discuss their topic and how they are approaching it. Also, all work is to be turned in on time. In the spirit of professionalism, I do not accept late assignments.
Course Readings

There are three primary sources for weekly readings. First, we will be using James DeFilippis’ and Susan Saegert’s The Community Development Reader (Routledge, 2007) as a primary text. It is available at the UIC Bookstore.

Second, we will be relying on a series of community development cases prepared through the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University to help animate class discussion and deepen our understanding of practice. These are for sale through the Kennedy School website at http://www.ksgcase.harvard.edu. Downloading a digital version of each case costs around $3.50. 
Third, I will post selected articles and reports on the course Blackboard site. These are indicated with a “*” in the list of readings below. 
Course Outline
Week 1. Introduction: Community Development as a Field
January 11
Week 2. Current Approaches to Community Development
January 25
Readings

· * Sites, William, Chaskin, Robert J., and Virginia Parks. 2007. Reframing community practice for the 21st century: Multiple traditions, multiple challenges. Journal of Urban Affairs 29 (5), 519–54.
· * Kirkpatrick, L. Owen. 2007. The two "logics" of community development: Neighborhoods, markets, and community development corporations. Politics & Society 35 (2): 329-359.

Questions & Themes

· Consider Kirkpatrick’s conclusion that: “CDCs are, in effect, the organizational expression of the paradoxical functions of contemporary neo-liberal governance. As such, they represent a potential ‘space’ of active political negotiation and contestation.” Assuming you agree with this conclusion, what do you think this means for contemporary community development practice? If you do not agree with this conclusion, then why not?
Case:
· 1666.0  The PennTowne Dilemma and the Friends Rehabilitation Corporation: A Community Development Organization and the Prospect of Profit.
Week 3. Policy Shaping Community Development Practice
February 1
Readings
· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· Alice O’Connor, “Swimming against the tide: A brief history of federal policy in poor communities”, pp. 9-27.

· * Lemann, N. The myth of community development. The New York Times Magazine. January 9, 1994. 
· * City of Chicago – CDBG Action Plan and related materials.
Questions & Themes
· Look at one example of a project HUD has recognized for “excellence” in celebration of 30 years of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG). In what ways does it represent shifts in community development policy since the late 1980s? (Here, those shifts could be the form that funding takes, the kinds of benefits promoted for communities, an embracing of a particular strategy for helping people get out of poverty, etc – think broadly) (Be sure to identify what the project is by location).  Compare your analysis to the stance you took in Week #2. 

http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/communitydevelopment/programs/cdbg30/successstories.cfm 

Week 4.  Organizational & Strategic Approaches:  Nonprofits, CBOs & CDCs
February 8
Readings 

· * Ferguson, R. and Stoutland, S. 1999. Reconceiving the community development field. In Urban Problems and Community Development. 33-76. R. Ferguson and W. Dickens, eds. Washington, DC: Brookings Institution.

· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· Randy Stoecker, “The CDC model of urban development: A critique and an alternative”.

· Norman Glickman and Lisa Servon, “More than bricks and sticks: Five components of CDC capacity”, 46-61. 

· William Rohe, Rachel Bratt, and Protip Biswas, “Learning from adversity: The CDC school of hard knocks”, pp. 62-66.

Questions & Themes
· Consider the role played by community participation and engagement in the model of a high-capacity community development organization presented by Glickman and Servon. Do you regard this characterization positively or negatively? Provide a rationale for why community engagement should be valued more or less in a definition of the capacity of community development organizations. 
Case:  
· 1626.0  The Fifth Avenue Committee: The Membership Organization Decision.
· 1921.0  Merger Talks: The Story of Three Community Development Corporations in Boston.
Week 5. Organizational & Strategic Approaches:  Intermediaries & the Community Development System
February 15
Readings
· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· Prudence Brown, Robert Chaskin, Ralph Hamilton, and Harold Richman, “Towards greater effectiveness in community change: Challenges and responses for philanthropy”, pp. 140-147. 
· * Liou, Y. Thomas, and Robert Stroh. 1998. Community development intermediary systems in the United States: Origins, evolution, and functions. Housing Policy Debate 9 (3): 575-594.

Questions & Themes
· Discussions of the role of foundations or intermediaries tend to focus on the tremendous resources they are capable of levering into the hands of front line community development organizations. In what ways might the activities of these organizations actually inhibit the possibility for community development? What is your opinion? Do you think these criticisms need to be taken seriously? 
Case:  
· 1370.0  LISC: Issues in Assessing the Impact of Social Investment.
Week 6. Organizational & Strategic Approaches: Measuring & Evaluating Outcomes
February 22
Readings
· * Baum, Howell S. 2001. How should we evaluate community initiatives? Journal of the American Planning Association 67 (2): 147-159.
· * Frumkin, Peter. 1999. Evaluating for success, and the five dimensions of philanthropic impact. Philanthropy Magazine, September 1. Available at http://www.philanthropyroundtable.org/article.asp?article=1291
· * Gambone, Michelle Alberti. 1998. Challenges of measurement in community change initiatives. In New Approaches to Evaluating Community Initiatives. Volume 2: Theory, Measurement, and Analysis, edited by K. Fulbright-Anderson, A. C. Kubish and J. P. Connell. Aspen, CO: The Aspen Institute.

Questions & Themes
· Is there an appropriate balance that can be struck between measuring outcomes versus measuring process in community development? Or is the growing emphasis on “impact” likely to mean a narrowing of the kinds of activities that count as community development for funders?
Case:  
· 1464.0  Focused Philanthropy: The Steans Family Foundation North Lawndale Initiative
Week 7. Group Presentations & Short Papers due
March 1
Week 8. Community Development Strategies:  Community Organizing & Advocacy
March 8
Readings 

· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· Harold DeRienzo, “Community organizing for power and democracy: Lessons learned from a life in the trenches”, pp. 181-185. 
· Robert Fisher, “Neighborhood organizing: The importance of historical context”, pp. 186-193. 

· Mark Warren, “A theology of organizing: From Alinsky to the modern IAF”, pp. 194-203.

· Paul Speer and Joseph Hughey, “Community organizing: An ecological route to empowerment and power”, pp. 204-213.
· Bill Traynor, “Community building: Limitations and promise”, pp. 214-224.
· Susan Stall and Randy Stoecker, “Community organizing or organizing community? Gender and the crafts of empowerment”, pp. 241-248.

· David Micah Greenberg, “How does community matter for community organizing?”, pp. 249-257.
· * Capraro, James. 2004. Community organizing + community development = community transformation. Journal of Urban Affairs 26 (2): 151-161.

Questions & Themes
· Following Randy Stoecker’s arguments (Week 4) that organizing and “development” need to be separate activities, what is the appropriate organizational form for community organizing? As an organizer, what would the implications be of adopting a community organizing stance versus community building in the way you approach a community issue?
Case: 

· 1541.0  "No Prison in East L.A.!": Birth of a Grassroots Movement
Week 9. Community Development Strategies: Neighborhood Planning
March 15
Readings
· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· James Hyman, “Exploring social capital and civic engagement to create a framework for community building”, pp. 225-233.
· Xavier de Souza Briggs, “Doing democracy up-close: Culture, power and communication in community planning”, pp. 234-240.

Case: 

· 1893.0 & 1894.0 “Broadmoor Lives”: A New Orleans Neighborhood’s Battle To Recover from Hurricane Katrina (Parts A & B)
Week 10. Community Development Strategies: Neighborhood Planning II
March 29
Readings

· * Peterman, William. 1999. Neighborhood Planning and Community-Based Development: The Potential and Limits of Grassroots Action. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. Pp. 22-58.

· * Weber, Rachel and Janet Smith. 2003. Assets and neighborhoods: The role of individual assets in neighborhood revitalization. Housing Policy Debate 14 (1-2): 169-202.

· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· James DeFilippis, “Community control and development: The long view”, pp. 28-35. 

Case: 
· Video: HOLDING GROUND: THE REBIRTH OF DUDLEY STREET
Week 11. Community Development Strategies: Social Services
April 5
Readings 

· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· Hector Cordero-Guzman and Victoria Quiroz-Becerra, “Community-based organizations and migration in New York City”, pp. 111-120.

· Michael Rich, Michael Giles and Emily Stern, “Collaborating to reduce poverty: Views from city halls and community-based organizations”, pp. 131-139.

· Anne Kubisch, Patricia Auspos, Prudence Brown, Robert Chaskin, Karen Fulbright-Anderson and Ralph Hamilton, “Strengthening the connections between communities and external resources”, pp. 319-326.

Case:  

· 1710.0  Starting Amachi: The Elements and Operation of a Volunteer-Based Social Program. 
· 1673.0  The Challenge of Multi-Agency Collaboration: Launching a Large-Scale Youth Development Project in Hartford.
Week 12. Community Development Strategies: Housing & Physical Redevelopment
April 12
Readings 

· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· Michael Stone, “Social housing”, pp. 67-80.
· Winton Pitcoff, “Has homeownership been oversold?”, pp. 271-275.
· * Bratt, Rachel G. 1994. Community-based housing: strengths of the strategy amid dilemmas that won't go away. In The Affordable City: Toward a Third Sector Housing Policy, edited by J. E. Davis. Philadelphia, PA: Temple University Press.

Case: 
· 1659.0  Seeking Sustainability: Neighborhood Housing Services of Chicago Faces Financial Challenge. 
Week 13. Community Development Strategies: Community Economic Development
April 19
Readings
· DeFilippis, James, and Susan Saegert, eds. 2007. The Community Development Reader. New York, NY: Routledge. 

· Wim Wiewel, Michael Teitz and Robert Giloth, “The economic development of neighborhoods and localities”, pp. 92-101.
· * Nowak, Jeremy. 1997. Neighborhood initiative and the regional economy. Economic Development Quarterly 11 (1): 3-10.
Case:  
· 1669.0  Coastal Ventures Limited Partnership: Balancing a Sustainable Investment Strategy with a Social Mission. 
Week 14. Community Development Strategies: Environmental Justice/CD  & the Arts
April 26
Readings
· * Markusen, Ann. 2005. Artists as community developers. Progressive Planning 165 (Fall): 1, 7-9.
· * Stern, Mark J., Seifert, Susan C., and Domenic Vitiello. 2008. Migrants, Communities and Culture. Philadelphia, PA: UPENN Social Impact of the Arts Project/The Reinvestment Fund.
- Final Assignments due April 30 -[image: image1.png]
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