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Local Festivals Create Unexpected Social Networks
- Focusing on Ennichi and Jizobon in the Recovery Process of Communities in Kobe City -
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Focusing on social networks in a community is important since social networks are said to have an effect on flow

of information and collective actions. As a key factor that plays a role in mediating social networks in a community,

this study focuses on “local festivals”. To uncover the role and the value of local festivals in terms of social

networks, this study integrates social network theory with theory of community of practice and role theory. Then,

we formulate link formation process where players with multiple roles form unexpected links through participation

in a festival. Finally, we analyze the network dynamics with respect to clustering, average distance and social

welfare. In the presentation we will show the detailed results and implications as well as empirical results obtained

from a questionnaire survey on traditional festivals (Ennich and Jizobon) in Nagata Ward, Kobe City.
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