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How place shapes the aspirations of hope: the allegory of the privileged and the 
underprivileged
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ABSTRACT
We articulate a holistic understanding of hope, going beyond the common conceptualization of 
hope in terms of positive affect and cognition by considering what hope means for the under-
privileged. In the recognition that hope is always situated in a particular place, we explore the 
perspective of the privileged and the underprivileged, clarifying how spatial contexts shape their 
goals for the future and their agency toward attaining these goals. Where some people experience 
precarity due to their disability, race, gender, sexuality, and social class, others enjoy enhanced 
agency due to their privilege. In our analysis, this loss of agency does not mean the underprivileged 
are hopeless; instead, it suggests that hope can incorporate negative affect and cognition. In our 
view, a spatial understanding acknowledges the power of hope in discouraging situations, and it 
points to practical measures through which hope can be cultivated by marginalized communities.
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Psychological research on hope has tended to empha-
size hope’s orientation toward particular goals. Although 
it is true that particular hopes are directed toward future 
aims, we will argue that more attention should be paid 
to the grounding of hope in the present. In our view, 
hope is a disposition or practice that does not emerge 
from nowhere; it is invariably situated in a particular 
place. Recognizing the way in which hope is shaped by 
place helps to clarify a key feature of hope that is easily 
overlooked: hope means something different for people 
who are privileged than it does for those who are mar-
ginalized (Bruner, 2017; Holder, 2007).

Although the definition of hope is contested, most 
theorists agree that hope is oriented toward a desired 
object that the hopeful person believes to be possible 
(Martin, 2014). For reasons we will explore in detail, what 
a person desires and what they understand to be possi-
ble depends on their circumstances. Where some people 
experience profound precarity due to their disability, 
race, gender, sexuality, and social class, others have 
ready access to resources that enable them to flourish. 
In our analysis, privilege encourages people to entertain 
more ambitious desires, and it enables them to imagine 
that these outcomes are possible (Bruner, 2017; Dowling 
& Rickwood, 2016). In contrast, for those who are mar-
ginalized due to their disability, race, gender, sexuality, 
and social class, even their basic needs can seem out of 
reach. Since communities are often impacted by 

marginalization across generations, people in this situa-
tion may experience a reduced sense of agency.

This article explores the different ways in which place 
influences the aspirations of hope, focusing in particular 
on privilege and marginalization. We begin with 
a literature review that provides background informa-
tion on how hope and place are linked. Next, we use the 
allegory of two contrasting groups (the privileged vs. the 
disadvantaged) as a dialectic technique (Whitman, 1987) 
to explore the ways in which power dynamics create and 
maintain systems of marginalization that restrict the 
aspirations of those who belong to the margins of 
society. This is followed by a discussion of the ways in 
which members of an underprivileged group can culti-
vate and sustain the hope that will allow them to over-
come the challenges that they face in life. We conclude 
with an analysis of the way agency arises out of the 
relationship between the place that we inhabit and our 
hope for the world that we live in.

Conceptualizing hope processes

Whereas some psychologists understand hope as an 
emotion (Mine, 1995), others argue that it also has 
a cognitive dimension (Snyder et al., 1991). In 
Snyder’s account, hope is interactively derived from 
two distinct types of psychological tools in the con-
text of goal achievement – namely, pathways and 
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agency thinking (Snyder, 2002). The pathway tool 
refers to our reasoning abilities and resources that 
we use to make sense of the world around us in 
order to make sense of our goals and guide our 
actions toward achieving them. The agency tool 
refers to the motivational tendencies that drive us 
toward our goals and help us pursue them with 
persistence and commitment in the face of obstacles 
and challenges. According to this view, the function 
of hope is not only to keep us motivated to pursue 
our goals but also to help us make sense of our 
experience of engaging with the world around us 
so that we are able to face challenges with greater 
resilience (Snyder et al., 2002).

This definition of hope has been influential in the 
social sciences, but we think it is ripe for revision. In 
Snyder's account, the agency component of hope 
rests on the sense that one has successfully met 
goals in the past, while the pathway component 
refers to the sense that one will be able to form 
plans that will meet future goals (Snyder et al.,  
1991, p. 570). Synder, et al. explain, ‘Hope in the 
present context is not a goal-related state that is 
objectively defined according to sources external to 
the person, but rather it is an enduring disposition 
that is subjectively defined’ (Snyder et al., 1991, 
p. 570). Yet although Snyder defines hope as 
a subjective disposition, other scholars have shown 
that objective circumstances affect a person’s subjec-
tive sense of possibility (Arnau et al., 2007; Duncan 
et al., 2021). Whereas this implies that hope is 
a disposition particularly associated with privilege, 
marginalized communities sometimes understand 
themselves to be hopeful even when they possess 
neither the assurance of having met goals in the past 
nor the optimism that they will be able to meet their 
goals in the future.

We think an adequate conception of hope should 
account for its use in marginalized communities. For 
this reason, we draw on developments in the study 
of hope by scholars in the humanities in order to 
develop a concept of hope that attends to the 
importance of place. In our view, reconceiving 
hope in this way is particularly important in light 
of increased recognition that some communities 
are subject to persistent difficulties, not only 
through chance events but also through systemic 
marginalization. In keeping with a growing litera-
ture, we aim to clarify the ways objective place- 
related factors (e.g. population density, land use, 
economic activity; Bryant & Charvet, 2003; Glaeser 
& Gottlieb, 2009) affect the psychological processes 
that are often associated with hope.

The centrality of place in everyday life

Like hope, place is an important concept in a wide range 
of disciplines. Anthropologists such as Michael Witmore 
have examined how people from different social and 
cultural backgrounds view their place in a particular 
community or society and how this shapes their views 
about themselves and their place in the world (Witmore,  
2002). Geographers have found the concept of place 
valuable in their research because it provides insights 
into the ways people form perceptions and identities 
related to specific locations, thus influencing their inter-
actions with the environment and shaping cultural, 
social, and economic dynamics in various spatial con-
texts (Johnston, 1991). Psychologists have found that 
the location of a person’s upbringing can significantly 
influence their identity, shaping their worldview and 
sense of self (Morgan, 2010; Twigger-Ross & Uzzell,  
1996). In this context, environmental psychologists 
investigate the effects of place on psychological devel-
opment, focusing on how it shapes individuals’ percep-
tion and connection to their environment (Counted,  
2019; Scannell & Gifford, 2017; Twigger-Ross & Uzzell,  
1996).

As this overview indicates, place is a multi-faceted 
concept that cannot be reduced to a single definition 
(Counted et al., 2021). The term ‘place’ is often used to 
denote a specific geographical location, such as 
a neighborhood or city, and also used to refer to 
a particular address or a specific site within a certain 
geographical area (Comunian et al., 2010; Counted 
et al., 2021). Whereas geographers understand place in 
terms of the physical properties found in it, environmen-
tal psychologists conceptualize place as the affective, 
behavioral, and cognitive dimensions associated with 
a spatial setting (Counted et al., 2021). Place, in this 
sense, represents the distinctive set of relationships 
between people and their environments.

At the cognitive level, individuals develop an under-
standing of who they are and what makes them distinct 
from people and communities at other places (Counted 
et al., 2021; Hopkins, 2013; Yung et al., 2003). Because 
such experiences are deeply linked to a person’s sense of 
self and affective experiences in a place, they are pivotal 
in shaping an individual’s identity and worldview 
(Sherry, 2000). The affective dimensions of place have 
been extensively studied in environmental psychology 
and demonstrate how people’s emotions can be shaped 
by contextual factors like the values, norms, beliefs, and 
customs associated with particular places (Counted 
et al., 2021). However, the behavioral dimension of 
place involves the individual’s interaction with his or 
her environment and how they use its resources to 
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meet their needs for survival and fulfillment (Gubbels 
et al., 2011). This dimension also refers to the various 
ways in which people use and manipulate their sur-
roundings to meet their needs and fulfill their needs 
based on personal goals and preferences (Handy et al.,  
2002; Mine, 1995).

As a social construct with many dimensions – physi-
cal, psychological, sociocultural, and spiritual – there are 
a number of ways in which place shapes our experience 
of ourselves, our relationships with others, and our com-
munities. For some people, place provides a tangible 
sense of security and predictability; this encourages 
them to envision a positive future for themselves and 
their loved ones there (Handy et al., 2002). In contrast, 
for individuals facing socioeconomic challenges place 
can be a source of stress and anxiety. As we will go on 
to argue, in keeping with its psychological significance 
place is the context from which hope emerges – 
a context shaped by privilege and marginalization.

Place and hope: introducing an allegorical 
framework

In order to clarify the sociocultural dimension of place 
that shapes the aspirations of hope, we draw on alle-
goria (or allegory) as an analytical tool. The term alle-
gory was used by the Greek philosopher Plato to 
reveal abstract ideas or to form an opinion on 
a certain situation using imagery, symbolic figures, or 
events to create a moral and political lesson (Whitman,  
1987). Later authors have taken up the technique as 
a rhetorical tool to convey hidden and complex mean-
ings. Employing an allegorical analysis enables us to 
highlight the broader social, moral, and political con-
text through which place shapes the aspirations of 
hope. In what follows, we personify privilege and mar-
ginalization by speaking of two groups, the privileged 
and the marginalized, in order to clarify the relation 
between place and hope.

As other scholars have noted, particular individuals 
experience privilege and marginalization in relation to 
characteristics that are compounded by their intersec-
tion (Crenshaw, 1989). On this understanding, the privi-
lege that some enjoy on account of their economic 
status might be mitigated by the disadvantage they 
experience on account of disability. Alternatively, the 
disadvantage a person suffers due to their race can be 
compounded by their gender or sexuality. For this rea-
son, it is not the case that there are simply two groups in 
society, the privileged and the marginalized. Instead, 
advantage and disadvantage operate at the nexus of 
class characteristics that intersect. Our allegorical 

method enables us to abstract from this complexity, 
focusing on the role of privilege and marginalization in 
shaping hope.

In the context of our analysis, ‘the privileged’ enjoy 
the benefits of health, wealth, and other social advan-
tages, while ‘the marginalized’ suffer from disability, 
poverty, precarity, racism, classism, ageism, etc. This 
heuristic helps to clarify two ways in which place shapes 
hopeful aspirations. First, place sustains the agency of 
the privileged. Due to the advantages they gain from 
their social location, they may easily imagine that they 
have the potential to attain their goals. If those goals are 
not immediately in their power, they can access 
resources and opportunities that make it possible for 
them to achieve them, and so they may more easily 
maintain the motivation required to pursue these 
goals. Second, place also shapes the imagination of the 
disadvantaged. Their lack of access to resources and 
opportunities makes it more difficult for them to achieve 
their goals, and this frustration may encourage them in 
turn to have lower expectations for the future. In our 
view, the hope of the marginalized faces the challenge 
of repeated disappointment.

The disabled vs. The abled-bodied

One of the most obvious ways in which place impacts 
a person’s ability to hope for a better future is through 
the experience of disability. Everyone faces limitations to 
their physical and mental abilities that are accommo-
dated by supports that allow them to move through 
the world: roads and vehicles enable people to move 
more easily, while pen and paper enable them to work 
around the limits of memory. However, some people 
have impairments that are not accommodated in 
a particular context. Under these circumstances, their 
limitations become a disability that makes it more diffi-
cult to live as they would like (see Shakespeare, 2010).

On Synder’s understanding of hope, someone who is 
experiencing disability will find hope particularly chal-
lenging. Recall that for Snyder hope involves ‘the per-
ception of successful agency related to goals’ and ‘the 
perceived availability of successful pathways related to 
goals’ (Snyder et al., 1991, p. 570). Someone whose 
limitations are not supported by physical and social 
infrastructure repeatedly finds that pathways to their 
goals are not available – sometimes literally, when their 
physical motion is obstructed. The empirical research 
that has been done in this area indicates that children 
experiencing disability show lower rates of hope using 
Snyder’s Children’s Hope Scale (Lackaye et al., 2006; see; 
Snyder, 2002).

THE JOURNAL OF POSITIVE PSYCHOLOGY 3



It is easy to understand why this might be the case: 
the experience of repeated frustration may make it more 
difficult for someone experiencing disability to imagine 
successful pathways for achieving their goals, and it 
likewise reduces their perception of successful agency. 
Because disability often intersects with poverty and 
other forms of marginalization (Saunders, 2007), its dis-
empowering effects can be compounded. In contrast, 
‘the privileged’ – those whose needs are supported by 
the infrastructure available in a given context – experi-
ence repeated success in achieving their goals. They are 
thus likely to have a stronger perception of perceived 
agency and perceived availability of viable pathways to 
achieving their goals. For this reason, the privileged are 
likely to be more hopeful based on Snyder’s definition.

The rich vs. The poor

Something similar is true of economic privilege and 
marginalization. Whereas some claim that people 
become poor because they lack ambition (see Alesina 
et al., 2001), the anthropologist Arjun Appadurai argues 
that the experience of poverty diminishes a person’s 
tendency to form aspirations (Appadurai, 2004). 
Appadurai (2004) explains, ‘I am not saying that the 
poor cannot wish, want, need, plan, or aspire. But part 
of poverty is a diminishing of the circumstances in which 
these practices occur’ (p. 69). In Appadurai’s analysis, the 
aspirations of individuals can’t be considered in abstrac-
tion, for poverty constrains the possibility of planning.

Where C.R. Snyder’s influential definition of hope 
focuses on the goal-oriented desires of individuals, 
Appadurai (2004) situates desires for the future within 
social and cultural context – which is to say, in place. In 
support of Appadurai’s (2004) account, empirical 
research has shown that poverty is associated with stress 
and negative affect states, which in turn make it more 
difficult to form and maintain goal-directed behaviors 
(Haushofer & Fehr,). Whereas people experiencing pov-
erty are often forced to focus on short-term aims (such 
as the need to obtain basic necessities for their survival), 
those who are wealthier tend to find that a wider range 
of aspirations is available (see Ray, 2006).

Sociological research has likewise found that people 
experiencing poverty are sometimes unable to articulate 
a future different from their present circumstances, and 
their expectations for the future are constrained by the 
limited opportunities open to them (Bryant & Ellard,  
2015). Because people experiencing poverty suffer 
from the narrowing of perceived possibility that comes 
from persistent deprivation, they also find it more diffi-
cult to maintain hope in Snyder’s sense (see Dalton et al.,  
2016). Because many people who are economically 

marginalized nevertheless understand themselves to 
be hopeful, this points to the need for 
a reconceptualized understanding of hope – one that 
accounts for the importance of place.

A holistic approach to hope

As we have seen, Snyder defines hope in terms of two 
subjective characteristics: a sense of agency and a sense 
that one can generate the plans required for success 
(Snyder et al., 1991). Whereas the examples Snyder pro-
vides in his analysis of hope are generally drawn from 
the experience of someone accustomed to success – 
that is to say, from the perspective of privilege – we 
have argued that people experiencing disadvantage 
face significant obstacles to maintaining a perceived 
sense of agency and possibility. The scholarship on dis-
ability and poverty that we have discussed indicates that 
the marginalized will find it harder to hope in Snyder’s 
sense of the term. In our view, Snyder’s neglect of place 
represents a weakness of his account of hope, and for 
two reasons.

First, Snyder’s definition of hope fails to account for 
the way in which the term ‘hope’ is often used. As we 
have described, people experiencing disadvantage draw 
on the language of hope to describe their experience. In 
some cases, the people in question understand them-
selves as keeping hope even when their agency is 
greatly diminished and the pathways toward achieving 
their goals are minimal (see Biehl, 2007). Under these 
circumstances, what people describe as hope is not 
simply a positive sense of their agency and the pathways 
available; on the contrary, some people experiencing 
disadvantage maintain hope for outcomes they believe 
to be extremely unlikely – including outcomes that are 
beyond their agency and in relation to which no path-
ways to success are apparent. Snyder’s definition of 
hope does not account for this usage.

Second, associating hope with privilege risks disem-
powering disadvantaged communities. Because Snyder 
associates hope with a sense of agency and possibility, 
his own work leads us to expect that hope is associated 
with a wide variety of positive outcomes, as ongoing 
research in this area has shown. However, this is not only 
true when hope is defined in terms of the sort of positive 
affect and cognition that is associated with privilege; it 
also holds when hope is colored by the challenges faced 
by people experiencing disadvantage. Groups that are 
marginalized due to poverty, disability, or race some-
times indicate that hope enhances their resilience and 
sense of agency – even when their hope is associated 
with negative affect and cognition (see West, 2004). This 
helps to explain the fact that the language of hope is 
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often central to social justice movements that face pro-
found obstacles (Duggan & Muñoz, 2009). Snyder’s defi-
nition of hope undercuts the capacity of disadvantaged 
groups to draw on this resource.

For the reasons we have described, although Snyder’s 
definition of hope has enabled a fruitful research pro-
gram on hope to develop, we think it should be recon-
ceived in order to account for its importance for 
marginalized communities. In the remainder of this 
paper, we will argue that hope should be understood 
in a holistic fashion that accounts for the objective fac-
tors we have described under the category ‘place’.

Hope in interdisciplinary perspective

Much as psychological research generally defines hope 
as positive cognition geared towards agency and possi-
bility, some scholars in the humanities associate hope 
with positive affect and cognition. On this basis, some 
theorists conclude that marginalized communities 
would do better to reject hope; after all, if hope entails 
positivity, it may function as a pacifying distraction from 
the systemic violence they experience (Wilderson, 2010; 
Warren, 2015). In response, other theorists argue that 
hope can encompass negative cognition and affect, and 
for that reason it is not at odds with the experience of 
marginalized communities. For example, Winters (2016) 
suggests that the Black intellectual tradition expresses 
a melancholic hope, which incorporates negative affect, 
while Eagleton (Eagleton, 2017) contends that hope 
should not be equated with positive cognition at all. 
Whereas the tendency to associate hope with positive 
affect and cognition suggests that hope is the preroga-
tive of the privileged, a hope inflected by negativity can 
persist even when there are no reasons to expect 
success.

In its most radical form, this understanding of hope 
entails that a person can hope for an outcome that they 
believe to be impossible. This cuts against the consensus 
among philosophers, who argue that hope involves the 
desire for an object that is possible but uncertain (see 
Martin, 2014). This is already broader than Snyder’s defi-
nition insofar it does not depend upon the capacity for 
pathways and agency thinking. However, we have 
argued elsewhere that this definition is still too narrow 
(Newheiser, 2019, 2022). The requirement that hope 
must be possible resolves into the claim that the person 
hoping must understand the object of their hope as 
a possible outcome. However, this only operates as an 
ironclad constraint if the individual views their under-
standing of what is possible to be comprehensive; if one 
accepts that one’s understanding is limited, then one 
can keep hope for an outcome that seems inconceivable 

on the basis of one’s knowledge of the world. There is 
evidence that people sometimes do hope for outcomes 
of this kind – for instance, in the case of marginalized 
communities which hope for an improvement in their 
circumstances (Newheiser, 2016, 2021).

In keeping with the growing literature on the relation 
between hope and negativity, we think the hope of 
marginalized communities is best reflected in 
a conception of hope that does not rely on positive 
affect or cognition – including a positive evaluation of 
the possibility of success. On this view, a person can 
hope for something they believe to be extremely unli-
kely, up to and including the belief that it is impossible. 
Rather than associate hope with the experience of privi-
lege (in the form of past success), a hope of this kind 
consists in a disciplined resilience that persists despite its 
uncertainty. We think this more inclusive understanding 
of hope better acknowledges the importance of place.

Spatial hope

As we have argued, positive affect and cognition are 
influenced by the experience of privilege or disadvan-
tage that is associated with intersecting identities in 
terms of race, gender, sexuality, citizenship, social class, 
disability, etc. Place theory accounts for these influences 
by examining the way people make sense of the world 
around them and create identities and roles based on 
the assumptions that they develop about their social 
environment (Seamon, 2018). It helps us to understand 
the different ways in which different people interact with 
others and perceive the world around them, as well as 
how they conceptualize the future and their place in it. 
By re-conceiving hope so that it does not depend on 
positive affect and cognition, we open the possibility 
that hope can be found in many places – not only in 
the position of privilege that has shaped prior research 
on the psychology of hope.

This holistic approach to hope considers the different 
ways that place shapes how people, across different 
strata of society, cultivate hope. We use the term ‘spatial 
hope’ to describe the many ways that place shapes 
people’s aspirations across privileged and underprivi-
leged groups. These differences are not necessarily 
negative, since all individuals and groups develop their 
own coping mechanisms to deal with the challenges 
that they face in life. Hope, on the other hand, is essen-
tial to the pursuit of social, political, and economic jus-
tice because it helps to empower individuals and 
communities to create a better future for themselves 
and for future generations.

This approach can be applied to develop meaning-
ful policies that aim to promote social justice, equality, 
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and dignity for all members of society. As such, it 
should be viewed as extending prior research in this 
area because it provides an alternative perspective 
that focuses on the role of place in cultivating hope 
in individuals from different walks of life. This 
approach is therefore unique as it contributes to our 
understanding of the relationship between place and 
hope by bringing together ideas from different disci-
plines such as urban planning, geography, sociology, 
and psychology.

Practical implications

This paper points to the need for a research program 
that explores the practical implications of our approach.. 
Among other things, it has highlighted the importance 
of supporting the different pathways and psychosocial 
processes that provide people with the resources they 
need to flourish. It is clear that policymakers should 
therefore collaborate with community groups to identify 
gaps in services and devise solutions to support the 
different ways that people cultivate hope across cul-
tures, regardless of their placement in society. While 
the privileged may take a role in shaping the conditions 
that are necessary for them to achieve their goals), the 
marginalized are often disempowered..In order to sup-
port policymaking, further research is needed on the 
capacities for resilience that enable people to keep 
hope in the face of systemic marginalization, even 
when negative affect and cognition are present.

There are also some clinical aspects of the implica-
tions discussed in this paper that may be useful in devel-
oping strategies to help treat mental illness and 
promote positive well-being among underprivileged 
people. For example, it may be beneficial to explore 
ways in which cognitive behavioral therapy can be 
used to help them identify and deal with stressful situa-
tions. Dismantling deep-seated worldviews that con-
strain people’s aspirations of hope may also be useful 
in addressing conditions such as depression and other 
mental health issues that are associated with 
a diminished capacity for hope (Arnau et al., 2007; 
Captari et al., 2022).

Despite the above-mentioned differences, however, 
there are nevertheless certain common factors that can 
help promote a sense of hope and shared purpose 
among people who are facing similar challenges in 
their lives. In particular, the development of strong social 
networks and supportive environments is of vital impor-
tance in promoting hope among different groups (Irving 
et al., 1997). For this reason, governments should work 

together with local communities to provide the neces-
sary resources and support necessary to foster hope and 
encourage meaningful social interaction among people 
from different walks of life. This will help to create a more 
inclusive environment in which people from diverse 
backgrounds (regardless of their social strata) can work 
together to pursue shared goals and overcome common 
challenges in their hopeful aspirations.

Conclusion

Place has been at the forefront of a number of debates 
on contemporary issues, including migration, social 
inclusion, COVID-19 pandemic, and cultural recogni-
tion (Bruner, 2017; Counted, 2019; Counted et al.,  
2021; Dowling & Rickwood, 2016). It is also central to 
the concept of identity as it is used to define individual 
and collective affiliations with particular locations. As 
such, understanding how places shape an individual’s 
worldview is crucial if we are to develop more effective 
policies that address the pressing challenges that are 
facing societies today. By promoting a sense of hope 
and solidarity among members of disadvantaged com-
munities, governments and other institutions can help 
to bridge social and economic divides and foster closer 
ties among communities that share common bonds 
but have often been divided by the social or political 
systems of society. Through such initiatives, we can 
encourage a more tolerant and inclusive society.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

References

Alesina, A., Glaeser, E., & Sacerdote, B. (2001). Why doesn’t the 
US have a European type welfare state? Brookings Papers on 
Economic Activity, 2(2), 187–277. https://doi.org/10.1353/ 
eca.2001.0014 

Appadurai, A. (2004). The capacity to aspire. In V. Rao & 
M. Walton (Eds.), Culture and public action (pp. 59–84). The 
World Bank.

Arnau, R. C., Rosen, D. H., Finch, J. F., Rhudy, J. L., & 
Fortunato, V. J. (2007). Longitudinal effects of hope on 
depression and anxiety: A latent variable analysis. Journal 
of Personality, 75(1), 43–64. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467- 
6494.2006.00432.x 

Biehl, J. G. (2007). Will to live: AIDS therapies and the politics of 
survival. Princeton University Press.

Bruner, C. (2017). ACE, place, race, and poverty: Building hope 
for children. Academic Pediatrics, 17(7), S123–S129. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2017.05.009 

6 V. COUNTED AND D. NEWHEISER

https://doi.org/10.1353/eca.2001.0014
https://doi.org/10.1353/eca.2001.0014
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6494.2006.00432.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6494.2006.00432.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2017.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2017.05.009


Bryant, C. R., & Charvet, J. P. (2003). Introduction: The Peri- 
Urban Zone: The structure and dynamics of a strategic 
component of metropolitan regions/introduction: unde-
fined Zone periurbaine: Structure et dynamiques D'une 
composante strategique Des regions metropolitaines. The 
Canadian Journal of Regional Science, 26, 231.

Bryant, J., & Ellard, J. (2015). Hope as a form of agency in the 
future thinking of disenfranchised young people. Journal of 
Youth Studies, 18(4), 485–499. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
13676261.2014.992310 

Captari, L. E., Cowden, R. G., Sandage, S. J., Davis, E. B., 
Bechara, A. O., Joynt, S., & Counted, V. (2022). Religious/ 
Spiritual struggles and depression during COVID-19 pan-
demic lockdowns in the global south: Evidence of modera-
tion by positive religious coping and hope. Psychology of 
Religion and Spirituality, 14(3), 325–337. https://doi.org/10. 
1037/rel0000474 

Comunian, R., Chapain, C., & Clifton, N. (2010). Location, loca-
tion, location: Exploring the complex relationship between 
creative industries and place. Creative Industries Journal, 3(1), 
5–10. https://doi.org/10.1386/cij.3.1.5_2 

Counted, V. (2019). Sense of place attitudes and quality of life 
outcomes among African residents in a multicultural 
Australian society. Journal of Community Psychology, 47(2), 
338–355. https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.22124 

Counted, V., Cowden, R. G., & Ramkissoon, H. (2021). Place and 
post-pandemic flourishing: Disruption, adjustment, and 
healthy behaviors. Springer Nature. https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
978-3-030-82580-5 

Crenshaw, K. (1989). Demarginalizing the intersection of race 
and sex: A black feminist critique of antidiscrimination doc-
trine, feminist theory and antiracist politics. University of 
Chicago Legal Forum, 139–167. https://doi.org/10.4324/ 
9780429500480-5 

Dalton, P. S., Ghosal, S., & Mani, A. (2016). Poverty and aspira-
tions failure. The Economic Journal, 126(590), 165–188. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecoj.12210 

Dowling, M., & Rickwood, D. (2016). Exploring hope and expec-
tations in the youth mental health online counseling 
environment. Computers in Human Behavior, 55, 62–68.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.08.009

Duggan, L., & Muñoz, J. E. (2009). Hope and hopelessness: A 
dialogue. Women & Performance: A Journal of Feminist 
T h e o r y ,  1 9 (2) ,  275–283.  https : //doi .org/10.1080/  
07407700903064946 

Duncan, A. R., Jaini, P. A., & Hellman, C. M. (2021). Positive 
psychology and hope as lifestyle medicine modalities in 
the therapeutic encounter: A narrative review. American 
Journal of Lifestyle Medicine, 15(1), 6–13. https://doi.org/10. 
1177/1559827620908255 

Eagleton, T. (2017). Hope without optimism. Yale Uni- versity Press.
Glaeser, E. L., & Gottlieb, J. D. (2009). Wealth of cities: 

Agglomeration economies and spatial equilibrium in the 
United States. Journal of Economic Literature, 47(4), 983– 
1028. https://org/1028.10.1257/jel.47.4.983 

Gubbels, J. S., Kremers, S. P. J., van Kann, D. H. H., Stafleu, A., 
Candel, M. J. J. M., Dagnelie, P. C., Thijs, C., & de Vries, N. K. 
(2011). Interaction between physical environment, social 
environment, and child characteristics in determining phy-
sical activity at child care. Health Psychology, 30(1), 84–90. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021586 

Handy, S. L., Boarnet, M. G., Ewing, R., & Killingsworth, R. E. 
(2002). How the built environment affects physical activity: 
Views from urban planning. American Journal of Preventive 
Medicine, 23(2), 64–73. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0749- 
3797(02)00475-0 

Haushofer, J., & Fehr, E. (2014, May). On the psychology of 
poverty. Science, 344(6186), 862–867. https://doi.org/10. 
1126/science.1232491 

Holder, B. (2007). An investigation of hope, academics, envir-
onment, and motivation as predictors of persistence in 
higher education online programs. The Internet and Higher 
Education, 10(4), 245–260. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iheduc. 
2007.08.002 

Hopkins, P. E. (2013). Young people, place and identity. Routledge.
Irving, L. M., Telfer, L., & Blake, D. D. (1997). Hope, coping, and 

social support in combat‐related posttraumatic stress disor-
der. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 10(3), 465–479. https://doi. 
org/10.1002/jts.2490100311 

Johnston, R. J. (1991). A question of place: Explaining the practice 
of human geography. Blackwell.

Lackaye, T., Margalit, M., Ziv, O., & Ziman, T. (2006). Comparisons 
of self-efficacy, mood, effort, and hope between students 
with learning disabilities and their non-LD-Matched peers. 
Learning Disabilities Research and Practice, 21(2), 111–121. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5826.2006.00211.x 

Martin, A. M. 2014 How we hope: A moral Psychology 
Princeton University Press https://doi.org/10.23943/prince 
ton/9780691151526.001.0001 

Mine, M. R. (1995). Virtual environment interaction techniques. 
UNC Chapel Hill CS Dept.

Morgan, P. (2010). Towards a developmental theory of place 
attachment. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 30(1), 
11–22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2009.07.001 

Newheiser, D. (2016). The Secularization of Hope. Political 
Theology ,  17(2),  117–119. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
1462317X.2016.1134190 

Newheiser, D. (2019). Hope in a secular age: Deconstruction, 
negative theology and the future of faith. Cambridge 
University Press doi:https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108595100.

Newheiser, D. (2021). How hope becomes concrete. Critical 
Research on Religion, 9(3), 349–352. https://doi.org/10. 
1177/20503032211044432 

Newheiser, D. (2022). Hope in turbulent times: Derrida on 
messianism and rupture. Critical Research on Religion, 10(3), 
363–368. https://doi.org/10.1177/20503032221124550 

Patterson, B. (1990). Waiting: Finding hope when god seems 
silent. InterVarsity Press.

Ray, D. (2006). Aspirations, poverty, and economic change. In 
A. Banerjee, R. Bénabou, & D. Mookherjee (Eds.), Understanding 
poverty (pp. 409–421). Oxford University Press.

Saunders, P. (2007). The costs of disability and the incidence of 
poverty. Australian Journal of Social Issues, 42(4), 461–480. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1839-4655.2007.tb00072.x 

Scannell, L., & Gifford, R. (2017). Place attachment enhances 
psychological need satisfaction. Environment and Behavior, 
49(4), 359–389. https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916516637648 

Seamon, D. (2018). Life takes place: Phenomenology, lifeworlds, 
and place-making. Routledge.

Shakespeare, T. (2010). The social model of disability. In 
J. Lennard (Ed.), The disability studies reader (pp. 266–273). 
Davis. Routledge.

THE JOURNAL OF POSITIVE PSYCHOLOGY 7

https://doi.org/10.1080/13676261.2014.992310
https://doi.org/10.1080/13676261.2014.992310
https://doi.org/10.1037/rel0000474
https://doi.org/10.1037/rel0000474
https://doi.org/10.1386/cij.3.1.5_2
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcop.22124
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-82580-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-82580-5
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429500480-5
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429500480-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecoj.12210
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/07407700903064946
https://doi.org/10.1080/07407700903064946
https://doi.org/10.1177/1559827620908255
https://doi.org/10.1177/1559827620908255
https://org/1028.10.1257/jel.47.4.983
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021586
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0749-3797(02)00475-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0749-3797(02)00475-0
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1232491
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1232491
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iheduc.2007.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iheduc.2007.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.2490100311
https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.2490100311
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5826.2006.00211.x
https://doi.org/10.23943/princeton/9780691151526.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.23943/princeton/9780691151526.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2009.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/1462317X.2016.1134190
https://doi.org/10.1080/1462317X.2016.1134190
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108595100
https://doi.org/10.1177/20503032211044432
https://doi.org/10.1177/20503032211044432
https://doi.org/10.1177/20503032221124550
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1839-4655.2007.tb00072.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916516637648


Sherry, J. F., Jr. (2000). Place, technology, and representation. Journal of 
Consumer Research, 27(2), 273–278. https://doi.org/10.1086/314325 

Snyder, C. R. (2002). TARGET ARTICLE: Hope theory: Rainbows 
in the mind. Psychological Inquiry, 13(4), 249–275. https:// 
doi.org/10.1207/S15327965PLI1304_01 

Snyder, C. R., Harris, C., Anderson, J. R., Holleran, S. A., Irving, L. M., 
Sigmon, S. T., Yoshinobu, L., Gibb, J., Langelle, C., & Harney, P. 
(1991). The will and the ways: Development and validation of 
an individual-differences measure of hope. Journal of 
Personality and Social Psychology, 60(4), 570–585. https://doi. 
org/10.1037/0022-3514.60.4.570 

Snyder, C. R., Rand, K. L., & Sigmon, D. R. (2002). Hope theory: 
A member of the positive psychology family. In C. R. Snyder 
& S. J. Lopez (Eds.), Handbook of positive psychology (pp. 
257–276). Oxford University Press.

Twigger-Ross, C. L., & Uzzell, D. L. (1996). Place and identity processes. 
Journal of Environmental Psychology, 16(3), 205–220. https://doi. 
org/10.1006/jevp.1996.0017 

Warren, C. L. (2015). Black nihilism and the politics of hope. CR: 
The New Centennial Review, 15(1), 215–248. https://doi.org/ 
10.14321/crnewcentrevi.15.1.0215

West, D. (2004). Democracy matters: Winning the fight against 
imperialism. Penguin.

Whitman, J. (1987). Allegory: The dynamics of an ancient and 
Medieval technique. Harvard University Press.

Wilderson, F. (2010). Red, White and Black: Cinema and the 
structure of U.S. Duke University Press.

Winters, J. R. (2016). Hope Draped in Black: Race, Melancholy, 
and the Agony of Progress. Duke University Press.

Witmore, M. (2002). Culture of accidents: Unexpected knowl-
edges in early modern England. Stanford University Press.

Yung, L., Freimund, W. A., & Belsky, J. M. (2003). The politics of 
place: Understanding meaning, common ground, and poli-
tical difference on the Rocky Mountain Front. Forest 
Science, 49(6), 855–866. https://doi.org/10.1093/forest 
science/49.6.855

8 V. COUNTED AND D. NEWHEISER

https://doi.org/10.1086/314325
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327965PLI1304_01
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327965PLI1304_01
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.60.4.570
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.60.4.570
https://doi.org/10.1006/jevp.1996.0017
https://doi.org/10.1006/jevp.1996.0017
https://doi.org/10.14321/crnewcentrevi.15.1.0215
https://doi.org/10.14321/crnewcentrevi.15.1.0215
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestscience/49.6.855
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestscience/49.6.855

	Abstract
	Conceptualizing hope processes
	The centrality of place in everyday life
	Place and hope: introducing an allegorical framework
	The disabled vs. The abled-bodied
	The rich vs. The poor

	A holistic approach to hope
	Hope in interdisciplinary perspective
	Spatial hope
	Practical implications

	Conclusion
	Disclosure statement
	References

