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On the Immigrants’ Community Attachment in Suburban Farmers’ Concentration Residence
YE Ji-hong
(Sociology Department of Suzhou University, Suzhou, 215123)

Abstract:Based on the questionnaire for the immigrants in farmers’ concentration residence, the paper draws a concentrated

that on the whole the immigrants’ community attachment depends on the immigrants’ social adaptation, the residence condi-

tion in the community, the neighborhood relation in the community, and the immigrants’ social interaction, etc. Also, there

is an individual difference in the immigrants’ community attachment. So, it is necessary to enhance the ability of immigrants’

social adaptation, improve their residence conditions, promote the neighborhood relationship in local community ,and expand

the immigrants’ social networks.
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