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A Definition and Theory Journal of Community Psychology

Sense of Community: Interpersonal Relationship
Social Embedment and Community Satisfaction

Sang Zhigin & Xia Shaoang

Abstract: The aim of this study was to investigate relations between sense of community com—
munity satisfaction and individuals’ social interactions. In addition the relations between sense of
community and socio-demographic variables ( gender age marital status education etc.) were al—
so examined. A telephone survey with random sample was conducted in Nanjing. 422 participants
completed a questionnaire made up with a Chinese version of Sense of Community Scale a scale on
Satisfaction with Community and a few other instruments. Result showed that ( 1) socio-demograph—
ic qualities do little with one’ s Sense of Community and (2) satisfaction of community and Sense of
Community are highly related. Furthermore the findings of the study highlighted the effect of social
interactions in the community in forging the Sense of Community.

Key words: community; sense of community; identity of community; satisfaction
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