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Dimensions and Limitations of “Community ”

PENG Zhaorong ZHANG Jin

Abstract: The concept of “community” has been gaining such momentum in China that it seems
to be set to take the place of such traditional Chinese concepts of living units as village commune
neighborhood street city and town. All living units have come into being as a result of long historical
development and have connotations of their own. It will be of great help in better understanding native
Chinese society if the connotations and denotations of those living units are clarified. As a modern for—
eign concept “community ” has its dimensions and limitations and is unlikely to replace and
transcend traditional Chinese concepts completely.

Keywords: Community village living in a particular area dimensions and limitations
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