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Cultural community construction for college dormitory

from the perspective of spatial sociology
JIN Minglei
(Department of Public Education, Tourism College of Zhejiang, Hangzhou 311200, China)

Abstract: The college dormitory is a spatial place with complex social attributes. It is difficult to
completely resolve the contradictions existing in the college dormitory simply by focusing on its educational
or social attributes. From the perspective of spatial sociology, there are contradictions and conflicts in the
inconsistent value cognition of college community, obvious differences in cultural capital, and the cross-
border relationship between individuals and groups. As a group of comprising individuals, dormitory
cultural community is based on space members’ pursuit from subjective sensibility to relational reason, and
can achieve dormitory members' ideal goals from realistic goals to value goals. These characteristics of the
cultural community not only make the community more stable in the long term, but also effectively resolve
the contradictions existing in the college dormitory. Digging the largest common divisor of college
dormitory culture and consolidating the dormitory cultural consensus are effective practice paths towards a
cultural community.
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