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A Case Study of Factors Affecting Owner's Decision Making on a Urban
Redevelopment Project

- The Case of Garibong Urban Redevelopment District -

UMz - IxiE
Kim, Seong Hun - Koo, ja Hoon

Abstract

This study analyzed profitability in pros and cons of owners about Garibong Urban
Redevelopment District. Logistic Regression Model was performed as step 1 to analyze
determinants that affect pros and cons, and a data-mining technique called decision tree
analysis (CRT) was done as step 2 to investigate the decision tree structure. As a result of
analysis, factors that affect pros and cons of owners were found to be residential location as
personal characteristicc, rent income, property and share of expense as economic
characteristics, and building use as physical characteristic. On the contrary, age and physical
characteristics such as land area, frontage condition and aged building did not show effects.
Among determinants analyzed, change of residential location had greatest influence on
change of decision, and owners placed priority on payment of additional share of expense
when deciding pros and cons. Summarizing the results, whereas criteria for designation of
urban redevelopment districts are physical factors such as deterioration and frontage
condition, owners made project decision based on residential and economic characteristics.
Many redevelopment districts were designated without consideration on characteristics
preferred by owners.

7 ¢ £ ENSAYHITY, EX 5 2R, FYROL, ZAIAESHE, QAZHLIREM(CRT
Keywords = Urban Redevelopment District, Owner, Profitability, Logistic Regression Model, Decision
Tree Analysis (CRT)

I.M =2
1. @70l ujH 3 =X ) K0J0) FAVAS A5t HEG JAES

BEc0], FAISS SI=AP|T FUEY 49 A
Yz sApIeEl 250] Arky

AL EARREER], RiESe] Aniag

rlo
ol

* 2 O7E (ADUSRE-ZAIA =SS 2015 FASSLESIN LES "TAREZHAYY EX| § 274
B g QRO HY A 8 £ - Y =R
O =22 2015 FASELEUNN Pr=RdE THIUS

** Hanyang University(First Author: boolisukim@naver.com)

*** Hanyang University(Corresponding Author: jhkoo@hanyang.ac.kr)

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol51 No.l (2016) | 77


https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.17208/jkpa.2016.02.51.1.77&domain=kpaj.or.kr&uri_scheme=http:&cm_version=v1.5

- AxE

SR
HIAR

A

= e =2
O oo

L

o

5

RiZ WAL 2

Alio] Tk QR RS B
HIZAA

O
HEVIR EAl 5 AP 2aaw Al SK] 2
E7ISEALE st B0 Aldtl= gHlAo] A

Sloigin, &-v FUS st 2

o
19
o
N,
i)
2{_&4
=2
=
i
7
ol
2 o

Sk

ololl AEAoIAE AH ZAZAS] e BAF
2 AR 20128 19 TASA] FER 5

o 2 ulEsIg) 7\1Eol B ARE Aol
2 QIQIOLY, AIIRE - ol i AlElE
3, o)Al wet AYe ERsAL T

e s
PEERS

(o1
=

’

ol siklsa QUL siklEl TS FARABEAL
o, JiRFEENAR, FARSEEETY 5 A
A

AHOE]

Heks

195kl B siFRl- e Sl

wiet AAEaE, FOUoE o, A A & 3

VN

HAlge] FEe A

g8l

]

BEY B R XS B3 Ak

T EFAE &

il

)
m>~

o oA BT ORIt B EREE TrEol

T 49RE0) BOV BQsiR, BX 5 4%
ol Azt - Vol Tis AP ARIATIS) AEEp)

g 2

GPS +HAL WA EA 5 294} o
OlolA] R WSHERIO thet Azt

HQEHA]

=0

o}

ARAREG Al - OAN Lo

e

’

| ZNQIER o] A ot ojol| et
| OJFOIXIX] ol Uk
TOlM= FERROIA SiAIE 7RlE TAe

0] AEEAAIRIE - W o) it B

HERZA] e AAl AR

=
2
E

r2EAZ, X513 13 (2016)

TAI7E SRC) ARTOIEA MEA] FER 4R
Ab o)Al wet wER2 Rl A Al 71
EA

2 SAREEHITejol, 20149 39 AAE
5 AR ARE - MRS AEIEADE 88310

S

'R
g
.
ulle]
%
N
o
iy
B
Hl
)
2
QL

2
=
ot
£
e

A JE WV FGIE 8ol BAl &
RRQl Aledzt - glof] Qeka Frial oyt =9

rr
&S

4y
it
x
o
gﬂ
%
=
%
N
o
ol
g
o
N
0l
=
4

on ¢
k>
i[>§
10
>,
o
_};{_5
=
hie}
E
it}
g
i
I

1 MEA wEI2 A BHMY a8t

MEA Ul AFYL 2005EHE 2012871K)
401707 A2 AEEILE o= 1 o Td &

ot AIgH =gre] 5.7, At 407t ATgE gy
9] 1/38 RS F= S ATEE 20|
CL oA ittt A8 gnlrde Bt F7
Zg, #-u FUE 70 de 480 UE Y

ololl MSAAME HH BASH 7l Al
S WdstaAt 20128 18 TAEAl RERR o5
Hoh & HHoiA, FASMHM BE B gy
S0 FARCE HelE Aot O uE



A A EX] £ 28X

=

T Hh FEacle Bt AIEA

e}

0%
AL ot

St ]

SEERE

e

= HY SHHYE HERARE

= B EX 5 ARAle NEFgEEES

A S7istal FRelHE wEh Al

0 Bl SHe 2gci=s SRt siERlRIYo oy

slol= FASEEE), FAREE Y 5 R

Yo7 Helsk= Z10] e WOl
#(http://spp.seoul.go.kr/main/news/news_report.jsp)

ol

m
i

Table 1. Major details on settlement of New
Town in Seoul

Index Major Details
» Survey of redevelopment project
districts
- Estimation of proportional rate for
each district
Settleme * Districts with a promotion nobody
nt @ Establishment of a rough plan
of New @ Feasibility review
Town in @ Collection of opinions about
Seoul pros and cons of project
(1201.30) * Districts with a Development Actors
@ Feasibility review and notification
« Conversion of districts with cancelled
project to urban regeneration
Promoti
on « Districts having conflict with residents
status - Sending of conflict control officer
of  Promotion districts
settleme - Support on project such as
nt of moderation of infrastructure
New « Cancelled districts
Town in - Subsidy on expenses of Preparing
Seoul Committee
(13.04.23)
« Classification of uncancelled districts
and support
New - Normal promotion districts
Town > Improvement on feasibility and
manage expanded scope of public
ment financing
measure | - Districts with stagnated projectng
s = Sending of coordinator
(1504.22) | - Districts that need to cancel project
= Cancellation of project district and
guidance for regeneration project
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pros and cons Redevelopment Project

P Time of Number of Analysis Results
Investigation | Samples Method Agreement (A) : Opposition (V)
Yim, Y-H Logistic | = Owners of detached houses ¥
(2(I)OS) ‘05 818 Regression | = Owners of neighborhood living facility a
Model » Aged building A, Residence within the district W
Kim, Y-G, L » Larger land area A, Higher income a
. Logistic . . .
Kim, J-H , . » Existence of children attending school w
06 150 Regression .
and Nam, J Model * Rent income ¥
(2007) « Satisfaction with residential environment w
. , Logistic | = Residence within the district ¥
Yi, H-S 09~ . :
, 1,128 Regression | » Larger land area ¥, Collateral security W
(2013) 11 .
Model - Concurrent ownership of real estate ¥
Vim. V-G Logistic | = Owners of multi-family houses a
' 12 82 Regression | « Aged building A, higher age A
(2013)
Model » More assets ¥
» More small lots A, Proportion Ratio A
Kim, T-S, L » Higher ratio of gross floor area of multi-family
, Logistic
Nam, J and 12 . houses and row houses A
, 189 Regression .
Lee, D-G ~ 14 Model » Existence of Development Actors A
(2015) » Higher satisfaction with residential environment w
« poor physical environment A
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Table 3. Preceding research analysis of variable

Review
Independent Kim, Yim, : Yim,
Variable Y-G Y-H \EIZOT;)S Y-G Result
(2007) | (2008) (2013)

1 Land Area ® @) ®

2 Aged Building [ ] O [ ] Adoption
3 Residential Location [ ] [ ]

4 Property O O L

5 Age O O o

6 Detached House O [ ]

7 Neighborhood living Facility o

8 Multi-family House [ ]

9 Joint Ownership (] Verification
10 Annual Household Income [ ]

11 Existence of Children Attending School [ ]

12 Rent Income [ ]

13 Satisfaction with Rsidential Environment [ ]

14 Collateral Security [ ]

15 Floor area O O O

16 Reinforced Concrete Structures O

17 Multi-household house O

18 Floor Number O

19 Too Small Lots O

20 Period of Ownership O )
21 Stay Period O Bxception
22 Amount of Collateral Security O

23 The Number of Room O

24 Deposit O

25 Location of the Company O

26 The Number of a Family O
X @ Giving Effect Variable, O Used Variable

d, EXWE, EREE0R, 8, dee] 4l Al E& A7 ZERQIL
ol EvlE SHoR BRI olof, EAKEL FeEe Hrl@RWHesE o

o B FARE RESS HAg AU et RSN, SHARS AT U] AR

AP e Aa, a0 =2 s9e= Qo]
TAl Bagho] HePkl= wAlF 2elsi, AR
EALERA Aoz 2Eel dEgol ot
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Table 4. Results of expert FGI for variable setting

Index Variable Results
Satisfaction with » Subjective judgment of individuals showing limitations in
Rsidential Environment indexing and objectiveness
Existence of Children « Children expected to show small effect on pros and cons in
Attending School case of owners of houses outside the project district
Excluded
Collateral Security, Annual | » Necessity for survey on all owners and limitations in
Household Income preparation of data
: : « Opinions of joint owners are invalid if their opinions are split
Joint Ownership P J : S : P P
» Many cases were determined as invalid during survey
Detached House,
Change Multi-family House and | < Analysis by classifying the usage of building into residential
9 Neighborhood Living purpose and non-residental purpose
Facility
Suppleme Rent » Scope of analysis expanded to include all owners, not
ntation Income just owners within the district
L « As individual sh f i i tant f
Additional Share of s limdivielual shate) of expenses; is moke impostant o
owners, information on share of expenses is provided
Expenses .
to all owners during survey
Addition

Frontage Condition

Road wider than 4m must besecured during construction
Owners will demand redevelopment project if construction
of road is difficult

olo] VIR HEees

o sk

Table 5. Variable Setting (Dependent Variable)

Al=sk=7ol thet

Definition
of Variable

Unit

Pros and Cons of
Redevelopment
Project

» Cons=0 (Opposition)
» Pros=1 (Agreement)

OIFE  Table 6. Variable Setting (Independent Variable)
Definition of Unit
Variable
Age - years old

Pers

onal

Ch

rac? » Residence without the

erist Residential District=0

ics location » Residence within the
District=1

84 |

r2EAZ, X513 13 (2016)
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Table 6. (Continued _

Independent Variable)

SRR JAREURENCRDE XS0 &

AR - gt Ao Tigh SAEEAEE 1l
Definition of U
Variable AL
» Without Shabby
Rent 90ne-Room Building=0 @ Logistic Regression Model
Income  Shabby One-Room
Building =1 » Factors that determine pros and cons
Eco of land owners
no « Less than the » Influence of each factor on
mic Property Median=0 pros and cons
Cha | (Preliminary | « Exceeding the
ract Appraisal Median=1 4
erist Value) * The Median L. .
. = 477.880.000won @ Decision Tree Analysis(CRT)
B « Additional Share=0 » Decision-making structure
Additional | | Non Additional » Characteristics of groups with
Sharel® Share=0 strongest pros and cons
Land Area = fmi Figure 1. Analysis Method
» Road Wider less 4m
Frontage next to Land=0 AFOHX} . HE AA3EQ O] Al=HE A
Phy Condition | « Road Wider than 4m V. Atz - o g2 4324
sical next to Land=1
Ch
: 1 7|=5
ract : :
. . » Residential Purpose=0
erist Building X
. » Non-Residenta = [
ics Use | Purpose=1 ZlElE TAlSEEH|oe] BAiAl 852 &
33%8 227910] Alofl Trdsial, 67%21 5759
Aged — O] Afioll BHHSIACE ZISHoIM AFAR] Bt
Buildin -
° Uol= 5924401, FRIY) 56%Q] 478K0] Al
7O UlollAl AFshs Zies e ZRISE0
3. BAMHE MY A WEE BO Ai4aSAR: 20008 A
26%0IH, BEXl & 4FAE 5 66%G66E)7E F7H
TASHAANFO0) EX] B 49Kl Az H R0 Al ORIEE Y He o e ZeE L
O ZEQ JAREEe) TAE ulosy) Ystel BRI
(I DI} Zo] 25 BAS sy, B4 = =t SHoME EXQ] a2 1465201
WS SPSS 180 ALEILL 1EHolAE= B OIH, 4mOlel =0l Foh= 15=0] HRC] 48%
A E 42K AZ vilo] Qgake mxs = LERICE JeidE JRAE 5§ HIFASE A
A0S HAs] sl mAcEEEde  FES S 17%9) 149500, Zﬂ%‘?— o g
QNS 2O 1R BAE Fdeos  SIMEE 2858U0R LT
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Table 7. Descriptive Statistics

Variable Min Max Averag | Deviati
e on
Pros and 0 1 33 47
Cons
59. 13.
Age 19 97 2 35
ReS|deht|aI 0 1 56 297
Location
Rent 0 1 25| 43
Income
Property 0 1 .50 .500
Additional 0 1 6 473
Share
4. | 2688.0 146. 177.
Land Area 30 0 5) 30
Frontage
Condition 0 1 48 0
Euilding 0 1 17 38
Use
Aged 28. 10.
Building ? 34 58 58
2. APH%E . HE FERQ 2
TAEEHTY W BX & ARARR] AR
o ZEQ0 Wl gERS BAGY) s
RAIAE] SEAS AASECE SEHe 7t A
AV BOW UESHEW BAY e < 9

0.711== 0.80]ak

LIERSITE,

ZXKTolerance Nunber)ofl thgt o] B% 0.1
& 9Qla, EAEE]
2L TR 100Ttog =8l 71o] rlEdEA
e Q= AHor TASICk

86 | T=REAE, A513 1% (2016)

Z(Variance Inflation Factor)
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O

Hosmer&Lemeshow®] SO1EEZI0] 0223082 &

1 BX S
ARAL] Al - ol gete Tikle 28efl2
ZIRISFR] AFeIRIet BAISHY) SERML, 2
= Bt =0E SdolMes 8 s LEN
LE R 0%Uiol= BRISE) Atias W
Tk goke TXle Z219% UERIT ¥, SRt
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{IRN0.337), @EE=0.424), BEL(0.443), DEA
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Table 8. Result of Logistic Regression Analysis

Index Variable B Exp(B) Wals Sig
Personal Age -.002 .998 114 736
Characteristics Residential Location -1.088 .337 38.074 .000***
Rent Income -456 .634 3.752 .053*
Economic Property -757 469 9.731 002%**
Characteristics Additional Share -.859 424 13.056 .000***
Land Area .000 1.000 .284 .594
Physical Frontage Condition -.057 045 .096 757
Characteristics Building Use -.815 443 9.549 002%+*
Aged Building -.008 .992 .896 .344
Constant 1.330 3.782 9.538 .002
»*p<.01, *p<.05 *p<.l
-2Log likelihood : 878301
Model Chi-square : 196.355 (p-value .000)
Nagelkerke r-squared : .287
Hosmer&Lemeshow : p-value 223
Classification Accuracy of the Logistic Regression : 77.1%
3. QJAF2%HLIS(CART) &4 A, CRTS] LY F2Eet EX| & RA
o Algigt- W OEE ERSl: /ES B8l B

LIBOR OAFZEUIREA(CARDS] TERSE
o HE/IES Eol0l BAl 5 40K AR

LRE

(&)

Table 9. Accuracy of Decision Tree

Analysis(CRT)
Prediction Value

Index

Cons Pros Accuracy(%)
Cons 529 46 92.0%
Pros 160 117 42.2%
Total 80.9% 19.1% 75.8%
Case UP Node : 30 Down Node : 15
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T oAt

AeEiQolog

T Tl

o

ATl

Lt

A

FEARIO] HTiEOE 2 A9 AT
RIES] ARIZH

kg

A& 2Rt

=2 Jrozg

ZFA]

1O

2 1, HFAS Wk FA8
& olph ke Zlom & 4

297 5 BT WSl HEo)

| Sdol tist] 2A|GIACKIE

T & (& 57 AR

A OIIE 5S¢

AFole Bds

O

=)
&

He (L& 1907 FURRE glo] Al OREES i

D A
g 4 A4,

Folal, HIFEAS

=2

SRR =0, 70 Lol A

)

ASES £R5H 202 Uk

=



EASZEBU A EX| § AFX T BF GER0I0| BT AREA
FCt
Opposition ] Agreement Leor SHRKIo] duisor & 150] 82
""""""""""" JEED v &50] 52 2192 L=,
. Non o - I -
Additional Additional Additional | Additional Bzl g5by)ols £RKA0]) 24542 Jfdo)elS
Share <h Share Share o . - -
= = Floh= HRICE CIAEEE SIUQLHAIH2013)
Exceeding Residential | Without ), Hait A7 ol= g & ARG AS
Propert the : the _ -
PV Median | [locaton g |2 7t ol elasiol e ek =4
T OF =eJ7] miZoletal ol dfth &t 4Rkl A
R A HAR RIE0] B ZIERAICIERRE = 5
District -
. BRRE x HElS HiElgol gEke wong H)
aulding | o O™ fgo) Ue Aol SR Iu 248 2
2| pupose olo] xRe) FaEolol B ARl Sajo] Was

Figure 3. Summary of Characteristics for Each
Group

HE ARl i

AUAS 7IE
SMOJXIEE 107
s, Algo
1 52 Aoz S 7le] OlfERNE

T
2 ox
jo1e8
)
B

2 O VRlE FAISEEHITOC) Al OF she 0] HEE {0] OfEE 2dds 1
o AEIZEA 23 HIECE EXAl § ARAsel  FEL Al dsie 880] =2 2107 LE
- Hio] ggke tRle 9oss E4otIAL o9l W Ol ARRe dUREPIENE & O B2
on, A-EIE Qs Thsat At THABOR o ONIES Rs 4= Rl0], A

AW, Al & AFAE Al tholl geks = O] A2 THIUILE Al BAl ARARE0] I
Q01 ZIRISHR] AFRIRISH ARISER A &2 ARol|HL FVRES0] EASERE ot
AL QUIAS, BEE oA 540 858 4 EE BV |ob] miEeRE kL) v, 1]
ST g, Loleh EXUE, EeEE o, H B TR I Redt 38719 42 ofmlE Ut
= dare] =U1A B4e AR ARl 4 dee ot As] d'olA Rdsdo
dholl ke A S 21w LIEKITE ot skl tioh miEe Hop Algdol st

7N QOEEE= AR UolA AlF AFch= = ZQ= HOItL
SRAPE Y @ ARAF HOb Bt 8kE0] w2 A AR AEA BdEE J7PF
o= UK ol 719 Ul AFShe 2Rk SXi9 HisZRidEED ATghiAle] £ soid &
FARECR= AFof tigh Z40] A4, JAle] FA A9 fEE et Aol 59 2HE0] =
e tel fASH = Helaeh2008), oAl SIRCLHAREr 2008), 432N HIFAS nRAT
(2013)2] A7et sPe HoP| mieoltal ¥ & FASHUR: Piiiske 480 =2 Ze= 1t

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol.51 No.I (2016) | 89



(=] o:i: ° :I'l'xl':é':

ERACE Ol EA9F SAPIE 3¢ Sedgss &€ aRAEY AF, dRSd 82 AlEE #4s &

T Q= 2] Hlsi OERES] JYid HAHIS B oot nipo] Heg Zojth

= olofl TIRIA] Hap] HiEe® EEL 2 e AJEIRAE JEE
el o, AEiRARE Al EA ®

=R, 2800 HE AIRE - tof] PRl dgF Y=
e OAFX, @FEHg, Q8% @FAKL & £ SHCE L ER BgA0E Fi F090
IS =02 UEITE & 719 o] AFstd e 797 &g S /g Zloltt &Eét
EXl & ARAPE 79 92 o) mw), T o JI0EE et ARESS] SR TelE EAE
QRIFTHE AIRITHOlA] HHOR ofHo] ME & AEHFoTe ARIEAS Al B8ainE
E0] 718 =& Zlolth KAl AUl FAZ Adstkstiz 2ol SR

A, EX & &FANE GAHEE Al 371 B £ 7KL It 2 dlolke Zate] Akt
=7 AEORE 7 460l skl ler, th AlElde Hrt =017] Qo] Al taRE &t
BOTE= AFR|, BLAPL 8 ¢OF UERIE 8 ¢ Feg Zojtt

OREOR AR Agko] 71 =2 JFS
Al OHIE AFE 96l FlEde Hesh, o) FL EA X FA2d BulY AL 2=

_ 2. SOFYH 2013.07.23 "@aY ARI0AM O 22|

Qo AFsh= 54 Holal, Algey &gkl 7t M7|2 .. ZtE0| SR} mOo|hME=A 2013.06.18

o 71 BgQio] A oWiEE HES 28 RO|Z MWHE MHF TS, ofmE of
Y PgeR Hite &% 55"
a L, SHRRI0] A, 79 UolM AF AT w3 Me2AQ "HITY MEIEAE FXYYY, TE
= . - "ERZHZE Qe LD ERIEHTE Qe
S, HIFAG 1528 ARk 210 Uekth o tio) Maes At S
oo EAZfeRIAsol (RS A JHEHel ¥
- HAZ(hE +ESIY FEHHED 27X HE
2. *IAI‘E‘ u*' E?’P—I ol_l-zll AL MNSI 2 & EX| £ AS%}

In

'3

o|lAs=d= MHSIRICL O A TH|2 30%0[
Aol Zike St B W, A wele L B T e
2 gu7Y Age 9t @de 2k, EXC FYuH R 2/ V2 FYEHSS A4S
iy libey = = = o
Be, =20 HEOK. ASl U UEES WHE G g wEa saw = 8 sone
5 B0 ¥20) RY Qaglol BN B AR SO%O B A B4 2 AAN9) Sxolo
A2 A & -t 28e o RYe) =218~y H%HAI, 5)14:Er1:;_3_0. IH7H_;£-EJ§EH_7|(_A;AH_|H.A-IJ
O B0l O ARSI HEE, SRR Be| RS Aled sesd B
A 9 BNSE0) BOE Q0108 ABHL U T L i miostn st o o A
Ak Of LMK Y ShEO| S LAY 8O
o dgoAl BolH QT BSE cheol FHIT OB ORI 22w Leaiaveane.oan
ojo] RAHRT, o= FRI BHNGS] FA|, F ENTYSR WM, oS So Suasl O

S MEE AT YRS

(ML R Bl

F6. SR, ZEHSEIEHS) 7|28

F7. RXAETES Al BHRUHE) B0 Cf
Hosmer&Lemeshow?| £9o|=t&710| 0.0160|H, &

s AREE B YRR olofRl=
SR AREATiaL TR Ojof FHIAY
2 B AEsRE 71E ol Al Z21E Q9

oo
o D o
S =

90 | T=REAE, A513 1% (2016)



ENBZHHINYS| EX| 5 AQK - 4 FYRQAG B MY
EE(H|8) B50 R8I 00102 BF 005 Y N ZEY EYHE YsEyvlol 85%2
SO} 30 BHO| HBEIt ROfSiR| ¥k HoR ANSIEE 513 L.
=

=&}

RAT|EYHEFEY Y S0E HYIIES HUH
BigdE =YS| B0 ZIEdts ZAEA
BlOM SRA52=2 HASHRD, "ASHBE|FE
ZFABIE(PIRY” ALt Ao S| FHIHH/E2
&5 g2 AFESHE RUCL

F9. 7t2lE EAEEEH Y Lol= Sttel A= 2t

%4 10MICH O|MQ| ZEOR LEFOIM ACias
O 3A Zdste ZYA=(EY)0| L+ =3}

QUL ZHHE 27O 2 HU2521E0|
= LIEFLIO] RS2 SEEE 4

ga=9 dY7|I=E2

THRSES SEESRE FAMQ013, MEAAMEL

=)'E HZTSCL

. ZtEISEAEAEE| T AT HAEAE ARAS
9| Z=E0| Oftl FREXFEIAZ, 2|57
o =YHHE X EX & 2RA JHEEEHS2
THRISHIH ST T AIEFTHEeE 89

- EXAH PHEN Al 23 B5E0] ME =2
HTRAE 7KL AS FR0s B dES
MOl EXEHA =, ZLMESFI0| Aol
OfgA =1 FHF =40 Hie AXA =9
A==0f CHSt 0| SHSYTICHET - BHRIRL,
2006). A EL0] 080|401 B H7to| o
ZH0| O =S OH(M™EfA 2104), 0.8 EE= 09 O]
0| £ CIESMEE 7K 2 s A2z
THOILHO|- Y2 2005, O[SH4| - X|Z 2011).

F2 SYu$ 05384 33
4 = ZE S
& X} VIF
Lto| 804 1.244
HZ=2| K| 856 1168
QATYAE 791 1.264
ERALAL 446 2.240
e 446 2.244
EX|BA 826 1.210
T 807 1.239
2 & 739 1352
HASAEE 786 1972

T T Bp®2 42 OE SYE9
SICHL 2 0 3tLte] S gro| Hisit F
el Hao| s
=

Ml

091 HEHArZSE

H
0

lf

o4

N

i
rir

ox

do

el LIF2£0]
Chof &2 =EECH L& 20l 121 HEHAIYE
Aol £ =80l B HU7HE UEPHCHY =

Q|2 2010, MEfH| 2014).

. A=2o| W@ AMIATE 28580(0, BT
B ADUTE 3521H2 MIINOR o Lok
HOR LIEHHTY.

Z15. MSAl MEREAL TH0|ZEIQ TEOIN EYHA

1,

5. OfeliA, 2013.

16, FHIAIQOR Ol FREM HAHE 47§BEO|
RZEL, MEAl A B BATIZHS 36
NEZ HIFIE HHRO| £8RHE BATIZ SO
SFUEIZ RAIOF e Ao FOP Lk

I8ES

References
2 - s} - W, 2007, “FERAL T ) &
RSaR10] ZeRH Allo) thet 2t oAl

QQlo] Tt A7, IHEAE]) |, 42(7): 95-106.
Kim, Y-G, Kim, J-H and Nam, J, 2007,
“Identification of Factors Affecting House Owner's
Decision Making on a Housing Redevelopment
Project”, Journal of Korea Planning Association,
42(7): 95-106.

A - WR 01, 2015, “Al2A] SEIRNE 3=

EIRAZANY FREAH0) YEE tRle QQIEAY
IZEAZ] |, 50(5): 169-185.
Kim, T-S, Nam, J and Lee, D-G , 2015. “Analysis

of Factors affecting the Decision-making on the

’

Promotion of Housing Redevelopment and Housing
Reconstruction Project”, Journal of Korea Planning
Association, 50(5): 169-185.

. EE - EOIKE, 2006, “FEAPILT o] MRS}

7hrol ke 2R el
&), 43(1): 69-83.

Nam, J, Hwang, In-ja, 2006, “A Study on the
Determinant Factors of the Rental Housing

ok SF,

FEA

Choice of Tenants in the Housing Redevelopment
Area’, Journal of Korea Planning Association,
43(1): 69-83.

. OIE8 - z|nist - O]k, 2007. “HlolH njold %

g5 &0t ORIE 71Ho)S0] et ¢, =&
&), 42(4): 135-148.

Lee, J-YM, Choi, M-H and Lee, S-Y, 2007, “A
Study on the Forecasting Model of Apartment
Price Based on Data Mining”, Journal of Korea
Planning Association, 42(4): 135-148.

IHEAl 20 AEHISTIH A

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol51 No.l (2016) | 91



4z - IxE
ORE Q01 B4, 9. FaiE, 2015. “HolE Hloldg o185t k= 7H+ &

FrI91Hs| SolofHo] Heks
AEATEhL CA[TSIHEH AAEIe=E.

Yi, H-S, 2013, “Analysis of Factors Affecting on
Residents' Inclination for Redevelopment Project”,

Master's degree Dissertation, University of Seoul.
. 8L 2008, "HEFEHR] FEHARAHIALIGOIA A

SAe] BoloiR AERe BA, REAS)
43(1): 89-99.

Yim, Y-H, 2008, “Analyzing the Determinants
of Land Owner's Agreement in Detached
Housing Renewal Projects”, Journal of Korea
Planning Association, 43(1): 83-99.

. QI 2013, TAIEA] EHIAIGSMAC] AlGETOIR
of) thet FhitelAL Ao NRl= FERQ! 24, A
SAHMEk. EAISTiEkR AlAlekele.

Yim, Y-G, 2013, “An analysis of the influence
factors on the decision making process whether to
proceed with projects in Seoul's redevelopment
districts”, Master's degree Dissertation, University

of Seoul.
CABHE 2014, "OABELERAS =5 248 0}

TE AFAITHe] o5} ElE%_%l AEQ0T i
A=SRl=EHAEA)] |, 309): 45-56.

Jang, H-D, 2014, “Determinants of Intention to
Small
Medium-Sized Apartments Using Decision-tree
Analysis”, Journal of the Architectural Institute
of Korea Planning & Design, 30(9): 45-56.

;

Moving and Remodeling in and

92 | T=REAE, A513 1% (2016)

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

245 BAof| #Ag A, =EAE), 502
227-241.

Chun, H-J, 2015, “A Study on Korean Household
Income Using Data Mining”, Journal of Korea
Planning Association, 50(2): 227-241.
SHIEEAIFEIZAL 2013, VRIBAEHISZIR T
N e TS TR VA

Korea Land & Housing Corporation, 2013, Business
Promotion Strategy of Garibong Urban
Redevelopment District, Gyeonggi..

HS - A4 - FolA], 2013, [0 SPSS of3)
o &8, A& shil

Park, S-H, Kim, S-S and Hwang, H-S, 2013.
Understanding and utilizing SPSS Advanced,
Seoul: Han Na Rae

AERR], 2014, 1271912 SARA) , A& SRIAL
Seong, T-J, 2014. FEasy Statistical Analysis,
Seoul: Hack Ji Sa.

olek] - QIXIE, 2009. TSPSS MRy , A7IE:
HEAL
Yi, H-S, Im, J-H 2009 SPSS Manual,

Gyenggi: Beop Mun Sa..

XS, 2013 HoEHold 71da
2 S,

Jeon, C-H, 2013. Data Mining Techniques and
Applications’, Seoul: Han Na Rae.

e }\—]

[Sx=3

Date Received 2015-11-09
Date Reviewed 2015-12-21
Date Accepted 2015-12-21
Date Revised 2016-01-20
Final Received 2016-01-20



	도시환경정비사업의 토지 등 소유자 찬ㆍ반 영향요인에 관한 사례분석
	Abstract
	Ⅰ. 서론
	Ⅱ. 이론 및 선행연구
	Ⅲ. 분석의 틀
	Ⅳ. 사업찬ㆍ반 영향요인 실증분석
	Ⅴ. 결론
	인용문헌 References


