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A Study on the Difference of Perceptions on Urban Regeneration
depending on Resident Characteristics
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to find out the differences of perceptions on urban
regeneration issues by resident characteristics in Daegu. Survey questionnaires were
composed of 7 questionnaires in 4 fields — perception to residential environment & urban
regeneration, the most important issue in urban regeneration and type of implementation.
Total 2,016 surveys were selected, and the independent-sample t-testt ANOVA, post-hoc
analysis, and chi-square analysis were applied for analyses. Results showed that gender, age,
houisng type, ownership and residence periods statistically influenced on the perception to
residential environment & urban regeneration, the most important issue in urban
regeneration and type of implementation. Especially, resident's housing type and residence
periods showed statistically significant in  six questions except type of implementation and the
most important urban regeneration issue respectively. Age groups also showed significant
differences in five questions except satisfaction to physical environments and necessity of urban
regeneration. Gender and ownership showed only differences in three questions. Results showed
that considering resident's characteristics are important when urban policy makers prepare for
strategic urban regeneration plan.
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Table 1. Survey Questionnaires

Questionnaires
HAFEEEY Clizt 214l Al. AZFEHE0 Cist AR A Pride on the community
Perception to residential A2, 22|2Z0]| ChPt BEE X Satisfaction to physical environment
environments
FHAALRH O ClHzt 214l Bl FOIEQ Z= Q4 Necessity of residents’ participation
Perception to urban B2. XA E QL4 Necessity of urban regeneration
regeneration B3. FOl=lEs £ 0 9|A} Intention to resident’s activity
CL 7|8 H(e g, FHE, S, Aotk §) FH| Organize SOC
C2. Fgt|(X| 2702k &H2I0M, B2 4 5) Home repair
C3. 0278 S4dAI(ESAIYR, 2Es MX| 5) Community business
C4 UL ZZAM(HEE, Ofal, AXLX 5) X|R Resident education program
. Xas U EFAT AFSZHYUOIIE, sl 7|sAf 224 =4 §) =4
Affordable housing
Co. Hz| W wEo=FH P A2l ZEGCCV, uStEAlYd HXl J) Safe
street from crime
C7. A =3 Market revitalization
C8. EX|A|M(0|2I0|R, BA2L, EX|T, oFsME 5) AX| Welfare facilities
C9. EFIA| M (A2 2AHE 5) AX| Cultural facilities
ClO u|x|/u|x-|i JIM(E A, HH| ) Organize vacant houses or stores

=AY SEAY
Most Important urban
regeneration issue

L SSA2/FUAY (50| A28t GMX e, 20| AgE F7) Plan
& budget by government and action by resident : G(P,B)&R(A)
D2. FUAZAIY/SSAIR (FUO| A=t AT F= SS0[ ofttE X[)
Plan & action by resident, and budget by government : G(B)&R(PA)
D3. &&- x”'ﬁlgl/llxl"l/x”l/\f (&4t FRU0| g A==+8, 30| oits
T A|RHAHALY Z=XISHER A&, F90| AMYES ZFZF) Plan by government & resident, budget by
Type of Implementation government, and action by resident : G(P,B)&R(P,A)
D4 ZZ-FOAZY/KQ/AIY (BRI F0I0| A HE4T, oA 9 AFQF)

Plan, budget, and action by government & resident : G(P,B,A)&R(P,B,A)
D5. S3AE-X|&-AtY/FRIALE (S30] A=, oMX|Y, Atg=rlg Fx, FF
0| At2<Ygh Plan, budget, and action by government, and advice by resident

G(P,B,A)&R(Advice)

[
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Table 2. Respondents Characteristics
Frequency(%) |
Male 819(40.6)
Gender Female 1,197(59.4)
20s 171(8.5)
30s 337(16.7)
Age 40s 527(26.1)
50s 581(28.8)
Over 60 400(19.8)
Less than 2yrs 145(7.2)
. 2 - Syrs 426(21.1)
Reps'd.e';lce 5 - 10yrs 425(21.1)
eno 10 - 20yrs 566(28.1)
over 20yrs 454(22.5)
Housing Apartment 1,120(55.6)
Type Single Family 896(44.4)
Owner- Own 1,505(74.7)
ship Rent 511(25.3)
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Table 3. Statistically significant perception to residential environment and urban regeneration
questionnaire by respondent’'s gender, housing type and ownership

e Total Gender Housing Type . Ownership
Male Female | Apartment | S.Family Own Rent
Al AZEHo| st Average | 2.66 2.65 2.66 2.73 2.57 2.71 2.50
At&4l Pride on the Count | 1919 784 1,135 1072 847 1,426 493
community t-value : -0.450 4.981" -6.077"
A2. Eo|Edo st Average | 2.27 221 2.30 2.48 199 2.30 2.16
Q=T Satisfaction to Count | 1,883 770 1113 1,056 827 1,396 487
physical environment t-value : -2.470" 14.428" -3.747"
Bl 0IEY Zoy Average [ 3.05 3.04 3.05 2.98 313 3.06 3.02
Necessity of residents’ Count | 2,010 815 1,195 1119 891 1,501 509
participation t-value | - -0.087 -4.879" -1.083
B2. TMAIY EHay Average | 3.10 3.11 3.10 2.99 3.25 3.09 3.12
Necessity of urban Count | 1,809 740 1,069 1,032 777 1,356 453
regeneration t-value : 0.424 -8.044" -0.732
B3. F0IEE EO{O|A}L  |Average| 2.66 2.69 2.65 2.60 2.74 2.68 2.62
Intention to resident’s Count | 1,987 808 1179 1,108 879 1,484 503
activity t-value 1.498 -4.314" 1.541

X ¥ p<0l, ** : p<005 SAMCE GOt IE2 S X2 Statistically significant groups expressed in shaded section
6k 20T VERTH(Table 3) FX). Bie Md Xol= glou FARE ' 459

Hrb FAEoR AWEE, AFEEo] gt A o mE AIE HAtE WA ORIE AFARRE A

pis}

Table 4. Statistically significant perception to residential environment and urban regeneration
questionnaire by respondent’'s age and residence periods

Age Residence Periods

20s | 30s | 40s | 50s | >60 | <2 | 2~5 | 5~10 [10~20| >20
AL AHZEHO| thpt [Average| 2.66| 2.59| 248| 262| 2.75| 2.77| 256| 256| 260 2.74| 2.74
Kt5 Al Pride on the | Count | 1919| 168| 334 507 541| 369 142| 405| 413] 542 417
community F-value | - 11.663" 6.914"
A2. =2l 4o tipt [Average | 2.27| 235| 227| 229| 2.26| 220] 207| 230 240 233 2.08
Q=T Satisfaction Count | 1,883 164 329| 498| 534| 358 139| 402| 402| 531| 409
to physical

environments
Bl 0IEN ZQ4 |Average| 3.05| 299| 293 3.04( 305| 316| 297 3.01| 3.00| 3.06| 313
Residents’ Count | 2010 171| 336| 527| 579| 397 145| 424| 425| 564| 452
participation F-value | - 5.984" 2.968"
B2. XAl 24 |Average| 3.10( 310 3.07| 3.10| 3.08[ 316| 317| 311| 3.05[ 3.06| 318
Necessity of urban Count | 1,809| 163| 317| 479] 515) 335 136] 390| 389| 506 383

Questionnaire Total

F-value | - 1.272 12.147"

regeneration F-value | - 0.986 2.716"
B3. Fol=EtE Average| 2.66| 255 259| 273| 270 264| 266| 262 268| 259 279
ZH0{ 9| A} Intention Count |1987| 170 334 40 573| 389 145| 424 420| 552 446
to resident's activity | F-value | - 3.561" 5.445"

X * o p<01, ** : p<0.05
X AISEMZAN CI2 Ky = 2Z7|2t0ED} APHE 20| 122 29 X2|g Based on Post-hoc analysis, statistically
significant groups among all age groups or residence period groups expressed in shaded section
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Table 5. Statistically significant the most important urban regeneration issue questionnaire by

respondent’s gender,

housing type, and ownership

Total Gender Housing Type Ownership
Male Female Apart. S.Family Own Rent
CL 7|HtA1d FH| 772 324 448 398 374 551 221
Organize SOC (38.3%) (39.6%) (37.4%) (35.5%) (41.7%) (36.6%) (43.2%)
C2. &gl 82 34 48 35 47 55 27
Home repair (4.1%) (4.2%) (4.0%) (3.1%) (5.2%) (3.7%) (5.3%)
G OF27|Y SHAY 98 47 51 58 40 75 23
Comm. business (4.9%) (5.7%) (4.3%) (5.2%) (45%) (5.0%) (4.5%)
G4 F0ng Z2Y 135 53 82 9 39 106 29
Resident education (6.7%) (6.5%) (6.9%) (8.6%) (44%) (7.0%) (5.7%)
5 Xa5F5 HE3Th 135 64 71 63 72 91 44
Affordable housing (6.7%) (7.8%) (5.9%) (5.6%) (8.0%) (6.0%) (8.6%)
C6. QrHB A2 =Y 423 145 278 246 177 337 86
Safe street (21.0%) (17.7%) (23.2%) (22.0%) (19.8%) (22.4%) (16.8%)
C7. o3 43t 103 38 65 58 45 75 28
Market revitalization (5.1%) (4.6%) (54%) (5.2%) (5.0%) (5.0%) (5.5%)
C8. EX[AE HX| 81 38 43 52 29 69 12
Welfare facilities (4.0%) (4.6%) (3.6%) (4.6%) (3.2%) (4.6%) (2.3%)
Co. EstAE HX| 130 48 82 91 39 104 26
Cultural facilities (6.4%) (5.9%) (6.9%) (8.1%) (44%) (6.9%) (5.1%)
C10. BIE/HI™E )M
Oraanize vacant 54 27 27 20 34 40 14
9 (2.7%) (3.3%) (2.3%) (1.8%) (3.8%) (2.7%) (2.7%)
house/store
3 1 2 3 0 2 1
7|EF Others (0.1%) (0.1%) (0.2%) (0.3%) (0.0%) (0.1%) (0.2%)
st Sum 2,016 819 1,197 1,120 896 1,505 511
= (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%)
Pearson Chi-Square . ¥’(10)=17.224 ¥*(10)=53.098" ¥2(10)=24.504"

* 1 p<0.1, ** : p<0.05
X HIEATt 52 49l 4
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Table 6. Statistically significant the most important urban regeneration issue questionnaire by
respondent’s age, and residence period

Total Age Residence Period

20s 30s 40s 50s >60 <2 2~5 | 5~10 |10~20| >20
CL 7|HtA|d FH] 772 55 118 | 207 | 233 159 57 163 156 | 215 181
Organize SOC (38.3%) [(32.2%) | (35.0%) |(39.3%) | (40.1%) | (39.8%) | (39.3%) | (38.3%) | (36.7%) | (38.0%) | (39.9%)
Q2. =2 82 8 11 21 22 20 6 21 17 19 19
Home repair 41%) | (47%) | 33%) | (4.0%) | 3.8%) | (5.0%) | (4.1%) | (4.9%) | (4.0%) | (3.4%) | (4.2%)
G Or27|Y SHAE | 98 1 16 25 41 15 4 20 21 30 23
Comm. business 4.9%) | (0.6%) | @7%) | 4.7%) | 7.1%) | (3.8%) | (2.8%) | (4.7%) | (4.9%) | (53%) | (5.1%)
C4 g T2 [ 135 10 14 42 35 34 7 28 28 44 28
Resident education (67%) | (5.8%) | 4.2%) | (8.0%) | (6.0%) | (8.5%) | (4.8%) | (6.6%) | (6.6%) | (7.8%) | (6.2%)
C5 M55 AFE37H| 135 11 21 38 34 31 9 22 30 46 28

Affordable housing (67%) | (6.4%) | (6.2%) | 7.2%) | (5.9%) | (7.8%) | (6.2%) | (5.2%) | (7.1%) | (8.1%) | (6.2%)
C6. QHHBE Az = 423 46 81 101 112 83 32 99 81 116 95

Safe street (21.0%) ((26.9%) | (24.0%) |(19.2%) | (19.3%) | (20.8%) | (22.1%) | (23.2%) (19.1%) | (20.5%) | (20.9%)
7. A g3t 103 9 15 25 38 16 6 17 26 28 26
Market revitalization | (5.1%) | (5.3%) | (4.5%) | (4.7%) | 6.5%) | (4.0%) | (4.1%) | (4.0%) | (6.1%) | (4.9%) | (5.7%)
C8. EX|AlE HX| 81 7 13 20 19 22 5 15 21 24 16
Welfare facilities 4.0%) | (4.1%) | 3.9%) | (3.8%) | 3.3%) | (5.5%) | (3.4%) | 3.5%) | (4.9%) | (4.2%) | (3.5%)
C9. =t E 4K 130 19 35 37 29 10 9 29 37 34 21
Cultural facilities (6.4%) |(11.1%) |(10.4%) | (7.0%) | (5.0%) | (2.5%) | (6.2%) | (6.8%) | (8.7%) | (6.0%) | (4.6%)

Clo. gig/Higaz 74
. 54 5 10 11 18 10 9 11 8 9 17
Organize vacant

(2.7%) | (2.9%) | 3.0%) | (21%) | 3.1%) | (2.5%) | (6.2%) | (2.6%) | (1.9%) | (1.6%) | (3.7%)

house/store

7|E} Others 3 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
(0.1%) | (0.0%) | (0.9%) | (0.0%) | (0.0%) | (0.0%) | (0.7%) | (0.2%) | (0.0%) | (0.2%) | (0.0%)

S Sum 2,016 171 337 527 581 400 145 426 425 566 454

(100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%)
Pearson Chi-Square . ¥’(40)=81.773** X*(40)=37.872

* 1 p<01, ** : p<0.05
¥ BT = —LEO A2 AN 252 SEXN2| 2 Four fields based on the frequency expressed in shaded section

of tieh AR, FEIEGe] Hed, Frlgks Fo Auby Zvjetdol tigh BREEe AlEAIY 22
Al A AFTIE RN SARCE 9 4 Hiside AFVRI TE Aot SAFLR

Ak APl HRALE FAECR ATH, Ade  RonehA Vet dvka Foiekdol dis) 2
500 OlJOIALE AFTIHO] 106 Oldel S|APE  mITOLL 20 Ol AT Feole TEEVY
AR CR AFergo] tigh ARA0] =2 Zlor B Z10% LENIOH, AldAIie] oMol el
LIESITE FHIE0l9] FQdo] teiils dde Al 58 Oleh = 208 o AFAPE © HQ
60t OJ&IOTALE AF=7IRE0] 2018 OlefQl SHAPE  oftial SHsIIT

AECR =4 LERCH, Fugks ZHojoAl|
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Table 7. Statistically significant Type of Implementation questionnaire by respondent's gender,
housing type, and ownership

Total Gender Housing Type Ownership
Male Female Apart. S.Family Own Rent
DLESAHE-X|&/F DAY 189 96 93 102 87 138 51
G(P,B)&R(A) (94%) | (11L7%) | (7.8%) (9.1%) (9.7%) (92%) | (10.0%)
D2.F0AE- ALY/ S S| 242 98 144 137 105 190 52
G(B)&R(P,A) (12.0%) | (12.0%) | (120%) | (122%) | (117%) | (12.6%) | (10.2%)
D3.a3a-FAE/SS XY/ ALY 583 227 356 311 272 429 154
G(P,B)&R(P.A) (289%) | 77%) | (297%) | (278%) | (304%) | (285%) | (30.1%)
D45 5-FRAE/X|&I/AY 401 160 241 222 179 296 105
G(P,BA&R(P,B,A) (19.9%) | (19.5%) | (201%) | (19.8%) | (20.0%) | (19.7%) | (20.5%)
D5. 5 S A S -X| /- AL/ 2IALE 541 218 323 319 222 409 132
G(P,BA)&R(Advice) (268%) | (266%) | (27.0%) | (285%) | (24.8%) | (272%) | (25.8%)
59Tt Non-response 60 20 40 29 31 43 17
Tl P (3.0%) (2.4%) (3.3%) (2.6%) (3.5%) (2.9%) (3.3%)
St7 Sum 2,016 819 1,197 1,120 896 1,505 511
= (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%)
Pearson Chi-Square . ¥*(5)=10.0227" X*(5)=5.277 x*(5)=3.2125

X * o p<01, ** : p<0.05
X HEpT7b 52 MY 27| eS8 88X 2 Two forms based on the frequency expressed in shaded section
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Table 8. Statistically significant Type of Implementation questionnaire by respondent’s age, and

residence period

Total Age Residence Period
20s 30s 40s 50s >60 <2 2~5 | 5~10 | 10~20| >20
SAHZR /T | 189 20 33 47 58 31 16 46 40 49 38
+o+ G(P.B)&R(A) (9.4%) |(11.7%)| 9.8%) | (8.9%) [(10.0%)| (7.8%) |(11.0%)|(10.8%) | (9.4%) | (8.7%) | (8.4%)
FUAEAME/ES | 242 21 48 51 73 49 18 62 44 67 51
x|<>4 G(B)&R(P,A) (12.0%) [(12.3%) [(14.2%) | (9.7%) (12.6%) |(12.3%) | (12.4%) | (14.6%) |(10.4%) |(11.8%) |(11.2%)
D3 Z2D_Z=0|H % /DD
Xlo;:;,jm Al S 583 63 8 | 162 | 157 | 115 | 30 125 | 117 | 165 | 146
SPERRTA (28.9%) ((36.8%) | (25.5%) |(30.7%) | (27.0%) | (28.8%) | (20.7%) | (29.3%) |(27.5%) | (29.2%) | (32.2%)
DA.sa-F0A=/X| /| 401 35 94 106 94 72 43 81 102 94 81
AFSl G(PBA&R(P,BA) [(19.9%) |(20.5%) |(27.9%) [(20.1%) |(16.2%) | (18.0%) |(29.7%) | (19.0%) | (24.0%) | (16.6%) | (17.8%)
D522 A 3K & AFRl/
7<|:||0er7:” &g 541 31 72 144 | 184 | 110 36 105 | 108 | 170 | 122
TEAlE , (26.8%) [(18.1%) |(21.4%) |(27.3%) | (31.7%) | (27.5%) | (24.8%) | (24.6%) | (25.4%) | (30.0%) | (26.9%)
G(P,B,A)&R(Advice)
S9CF Non-response 60 1 4 17 15 23 2 7 14 21 16
TeR P (3.0%) | (0.6%) | (1.2%) | 3.2%) | 2.6%) | (5.8%) | (1.4%) | (1.6%) | (3.3%) | (3.7%) | (3.5%)
St7 Sum 2016 | 171 | 337 | 527 | 581 | 400 | 145 | 426 | 425 | 566 | 454
= (100%) |(100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (1L00%) | (100%) | (100%)
Pearson Chi-Square . ¥*(20)=59.936" ¥’(20)=34.661"

X * o p<01, ** : p<005

X HIE =7} zo A2 27 =2 29X 2 Two forms based on the frequency expressed in shaded section
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