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The Effects of Diversity and Residential Segregation on Social Trust
- Focused on Nationality Diversity and Residential Segregation -
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate the effects of nationality diversity and
residential segregation on social trust. Nationality diversity was expected to have a
negative impact on social trust by inducing differences in values, language, culture, and
religion among groups and residence segregation was expected to have a negative effect
on social trust by restricting contact with people belonging to out-groups, which is
essential for eliminating prejudices or stereotypes among the groups. In order to assess
nationality diversity and residence separation, the number of foreigners by region(Gu and
Dong) and nationality was used, and the Seoul Survey which has 46,837 records was
used to measure the level of social trust at the individual level. Ordinal logistic
regression models were set up to examine the effects of nationality diversity, residential
segregation, and income inequality on social trust. The analysis showed that diversity
appears to have less effect on trust when controlling for income equality and it seems
that the differences in socioeconomic status and characteristics by nationalities like
values, language, religion, and culture both have negative effects on social trust.
However, residential segregation has a negative and steady impact on trust regardless of
regional income inequality.
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S 719 RAAH TAE S8t HEl9 dRl= 1
QIIRIAZL dutskdg 7Kl Z=th dE £0
AEIE AEe HE dAEe 7K AeE U
RIRIZHPutnam, 2000) HHAZ Ol2{sh HAQ] WAy
OlLt Hxlof thst Fe20] ARIE 4lzlo] HEA
Q1 dgks AR S Rtk ol HIISH] 915
o] F7HR o2 WAl tiet Fes HeE FY
sl slig Weo A JHFETe o=
ZAIAZ] wioll Zh 7Rl WAol thel
1 79 WA thst Fego] sYE 20|

2131 FhEs & EsIr
A5 40l B9I0] BRSOk WA B o
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Zohl Qe ART W WEEE ok o A
RIDE FAION 7 KoY B 4A5E
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HeHE s5g SAle] flsto] 59| olitE 7t
S FESIQL " Alee 20158 7IE oHlE
AAEl7F DBE 018351t

ALslAH (Table 1)0] RS 7|1F08 &
9 SHAL OIEY, 8o thgh Q14 &
S Wk Aol ARE olgsiden A
E4 & £91 olmlE 7He A7t DBE At
1 =4 Tieky 9 AFA] B He0] 75
ole MEEA AFRE 0183t

(Figure 1)& AISAHOJoIA] LEERS WA ARt
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1. 5 Fo

Table 1. Variable definition

28 EES = e
__ Class Variable Definition Measure
S S AR Tifet Mz| | = ARl et Al & 58 M
dependent var. | trust.others level of trust on strangers 5 points
g4 SEA g€ (H4=0, 0Ig=1) ERISES
sex sex of respondent (male=0, female=1) dummy
A SEA oF HE A
age age of respondent ratio
HZE RY (1. TE3H, 2. OHI}E, 3, CHMCHFE, 4.
HERY IS FEl/EL, 5. 7|Eh Hrd
h.class housing type (1. house, 2. apartment, 3. multi-family 5 factors
house, 4. town house, 5. other types)
He /Y (10 A21E, 2 TAM, 3. 253 A= M, 4
HRed 253 2= 2AM HEH
h.occupy occupancy type (1. own, 2. jeonse, 3. rent with 4 factors
deposit, 4. rent without deposit)
s $£F (1. X5%u £Y, 2. 3w £Y, 3.
nSsW £, 4. st Y, 5. Cistn Y
M 6. gt +=2&Y HEy
education level of education (1. elementary school, 2. middle 6 factors
school, 3. high school, 4. college,
5. university, 6. graduate school)
a5 Ihtas HE HE
SEA 7H avg.income income level of household ratio
£4 Fu (1. AW, 20 2w, 3. MFW, 4. |0, 5. 7|E, 6,
individual =0 A —
characteristics | © religion of respondent (1. Protestantism, 2. Buddhism, ore
religion . o 6 factors
3. Catholic, 4. Confucianism,
5. other types, 6. none)
o
STHES2 B2 | qux sge we 2y LIPS
== help received — when you need money dummy
help.money
Hol ZASTE | 49 X - 255F UEE T
gol.society quality of live - affiliated group 5 points
Hojet tHgE = | Holg HHZSs 5 HE HE
social.activity number of social activities participated ratio
BN EMX (1. '*‘I%, 2. 47|, ¢IH, 3. Hi==J) s
place of birth (1. Seoul, 2. SMA except for Seoul, 3.
hometown ) 3 factors
other regions)
MEAR Rt MEAY X 108 M
seoul.pride pride in Seoul 10 points
HE7|1 2 HZFEI|ZE (Tl 7HE) HENE
residence.period residence period (unit: month) ratio
108 = ME 7R | 108 & ME AF o 58 AME
live.future willingness to live in Seoul in the future 5 points
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H 1. = Fol (A1)
Table 1. Variable definition (cont.)

EE EES 29 He
Class Variable Definition Measure
HSfA D=5
SRS ERE - | vuey nas - 5K 5% A=
HEX| o .
. satisfaction on walking environment(residential area) 5 points
walk.resid
sZ0|| Tyt HallslAd OIEL - N
ol A|fﬁ o HHBH EE - AL S8 HE
s satisfaction on walking environment(city) 5 points
individual walk.city
; sl OtEL -
perception on Hdeg iR LSS OHEE . Opz e
environments | OFZt o i ) .
. satisfaction on walking environment(night) 5 points
walk.night
Yo Ciet 248 | "o oot FHS 58 Ak
threat.crime risk perception on crime 5 points
=S¢l OfItE 7H4 =S¢l OfItE 7tH4 HE HE
median.price median price of apartments ratio
Xt £41 =5 oy Rlo] of =5 Crs Hg A&
. _|I HHI degree of diversity by nationality ratio
regonal TN JiEx] 22| | A9 U =82 AFA| 2o HE H&
characteristics . N .
MEI degree of residential segregation by nationality ratio
L25=YS 252YS - AUA= HE HE
Gini Gini coefficients (income inequality) ratio

| 01201 Q179] Higo] e
AEES F2 QEET 2ET 127 57 8

&3 glon g, FET, ey
So| A< dig ATl 43 WHEO

=+ HIgo] Hrks Zle & = ok

| Q= &

- 0.004480163
I 0.004480164 - 0.006470772
0.006470773 - 0.008597737
0.008597738 - 0.010916938
0.010916939 - 0.013031026|
0.013031027 - 0.016812659
0.016812660 - 0.022992140
0.022992141 - 0.038101884|
I 0.038101885 - 0.091450066

a8 1. AR

(Figure 2= AE5

HA] 42470

o Hlge ek Jgwol Be

Aole WS

thH] 21=¢]

52 |

5 &A 9 o) 9101 917 HIE0]
£ Ao, RENOR Uehd xjoje
Q17 HIBO] L2 R|ojg ojnjsick

TZEAZ, M523 43 (2017)

BE MBIE A2 $F
Figure 1. Average trust level by Gu

W 0.091450067 - 0.406851723],

B QT a2 59

Q=2 FgH|

Figure 2. Composition of foreigners by Dong
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2) Ko W 25 cheel 57

MSEEAI9 2+ ARG W =5 TiYEe 53
5t7] 91510 Herfindahl-Hirschman's Index(HHD
Olgalom AWEQl HHI= 11 FAF &8
= 54 guo] #HEE s U] mizo 2
2ol Ale sk EolotA b7l fletol HHI
AR WA (adj_HHI=1— HH)TI0] O123IAC]
adj_HHI= 71 FAVF 22855 ofg 99 uis
o] == 2 9njgitt 2 =2oxs ¥

bl

M

Y adj_HHO] HEE O|8R|BE 0|8 HAHT
2 7INsk7 |2 St

HHI=1-Y s’ 6))

i=1

st UIF 9 HKe

(Figure 3)= ASEEAl 2570 RRIFL9 =4
trde el J-on gszs, a3+, 7=
T, B, 8 329 A9 EF XY HI5H
=5 0ol st Zg & + Ao TEY,
L@, A, 2T, 28T AT §2 44
rjerdo] ¥ Rdolek= Ag & 5= Atk

000%005
00590010
0100015

0150020

!

a2 3 AT RE YA - HHI
Figure 3. Ethnic diversity of Seoul
(HHI Index)

3) = HE AFK 229 5F

AFA Belg 4ok Aeze TR AS:
A B Zgokedl 2 0I8%e= Theil's
Information Theory Indext} &€= CHEE AdE
23] Als(multigroup entropy index, MEDNE Ol
goflom o= 2t X99] Q1+t dE=Y] F4
(entropy score, )& O]&3}0] AEEICH

LUNORE MEDE 2255 UE 9] AFA
Fe| 28] dolti= g Anjgitk

n [, (E—ei)]
ME’I—;::I[7 = @
T ™A RS Q1
t;o iR9Q] Q15
E: A Y AEEY 4
e;r K99 AEEY] F4=
e=Ys*n(1/s)) 3
=1
s;0 HE O HRe
Q= AFKAS] B F=7Fse Al2lA Fa
et dEsolEz 2t dEsE JERY Fe
()8 5T 2, 0l Ol&at 2t ARl MET

£ AkEch: HAoR ZdsiRion 2 ARG
MEF= (Figure 4)@} 20| LIERATE

AFA Hele =58 O |At 228 2
ORI =& TP wRlofA AESEHAl 2571 &
AT & F WA S8 AXRE 2= AFA
Fojo] SHOIA 11915 AKI¥=t o= a8+
o] A% rist =Fo] & AFaiAlet 159 A
FA Bl Bt Aot &= Ag gnlehy o]
= A Q=019] AF HIgw AFA] eVt 4
OltAl LR 4= lge HOETL
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Figure 4. Ethnic residential segregation of
Seoul (Multigroup Entropy Index)

=& ol=0l9] oldd & ZAIA X919 ol
Jo] AXlele dgge A CE dotHY] flet
o 25Ee E85s Fdoket ol8ke AU
A7 (Gini- Coefficient) & FSIAQH o2t L2
Q=3 W=l HAlE olEd19e (Figure 5)
9] A5EE SIAETH] F LERIQICEL SMoz
FAE Q=010 A9 tRZ W2 a5s 7KL
0N =Moo FAE U=le] 49 450] H
WA FrEEstal Arhs Ze &
UA] AT At 2ol ofgh 4

VS

=0 TAIE olfEE £5EESE s 2=
O

RERIFE HR19] RUATE 2 KRRl &6t 74
Q1S9 AsKEAHo] Ve HECR O]
AUEEM KLASZE 00 2AS

'7% o
= aswxrt Bsoi 10] ZARSE 2850t

TZEAE, H52H 45 (2017)

00 % Ll }:!:‘»:l S
5 10 i 20
ncome

3 5. 2=t L=Qle] A5E%
Figure 5. Income distributions of
Foreigner and Korean

n n

EE'wi_wj|

G= i=1j=1 @)
2n‘21x]-

r: 700 9] 45

n: ARG Q1T

MESEAle ARTE S A&
(Figure 6)01A & = e 2t 2o 28+

e, ST, S, S AET SOIA HI

0200021
0210022
0220023
023002
0240025
0250026
0260027

a8 6. AX|#E 252ES - ALAS
Figure 6. Income inequality of Seoul
(Gini Coefficient)
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WA ZA UEREOD] AT, 25T, R, ©
B, wETY 2ol Ao AFY 710 457
A7) AtiEoR 7] 2e HOR e,

3. 24 2

=~

Hr

2 A7e =82 A9 W =5 trd | =5
& AFA ZBe7E 71l ) AlFol njXls I
S Lot Qo oIF flstod iRl el |
ok A9 FEEIRIF He)e] Mg SAl) F
ot EAohalx} eItk

olel PIAR FRE THRe ARE 0188 &2

g g 42 TR (multilevel analysis)
1848 HEstojor sh=tl] gursoz Fuog
0] ML= 24F HIE(ICO0] 5% oldY 4
Ol TEeEEAlE H 8ot A0 Efdaittal
BEHFO] WA AL
oist A1=10] 49 & BAHO] OF 456%7F ARR]L0]
[eEEAol "Mool 3
Al Ze HE HAsE BAE FES7IZ Sith
SSHE0] E4ut Helslo] 2 AolA] ARIE
| 59 telHsE olg8%E WA Aol thst
AEEE 58 HE@AD= Fduo] e At

40 o A
oli
ol

59 54 o diry o7jnde delz 8 8
7 11 2IAP H71E 7Fsdol QIeER &2 o

oME o8 ZRAE SlHHE(ordinal logistic
regression)& A&l FAS AT
AGSIAFH 7119
Sdut gkdo] tigt QX XY 54 5 591 oft
EVHg EAis = AlEA 4l=lo] thgt =5 ok
b S8 AFA Eelol dalEg dEsh] ¢
St B 1(Model DS &-eidion o]et &0
NC-IR F7PE oz digst 1y
2(Model 2E FFotal 11 AIE Hlwalirh

AEgES
J—‘ﬂglcl:!oa

o Zat

A

IV.

A W =5 T A8 AFA 2t
ABIE Aol mRl= dakg BASH wA" 2X
A8 SHEEY fode  HESYI
Likelihood Ratio B! Z

1 Z1 2ge mje Qolgt 20T LERIE

o

H 2 2HEO oM Ad™
Table 2. Model Likelihood Ratio Test

a3
Test e DF.| Pri>x®)
LR (Model 1) 3,341.55 35 <0.0001
Score (Model 1) 3,340.96 35 <0.0001
LR (Model 2) 3,487.32 36 <0.0001
Score (Model 2) 3,484.38 36 <0.0001

1) 7HRIA E40| AlZ[of O|X|= Fet

SAME FYsE 7H01E 540o] AlFlo] HIXl=
ggkol tisto] o A¥(sex)9] A Al
of |omlsh Aol ASH Hd(age)Q] B¢
ZOME AlF] £F0] =2 ZIOF LIEKIT

7HR19] AFF(helass)o T PSS A
HH oflEd| AFsh= ARES AlE #E2 U
g [0 AFsi= AlEEd Hsl] W Zlos
LIERH=H16) Ol FA4 WLt g9d £F oo
2 Z7kM  ASEEsoloksks ERRIO) 427t A
Alo] SAlE = Q= HQIE HilolLt AFFEQ] QIkt
Ao it ZEA IPSHsensory overload) A
Efofl wikK|3l O] QIsto] ERRINte] HES AniA
g Zolgk= F&(Churchman, 1999;
20013 LRJet= daket & 4~ QAT

AFadhoccupy) B2 AR FAl= Bt
A AF4=Eol &Jol7t glie 2ol Hreto] EAZ A
Fole ARIES AlFe We Z0=2 LiEoH
-

=
T
WS (education) £S5l EUE FAXTHSE

Freeman,

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol52 No.4 (2017) | 55



E 3. 29 ZAn

Table 3. Ordinal logistic regression estimates of the relationship of trust, individual characteristics,
individual perception on environments, and regional characteristics

2= TS Model 1 Model 2
Class Variable Coef. | Pr(>jz) | Coef. | Pr(>[2))
M (=) sex (ref: male) -0.0063 | 07174 | -00075 | 0.6668
A age 00012 | 00492 | 00014 | 00187
HFEo OMI}E apartment -0.1062 | <0.0001 | -0.1062 | <0.0001
%Q’EE'LS CEMICHZ=E multi-family 0.0159 | 05807 | -0.0060 | 0.8344
Lh}[a'_ss) HEIZ=EN/EL town house | -0.0476 | 0.1170 | -0.0544 | 0.0730
(ref. house) 7|E} other types -0.6281 0.0139 | -0.6655 | 0.0092
Moo __ ?ﬂ jij)nse -0.0251 | 01799 | -0.0141 | 04528
(’SE%@%IE) e Mdfepc%si*ﬂ' rent w/ | 01864 | <0.0001 | -0.1654 | <0.0001
(ref. own =53 8L B rent w/o | 15009 | <0.0001 | -14880 | <0.0001
Do Z2tu £ middle school -0.0513 0.4075 | -0.0306 0.6212
@?&EE D580 =Y high school | 00655 | 02598 | 00859 | 0.1393
=5t £9) el 9 college 01281 | 00326 | 01071 | 00743
Sext Jpel (ref?d;fggﬁg,qary Cisti S university -0.1165 | 00479 | -0.0999 | 0.0897
£4 school ferel #E2E graduate | 03567 | 00002 | 03291 | 00007
individual -
characteristics 745 avgincome 0.0074 04237 | 0.0250 0.0081
£ Buddhism -0.1127 | 00005 | -0.1127 | 0.0006
=0 HZ1 Catholic -0.0659 | 00350 | -0.0654 | 0.0365
(ngﬁg}gﬂﬂﬂ) S Confucianism 02236 | 02447 | 02575 | 01803
(ref. Protestantism) 7|E} other types 0.8905 0.1578 | 0.9425 0.1356
22 none 0.1039 | <0.0001 | 0.1049 | <0.0001
Y =F2 &2 4T help.money 0.1928 | <0.0001 | 0.1828 | <0.0001
ao| & - AEEH golsociety 0.0656 | <0.0001 | 0.0695 | <0.0001
Zolot EHHIEE 4= social.activity 0.0415 | <0.0001 | 0.0384 | <0.0001
sk 47|, oI
(EEHTANE) SMA except for Seoul -0.0101 06535 | -0.0066 | 0.7701
fopmgiown HI%E# other regions | -00296 | 0.1649 | -00369 | 00837
MEAIE ZHEY seoul.pride 0.1555 | <0.0001 | 0.1545 | <0.0001
7ZF 712} residence.period 00516 | <0.0001 | 0.0465 | <0.0001
104 £ M2 AF 2IF livefuture -0.0063 | 05453 | -0.0066 | 0.5236
slZ40] CHst 2alstd EE - AFEX| walkresid -0.0173 | 02108 | -00178 | 0.1992
%ﬁ/i dual HHBZE OISR - AL walkcity 00282 | 00281 | 00275 | 00319
perception on E%Q%B;E - OF?_I' Walk.night 0.3774 <0.0001 0.3750 <0.0001
environments 5|0 CHEH F242 threat.crime -00194 | 01012 | -00204 | 0.0857
2% OItE 7} median.price 0.0341 0.0001 | 0.1204 | <0.0001
Q;‘oiﬁ = CHA HHI 15157 | <0.0001 | -0.8664 | 00121
characteristics SHYE HFX| 22| ME -2.3391 | <0.0001 | -2.3982 | <0.0001
AEEHE Gini -9.6707 | <0.0001

* shaded : significant at p<0.05

56 ZEAE, Hs52A 4% (2017)
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ol

Eolle A

olmjgt Fo] Heks F= Z0E UEKRCH 7t

45(avgincome)S HY 10x4=

OlbfskA] FRACOLE A9 W 4SO EHES
Hol 29 20l4e ROujet o dake e

O LIEHITE

Sal(religion)?] A% 7WINE 7|ECE &,

HFuol 49 AgEeEo] WUe Zox, Ve Bul

o] AoE Olek= HIHZE AlEleFEo] =2 20

2 LERITE

Solde tiHoks M0l S8FoR tge

1
3 (help.money)0] Y= AL ASETH} T

40 o

a

no

e &4 P Sy
Y=l 49 E(qolsociety)0] =S ZAR0L ATHA
oF =2 MF £FE 4= 0 Lo F
ofet BRIEE S(socialactivity)= Aol ZEA
Q1 HEFS NRl= ZOE LERITE

Ao ofst ofEEQr ol QU= IEF

(hometown), ATEAIT] RHF4 (seoul.pride), 57
ZHresidence.period), 108 & Ag #HF o
(live.future)9] 2, 18 108 & Ag AF 9
kg Aelekal AlFoll Fol dgke F= HoE U
EFT

7oA E4o] Ao RiRl:= Peks QOFSIANH
AFRGo] Tist of=to] =il ERRINIS] AlSlA
AE Y6 Foke AREEOl BuHogz B
AlEE O At 282 Ud £+ %

2003; Dempsey, 2008)0lA] ZQI5H Zo|th AFK]
VST (walk.resid) = SARCE {90
Qo] Ql= Z0Z LIERHOL} Olek= Y] Al

W Haletd TS (walkcity)@ O H3iskd o
£ (walknight)= A1F 0] ZEFQ FSFS DIR=

ZOo= HOILL

FEE 10%7HK 518e 42 AlFo] RO 3
Fe 0= LB o= HE7t AR Alg
of B8%0Q gekg Flhe 7I&E U+ (Sturgis et
al, 201DQFE YX|GH= ZOF HOICL

3) X9 Ed0| Ll=[of pjxl= S

Aok oz XY o5 FHekEo] ¢Fg A
Sl € 4 e =9 oluE 714 (median.price)
ol A2 AR AlEo] SAFCE fonlgt Eo
dos F= ACE UEoH o= 7IE ¢
(Letki, 2008; Gesthuizen et al, 2009; Sturgis et
al, 2011)ee Fesh= Zajolth

2 dFok S-R5oZ AWRVAL o =35 T
S (HH) T =R AFA Bel(MED= AEA
Alglo] deke Frhal g8 T Hess SA
slols m 2 1004 BF Hol geg 2= A
OF LEen O oidet =Fo® %0
Aom olfgt ZAH Qo] X2l Fart A=
FolE Kol AFsh= ARES] ARA AlZ7t
S & Atk As Anfsith

Zk AR as7He] E8Ee thiHsk= AU
== FYoidle My 2) =5 TIRME(HHD),
=AE AFA Zel(mep, I20 AU Are 2
= AR Aol fojnlet Hol geks = e
= UECH AU Aol Felut #sio] AF
Al B2l H(WEDS Ae 9 EAR
HES HOK ZURT =5 TIRME(HHDS S
A Ot Aol WE0] BlwA IA LERLL
Aem o= XY W =54 Tirdat A5EES0]

pS

4 FE dEEo] lgs Qnieitt

)
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o AEg de dFVae] Fg=o] sl W
o FER 71O FEu 250] SHECR=E VIE A
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of tigh 17t RESiitke & E=oF A79) oA
2t & = Qlot
& A7olA
A

ARO
TR

b

ot s

SR 01&8%
AR 0] HoL B
ORIIE 744, =& T, =&d AFAl 22, &
SEHS 285 Z2 Wre AR 89 |
TOICL. Ol MSAHIOIONA AlBsHL = 7Hlol
oieh A2l a4 @ei7t AR +208 Aoy

AR

of Q7] Wil o= Qlsto] 7Ol 5=9] S5

FE RRT $E9 SEHHRE Agstoz Qlslo]
MBS @ (ecological fallacy)”’} 2H¥gt 4= Q)
o ol & 979] SHAE oItk

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol.52 No4 (2017) |

Z10.

T .
ol 2=

- MESAAM HS3L U=

. 20158 7IE RS2 431,646F0IH =

AL

WAL =m=HEHEO| = 324786F0|Ct
olgjst E7INRR=Y, SFelF0l LA

JFANSEY WAL F 1899519H02 %
2003t o 2AfER C
L 9IZ9IS2 20154 78 BT XS 25

SO fEsS Mt MBEYA| 42371 dEs
of wHEIgio] 2x=stn USH Ol 2=l EXY
7b datol £ln JUSES QOjiLy,

MEIZu e 2RE IMF World
Economic Outlook 20155 At138|RALCY.

. OIFUSE = =3y, g, S50 oSt H

2, 2o HERI & AMUSO] =M =HF0 H
S317| flet RS Y| 23 7IE olFE HE

K30 YHB| = oM Y, 2010).

. Olg{st 2=l AFX| T viy2 d¥3 Y

2 HTE F° OIS FHsp Letsdl EN
ozl YFR|Solet B & 9= USET 2
S1t 727 J2l8So| A9 9Rel vgo| 22
4069%, 4027%2 Lo 7S THUO| olZ9l
o 4slof 9t

.= ATOA et ARlH XE2 ORZE 38

ol ZHo| EotL ALt Q0| HYF|, A&z
2o 27, JHeIE AR M StetEEwtE
7Y 5o wEEel Aglx xtE weh Exjgict
(Portes, 1998).

L JIE GTOIAE OlEgt oYY FErE EEu
o

= [=]
A0l F2 YF(ethnicity) HEE =AstD A2
oo, Fu 50| g b

rn
=
Ol
°

AN

ot Z& 7HHIL gARSH MEloE fF T
(constrict hypothesis)O| ZX{st=0H Ol& 2UF Ct
go| O|RN TG Zto| MTEEOH ZAAT|E
Z0| ofL|z} MetHol oy ZHES HeA TEX
(hunker down) O|2 QI5t0] X|HALS| K| AlRI
X #of 9 AN XHRO| ZASHA EChs FE
O|CHPutnam, 2007).

AR TR ZHel MElet ENE AlRH Sgel

HolM Cd2 #88 F22 7MKL Cheong
et al, 2007) 3EHQ AES 7HX[7|= BHCH(Ford,
2008; Bécares et al., 2011; Sturgis et al., 2014).

Chdel A2(of cish FeE2 2 82 XHo|
£ Ro|=f ol Z =712l o2t +=&8u #H
EGAL AlRE Z2907], t=2e| BE-eE Y
50| FgHez HE317| gl Aoz BQItt

-0l =Wl RURE A=QUS9 57t Hi=

HMYF =SA0IH 0|59 FYU2 = XY A
3| WollM MaEA52 F7HE Qlnjsittnz &
& A7| WEOIEL,

g IHE =2
JIELR ZREM QUL

2=, HEH, &

o] A2 =

8%, & 16/l=8
E=(&=A), &=, Ol=, I

59



=, ZE|E, JiLich P=HF|AEL 2{AJOL 2k,
Ei=, S=, =&, 7|Ef)
F13. Y852 A= HES AlIHH2z PRI ¢

80| Jenks Natural Breaks ClassificationS O|&

SIRACE Jenks YH2 S5 2t =42 SCEBID

Sg U BnHAE ZasiA7|s SyE0IT

[ =
7

=14, A (el Y s? SE20| HHI 7|24]0|ct,
i=1

F15. 2=t L=Qlo] ASREE= 2f2F MEAMH|0]
(2015, = 2hat MEAH0](2015, LH=Q)0lIA
FESIUCH AR E2 QFolut L=l
D% 197 5222 FEE ULk

F16. 7FRE T VIEY RO HFS= AR TH
ZAb CHAF 46,837YH & 58HoZ 1 FLA4H|7t Of
S X2 AR Yzo| d5S SHX| UV|E L

lgEd

Reference
1. ASE-ARIE, 2013, ‘TR AISE &8 ~Fu)
AFHO ARBIAE g4 9 =848 Ag9 A5

A A, THEAT , 160 93-112.

Kim, Seung-Nam. and Kim, Jae-Hong., 2013.
“The Empirical Relationship between the
Neighborhood-level — Social Mix and the
Residents’ Social Capital and Experience of
Receiving Help”, The Korea Spatial Planning
Review; 76: 93-112.

. WA, 20130 "AFEAN9] Q=01 HIEO)

Ql=Qlol Tt AlBlE Al mRl= A8, et
=158} |, 36(4): 71-94.
Min, Ji-Sun. and Kim, Doo-Sub., 2013. "Effects
of the Residential Ethnic Composition on the
Social Distance toward Foreigners', Korea
Journal of Population Studies, 36(4): 71-94.

. UE] UREE, 2012 2Kl B4o) AEIA Al
HO| bRl g, MERAEE) 300
85-123.

Park, Seon-Hee. and Park, Byung-Hyun. 2012.
“Influence of Neighborhoods' Characters on
Social Capital”, Social Welfare Policy, 39(2):
85-123.

4, SAE-FHAY 2010 "Q=Q FARG ZIHREXE

60 | T=2EAE, M523 4= (2017)

E-1 FAS0)", IFEHT) |, 64: 59-76.

Park, Se-Hoon. and Jung, So-Yang, 2010.
"Spatial Distribution of Foreign Population and
Policy Implications in South Korea", 7he Korea
Spatial Planning Review, 64: 59-T6.

U EE A UE, 2012 'R0 LB R

Azo] gt FH&E: Mg VieEs tiEss t
Ao ISEAE]) , 47(5): 217-230.

Park, Shin-Young.,, Kim, Jun-Hyung.,, and Choi,
Mak-Joong.,, 2012. “Effects of Foreign Workers'
Residential Community on Korean
Neighborhoods: The Case of Garibongdong and
Daelimdong, Seoul”, Journal of Korea Planning
Association, 47(5): 217-230.

. HFeeh 2011 RIS Q=el FH AFAIERof

CigE A A8Al AR, THSLEAIET
12(4): 103-122.

Park, Yoon-Hwan., 2011. “A Study on the
Residential Segregation of the Poor and Foreign
Population: A Case Study of Seoul Metropolitan
City”, Seoul Studies, 12(4): 103-122.

- HER-gAs-0ldd, 2016, "OIFR F=A4 UHA

o W W=l QA o ToEdsiglE,
15(2): 105-138.

Park, Hyo-Min,, Kim, Seok-Ho, and Lee,
Sanglim.,, 2016.
toward Immigrants in Ethnic Enclaves’, Aorean
Party Studies Review, 15(2): 105-138.

"Native Koreans' Attitudes

. FAI-0157], 2015, “TRIEHE, ARRIA AR, 7

o ARUEIS] AR RE7EsA: QAo &
o B oI TSEAI]) |, 50(7): 5-23.

Yoo, Chi-Sun. and Lee, Sue-Gi, 2015.
“Neighborhood Environment, Social Capital, and
Social Sustainability of Community: Explanatory
Study on Causal Relationships”, Jowrnal of
Korea Planning Association, 50(7): 5-23.

. OISl 2007, “FElE SE AWIOIA: 2=l

SAF Fol thst =AIRIY fFRIe] g, AE
ol thekel AAKEel=R.

Lee, Seon-Hwa., 2007. “Managing Fear: Native
Residents’ Strategies Responding to Foreign



FHE AFX 22l7F AMRIH ME[of OXls I

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Workers' Master's Degree
Dissertation, Seoul National University.
OIZIY -7, 2012, "SiedOIA Q=01 AFA B

29| E4ut gggelo] #st A7, [=HEA

Migrant Influx”,

Ha, Seong-Kyu, Ma, Kang-Rae, and Ahn,
Ah-Rim.,, 2011. "A Study on the Residential
Segregation Patterns of Foreign Population in
Seoul", Seoul Studies, 12(3): 91-105.

3}, 47(1): 85-100. 15. Alesina, A. and La Ferrera, E, 2000.
Lee, Jin-Young. and Nam, Jin, 2012. “A Study “Participation in Heterogeneous
on the Characteristics and Influencing Factors Communities”, 7he Quarterly Journal of
of Foreigners' Residential Distribution in the Economics, 115(3): 847-904.
Seoul Metropolitan Area”, Journal of Korea  16. Bécares, L. Stafford, M., Laurence, J, and
Planning Association, 47(1): 85-100. Nazroo, J., 2011. “Composition, Concentration
AR o FEA, 2011, "=l AFAE] F and Deprivation: Exploring Their Association
YR A Q91 BXo| #st A7, =& with Social Cohesion among Different Ethnic
g}, 46(6): 117-129. Groups in the UK”, Urban Studies, 48(13): 1
Jeong, Ji-Eun, Ha, Seong-Kyu, and Jun, -17.
Myung-Jin,  2011.  “Analysis on the 17. Cheong, H. Edwards, R, Goulbourne, H., and
Determinants of Residential Location Choice Solomos, J. 2007. "Immigration, Social Cohesion
for  Foreign Residents in the  Seoul and Social Capital: A Critical Review", Critical
Metropolitan ~ Region”, Journal of Korea Social Policy, 27(1): 24-49.
Planning Association, 46(6): 117-129. 18. Churchman, A, 1999. “Disentangling the
ZE-0]4=7], 2016, “TRISFASMY} FHo] H Concept of Density”, Journal of Planning
k50| AlSlE AHEC] FMof mXle g 4 Literature, 13: 389-411.
D NEAl PR RRIFE EAoR”, IZEASE) , 19, Coleman, J, 1988, “Social Capital in the
51(6): 59-177. Creation of Human Capital”, American Journal
Cho, Hye-Min. and Lee, Su-Gie, 2016. of Sociology; 94:595-S120.
“Impacts of Subjectively Measured  20. Costa, D. and Kahn, M, 2003. “Civic
Neighborhood  Environment and  Walking Engagement and Community Heterogeneity:
Activity on the Formation of Social Capital : An Economist's Perspective”, Perspectives on
The Case Study of Four Municipalities in Politics, 1(1): 103-111.
Seoul, Korea”, Journal of Korea Planning 21. Dempsey, N, 2008. “Does Quality of the Built
Association, 51(6): 59-71. Environment ~ Affect  Social ~ Cohesion?”,
Fex-A9E, 2011, "E4=H0] WE LAl 9 Proceedings of the Institution of Civil
=0l OIFAN] AFA B, TeAIFsH, | Engineers - Urban Design and Planning,
24(4): 85-107. 161(3): 105-114.
Choi, Eun-Jin. And Kim, Eui-June, 2011. 22. Ford, R, 2008. “Is Racial Prejudice Declining
"Residential ~ Segregation of the Foreign in Britain?”, British Journal of Sociology,
Immigrant in Seoul by Nationality", Journal of 59(4): 609 -636.
The Korean Urban Management Association,  23. Freeman, L., 2001. “The Effects of Sprawl on
24(4): 85-107. Neighborhood Social Ties”, Journal of the
SHET-nFdeE - Qtok, 2011, "AIEA] Q=01 FA American Planning Association, 67(1): 69-11.
Aol ZZH Bojuiso] et &7, MSTAIY 24, Fukuyama, F., 1995. “Social Capital and the
T, 12(3): 91-105. Global Economy”, Foreign Affairs, TA(5):
Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol52 No.4 (2017) | 61



k59 - HOolg| - HEF
89-103. 35. Putnam, R., 2007. “E Pluribus Unum: Diversity
25.  Gesthuizen, M., van der Meer, T, and and Community in the Twenty-First Century:
Scheepers, P., 2009. "Ethnic Diversity and The 2006 Johan Skytte Prize Lecture’,
Social Capital in Europe: Tests of Putnam's Scandinavian Political Studies, 30(2): 137-174.
Thesis in European Countries', Scandinavian — 36. Rothwell, J, 2012. “The Effects of Racial
Political Studies, 32(2): 121-142. Segregation on Trust and Volunteering in US
26. Kleinhans, R, Premus, H., and Engbersen, G., Cities”, Urban Studies, 49(10): 2109 -2136.
2007. “Understanding Social Capital in  37. Semyonov, M. and Glikman, A., 2009. "Ethnic
Recently Reconstructed Urban Neighborhoods: Residential Segregation, Social Contacts, and
Two Case Studies in Rotterdam”, Urban Anti-Minority Attitudes in European Societies"
Studies, 44: 1069-1091. European Sociological Review, 25(6): 693-708.
27. Laurence, J., 2011. “The Effect of Ethnic  38. Stolle, D. and Harell, A, 2013. “Social Capital
Diversity and Community Disadvantage on and Ethno-Racial Diversity: Learning to Trust
Social Cohesion: A Multi-Level Analysis of in an Immigrant Society”, Political Studies,
Social Capital and Interethnic Relations in UK 61(1): 42-66.
Communities”, European Sociological Review,  39. Stolle, D., Soroka, S. and Johnston, R, 2008.
27(1): 70-89. “When Does  Diversity  Erode  Trust?
28. Leigh, A, 2006. “Trust, Inequality and Ethnic Neighborhood Diversity, Interpersonal Trust
Heterogeneity”, 7he Fconomic Record, 82(258): and the Mediating Effect of  Social
268 - 280. Interactions’, Political Studies, 56(1): 57—1T5.
29. Letki, N, 2008. “Does Diversity Erode Social — 40. Sturgis P, Brunton-Smith I, Read S, and
Cohesion? Social Capital and Race in British Allum N, 2011. “Does Ethnic Diversity Erode
Neighbourhoods”, Political Studies, 56: 99— Trust? Putnam's ‘Hunkering-Down’ Thesis
126. Reconsidered”,  British Journal of Political
30. Leyden, K, 2003. “Social Capital and the Built Science, 41(1): 57-82.
Environment: The Importance of Walkable 41. Sturgis, P., Brunton-Smith, I, Kuha, J., and
Neighborhoods”, American Journal of Public Jackson, J. 2014. "Ethnic  Diversity,
Health, 93(9): 1546-1551. Segregation and the Social Cohesion of
31. Marschall, M. and Stolle, D., 2004. “Race and Neighbourhoods in London", Ethnic and Racial
the City: Neighborhood Context and the Studies, 37(8): 1286-1309.
Development of Generalized Trust’, Political 42. Uslaner, E, 2011. “Trust, Diversity, and
Behavior, 26(2): 125-154. Segregation in the United States and the
32. Pettigrew, T, 1998. “Intergroup Contact United Kingdom”, Comparative Sociology, 10:
Theory”, Annual Review of Psychology, 49: 65 221-2417.
-85, 43, Vervoort, M,, 2012. "Ethnic Concentration in
33. Putman, R, 1995. “Bowling Alone: America's the Neighbourhood and Ethnic Minorities'
Declining  Social ~ Capital”,  Journal — of Social Integration: Weak and Strong Social
Democracy, 6(1): 65-1T8. Ties  Examined", Urban  Studies, 49(4):
34. Putman, R., 2000. Bowliing Alone: The Collapse 897-915.
and Revival of American Community, New  44. Vervoort, M, Flap, H, and Dagevos, J., 2011.
York, Simon and Schuster. “The Ethnic Composition of the

62 |

TZEAZ, M523 43 (2017)



FHE AFX 22l7F AMRIH ME[of OXls I

Neighbourhood and Ethnic Minorities' Social Date Received 2017-03-11
Contacts: Three Unresolved Issues’, European Reviewed(1°9) 2017-04-27
Sociological Review, 27(5): 586 —605. Date Revised 2017-06-27
Reviewed(2"!) 2017-07-11
Date Accepted 2017-07-11
Final Received 2017-07-17

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol52 No.4 (2017) | 63



	국적별 거주지 분리가 사회적 신뢰에 미치는 영향
	Abstract
	Ⅰ. 서론
	Ⅱ. 선행 연구
	Ⅲ. 분석 자료 및 방법
	Ⅳ. 분석 결과
	Ⅴ. 결론
	인용문헌 Reference


