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A Study on the Characteristics of the Boundary of the Urban
Devleopment Project and Satisfaction of Occupants
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Abstract This study discovered the characteristic elements of the boundary of a complex in order to
develop an urban development project that can solve the problem of insufficient public space for local
residents in a more public and urban context. We attempted to analyze the elements from a qualitative
point of view. We analyzed the satisfaction and priorities of residents. The results of the analysis are
summarized as follows. First, an active urban development project is newly designated and completed
every year, but the current status of one of the original goals of "resolving the problem of insufficient
public space for local residents" seems to be incomplete. Second, it was discovered that due to the
disconnection of the boundary, most of the main area of the study site could only play a horizontal role,
and there was no space to stay or connect with residents. Lastly, based on the result of the resident
satisfaction and priority survey, it is believed that the fence and entrance show a low level of satisfaction
and a high level of importance overall and that improving the relevant factors should take precedence

in order to improve resident satisfaction.

Keywords : Urban Development, Boundary of the Urban Development Project, Satisfaction of Occupants,

Apartment Housing, Community Facility

*Corresponding Author : Dong-Ho An(Seoul National University of Science and Technology)
email: madwolf3@hanmail.net

Received November 4, 2022 Revised January 18, 2023

Accepted March 3, 2023 Published March 31, 2023

355



I gteleRA A4 A3, 2023
1. ME 7¥eka Qe ke B9HEQl 715 s EE-AA
29l TAIZZE 2Aoleie AHZA B A= Q)
1.1 A7 o & =H A, AT EAHA A, B AEA w
1.1.1 ®329| HiA 5 AARE F4 @A) njAE JF 2 AgFuze] &
Quldozm Tzl YAS TEoz 493t &0 B AT AF7E vuIgt Aol ojof & A+
ARFE0] Foolth, = £A] Zoagt shAo] gotat 4 O 7IE AFOlA TR Rt EAIEARY]
B2 uxE oA Ao 2 MBI HA AL 7+ 58aRte B AFEA BAFE TIEeR @A W
2 ZAE 7] 2oz Jufst AFESo] Hojity 9f o8kt R =AY ARoA ] o F3He] A
L g #AR & 4 et oo gAE S 4 A RARRA dth
ARE g dAE A7|Ee FAA9 w=zoly, 17}
o FEFYTA LGS 29U BASH: S HgE 4 112 SR =N
71 o1l ol v $4E AV A4 TEHE & B e g3y 235 3357 BAIE 4T
T YATE ARXES] PRI Folds S7E BA £ YE EAVNEARIS Bt o Z33AIA TAHEE
o 28ty Holof gt} o3t &7 TAIY A o7 Jfusly] ot Woto @ whx] HARS EAF
A9 EAZ NAHE tAd majdor Adgtty QA4S ol AAE SHoA BEALS ALt
& o Qo2 T3t o]2 XI5}, TS} sto] HAR Q9] AlEH
ol AlthA i Lol EAINES SAHAY] EX] QA58 EESHY AA RS E4 9 37 2-go] et
T ARG gt A, ARl gt Al7EA| £ EAS B4 oS W8S T TAIEA

A 2e3 R W AeA 2 T B
o o) WA Ao FRE] AlWEo] gk
23 o 704k B9 Seltet EAEAIGY 557
T2 8 L2l BAYHY EATEYALolet
F % qlek 193040] £98 EXTEgEAe
S7h 9 A AN Dol EALRAE A &
ol Akl Al A7t H3 Aol Aasle Hlge &
ALRAL SPGORA APAT W E2-3-3)
5 3% 7IbAAe) 42 B3RE 1] E4o] dhat 2
7129 g Bstol Fest, 2] EAL 34 7]
2 olgstel W A e Waold,

AR A A o] Bag Ao
F7, 49, 419, $°5, AREA, AW, ¥} 193
o 9 27 59 70l G VA B ATBIE 24
7] 1o A Aol X8 W 348 5
F7hElE Sach BYA V5e st mAE FHA
AAH O Aet] 9k Alleleti & 4 QUeHdl.

A5 SAREAY B 78 438 A2
2 ARG, 20174 & 45270 -9, 20189 49271 +
293 20199 52470 TR 1 Sk FR S48
L 2412 Holx 9low], 1 % A, A, 47140l
22 17770 79, 1937 79, 213/ 702 Ae 2
FEdo] tg Auigel £8 A4Sk U ow
el

B, EAPARS T A 47 AsHoR

o 18

l

3131
O O

¥ ox k!

ASye)
o=

o
=
L

356

JnfT=F

—

2.1 EAPHEAI

= S ﬂil-
ARG S ALY

=
Tl =

l Aol Haet Ao

F7, 24, A}, 75 AESA, A, 25 2d 9

E2] 59 71500 3ol GA = ATHAIE 245H] 9

3 AlYsh= ARRloltt. of&d] FE8A 9 3F8A 5
L=ye)

o] #ordl a0t B3HEQl V)5S she BAIE A
AAH =z Add Bego] HSsh7] fsf F49 "=
AZIER, O] AP AR TEX ) 2| AL
Sote] 20009 7€ HEE ZYE AT =ANE
AdY] E5F % F8 W8S FEsh ot 2

o=

o
=

Table 1. Contents of urban development project

Division Standard Purpose Way
Urban Urban Premeditated | Expropriation/A
development| Development urban substitute
project Act development [lot/Combined use
Alleviati
Housing lot | Housing Site eviating
housing -
development| Development . Expropriation
. K shortages in
project Promotion Act
urban area
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project promotion
Tourism Author Title
complex Tourism Tourism Expropriation on KIM Dunchon-dong Jugong Apartment Complex
development| Promotion Act| promotion purchase of 2/3 (2018) Reconstruction Plan
project PARK A study on the characteristics and utilization
Enterprise ol ] 2018) of border area according to the location of
city Special Act 'on .Corporate Expropriation on permanent rental apartment
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Table 3. Present condition of urban development

project
A The number of private
Division
urban development zones
Seoul 10
Inchon 29
201
7 Kyung-ki 138
Etc. 275
Total 452
Seoul 11
Inchon 30
2018 Kyung-ki 152
Etc. 299
Total 492
Seoul 11
Inchon 30
2019 Kyung-ki 172
Etc. 311
Total 524
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Table 4. Research site selection

Div. Type A(;?)d Complete
Yeoju Hyeonam Dist. Housing | 51,550 2020
Yeoju Ohak Dist. Housing 55,431 2020
Siheung Maehwa Dist. |Combine| 18,607 2020
Suwon Gotjipmal Dist. Housing | 224,192 2020
Gimpo Gamjeong 1Dist. | Housing | 337,356 2020
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Fig. 1. Complex layout
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The status of the boundary of the site
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Table 5. Investigation Items

Div. Contents Etc
Fence Length, Type
Step Location, Height
Qualitative
analysis Entrance Interval
Plan-
an ar‘ea Neighborhood use
analysis
Quantitative| Satisfaction Likert 5-point scale
. South-2
analysis Importace Likert 5-point scale — —

0
21y
A

x

FAog AmEY, HHA £ dud BT gY
A BAow FEE0 glon, gy 242 B9 4
ol9t §8, TAke YA wol 1A EYTE MMast
HAZ AT BHA EA0RE AARE SHS
Z Y&} 930l ofd &7t viA o] JeAE AT
Sttt g EAHoRE g RS Ve gsto]
Aol High MEEe FREE ARG

3.4 ATHYX| SHgt

Ax ARIAFE AEAHNA A4S oF Sin B
HojA lon HIPFAEA] P HAED Thx|of 3
Ut ES02E Ik 48547t 9-3e 27} QI
NI, AXFR3-224, ARIEIER(ER~IE) O
2|al e d vt Al 9o} wEazio] Juet
A FolHt.

SEAGS AHEH, A2FANFAAFo] 82.2%=
SETHEA, ERNA], SF5A], 2ESATA] 52
etsto] ESFAXNGLS 2.6%= TR FA 0|, AA=A]
A2 15.2%2 59, 754, =22 F450] Sl

f

359



QB Ao, A S e T
£ Sslo] AT FYHoISI Ao E FEO
2L §FEBE 136¥20] W8 Ut 502 2AEg)

& QEA3R A9 14 mees JFEgo] ¥
© EEE ol AARE o WY Weuo] A%

=] deH & = XL?JOPt d=ze gl A2
2 RAESY. 29 HER] e dud 28xer
EBHE E224 FAR s WuBuffer) 529 A
Axt ARz FREC don &2 & ol H
E7hst Aor AR ?A] BEole I

:1‘_'5‘6_1‘_‘ SO Bt st gloH, sfg S
A HollA HZo] 7k, 5% Bzl JAl A
0] 7hsdt Alm A, B sFER B¢
A9} Afoof] Apd=A|AHo] glem, At A<}
AAE Qs AR RAEITH

AT IAS] BFe s BE HA=AAY
I 5 AA=AA R A= OPH%E S =N
A AR 82 A&} 5HoR F2 AYH] 9]
om, ol AXo| A3FUNFAANY, F&2] g
A3} Hatal Q= Aoz AR

N

. BAR

ux

ol
I
1

MR

S|
A1

4.1 FYE 2N A )

£ A7 712 A7oH BRelA Qotd EARE
AT FAZYAD)S PO AARE EHS
ARG S4 BARE TR SAste] AThYA
o $HGE WO that Zo| 9 sk

@

T
FO
k>

HT

Fig. 2. Complex Boundary Status
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Table 7. Research Site Qualitative Analysis

Div. Contents
East 679m
West 325m
Length
South 1,023m
North 802m
East 100%
Ratio | west 91%
Fence | (Open/
Closed) South 100%
North 88%
East Closed type
Corss-sect West | Perspective type
ional Type
analysis South Closed type
North Mixed type
Qualitative]
analysis East -
West +1.5m
Step
South -
North +1.1m
West 1
Number
North 2
Entrance
West -
Interval
North 390m
East Natural green
area
Plan-area|Neighbor West Residential area
analysis [hood use
South Conservation area
North Commercial area
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Table 8. Demographic Analysis
Div. Frequency Ratio Etc
Male 60 65.9
Gender Female 31 34.1
Total 91 100.0
~ 20 0 0.0
21-30 6.6
31-40 25 27.5
Age group 41-50 31 34.1
51-60 25 27.5
61~ 4 4.4
Total 91 100.0
Monthly rent 3 3.3
Residence Jeonse 39 42.9
type Own 49 53.8
Total 91 100.0
1 9 9.9
2 28 30.8
3 29 319
Family 4 24 26.4
composition :
5 1 1.1
6~ 0 0.0
Total 91 100.0
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Table 9. Qualitative Analysis(Satisfaction)

Satisfaction

Div. (Freq./Ratio)
Very Satisfied 2(2.2)
Satisfied 2(2.2)
Average 14(15.4)
Length Dissatisfied 39(42.9)
Dissvaiir:fied 3467.49)
Total 91(100.0)
Very Satisfied 4(4.4)
Satisfied 10(11.0)
Ratio Average 29(31.9)
Fence | (Open/ Dissatisfied 40(44.0)
Closed) Very 68
Dissatisfied )
Total 91(100.0)
Very Satisfied| 15(16.5)
Satisfied 27(29.7)
Average 20(22.0)
Type Dissatisfied 15(16.5)
Dis;/aetzgfied 1405.4
Corss Total 91(100.0)
sectionall
analysis Very Satisfied| 20(22.0)
Satisfied 36(39.6)
Q!alitali‘.le e éver.ag.e 19(20.9)
analysis Dissatisfied 8(8.8)
Diss\;::fied 88.8)
Total 91(100.0)
Very Satisfied 8(8.8)
Satisfied 9(9.9)
Average 19(20.9)
Frequency Dissatisfied 35(38.5)
Dissvaiir:fied 2022.0)
Total 91(100.0)
Entrance
Very Satisfied 4(4.4)
Satisfied 22(24.2)
Average 29(31.9)
Interval | picsatisfied | 27(29.7)
Dissvaiirzfied 90.9)
Total 91(100.0)
Very Satisfied 5(5.5)
Satisfied 40(44.0)
Plan Average 21(23.1)
-area | Neighborhood use Dissatisfied 14(15.4)
analysis Very
Dissatisfied 11a2.1)
Total 91(100.0)
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Table 10. Quantitative Analysis(Importance)

. Importance
Div. (Freq./Ratio)
Vi
. 33(36.3)
importance
Importance 29(31.9)
Average 25(27.5)
Length
Unimportance 3(3.3)
_Very 11.1)
unimportance
Total 91(100.0)
_ Very 5(5.5)
importance
Importance 33(36.3)
Ratio Average 28(30.8)
Fence | (Open/ -
Closed) Unimportance| 19(20.9)
 Very 6(6.6)
unimportance
Total 91(100.0)
[ Ve 565.5)
importance
Importance 29(31.9)
Average 36(39.6)
Type
Unimportance| 20(22.0)
 Very 1(1.1)
unimportance
Corss Total 91(100.0)
—SECUONA| Very
analysis . 29(31.9)
importance
Importance 27(29.7)
Quelitativel St Average 18(19.8)
e
analysis P Unimportance| 11(12.1)
' Very 6(6.6)
unimportance
Total 91(100.0)
_ Very 909.9)
importance
Importance 40(44.0)
Average 29(31.9)
Frequency
Unimportance 9(9.9)
 Very 4(4.4)
unimportance
Total 91(100.0)
Entrance v
ey 16(17.6)
importance
Importance 29(31.9)
Average 27(29.7)
Interval
Unimportance| 10(11.0)
Very 909.9)
unimportance
Total 91(100.0)
| Very 1(1.1)
importance
Importance 10(11.0)
Plan
A 23(25.
-area | Neighborhood use .verage 3253
analysis Unimportance| 49(53.8)
_Very 8(8.9)
unimportance
Total 91(100.0)
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