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An Comparison to the Importance Evaluation of an Urban
Natural Parks and Neighborhood Parks

Joon-Young Shim”, Jong-Sung Lee” and Shi-Young Lee
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‘Industrial Science Research Institute, Sangmyung University, Cheonan 330-720, Korea
“Department of Landscape Architecture, Sungkyunkwan University, Suwon 440-746, Korea
(Manuscript received 19 September, 2006: accepted 6 November, 2006)

This study aims to examine what factors park users value in urban parks and to find ways to elevate user
satisfaction for the creation and usage of an urban park. To achieve this, the study relied on two methods: the
descriptive method of researching publications and related scholastic writings, and the empirical study method in-
cluding a survey of present condition and interviews with users. The result shows that the "sense of nature" is
more important than “functional facilities” in urban natural parks and "management part like safety and cleanli-
ness of park" is more important than "utilizing facilities” in urban neighborhood parks. Generally, the importance
rating of urban pérks visitors felt in them were higher than the satisfaction rating, in terms of living
surroundings. Factor analysis resulted in six factors in a natural park and in eight factors in a neighborhood
park. Regression analysis in a natural and a neighborhood park showed a positively correlated factor: benefits
sought, suggesting that people recognize the importance of urban parks through the benefits they gain in them
and the satisfaction they find in urban parks depends on utilizing facilities. Therefore, in urban natural parks,
people will find greater satisfaction through pursuit of the benefits they are seeking; improvements to park facili-
ties should address the benefits that park users are seeking.

Key Words : Urban park, Satisfaction, Importance evaluation, Park comparison
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Table 1. Investigation questionnaire distribution

a main
Investigation

N |Cronbach’s a

a preliminary
investigation

N |Cronbach's a

Classification

Natural park { 30 082 179/200)  0.9040
Neighborhood
park 30 0.76 1707200 0.9249
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Table 3. Importance estimation items of urban park

g ol A %

Table 2. Characteristics of respondents

Natural | Neighborhoo
Classification park d park
fre- % fre- %
quency quency
Sex male 8% [480| 84 (494
female 93 (520 & |506
below 19 2 11 2 12
20~29 79 141f % |59
Age  [30~39 5 1301 43 |265
(year) (40~49 29 (162 19 (111
50~59 13 731 9 55
more than 60 2 11 2 12
an enterprise 11 61| 10 59
a salesman/service | 18 [101| 14 | 82
a skilled worker 2 11 2 12
an clerical staff 4 2.2 4 24
a technical employee| 41 |229 | 41 |24l
. lan administrator 2 11 2 12
Occupation professional forestry,| 19 [106| 15 88
fishery, agriculture 2 1) 2 12
housekeeper 17 951 17 ]100
student 49 (214| 49 |288
inoccupation - 4 22| 4 24
the others 10 56| 10 59
< 1 million won 32 |179| 32 |188
1~15million won 45 12511 40 1235
Income [1.5~2million won 34 11901 34 200
(month) |2~3million won 32 {1791 31 |182
3~5million won 17 95| 18 |106
>5 million won 19 (106 15 88
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Field Urban natural park AVE, Urban neighborhood park AVE.
clear air 6.21 cleanliness 6.31

T cleanliness 6.21 management 6.30
0 management 6.16 safety 6.23
safety 6.15 lighting facilities 6.22

precious of environment 6.11 recreation facilities 6.13

B recreational facilities 4.04 educational facilities 471
0 athletic facilities 4.16 work-study 511
E educational facilities 471 recreational facilities 525
o landscape facilities 477 athletic facilities 5.30
m an easily approachable place 5.06 a place conveniently situated 5.32
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Table 4. Importance & satisfaction of urban park(t-test)
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45. ATEARA S4ol we ¥ FoE

7ke] zte]
AFFAETH S0 el TAFYY AAFa

ol

Field Mean(Std.) N t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Natural park importance 5.86(1.15) 179 16.354 178 000
aturdl pat satisfaction 3.88(1.33) ’ '
) importance 5.82(1.23)
Neighbor-hood park - - 170 13.452 169 .000
satisfaction 3.96(1.49)
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Table 5. Factor analysis
Urban natural park Urban neighborhood park
Fac 2 |eigenv]|Fac 2 |eigenv
tor Contents R alue | tor Contents R alue
Relaxation, studying for nature and Relaxation, monotonous of life deviation,
experience, stress solution, breathe in peaceful recess, nature/season feeling, avoid
1 clear air, precious of environment, 139! 909l 1 mussiness of city life, studying for nature and 189! 104
nature/season feeling, peaceful recess,| ' experience, beautiful spectacle’s appreciation, |~ ’
monotonous of life deviation, physical stress solution, physical health promotion,
health promotion = pursuit convenience active action = pursuit convenience
Amusements facilities, landscape Park cleanliness, safety of facilities, fast ea-
architecture facilities, sports facilities, gle of damaged facilities, observance at this
2 | culture facilities, recreational facilities, |9.87| 382 2 |solute of users, tree management, special at- [ 128 35
active action such as exercise, bicycling tention for disabled person = comfort-
= park composition facilities ableness
Administration  facilities,  guidance
facilities, convenient facilities, translation Administration facilities, guidance facilities,
3 | wave release for crime prevention/gate [9.67| 2.71|f 3 | convenient facilities = convenient use serv-| 78 | 2.3
guard post, lighting facilities= ice facilities
convenient use service facilities
Safety of facilities, observance at this Ezz1tlc(;r;‘:r:éikltrrlfﬁ?éSﬁi?i};fgggfnfif:j;
4 | solute of users, park cleanliness =790 179 4 ' . Al . 1751 18
comfortableness release for crime prevention = use accessi-
bility with the park
Position in walking distance, convenient Amusements facilities, landscape archi-
5 | traffic line in the park, suitable user[754 163 | 5 |tecture facilities, sports facilities = park| 73 | 14
number = use accessibility with the park composition facilities
Control of unlawfulness commercial
transaction, that do this solvent of user Limitation of homeless, control of unlawful-
6 | by necessity, avoid mussiness of city life, [7.17| 137§ 6 | ness commercial transaction in the park = | 51 | 1.2
beautiful spectacle’s appreciation = quiet limitation of user by necessity
park use
Tree management, fast eagle of damaged . . . .
L ; . Connection with public t; rtat I~
7 | facilities, special attention for disabled |7.17| 137 7 | “Onnecton With PUBHC transportation, W= 111 49
ture facilities
person = management
8 | Connection with public transportation }357| 1.06| 8 | Suitable user number(is not confused) 10 32
%, BEEe 7 29 F95 Hrlo Aot e 5.4 B
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