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Abstract

This research aimed to grasp the recognition of the amenity of the university students residing in Gyo-dong
residential area in Gangneung city, the local residents residing in Dachag-ro which is near Jungang-ro in down-
town and the public servants related to city development in Gangpeung city office and thereby propose a
plan to improve the amenity of Gangneung city. Based on the result of the research, the university student
group around Gyo-dong residential area mostly recognized the amenity and the local residents around Daehag-ro
showed insufficient recognition of the amenity and some of related public servants were found to be ignorant
of the term amenity. Also, the priorities of amenity indexes identified from these 3 groups commonly showed
aliveness requiring green lands and watercourses on top but 2nd priority of each group tended to be different
from each other. Through the research result as above, we would like to propose the plan to improve as follows.
First, the recognition of the concept of amenity is necessary. Second, green lands and watercourses that were
selected by all of the 3 groups as ranking no. 1 should be secured. Third, the value of amenity resources
should be evaluated. Gangneung city is a city where mountains and the sea are harmonized together granting
abundant god blessed natural resources. But if Gangneung city would imprudently reclaims the excellent god
blessed natural environment under the good title of city and housing lands development, its ranking in city
competitiveness evaluations will be expected to continue descending. Therefore, as proposed in this research,
the thing that has to be implemented with first priority for amenity Gangneung city is the execution of amenity

policy to secure the identity of Gangneung city and the aspect of regulations or systems should also be pursued
together with the policy.
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Table 1. Whether the term amenity is used or not
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Number of times of

Number of times of using

[tem using the term amenity | the term comfortableness EXamples of use
itself which is similar to amenity
Living zone plan X x X
To create the beauty of city shape by
pursuing the harmony of skyline with
Land use plan N 5 surrounding ground configurations and

existing town. To create comfortable res-
idential environments by securing abun-
dant green land spaces.

Unit and lot partition

To enhance the safety and comfort-
1 ableness of residences by improving the

1 1 L. )
plan quality level of residential environments.
To secure comfortable walking path sys-
tems connected to facility use and green
Traftfic plan x 2 land systems. To provide the users of
commercial zones with convenience and
comfortable resting spaces
2 vicinity parks and 6 children's parks
Park-green land plan X 2 are planned for comfortable living envi-
ronments and enhanced beauty of city
Other facility plans X X X
Supply & disposal 9 y X

facility plan
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Table 2. General characteristics of survey subjects
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Class Frequency(N) Percentage(%) Average age(year)
Male 29 52.7 24.2
Gender Female 26 47.3 22.5
Total 55 100.0 23.4
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Table 3. Whether the term amenity is recognized
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Class Frequency(N) Percentage(%o)
Male 18 32.7
Yes
Female 17 30.9
Whether the term
N : Male 11 20.0
amenity 1s recognized No
Female 9 16.4
Total 55 100.0
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Table 4. The extent of comfortable feeling
Class Comfortable feeling
Very Good Good Moderate Bad Very bad Total
Frequency(N) 3 17 24 10 1 55
Male 1 6 14 7 1 29
Female 2 11 10 3 0 26
Percentage(%) 5.5 30.9 43.6 18.2 1.8 100.0
Table 5. Priorities of amenity concepts in city plans
C Love of
Class Aliveness Culj[u'ral Natural (Cultural Leisure HI.S torical | Health Welfare | Design |Vitality|Safety| Building | home |Others
facility |features | nature environment| care region
N Valid 41 31 20 18 11 10 | 8 9 5 5 3 2 1 2
Percentage(%)| 74.5 ) 564 364 32.7) 20.0 13.2 145, 164} 91 91} 55| 36 1.8 3.6
Total 99 64 37 35 18 18 18 15 11 7 3 3 2 2
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Table 6. General characteristics of survey subjects

. Age Education
s a0 | 305 | 405 | 505|907 rduation o |Fieh o] Universy Ggadﬁ:ﬁ o | Tow
Frequency(N) 5 117 ] 16| 4 7 23 18 1 49
Male 2 7 7 2 2 6 13 1 22
Female 0] 9| 2 5 17 5 0 27
Percentage(%)| 14.3 | 10.2 | 34.7| 32.7| 82 14.3 46.3 36.7 2.0 100.0
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Table 7. Whether the term amenity is recognized
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Class Frequency(N) Percentage(%)
Male 9 18.4
Yes
Female 11 22.4
Wh‘ethe?r the terfn Male 13 26.5
amenity is recognized No
Female 16 32.7
Total 49 100.0
Table 8. The extent of comfortable feeling
 Class Comfortable . feeling
Very Good Good Moderate Bad Very bad Total
Frequency(N) 0 8 30 11 0 49
Male 0 3 13 6 0 22
Female 0 5 17 5 0 27
(%) 0 16.3 61.2 22.4 0 100.0
Table 9. Priorities of amenity concepts in city plans
. {Cultural, Natural (Cultural Historical | Health (. |Love of
Class Aliveness| . ... Leisure| . Welfare| Design | Vitality | Safety | Building | home | Others
facility | features | nature environment| care region
N Valid 25 28 19 15 | 13 7 7 8 7 6 4 5 0 0
Percentage(%0)| 51.0 | 57.1} 38.8| 30.6) 26.5 14.3 143 16.3}) 143 122 82 122 ) 100.0 | 10.2
Total 65 50 41 29 | 22 18 13 (13 | 13 | 12 | 10 8 0 7
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Table 10. Comparison of amenity scores between Gyo-dong residential area and Daekag-ro

Cultural Aesthetic . o Environmental
Class nature(%%) nature(%) Convenience(%o) nature(%)
Gyo-dong residential area 44.4 55.3 61.0 64.2
Dachag-ro 54.0 52.7 63.4 54.9
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Table 11. General characteristics of survey subjects
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Class Frequency(N) Percentage(%) Average age(year)
Male 18 64.3 333
Gender Female 10 35.7 29.0
Total 28 100.0 31.8
Table 12. Whether the term amenity is recognized
Class Frequency(N) Percentage(%)
Ves Male 11 39.3
Female 5 17.9
am‘fﬁ}hfi t:;zozzrzled No Male 7 259
Female 5 17.8
Total 28 100.0
Table 13. Prioritics of amenity concepts in city plans
. {Cultural | Natural | Cultural || . | Historical |Health N (. |Love of
Class Aliveness facility | features | nature Leisure environment | care Welfare| Design | Vitality | Safety | Building ngil;i Others
Valid 13 12 8 8 10 7 8 6 4 | 52 | 2 1 0 0
N Percentage(%)| 464 | 429 | 28.6| 286! 357 25.0 | 28.6] 214! 143} 179| 7.11 3.6 0 0
Total 35 18 18 16 16 16 14 | 13 8 7 | 4 3 0 0
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Table 14. Quality aspect of general environment of the city
Class Very positive | A little positive | Moderate | A little negative | Very negative Total
Frequency(N) 0 6 10 10 2 28
Percentage(o) 0 | 21.4 35.7 35.7 7.1 100.0
Table 15. The extent to which Gangneung city's environments are attractive and comfortable
Class Very comfortable | Comfortable | Moderate | Uncomfortable | Very uncomfortable Total
Frequency(N) 0 8 15 3 2 28
Percentage(%) 0 28.6 53.6 10.7 7.1 100.0
Table 16. Score of Gangneung city's attractive and comfortable environments
Class 1~20 points 21~40points 41~60points 61~80points 81~100points Total
Frequency(N) 2 3 9 i4 0 28
Percentage(%o) 7.1 10.7 32.1 50 0 100.0

Table 17. Whether institutional rearrangement would be necessary in planning Gangneung city

1

Class Necessary Not necessary | Don't know I Total
Frequency(N) 25 1 2 28
Percentage(%) 89.3 3.6 7.3 100.0
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