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Return Farmer and Expectant Return Farmer of Rural House

Residential Satisfaction Comparative Study
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to analyze the preferences for the physical features of return farmer housing. Housing
problems of rural areas is one of the important factors that determine the quality of life in rural areas. Through these return
farmer housing as it wants to improve the living environment of rural areas. The purpose of this study aims to find the
required characteristics of the return farmer for rural activation. The survey was conducted to target the return farmer
households living in housing and expectant return farmer living in the rural. The results of this study were as follows. First,
expectant return farmer than return farmer are more importance to house outside(environmental) factors. Showed that
environmental conditions are more important than housing conditions, expectant return farmer of residential satisfaction.
Second, return farmer prefer ratio was higher House prices and sizes, expectant return farmer among the external factors
such as environmental conditions is the distance to the workplace were very important. The results of this study can be a
basis for effective strategies for future rural activation. More sustainable in the future, including the analysis of various
parameters in progress by being linked to policy measures that will be provided. This study aims to be the foundation of

sustainable housing policies for return farmer households.

A= A, A, HEE, 5, FAVER
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Table 1. Previous studies on classification
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Table 3. Return Farmer Annual trend
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Table 5. Residential Satisfaction configuration
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Table 6. Return Farmer Quality of life index entry
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Table 7. Evaluation Indicators of Residential satisfaction
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Table 10. Return Farmer Occupied housing forms
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Table 12. How to prepare Return Farm
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Table 13. Difficulties Return Farmer
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Table 14. Buying a home difficulties
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Table 15. Evaluation Indicators of Residential satisfaction

objective(level 1)
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Table 16. Evaluation Indicators of Residential satisfaction
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