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ABSTRACT :This purpose of this study was to investigate the perception and participation satisfaction of residents who participated

in the rural landscape improvement project in Geumsan. The projects were conducted in three villages of Geumsan in 2018 and total

96 residents had participated. The results of the questionnaire survey on the participants showed that they usually have interests in

community activities and actively participated. As a result of analyzing factors related to the change of residents' perceptions and

satisfaction. It was found that there was significant difference in perception and satisfaction according to frequency of participation,

not demographic factors. It is interesting that active interaction among residents during the projects and satisfaction on process are

important factor for overall project satisfaction. For successful rural landscape improvement projects, it is necessary to encourage and

support interaction and communication among residents. In addition, more various programs need to be developed to foster residents’

attachment and sense of community.
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Figure 1. Site Location for the Geumsan Landscape Improvement Project
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Table 1. Process of the Geumsan Landscape Improvement Project

Phase
Discussion Workshop Construction Presentation
Time Period Jan. - March April - May June July
Participants Residents, Students Residents, -Smdents, Residents, Students Residents, .Sludents,
Professionals Professionals

Table 2. Activities for the Geumsan Project in Three Neighborhoods

Activities

Community
meetings

Haok 2-ri

Discussion among residents
and commumty leaders

Discussion among female

Discussion among ginseng

Construction by
local residents and

residents of a music group

retailers in Geumsan

students _
Street beautification and Implementation of a rest area
. . Constructing planter boxes
improvement of safety near senior center
— - =
Results of
landscape
improvement
project

Wall arts, lights, benches,
landscaping in main streets

Piano benches, piano path,
steps, street lights

Shelter near community center
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Table 3. Measurement Items

Variables

Items

Attitude (4 items)

interests in community activities/ active participation/ close contact with neighbors/
necessity to improve environment.

Participation Experience
(6 items)

actively involved/ encouraged neighbors/different roles and duties/
among residents/ actively cooperated/ satisfied with the manner

active interaction

Pro-participation
(10 items)

became interested in community activities/ pride of community/ will participate actively/
will encourage neighbors/
stimulated communication among residents/ increased the participation/ more interests in
other community projects

improved environment/ improved an image of community/

Frequency of Participation (1 item)

frequency of participation

Overall satisfaction (1 item) overall satisfaction

Demographic Statistics (5 items)

gender/ age/ occupation/ residential duration
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Table 4. Socio-Demographic Statistics of the Participants of Three Neighborhoods

Total (n=96) Jungdo 1-ri (n=24) Jungdo 8-ri (n=41) Haok 2-ri (n=31)
N % N % N % N %

Gender Female 54 56.3 8 333 20 48.8 26 83.9

Male 42 43.8 16 66.7 21 51.2 5 16.1

40s 11 11.5 2 8.3 9 22.0 0 0.0

Age 50s 16 16.7 7 29.2 7 17.1 2 6.4

60s 50 52.0 9 37.5 18 43.9 23 74.2

=70s 19 19.8 6 25.0 7 17.0 6 19.4

Farmer 20 20.8 2 8.3 13 31.7 5 16.1

Business Owner 41 42.7 17 70.8 9 22.0 15 48.4

Occupation Professional 3 3.1 1 42 2 4.9 0 0.0

Salesperson 9 9.4 3 12.5 6 14.6 0 0

Housewife 14 14.6 1 4.2 5 12.2 8 25.8

Other 9 9.4 0 0.0 6 14.6 3 9.7

Residential <20 years 25 26.0 10 41.7 12 29.3 3 9.7

Duration 21~30 years 34 354 8 333 12 29.3 14 452

= 3lyears 37 38.5 6 25.0 17 41.5 14 452

Frequency <2 times 31 32.3 16 66.7 8 19.5 7 22.6

of 3~4 times 28 29.2 3 12.5 13 31.7 12 38.7

Participation =5 times 37 38.5 5 20.8 20 48.8 12 38.7
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Table 5. An One-way ANOVA by Villages
Total Juln f?o Ju;_ iqo Haok 2-ri
Items (n=96) (n=24) (n=41) (n=31) F LSD
M [SD[MI[SD|[M][sSD][ M [SD

Attitude

1 | I am always interested in community activities. 447 | 74 | 442 | 88 | 466 | 57 | 31 | 426 | 277 b>c
2 | I participate actively in community activity. 4521 73 | 442 | 97 [ 473 | 54 | 432 .65 3.29% b>c
3 | I usually stay in close contact with my neighbors. 458 | .61 | 475 | 53 | 461 | .62 | 442 | .62 2.10 a>c
4 infvilrto;ﬁnl: was necessary to improve neighborhood 469 | 57 |479| 50 | 476 | 48 |452| 67 | 217
Participation Process

1 | I was actively involved in the project. 444 1 82 417 | 1.16 | 468 | .61 | 432 | .65 3.66* b>a
2 | I encouraged my neighbors to participate. 4451 .77 | 433 | 91 | 466 | .61 | 426 | .77 2.88 b>c
3 | Residents had different roles and did their duties. 447 | .79 | 404 | 1.04 | 468 | 61 | 452 | .67 | 549** | b,c>a
4 | There was active interaction among residents. 459 | 66 | 429 | 85 |4.78 | 52 | 458 | 56 | 4.49* b>a
5 | Residents actively cooperated. 457 | .64 | 450 | 78 | 461 | .66 | 4.58 | .50 0.22

6 | L om satisfiod wilh the manner in which the Profeets a1¢ | 4 44 | g7 | 400 | 128 | 478 | 52 432 | 65 | 739 | boac
Pro-participation

1 | I became interested in community activities. 435] 87 | 400 | 93 | 468 | .78 | 419 | .79 | 6.01** | b>ac
2 | I got the pride of my community 448 | 78 |4.04 | 90 | 471 | .75 | 452 | 57 | 6.15%* | be>a
3 | The project increased community attachment 440 | 85 [ 396 | 99 [4.59| .80 | 448 | .67 | 4.68* | bc>a
4 | 1 will participate actively in community activities. 435] 88 [4.00| 93 | 461 | 77 429 | 90 | 3.97* b>a
S | I will encourage my family and neighbors to participate. | 4.35 | .85 | 404 | .85 | 4.61 | .80 | 4.26 | .81 3.94* b>a
6 | The project helped improve neighborhood environment. 449 | 82 | 417 | 1.00| 466 | 82 | 452 | 57 2.85 b>a
7 | The project helped improve the image of our community. | 446 | .86 | 4.08 | .88 | 4.66 | .79 | 448 | .85 | 3.62* b>a
8 2;;:526“ has stimulated communication among 444 | 87 396 | 112|461 | 80 | 458 | 56 | 533** | be=a
9 | This project has increased the participation of residents. 447 | 87 [ 400 | 93 | 478 | 72 | 442 | 85 | 6.94%* b>a
10 | Residents got more interests in other community projects. | 4.49 | .83 | 3.92 | 1.01 | 473 | .74 | 4.61 | .56 | 9.05%** | b,c>a
Overall satisfaction

I | Overall 1 am satisfied with the project. 465 63 [429] 80 [488] 45 [461 ] 55 [ 747 [ b.coa

Ao e
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Table 6. An One-way ANOVA by Frequency of Participation

Items Total < 2 times | 3-4 times =5 times F LSD
M[sp|l M [sop| M [sp| wm]sD
Participation Process
1 | I was actively involved in the project. 444 | 82413 | 1.12 | 439 | 63| 473 | .51 4.99%  a<c
2 | I encouraged my neighbors to participate. 445 | 771426 | 93 |432| 72| 470 | .57 3.56% ab<c
3 | Residents had different roles and did their duties. 447 | 79 | 406 | 96 | 446 | .79 | 4.81 40 8.65%# a<b,c
4 | There was active interaction among residents. 459 | .66 | 426 | .77 | 4.61 63 | 486 | .42 8.28*H a<b,c
5 | Residents actively cooperated. 457 64| 435| 75| 446 | 64| 484 | 42 5.83*% ab<c
6 I am satisfied with the manner in which the projects are aaa | 8703940 1181 4571 57| 476 | 49 0.44%4 achic
conducted.
7 | Overall I am satisfied with the project. 465 | .63 | 432| 75| 468 | .61 | 489 | .39 7.90%% a<b,c
Pro-participation
1 | I became interested in community activities. 435 | 0.87 | 3.71 | 1.01 | 4.64 | 0.62 | 468 | 0.58 | 16.72*¥* | a<b,c
2 | I got the pride of my community 448 | 0.78 | 397 | 098 | 471 | 0.54 | 473 | 0.51 | 12.11*¥* | a<bc
3 | The project increased community attachment 44| 085 3.87 | 1.06 | 464 | 0.56 | 465 | 0.63 | 10.41** [ a<b,c
4 | I will participate actively in community activities. 435 | 0.88 | 3.81 | 0.98 | 443 | 0.92 | 476 | 044 | 12.28** | a<bc
5 | I will encourage my family and neighbors to participate. 435 0.85 | 381 | 091 | 45| 0.79 | 47| 057 | 12.49%* | a<bc
6 | The project helped improve neighborhood environment. 449 | 0.82 | 397 | 1.05 | 4.64 | 0.62 | 481 | 046 | 11.76%* | a<b,c
7 | The project helped improve the image of our community. 446 | 0.86 | 394 | 096 | 471 | 0.60 | 4.7 | 0.74 | 10.16%¥* | a<b,c
8 | The project has stimulated communication among residents. 444 | 0.87 | 3.87 | 1.12 | 457 | 0.63 | 4.81 | 0.46 | 12.96%* | a<b,.c
9 | This project has increased the participation of residents. 447 | 0.87 | 397 | 1.02 | 461 | 0.83 | 478 | 0.53 9.30%* | a<b,c
10 | Residents got more interests in other community projects. 449 | 0.83 | 3.84 | 1.07 | 475 | 044 | 484 | 044 | 19.53** | a<b,.c
ANl BAlol Wers Aol i WMEHEVF £o ) Fojel AR I oz Fofapyg &Hof A
, R AFRIA o] 11 3o} st s of ok Jl Bye] BERd S F= AoE 2AEAT
WEEs} 2% 8919 Ao et B 52 AR BHHE SdeIAE TN o
Aol ARNE B ANHS AR e & E 159 FUe RS sk Aol Fasit
o A% o % gtk
AR, FR| Fojwel Q1 Wstete] AAE EAst AR, T=88e] ARolA 52 5 Us Solg
7] Sl demA RS AN A3 Fof NErt < 2835t o] AYd AbEsAE Bl AT F
ESTE AL & Aer =AEAY. olEe 2 o] 241t &2 o] 2o Qo] mhaol tidk Al
= ebxje] A3ATS] Kim(2017), Cho and Jeong(2017) ko] Aer)b wka, eS8 ZIFHo|x ANF

MRS 2555 vSANE e e 2 ARA] A AL
Holl thigt #A 59 <14lo] MEsia v oo} 7
Z7F HteA] Q3RS Q1AsHA Aok E 4 ok
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Table 7. A Multiple Regression Analysis for the Project Satisfaction

Unstandardized Standardized Collinearity statistics
Model coefficients coefficients t p-values
B Standard error Beta Tolerance VIFa
(invariable) 799 424 1.885 .063
Necessity to improve 237 086 213 2743 007 851 1175
environment.
Active interaction among | )5 087 44 4858 000 619 1.616
residents in the process
Satisfaction with the
manner in which the 177 .065 243 2.710 .008 637 1.569
projects are conducted.
= 727, R>= 528, revised R>= .513,

F=34.338, p=.000, Durbin-Watson=2.319

a. Variation inflation factor

o Fah @ Aoz AgE. a8y shue] Al
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