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General Housing and Congregate Houses of Rural Elderly Households
Residential Satisfaction Comparative Study

Lee, Chang-Woo

Researcher Fellow, Jeonbuk Development Institute

ABSTRACT : The purpose of this study was to analyze the preferences for the physical features of senior congregate housing. The

survey was conducted to target the elderly households living in senior congregate housing and general elderly households living in

the rural. The results of this study were as follows. Showed that housing conditions are more important than environmental

conditions, elderly households living in senior congregate housing. Among them was the most important house prices and rents. Also

among the external factors such as environmental conditions is the distance to the workplace were very important. So the elderly

households living in congregate housing showed that more important considering the economic aspects. Finally, want to be the

foundation of sustainable housing policies for rural elderly households.
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Table 2. Residential Satisfaction Previous studies on

classification
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Table 5. Previous studies Residential Satisfaction configuration
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Table 6. Evaluation Indicators of Residential satisfaction
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Table 8. Residential Satisfaction
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Table 9. Residential unsatisfaction
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Table 10. Senior Congregate Housing Residential Satisfaction factors
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Table 11. Senior Congregate Housing Residential Satisfaction
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Table 12. Tenement house tenants willing
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Table 13. Tenement house preferred type
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Table 14. Evaluation Indicators of Residential satisfaction
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Table 15. Evaluation Indicators of Residential satisfaction

alternative
. Fo=
Variables Qe [
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Fdlof o
ZeylA 9 o= 0.18 0.32
A AR A 0.10 0.20
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