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Abstract

The purpose of the study was to find out the relationship between subjective happiness and satisfaction of social
sustainability in residential environment. The data for the analysis were collected through questionnaire survey method
from October 29 to November 10, 2013, and the sample consisted of 338 residents living in Seoul and Gyeonggi-Do
province. The social sustianability was composed of locality, communality and organism. Locality composed of historical
and cultural reflection of regional identity and of regions. Communality composed of social integration, community program
and facilities. Organism composed of employment, self-sufficiency, welfare, population, safety and housing. The findings
of the study were as followings: 1) The average of subjective happiness was 3.82 points, over neutral. 2) The social
sustainability in residential environment was related with the subjective happiness. 3) In the social sustainability in
residential environment, the residents was satisfied with locality and organism, but they was not satisfied with communality.
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Table 1. The contents of Investigations

Divisions Contents

Demographic
characteristics

Sex, Age, Family type, Marital status, Number of
children

Housing

.. House Type, Ownership, Period of residence
characteristics

Happiness Are you happy now?
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]jiva-luatlon Y identity, Homogeneous of regions
1nd1cator.s . Social integration, Community

about social Communality activities, Community space
sustainability 4 P
in housing Employment, Self-sufficiency,

Organism Welfare, Population, Safety,

Housing

environment
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Table 2. Definition of the Social Sustainability

Author (Year) Concept

We make harmonious development of civil society
Polese & Stren and cultural of communal environment. Enhancement

(2000) of social integration refers to improvement of quality
of life

Kwon It means maintenance of resources with humanity

(2008) (traditional, equality, accessibility, participation and

sharing, cultural identity, etc.)

Social interaction is needed for social equity, social

Bramley & Power cohesion and social capital, It will lead to community

(2009) .
consciousness
It means formation of community consciousness.
Community consciousness is actively made
Jo (2014) conversation between residents in the community. It

is to make social capital and social cohesion by
reducing social exclusion and enhance social equlity
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Table 3. Subjective Happiness

Subjective Happiness 3.80 0.78
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Table 4. Satisfaction of Social Sustainability in Residential

Environment (N=338)
Division M S.D.
Locality Historical and cultural 3.06 0.80
(M=3.22/ Regional identity 3.04 0.79
§$.D.=0.85) Homogeneous of regions 2.95 0.80
Communality Social integration 2.99 077
(M=2.98/ Community activities 3.01 0.83
8.D.=0.81) Community space 3.02 0.83
Employment 291 0.74
Self-sufficiency 2.93 0.75
Organism e fare 3.07 0.85
(M=3.02/ -
S.D.=0.84) Population 3.06 0.79
Safety 3.16 0.91
Housing 3.19 0.89
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Table 5. Correlation analysis for Satisfaction of Social
Sustainability in Residential Environment and Subjective

Happiness
Locality Communality Organism
Subjective 0.191%** 0.268%%* 0.187%%+
Happiness
#*kp< 001
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Table 6. Subjective Happiness as Satisfaction of Social
Sustainability in Residential Environment

N M  S.D. Duncan F
Dissatisfaction 50 350 097 A
Locality Neutral 153 378 0.72 B 6;236
Satisfaction 135 3.94 0.75 B
Dissatisfaction 70 344 094 A
Communa- 13.759
lity Neutral 191 3.82 0.70 B s
Satisfaction 77 4.09 0.71 C
Dissatisfaction 69 352 087 A
Organism Neutral 184 3.82 0.76 B 7:‘45
Satisfaction 85 4.00 0.69 B
#Hp< 01, #F¥p< 001
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Table 7. Correlation analysis for Satisfaction of Locality and
Subjective Happiness

Locality

Historical and Homogeneous of

Regional identity

cultural regions
Subje?tlve 0.203%%* 0.262%%* 0.265%**
Happiness
***p<.001
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Table 8. Subjective Happiness as Satisfaction of Locality

N M  S.D. Duncan F
Dissatisfaction 65 3.60 090 A

Historical and 8.833
cultural Neutral 179 373 074 A .
Satisfaction 94 407 0.71 B
) Dissatisfaction 65 3.43 0.88 A
Regional G al 188 381 075 B 13.185
identity ok
Satisfaction 85 4.07 0.67 C
Dissatisfaction 78 3.49 0.86 A
Homogeneous \ o ) 188 380 074 B 14.583
of regions K
Satisfaction 72 415 0.66 C
**kp< 001

ool A YE FEH MEHLE A AA 9 &4
olgh7| Rt} Y] oln|xE 2Ju|dth(Jung, 2011). A&
A FZke @l 7|7kl AR A AFEEA ol H
ALl FAHo] NG HAAAGS vHEo] YL o] & 7]
o 2 AFUE S d¥S wEo] We Aolth=7H+S
1 993], 2006). A9 Q1F, &5, AEE A4, 7E
2 Mse HA 5o 52 540 ugt 2= (Louis
With, 1938), o]&{st 215 B3 2 X9 o] 3
Qe A6l E vsze AFEE7E] A He] FFA0
A5 He %é‘*é% 1%011 Aka1 &% ﬂfx}*«l
AFUE S} &GS
314 A&7 S °?<1f§ T 21 AFUE @408
AFAE] & JEFS FEZ(Putnam, 2009), A1)
AL AFA] yEe 3
H|523k A3, S0l AFshe
BEe o}uw 3 o) %a A Hf
AL LA A5
A7 o] AF3] A 7(]%—7}'5"3 Bt & FEA
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Table 9. Correlation analysis for Satisfaction of Communality and

Subjective Happiness
Communality
Social Community Community
integration activities space
Subjective 0.164%%+ 0.248%%* 0.198%+*
Happiness
*kkp< 001
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Table 10. Subjective Happiness as Satisfaction of Communality

N M  S.D. Duncan F
) Dissatisfaction 71  3.68 0.71 A
 Social 0 el 191 375 084 A 3289
integration *K

Satisfaction 79  4.05 0.65 B
Dissatisfaction 73  3.51 0.80 A

Community e tral 183 380 082 B 106
activities
Satisfaction 82 4.07 0.56 C
) Dissatisfaction 66  3.58 0.75 A
Community ol 191 379 080 A 6.222
space **
Satisfaction 81 4.02 0.72 B
**p<.01, ***p<.001
AFUE T 2 AL U AT FRE] F
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Table 11. Correlation analysis for Satisfaction of Organism and

Subjective Happiness
Subjective Happiness

Employment 0.157**
Self-sufficiency 0.183***

. Welfare 0.093*

Organism - -
Population 0.073™
Safety 0.072"™
Housing 0.084"™
***¥p<.001, **p< .01, *p< .05
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Table 12. Subjective Happiness as Satisfaction of Organism

S.D.  Duncan F
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