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The Effects of Sense of community and Residential Satisfaction
of Local Residents on Quality of Life

Eun-A Lee
Professor, Dept. of Social Welfare, SungKyul University

gl itk olE Al B71= GAl vhEFRl 48078 deE HiEs 59 111 A& AR 23, S444% 9

52 B89 ARG BB ATAT HA, TEA AL 4] Art FAUEE] H(HA FFL T
L Ao® vtk S, FANEES o) o] A(HHA FFL AL A0 ek AR, FAUSEE
25A) oj4lat 4e] A 7he] PAolN BBl a2 AZEUG. olEie AT vl npeuel FEA
ofajo] 4Fe] o] P WX WA FARSES wAE ool FRAT 4] B FAAZY g AA
2 Woke AXsHoC,

71¥E @ v, SEA 9, FANSE, ko] A, wiast

Abstract The purpose of this study was to examine the effect of sense of community on the quality
of life of local residents and the mediating effect of residential satisfaction in the process to improve
the quality of life. To this end, as a result of 1:1 survey through a face-to-face survey of 480 local
residents in G, Gyeonggi-do, a total of 468 samples were finally analyzed excluding insincere
answers. The analysis method was SPSS WIN 25.0, and the mediation model was verified using
frequency analysis, descriptive analysis, correlation analysis, and regression analysis. As a result of
the study, first, sense of community was found to have a positive (+) effect on quality of life and
residential satisfaction. Second, residential satisfaction was found to have a positive (+) effect on the
quality of life. Third, residential satisfaction was verified as a partial mediation in the relationship
between sense of community and quality of life. Based on this study, the importance of the effect
of residential satisfaction in the process of local residents' sense of community affecting their quality
of life and practical measures to improve the quality of life were presented.

Key Words : Villagers, Sense of Community, Residential Satisfaction, Quality of Life, Mediating Effect
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics (N=468)
Variables N %
Male 122 26.1
Gender
Female 346 739
Ages 18 to 49 261 56.5
Age Ages 50 to 64 110 238
65¢ 91 19.7
YHigh school 244 529
Education
Junior college( 217 471
Live together Single 3 243
family With Spouse & Etc %2 | 757
Residential Rented Household 240 52.7
type One's own House 215 47.3
»100 million 126 292
Monthly 100<a¢200 million 51 11.8
Income(won) 200<a¢300 million 66 16.3
300 million¢ 188 437
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Table 2. Charactersics of Major Variables (N=468)

Variable Mean SD Skewness Kurtosis
Sense of 324 456 039 1017
community
Residential 3.24 477 458 146
satisfaction : : ’ )

Quality of life 335 658 -226 1.063
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Table 3. Correlations among Major Variables (N=468)
: Sense of ] Residential
Variable community Quality of life satisfaction
Sense of 1
Community
Quality of Life 500" 1
Residential
Satisfaction 484 448 !
p<.001™"
Table 4. Effect of Sense of community, Residential satisfaction on Quality of life (N=468)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Variable
B B t B B t B 8 t
Gender -094 -062 -1.397 -.065 -.061 -1.375 -.046 -042 -1.001
Age -080 -097 -1.694 -053 -.089 -1585 -036 -061 -1.127
Education -032 -.039 -721 053 092 1.714 .060 103 2016
Live together family 123 072 1.470 .051 042 871 .026 .021 453
Residential type 023 017 378 -.045 -048 -1.049 -.050 -053 -1.215
Sense of Community 715 485 10,9577 520 493 | 112827 370 351 7.380™
Residential Satisfaction 210 293 6.278"
F 21.241™ 23497 27.667™
R? 238 257 322
Adjusted R? 227 246 311
Durbin-watson 1.754
p<.05", p¢.01™, p<.001™
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