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ABSTRACT : The purpose of this study is to provide a plan to promote the use of life SOC facilities by analyzing the factors
affecting utilization of life SOC facilities established as part of the rural center revitalization project. To this end, we selected
Seongjeon-myeon, Gangjin-gun where the rural center revitalization project was implemented, conducted a survey on residents while
analyzing the project details, and analyzed the results. This study revealed that the residents with a cognitive level for the rural
center revitalization project and life SOC tended to more actively use the life SOC facilities. Therefore, to boost residents’use of the
life SOC facilities, it is necessary to promote their understanding of and interest in the rural center revitalization project in the
project implementation phase and have them be sufficiently aware of the facilities by operating pilot programs for residents in each
facility and holding local events and festivals. This study will lay a steppingstone for active resident use of life SOC facilities

established in rural centers and provide basic data for further research.
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Table 1. Current status of rural center revitalization projects
(2015-2019)

Division 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | Total
Leading district 15 20 17 10 62
General district 64 81 80 86 311
Integrated district - - 1 3 4

Sum 79 101 98 99 377
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Table 2. Summary of Previous Study Utilizing Anderson Model

Rl

25T

Subject of Dependent .
Researcher Study Variable Independent Variable
Lim Utilization status | Predisposing factors : Gender, Age, Belief in using the service
(2008) The Elderly of Entrance Enabling factors : Family number, Residential environment, Nursing status, Economic power
facility Needs factors : Functional and Disease Status
Predisposing factors : Gender, Age, Education Level
Min handicapped Formal and . ; . o
2013) persons informal support Enabling factors : Marital Status, Supply and demand of basic life
Needs Factors : Sickness period, Diagnosis
Predisposing factors : Gender, Age, Education Level
eo and Utilization status | Enabling factors : Marital Status, Economic Power, Perception of Senior Center, Image of
Yoon | The Elderly . .
of Senior Center Senior Center
(2014)
Needs factors : Health Status
Lee Using Senior Predisposing factors : Gender, Age, Residential Type, Education Level, Religion
(2019) The Elderly | Center or Elderly | Enabling factors : Residential Area, Family number, Economic Power
Welfare Center | Needs factors : Health Status, Purpose of Use
Nam handicanned Utilization status Predisposing factors : Gender, Age, Education Level, Residential Area, Family number
(2021 persol:lg of housing Enabling factors : Type of Disability, Degree of Discomfort, Use of Public Services
welfare services | Needs factors : Structure and Performance, Proprietor, Experience in Housing Remodeling

ool FARA AL o]go] dFE vA= 89
AF(Nam, 2021) 5 T A7t TSP o]FolH T
QItH(Table 2).

ofo] Al HFo] 7|1 RAHIA FEs ARREA]
AH|A o] dl58%l wefsh=dl 84S 7L 1o
bg BUSOCAIE ol§ dF8llE #Ask=t ATt
ZAo7 wEch

et B AT dHE 23S VMo ofudt o
QlEo] BRSOCAAH olgo] I FrA FPatnrt
ston, APAT A= Hgo® 8R0S skl o
TR 4ot

T Y
1. A

FaAe AT S8} HEFAADAL Aol
93 FR9] ol§3} A¥e] et LgBest fAEL
A
3
BAR SEFUATHSAIG] 12AT gl B
| FAHAT, WWAA HiEo] AFAT | SXska
ke A, B4, AY 29 % welt Fusd A9

SEAE, M28H H25, 2022H

o] 20208 PEFE WHET] ZHAE FEAINY
AR AREATE A A, A9 W Eds s
EFHAGSAIET o et AFREAAYA,
Al e A4l FEAR] 5 FRIFEARIC A9
Hlo] A&l Folsta Qo] FRIFe] T8/ digt
4ol Bl Erh= A 52 LA

AR AHEL 20154 FEFAANLYSAIIAHEA
Bl AEH 393t JEESE 24, YEHE 24,

B

N N

1. Haeng-Bok Cultural Center
=

————— S

Figure 1. Plans of Seongjeon-myeon Rural Center
Revitalization Project
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Table 3. Details of Seongjeon-myeon Rural Center Revitalization Project

Division

Detail

Culture and welfare Facilities

Haeng-Bok Cultural Center Construction of Haeng-Bok Rest areas

. H/W Landscape Improvement Construction of Haeng-Bok park, Improving market Projects,
Seongjeon-myeon pe 1mp Improving Street Projects, Improving Signage Projects
Rural Center X N X . K R R

Revitalization W Leader Education and Resident Education, Distributing Drones to villages, Watching movies,

Project

Supporting Books, Club Activities

Collaboration
business

public offering business of Resident-led social innovation(Jeon-Nam), Caring project(MOIS) public
works of Child Care Co-parenting(Gang-Jin gun) Small-scale urban regeneration project(MOLIT)
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Table 4. Research model design

Factors
Gender
Predisposing
A
factors £°
Occupation

Residential period

Residential area

Enabling |means of transport

factors | Travel Time
Perception of Rural Center Revitalization Project
Perception of Life SOC facilities

Needs Health Status

factors | Walking Status

............

Gender
hge
Occupation

Dependent Variable

Utilization Status of
Life SOC facilities

Besidential period
Besidential area
29ans of transport

Perception of Mural Center Revitalization Project
Perception of Life SO facilities

| Needs factors |-

Health Status
Walking Status

Figure 2. Model design
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Table 5. Respondent’s characteristics

Factors N(%)
Gender Male 17(18.28)
Female 76(81.72)

0 -39 3(3.23)

Age 40- 59 12(12.90
60 = 78(83.87)
Agriculture 63(67.74)

Public offcials 1(1.08)

self-employment 2(2.15)
Occupation House wife 19(20.43)
Student 1(1.08)

Service Industry 3(3.23)

Others 4(4.30)
0 — 9 years 10(10.75)

Residential 10 — 19 years 4(4.30)
period 20 — 29 years 9(9.68)
30 years = 70(75.27)
Good condition 53(56.99)
Health Status fair condition 30(32.26)
Bad condition 10(10.75)

Contral vilage WolPyeong-ri 8(8.60)
SeongJeon-ri 14(15.05)

DoRim-ri 1(1.08)

GeumDang-ri 6(6.45)

SongHak-ri 0(0.00)
Residential arca MyeongSan-ri 13(13.98)
Around village SuYang-ri 7(7.53)
YeongPung-ri 11(11.83)
SongWol-ri 12(12.90)

WolHa-ri 1(1.08)
WolNam-ri 13(13.98)

etc 7(7.53)
Good condition 49(52.69)
Walking Status fair condition 30(32.26)
Bad condition 14(15.05)

Table 6. Results of Reliability analysis of Ultilization
Status of Life SOC facilities

Cronbach’s alpha 0.738

Cronbach’s alpha Standardized Items 0.765
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Table 7. Respondent’s characteristics
Factors Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B SE |ExpB)| B SE |ExpB)| B SE |Exp(B)
) ) Gender(Male=1) 282 .559 1.326 | -.324 706 723 -.320 713 726
P regcsg)‘zmg Age 449 | 347 | 639 | -681 | 482 | 506 | -730 | 493 | 482
Occupation =222 129 .831 -.090 154 914 -.090 155 914
Residential period 542 323 1.720 | .528 321 1.695
Residential area 1.341 .835 3.822 | 1.210 .865 3.354
means of transport 132 .680 1.141 145 .695 1.156
Enabling
factors Travel Time 201 .641 1.223 243 .684 1.275
ii:cr);::ztlon of Rural Center Revitalization 1700° | 799 | 5475 | 1.600" | 806 | 5421
Perception of Life SOC facilities 17097 | 622 | 5521 |1.7147| .624 | 5.551
Needs Health Status -.300 720 7141
factors | Walking Status -055 | 751 | 946
-2LL(D) 124.767 94.063 93.744
Nagelkerke R? 0.58 0.417 0.420
Cox&Snell R? 0.044 0313 0315

p<0.05", p<0.01"", p<0.001""
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