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Abstract

Urban—rural consolidated cities face ongoing problems such as an imbalance in public services and living conditions between
urban and rural areas because of Korea's urban-centered development of the past. Korea is establishing a master plan for
parks and greenbelts to resolve this imbalance in the area of public green space, but the analytical indicators for the status of
public green space services focus on physical status, which limits practical improvements. To derive practical measures for
improving the imbalance in public green space services within urban—rural consolidated cities, Anseong City was chosen as the
site for a comparative study of the physical status of each living zone and a survey of residents” perceptions. This study found
the Eastern living zone to have the largest deficit in public green space services but reported high satisfaction with such
services. Regardless of the physical extent of the public green space service, satisfaction is higher if roads and linear green
spaces, such as tree-lined streets and green belts along rivers, are adjacent to living infrastructure and easy to access and
use. This study shows that citizens’ satisfaction is affected not only by the physical status but also by the type, accessibility,
and function of public green spaces. It can be seen as a preliminary study reflecting residents’ perceptions of public green
space services in the future.
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Fig. 1. Study area.
Table 1. Status of Anseong
Living zone Area () Population Ratio (%)
Anseong 553.4 193,949
Western living zone 122.9 77,438 39.9
Central living zone 278.6 99,307 51.2
Eastern living zone 151.9 17,204 8.9
Source: Ministry of the Interior and Safety(December, 2024)
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Table 2. Respondent properties

Division Frequency Ratio(%)

Gender Male 191 49.5
Female 195 50.5
Teenage 41 10.6

Twenties 97 25.1

Thirties 30 7.8
Age group Fourties 55 14.2
Fifties 53 13.7

Sixties 30 7.8
Over seventy 80 20.7
Less than a year 21 5.4
Residential period More than 1 year to less than 5 years 90 23.3
More than 5 years to less than 10 years 77 19.9
More than 10 years 198 51.3
Western living zone 116 30
Living zone Central living zone 215 55.7
Eastern living zone 55 14.3
Table 3. Survey items
Division Scale
Gender
Personal information Age group Nominal scale

Residential period

Perception of public park
and green space service

Importance of park and green space
Quantity of park and green space

Quantity of park and green space within walking distance

5-point
likert scale

Satisfaction by public
green space type

Tree-lined street

Neighborhood park

small public park, children’s park
House green belt

School and Public facilities green area
Green area around building
Industrial complex green

Tourist attraction site green area
Hiking trail

Green belt along the river

Green area around cultural facilities
Park exercise and recreation facilities

5-point
likert scale

Table 4. Status of public green space service

Living zone Urban park () Green area (if) Public greenZ Park and green area Publi; green space Pul?lic green s?ace
space area (m) per person (i) service area () service area ratio (%)
Anseong 858,399.5 810,315.3 1,668,714.8 8.60 44.18 7.98
Western living zone 321,820.9 342,796.6 664,617.5 8.58 18.53 15.08
Central living zone 447,975.8 430,675.7 878,651.5 8.84 22.63 8.12
Eastern living zone 88,602.8 36,873.0 125,445.8 7.29 3.02 2
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Fig. 3. Importance of park and green space.

Satisfaction of park and green space
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Fig. 4. Satisfaction of park and green space.
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Satisfaction of park and green space within
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Fig. 5. Satisfaction of park and green space within walking distance.
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Fig. 6. Satisfaction of public green space.
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