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Effect of Perception of Neighborhood Disorder on Residence Duration
— Mediating Effect of Daily Life Satisfaction and Crime Fear —
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Abstract: Residence duration is considered as a key premise for residential safety and community
integration. This study focuses on the neighborhood environment as a community-level measure to
keep residential living. It examines that residents’ perception of neighborhood disorder can affect their
satisfaction with daily life and fear of crime, ultimately resulting in a shortening of the residential
duration. Mediation effect hierarchical linear regression models are conducted using data from the 2020
National Living Safety Survey(13,836 households). As a results of the analyses, the higher the perception
of neighborhood disorder, the shorter the residence duration. This perception of disorder has a negative
impact on daily life satisfaction and increased crime fear. Ultimately, this resulted in a shortening of
the residence period. The results raise the need for the local government to develop a continuous
discussion system with local communities to maintain environmental comfort at the community level.

Keywords: Neighborhood Disorder, Residence Duration, Daily Life Satisfaction, Crime Fear, National
Living Safety Survey
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Figure 1. Conceptual and Analytical Model on the Residence Duration of Perception of Neighbhood Disorder
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Table 1. Results of Descriptive Satistics Analysis of Variables (N=13,836)
Variables ‘ Questions ‘ Min ‘ Max ‘ Mean ‘ St.D.
<Dependent Variable>
}})etslir(;::ir:;e g(())t\; 1:3:(151 t}lllas\)/e you lived in your current neighborhood? | 1,094 170 175
<Independent Variable>
There was trash thrown around haphazardly and it was messy. 1 5 2.05 0.87
There were many dark and secluded places 1 5 1.98 0.93
Perception of There were many abandoned cars and empty buildings nearby. 1 5 1.81 0.83
Neighborhood | There were many people who did not follow baisc rules
Disorder* (jaywalking, illegal parking, etc.). ! > 210 094
There were many delinquent youths walking around in groups. 1 5 1.80 0.80
I could often see people arguing or fighting loudly. 1 5 1.80 0.75
<Mediating Variables>
Salzasllfil};tl;;ie** How satisfied are you with your overall daily life? 1 11 7.41 1.26
I’m afraid when i’s home alone at night. 1 5 2.02 0.93
Crime Fear* i’lr:n 2f£et1indi ;ﬁfﬂ I walk down the alleys of my neighborhood 1 5 293 102
I’m afraid that I myself will be a victim of crime. 1 5 2.06 1.02
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Table 1. Continued

Variables Questions ‘ Min ‘ Max ‘ Mean ‘ St.D.
<Control Variables>
Gender (D Man, 2) Woman 1 2 1.52 0.50
Age range: 10 years old
Age (@ Teens, @ 20s, ~ ® 60s, (D 70s or older) I 7 4.51 1.6
Average monthly household income last year
Income ( Lee than \ 1 million, ~ @ More than \ 10 million) ! ’ 430 ) 1%
Degree o formal education
Education (@ Did not receive it, 2) Elementary school, ~ 1 7 438 1.33
(D Graduatie school or higer)
Homeowner Dummy of Ownership of current home 0 1 0.78 0.42
House--Business Durpmy .for the presence of householq me.mbers who run a 0 1 0.04 020
business in the houses they currently live in
APT Dummy of APT 1 0.54 0.50
Detached House | Dummy of detached house 1 0.25 0.43

* Likert 5-point scale (D Strongly disagree to & Strongly agree)
** Likert 11-point scale (D Not at all satisfied, ~ ® Average, ~ @D Very satisfied)
Source: Korean Institute of Criminology and Justice (2020), KOSIS (2020)

TR g3t A F =24 DAollA Tl 224 2 2S W, YAl MFY s E T B+
717} o E A B A AL AAZH 2 AS] o= =7NA g= "ol At

SR0NM 7N2EAE A7NA R AHEEC] B AE 2 O F 52.40%(7,255%8 )= ©14d, 47.60%
7HIAA LR Fou 67 £ollA AetE o 21 (6,58178)="d/d°I Att. A B A w HH 5007} 22.50%
LA A BAAE QA5HA] &= Ho 7 YehyTh 2 7 kAL 60Tt 40T 7} 22 17.80%, 17.50% 2 5

(1.80~2.10). QA M= = HH 7412 HE =5
(6)Eot= =kt W& Fel3ol tigh 37 £3 Bl
2.02~2.232 Whof| 22} Yof| 91 uf’, Hhof| T2 Z&

£ 0|tk 1007} 4.30%2 7F A 91tk 2020 5F &f =
QF & Ht A52300~4005HH 0] 7 EREAT (19.50%),
400~5005H (19.20%)0] L T30 2 Wttt A u|

Table 2. Results of Factor Analysis and Reliability Analysis

Variables Questions Factpr Cronbach’s o
Loading
There was trash thrown around haphazardly and it was messy. 783
There were many dark and secluded places 758
Perception of There were many abandoned cars and empty buildings nearby. 157
Neighborhood There were many people who did not follow baisc rules 755 849
Disorder (jaywalking, illegal parking, etc.). ’
There were many delinquent youths walking around in groups. 740
I could often see people arguing or fighting loudly. 709
I’m afraid when i’s home alone at night. .899
Crime Fear I’m afraid when I walk down the alleys of my neighborhood alone at night. 877 729
I’'m afraid that I myself will be a victim of crime. .821
KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) 0.844
o Chi-Squre 56,416
Bartlett Verification
df (p) 36 (<0.01)
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Table 3. Hierarchical Linear Model Analysis of Daily Life Satisfaction, Crime Fear, and Residence Duration

. Daily Life Satisfaction Crime Fear Residence Duration
Variables

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Contant 6.074 %% -0.862%** 0.155%%** 0.018%%**
Percept. Neighbor. Disoder -0.143 %% 0.378%** -0.024 %% -0.002*
Daily Life Satisfaction 0.015%*
Crime Fear -0.052%**
Gender 0.099%** 0.658*** -0.044%* -0.011
Age -0.038%** -0.037%%%* 0.055%** 0.054%**
Income 0.104*** 0.009* -0.045%** -0.047***
Education 0.143%%%* 0.000 -0.158%%** -0.160%**
Homeowner 0.196%** 0.032* (0.599%** 0.598***
House+Business 0.115* 0.169%** -0.148%** -0.141 %%
APT 0.116%** -0.017 -0.137#%* -0.139%**
Detached House 0.156%**%* -0.139%** 0.688*** 0.679 %
R? 0.155 0.255 0.389 0.392
F 200.4%** 526.2%** 979.4%*%* 809.2***

*p<.1, #* p<.01, ¥ p<,001
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