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SUMMARY

Quality of Life in Cities

Hyun-Sik Kim

The primary purpose of the present study is fivefold: ) to review
the concept of quality of life (QOL) and to propose a set of key
components and indices of QOL in cities, ) to analyzetheleve of QOL
and the discrepancies among cities, ) to explore the reationship
between the size of the city and the level of QOL, ) to compare the
level of QOL among OECD member counties, ) and to discuss policy
issues and directions to improve the QOL in cities.

The study divides QOL into physical(PQOL) and non-physical
(NQOL) types. PQOL is composed of three components: economic
aspect, convenience, and locationa attributes. NQOL includes two
components of education and culture, health and safety. Under these
key component groups, 35 indices were selected to analyze the leved of
QOL in 72 cities. It was found that between 1995 and 1998, there was
no statistically significant improvement of the level of QOL in general
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and that the gap among cities was not reduced.

To explore the relationship between the size of the city and the level
of QOL, the study classified the cities into five population groups: Seoul,
cities with more than 1 million population, cities with 0.5 to 1 million,
citieswith 0.1to 0.5 million, and citieswith less than 0.1 million. Among
these, cities with 0.5 to 1 million population showed the lowest level
of QOL and the dowest improvement. The small cities with less than
0.1 million population exhibited the fastest betterment.

One of the interesting findings of the study was that the population
size of 0.5 million marked the critical turning point or thresh hold in
the relationship of QOL and the city size in Korea. Other than Seoul,
cities with less than 05 million showed better PQOL than those with
more than 05 million. For the case of NQOL, cities with less than 0.5
million displayed higher level in education and culture component,
whereas citieswith more than 05 million were better in health and safety
component.

The study also introduced the concept of Korean Dream City (KDC).
KDC is a hypothetical city with the highest vaue of each indices
involved. The comprehensive index of QOL(QOLI) for each city was
caculated by measuring the vector-combined, multi-dimentional
digtance between KDC and each city. The result of the analysis of QOLI
was consgtent with the first stage finding that overall level and the gap
among citieswere not improved over the period between 1995 and 1998.
Both in 1995 and in 1998, the order of QOLI, from highest to lowest,
was Seoul, cities with more than 1 million, cities with less than 0.1
million, cities with 0.1 to 05 million, cities with 05 to 1 million
population.
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To roughly compare the level of QOL of Korean cities with those
of other countries, acomparative analysis of QOL among OECD member
countrieswas attempted. It was the national comparison and the premise
was that the national QOL was the total sum of QOL in cities. It was
found that the overall leve of QOL in Korea was about the lovd of
nationl income and lowest except Mexico, Czech Republic, Hungary and
Poland. The leve of income digtribution, informatization, education and
Human Development Index (HDI) was better than overal ranking and
health and especialy safety aspect of QOL appeared to be worst among
al indices considered.

Finaly, the study suggested severa macro leve policy issues to
improve QOL in cities. Thereis aneed to establish the evaluation system
of local administration on the performance to improve QOL. It is
necessary to develop new comprehensiveindices especially for subjective
element and non-physica type of QOL and to accumulate internationally
compatible database through collaborative research and exchange
programs. The role of civil society, NGOs and private sector should be
articulated and micro-level coordinating measures and organizations
enhancing quality of life should be ingtituted to better function what
has been traditionaly performed by the central government.
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