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The L ivability of Guangzhou City
A Sub jective E valuation A pproach Based on Japanese Housew ives

LU Yun-gang 7ZHOU W en-ting TAN Yu-wen

(School of Geography Sciences and Planning Sun Yat— sen Unwersit, Guangzhou Guangdong 510275)

Abstract The dea of Ivable city is in the spotlght mn Chna recently, notonly the goverrm ent butalso the re-
searchers and them edia have pail attenton to the livable city But i’ s apity that he lvable city’ s concept and
relevant standard are not clear Reflections on how to define livable city were discussed in the paper Besiles

questbnnaire and sen i— structured interviews were canbined to discuss the lwab ility of Guangzhou fran the pro-
spective of sam e particular citizens the professbnal housew ves who em grating fran Japan nto Guangzhou. A 1l
of those Japanese housew ves are members of Japanese wanen’ s associatbn of Guangzhou ( WAG), they have
onl mvoled the Iving space and have separated fun the production space for sam e reasons So their evalhia
tons of Guangzhou city’ s livability are ob jectve and relatvely neutral Besides theirhame country Japan can
also offer same mean ngfil references for Chnese utban development Therefore based on the perspective of
Japanese housew wes the results of this research, aremeanngful to international constructon ofChinese m etrop-
olis and livable constmction of peop le— oriented city. The evaluatbn method of this study manly takes Japanese
assessnent on “ livable city” as a reference And the public security housing insurance transportation, medt
cal carg education, shopping food enviromm ent clinate culture entertaiment and hum an relatbnship were
taken as the evaluated factors to assess the livable characteristics fran five aspects the lving safety living con-
ditbns affluence, convenience and can fort Scores were desgned to 5 ponts stands for great satisfaction; 4
ponts refers to quite satisfactbn 3 points means general satisfactbny 2 points means dissatisfactbn 1 pont
shows rather dissatisfactbn A ccodding to those Japanese housew wes’ contrast beween Japanese cities and
Guangzhou, the degree of livability and themamn aspects of mprovement in Guangzhou w ere well discussed Ex-
cept living conditbn other aspects wereworse than those in Japan fran Japanese housew ives’ pointofview, es
pecially the data ofmedical carg education envionment shopping and entertamment which were over 2 tmes
less than those of Japan The result show ed that there was abig problen i the convenience and can fort of Guan-
gzhou In the Japanese housew wes opnon there is a long way to go in order to becane a real livable city for
Guangzhou For one thing its degree of lvability is low. For another both those housew ives’ special culural
background overseas experience, r1ole concepts and their residence tm e n Guangzhou also effect on he evalr-

ated resu lts
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