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Abstract
China’s housing privatization is accompanied by changing attitudes toward housing and rising household prosperity. The notion of property rights, the increasing awareness that housing can serve as a consumptive symbol and an investment tool, and also the understanding of the role housing play in affecting quality of life all have contributed to an increased demand for quality housing. While the definition of quality housing varies significantly across different cultural and social contexts, there is a fairly strong agreement that consumers’ opinions should serve as the foundation for determining what quality housing entails. Thus a good understanding about people’s housing preference and aspiration is essential in making quality housing in China’s housing market.
This article provides a comparative review of two approaches frequently adopted in Western housing studies about families’ housing preference and aspirations and discusses the applicability of these two approaches to China’s housing studies. One is the market approach, which lies on the premises of consumer rational behavior and fair market competition, and treats market prices or people’s willingness to pay as indicators of housing preferences. The other is the residential satisfaction approach, which relies on people’s perception and evaluation of their environments to judge the performance of housing environment and make inference about housing preferences. I compare the conceptual frameworks within which these two approaches operate, different analytical methods involved, and interpretations drawn from these two lines of inquiry. I also identify the theoretical and methodological gaps that scholars should be aware of when applying research methods developed in Western countries to China’s unique context.
This article will be of use to researchers and practitioners on both public and private sides. For people on the public side, understanding the utility of those research methods and the limitations in research findings can be extremely important for determining housing development standards and evaluating the performance of publicly-subsidized housing projects. For people on the private side, information provided here is helpful to their market analyses and investment decision-making.
