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The External Impact of Specific Land Useon
the Neighboring Housing the5th Land
Readjustment Area Case Study in Tainan City

Yung-Lung Lee and Tzung-Cheng Huang

Abstract

The specific land use for amusement is required for people. But someillegal for gam-
bling and erotic use are also disguised. We take these uses as some NIMBY effects and find
there exist the negative impact on living environment and property value. The place, the 5th
land readjustment areain Tainan City, was development with many nightclubs dancing and
red-light area. The operation had caused the community some externality. This study intro-
duced a questionnaire survey in this place and tries to find out the possible effects caused by
this kind of disamenity. Using factor analysis we conclude that these specific uses inter-
rupted the initial housing selection and did some negative effects. Meanwhile it is very
important for the policy implication in the zoning ordinance.
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