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Urban Human Settlements Environment
Satisfaction Evaluation And Countermeasure

Research——Taking Hengyang City as an Example
TIAN Cheng et al

(Department of Resources, Environment and Tourism Management,
Nanyue Institute, Hengyang Normal University, Hunan Hengyang
421008, China)

Abstract: With the city development the rational, scientific and
constantly improve, the city human settlements research also
continue to receive attention. The article from the city human
settlements system elements angle, according to the Hengyang city
through  the

information, and

environment characteristics,

to obtain first —hand

human settlements

questionnaire  survey
combining with the related data by fuzzy analysis method to carry
on the analysis, the construction of Hengyang city human
settlements quality satisfaction evaluation index system, further
from the living conditions, ecological environment, infrastructure,
public service, development level of the five aspects of Hengyang
city human settlements detailed evaluation, preliminary reach this
stage Hengyang city human settlements environment evolution of
the common law. According to the Hengyang city human settle—
ments environment to develop to benign direction to put forward
the corresponding countermeasure proposal.

Key words: Urban environment;

Hengyang  city; living

Index system
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