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 1. Introduction 
The peri-urban villages are scenes of the formation, growth, and the continuity of 
opportunities and threats affecting the environmental quality and the way of 
supplying the needs of residents. Thus, assessing the livability of these villages as a 
new concept is of great importance in the literature of settlement planning. The 
study areas in this study include the peri-urban villages in the city of Varamin and 
in the vicinity of four cities in this region. What is considered in this study is the 
individual variables affecting the perception of livability in the peri-urban villages 
of Varamin located in Tehran Metropolis.  

2. Theoretical Framework 
Livability is a concept related to the number of concepts and terms such as 
sustainability, quality of environment, healthy communities, etc. Although definitions 
vary in different communities, the defined objectives of planning should be used to 
create native standards for livability. Livability is often used for defining the different 
dimensions of community and common experiences; it is usually focused on human 
experiences of place within the specified time and place. In addition, livability as a 
concept can be expanded or limited depending on the context in which it is defined. 
However, life quality is often at the center of attention in this concept and includes a 
wide range of measurable indicators with proven components including density, 
transportation, security, and sustainability. Livability, however, is an interconnected 
concept derived from the economic, environmental and social concepts, which aims at 
preventing its one dimensional and reductive state. Therefore, there should be a 
network of relationships between various domains in terms of livability standards. 
Vergunst (2003) introduced a framework for livability in Aspinge rural area in 
Sweden. In this context, the livability is a product of interaction between local 
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residents, community life, service level, physical location, and local economy. Local 
population, demographic structure (age and gender), and lifestyle are among important 
factors in this regard. Service level refers to communications services, schools, stores, 
and homes for the elderly. 

3. Methodology 
Research method used in the study is analytical-descriptive. Indicators and indexes of 
livability in urban and rural settlements extracted and then complete with the 
conditions in the per-urban villages. In this study, Cochran method for sampling is 
used. Based on the number of resident families living in these villages, 380 people 
were selected. To increase the accuracy of the results, 400 questionnaires were 
designed, distributed, and completed. , Meanwhile, some experts were consulted with 
to assess the validity of the questionnaire. As for  But for reliability of the 30 
questionnaire provided and distributed between the residents in four rural villages in 
the vicinity of each of the cities and towns in the cities of Varamin, Qarchak,, Pishva 
and Javadabad. To measure the reliability of questionnaire, Cronbach's alpha was used. 
The Cronbach’s alpha obtained in this study was 0.955. 

4. Results & Discussion 
The relationship between individual characteristics and livability indices has been 
studied in this study as the main dependent variable. Thus, Phi and Cramer's correlation 
method was used to explore the variable of education with a ordinal scale, the variables 
of age and the duration of residence in the village with an interval scale, and also the 
variables of gander and occupation with a nominal scale. There is no significant 
relationship between the variable of gender with any of the indicators except for 
entertainment and leisure time; however, there is a statistically significant relationship 
between the variable of occupation in the individuals in charge and the indicators of 
public transport and green and open spaces. Of all education levels of respondents with 
no livability indicators, there is no statistically significant relationship. Finally, there is 
a relationship between the duration of residence in the village and the indicators of 
employment, income, and the sense of continuity and belonging to the place and its 
landscape. No relationship was found between the age, education, and livability in the 
villages under study. In fact, people of different ages and with different levels of 
education have the same attitudes towards the environmental needs, which can bring 
about positive aspects of the issue. This is due to the fact that the difference in attitudes 
between people of different ages in these villages is low, whereas low-literate and 
illiterate people are also aware of their civil rights and their attitudes do not show any 
significant differences with the attitudes of people with higher education and/or 
university education.  

5. Conclusion 
It is a general assumption that per-urban villages provide more appropriate and 
desirable levels of livability for their residents due to the special geographical 
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locations; however, the results of the study indicate that the situation in per-urban 
villages of Varamin is quite different. 
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