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Abstract

This study analyzed the socioeconomic characteristics of the urban-rural migrants returning to fishing
village. The overall sample consisted of 1,032 respondents. and interviews were conducted in four areas(the
process of preparation, type of business, economic environment, and harmony with local residents). The
results revealed that the migrants to fishing village mainly had U-turn type returning to the place where
they were born, and showed high dependence on family, relatives and acquaintances. In business type, they
mainly entered small scale fishery businesses that require small investment and low entry barrier. In
economic environment, they were in unstable income situation and the unstable economic foundation was
the main factor that lead to abandonment of settling in fishing village. In aspect of harmony with local
residents, they generally formed a favorable relationship based on regionalism.
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<Table 1> Survey Contents

Contents

Date of survey 2018. 7. 9~2018. 8. 27

Interview through structured
questionnaire

(Telephone survey is conducted at
the convenience of respondents)

Survey method

Sample 1,032 units

Preparation and status

Business type

Survey contents - -
Economic environment

Harmony with local residents
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<Table 2> Characteristics of respondents

F
requency Percentage(%)

Contents (Unit)

Samples Totals 1,032 100.0
Male 731 70.8
Gender . male 301 292
Below 30’s 92 8.9
Age 40’s 189 18.3
50’s 429 41.6
Over 60’s 322 31.2
Capital area 56 5.4
Chungchong 355 344

area
Region _Yeongnam area 138 134
Honam area 455 44.1
Gangwon area 18 1.7
Jeju area 10 1.0
1 member 234 22.7
2 member 484 46.9
I;I{L:)T:eirol(zjf 3 member 156 15.1
4 member 115 11.1
Over 5 member 43 4.2
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<Table 3> Preparation of returning to fishing

Fojelel Ats|ZH|

village and statues

Percentage
Contents %)
Type of U-turn type 62.6
returning I-turn type 26.6
J-turn type 10.8
Family/Acquaintances 82.4
General center of
. . . 25.1
Information _ returning to fishing village
acquisition _Internet searching 21.8
path about Local governments 15.4
returning /Regional support center '
to fishing  Books 3.1
village Fair of returning to 17
fishing village )
Others 5.1
Acquaintan  Friend and acquaintances 57.2
ces statues  Relatives 51.6
in the Parents 37.5
returning Brothers and sisters 319
area No acquaintances 16.4
Very poor 2.7
Prior Skill ~ Poor 453
acquisition ~ Moderate 38.8
degree Enough 12.2
Good enough 1.0
Below 10 million won 20.0
Excess 10 million won~ 243
Below 50 million won ’
Earlier Excess 50 million won~ 20
investment  Below 100 million won
fund Excess 100 million won~ 243
Below 300 million won ’
Over 300 million won 7.9
Others 1.0
Initial Personal funds 82.2
investment  General finance 9.7
fund Government loan 4.4
raising Government subsidies 3.1
Sufficient Very poor 25
degree of Poor 59.3
o Moderate 343
initial
funding En.ough 1.7
Fairly Enough 2.1
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<Table 3> Business characteristics

Contents perc(;l:)tage
Fisheries 69.5
Aquaculture 13.5
Agriculture 8.8
Lodging and restaurant 24
Major Marine and fisheries 2
business area leisure ’
Fisheries distribution 0.9
Seafood processing 0.3
Mart/Convenience store 0.3
Others 2.1
Single or plural Single business 80.6
business Plural business 194
Conversion No experience 95.0
experience of -
business Some experience 5.0
Gathering 57.2
Coastal composite
Specific fishery 224
business type in Port fishery 10.5
fisheries Drift gill net 44
(multiple Inland fishery 2.9
response) Purse seine 2.2
Jigging 1.5
Others 7.7
Specific Seaweed 32.7
business type in Shellfish 30.2
aquaculture Fish 27.1
(multiple Inland fish 5.7
response) Crustacean 3.1
Other marine animal 1.3
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<Table 4> Economic environment

Contents Perczoe;:)ta ge
Very unstable 114
Income Unstable 60.7
stability Average 21.0
Stable 6.8
Very stable 0.0
Reduction of fishe:
resources i 658
Sluggish production 30.8
Sufﬁgiency of 235
technic/knowhow )
The reason F‘oor sa.les/ 20.9
. insufficient sales channel
that is hard .
Lack of investment
to get stable funds 12.5
1ncorr}e Lack of competitiveness 11.7
(multiple Lack of alternative jobs 6.2
response) Problems with joining
fishing village 5.0
cooperatives
Conflict with local
residents 4.7
Etc 7.5
Below 10 million won 21.7
10~20 million won 23.3
Annual 20~30 million won 18.6
income 30~50 million won 18.4
50~100 million won 11.0
Over 100 million won 44
Fishery Fishery income 71.9
income ratio  Non-fishery income 28.1
. Below 50 million 24.0
i‘i’gzl“ed 50~100 million 293
ivestment 100~200 million won 18.3
capital 200~500 million won 235
Over 500 million won 4.7
Not applicable 0.2
Annual Bell.o\.wv 3 millif)r? won 32.1
operational 3 million~10 million won 26.7
. 10 million~30 million won 20.1
capital — —
30 million~50 million won 8.6
Over 50 million won 10.6
Method of Not applicable 1.9
annual Personal funds 94.0
operating fund General finance 4.7
financing Government loan 1.2
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<Table 5> Harmony with local residents

Contents perczg/rol;age
Very bad 0.4
Relationship Bad 10.1
situation with local =~ Moderate 245
residents Good 43.0
Very good 21.9
Same hometown residents 66.3
Active participation in village events/activities 8.1
The reason that Bright greeting, sociability 7.3
have good Because of having acquaintances 6.4
relationship with Village atmosphere friendly to the nobles 5.8
local residents No economic competition with the residents 3.4
Activities that help local people 1.4
By doing economic activities that benefit the local residents 1.4
Prejudice and prejudice toward outsiders 45.8
The reason that Economic competition problem (Sharing fishing grounds, etc.) 354
have bad - :
. . Lack of exchange with local residents 9.4
relationship with - -
. Demand for excessive sacrifice and effort 8.3
local residents
Demand for expenses such as village event fees 1.0
Join status of Already joined the fishing village cooperative members 51.0
fishing village
cooperatives Haven’t joined fishing village cooperative members 49.0
Not feeling the need 36.4
The .rffason why Expensive joining fees 324
not .]01n11.1g the Don’t have qualifications for joining 20.9
fishing village P
. Lake of seats for joining 14.8
cooperatives — -
(multiple response) Rejection of local residents 5.2
Waiting as a candidate members 2.5
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<Table 6> Characteristics of abandoner on returning to fishing village

Characteristics

Type of returning

They are tend to I-type returning(39.0%)
(Total Average I-type proportion 26.6%)

Acquaintances statues in the

returning area 19.1%

They usually return to the place with no acquaintances(69.1%)
Relatives 30.9%, Friends and acquaintances 29.1%, Siblings 28.2%, Parents

Information acquisition path of
returning to fishing village

Have high dependency on family/acquaintances(72.4%)

Ages

The abandoners are mainly 50s ~ 60s
(Over 60s 40.7%, 50s 38.2%, 40s 13.0%, below 30s 8.1%)

Small capital for initial investment which is lower than average
(Initial investment 86 million won)

Initial investment fund

88.8% used personal funds for initial investment
(General finance 9.0%, government loan 0.5%, government subsidies 1.3%)

Major business is fishery(69.1%)

Major business

In fishery much of them work in gathering(58.3%) without vessel and

Combined coastal(17.9%) with less than 10ton vessel

Conversion experience
of business

High proportion of conversion experience from initial business(22.8%)
They have 4.6 times higher experience than average(5.0%)

Reasons for giving up
returning to fishing village

Low income (68.3%) and uncertain prospects(30.1%) are the main reasons
for giving up the returning
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o7 QT WA T AN edolg F 5
T ofFA 7kl Bl o]F whEeld] Fef A
T o &58FE Sesta, FoiRle] VE of
R AL obd AAH FyRAsr 4
T es T s wEIE wdo] W
gofop & Flolth ARFnlzte] goks FlsiA
T oA dedE] AdgaAE nEd
STt ol ofEAl thaE gl ol§del, Flojel, AN
AR, AQRAL7E AFAR7E & gEFE Ao

Zrojel= AR o]EoA kY

=
45 dlAe Fejsta AAbs] s TR
qE 71diE 4 e Aot

B oAdgE 2018 7€~82  AlEClA 2013
W20169 5% FojQle FAISE 2107 ofjEof T
ojgt 7 2d~5dAtE ddo® skl glov o
o] o] 5AE wdL Aoz AL Lo
Aol Aol mE AALA Astel 5HS
A Zchs SAE 7KL Q. 5 A
T AR SFl whe gFAgel uE
Altstel Fojle] ArsAAE 54 skl gt
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