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Flood and Flood Adjustments to the Han River

Summary :

The prupose of this thesis was to study con-
dition of Han River floods and analyze human
adjustments toward floods on the lower part
of the Han River, from Paldang to Chamsil-ni.
The following hypothesis were established to
be tested :

1. The majority of inhabitants living on the
flood plains have two different attitudes toward
floods; one is an environmental deterministic
attitude, and the other is adjustment or modi-

Moon-Chcng Lee

fication against floods.

2. Adjustment patterns or modification to-
ward floods may vary in flood plains due to
the nature of the floods.

3. Adjustment patterns may vary according
to age, education, and living standards of the
inhabitants.

In order to verify the above hypothesis, flood
charateristics of the Han River were studied
first. Secondly, adjustment patterns of the in-
habitants of the area were analyzed with



questionaires about the floods in 1925, 1936,
and 19685. The questionaires was largely based
on the Gilvert F. White’'s scheme of possible
adjustment to floods.

Results of tiie study were as follows:

1. The majority of the inhabitant of the area
showed an environmental deterministic attitude
toward floods. Although they have a keen
awareness of the frequency of floods, most of
them showed a negative attitude, and the dom-
inant type of adjustment was of the bearing
the loss’ type.

2. There appeared different patterns of adju-
stment by . eas:

(a) Misa-ri areas; Although bearing the loss
type was dominant, planting and crop selection
had taken place in this area. (b) Songpa areas;
bearing the loss type of adjustment as well as
site change of settlement from the severely

damaged area, (¢) Topyong and Chamsil area:
Adjustment to emergency action with boats,
land elevation, structural changes of houses,
and crop changes were used.

3. Adjustment patterns were different accor-
ding to age, education, and standard of living.
(@) According to age; the olcer the inhabitants
were, the more bearing the loss type of adjust-
ment were seen. The younger they were, the
more various adjustment patterns were used
such as crop change, flood forecast networks
etc. (b) According to education; The higher
their educational levels were, the more various
actions were taken. (¢) According to the stand-
ard of living; Inhabitants of high income took
more positive and various actions such as em-
ergency action, land elevation, crop change,
and planting.



