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An Analysis on Farmer's Awareness and
Satisfaction Level of the Project for Developing Large-Scale
Environment-Friendly Agricultural Districts

Heo, Seung-Wook

The Purpose of this paper is to analysis on farmer’s awareness and satisfaction
level of the project for developing large-scale environment-friendly agricultural
districts (LSEAD). To analysis farmer’s awareness and satisfaction level, a series
of farm household surveys were conducted on farmers, take part in the project for
developing LSEAD. The sample size of the survey is 80 respectively. As a survey
result, awareness and practical use of facilities & equipment shows a little different
outcome. Satisfaction level of the project for developing LSEAD is summarized as
follows. Influence on disposal of livestock excretions and farmer’s consciousness
change appears 4.47 and spreading environment-friendly agriculture 4.44, distribution
of environment-friendly agricultural product 4.33, and demand of environment-friendly
agricultural materials 4.04. In order to sustainable development of LSEAD, a
governance system should be established.

Key words : sustainability, environment-Friendly agriculture, awareness,
satisfaction, governance
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Table 3. Awareness of facilities & equipment
(unit : person, %)

Content Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree S‘Frongly Total
agree disagree
A 32 42 3 3 0 80
(40.0) (52.5) (3.8) (3.8) 0.0 (100.0)
B 16 54 9 1 0 80
(20.0) (67.5) (11.3) (1.3) 0.0 (100.0)
C 31 32 6 9 2 80
(38.8) (40.0) (7.5) (11.3) (2.95) (100.0)
D 19 43 11 7 0 80
(23.8) (53.8) (13.8) (8.8) (0.0 (100.0)
B 14 24 20 19 3 80
(17.5) (3.0 (25.0) (23.8) (3.8) (100.0)
A : Production facilities & equipment for environment-friendly agricultural materials
B : Production facilities & equipment for environment-friendly agricultural product
C : Resourcefied Center of Crop-Animal Farming
D : Distribution facilities for environment-friendly agricultural product
E : Educational facilities for environment-friendly agriculture
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Table 4. Practical use of faciliies and equipment
(unit : person, %)

Content Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree S‘Frongly Total
agree disagree
A 12 50 13 3 1 79
(15.2) (63.3) (16.5) (3.8) (1.3) (100.0)
B 17 40 21 2 0 80
(21.3) (50.0) (26.3) (2.5) (0.0) (100.0)
c 24 32 14 2 2 74
(32.4) (43.2) (18.9) 2.7 2.7 (100.0)
b 10 46 20 4 0 80
(12.5) (57.5) (25.0) (5.0) 0.0 (100.0)
E 8 22 23 22 4 79
(10.1) (27.8) (29.1) (27.8) 5.1 (100.0)
A : Production facilities & equipment for environment-friendly agricultural materials
B : Production facilities & equipment for environment-friendly agricultural product
C : Resourcefied Center of Crop-Animal Farming
D : Distribution facilities for environment-friendly agricultural product
E : Educational facilities for environment-friendly agriculture
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Table 5. Influence on environment—friendly agriculture spread
(unit : person, %)
Content Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree SFrongly Total
agree disagree
Frequency 49 22 2 5 2 80
(%) (61.3) (27.5) (2.5) (6.3) (2.5) (100.0)
B TAGA] 2HAE S Bt IS EEY WAL STRIAEAC deis
62.5%7F S7FekaL, 33.8% = WA ke, FaFv= oL 3.0%= YEsT.
Table 6. Influence on scale of environment-friendly agriculture area
(unit : person, %)
Content Increase Decrease Unchangeability Total
Frequency 50 3 27 80
(%) (62.5) (3.8) (33.8) (100.0)
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Table 7. Influence on demand of environment—friendly agricultural materials
(unit : person, %)

Content Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree S"crongly Total
agree disagree
Frequency 24 44 5 5 2 80
(%) (30.0) (55.0) (6.3) (6.3) (2.5) (100.0)
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Table 8. Influence on disposal of livestock excretions
(unit : person, %)

Content Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree SFrongly Total
agree disagree
Frequency 23 48 8 0 0 79
(%) (29.1) (60.8) (10.1) (0.0) (0.0) (100.0)
3 4% 2 #%
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Table 9. Influence on scale of environment—friendly agriculture income

(unit : person, %)

Content Increase Decrease Unchangeability Total
Frequency 47 7 26 80
(%) (58.8) (8.8) (32.5) (100.0)
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Table 10. Influence on distribution of environment-friendly agricultural product

(unit : person, %)

Content St:;leily Agree Neutral Disagree zizzrgelz Total
Frequency 45 24 5 4 2 80
(%) (56.3) (30.0) 6.3) (5.0) (2.5 (100.0)
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Influence on farmer’'s consciousness
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