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The Meaning of Differentiation in Rural Development Projects and
Its Implications on Resident Assessment

Jungtae Kim
Kongju National University

ABSTRACT : In empirical studies on rural development projects, differentiation tends to be considered a strategy aimed at
increasing the number of visitors. Rural development projects include the improvement of living environment, and the discussion
about project goals and evaluation of project results are often focused on the aspect of rural tourism. Thus, subjective benefits of
such projects for residents are omitted. This study examines the meaning of differentiation from the perspective of residents and
explores the validity of the number of visitors and the possibility of reflecting residents' subjective score as evaluation indicators for
a project. To achieve such an objective, this study uses survey data collected from 153 people in 38 comprehensive development
projects in areas of Eup and Myeon, Korea. The results of this study show that differentiation is viewed as a by-product of positive
improvement from a rural development project, from the perspective of residents. The effects of rural development are classified into
two dimensions: socioeconomic effects and living environmental effects. Landscape improvement is included in the dimension of
living environmental effects and an increase in the number of visitors is included in the dimension of socioeconomic effects. As
such, they are confirmed to be the factors that determine the level of differentiation. For example, the increase in the number of
visitors is confirmed to be a valid indicator of project success, in which two-dimensional characters are reflected. The level of
differentiation evaluated by residents is a result of the workings of the above two factors. Unlike in previous studies, the possibility
of evaluation based on the perception of residents is confirmed in the evaluation of results. When the level of differentiation is
interpreted as the direct result of a project, the number of visitors has an impact on socioeconomic effects, and the project content
of landscape improvement has an impact on living environmental effects. The goal of policy and residents is the same in terms of
the effort residents may make in maximizing results of a project by themselves; thus, the government's goal is achieved even when
a project is carried out under the autonomy of residents. Ultimately, the government should focus on providing conditions in which
active citizen participation can not only occur but help to establish a policy direction, which subsequently strengthens the substantial
rights of residents.

Key words : Differentiation, Rural development, Evaluation.
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Table 1. Data Structures

Region 38

Questionnaires 157
Mean 4.1

S.D 1.8
Mode 4
Minimum 1
Maximim 11
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Table 2. Rural Development’s Sectoral Performance Evaluation

Sectoral Performance Evaluation .
Different
= ImVerv\th Living Population Lzl:;fe Ef:fcl)i?ic Employmen Visitors Mean }imor;
P Benefits Growth . t Growth Increase eve
ent Expansion Promote
Mean 3.88 3.63 3.01 3.90 332 2.88 3.35 341 3.64
S.D 0.87 0.90 0.84 0.87 1.00 0.83 0.96 0.90 0.93
OE FEZAA FoFE 1% HAdA 02~04H =R 2 1 o9 ARAE VTR &S FZ3H F 20 A
& ol BHUAL AT 5 gow, 7 ARAY ge

Gzl A Az gbol Bl

vog TEEE 7 nfA Ay
=

I e, A AR AR g EAA S

Table 3. Partial Correlation Coefficient of Sectoral Performance Evaluation between Differentiation Level

A

B

D E F G H

Views Improvement(A)

0.571** 0.382%* 0.553** 0.314%** 0.275%* 0.571** 0.421**

Living Benefits(B)

0.465** 0.486** 0.265** 0.341** 0.541** 0.340**

Population Growth(C)

0.220* 0.365** 0.605** 0.560** 0.264**

Lounge area Expansion(D)

0.261** 0.239** 0.369** | 0.233**

Region Economic Promote(E)

0.429** 0.369** 0.278**

Employment Growth(F)

0.563** 0.216*

Visitors Increase(G)

0.422%+*

Differentiation

Level(H)

*#(p<0.01), *(p<0.05)

Table 4. Principal Component Analysis

Total Variance explained

Component Diagram

Com. Eigenvalues Rotation Sums of Squares l
Total % Var. | %Cum. Total %Var. %Cum. -
1 3.513 50.184 50.184 2321 33.151 33.151 ;
2 1.113 15.921 66.105 2.307 32.954 66.105 :
3 0476 | 10.663 | 76.768 .
4 0.527 7.524 84.292 L
5 0.448 6.395 90.687 .
6 0.371 5.301 95.988
7 0.281 4.012 100.00 l T T T T T T

Component Number

84 SEAE, H21A H22, 20153
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Table 5. Principal Component Analysis
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rlr

=3

WEAS Z7he ARBAES, BBIAEA T RS
I 4D £ U AR B 5 Yol B2
& 27t '

2. NGHrET} K|E=AM FRIET | EIgY

FRAZA BAkE AL ARl A ERA
B BRay] gelA dAEolol & 2Ae MwH
A FRAAEele] Wape] A H =T EA9
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B AFelMe 4 AREE BrHarE idd A

r

Rotated Component Matrix

Rotating Space Location

Component
Variable
1 com. 2 com
Employment Growth 0.862 0.143
Population Growth 0.792 0.271
Region Economic 0.694 0.124
Promote
Visitors Increase 0.580 0.553
Views Improvement 0.177 0.846
Lounge area Expansion 0.096 0.776
Living Benefits 0.304 0.758

Views Improvement
S Living Benefits
Lounge'are& o

Expangion Visitors Increase
o

Population Growth

Employment Growth

Reflon EcBnomic
8 Promot

7 usuoduon

410 05 00 05 10

Component 1

Table 6. Component Central point by Cluster

Component 1 Component 2
Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
cluster 1 -0.3162 0.7710 0.8054 0.5248
cluster 2 1.2218 0.5821 0.0325 0.6680
cluster 3 -0.5218 0.6975 -0.9686 0.7485

® Component 1 MComponent 2

159 12218
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Table 7. Features of Cluster Types

Living Environment Effect

Socio-Economic Effect Group

Low Assessment

Group 0 Group
(61, 40.4%) (38, 25.2%) (52, 34.4%)
Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
Employment Growth 2.7049 0.61493 3.8421 0.63784 2.3846 0.56547
Population Growth 2.9672 0.65475 3.8684 0.70408 2.4615 0.60913
Region Economic Promote 3.2131 1.01841 4.0526 0.69544 2.8846 0.87792
Visitors Increase 3.6885 0.76466 4.0000 0.65460 24615 0.69906
Views Improvement 4.3607 0.54872 4.1316 0.77707 3.1538 0.77674
Lounge area Expansion 4.3934 0.58534 4.0263 0.63616 3.1923 0.84107
Living Benefits 4.1311 0.53152 3.9474 0.69544 2.7885 0.74981
A a, g P e 7‘4“’ o] FHALRHTE o8 Helt
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BE W FHRUFE o2 2Sep TUYRNATE o3 AWSGER mo} Fulo| 2 AT e
Table 63} 2] 37} FPo=2 EFEJT. A 1272 Af2AM 7Hs7d0] we FAY = Utk
18 454-0.3162), 2731(0.8054)F A3 A A AR T} Y23t add A s ARIAEAE aRFTs
Ams B} we Auolw, 27xe] ARASE 14 wlams) WE, Tale 7HY ATARMNESE B
B (1.2218)3 2480032502 BEAH F gRRTE AR AA aaRee] Javt FoH, olH3 AEFE
IRHOL BAW, AHAAET R P FHH  Table solA B ko) Qo] AEBFE wF A7
B} e Paolth W 3EHe F AURE 24 H Anilde] 24y AT ®SE AT 4 Yok

Aoz Hrlsl= Agozw B 4 g}

THE AEFAdS BEdE 72t £He 9ishd
Table 73 Zo] 18 AFEE a3, 2782 A
SAAA a3, 37 A AxFdoew
8 ok AFEE EAITL 61%(40.4%)°1H, A
3 AA A aHTLS 387(25.2%), A1 AxHT 52
H(344%) 0.2 TEEO] HERAAS 65.6%7F -4
AL A A BEE FAHFOZ B ok o]
3 A= AR AA T 252%0| A9, AR AaI=
404%° 23S B uf, FRIAIZA LA 5T}
7V Zk= omrt AapgrtelA takE A, A HE
TN 2] FEEY WA HrbE 4 e 7HeA
e

wale,
249 2t 2D B o] Aolt e

£ B3 A= Table 8918, AFE7 aadre] A
H3l HrlrEe 3.8475, ARRAAIA TS 3.8529,
Aaelal AzFAGE 325000.F2 EAHATE AEEA
23, ABIAAES T RE T ok 3 RiEojlgs A
A7} Aokl Hrlshs HohollA apEst o] HAto)

FAROE Aol7t glonk AR Azt
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Table 8. The Average Compare by Groups

ojug} Rl Lo

Fi 7

Difference between Groups
Group N Mean S.D.
A B C
:<> 380
Living |
Environment |59 | 38475 | 0.88695 -0.00548 | 0.59746** z
Effect =
Group(A) g 2
Socio-Econo :ﬁ
mic Effect 34 3.8529 1.10460 0.60294** §
Group(B) 2 s
Low 3
Assessment 52 3.2500 0.76376
Group(C) a0
Total 145 | 3.6345 | 094144 ‘ ]'
Cluster Number
**(p<0.01), *(p<0.05)
FHUclow I, Ag) 24 BAS SYNsE H4F  BASRE B9 49 $EAY ATdaE %E 5 g
TAE A8 AT AF= Table 994 22, FEAS = dAola, BAFH Z2 A% T o7do] 2
S7H 8=0.255), BHNA(B=0.230)7t] FTF 5% T ol Aol FE o|FAIL Y= 4 AFAA &
FolA AHEHNE Ho F FETOAYS F8 & st FEFAo] ke #Ad 55 g o, #9113
Ao st A E AA S 7H7E o e A9 H HlwE SEf ol Xéli?i ot3tE =
a9E 248 AFASY GUe Fu AQRRE @4 S04 UEY AQEIt ks Bt Aue @
HAHTE ol ApHSHTE =St AT o, A3 FRlo] ik AFg e 7oA Eol ik FH1
TR 1.9435(=0.230%4.3607+0.255%3.6885), ALS]7d#| &3 iz A B 4 7] W&o |t}

At 1.9702(=0.230%4.1316+0.255%4.000) -2 Table 92

ko] ApEst My vls=g e Harh vE
o mEbA AR S R AFSPad Je

Hda7E 27t gle& oleld Ayt W=

A I HAto7h EA4FHA &2 AL B, FRIIA
7123 AQAE Bk Uee 71 deldel wgd
ARSI + Uk

= —°~7%7<4‘I1MHX1 SUNLAG A Frlo] 1A s}
PEstrEe AR adae] e, g
3} 75‘?47}1* FZo] g3 7&4%‘01 gel=
SINEAE A A7l 5 3
Aol opd AR Ao HWHOh e
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Table 9. Regression Analysis

By ojel ARRPLIE A =
AERA A BT B0 ¥ 5 g

nyshs FRe] BER &
elsie AYLBA Beld pEe 221240 )
=3 W7} oslel S1¥B IR A4 Agle] Fwlo
A # Wele ewh=sl WS WHole @ ol
oleiat ojmlel A AlIHe] AA AT FHo| o]
sha, HIlSES sk 2 3 SENTAY AN
A
uma g3sl Bore

1-)1

ANE =

RSB

2
D)
b
o
=
i
>
2
o

adj. R? F sig Sectors std. B t p
Views Improvement 0.230 2213 0.029
Living Benefits 0.104 1.040 0.300
Population Growth 0.025 0.240 0.811
0.217 6.703 0.000 Lounge area Expansion -0.044 -0.472 0.638
Region Economic Promote 0.112 1.333 0.185
Employment Growth -0.080 -0.777 0.438
Visitors Increase 0.255 2.346 0.020

vol. 21, no. 2, 2015 87



ra
2
X

o off
i
S
&
(o3
do rx

NAelA & o, Ay

NS AA E el FFS
FRlo] B dale t2a gt
=27} A}%’Wﬂr Stist & Aolete AAllA
Bopg, FRgge] ddx oz ST FRt o5
g 2= 2A4E F USS Btk
ole} e Ade U FFA FEALAIYGOl oA
8] shEFAAR] omzE ki), 2008, E=FA,
2010), EERZAZE AYEASAE o)dF vhEglel
we A3 spol=elglo]l EAsH, As} FRS o]
Ae Al ARANYES Hasteta FHNAl #
18+ Fox FAH 53& 24T 4 ok we)
X#"J B o B2 s30T AY

B el £ et o

5
rlo
ox
r 1
ol
ko
o
ok
M
)

v )

>\‘ =
k)
- X
—W
o)
[>
[

éé

d4c] dad Zlojt.

B ATE BN AEss FEET X
9 32 9RTAL takew @ nEA o} 4z
S el X FRIAIZel A ApEETE Zhe olno} AL
B 8 FRgAe) e FoE Fohus] A% gald
AER Aot gk APRss AddTel Jue
Fe aclow gavply Bel F8 Aotk A
A7) ASolE F2 ABaA Fo Agee]
sgo] HEA 2718 % AEsno B8Ho) ¢
om, MEAS 2718 1% A Yeln HEHol
Sk,

oleid Azhe FRIYAelA BEANBALC] e o
PG BHI U gEe] £EH AFww, sEu A
oA FEAAG]l AANHES FRolA Fxso] g
o FRAZA SRS BH ABBATNAL
Fulgtel 5719 F8 Alo] HolgHw, AN
Soll tid FUHPE 2 BARER 8] 22k Al
o B U4 579 AQET B FuARY
g Bl MYHA Fekn F2 FH g4
2 olslshx Ehs 95ele] Azl BrkE wA7}

(o]
[o0e]
ofr
T

A

JIOI

, M213 X2, 2015

=22 fek Ze wiA NN FRIAZ A 2pEst
oulE AHE 1, AT ti3E FRIQIA 0] AFIA
2 17} =7k B8R, ol EUE A4
A FAE A7 AR AAE et 58S Fa
FTARHLAA SENEAR A 3878 Aol 2A
ZAE AR E o)&ste] E4kH

BAE9 FRAZGNA ARHEES AR A &,
ARRAE} F Ao TRES A Hﬂaéﬂow
AL B3 AAZ FENE, AARAEY JIE
Z A TEHolok 3 & 4 Uk E=F MJM
9} FHHEE gElABEA PEASFI} AxEHo] g=d),
2AsE AHAA A} HYRAET} wEg w5
AR RS e 2T 3
EF ARAR] o) Jg%% 2ae 7
o143 FHENAT AFBAEAND, A}
Ak, A2 A 2T 37) ‘651 o7 FEIE=H, A
FaRERR AHEAEHY K994 FFS
7t ARAREET ¥5Ee W AolE _wa;oﬂ
© 3 ApESEEe $AHR Aolr} glo, F
2 }: A sl A8 AA T, Ay%s&z—;m

olm, B3] lgRele) ARlET F

Qe FusrEe] FEAE ZARE 2
FRA 7] B AT BEAe) gle
18 Aol Ridel ZaE Bast 3l

2
AQ
n

%

O

]

30 &
41

>

Z
™

_13:
et
oN, e

>
g

F-Yl
Job o

L=

N
AU AT
mh L or
4 =

)

Il
R
R
E'[

2
N
N
o
2

to
of

Mo & rff 2 rr 2 HN

I8 SAARLRARA AARAAA  ZFEBlES
ARt AdoR ¥ &8s aeisial dgae
7ﬂJJr7H/,\j

b A Fol Zie ARSIt 8Qlo] g IS
HAF 5 ANT, AT AERA FRUH o

2 7]
Al 2= Ped 48 4 gk g 7
o) ABAAES, ABAMES F
ool @, A el
b ARAER NG ol TS &

EF AT e A AeE
Azl ABALe ABAED, FEATI A}ﬂ
AL W EFD AGHEOE, AFHbA
A 58 RS A SRS A5t %
22E Qe Fosks) 918 wd

oA B vz—‘ﬂ Aol AR AR

Y mAAT. e



AArol A el 2 ool 7

A= TBRZFA =Y, 4
A o Fe) ARAB AY Sl FAA ABE
wr} ge Ado] oldd 4 e WAl
astt

¢ L?——t— AR e AR 4R
AHo] glof A8 Wat B}
% e ¢ ARATE, FRAZA Ao F
ooy mo gasAr] gdadE sl
% 3 %% Q5 AEvlel BE BT} B
b 2L dasit w3 §AHELA
1‘41%1113&01 B0 TEiHYE, TE
o ABEANA RAEHRL TFeAel 3
A, arase] ANAE A e
o] Sujetol & Zolc.

AR AuAe B

v
s AEat o 4w

F1) AEsh sol U@ RS 4w

AsAA AFaA A9
o] Fogrka 73

%2) AgHee HREY e
Aulz: 7ol 35
T
46]—5]0—] 010.

—.~ r]r
L >1H
:L
rlm

AR R, g B 59
Ajo] Z7bEiTka BZksHiY
Cged BsEead AQEEs)

_\'ﬂ
. 2
4 o:: o

o] =% 20139 FF st StEATAUA el

References

1. Ahn S. and K. Nah, 2014. A Study on the Strategy
for “Promoting Strong and Small Farm” from Design

Management Perspective, Journal of Digital Design

14(4) : 947-957.
2. An S. and W. Jeong, 2014. the Factors Analysis
about Residential Satisfaction of Rural Village

Comprehensive Development Project, the Proceeding

in the Korean Association for Local Government

Studies.
3. Chai J. and J. Seo, 2011. Analysis on the Economic

Achievement Factor of the Comprehensive Rural

Village Development Project in Jeolllanam-do area,

ournal of The Korean Regional Development

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

wB7t] Fi e

Association 23(3) : 107-126.

Choi E, 2004. The Residential Segregation and the
Differentiation of Housing Value in Seoul, Journal of
The Korean Association of Regional Geographers,
10(3) : 592-605.

Cho J, 2013. Territory-Specialized Rural Development
Strategy of the County Jangseong in
South-Korea, of The Korean
Development Association 25(1) : 79-102.
Choi Y., Park J. and Y. Kim, 2011.
and Evaluation of Resident Satisfaction Degree on

in Case
Journal Regional

Improvement

Rural Village Development Project by Rural Territory,
Journal of Agriculture & Life Science 45(6): 227-235
Cho Y, 2010. A Study on Propulsion System of
Rural Development Program in Chungnam Province,
Journal of Korean Society of Rural Planning 16(1) :
35-47.

Cummins, R. A. 2000. Objective and
quality of life :
Research. 52. pp. 119-131.

subjective

an interactive model, Social indicators

Heady, B. and Wearing, A. 1992. Understanding
happiness : a theory of subjective well-being.
Melbourne : Longman Cheshire.

Jeong D. 1983. Research about the Effect on the

Action by Comparison of Social Reference Group,
Korean Journal of Social Theory 17(1) : 94-111.

Je J, Lee K. and Song K, 2006, Local Festivals
Differentiation Strategy of the Local Government, the
Proceeding in the Korean Association for Local
Government Studies.

Joo K, 2004. Policy Direction of Rural

Comprehensive

Village
Development Rural and
Environment 14(1) : 3-10.

Kang J, 2004. A Study of Reform for Rural Policy
and Rural Development in Korea : A Case of New
Rural Village Construction Drive, Ph. D.
Kangwon National University Graduate School.
KFN, ‘The Rural
Development” Seminar in Newspaper Article by KFN
in 2013. 10.07.

Kim B. and S. Lee, 2011. Quantitative Analysis of
the Effect of Fishing Village Development Project.
Ocean Policy Research 26(2) : 107-130.

Kim C. and H. Goo. 2014. Policy Response Measure
by Rural typology in Urban-Rural Exchange period,

Project,

thesis in

Differentiation  of Village

vol. 21, no. 2,2015 89



17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

90

o
oX

Land Policy Brief 1-8.

Kim J, 2013a. An Analysis on the change Factor
the Industrial GRDP of 5 Gun
Chungcheongnam-do, Journal of Agricultural Extension
& Community Development 19(4) : 1041-1066.

Kim J, 2013b. Analysis of Industry-dependent
Employment Change in Rural Areas
Targeting 5 Counties in Chungnam, Journal of Korean
Society of Rural Planning 19(1) : 123-135.

Kim J, 2005. Measurement of Community Welfare
level Considering inter-regional Linkage and Traits.
Ph. D. thesis in Seoul National University Graduate
School.

Kim J. and J. Chai, 2011. Analysis on the impact of
Comprehensive Rural Village Development Project on

Based on in

Factors

the Satisfactions and Incomes of Residents, Journal of
Industrial Economics and Business 24(5) : 2671-2691.
Kim Y. 2012. Introduction to Sociology for New
Generation, Seoul : Humanist Publishing Group.
KRC.  2010. The Report
Rural(Myeong) Village Comprehensive Development
Project Master Plan, Weswang : KRC.

KRC. 2008. Effectiveness Analysis of The
Village Comprehensive
Weawang : KRC

Lee B, 2008. A Review on Rural Development

Synthesis about

Rural

Development Project,

Policies of the Participatory Government, Journal of
Agricultural Extension & Community Development
15(1) : 145-175.

Lee S. and S. Yun, 2008. Quantitative Approaches for
Agricultural and Rural Policy Evaluation, Journal of
Korean Society of Rural Planning 14(4) : 97-108.

Lee S. and H. Lee. 2011. An Analysis on the
Economic Effect of the Regional
Projects for the Basic Settlement Area

Development
: In Terms of
Income and Employee, The Journal of Korean Public
Policy 13(1) : 81-112.

Lee W, 2004.
Development Project, Land Policy Brief 62 : 1-6.
Lee C. and J. Im, 2015. A Study on Color

Improvement for Regional Identity

Improvement Directions of Eup

Focusing on

Gongju, Archives of Desing Forum 28(1) : 233-250.
Lee S, 2009. Implementing the Place Marketing
Strategy in the Rural Development Projects, Journal
of The Korean Regional Development Association
SEAE, 213 M2, 20153

30.

3L

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

21(3) : 71-101.

Lee S, 2009. Development a Competitive Strategy for
Community Festivals in Gyeonggi-do, Suwon
Gyeonggi Research Institute.

Lee S, 2012, Differentiated Regional Development
Strategy in Chungbuck, Chungbuck Issue & Trend 8§ :
2-3

Lee Y., Kwak C. and J. Na, 2013. The
Differentiation Strategy Considering Brand Position :
Moderating Roles of Align ability and Type of
Attribute, The Korean Journal of Advertising, 24(7) :
175-193.

Lee J, 2004. Reconstructing the Methodology of Place
Analysis for Positioning Unique Place Image in
Regional Development, The Geographical Journal of
Korea 38(4) : 479-495.

MAFRA. 2010. “Rural Survives by Comprehensive
Rural Village Development”, Press release(2010.7)
MAFRA-KARICO, 2006. Development of Evaluation
Index for Efficient of Integrated Rural
Village Development Project, Gwacheon : MAFRA.
Sim k. and D. Cho, 2009. Analysis on Influence of
Local Festival Satisfaction in Rural Area on Regional
Revitalization, of The Korean Regional
Development Association 21(4) : 249-263.

Yang W. and S. Choi, 2013. Performance Analysis on

Income Generation Works in Comprehensive Rural

Progress

Journal

Village Development Project by Their Implementation,
Journal of Korean Society of Rural Planning 19(1) :
55-70.

MAFRA. 2006. The Enforcement Guidelines of
MAFRA Projects in 2006.
MAFRA. 2009. The Enforcement Guidelines of
MAFRA Projects in 2009.
MAFRA. 2015. The Enforcement Guidelines of

MAFRA Projects in 2015.
NIKL Standard Korean Dictionary
(http://stdweb2.korean.go.kr/)

* Received 16 April 2015

* First Revised 15 May 2015

* Finally Revised 15 June 2015
* Accepted 15 June 2015



