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Usage and Management according to Visitor Characteristics of Natural Monument

Marsh Plants of Daesong-ri, Haman"
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ABSTRACT

This study was intended to analyze the visitors’ awareness of the cultural asset value of Marsh Plants of
Daesong-ri, Haman (Natural Monument 346) as well as the requirement for use and management of the only
marsh designated as a National Monument in order to provide the implication for future management. The result
of the analysis showed that the public awareness and the awareness level of the natural monuments were low
and that the motivations for visiting were the experience and education of nature, rest and leisure, and experience
of the cultural heritage, in that order. The analysis of motivation for visiting according to the awareness level
showed that the group with a high awareness level of the Marsh Plants or the group that thought highly of its
cultural asset value tended to visit it more for the experience of nature or the experience of the cultural heritage
than for simple resting. For usage, the visitors required the basic amenities such as guide board and the more
active promotion. They also preferred the discovery of traditional resources using the marsh plants and the
experience of nature. Both local residents and outside visitors pointed out the lack of systematic management
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policy and lack of communication with local residents as the main problems. They recognized that the policy

that balanced the preservation and usage through the cooperation of various stakeholder including local
residents must be established and applied in the field to ensure proper management.

KEY WORDS: AWARENESS, VISITING MOTIVATION, PROFFER MANAGING, NEEDS FOR UTILIZATION
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Figure 1. Location Details
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c: Location diagram of the
Natural Monuments of Korea

Figure 2. Location Maps
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2. MHAH7|EZ0f CHst MHIA™ OIAEA Table 3. Value of cultural Heritage
, _ . Value of All Local residents|  Visitors
Jo 7 g8 % ot b ExAE Ly
By ::] luoi } ;]374%6-(?;{5{:0;3]% E'i Z]J;'O?HOHQ}EHDLQ bt cultural Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD)
E= = TN ST EE ST T AL Heritage | 3.60(0.835) | 3.75(0.891) | 3.49(0.778)
TH] 52 BA8HlAL A|9Enla) B A oo ASshe
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Table 1. Recognition
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.\ All Local residents Visitors
Recognition
Frequency(%) Frequency(%) Frequency(%)
Yes 50(33.3) 34(53.1) 16(18.6)
No 100(66.7) 30(46.9) 70(81.4)
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Table 2. Degree of cognition

ik 7} ahaieol Lt 4

=
£ Ayt R0 60.5%7}

lti(Table 2).

=of Aol J1ojA(3.58)" Sof =kl Hido| ‘EeA=
A= o] ol(2.81), A&}, HARE AAs)
(2.80y= AHA 22 Y7 LRIth(Table 4).

Table 4. Visiting motive

Local

. Visitors
residents

All
Visiting motive

Mean(SD)

Mean(SD)

Mean(SD)

Relaxation

3.73(1.061)

3.38(1.031)

3.66(0.902)

Tourism and Joy

3.59(1.090)

3.19(1.031)

3.60(0.872)

Walking and Exercise

3.63(1.128)

3.41(1.094)

3.50(0.930)

Friendship

3.26(1.318)

2.92(1.451)

3.40(1.088)

Nature experience
education

3.56(1.152)

3.39(1.093)

3.45(0.990)

Interest in swamp plants

3.58(1.192)

3.36(0.949)

3.36(1.005)

Enjoying the natural
landscape

4.03(0.959)

3.64(1.060)

3.90(0.841)

Awareness All Local residents Visitors

(4 points) |Frequency(%)| Frequency(%) |Frequency(%)

Unfamiliar | 34(22.7) 21(32.8) 52(60.5)

Only know

e | 73(48.7) 13(20.3) 21(24.4)
Know 32(21.3) 21(32.8) 11(12.8)

know well | 11(7.3) 9(14.1) 22.3)

S0 Tt g LXARY W dERA 23}
A AAE @A Brhsl QA S 2ARE AT} A1
7} 7V Ol TP ea ST ulgo] s47%E e
qaxle] EaAd 7HE A sk AoR Yehie
Adznle] EolAA 717 W7 AeE 3754, Juk BE
Mo 34970 AoAFulo] Ao BaAe] 7HAE
o ferhi ol4lela 9leg oF 4 Ylrk(Table 3).

Designated Cultural
Property
Experience traditional
culture and history

2.81(1.283) | 2.98(1.148) [2.79(0.959)

2.80(1.196) | 2.73(1.027) 2.95(1.981)
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NEER R TR ERERER 2
Q1S FE313 2|2k3 A Verimax) & AF§3191EF. KMO
(Kaise-Meyer-Olkin)+= 0.766, Chi-square=409.482(p<0.001)
2 BN AFehe & Bk AW 6685%2 Lhelit
TH(Table 5).
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Table 5. The output of factor analysis for visitor motive

factorl factor2 factor3
Item (Relaxationand (Nature experience (Cultural cronbach's a
Leisure) education) experience)
Relaxation 0.855 0.127 0.028
Tourism and Joy 0.792 0.075 0.250 0.778
Walking and Exercise 0.756 0.108 -0.006
Friendship 0.559 0.138 0.506
Interest in swamp plants 0.083 0.832 0.175
Nature experience education 0.044 0.804 0.131 0.714
Enjoying the natural landscape 0.264 0.652 0.241
Experience traditional culture and history 0.166 0.190 0.826 0.695
Designated Cultural Property 0.011 0.249 0.804
Eigen value 3.502 1.556 0.959
overall accunmulated variance(%) 66.85
Principal components analysis(with varimax rotation)
KMO=0.766, Chi-square=409.482(p<0.001)
Table 6. Mean, SD values of 3 factors
Factors Mean(SD)
Relaxation and Leisure(factorl) 3.41(0.789)
Nature experience education(factor2) 3.52(0.786)
Cultural experience(factor3) 2.87(0.897)

PEe7le dAeEel w2t fo% Aol Bk o - 3 ’i’iﬂ(Table 7). o5 Fl & w AAVd=E=A Y
AP R IGENE U G AHGIY L maE H 9] QAAE 9 IS s A Tt 4 9
H(2.74) ] w3} “EZopAkd 11104” 717 =k &t 0E17P~ et Ry YE 4S50 LJW =2 224
A7F HA7IdEde ARl IRIsh= 9wk Al TS ASAor st B stet 7qg dos
2 SIS SRS BlRo] £SO 4 otk ok Wl mtEnh

NHE S B BAUAE AAY 0w R Abde] A2/ 9EeS 2 @ u A Bede
AL AT S 218 WReke vgo] B S Btk ol o] AAAY, e T2 2 R WA

el
AnpHon WA7ldge] AxelRel EalAA 10 ol WA@Y > SAARd B A
4] Beo] et Eo] WEES)7L G AS BRI (400 > B BE(BI6) SO 4

Table 7. Factors related to visitor motive

Factors Items Mean(SD) SS df F
Cultural Yes 3.13 (0.973) |between groups=5.201 between groups=1

H Recognition within groups=114.633 within groups=148 6.715"
cxpeticnee No 2.74 (0.830) | total=119.833 total=149

Disagree 3.23 (0.798)

Natyre Value of Neither 327 (0.752) be.tw.een groups=9.456 be.tw.een groups=3 .
experience cultural A 3.69 (0.740 within groups=82.621 within groups=146 5.570
education Heritage gree 69 (0.740) total=92.077 total=149

Strongly agree | 3.90 (0.761)
Disagree 2.73 (0.992)

Cultural Value of Neither 2.59 (0.776) bgtween groups=9.194 be_tv&{een groups=3 .
experience cultural N 3.00 (0.842 within groups=101.639 within groups=146 4.044

p Heritage gree 00 (0-842) | ¢,a1=119.833 total=149

Strongly agree | 3.29 (0.897)
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Table 8. Use and Utilization

Items All Cognition Non-cognition
Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD)
Recreation, Activate tourism 3.88(.872) 3.68(.867) 3.61(.827)
Nature experience, Operation of educational program 4.19(.694) 4.04(.727) 4.03(.784)
Finding medicinal and edible resources 3.98(.995) 3.62(.966) 3.69(.928)
Discovering traditional cultural resources 4.17(.793) 4.00(.857) 3.83(.853)
Experience center (exhibition hall) construction 3.54(1.103) 3.38(1.085) 3.46(.978)
Three dimensional sightseeing line 4.09(.847) 3.76(1.00) 3.93(.865)
Expansion of convenience facilities 4.22(.797) 3.96(1.02) 3.98(.778)
Supplementation of cultural property bulletin board 4.16(.740) 3.90(.974) 3.94(.722)
proximity improvement, Install location signs 4.21(.636) 4.04(.879) 4.03(.642)
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AJA ELw(4 22)’, ‘@:L** Fd B A AT AR 421y,
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1:]-]8]— _QL_Q.J_—_ o]-LH.sHH ] j:]_‘]/g]/k—l = ‘:'g]14 o]_:.g]_ q___q_
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27RO e § 5o o weof ek Wil
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Ath= e Zol7k Qe o] 4
A2 20.3%, LR TFAL 16.3%, ‘E+J_} olgo] B
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= Visitor
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policies communication and use

Figure 3. Interference of Conservation
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FA EE AW A 245 BAAE Ze] o
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S AAAQ) Bkl o] Sgiuook shn, Aaat 1
RO WE o]0 X817} o] Fol Mok & oIk
ARk @A SAAEY ol A olRoix L 9lA|
QolThs WS AZE 2 ) Bk 4340 B8 Y g
2 5ol uEw} o] §o) 81 o|Folop & Wast Yk
o] oARATE 5 LAAE BT veis WAl
#ej7h fukEojor & Aoltt.

o1 gIat TFA L WAl A AW YR
Che THEI7HA) Thogh ol lRAKIE (R, SHL, AlRIgH,
A7 5)2) G Fa) S olof 17T A
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o 714 okt ol @A Fulze] £ HAjeh
Ao} Ayzrs) % 4= QUAlch. FrelgAlel QlojA] A|ojulat
b A g BE A% AR woth theow @
Qo] ZAH O StE G Thel 2|25 18(399),
ek FAA, T e W] Sooz SUGI0 R
O Ut AR ge PEw0) sl TeAlel oie
QFE} M W R02 Uehgth(Table 9).
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Table 9. Management
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