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ABSTRACT : This study conducted a survey on the recognition and demand such as recognition level, policy necessity, service
demand and policy demand by supply types in order to provide the basic data for successful settlement of agro-healing services.
According to the survey on awareness, 45.2% of respondents were aware of the healing farming, and 31.3% of respondents had
experience in participating in the agro-healing services. 63.6% of respondents replied that they were experiencing reasons for
participating in agro-healing services. Respondents who had no knowledge of agro-healing services responded that 76.7% of
respondents said they would not participate. More than two-thirds of respondents in all types indicated that they needed agro-healing
services. As a result of evaluating the maximum willingness to pay, there was a willingness to pay for farm work healing about
15,800 won, horticulture healing about 14,800 won, forest healing about 13,400 won, and animal assisted healing about 17,000 won.
Improving accessibility and strengthening awareness were high priorities for inconveniences and improvements. 70.1% of the
respondents said that policies for agro-healing services are needed. Development of agro-healing programs and contents was the first

priority for support policy. The result of this study is expected to provide reference data that can be suggested for agro-healing
policy establishment.
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Table 1. Characteristics of survey respondents
Gender&, Age Male Female
20 to 29 |30 to 39 |40 to 49 | 50 to 59 Sum 20 to 29 |30 to 39 [ 40 to 49 | 50 to 59 Sum Total
Region years old | years old | years old | years old years old | years old | years old | years old
Seoul and 45 49 52 48 194 46 50 53 50 199 | 393
metropolitan area
Busan 14 14 15 17 60 12 13 16 18 59 119
Daegu 10 9 12 12 43 9 12 12 42 85
Gwangju 7 7 26 5 7 6 24 50
Daejeon 7 7 27 6 7 7 26 53
Sum 81 86 93 90 350 78 84 95 93 350 700
Table 2. Survey results of recognition on agro-healing
Gender Age
Oender® AL ol 20 to 29 | 30 to 39 | 40 to 49 | 50 to 59
Category Male Female o o o 0
years old | years old | years old | years old
Total 700 350 350 159 170 188 183
Know a lot 3.9 4.6 3.1 3.8 53 2.1 44
Awareness of agro-healing . .
(%), (N=700) Know a little bit 41.3 41.1 414 352 37.6 41.5 49.7
Not know at all 54.9 54.3 554 61.0 57.1 56.4 459
Total 316 160 156 62 73 82 99
Mass media 88.6 88.8 88.5 90.3 80.8 91.5 90.9
. Agriculture related event 19.9 23.1 16.7 27.4 41.1 13.4 5.1
The cognitive channel of Jy—— |
agro-healing(%), (N=316) | Agrcuitural and rura 142 163 122 48 20.5 13.4 162
related institution
Etc. 1.3 0.6 1.9 32 1.4 1.2 0
Total 316 160 156 62 73 82 99
Experience of participation Experience 313 29.4 333 40.3 39.7 232 26.3
in agro-healing activity .
(%), (N=316) No experience 68.7 70.6 66.7 59.7 60.3 76.8 73.7
Total 99 47 52 25 29 19 26
Experience 63.6 63.8 63.5 52 724 78.9 53.8
Reason for participation Rest 53.5 574 50 32 72.4 63.2 46.2
in agro-healing activity Healing 475 53.2 423 48 55.2 42.1 423
(%), (N=99) Leisure 46.5 404 51.9 24 517 526 57.7
Education 283 277 28.8 44 345 15.8 154
Total 99 47 52 25 29 19 26
Intention to participate Yes 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
agro-healing activity in
future’(%), (N=99) No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 601 303 298 134 141 169 157
Intention to participate Yes 76.7 75.9 71.5 73.1 78 75.1 80.3
agro-healing activity in
future™ (%), (N=601) No 233 24.1 225 26.9 22 249 19.7

" (Before participating in the survey) For participant of existing agro-healing activity /
™ For respondent who do not have agro-healing activity
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Table 3. Awareness of the necessity and intent of participation by agro-healing types
Awareness of the necessity(%) Intent of participation(%)
Category The - -
number of | Response Wﬁi Horticulture | Forest Animal V\i:i Horticulture | Forest Animal
Age respondent -heali -heali -heali -heali -heali -heali
g P healing healing healing | -healing “healing healing healing | -healing
Positive” 71.0 713 79.0 68.0 61.0 61.1 734 53.7
Total 700 Normal 233 23.6 18.3 25.6 27.6 26.6 20.1 28.1
Negative** 5.7 5.1 2.7 6.4 114 123 6.4 18.1
Positive 65.4 61.0 69.8 70.4 52.2 522 61.0 62.3
igart;) 021(91 159 Normal 27.7 29.6 24.5 24.5 314 30.8 27.0 22.6
Negative 6.9 9.4 57 5.0 16.4 17.0 11.9 15.1
Positive 72.4 76.5 82.4 759 64.7 64.7 76.5 64.7
;gart;) 0313 170 Normal 20.6 20.6 14.1 17.6 229 235 17.1 21.8
A Negative 7.1 2.9 35 6.5 124 11.8 6.5 13.5
e
£ Positive 64.4 68.1 78.2 60.6 57.4 59.6 71.3 46.8
j:gart: (3(91 188 Normal 29.3 26.6 19.7 309 31.4 28.7 223 34.0
Negative 6.4 53 2.1 8.5 11.2 11.7 6.4 19.1
Positive 814 78.7 84.7 66.1 68.9 67.2 83.6 43.2
jgart: 0513 183 Normal 15.8 18.0 153 28.4 24.6 23.5 14.8 32.8
Negative 2.7 33 0.0 5.5 6.6 9.3 1.6 24.0

" Positive(Very necessary/necessary, Be very willing to participate/Be willing to participate)
™ Negative(Not need/No need at all, No intention to participate/No intention to participate very much)
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Table 4. Willingness to pay for entrance fee and amount of maximum willingness to pay for entrance fee by agro-healing types

. Amount of maximum willingness to pay for
0,
The Willingness to pay for entrance fee(%) entrance fee per day’(Won)
Category number of | Response F F
Age arm Horticulture | Forest Animal am Horticulture | Forest Animal
respondent work heali heali heali work heali heali heali
healing -healing -healing | -healing _healing -healing -healing | -healing
Yes 63.0 61.4 74.4 533
Total 700 15,387 14,806 13,404 17,079
No 37.0 38.6 25.6 46.7
Yes 58.5 50.3 59.7 54.7
2010 29 159 21,366 18,983 12,512 23,668
years old No 415 49.7 40.3 453
Yes 68.8 68.2 80.0 61.8
30 t0 39 170 15,812 15,349 15,770 18,816
A years old No 31.2 31.8 20.0 382
e
£ 40 to 49 Yes 59.6 60.6 76.6 532
188 12,701 12,241 11,424 12,825
years old No 404 394 234 46.8
Yes 65.0 65.6 79.8 443
30 to 59 183 14,676 13,933 13,733 13,000
years old No 35.0 344 20.2 55.7

*Average amount of money
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Table 5. The number of hopeful visits per year and preferred period of stay per visit by agro-healing types

The number of hopeful visits per

Preferred period of stay per visit(%)

ategory The year(%)
number of | Response | - Farm Horticulture | Forest | Animal Response Farm Horticulture | Forest | Animal
Age respondent work |} aling | -healing | -healin work |} caling | -healing | -healin
-healing “healing | -fiedling | -ealing -healing “hedling | -iealing | -healing
One 21.6 24.1 147 | 314 | S ﬂ;":‘y half a5 6 31.9 191 | 393
Two 16.6 15.6 131 | 130 The day 48.4 476 | 437 | 414
Three 9.9 10.1 121 | 97 Inight 2days- 23.1 18.1 350 | 169
3nights 4days
Total 700 4nights Sdays
Four 10.6 10.7 124 | 90 Ty Gnights 26 2.1 2.0 1.4
Five 43 33 49 3.6 1 hour 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
More 1 574 362 | 428 | 333 | Noimtentionto |, 0.1 01 | 09
than six stay
One 25.8 32.1 245 | 296 | S d;ny half a |+ )5 ¢ 37.1 277 | 308
Two 18.9 17.6 182 | 113 The day 50.9 465 | 459 | 478
N0 Three | 11.9 13.2 176 | 113 Inight 2days- 214 145 258 | 201
29 159 3nights 4days
years 4nights Sdays-
o Four 9.4 75 82 | 126 Tiays Gnights 1.9 1.9 0.6 13
Five 44 5.0 5.0 38 1 hour 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
More 195 245 | 264 | 314 | Nointentionto o, 0.0 00 | 00
than six stay
One 18.2 2.4 24 | 35 | ﬂ;j; halfa |56 359 | 200 | 341
Two 20.6 15.9 147 | 176 The day 40.6 424 | 400 | 406
S Three | 11.8 12 | 124 | 100 Inight 2days- 253 182 | 365 | 224
39 3nights 4days
years 170 4nights Sdays
o Four 12.4 11.8 124 | 94 Tiays Gnights 35 35 35 24
Five 41 41 53 47 1 hour 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
More 130 | 347 | 430 | 347 | Noimtentionto |, 0.0 00 | o6
than six stay
Age Less than half a
One 234 245 154 | 356 oy 26.6 346 197 | 436
Two 11.7 14.4 85 9.0 The day 50.5 468 | 463 | 383
40 1o Three 8.0 8.0 1.7 | 90 Inight 2days- 19.1 154 | 319 | 149
49 188 3nights 4days
years 4nights Sdays-
F 1.2 . 13. . . 2 2. 1. 1.
old our 96 33 96 7days 6nights 3 7 6 6
Five 43 16 5.9 27 1 hour 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5
More 1 5 01 | asy | 3ap | Notentionto |, 0.5 0.5 1.1
than six stay
One 19.1 18.6 77 | 361 | d;j; half a9 208 104 | 470
Two 15.8 14.8 12 142 The day 514 54.1 426 | 399
30 to Three 8.2 8.7 77 8.7 Inight 2days- 26.8 240 | 448 | 109
59 183 3nights 4days
years 4nights Sdays-
o Four 93 13.7 153 | 49 Tiays Gnights 1.6 0.5 22 0.5
Five 44 27 33 33 1 hour 0.0 05 0.0 0.0
More 1 435 415 | sa1 | 3pg | Nointention to 0.5 0.0 0.0 1.6
than six stay
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Table 6. Awareness of the necessity for agro-healing expert by agro-healing types

Category | The number R Awareness of the necessity for agro-healing expert(%)
esponse
Age of respondent P Farm work -healing | Horticulture-healing Forest-healing Animal-healing
Positive’ 75.9 73.4 77.1 70.1
Total 700 Normal 20.1 223 194 24.4
Negative™ 4.0 43 3.4 54
20 to 29 Positive 69.2 73.0 673 75.5
o 159 Normal 264 233 26.4 20.1
years old -
Negative 44 38 6.3 44
30 10 39 Positive 81.2 75.9 83.5 76.5
o 170 Normal 14.7 18.8 12.9 194
years old -
A Negative 4.1 53 35 4.1
e
£ 0 o 4 Positive 69.7 70.2 745 633
o 188 Normal 239 23.4 21.3 28.7
years old -
Negative 6.4 6.4 43 8.0
50 10 50 Positive 83.1 74.9 82.5 66.7
o 183 Normal 15.8 23.5 17.5 28.4
years old -
Negative 1.1 1.6 0.0 4.9
* Positive(Very necessary/necessary), ~ Negative(Not need/No need at all)
Table 7. Inconvenient and improvement things related to agro-healing activity
. Improving | Diversification | _. . .
Category | The number Improving . . Financial Improving
Age of respondent | accessibility(%) promotion and | of available support(%) | professionalism (%)
g contents(%) facility(%)
Total 700 40.1 23.4 17.0 13.7 54
20 1029 159 434 252 13.8 13.8 38
The most years old
neonvenient 30 1039 170 376 35.9 159 53 53
thing related to A years old
. ge
agro-healing 40 to 49
activity years old 188 314 213 229 16.0 8.0
50 1059 183 486 12,6 148 19.1 44
years old
Total 700 333 224 21.7 15.0 7.4
20 1029 159 314 252 18.9 17.6 69
What should be years old
improved most in 30 1039 170 324 206 306 10.0 65
relation to years old
agro-healing e 40 to 49 188 28.2 223 21.8 17.0 10.1
activity years old ] ' . . .
30 1059 183 41.0 219 158 153 60
years old
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Table 8. The most deficient thing related to agro-healing activity

Awareness of Development and | Establishment of Strengthen
Category | The number of agro-hea?lng, pr0v1519n of vanoug professmnah.sm of
Strengthening of effective agro-healing agro-healing
Age respondent . . L . L
on/offline agro-healing institutions in the institution or
promotion(%o) program(%o) community(%) employee(%)
Total 700 35.1 32.7 23.1 8.7
20 to 29 159 40.3 27.7 23.9 8.2
The most years old
deficient thing 30 to 39 170 182 5.9 282 76
related to A years old
agro-healing 8¢ 40 to 49
activity years old 188 324 372 20.2 9.6
t
50 to 59 183 30.6 38.8 20.8 9.3
years old
Table 9. Necessity of policy introduction and institutionalization of agro-healing service
Age Category The number of respondent Positive (%) Normal(%) Negative (%)
Total 700 70.1 253 4.6
20 to 29 years old 159 623 30.2 7.5
A 30 to 39 years old 170 72.9 22.4 4.7
&
£ 40 to 49 years old 188 67.6 28.2 43
50 to 59 years old 183 77.0 20.8 22

"Positive(Very necessary/necessary),
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“Negative(Not need/No need at all)



11.7%(28.9%) o2 el
500 2wy =08 2 A= e
A%, 30t AfEd A
O 2 UEPSITHTable 11).

[e]
/}‘;_"Ea—é‘

tio
ok
o
— ol
ol
ox flr rr 2

8gst ugo

Fa¥H

pus?

AL 7)ok &}
5 A7

Az, AA/

5

4l

R

o

(Table 12).

Table 10. Method of appropriate charge burden of agro-healing service

b
o ALSE SF Z32
2 10.6%, o7t ¥ 2

HAA 7V ZIdEs 23E HgE

7 68.6%= 7P E=A YERge
1L0%, 219 59 9 HAY7138] F
FHu|gE =7} 99% o2 yEhitt

. N
Category The number of Individual-based Local . Individual Nation-based
Ace respondent payment(%) government-based | nation/local government payment(%)
g payment(%o) payment(%o)
Total 700 7.0 459 244 22.7
20 to 29 159 11.3 46.5 214 20.8
years old
30 1039 170 41 50.6 200 253
years old
Aee 40 to 49
10 188 69 404 255 27.1
years old
50 to 59 183 6.0 46.4 30.1 17.5
years old
Table 11. Preferred policy priority for revitalizing agro-healing service
Devel t of Establishment of fi Traini f
Category|  The number of eve o.pmen o stablis me.n o Supp.ort or . rammg.o
Ace respondent agro-healing program agro-healing agro-healing service agro-healing
£ P and content(%) facility(%) charge(%) specialists(%)
Total 700 71.6 63.1 35.6 28.9
201029 159 71.1 64.8 37.1 27.0
years old
30 to 39 170 67.6 67.1 38.2 25.9
years old
Age 40 to 49
0 188 70.2 63.3 31.9 33.5
years old
20 1059 183 77.0 57.9 355 284
years old

Table 12. The expected effect of agro-healing

Category | The number of Irnp rovement of Promotion of social Improving job skill Increase in leisure
Age respondent physical and mental activity(%) and employment and hobby activity(%)
g P health(%) ty(e opportunity(%) y activity(o
Total 700 68.6 11.0 10.6 9.9
20 to 29 159 547 138 15.1 164
years old
30 to 39 170 67.6 13.5 10.6 8.2
years old
Age 40 to 49
0 188 723 8.0 10.1 9.6
years old
20 1059 183 77.6 9.3 7.1 6.0
years old
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