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ABSTRACT : The purpose of this study is to survey and analyze the operating state and characteristics of domestic and foreign
green care, prioritize the facilities and programs for green care introduction through expert survey of importance, and thereby to
provide a basic material for introducing green care in facilities in Rural Development Project districts, including domestic rural
experience facilities. Domestic and foreign literature was analyzed in order to classify the necessary facilities programs, of green care,
and the analysis results were modified and supplemented through Expert Delphi Survey. Based on the results, AHP based importance
survey was conducted. In terms of the facilities and programs for green care introduction, necessary facilities (H/W) were categorized
into four types (accommodation facility, resting facility, experience facility, therapy facility) and S/W programs into three types
(learning experience type, therapy type, and care type). To verify the reliability of the AHP based importance survey, Consistency
Index (C.I) was analyzed. As a result, the C.I. value of nine respondents ranged from 0.000 to 0.083 so that the survey was found
to have high consistency. The importance of S/W programs was 0.627, and that of H/W facilities was 0.373. For green care
introduction, programs were found to be more important. Regarding the categories of necessary facilities, therapy facility had the
highest value, or 0.348; experience facility 0.253; accommodation facility 0.211; resting facility 0.188. Therefore, therapy facility and
experience facility were found to be important. In case of S/W programs, therapy type had the highest value, or 0.499, and leaming
experience type (0.255) and care type (0.246) were similarly important. Generally, the categories that had high importance values
tended to show a remarkable difference in importance of their sub categories. In particular, facilities or therapy programs using
natural ecology and forests were found to be highly important. In conclusion, it is required to actively review the introduction of
active programs using resources, such as existing experience facilities and accommodation facilities and villages forests, and programs
making the body and soul comfortable, such as natural ecology experience, Green Shower, and horticulture activity.
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* Z18: Hine, R. et al(2008) P. 26 91§

Figure 1. Under the Green Care umbrella:
the diversity of green care
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Figure 2. Schematic representation of research flow
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Table 1. Delphi results for the indicators with H/W facility and S/W program

St H/WAI
N &/} 157 AlFeEe = w23

A RS} 127] AEFRoF g_vo}gir:]ﬂable 14

Delphi (1* survey) Delphi (2™ survey)
Target Part - -
Indicators average Indicators average
Accommo | yrhan-rural exchange(community) center 4.00 |urban-rural exchange(community) center 3.78
-dation
facility | campsite 270 | campsite 2.44
337
3.18" | Hanok / home-stay 340 |Hanok / home-stay 3.33
park 70 k / facili 3.67
: ark / sports facili .
Regt{ng sports facility 3.10 P P v
facility
3.50° healthcare room 3.50 | healthcare room 3.67
3.56" | multi-purpose facility (outdoor stage, multi-purpose facility (outdoor stage,
3.70 3.33
performance hall, playground, etc.) performance hall, playground, etc.)
Experienc | experience place/craft room/exhibition hall 4.00 |experience place/craft room/exhibition hall 3.67
H/W ili
Facility ¢ §a;:;l:ty ecological observation trail/ecological pond 3.60 |ecological observation trail/ecological pond 3.89
3.96™ | ranch/farm/botanical garden 430 | ranch/farm/botanical garden 433
Animal Assisted Therapy(AAT) facility Animal Assisted Therapy(AAT) facility
Lo 4.10 e 4.00
(riding tracks, ranches, etc.) (riding tracks, ranches, etc.)
horticulture therapy facility 420 | horticulture therapy facility 4.44
Therapy farming based therapy facility farming based therapy facility
facility 4.40 4.44
R (farms, gardens, greenhouses, etc.) (farms, gardens, greenhouses, etc.)
jg;* forest based therapy facility(Green Shower) 430 | forest based therapy facility(Green Shower) 4.22
meditation therapy facility 330 |meditation therapy facility (music, art, etc.) 3.56
rehabilitation therapy facility 3.50 o i .
- rehabilitation therapy facility/medical center 3.44
medical center 3.50
Learning | farming & fishing experience 4.50 |farming & fishing experience 422
experience |y ditional culture experience 4,00 | traditional culture experience 3.78
e
;}333* nature / ecology experience 420 |nature / ecology experience 4.22
4.14" | horticulture and animal experience 420 | horticulture and animal experience 433
Animal Assisted Therapy(AAT) 4.00 | Animal Assisted Therapy(AAT) 4.00
Therapy horticultural therapy 430 | horticultural therapy 422
S/W type farming therapy 420 |farming therapy 4.56
Program | 395" | forest therapy 430 | forest therapy 433
4.18 rehabilitation therapy 3.60 |rehabilitation therapy 3.78
professional treatment(doctors prescribe) 3.30 - -
therapy program (youth, elderly, etc.) 440 |therapy program (youth, elderly, etc.) 4.44
Ca;eg;}:pe vocational training / rehabilitation program 3.30 |vocational training / rehabilitation program 333
385 |mental health, care for persons with physical mental health, care for persons with physical
: P 3.80 e 3.78
disabilities disabilities

* indicates averaged over Delphi 1¥ survey parts
** indicates averaged over Delphi 2™ survey parts
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Table 2. The AHP results for the indicators associated
Target Part Indicators importance factor
relative entire
Accommoéation urban-rural exchange(community) center 0.484 0.038
(())_ (?7191** Hanok/farmhouse home-stay 0.516 0.041
Ssamzie park / sports facility 0.254 0.018
Res(; lfggimy Aramaru shelter (observatory etc.) 0.244 0.017
0.070™ healthcare room 0.290 0.020
W multi-purpose facility (outdoor stage, performance hall, playground, etc.) 0.212 0.015
Facility Experience facility experience place / craft room / exhibition hall 0.280 0.026
0.373" 0.253" ecological observation trail / ecological pond 0.230 0.022
0.094” Ranch / Farm / Botanical Garden 0.490 0.046
Animal Assisted Therapy(AAT) facility (riding tracks, ranches, etc.) 0.183 0.024
Therapy facility horticulture therapy facility 0.192 0.025
0.348" farming based therapy facility (farms, gardens, greenhouses, etc.) 0.236 0.031
0.130" forest based therapy facility (Green Shower) 0.238 0.031
meditation therapy facility (music, art, etc.) 0.151 0.020
Leaming experience farming & fishing experience 0.250 0.040
type traditional culture experience 0.198 0.032
04255:* nature / ecology experience 0.279 0.045
0.160 horticulture and animal experience 0.274 0.044
S/W Animal Assisted Therapy(AAT) 0.197 0.062
Program Therapy type horticultural therapy 0218 0.068
0.627 0.499
0313 farming therapy 0.276 0.086
forest therapy 0.310 0.097
Caring type therapy program (youth, elderly, etc.) 0.635 0.098
(())_ 12;4?** mental health, care for persons with physical disabilities 0.365 0.056

* indicates the relative importance factor
** indicates the entire importance factor
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