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ABSTRACT : The purpose of this study was to analyze affecting factors to consider and make decision on the urban-to-rural

migrants using survey data. In the consideration model of urban-to-rural migrants, it was found that the more interest in

"urban-to-rural migrants concern" was, the higher probability to consider about urban-to-rural migrants. The lower the age and income

level, the higher probability to consider about the urban-to-rural migrants. In the decision making model of urban-to-rural migrants,

the more interest in "urban-to-rural migrants concern" was, the higher probability to decision making of urban-to-rural migrants. The

higher of stable pension income and the lower of the expected living cost, the higher probability of decision on urban-to-rural

migrants. The results of this analysis show that it is necessary to continuous education to increase "interests and information about

rural areas", and A number of safeguards are needed to ensure stable income after urban-to-rural migrants to increase the population

of the urban-to-rural migrants.
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Figure 1. Urban-to-Rural Migrants Trend by Age Group

Table 1. Area Distribution of Before Urban-to-Rural Migrants

(Unit: N)
Region 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Seoul 3,324 3,091 3,425 3,433 3,095
Busan 1,259 1,299 1,497 1,476 1,402
Daegu 1207 | 1,400 | 1,483 | 1,495 | 1435
Incheon 948 984 1,167 1,163 1,025
Gwangju 937 1,079 1,094 1,160 1,103
Dacgjeon 736 714 790 785 763
Ulsan 352 411 490 522 573
Sejong 4 9 16 60 63
Gyeonggi | 3,797 | 3,929 | 4375 | 4577 | 4226
Gangwon 481 366 498 509 475

Chungbuk 367 410 458 513 459
Chungnam 377 459 507 514 467

Jeonbuk 821 886 870 1,011 | 1,043
Jeonnam 541 622 556 664 646
Kyungbuk | 867 852 1,020 | 1,008 | 1,122

Kyungnam | 1,107 | 1219 | 1372 | 1399 | 1,515

Jeju 193 237 242 270 218

Total 17,318 | 17,976 | 19,860 | 20,559 | 19,630
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Table 2. Area Distribution of After Urban-to-Rural Migrants

(Unit: N)
Region 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Busan 39 49 63 48 61
Daegu 103 128 137 182 200
Incheon 111 137 159 189 185
Ulsan 113 155 132 145 140
Sejong 122 103 101 124 101
Gyeonggi 1,458 1,429 1,760 2,317 1,943
Gangwon 1,374 1,258 1,582 1,625 1,640
Chungbuk 1,306 1,422 1,514 1,658 1,466
Chungnam | 1,933 1,928 2,206 2,253 2,111
Jeonbuk 1,994 2,044 2,039 2,024 2,130
Jeonnam 2,791 2,882 3,071 2,999 2,909
Kyungbuk | 3,267 3,560 3,683 3,568 3,469
Kyungnam | 2,259 2,357 2,757 2,657 2,703
Jeju 448 524 656 770 572
Total 17,318 | 17,976 | 19,860 | 20,559 | 19,630
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Figure 2. Urban-to-Rural Migrants Population Change by
Management Type
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Figure 3. Distribution of farming scale of Urban-to-Rural
Migrants
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Figure 4. Cultivation area of cultivated items
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Table 3. Basic Statistics on Consideration of Urban-to-Rural

Migrants
(unit: N, %)
Variables Frequency Percentage
no 531 51.5
Consideration
yes 500 48.5
50s 556 53.9
Age
60s 475 46.1
Lc?ss. than 2 9 g7
million won
Between 2-4 323 313
million won
Between 4-6 393 38.1
Income million won
Level -
Between 68 186 18.0
million won
BeFWgen 8-10 14 33
million won
M
ore than 10 5 0.5
million won
Total 1,031 100.0
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Table 4. Basic Statistics on Making Desition of Urban-to-

Table 5. Differences in the Impacts of the Decision-Making

Rural Migrants Process
(unit: N, %)
. . Wilcoxon
- . Inexperienced Experienced
Variables Frequency Percentage Variables Test
no 170 34.0 Means | S.D. | Means | S.D. Z
Desition -
yes 330 66.0 Interest in
1 kksk
505 287 574 Agriculture and | 3.548 | 0.945 | 4.186 | 0.732 | 11.231
Age Rural Areas
60s 213 42.6 Interest in Safety
nterest in Safe
. 1.1 4.162 . 940%**
Less than 2 al . food 3.507 96 6 0.788 | 8.940
million won Refired Lei
etired Leisure
72 .874 | 4.152 .82 .960%**
Bc?t\yeen 2-4 170 340 Life 3.729 | 0.87 D) 0.826 | 7.960
million won Livi
iving
.701 .851 . . 1.424
Between 4-6 02 104 Conditions 3.70 0.85 3.790 | 0.860
Income million won Willi c
ulingness o sk
Level Between 6-8 . 146 Spouse to Join 3.770 | 0.826 | 3.924 | 0.923 | 3.487
million won
Urban-to-Rural
Between 8-10 9 18 Migrants 3292 | 0.875 | 3.836 | 0.882 | 0.884%**
million won Information
Mqre. than 10 5 1.0 Rural and
million won Farming 3.659 | 0.872 | 3.736 | 1.012 | 2.601%**
Total 500 100.0 Experience
Agreultural 13 651 0,822 | 3.806 | 0.799 | 3665+

G R A A DR Ei
SpEEA Y SR, A FAD S 1% 79

Szoln EAHQ Aol EAlsh: Zow Uepi)

A5 o A T WEES AAARYe B
] 9lsl 8RNE FF A davt Bash, a9l
NS S FHRRAFES WUz e
A ASHA TR AT F AIHAst <A
5 BYEeclow FRAYL. A F GNP L
Qe Iy FAD, AE T P, AR, 5
EEU R FAAY, SR FRAA, ey
P Sol TYRYCH, Iy WU “wUEE
P, ok AT B, BN Fo2 AR

Investment

Profitability 3.669 | 0.840 | 3.680 | 0.812 0.063

***k . Statistically significant at 1% significance level.

Table 6. Factor Analysis of Influential Decision Variables

M ¢ Interest in
Variables anagemen Urban-to-Rural
Performance .
Migrants
Agricultural Investment 0.655 0.286
Profitability 0.642 0.092
Living Conditions 0.570 0.122
Rural and. Farming 0.550 0.120
Experience
Willingness 9f Spouse 0309 0220
to Join
Retired Leisure Life 0.295 0.291
Interest in Agriculture
and Rural Areas 0.135 0757
Interest in Safety food 0.100 0.710
Urban-to-RuraliMlgrants 0.400 0.586
Information
Eigenvalue 2.702 0.809
KMO 0.795

Cronbach’s ¢¢: 0.781

Vol. 25, No. 3,2019 33



2. Hs oA 2 QT 21

As ZAo] e Heckman] TEAEY =g 45}
AseBEgolAxe “As BAE7E 1% ool
AR R FrolstAl Yestar, “AFh L 5% FrolaE
]}“1 %‘7:"3—‘}22 %9]5‘]—71] L]‘E}JX)\]-_Q_EL “—/‘\—%{F—i‘”ol

Table 7. Heckman’s sample selection model for Making
Desition of Urban-to-Rural Migrants

Variables Parameters S.E. T
Constant 0.90793*%** 0.1272 7.140
Management |, 1, 594 0.0262 | -0.610
Performance
Interest in
Urban-to-Rural | 0.18452%*%* 0.0517 3.570
Migrants
Agricultural ) 1 467 0.0368 | 0.400
Area
(Agricultural
Area)2 0.00101 0.0026 0.390
Considera Purchase of "
ion Farmland 0.01053 0.0060 1.750
Model (Purchase of
- *% _
Farmland)? 0.00026 0.0001 2.560
Daily Working | 5,169 0.0129 | -0.910
Hours
Initial -0.00441% | 0.0024 | -1.850
Investment
Estimated | ooggmes | 00003 | 3420
Pension Income
Living Expenses | -0.00213*** | 0.0003 | -7.000
o 0.42580%** 0.0196 21.680
Constant 0.25187 0.2305 1.090
Management | ) 357 0.0537 | -0.660
Performance
Interest in
Urban-to-Rural | 0.71483%%*%* 0.0617 11.590
Migrants
Desition Age -0.22833%% | 0.0938 | -2.430
Model
Household
Members 0.07126 0.0522 1.370
Numbers
Income
-0.10241* 0.0541 -1.890
Level
P 0.25240 0.1848 1.370

**k o Statistically significant at 1% significance level.
* o Statistically significant at 5% significance level.
* o Statistically significant at 10% significance level.
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