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ABSTRACT : School closures in rural areas is especially relevant because low fertility rate and population aging are common not

only in rural but also in urban areas. This paper examined a variety of users’ perceptions on welfare facilities using closed rural

schools. For this study, the descriptive survey research design was conducted at the EZER located in Kyungsnangbuk-do. The sample

size of 200 was selected through convenience sampling and data collection was completed by a self-completion written

questionnaires. Main findings are as follows: 1) the level of users’

relative satisfaction with welfare facilities using closed rural

schools was generally positive, main factor associated with relative satisfaction was facilities and surrounding environment at closed

rural schools, 2) socioeconomic usefulness of closed rural schools was also was generally positive, main factors for revitalization

were adequate facilities and places, accessible and convenient places, 3) future necessity and willingness for welfare facilities using

closed rural schools were overwhelmingly positive, children or youth were revealed as a priority service target. Finally, theses

analyses show that a high proportion in the rural welfare sector, especially seemed to have a positive impact on bridging negative

gabs between urban and rural in the socioeconomic development and social welfare.
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Table 1. Description of research participants

Variables N %
Male 62 31.8
Gender Female 133 67.9
Total 195 100.0
20-29 9 4.6
30-39 105 53.6
A 40-49 60 30.6
& 50-59 17 8.7
60+ 5 2.6
Total 196 100.0
Unmarried 12 6.3
Marriage Married 177 93.7
Total 189 100.0
High school( ) 28 144
Education College/University( T ) 166 85.6
Total 194 100.0
Yes 145 74.8
Having a Job No 49 25.2
Total 194 100.0
Kyungsangbuk-do 175 89.3
Religion Etc 21 10.7
Total 196 100.0
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Figure 1. Relative satisfaction with welfare facilities
using closed rural schools

l‘_

Azel Erel FHEd FQ 298 UFIHORE
A%k A= Table 29F 2T F8 Al 9 370l 62
(44.9%) = 71 =31, 203 9 Au]2e] y8o] 26
(18.8%), T2 = xu]29] o] &7} 24(17.4%),
Aol Had 2 HoAel 239(16.7%) «oZ e
o}

718t ojele 2, AAxsHH

4]:

ol oﬂ,l‘

30>

|
7ol we 8, 1}035%‘01 F= oo vehge
Hl o] oA FeAd ¥ 4T Bdd odow B 4
2.

52 S=HE, N28d H13, 20224

=
L RN

SRR RS

Table 2. Main factors associated with relative satisfaction
(multiple responses)

Categories N %o
Manin facilities and environment 62 449
Contents of programs and services 26 18.8
Fee of programs and services 24 17.4
Accessibility and Convenience 23 16.7
Etc 3 22
Total 138 100.0
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Figure 2. Socio-economic usefulness of welfare facilities
using closed rural schools
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Table 3. Main factors for revitalization of welfare facilities
using closed rural schools(multiple responses)

Categories N %

Support from administrative agencies 58 15.5
leadership of managers 23 6.2
Professionalism of workers 27 7.2
Enough workers 12 32

Quality of programs/services 68 18.2
Accessible and convenient places 72 19.3
Enough information for use 20 5.4
Adequate facilities and places 78 20.9
Cooperation with dwellers 15 4.0
Total 373 100.0
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Table 4. Future demand for welfare facilities using closed
rural schools

Categories N %o

The necessity of Yes 191 99:0
elfare facilities No 2 1.0
W Total 193 | 100.0
Children/youth 119 61.7

Elderly persons 15 7.8

Priority user for Person with disabilities 6 3.1
welfare facilities Community dwellers 49 25.4
Etc 4 2.1
Total 196 | 100.0

Willingness to use Yes 183 7.3
welfare facilities Mo > 27
Total 192 100.0

2
= Jola mEEel g Fo
221, AB|AAH 4847 B8 o 29l G 5
29} PR 4L AR Tk ATEH Dy
8] AARE AR AT AH AZE o] &
e olgAE o=z welmze] Awlols Ws
3.

Fo B4 Agel 7 FolE ANEE T g
A, 5 Hm L BAAA g3 AUH NEE
= 24 a8 F8

A, & Hal &8 EAAAL el ARRIZAIZ

b R
FEH oA FHH el SHol Egkom, wY B4
s} aclomt Tl AHITL AMe] Hely B 42
ol B

Vol. 28, No. 1,2022 53



AR, 5& HAa FE BN @ FF F2 F
TS AZAHQ FAe FQAL FTAAH o] mj

2 =4 eyt

AT A3} FE dHuw FE EX|AM0 Ui A4 E

HEo g FHHoz IRIFTE A xR W
dutzle] FAl= AR HAZ o R FE b

g8 ExAA gk 32 kel FF =L F8

Wshe At & % 9

M et ol X

fo
ox
o
rﬂ
I
k
N
Hir
rlr
o)

Hrh

oA e A s AYlA Furt vk F
are] FAlolzl A el AHAAR FA FAHYU o
Zk3l = AXH(Autti and Hyry-Beihammer, 2014) |
A Hw Zgo] BEAEe &4 HAl 2 75
FFES 7S F Ae AR AFHAW HHo] ¢
gyt AR BT Iy &% FEH Alus 2E
dl27F w31, A7HESRe] ofdo] B3 obF Bl A4
I 7FE, AEOlA v 78F ALTbsT wERH

DR TET EE FEe] YA T AUOE B

T At

webd AZAbs 1, A 228 2AZ £ 1
ol @ Fadel W& BB A} AHEHE A &
N BE ALE BEF BAAH] UIF UL do
25 o H340% AFsolol S} ¥& AL ol
03 247 QAT FF we UE 1z 5& Aw
B FREAY LR} 7 ARALEHRG ofe)
B9, Bx), 17, BaAgds BE w4 1 594

o] optiz gojHol H).

TAHoR ANHORE B2 HLE FET BAA
Aol 24 AT ePe B o2 B AREA} A
g 2

o
ofy
fo

o

A FEe] FF AAFFOR BT
Q.

54 SZEAE, M28A M13, 20224

2iRlo] AlF=ojoF & Aol

& 5o, FoE FH9 4] A T g F3
I At B2 gl 73} AH| 2~ 2o TFeE A&
Ma AUE AZo] Q3 %(Kim et al, 2019), TFst
A 2de] w2 Hu 89 78 9 FFYEY, AL 4
Hol| #ASt ARED A XE vlste] A HALS] o A2
& BEAAES Agsy] BoeE & jus 283
A4S FAHeE aHsheE A #9718 TS g
A2 d87) ok

g, 7 Ha 8 olgd uig TExel &3t
[Rlog Al 34, A HEAEH Aol w4 U
Ehd Ay= #uAldrnte] Zh= B8 AR 34 o

F2AQ & e AF AL AR}

r g

a7olt). elE Eo, okl Yt 3040tie] 715 Bl
o olgAEe] we QATA A
9 ARish QakEe] kst MeshA Aus HuE
NGT ¢ UES FHYTE AAZ BA9} B3 AA
Sb e ulAIA, QRRAA, FAAA So| HelAd A
o) e BANARY AR, AN o] F
3 A AEE AgHoE ndd Best dn BE
SIS B BAAM Aulze] A 8 WK o)A
28 8 o), m%, BX B LIRS0 thes
Ag D, Az FA A% P4 A% Y A
= gasolol & Zlolck

MAoR o] AT AR Ao ATURE
ARE 2 BFS FHUOE AR dsfolr] wE
A7Ae] Aukslel g At EAT webA
SATAE B} Be £
23 Avlol, B FAA 2 ol gAES ToR

AH AT} olof o} & Aolth

[e]

—

AT 20199 tHINIE SRl AT AT
P& ol FHE ATUEHAE: AR EAA =9
1

E37 §EYL Y AYREY SFE A

L ooff X
ol 2
o of

=
PR/ AT, JAHS: NRF-2019S1A5A2A

[

03052335).




(

y
5,

==
S

References

. Autti, O. and Hyry-Behammer, E. K., 2014, School
Closures
Research in Rural Education, 29(1): 1-17.

. Choi, H. W., 2020, An Analysis of Current Use for the
Utilization of the Closed School in Gyengsangnam-do

in Rural Finnish Communities, Journal of

Province, Youth Facilities and Environment, 65: 67-76.

. Egelund, N. and Laustsen, H., 2006, School Closures:
What are the Consequences for the Local Society,
Scandinavian Journal of Education Research, 50(4):
429-439.

. Kim, H C., 2021, A Study on the Establishment of
Welfare Facilities for the Aged Using the Facilities
Characteristics of Closed Schools - Focused on the
Northern Area of Gyeonggi-Do, Journal of the Korean
Institute of Rural Architecture, 23(2): 17-24.

. Kim, J. K. and Lee, J. K, 2012, A Research of
Closed Schools to Strengthening of

Regional Competitiveness, The Journal of Sustainable

Utilizing for

Design and Educational Environment Research, 11(3):
13-24.

. Kim, M. S. and Kim, T. W., 2020, Survey on Quality
of Life and settlement satisfaction of residents in rural
areas, Korea Rural Economic Institute.

. Kim, S. J., Bae, S. J,, Kim, D. S. and Im, S. B., 2019,
Development of Diagnosis System about Services and
Infrastructure for Rural Welfare and Culture, Journal of
The Korean Society of Rural Planning, 25(1): 51-65.

. Kim, S. R, 2020, A Study on the Recycling of the

11

12.

i &g BAA L] UF o] g2 14 AT

Closed Schools in Japan - A Case Study on the
Remodeling of Shinagawa in Japan, Journal of the
Korean Institute of Rural Architecture, 22(2): 18-25.

. Kroismayr, S., 2019, Small School Closures in Rural

Areas - The Beginning or End of a Downward Spiral?
Some Evidence from Austria, In: Anson, J., Bartl, W,
Kulezycki, A. (eds) Studies in

Population, Springer.

the Sociology of

. Lee, H. R, 2018, The Status and Application Cases of

Closed Schools, Expecting the New Horizons, Review
of the Korean Institute of Educational Facilities, 25(5):
7-12.

Lee, J. Y., 2020, The Study on Utilizing of Closed
School Facilities using Big Data Analysis-Focusing on
Dacejeon, Sejong, and Chungcheng, Mokwon University
Thesis.

Local Educational Financial Statics Information System,
2020, Closed School Statics. http://eduinfo.go.kr/portal/
theme/abolSchStatusPage.do.(accessed on 1 January 2022)

(in Korean).

. Sung, J. H, Kim, S. S., Rhew, C. H., Cho, W. J. and

Kang, K. S., 2020, Assessing Economic Value of
Socio-Cultural Function of Korean Agriculture, Journal
of The Korean Society of Rural Planning, 26(4): 15-25.

* Received 17 January 2022
* Finally Revised 8 February 2022
* Accepted 21 February 2022

Vol. 28, No. 1,2022 55





