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ABSTRACT : This study measured the importance and satisfaction of the values related to ‘New Ruralism’ using the
IPA(Importance-Performance Analysis) technique by the rural leaders’ group. In the result, the satisfaction value was evaluated lower
in the importance of ‘landscape and ecological resource conservation’, ‘settlement environment’, and ‘population’ related items. On
the other hand, the items of ‘tourism resource management’, ‘landscape damage’, and ‘landscape and ecological resource conservation’
showed high satisfaction. Therefore, the leaders’ group of Gochang-gun perceived the importance of local tourism image, landscape
damage prevention, settlement environment, and rural landscape in ‘New Ruralism’ management. However, the leaders’ group valued
lower in the items of population, ecological value and natural and historical tourist sites. This seems to be a characteristic of the
leaders’ group mainly engaged in agriculture. Through factor analysis, the six items excluded from the analysis were considered
important factors in ‘New Ruralism’ in Gochang-gun through a review of previous studies. Still, the leaders’ group of Gochang-gun
did not recognize them as important items in the rural resource. However, these items will be able to contribute to the development
of ‘New Ruralism’ in Gochang-gun, and it is necessary to improve the awareness of the leader group. Even if local governments or
experts present an ideal goal for rural development, it is difficult to achieve the goals if there is a difference from the perception of
residents. Therefore, it is important to understand the perception of ‘New Ruralism’ of the leaders’ group who plays an important

role in regional development projects.
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Table 1. Review of Previous Studies to Establish “New Ruralism” Measurement Index

Rural Main Values

Division Researcher

Population

Residential Environment Unity Resources | Naturalness

Cloke(1987) ]

Cloke & Milbourne(1992)

Willits & Luloff(1995)

Haartsen et al.,(2003)

Rurality Ocafia-Riola &

Sanchez-Cantalejo(2005)

Johansen & Nielsen(2012)

Caschili et al.,(2014)

Li et al, (2015)

Arriaza et al.,(2004)

Rogge et al.,(2007)

Ruralism Rye(2006)

Natori & Chenoweth(2008)

Lee(2020)

Moffat(2006)

Ma & Swinton(2008)

Garcia-Llorente et al.,(2012)

New Ruralism Azadi et al., (2012)

Van Berkel et al., (2014)

Newman & Saginor(2016)

Viviers et al.,(2017)
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Table 2. The Attributes of New Ruralism Values by Item
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New Ruralism
. Factor Impact on New Ruralism
Main Values P
Birth rate, Mortality rate, Expert ratio, Maternity population, Population
. density, Population change, Commute pattern, Return to farm population, . .. .
Population ty P . S . P . p p . Essential to maintaining rural sustainability
Child population, Population over 65 years old, Economic activity
population, Occupation structure, etc.
. . Open space, Health services, Agriculture - livestock industry - fishery ratio, .
Residential P .p . . & o . g4 ry. Matters that can increase the settlement
. Residential environment, Underdeveloped building ratio, Road, Resting . . .
Environment . satisfaction of residents
facility, Settlement area, etc.
. The ratio of farmland, Water system ratio, Landscape value, Farmland, . ..
Unity Measuring unity in rural land use
Greenery (grassland), Land cover, etc.
. . . L A unique resource that highlights the
Resources Production value, Recreational value, Farm, Tourist destination, etc. R q .. EiE
regional characteristics of the rural areas
. . The natural environment of rural areas
Naturalness Forests, Water systems, Wild animals, etc. . .
differentiated from urban areas
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Table 3. Results of Exploratory Factor Analysis

AHAT=18.446%), ‘TFAYE  AEGHE, LA
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=14.812%)’, ‘“7AWINECHE, EAEE=13.060%)", ‘T
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=8.518%y 2.2 WHsldom, A 2l ﬂ%oﬁ 64.408%
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HAEZRAE 53 38 AFEE 7M. Deng(2007)
o] HPaS 83 Y IPARAS AAES AL, <Table
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. Factor Eigen Explained
2
Division Factor Item h Loadings Values Variance @
8. Continuous forest landscape 719 179
Conservation of 7. A local landscape such as hilly area .689 7144
Unified 9. Expansive arable land .620 700 .849
Landscape & 10. Ecological river & reservoir landscape 571 .626 3.693 18.466
Ecological 16. Wildlife habitat conservation status .652 598
Resources . .
14. Consejrvatlon sta?tus of areas with 638 504 )
high ecological value
13. Representative tourism resource image 760 798
Tourism 12. Status of historical & cultural-based tourism facilities 758 763 .847
Resource - — 2.962 14.812
Management 11. Status of nature-based tourist destinations .697 .678
15. Conservation status of natural landscapes 717 547 -
19. Less damage to t.he. landscape due to power 737 815
transmission towers
Lgndscape 17. Less damage due to solar energy facilities 739 .810 2612 13.060 833
amage
£ 18. Less damage due to livestock - warehouse and factory 710 789
20. Less damage due to high-rise buildings such as APT .651 537 -
. 3. Population density 711 787
Population - 1.910 9.552 .693
2. Youth population 737 780
6. Current status of basic living services .681 733 -
Residential 5. Status of prov151o¥1 of.park & green services in 654 557
. residential areas 1.704 8.518
Environment -
4. Rural housing improvement status to
L . .607 534
create a pleasant residential environment
Ret?ézr;m 1. The population status of the return to farm & rural | 799 719 1.015 5.074 -

*Total variance explained = 64.408%, Bartlett’s test of sphericity Chi-square = 5272.402(df=190, Sig.=0.000)

Exclusion Item
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11, 12, 16, 19)°] YEFSITY A2sta Qilom, old theh uire] A vt
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Table 4. Relative Importance Transformation for Modified IPA Analysis
Item 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Ln 1.33 108 | 1.19 | 137 | 133 139 | 147 | 149 | 157 | 148
Implicitly PCC - | -0009 | 0019 ; : 0137 | 0192 | 0027 | 0078 | om | VE
Derived
Importance Item 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Ln 1.51 1.53 1.53 152 | 151 143 1.31 128 | 133 1.43 1.40
PCC | 0.025 | -0.023 | 0.083 - - 20.015 | 0071 | 006 | -0.074 - 0.0375

Table 5. Revised IPA Results

*Ln(natural logarithmic), PCC(partial correlation coefficient)

IPA Grid .
Division Factor Item
Quadrant Strategy
Tourism Resource . . .
Items recognized as B — 13. Representative tourism resource image
[ i isfi h o
important & satisfied by the 17. Less damage due to solar energy facilities
current leader group Landscape Damage -
18. Less damage due to livestock - warehouse and factory
L Residential Environment | 6. Current status of basic living services
Items of high important but - - -
Il low satisfaction that require Conservation of Unified | 7. A local landscape such as hilly area
: . Landscape & Ecological
Intensive management Rpesources S8, Expansive arable land
. 2. Youth population
. Population - -
Items of low importance & 3. Population density
I satisfacti9n, and lack of Coreamaien 6 Ui
Interest Landscape & Ecological | 8. Continuous forest landscape
Resources
Conservation of Unified | 10. Ecological river & reservoir landscape
Landscape & Ecological o ] ]
Items of low importance but . 16. Wildlife habitat conservation status
v high satisfaction that require

improvement of perception

Tourism Resource
Management

11. Status of nature-based tourist destinations

12. Status of historical & cultural-based tourism facilities

Landscape Damage

19. Less damage to the landscape due to power transmission towers
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Figure 1. Revised IPA Results
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