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The Spatial Diffusion of the 1919

Independence Movement (March ]st Movement)

Summary

[. The purpose of this study is to analyze
the spatial diffusion process of March 1st
Movement. Through an
the spread of March Ist Movement, this
paper intends to assess the applicability of

investigation of

empirical regularities developed largely with

respect to material innovations to a human

action type of innovation.

I. 232 administrative counties of that time
(1919) are selected as unit area of analysis
and characteristics of first adoption of Mar-
ch 1st Movement was mainly studied by map
analysis, graph analysis and trend surface
analysis.

Il. Results are as follows:

1) March 1st Movement had been compara-
tively taken many adoption in the primary
stage of diffusion not like the other innova-
tion.

That is the characteristic of the diffusion
of March 1st Movement and it is because
March 1st Movement was the poly-nuclear
type of diffusion and several regions were
previously planned.

2) The diffusion of March 1st Movement sho-
ws the tendency of proceeding from Pyun-

Boo Sung Kim

gan provinces to northeastern and southern
areas, from west coast to east coast, from
railway vicinity of the plain regions to
mountainous valleys and from the location
of county offices to town(Eup), subdivision
of the county(Myon) and village. In general
the diffusion of northern regions was faster
finished because of strong influences of
Christianity and Chundoism.

3) The leading information affected rapidly on
the diffusion of March st Movement was
mass media such as the copy of Indepen-
dence Declaration and news media, and it
shows that Mass Media and cosmopolite sour-
ces are relatively more important than in-
terpersonal and localite sources for early
adopters of the innovation,

4) The activities of Christians, Chundoists,
and students come up on the diffusion pro-
cess of March 1st Movement signify the
role of diffuser in the adoption of human
action type of innovation.

5) The minimum threshold level of adopting
systematically March 1st Movement was
periodic market site and the districts of
successful diffusion of March 1st Movement
were the main controlling areas by Christia-
nity, Chundoism and railroad vicinity.

6) In the diffusion of March 1st Movement

Geography, Korean Geographical Society, 19. pp. 27~40. 1979.



the railroad had played an important role
in the distribution of the copy of Indepen-
dence Declaration, the information delivery
and migration of the innovators. It indicates
that railroad system was the most important
communication, transportation means of that
time.

7) In the spatial diffusion pattern of March 1st
Movement in general, the hierarchical diffu-
sion is primarily shown up. In other word
the diffusion centers are developed and then
in their circumstances contagious diffusion
is followed. Also in the small scale diffusion

of inside of county the characteristics of
the contagious diffusion is almost not noticed
due to the adoption of movement mostly at
periodic market sites and market days.

As I stated above, the diffusion process of
March 1st Movement is mostly not only con-
corded to empirical regularities of the diffusion
but also contained its own special features in
some differences, Also it shows that the urban
hierarchical system, though feeble, was estab-
lishing along the railroad system.



