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Effect of Hwasung reclamation project on the life of fishing village resident

Byung-Gon JeonG and Ho-Young CHANG'

Department of Environmental Engineering, Kunsan National University, Gunsan 54150, Korea

IDepartment of Marine Science and Production, Kunsan National University, Gunsan 54150, Korea

In order to investigate the effect of land reclamation on the life of local fishermen, a survey was conducted with the 246
people living in 12 different adjacent villages located in Hwasung District. It was found that income of residents decreased,
while the amount of debts increased after reclamation. 65% of the people surveyed answered that their economic situation
became worse than before and they blamed the decrease of fishery resources as the main cause. It further led to the loss
of the family's means of livelihood. 40% of the people surveyed claimed that they wanted to leave the fishing village
and believed that reclamation divested them of all their hope for the future. Regarding to the effect of reclamation project on
the image of Hwasung District, most of the respondents have a negative view on the reclamation project. They have negative
views even on the tourism, regional welfare, employment of community residents and local infrastructure. Therefore, it can be

concluded that local community residents thought that reclamation project had negatively influenced their overall quality of life.
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Fig. 1. Comparison of job before and after reclamation.
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Fig. 2 Comparison of fishing type in commercial fisherman before and after reclamation.
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2]
e oF 6%t FAl

% 259 vt LA A by

A7k AE4E WBLE §O15E 0050014 B Al

Table 1] 42 9F 4 Qli=t], A5420] glojA] AR
I =2

BE 9 UREY] 2E4ES 7P 74t o ol vt
o 22 o 4 glck 7k e 10002 9 ujglol
oF 50%o] Wato] vzl HAjelo] Zoiet 1o} Fig. 5
o A HrkAls] 712 F 50008k 9 o]4e] A 714
= 747t A 2HE 5 16%5 F71sto] BAY

59 Aol AeelE AT Pt 25
Z7Kek Ao vebteh ol 9le) 1A A% g
Wisoll A Bebhln] 7] FApul} A9 B4 o 21
oflollx] Eaolg), AR THEY Fut gol] 7] %
Apul7k 4s] 2R WAo R ojgle] Fet ut

Nool R

_1

i Az
Hl£o] 34%0] 4 69% F7tskol ZHEAY A - 5 A
S o4

AR O] Wats Be Ato] digh SeolAE tieht
o, oF 65%71 Aol LhbArh Seaon,
M Afol7} Qlrkrl 14%o] 3L, Fobthan St u]gol

Table 1. Comparison of annual income level per household before and after reclamation

Average Standard  Standard error

deviation of average

95% confidence interval t The degree Significance of

of difference of freedom probability (both)

Lower limit Upper limit

Corresp-  Before  ¢o655 128177 08415
ondence 1 - after

73075 1.06236  10.654 231 .000
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Fig. 4. Variation of annual income level before and after reclamation. (unit : million won)
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the amount of debts per household before and after reclamation. (unit : million won)
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Table 2. Correlation between annual income level per household and intention to move

Before reclamation Sum of squares Degree of freedom Mean square F Significance probability
Between group 13.848 6 2.308 1.860 .089
Within group 279.182 225 1.241
Sum 293.030 231
After reclamation Sum of squares Degree of freedom Mean square F Significance probability
Between group 22.010 6 3.668 3.024 .007
Within group 268.109 221 1.213
Sum 290.118 227
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