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Case Study of the Satisfaction Analysis to Establish and Improve
Forest Experiences for Children: The Forest Experience for
Children at Apsan Park in Daegu

Yeon Su Ryu*
Daegu Gyeongbuk Development Institute, Daegu 42155, Korea

Abstract

The purposes of this study are to analyze the degree of satisfaction on forest experience among children, based on a survey of
teachers and parents who lead them, and to make proposals based upon the findings. The survey was performed in forest
experience for children at Apsan Park in Daegu. The results are as follows. First, there were 78 respondents comprising 34
teachers, 39 parents, and 5 others. The teachers’ age groups were distributed evenly between the 20s and 40s and parents’ 51.3%
were in their 30s and 46.2% in their 40s. Second, all participants responded that forest experience is necessary for children. 80.8%
of respondents required continually additional construction. Specifically, parents insisted that forest experience for children
should be built up more than the teachers did. Third, as a result of the management and program satisfaction of forest experience
for children, 38.5% of respondents wanted increased access and another 38.5% desired unlimited access. In addition, the older
teachers preferred more flexible access. Fourth, the safe facility topped the list of the four facilities ranked by importance with
0.39 points, followed by the learning experience field, the shelter facility, and the discretional facility. This study aims to build up
basic data in order to make and practically manage forest experiences for children. Therefore, through continuous research, forest
experience for children should be established as a practical experience spaces for children.

Key words : Forest experience for children, Satisfaction, Relative importance analysis
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Fig. 2. Analysis of respondent characteristics.
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Table 1. Characteristics of respondents involved in child care center or kindergarten

Division Criteria Frequency  Percent Division Criteria Frequency  Percent
20s 12 353 Jung-gu 4 11.8
30s 10 29.4 Buk-gu 2 5.9
40s 10 29.4 Suseong-gu 14 41.2
Age 50s 2 59 Location of Seo-gu 3 8.8
60s - - child care Dong-gu 2 5.9
Over 70s - - center or Nam-gu 5 14.7
Total 34 100.0 kindergarten Dalseo-gu 1 29
Division Criteria Frequency  Percent Dalseong-gun - -
From 1 year to 3 year 10 29.4 Others 3 8.8
From 3 year to 5 year 2 59 Total 34 100.0
From 5 year to 7 year 6 17.6 Division Criteria Frequency  Percent
Career From 7 year to 10 year 3 8.8 R ‘ 2~3 years old - -
From 10 year to 15 year 7 20.6 ge of children 4~5 years old 13 382
headed by
Over 15 year 4 11.8 teachers 6~7 years old 21 61.8
Others 2 5.9 Total 34 100.0
Total 34 100.0
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Table 2. Characteristics of parents among respondents
Division Criteria Frequency  Percent Division Criteria Frequency  Percent
20s 1 2.6 Free lance - -
30s 20 513 Occupation Others 1 2.6
40s 18 46.2 Total 39 100.0
Age 50s - - Jung-gu 27 69.2
60s - - Buk-gu 3 7.7
Over 70s - - Suseong-gu 3 10.3
Total 39 100.0 Seo-gu - -
Division Criteria Frequency  Percent Address Dong-gu 4 10.3
3 years old 2 49 Nam-gu - -
4 years old 3 7.3 Dalseo-gu - -
5 years old 9 22.0 Dalseong-gun 1 2.6
Children’ 6 years old 15 36.6 Others - -
age 7 years old 9 22.0 Division Criteria Frequency  Percent
8 years old 2 4.9 1 year 5 12.8
12 years old 1 2.4 2 year 3 7.7
Total 41 100.0 3 year 10 25.6
Division Criteria Frequency  Percent 4 year 2 5.1
_ Male 25 64.1 S year 6 154
C;‘;f;:f’ Female 14 35.9 et 6 year 2 5.1
Total 39 100.0 period 7 year 5 12.8
Division Criteria Frequency  Percent 9 year 1 2.6
Housewife 17 43.6 10 year 2 5.1
Office worker 10 25.6 11 year 1 2.6
Oceupation Profession 2 5.1 14 year 1 2.6
Business owner 1 2.6 15 year 1 2.6
Official 8 20.5 Total 39 100.0
Teacher - -
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Table 3. Necessity of forest experience for children

4

e
i

Division Criteria Frequency Percent Division Criteria Frequency Percent
Necessary 78 100.0 Absolutely unimportant 2 2.6
Necessity Unnecessary - Unimportant - -
Total 78 100.0 Normal 4 5.1
Importance
Division Criteria Frequency Percent Important 27 34.6
Should not be built - Very important 45 57.7
Additional building is meaningless 3 Total 78 100.0
tainabl
Sus .a 1r¥ab ©  Current condition is satisfying 12 15.4
building
Should be built more 63 80.8
Total 78 100.0
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Division Criteria Division Criteria

Teacher Parents Teacher Parents

Absolutely - 2(5.1) Should not be built ; ;

unimportant
Unimportant ) i Addltlonal' building is 3(88) )
meaningless
Sustainable C t condition i
Importance am urrent condition is
Normal 3(8.8) 1(2.6) building <atisfying 6(17.6)  5(12.8)
Important 15(44.1) 12 (30.8) Should be built more 25(73.5) 34(87.2)
Very important 16 (47.1) 24 (61.5) Total 34 (100) 39 (100)
Total 34 (100) 39 (100)
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Table 5. Management and program satisfaction of forest experience for children
Division Criteria Frequency Percent Division Criteria Frequency Percent Order
Should be decreased 1 1.3 Nothing 2 2.6 6
Satisfied 17 218 More understanding 44 s64 2
about forest and nature
Using .
Should be increased 30 38.5 Want more 47 60.3 1
frequency Ch b
Unlimited 30 38.5 fange Y Improved independence 6 7.7
orest
Total 78 1000  experience  Becomeactiveand 20 256 4
outgoing more
Division Criteria Frequency Percent Improved cooperation 11 14.1 5
Should be decreased - - Improved affection 26 333 3
Satisfied 19 24.4 Total 156 200.0
Hours Should be increased 19 24.4
Should be flexible 40 51.3
Total 78 100.0
Table 6. Program satisfaction degree by teachers’ age and using frequency
Program hours )
Division Pearson X
Satisfied Should be increased  Should be flexible
Count 7 3 2
20s .
% Within age 58.3% 25.0% 16.7%
Count 4 0 6
30s o
% Within age 40.0% 0% 60.0% N
Teacher’s age 11.325
Count 1 1 8
40s
% Within age 10.0% 10.0% 80.0%
Count 1 0 1
50s
% Within age 50.0% .0% 50.0%
Count 13 4 17
Total o
% Within age 38.2% 11.8% 50.0%
"p<0.1, "p>0.05, ""p<0.01
Program hours
Division Pearson Xz
Satisfied Should be  gp)11d be flexible
increased
Count 6 1 0
Satisfied o
% Within age 85.7% 14.3% .0%
Using Count 5 2 7 -
frequency in Should bg o 11.607
teacher group Increase % Within age 35.7% 14.3% 50.0%
Count 2 1 10
Unlimited
% Within age 15.4% 7.7% 76.9%
Count 13 4 17
Total o
% Within age 38.2% 11.8% 50.0%

p<0.1, "p>0.05, ""p<0.01
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Fig. 4. Difference of importance in forest experience facility for children.
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