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A Study on the Characteristics of Rural Convention in Geongsang Region

- Focused on the Rural Development Projects, Hierarchical Structure and Living Area -
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Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to provide basic data to Si and Gun preparing for rural agreements in the future through
consideration and case analysis for rural conventions, such things as living standards, hierarchical analysis methods, and general
rural development projects. In the 1970s, sporadic and one-off projects focused on individual projects were repeatedly carried out
in rural areas, which were undergoing dramatic changes in population movement, land use, landscape, economic growth and living.
The keyword of the government's policy has changed to a way that existing rural development projects are planned and promoted
by local governments themselves in conjunction with the issue of autonomy and decentralization. In addition, with the introduction
of Rural Convention, the central and local governments are striving to achieve common policy goals. However, due to the lack
of understanding of the Rural Convention introduced as a pilot project in 2020, the lack of living areas setting-standards, unclear
classification of hierarchical structure, and excessive goal consciousness for general agricultural and fishing village development
projects remain, fading the original purpose of the Rural Convention. Therefore, this study analyzed the seven reports of the
Gyeongsang region selected in the 2021 Rural Convention to identify the characteristics of living area, hierarchical structure
analysis, and detailed projects (rural center revitalization project, basic living base development project) and provided them as
basic data. As a result of the study, first, according to the results of the hierarchical structure analysis, the first class was derived
from 6 out of 7 Si and Gun. This is judged to be the result of the current rural population, social, and economic problems.
Second, according to the results of the division of living areas, it was confirmed that except for one local government in seven
cities and counties, the remaining six local governments were divided into three single living areas and three two living areas.
This is the result obtained through a comprehensive review by overlapping the results of various analyses such as hierarchical
analysis and resident surveys and OD data, and shows a different form from the existing upper or related plans. It is judged that
this is the result of including qualitative contents such as residents' opinions along with various analyses when determining the
living area. Third, the proportion of the budget for rural center revitalization and basic living base development projects to the
total project cost subject to the Rural Convention was 59.6%, which was relatively higher than that of other general agricultural
and fishing village development projects. It is judged that it is preferred because the unit project cost is relatively high in Si and
Gun, and that quantitative results can be visually shown after the project is terminated.
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Fig. 1. Conceptual diagram of Rural Spatial Strategy Plan and Rural Living
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Fig. 2. Changes in the management of general agricultural and fishing village
development projects before and after the introduction of the Rural Convention

Table 2. Main contents of MAFRA’s the Rural Development Project
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Table 4. ‘A’ Local government investment plan
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Fig. 4. Case of ‘A’ Local government rural development project plan(A-gun,
2021)
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Fig. 5. Case of ‘B’ Local government rural development project plan(B-gun,
2021)
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Table 5. ‘B’ Local government investment plan
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Table 6. ‘C’ Local government investment plan
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Fig. 7. Case of ‘D’ Local government rural development project plan(D-gun,
2021)

Table 7. ‘D’ Local government investment plan
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Table 8. ‘E’ Local government investment plan
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Fig. 8. Case of ‘E’ Local government rural development project plan(E-gun,
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Table 10. ‘G’ Local government investment plan
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Fig. 10. Case of ‘G’ Local government rural development project
plan(G-gun, 2021)
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