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A Study on the Current Situation of Pluriactivity of
Small-Scale Family Farm Households

Lee, Hyewon - Kim, Tae-Yeon

This study aims at identifying the characteristics of various income earning
activities conducted by small family farms, so-called pluriactivity, in Korea,
Traditionally small farm households have been regarded in Korea as those who
have not only very limited economic capability, but also very low status in rural
society. However, in Europe, since the 1990s, there have been some researches
found out the role of small farms in socio-economic development of rural regions.
These tended to conclude that such various economic activities of small farms’
may contribute to the development of rural region. Introducing the concept of
pluriactivity from the European studies, this study carried out surveys and
interviews with 38 small farm household in Chungnam region in terms of the
fundamental reasons for pluriactivity and the impact on rural economies. The
analysis revealed the main reason of pluriactivity could be the lack of income for
family. Nevertheless, this study also identified another important reason of
pluriactivity that small farms’ desire to live in rural areas may drive them to do
the pluriactivity. It may mean that farming could not be the main option for them
to live in rural areas. In addition, it was confirmed that this pluriactivity has a
positive impact on rural areas, such as landscape management, job creation, and
cultural provision. Along with this, it was confirmed that there is a difference in
pluriactivity characteristics according to age. It then necessary concludes that the
rural development policy must consider the characteristics of farm households
when they provide the support for farming and non-farming activities.

Key words : family farm household, farm household income, non-farm activity,
pluriactivity, small farm household
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Table 1. Survey overview

Classification Notes
Name A survey on agricultural and non-farm activities of rural residents
Obiect Check the pluriactivity of farm household and the satisfaction level of settlement
ec
! conditions in rural areas.
Target Farm household in Chungcheongnam-do
. General status, Current status of agricultural and non-agricultural activities,
Questions .. ..
Settlement and living conditions

2 $HA 54

AA SHAHN=89)2] AHHE 4~50th7} 49.5%(44™) =2 7 Bktom, 79 F= 291
7H7YF 66.3%(598) 2 71 Wkth A WAL 1 ha P]YH 1~5 ha v]Rko] 27}t 42.7%(2878)
2 Ueith Y F599 59 592 247 1,0005F € H]RRO] 24.7%(228), 30.3%(27)
2 7 By

27R F7HN=38)9] AH U= 4-50t7F 55.3%Q21%8)Z 7HE Bekon, 7 & 29

7HE7F 65.8%(25)E 7 BT AA WAL 0.2~0.4 ha vTEo] 26.3%(10%)E 71 ©o%k
o™ 0.4~0.6 ha 7|9Fe] 21.1%@")AH. H TTUS 1,0005F H w]¥ko] 36.8%(14™), &

9,] ZF2=0]0

FT Y2 1,000~2,0008F & H|THo] 27.8%(10%8)E 7H AT

Table 2. Characteristic of respondent

Unit: number, %

_ Frequency / | Small farm household respondent | Frequency /
Total respondent (N=89) percentage (N=38) percentage
Male 52 (58.4) Male 19 (50.0)
Gender Gender
Female 37 (41.6) Female 19 (50.0)
Under 30’s 5(5.6) Under 30’s 3(79)
40’s ~50’s 44 (49.5) 40’s ~ 50’s 21 (55.3)
Age Age

60’s 25 (28.1) 60’s 7 (18.4)
Over 70’s 15 (16.9) Over 70’s 7 (18.4)
1 Persons 13 (14.6) 1 Persons 5 (13.2)
Number of 2 Persons 59 (66.3) | Number of 2 Persons 25 (65.8)

house hold house hold
member 3 Persons 6 (6.7 member 3 Persons 2 (53
Over 4 Persons 11 (12.3) Over 4 Persons 6 (15.8)
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Total respondent (N=89) ir:r(il;elrtl:ge/ Small farm h&lizlg;ld respondent l;r:r(ilellelrtl:ge/
Less than 1.0 ha 38 (42.7) Less than 0.2 ha 7 (18.4)
Size of 1.0~3.0 ha 27 (30.3) Size of 02~0.4 ha 10 (26.3)
cultivated 3.0~5.0 ha 11 (12.4) || cultivated 0.4~0.6 ha 8 (21.1)
land Over 5.0 ha 8 ( 9.0) land 0.6~0.8 ha 7 (18.4)
No answer 5 (5.6) 0.8~1.0 ha 6 (15.8)
Less than 10 million 22 (24.7) Less than 10 million 14 (36.8)
10 ~20 million 15 (16.9) 10 ~20 million 9 (23.7)
20 ~ 30 million 11 (12.4) 20 ~30 million 6 (15.8)
Gross farm 30 ~ 40 million 13 (14.6) || Gross farm 30 ~40 million 3(79)
receipts 40 ~ 50 million 6 ( 6.7) | receipts 40 ~ 50 million 3(7.9)
50 ~ 100 million 14 (15.7) 50 ~ 100 million 3(79)
Over 100 million 5(5.6) Over 100 million -(-)
No answer 3 (34 No answer -(-)
Less than 10 million 27 (30.3) Less than 10 million 5 (13.9)
10 ~ 20 million 12 (13.5) 10 ~20 million 10 (27.8)
20 ~ 30 million 10 (11.2) 20 ~30 million 7 (19.4)
Non-farm 30 ~ 40 million 13 (14.6) || Non-farm 30 ~ 40 million 5 (13.9)
income 40 ~ 50 million 8 (9.0 income 40 ~ 50 million 6 (16.7)
50 ~ 100 million 8 (9.0 50 ~ 100 million 2 (5.6)
Over 100 million 3 (34 Over 100 million 1 (238
No answer 8 (9.0 No answer 2 (5.6)

3. 4 A3

1) =Y &5 s
(1) Sst=E A%
ATtR F7He] AA AFERe B, FEEE o] 235(60.5%) 2 7HE Bekon, B
W (0.5 ha 7]9ho] 1735(44.7%) % 7H4 B2ttt A=A W“ °°‘Al o] 1435(36.8%) 2
71

td

2]
7 B 9A WAe wAE ARt JdoH, Ao} ?Ji}% 7.—3%%}—5— F7HE 205
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Table 3. Cultivated land current situation of small family farm households

Unit: Frequency (number), Percentage (%)

Classifi- Paddy Upland Orchard / Forest land Total
cation Owned Leased Owned Leased Owned Leased Owned Leased
Total 10(26.3) | 5(13.2) | 23(60.5) | 14 (36.8) | 5(13.2) 1(2.6) | 38(100.0) | 20 (52.6)
Less than
0.5 ha 5(32)| 2(53)| 17447 1026.3)| 3(79 | -( - )| 25(658)| 12(31.6)

05~1.0 ha | 4(10.5)| 3( 79| 6(158)| 3(79 | -( - )| 1(26)| 10263)| 70184

10~15ha | 1(26)| -(-)| -C-)| -C-)] 1(26]| -(-)| 2053 -(-)
1520ha | -(-)| -C-)| -C-)| -C-)| 1(26]| -(-)| 1(26] -(-)
2030 ha | - (-)| -(-)| -(-) 1(26| -(-)| -(-)| -C-)] 126

77 Aieta e AE & A ol Fhme] Al el W, aea de S
ZA S A A3 Table 494 2=, 15(155)9 H(123)E AMiste w717 713
Bt dAHer F 505 AEES UMY B 276704 Auista AATE W A F
7he 258 F AAZ BRARE F74F HE 0.08 ha (°F 240%)°ll BT whebA Lt
B 7k =Eus BolA ofd AaF 2 dAFe] Al F2 ojHAE Ae & 7 U
o =3 o] 52 TIEARS S 719 A &ALl e AleE AT

Table 4. Cultivated crops of small family farm household

Classification Cultivated crops (Number of Respondent)

Crops grown by | Red pepper (15), Rice (12), Lettuce (5), Sweet potato (4), Sesame (4), Garlic (4)
two or more Potato (3), Fruit tree (3), Apple (3), Cabbage (3), Radish (3), Spring onion (2)
households Strawberry (2), Sapling (2), Peach (2), Ginger (2), Chives (2), Soybean (2)

Matrimony vine, Tuber onion (Allium tuberosum R.), Wild vegetable, Kale
Blueberry, Jujube (Ziziphus mauritiana Lamarck), Water melon, Mushroom
Crops grown by . .
Cucumber, Grape, Leaf beet, Melon, Meju soybean, Broccoli, Black bean
less than two

Onion, Corn, Eggplant, Carrot, Jujube, Head lettuce, Young radish, Cherry
households

Allium fistulosum, Balloonflower, Winter grown cabbage, Rhynchosia Nulubilis,
Crown daisy, Perilla leaf

50 species 106 ea, average per household 2.76 ea
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Table 5. The importance of gross agricultural income in the household life of small family
farms by age group

Age Household living expenses The percent.age of farm
can be covered (point) household income (%)
30’s 2.67 433
40’s 2.00 25.0
50’s 2.94 419
60’s 3.00 42.5
Over 70’s 4.14 429

Z“k

Note: 1) point = kin

2) n: number of respondents, a: point of respondent

2] S AAMELS v, 1,973.77 Y22 YERGT o] & 2021
E 34.9%E 7|FoE EEtE THALELS 688.87 Wolth
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Table 6. A plan to increase the scale of agricultural management by age group

Age A plan to increase the scale of agricultural management (point)
30’s 7.00
40’s 3.50
50’s 4.56
60’s 2.38

Over 70’s 4.14

n .
Note: 1) point = +=

2) n: number of respondents, a: point of respondent

£3] 60tholl Al HAHRA 2385 S o|=5 B F 70t o] FellA S oJ=7} =of
A 41482 Bte AL Solde=m & 4 ded, 700 ol e SEAE HEd 2,
TEOE 4 ¢ e 7Iey 7=, 138202 A% 2R =X digk FHF 5ol
2 U o=E B o] fAith ol#g W W8S 60t SThAIE M 2383 AAS
A BASEH, 189S HoEs 60t E e H=F 59 o2 AYTEE =oltt
7} 2L ol tigh e A59] IAE w73 O PR AT B 5 3l
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Table 7. Current situation of non-farm business

o
v 8 2 - o

o)
Q = 8 = <. =S
= |28 [22_| % §| £ |o58 o8| oa| & | £
8 = 9 = Q @ 5 w»n| < o S 3 o = =
2, g2 |g2= & nE [RE2€|E32| 52 g E ® o
= g g 238 g |gF¥0|525| 52 | 52 g
8 2.8 |25 & 3 8 |28 .]|a~ 2| asg 33 o @
=t = = (/1»—1\2 | v Q =] =
[=4 ] S5 = & - 5 "™h|n o wn o= a5 @, o
S S8 | = o e g o 8 5 @
=] =} ° = =5 g = o 2
© = [N a ©«
Total 4 7 3 2 2 1 2 2 2 3

A S A2 oly vA 23 BARlel Fdsle B &5 SHIES flon,
388 AR F7F T 308(78.9%)= £, VI e B UIE EEUT HAS B &5
5S Tt JAATE kS FEA AR AA A5S dE T/ 1082 T Bke
H, 1 FE #4Y 989 75, 718 HEAF 65, Y 55 AR AT
Table 8. Current situation of non-farm get a job
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=1 25 Q — PSS » = |=
= |Feldg ZRE|(E| |28 g |% g5 5|82 8|8
=12 Pg & 4 & Qa5 5|3 |22 8| 2|
c = 8 aQ = 3| @ 4 @ |8 of 2 =13 =.
1=} € £l o 1% 2| 2 5 =| 2 5 | 3
. I~
15 g| g| = g =4 2 S < | e
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Totall| 7 [ 2 [ 4 [ 10| 1 |3 |1 |1 |2 |5|3]2]1 306 | 4
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Table 9. The importance of non-farm income in the household life of small family farms
by age group

Age Importance of non—fa@ incm?qe in Percentage of non—f?rm income in farm
household consumption (point) household income (%)
30’s 8.33 76.5
40’s 8.75 75.0
50’s 5.73 553
60’s 7.57 67.1
Over 70’s 6.71 61.4

T
Z“k

Note: 1) point ==
n

2) n: number of respondents, a: point of respondent

(3) FY9&F °olfr 4
TZ3ME AEAE B3l AN AR 571 $o8F ¥ olfEE 1) ¥ A
5 7.03% 2) AEH] B 6767 3) =F thH] 6.148 0] A E ALY O;U:}. AR B
o] AIF-H o g o FelA F&Fol Fost=A AuRy] 93] W ZALE 23

. o8 B AT B7L $BES FUSE ol FE U 7P<L% i a9
AR, 250 A g AT KA SRS o 5, sYLswe AY
U8 LT £ SLeAo] B BRAYOR AN T WA Ssel e welaE
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AR e Bol BUA EL i o ojdla, AT} 248 sl gol & o
gom, & ok sleli 2 Bdol glola. Teuzt B X W e
A7 AFel L, - e FAR A

@ miE ol shelx AZgela. B
b AEA, bEA mEURe. - AFE F3E s e, HA AL 4

=< 7HAH7E 21 3loja. (OO0, Age 61)

A, 52 ATE 9% AP HYOoR $ABFL FYSHE ASolth YRR & of
F ol %ol QYA AFS ANA FRsHE FSEA FEe] AL Uk BHH o
MEA FABES A Bk 252 FEAL F, BAE B 5 &5 I
F2zjo] ojrl A olth ol Al 2R F7ke] EAol FEAA £l MAE o
F A BAFY T 5
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<ol oy AFola. A= & Oﬂf‘i 4” = E}ﬂ ® Olﬁ (Lee OO, Age 60)

AEstH AL A= 2aL Yol e, Fold 7HlE 2ol st il ah=t), el Ht
T AoA APFE Zold Algoloa. - U 7194 G E Zol =& Hilo=
ARTGE 30 74 & & e Z2a3S goFstA HEAds vzt
7 Seo OO, Age 45)
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< wgstar e, 7]’-‘71]% 2ol A Az vkEr] Ags e - &
olgh= Al 1™ A Zota, S A V1S 7194 Boes ARue A7 A=
A% FoUzt, o2 &M AAY 7y APdS k= Al o
Seo OO, Age 00)
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AR, AHEe] BAAE Rl BEE FAse] A5 FUAIE Feoldh A
S B F8 o] Fx gom, 579 AYAT LFSAY 3

Aol wgel olupA|skaL vt

300% AZoA T, HlF, 1FE FEo R J198. 24 oq7lolA 7hEEhe A
& AFS 7HEA AAYSkL, 2R v FEsial Jlola. dES de
ARG AR & & doyrt 7hEskes Ada. (Ha OO, Age 58)
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HEALR S0joF =2 ) 24a 53] Sojota. o I8 E, $4HE
I g BT H7EA Haol Hask E& Holws AA.L (Park OO, Age 73)
FTHE 494017 olyZola. A do 3 W H Eog IdF IS UHA A
Aow & & ol A mAEta Y o] Aivtia. 19 2 tiulsiA
O d& Falxok 318, (Parkk OO, Age 66)

F7H] FEE Ags 3d @9 10d AR FEH 2ARG 3d @] 98
AL 50ti7HA st 46382 o= z‘s}%} HERs=d], 700 o]/dol A 3.14- 744
stk 103 A7) 85 AEe 3040t0A I FES FAsITIE S0t RE A
%, 60Tl A 5098 o= s HhRS & 700 o] dellA 2938714 st ol&
UM BAG FE R SUAEH Bln 245, 50t A= U s9EE ] #3 3
Waog A5 FHE AYsAT, 60t Yol w58 55 13l Y AYTERE =
o]azt sl7lel F el © & HleS Tohal & 4 gtk 70t 6ot FolEE A

< oloj7kA Rt M2 V& Gﬁ 5o By e AR Qs A FYLE Eo}
OE ®

o] ATE A YUY BEAAIA 1 ha FITe] &R BAF AAET e )
So] ofd AARFL FHA 718 AL YA AR AN AP of
ATE BolA £TFE 5715 ANHAOE FULE $70] Wld olF HE37] 3|

Buls $91BES S Urhs 7120 1RWIS ST Bast 9ee nolF
2l

Ttk &, &R Frhe] g@Ege] ke a5 7% Br4 @ Ho] oz 987
FEo QPH o HFanA s I Age] Anetn & & ik wekA ol
2R BV BES HAEsA Zgate wEGAE BT FEAAS AT E
AL FAE Aol BRIk olF 98 oo 2L A A%S s dr
AR, FABE FUE =Rshe AA9 HFH Fxlo] Fasith ¥EL FYRY o}
Yt ohearsh 2, 331 Ako] &S Foln 4y R FAA GA] TP vEy F



Fol It Wl BE A A FAol Qol, FYLZ HFo] Fe AR BT}
o AL FYT AAFE BAVEY AY EE wBY ZABEES AU 3L
FA35E 2o Wasih

53 7137} Xﬂl#ﬂoiolt ahn, AHER AH A0 F o] Fojxfof gt o] A

oA BFAFE 7P AT oln BRNT HBEY L FTEHE Ao Vbt neis
olSol e A AN AFH o Fea MlEAH Agle] Fol} B s)e] Fg]
g 5 =S OO /1ensT AQTAL A R0l WedT. dY, 18 UL
A7 B BES o1 vl BEol AFE Ao e, ol F98F 59 &
o] Hat Fol57] MELE HARTH WA o] BolAE HEoIMe] VL FHAT
e AR wel HEe FUYFEE s HEo] FAH Blo] Wasith AR, FEA
oA AFHOT HBPA BEL FAD Aot Aol G 1F S PO FEA
2438 A e FAs= Zlo] Wasi,
ATE % J

i=:]

=
Neoz Wmsl AA £ O Be SR AE S $E49 o
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