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ABSTRACT

This study analyzes the current status of farming succession among young farmers and
reviews policy measures to revitalize farming succession. In order to analyze the current
status of farming succession to young farmers, a survey was conducted on 186 graduates of
Korea National University of Agriculture and Fisheries who are engaged in farming.
According to the analysis results, the respondents’ farming succession method had a high
proportion of intra-family gift and inheritance (56.5%), and the reason for farming
succession was mainly due to lack of farming ability due to aging of parents or
grandparents (87.6%). Among the difficulties faced by young farmers in the process of
farming succession, it was found that the degree of difficulty was high in securing
farmland, lack of investment in facilities and operating funds, lack of legal information on
gifts and inheritance, and communication problems with parents. A plan to revitalize
farming succession for sustainable agriculture is presented as follows. First of all, we are
seeking a way to stably hand over the agricultural base of older farmers to young farmers.
Second, it is necessary to seek alternatives for the succession of agricultural assets. Third,
policy support is needed to solve the difficulties of farming succession. For example,

Received Sep. 9. 2024 expanding retirement income support for transferred farmers or strengthening support to
Revised Sep. 27. 2024 promote succession to young farmers. Fourth, it is necessary to build a foundation such as
Accept Sep. 30. 2024 consulting and information provision to solve problems that arise in farming succession

within the family. Fifth, there is a need to review an effective farming succession plan by

converting the management body into a corporation and distributing decision-making rights.
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Table 1. Main income crops

(unit: person, %)

Vegetables, fruit,

Distribution

Division Food crops . Livestock . Experience, etc. Entire
special crops processing
Frequency 36 57 56 30 7 186
% 19.4 30.7 30.1 16.1 3.8 100.0
Table 2. General status of young farmers by major income crops (unit: person, %)
Division Fetl cres Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock Distribut.ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Sex Male 21(58.3) 44(77.2) 48(85.7) 24(80.0) 4(57.1) 141(75.8)
Female 15(41.7) 13(22.8) 8(14.3) 6(20.0) 3(42.9) 45(24.2)
20s 19(52.8) 33(57.9) 30(53.6) 18(60.0) 5(71.4) 105(56.5)
A 30s 14(38.9) 17(29.8) 24(42.9) 9(30.0) 2(28.6) 66(35.5)
9 40s 3(8.3) 6(10.5) 11.9) 3(10.0) 0(0.0) 13(7.0)
Over 50s 0(0.0) 1(1.8) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(1.1)
Within 5 years 8(22.2) 9(15.8) 26(46.4) 8(26.7) 2(28.6) 53(28.5)
Farming 6 years-10 years 26(72.2) 37(64.9) 27(48.2) 21(70.0) 5(71.4) 116(62.4)
experience 11 years-14 years 0(0.0) 5(8.8) 3(5.4) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 8(4.3)
Over 15 years 2(5.6) 6(10.5) 0(0.0) 1(3.3) 0(0.0) 9(4.8)
50s 19(52.8) 30(52.6) 18(32.1) 18(60.0) 5(71.4) 90(48.4)
Parents’ age 60s 13(36.1) 20(35.1) 34(60.7) 10(33.3) 1(14.3) 78(41.9)
70s 3(8.3) 7(12.3) 3(5.4) 2(6.7) 1(14.3) 16(8.6)
Over 80s 1(2.8) 0(0.0) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(1.1)
Parents' 31(86.1) 41(71.9) 42(75.0) 25(83.3) 5(71.4) 144(77.4)
hometown
Farming area A non-native 4(11.1) 13(22.8) 12(21.4) 3(10.0) 2(28.6) 34(18.3)
rural area
A non-native city 1(2.8) 3(5.3) 2(3.6) 2(6.7) 0(0.0) 8(4.3)
Corporation Individual 29(80.6) 68(89.5) 48(85.7) 3(42.9) 9(81.8) 157(84.4)
Corporation 7(19.4) 8(10.5) 8(14.3) 4(57.1) 2(18.2) 29(15.6)
Registration of Yes 30(83.3) 55(72.4) 41(73.2) 4(57.1) 6(54.5) 136(73.1)
management
arganization No 6(16.7) 21(27.6) 15(26.8) 3(42.9) 5(45.5) 50(26.9)
om, AR 10tH7t 105%(56.5%), 30tH7F 669(35.5%) J8Y 9% 3 2 ojZAR] gt Lo7 AL
o ks AAFL YTt F5AAL 6d~10de] gtk HUBO] YAl W RusHS EouA G
11678(62.4%) 2% 7Pt @Weton, thal® 5| oyt S AERE Aol 1129(60.2%) 22 7F wWered, o
537(28.5%) Aokl USith FEO AP 50th7t 08 FATAT B= AR sl 557(29.6%) 2

0Tg(48.4%) 22 7P WA, 20 2EE s
00t o= 9678(51.6%) 22 ZAIELE Fds9 FF
AHe FuAnz] 18] 1448(77.4%) AAskL U
o s FsSA A= MAERel 15778(84.4%)
o= el 29%¥(15.6%E Wtow, £l Hojol AP
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t
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o] 249(12.9%), SASA 227%H(11.8%), HARXESA
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Table 3. The first form of farming (unit: person, %)
Division So08 EEEs Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock DIStI’IbUt'Ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Parent farm help 22(61.1) 26(45.6) 41(73.2) 19(63.3) 4(57.1) 112(60.2)
Independent management
after land succession 0(0.0) 5(8.8) 2(3.6) 2(6.7) 0(0.0) 9(4.8)
First Start management after
farming ourchasing farmland 14(38.9) 21(36.8) 10(17.9) 8(26.7) 2(28.6) 55(29.6)
start form Participation of
agricultural corporations 0(0.0) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.5)
Start after employment at
an agricultural corporation 0(0.0) 4(7.0) 3(5.4) 1(3.3) 1(14.3) 9(4.8)
Table 4. Succession of management rights (unit: person, %)
Division — Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock DIStI’IbUt.IOH Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Partial succession 28(77.8) 37(64.9) 38(67.9) 20(66.7) 4(57.1) 127(68.3)
Full succession 0(0.0) 6(10.5) 9(16.1) 7(23.3) 0(0.0) 22(11.8)
) Brother's tenancy
Succession of management 2(5.6) 0(0.0) 1(1.8) 1(3.3) 1(14.3) 5(2.7)
management Succession of
rights corporate shares 4(11.1) 0(0.0) 2(3.6) 0(0.0) 2(28.6) 8(4.3)
Corporate employment
for farming 2(5.6) 14(24.6) 6(10.7) 2(6.7) 0(0.0) 24(12.9)
ALk SAC ottt Am 2E WHEE 7IEW S - 7, Table 8).

20| 90H(48.4%) 0= 7P Worow thgog 87|
21Q) 598(31.7%), Z71UHA}F 2378(12.4%), HHA= 4
BAMZE 1478(7.5%) 22 A=K Table 06).

BAGSA 539 BAFHL 59~109 Yoz IS
SEAL 75%8(40.3%) AAstion, 19 ¢ mvke] §
A 69%(37.1%)= A5k ATt FAESA 79
FeAET 714 59 e 19 Y gkl 779
(414%)°= 7P EoreH, tgoz 19~59 o 631
(33.9%), 59~109 ¥ 25%(13.4%), 109~509 € 179
(9.1%), 509 ¥ ol 4H(2.2%) 402 ZANE UK Table

Table 5. Farming succession method of assets

@)FRY] oA olfe 1BSE At Y'Y
07 FET SHATL 1638(87.6% 2= 7P W
B, ElR2e ZAIRS ofsAgoltal SEe SHAT
157(8.1%) 2.2 ZAFE|AtKTable 9).

& olF olF Frdel Ay FE A FEHo
2 FeAER SHT SHAE 1248(35.4%) =2 7
Bokon, thaos AR AEH 39 837(23.7%),
AN B oA B8 558(15.7%), 4 ddF A
& Y 48%(13.7%), dYoldd=s 5 dFAdEa 40
H(11.4%) £02 RAEIL. I#HU JEuE oju sht

(unit: person, %)

Division =ood creEs Vegeta_bles, fruit, Livestock Dlstrlbutlon Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.

Gifts and inheritance

within the family 14(38.9) 30(52.6) 36(64.3) 21(70.0) 4(57.1) 105(56.5)
Third party agricultural

Asset. land succession 5(13.9) 4(7.0) 3(5.4) 2(6.7) 0(0.0) 14(7.5)

succession Participation of agricultural

method corporations 7(19.4) 5(8.8) 3(5.4) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 15(8.1)
Purchase a farm after

starting farming 10(27.8) 18(31.6) 14(25.0) 7(23.3) 3(42.9) 52(28.0)
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Table 6. Funding method for asset succession

(unit: person, %)

Division Eessl creEs Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock DIStI’IbUtlIOH Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Gifts and inheritance
within the family 15(41.7) 22(38.6) 31(55.4) 18(60.0) 4(57.1) 90(48.4)
Funding F'”a”tféf'ro'v"v?r:'t“t'on 11(30.6) 20(35.1) 15(26.8) 10(33.3) 3(42.9) 59(31.7)
method Savings fundg and
farmland sales 2(5.6) 6(10.5) 4(7.1) 26.7) 0(0.0) 14(7.5)
Long term lease 8(22.2) 9(15.8) 6(10.7) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 23(12.4)
Table 7. Amount of farmland for management succession farm (unit: person, %)
Division Less than 100 100 million~ 500 million~ 1 billion~ More than Entire
million 500 million 1 billion 5 billion 5 billion
Frequency(%) 69(37.1) 29(15.6) 75(40.3) 11(5.9) 2(1.1) 186(100.0)
Table 8. Total assets of management succession farm (unit: person, %)
Division Less than 100 100 million~ 500 million~ 1 billion~ More than Entire
million 500 million 1 billion 5 billion 5 billion
Frequency(%) 77(41.4) 63(33.9) 25(13.4) 17(9.1) 4(2.2) 186(100.0)
Table 9. Reasons for (grandparents) partents’ farming succession (unit: person, %)
Division =0l creEs Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock Distribut.ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Lack of farming
capacity due to 32(88.9) 51(89.5) 49(87.5) 25(83.3) 6(85.7) 163(87.6)
Reasons for aging population
farming Abandonment of
succession |farming due to accident 12.8) 00.0 101.8) 13.3) 00.0 3(1.6)
Urban migration plan 1(2.8) 5(8.8) 5(8.9) 3(10.0) 1(14.3) 15(8.1)
Dying 2(5.6) 1(1.8) 1(1.8) 1(3.3) 0(0.0) 5(2.7)
of oJEsly] Hrhe BHO sHor HJHH|E I 07 QIRt NEFA7F 3478(18.3%), 5ol L% A+
+ SH°l EtHTable 10). Fehat A GREAE 28%(15.1%), 715 FARNY A%
BeARGNAL] o= a2 Aol H=E ATt 24 it iiEAS EA7F 578(2.7% 2= SO U HTable 12).
T}, A o717 ofEE, Al A 9 AT F
= Zolt 4ol it WE AE 5= yudnd o HUHs X MM
2EA] gt dZelA= olE7F itk SHT S'
A "ol AdiFog et W] s4AY *971e e gusA UM g3t Pris WA ALY
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Table 10. Parents’ plan to secure living expenses after transferring farming (multiple responses)
(unit: person, %)
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Division Fetl G Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock Dlstrlbut.lon Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Partially sustain farming 24(35.3) 50(36.8) 37(33.9) 4(22.2) 9(47.4) 124(35.4)
Use of deposit for
e 16 sale of farmland 10(14.7) 22(16.2) 17(15.6) 3(16.7) 3(15.8) 55(15.7)
secure Rental income after 10(14.7) 21(15.4) | 13(11.9) 3(16.7) 16.3) | 48(13.7)
livin leasing agricultural land
g Living expenses from children 13(19.1) 31(22.8) 30(27.5) 4(22.2) 5(26.3) 83(23.7)
expenses —
Government subsidies such
as management transfer 11(16.2) 12(8.8) 12(11.0) 4(22.2) 1(5.3) 40(11.4)
direct payments
Table 11. Degree of difficulties in the farming succession process (unit: person, %)
Division Very much so Yes Normal No Not at all
Difficult to find farmland 61(32.8) 47(25.3) 47(25.3) 18(9.7) 13(7.0)
Insufficient facility investment and
operating funds 87(48.0) 64(34.4) 26(14.0) 5(2.7) 4(2.2)
Lack of legal information on donations
and inheritance 54(29.0) 72(38.7) 46(24.7) 8(4.3) 6(3.2)
Lack of farm management and
operation skills 30(16.1) 59(31.7) 56(30.1) 22(11.8) 19(10.2)
Lack of management and cultivation
technology consulting experts 31(16.7) 57(30.6) 50(26.9) 26(14.0) 22(11.8)
Problems communicating with parents 52(28.0) 53(28.5) 46(24.7) 25(13.4) 10(5.4)
Conflict of inheritance with children
other than SUCCESSOrS 17(9.1) 13(7.0) 54(29.0) 47(25.3) 55(29.6)
Conflict with local residents 24(12.9) 34(18.3) 58(31.2) 37(19.9) 33(17.7)
Problems with interpersonal relationships 39(21.0) 41(22.0) 46(24.7) 35(18.8) 25(13.4)
(marriage, socializing, etc.)
Table 12. The most difficult part of the farming succession process (unit: person, %)
Division Fowe] GRS Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock D|str|but'|on Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Differences in decision—-making
lfestyles with parents 22(61.1) 45(59.2) 36(64.3) 3(42.9) 5(45.5) 111(59.7)
Conflict of allocation of
inherited assets between 1(2.8) 2(2.6) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 1(9.1) 5(2.7)
family brothers
Financial burden required for
Difficulties| inheritance, inheritance tax 7(19.4) 79.2) 13(23.2) 104.3) 0(0.0) 28(15.1)
Problems with lack of
information such as 1(2.8) 4(5.3) 2(3.6) 0(0.0) 1(9.1) 8(4.3)
detergent information
Difficulties due to lack of
farming technology 5(13.9) 18(23.7) 4(7.1) 3(42.9) 4(36.4) 34(18.3)
and knowledge
2400 disiAe Bl 22 BrHsE ESskith qHog FR%7F wANE FE/4do] Wrial HrkE wh
AAEE A, J2PdEE, Iu7dsA A, ¢ o, &A=, HPoIFHEAE, 55AH wFAY FHS
AR, SAFSEAH EA, FARA DA FHS A AiiFeg Fawrt BANE FEAg0]l w2 AeE B
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Table 13. Evaluation of support policy for young farmers’ farming settlement

Policy proiect Importance Sufficiency
Y Pro) Score Evaluation Score Evaluation
Management transfer d|rect payment system for 389 Low 315 High
transferring farms
Agricultural lbusmess succesglon deduction for 433 High 289 Low
inheritance and gift tax
Training and education related to agricultural 417 Low 320 High
technology and management
Introduction and mediation regarding acquisition or 421 High 275 Low
lease of farmland
Settlement incentive (subsidy) support 4.47 High 2.88 Low
Introduction and medlatlgn re!ated to acquisition 495 High 269 Low
and rental of residential property
.S.upport .for exchanges with ment_ors., 402 Low 297 High
existing residents, and related organizations
One-stop comprehenswe support for agricultural 431 High 283 Low
technology, infrastructure, and funds
average 4.21 2.92

Note: The evaluation was conducted on a 5-point scale, with ‘high’ being indicated if it was higher than the overall average,

and ‘low’ being indicated if it was lower than the average.

Table 14. Farming inheritance deduction amount after farm inheritance

(unit: person, %)

Division et G Vegeta.bles, fruit, Livestock Distribut.ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
ress than 500 | 35(07.2) 54(94.7) 4885.7) | 27900) | 7(100.0) | 171(91.9)
500 million~
heritance L e 12.8) 2(3.5) 7(12.5) 3(10.0) 0(0.0) 13(7.0)
deduction 1 billion~
- 5 b 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.5)
1':? g','l'ifn”“ 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
More than 3 billion 0(0.0) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.5)

K Table 13).

YA TARE= et FHEHAe] oL o} Zt

B AET FetETA S92 59 A olst SER
7} 17178(91.9%)°11, 59~109] ¥ 13H(7.0%) 0= tj+
2o XA tHTable 14).

LG0T FedEAl RIS AYAE 927
(49.5%), sAEE 2198(11.3%), SAWHZ 9H(4.8%) 0=
ZAEQ o, G gt SHAE 64T (34.4%) 02 FA

K Table 15).

A FedETAR] tigt o2 st SEAP
78H(41.9%)C2 FEITH= SHAL 429(22.6%)HTH &
UAE, HEATR= SYAE 66H(35.5%)S A5
(Table 16).

FATARIEE Sisfiof sh= olfolle B3R S

7 708(B7.6%°E 7H Eokon, thEog UG
s 509(26.9%), HASE AR E7t 26T
(14.0%), ¥sdztel I8 w7t 268(14.0%), 7IEk
14%8(7.2%) %08 A=t Table 17).

7FAY B HAFQG] Holohs %2 vt &
ot 50N ERl9] IJFe FrHoR Aol oAt
2HE gFeiths SEAT 103(55.4%) 07 7 Wt
on thgog FH YR Tgo| 469(24.7%), 1-E&F
g 9 L3543 FHE 5 Folrt 31%(16.7%2=
ZAFE]ITHTable 18).

547Gl ol di7te] PR F71HoR 7
k= SHAE 77%8(41.4%), ¥18714 6998(37.1%), A
S 40%(21.5%) 0.2 A=K Table 19).
547Gl Folotes divte] Wzt g8 FHHo=R
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Table 15. How to prepare farming inheritance tax after inheriting a farm
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-

(unit: person, %)

Division Bessl G Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock Distribut'ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
How to Not paying 12(33.3) 17(29.8) 22(39.3) 11(36.7) 2(28.6) 64(34.4)
orepare for Accumulated funds 19(52.8) 27(47 .4) 28(50.0) 16(53.3) 2(28.6) 92(49.5)
inheritance tax Farmland collateral 4(11.1) 6(10.5) 5(8.9) 3(10.0) 3(42.9) 21(11.3)
Farmland sale 1(2.8) 7(12.3) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 9(4.8)

Table 16. Opinions on the current agricultural inheritance deduction amount (unit: person, %)

Division e EreEs Vegeta'bles, fruit, Livestock Distribut'ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
c ¢ inherit Current sufficient 10(27.8) 13(22.8) 8(14.3) 8(26.7) 3(42.9) 42(22.6)
d‘g&iztic'; g”iigf Shortage 12(33.3) 22(38.6) 35(62.5) 8(26.7) 1(14.3) 78(41.9)
P | don't know 14(38.9) 22(38.6) 13(23.2) 14(46.7) 3(42.9) 66(35.5)
Table 17. Reasons for expanding agricultural deduction limits (unit: person, %)
Division o8 s Vegeta.bles, fruit, Livestock Dlstrlbut‘|on Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Farm scale expansion| 15(41.7) 20(26.3) 27(48.2) 4(57.1) 4(36.4) 70(37.6)
Increase asset size
Reasons for | through incorporation 9(25.0) 9(11.8) 7(12.5) 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 26(14.0)
expanding the|Promoting equity with
agricultural non—farm industries 2(5.6) 15(19.7) 6(10.7) 1(14.3) 2(18.2) 26(14.0)
subsidy limit Activation of
agricultural succession 6(16.7) 26(34.2) 13(23.2) 1(14.3) 4(36.4) 50(26.9)
Etc 4(11.1) 6(7.9) 3(5.4) 0(0.0) 1(9.1) 14(7.2)
Table 18. Respondent’s role in farm management (unit: person, %)
Division e Vegetalbles, fruit, Livestock Dlstrlbut‘|on Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Take initiative in farm
decision making 15(41.7) 41(53.9) 35(62.5) 4(57.1) 8(72.7) 103(55.4)
Participation in
My role farm management 14(38.9) 19(25.0) 9(16.1) 3(42.9) 1(9.1) 46(24.7)
Employment types and
labor provision 5(13.9) 13(17.1) 11(19.6) 0(0.0) 2(18.2) 31(16.7)
Etc 2(5.6) 3(3.9) 1(1.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 6(3.2)
Table 19. How to receive compensation for participating in farm management (unit: person, %)
Division o] EES Vegeta‘bles, fruit, Livestock D|str|but}on Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Pavment Regularly 8(22.2) 21(36.8) 34(60.7) 12(40.0) 2(28.6) 77(41.4)
receiyt cvele Irregular 21(58.3) 20(35.1) 11(19.6) 14(46.7) 3(42.9) 69(37.1)
pt cy Not received 7(19.4) 16(28.1) 11(19.6) 4(13.3) 2(28.6) 40(21.5)
2,6409F Yo 2 RAFE|IHTable 20). 5] A3A AN et oHS v Zh SA

5874900 Hofshe QIR vt 5o 2A1eE ARl
it Aol ohyesta SER SHAT 143%(76.9%)
£ ARSI AATHTable 21).

7t Q= I¥s7ol gt A3A SA«O thste] W &
asitel dgsittal SHE SHARE 133%(71.6%)°=
ZATEIITTable 22).
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Table 20. Annual compensation amount for participation in farm management

(unit: ten thousand won / 1 vyear)

Division Food crops Vegetalbles, LT, Livestock DIStnbUt.Ion Experience, etc. Entire
special crops processing
Amount 2,110 2,020 3,270 3,650 894 2,640

Table 21. Existence of documents including roles and compensation for participation in farm management
(unit: person, %)

Division Food crops Vegetalbles, i, Livestock D|str|but.|on Experience, etc. Entire
special crops processing
Documentation Yes 7(19.4) 9(15.8) 21(37.5) 4(13.3) 2(28.6) 43(23.1)
No 29(80.6) 48(84.2) 35(62.5) 26(86.7) 5(71.4) 143(76.9)
Table 22. Opinions on third—party succession of young farmers (unit: person, %)
Division T Vegeta'bles, fruit, Livestock Distribut.ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Very necessary 15(41.7) 21(36.8) 16(28.6) 15(50.0) 1(14.3) 68(36.6)
Third party Necessary 13(36.1) 17(29.8) 19(33.9) 11(36.7) 5(71.4) 65(35.0)
succession Normal 7(19.4) 16(28.1) 12(21.4) 3(10.0) 0(0.0) 38(20.4)
opinion No need 1(2.8) 3(5.3) 3(5.4) 0(0.0) 1(14.3) 8(4.3)
No need at all 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 6(10.7) 1(3.3) 0(0.0) 7(3.8)
Table 23. Difficulties in succession to a third party (unit: person, %)
Division Foodl GieEs Vegeta.bles, fruit, Livestock Distribut.ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
A lack of 8(22.2) 6(10.5) 13(23.2) 5(16.7) 2086) | 34(183)
retirement funds ) ) ) ) ) )
P Family opposition 14(38.9) 14(24.6) 13(23.2) 11(36.7) 1(14.3) 53(28.5)
Difficulties Fear of withdrawal
from performance 9(25.0) 28(49.1) 16(28.6) 12(40.0) 3(42.9) 68(36.6)
| don't know 5(13.9) 9(15.8) 14(25.0) 2(6.7) 1(14.3) 31(16.7)

Table 24. Effects of third party succession participation after establishment of agricultural corporation

(unit: person, %)

Division =om] G5 Vegeta.bles, fruit, Livestock Distribut'ion Experience, Entire
special crops processing etc.
Third party Very effective 10(27.8) 13(22.8) 12(21.4) 12(40.0) 1(14.3) 48(25.8)
succession Effective 13(36.1) 24(42.1) 19(33.9) 8(26.7) 2(28.6) 66(35.5)
effect of Normal 10(27.8) 18(31.6) | 22(39.3) 8(26.7) 3(42.9) 61(32.8)
corporation No effect 3(8.3) 2(3.5) 3(5.4) 2(6.7) 1(14.3) 11(5.9)
A3 SAN olmAte olwds Fegoel 68d QoF w Z=
(36.6%)Z RAFEOH, thaoR ZISHt 5375(28.5%),
EORGATRE 347(18.3%) 22 A=K Table 23). S7IRITS] 1FetR FY9 A& HEEA Feka
1 FURlol 2HT  FURA AHE A3AA otk A&71s3E B oA Fdol H¢RQ] s
SARKE WAl oA e BT 48Q5.8%). K 9 9wt YsA) ololdof gtk olo] 2 gy
T 667(35.5%)°1Ek 5 dH7E oF 70% FEE A gul ok AFE BMsiy, ks ZAFE ©
313K Table 24). 3 3AE ke AEste Aol Fds FseA A
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