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Table 1. Age and occupation of urban residents (Unit : %)
Age Job-less Student Housewife Office worker  Professional worker Total
21-40 0.0 15.6 73 11.5 73 41.7
41-50 1.0 0.0 14.6 6.3 16.7 38.5
51-60 1.0 0.0 73 42 21 14.6

<60 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 42 52
Rate 20 15.6 30.2 220 30.3 100.0
Table 2. Urban residents’ recognition of on self-sufficient ratio of foods (Unit : %)
Self-sufficient ratio No answer <10% 20~40% 50~60% 80~100% Total
Rate 52 42 27.1 42.7 20.8 100.0
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Table 3. Urban residents’ recognition on necessity of pesticides for agriculture by occupation (Unit : %)
Occupation Necessity No necessity No-idea Total
Job-less 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Student 20.0 60.0 200 100.0
Housewife 58.6 241 17.2 100.0
Professional worker 714 14.3 143 100.0
Professional worker 759 42 10.4 100.0
Total rate 61.5 24.0 14.6 100.0
2 5% o] 0@ 94 MaHRY, BANS] £33 s° ZSH AF SMHol i3 TAlziel o4
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Table 4. Urban residents’ evaluation on decrease of

crop yield without pesticide it : %)
Decrease 1uve  20%  50% Total
rate
Rate 73 313 56.3 100.0
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Table 5. Urban residents’ recognition on pesticide use
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Table 7. Urban residents’ recognition on pesticide application of in organic crops (Unit : %)
Occupation Non-application Some application No comment Total
Job-less 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Student 533 40.0 6.7 100.0
Housewife 69.0 276 34 100.0
Official worker 66.7 333 0.0 100.0
Professional worker 69.0 276 34 100.0
Total rate 66.7 30.2 31 100.0
Table 8. Urban residents’ preference on organic crops (Unit : %)
Degree Preference Non-preference Get in reserve Total
Rate 436 93 12.3 100.0
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Table 9. Urban residents’ recognition on toxicity test in the course of developing pesticides (Unit : %)
Occupation Sufficiency Insufficiency No-idea Total
Job-less 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
Student 40.0 333 26.7 100.0
Housewife 27.6 379 34.5 100.0
Official worker 191 428 381 100.0
Professional worker 241 483 27.6 100.0
Total rate 26.1 40.6 33.3 100.0
RS liﬁisg}q” 438%, "REo|t” 34I%L 7] ¥ Table 11. Urban residents’ recognition on chronic effect
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Table 10. Urban residents’ recognition on pesticide
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residue in crops (Unit : %) dasee 55 BRAAude] A% Wyud wew 7]
Residual degree Little A little Much  Total olg) Aolgpi B 4 gluk
Rate 42 635 323 1000 AAEAs BRel] &H Ve T8 A A=L
F5z 814%, LAE 128%014_, Tpo} o2 Aol
w5k ARA ) Fofol AR BABO| A 27} 35%, 23%2 ERI(E 19). QRER 248 7
o7 odl 7zt FHeo} Rhy E4E oAk $HY o wigd XS Ro|y jlov, ARuAEs ua o
SAWo] 82%¢) ol2i GLOF(E 1), “woel & Ao m 49FYFE sEgon IFTL L dekw &
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Table 12. Urban residents’ recognition on induction of cancer by pesticides (Unit : %)
Toxicity Sure Perhaps No-effect No-idea Total
Rate 271 40.6 104 219 100.0
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Table 13. Farmers’ distribution by age and cultivated crop (Unit : %)
Cultivar
Age
Rice Upland crop Orchard Vinyl House Total
21-40 714 286 0.0 0.0 100.0
41-50 79.0 105 53 52 100.0
51-60 84.0 12.0 4.0 0.0 100.0
>61 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Total rate 814 12.8 35 23 100.0
she @dolan BUE & Stk ¥2) 77%2 UEt ok stk AHgHT 9eS el
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Table 15. Pesticide application frequency in agricul- AT ofe] b7 WS BeF £ HEvd SUdM

ture during a year (Unit : 0/0) Q—V}%O] ‘}F‘Sgﬂoiok 6\1—1’;}5’_ %q_(o]l 1989)
Frequencies {3 3.5 610 > 10 Total
. licati f pesti-
Total 44 92 198 66 1000 Table 17. 'iihdesreason of over app 1cat10r:U(I)1 itp'ej/o)
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(EE AR A 192 7|08 Fe R 3 AR A Reason Non-effect Seem 0 be Usage Total
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o}g 3~58) AL AFE A0 et Awdow  AS/IES TASD Heke Itk AMgThs e A
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Table 16. Dose of pesticide application by farmers’ age (Unit : %)
Application dose
Age

Recommended Double Triple Total

2140 778 222 0.0 100.0

41~50 63.6 36.4 0.0 100.0

5160 40.0 60.0 0.0 100.0

<61 357 643 0.0 100.0

Total rate 523 477 0.0 100.0
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5\; E{Fié _%._/ 2008; o el Basd sz:;;e Non A little  Pretty Total
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A B2 A 401 Fhon sl AEHe Rae 47 73 20 10
o QUAROR FATHE 0228 AL G T q sngg) wHge) Sok) AFEGR 44eha 9
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TN IS T sl B8 8 W WM su ang Aeln, Rsls slee w19 4
FAE e el W) A3 £ BN w2 ] g5g90), 30 BEAF, BT FUE E 4R 1
e Eslel WA vbeAE glom ARE v B¥ o) nyem m4 wany 2AdMe £3E £ popd
o8 2QHE AR Qo Rl Ate YU ¥ =g zgyq S Busid 44N o) sFow %
Sl AR AT A% AT HAND 195 Ol o epasrn slsme] Hle 28 A Aol @ A 5o
& el s P 96 0h o abatg 1Fo) HE 8 A AEUS B AT 5
189). © g QT Wl oF FHY & UET Fus
Table 18. Farmers’' poisoning experience by pesti- Aol dastan(a 9?’ 1988; %, 1999). £ Eﬂ‘ﬂ
. : 3 Rl BopAge] tat AAE Bl glojH Jagt
cide use Cnit: %) o gu mwwpgos w4se) & Ugel 348 W
Frequency No . 3times Totl A sfefshz sto] BaspE, 2 Aol w0kl S
ol jet EARES] Bold) RS FoF AHu)
Rate 488 512 0.0 100.0 o QHAAAE ARsE o 2FE BFW] wWEd, ¢
Hee) Fopbgel dF AW SRS FPe Y5
SRAZ ARAQ G MAE B okaw A RSeH, old el A5 ATAAR Ve
o WE Fuse Aske Avud ched poh “Abig
ool ok WRAY 733%, "ol IFUY 20%E Sud
SEte] giERe] HWE(953%) FAEel Foko] AR
B Zow AAaa JAUTHE 19). ol ¥7 ARle] Ak B AT woke A3 ARl $REE Aehs
3 mabEel oA AsE BAshs Avel stk @ FUS FNHES sk EADES Fohiked] w9

Table 20. Farmers’ recognition on penalty for agricultural marketing crops over MRL of pesticides (Unit : %)

Disadvantage
Age
Waste Penalty No-idea Total
21 - 40 444 0.0 55.6 100.0
41 - 50 182 91 727 100.0
51 - 60 30.0 33 66.7 100.0
o6l 214 7.1 714 100.0

Total rate 256 5.8 68.6 100.0
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Recognition of Farmer and Urban Resident on Pesticide Toxicity

Taik-Soo Cho and Young-Hee Moon* (Graduate School of Agricultural Development, and *College of Agriculture,
Chonbuk National University, Chonju, Chonbuk, 561-756, Korea)

Abstract

: This study examined how does farm producers and urban consumers recognize the toxicity of

pesticides application to agricultural production. The survey was carried out with questionnaires, and found
the fellowing results. The 60% of the total respondents in urban residents acknowledged that it is necessary
for farming to apply pesticides. Nevertheless, they think that pesticides application have excessively been
done more than necessary, and they would cause the problem of agrochemical-residual in agricultural
products. They preferred to the crops produced by organic-farming. But they do not believe that the
organic crops are pure one that pesticides are not applied at all. They thought that pesticides remained in
the crops and they cause a chronic toxicity and cancer, though their degree of causing cancer would not
be high. The other hand, farmers among the total respondents expressed that pesticides are absolutely
needed to farming. However, about half of the total farmers’ respondents did not follow the recommended
guide line for proper use of pesticides and applied its double amount of the recommended dose. The most
of farmers thought that the applied pesticides would be persisted into the crops. The 69 % of the total
respondents did not know that crops over MRL(Maximum Residue Limit) of pesticides must be discarded
and the farmer who distributed the crops over MRL of pesticides have to pay some kind of penalty.
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