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A Case Study on Management Situations of Environment-friendly
Farming of a Producers’ Organization

Kim, Ho

This case study surveyed management situations of environmentally friendly farm-
ing(EFF) producers’ organization and their main activities. Farmers are aging as an
average age of S55-year old and producing fruit-bearing vegetables. The EFF did
not increase farmer’s income, however, price and income was stabilized more than
that of conventional farming because of contract farming. Farm household liabilities
are caused by purchasing agricultural machinery, materials and so on. Farmers of
EFF have been also cultivating conventional farming, but they don’t plan much
conversion intention of conventional farming into EFF owing to lack of different-
iated and stable market for their EFF products. And they are guessing that EFF
income will increase a little. For increasing of EFF income, they think that it is
necessary to reduce production cost, produce high quality production, develop
processing foods, enlarge contract farming and so on.

Key words : environmentally friendly farming(EFF), management situation, income,
price, production cost
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Table 1. Respondents distribution
(unit : person, %)
Item Frequency Ratio
Under 40 years old 8 8.0
40~49 25 24.8
50~59 40 39.6
Age group
60~69 19 18.8
70 years old and over 9 8.9
Total 101 100.0
Before the year 2000 12 11.9
o 2000~2004 13 12.9
Beginning year of
environment-friendly 2005~2009 41 40.6
farming
after the year 2010 35 34.6
Total 101 100.0
Table 2. Average cultivated area by farming type
(unit : m, %)
Farmland Conventional Environment-friendly Total
Paddy field 5,170 (67.4) 2,502 (32.6) 7,672 (100.0)
Upland 1,261 (59.1) 874 (40.9) 2,135 (100.0)
Greenhouse crop 1,232 (39.3) 1,901 (60.7) 3,133 (100.0)
Orchard 14,572 (76.8) 4,395 (23.2) 18,967 (100.0)
Others 60 ( 8.2) 671 (91.8) 731 (100.0)
Total 22,295 (68.3) 10,343 (31.7) 32,638 (100.0)
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Table 3. Conversion intention of conventional farming into environment-friendly farming

(unit : person, %)

Intention
never

Intention
little

After
a few years

Sooner or
later

Status quo Total

11 17 16

13 10

19.4 14.9 16.4 254

23.9

F o] 74
S g AEe mE

Table 4. Livestock heads by breeding type

(unit :

head, %)

Korean beef cattle Dairy cattle Others

Breeding type

Head Ratio Head Ratio Head

Ratio

Conventional 214 38.8 20 100.0 17

100.0

Non-antibiotics 338 61.2

Organic

Total 552 100.0 20 100.0 17

100.0

Table 5. Agricultural machinery holdings

(unit :

set, %)

Dryer
(farm
produce)

Rice
Transplanter

Dryer
(grains)

Farm
tractor

Power

tiller Cultivator

Item Combine

Others

Freq. 63 65 34 16 79 25 38

Ratio 62.4 64.4 33.7 15.8 78.2 24.8 37.6

* notes : N=101(100.0)
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Table 6. Low temperature warehouse
(unit : person, %)
Item Nothing 4 pyong 5~9 pyong | 10~14 pyong |Over 15 pyong Total
Freq. 66 22 7 2 4 101
Ratio 65.3 21.8 6.9 2.0 4.0 100.0
2. s7t4&5 9 BA A
A ARz o] A B 24U 581680 e, FHERFU 53700U L
2 023%E AAEL Y FYALELS 46U (7.7%)°) A THTable 7). 2012132 $-2jue}
7t 39 FHERTYL oF 2,759k o) FASL oF 1,9105HY, 7]E} o] M AS(eF 561
Thel) B RG50S oF 831THd o R A FUh F 2FYLS oF 55008kl T
(EAFH, 2013). 25 SHAA HA 2ANAY §71e 24l fEvet PRt o
B2oes 3s o Utk
Table 7. Average gross receipts of crop farm household
(unit : person, %)
Gross farm receipts Non-farm
Item . Total
Conventional |Environment-friendly Total TeceIpts
Receipt 2,016 3,354 5370 446 5,816
Ratio 34.7 57.7 923 7.7 100.0
ZAE 7] FHRTY T WEETY 25l 33547 E Ay ES 2,067+
of wlal o Btk 1P EFETe T US 46O FHor e HE
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FHH VMR B 4722902 A AFSATE A2 2,1759H4(46.1%) 3 2,171
TH1(46.0%) 2 thE--2 A5k THTable 8). ©] &3 H71x]2e] Ule AHEH F7)
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Table 8. Average farm household liabilities

(unit : 10thousands won, %)
Item NACF Bank Government Individual Other Total
Liabilities 2,175 242 2,171 62 72 4,722
Ratio 46.1 5.1 46.0 1.3 1.5 100.0
Table 9. Major cause for household liabilities
(unit : person, %)
Pur'chasmg Building low Pur'chasmg Buying Living Constructing
Item agricultural | temperature | agricultural Total
. . farmland expenses house
machinery | warehouse materials
Freq. 29 18 17 14 14 9 101
Ratio 28.7 17.8 16.8 13.9 13.9 8.9 100.0
M. sdsel ~S4e o &5 of&dn UUXEZ|o &#F
LM 9 25 95 9 4
AN AR A o] 7HA o digE RS B, ThESEE HE0] 41.6%°] a1 R
= Hl&o] 13.9%°]1%0en, EEojt = :vﬁ IR Bl 35.6%F AHAStal AT
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Table 10. Satisfaction on current price
(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Satisfy so much 9 8.9
Satisfy a little 33 32.7
Not so satisfied 36 35.6
Dissatisfy a little 9 8.9
Dissatisfy so much 5 5.0
Non-response 9 8.9
Total 101 100.0

At WaketA olsld 4 3l
AFsd oz A3 § &50] ZrAag A0S Table 120 Yehd vie} o], Aqhake]
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A7l e 2ATE daido]

Table 11. Income change after environment-friendly farming

(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Increased so much 1 1.0
Increased a little 37 36.6

Non-change 37 36.6
Decreased a little 20 19.8
Decreased so much 1 1.0
Non-response 5 5.0
Total 101 100.0
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Table 12. Causes for income decrease after environment-friendly farming

(multiple responses) (unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Decrease of output 10 47.6
Increase of production cost 10 47.6
Natural disasters 7 333
Increase of labor cost 7 333
Shortage of labor 3 14.3
Others 5 23.8

Total 42 N=21(100.0)

T2 A Table 133} 2], ZAM S *§”XH A5 g e vaE BHA Yepta
Ak THEITHE H]g0] 23.8%<] Wi, TSR] et 38.6%% AAISFL Q)
o o]Z 5¥ HEE A BE 27984 HANEE(335)9 ASHBFAE3.18)0 vl
EITHFig. 1). WEtA 425 7H49] FUL JHARTHE A4k 271 Bt Qe Ao
PRSI

Table 13. Satisfaction on current income
(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Satisfy so much 3 3.0
Satisfy a little 21 20.8
Not so satisfied 33 32.7
Dissatisfy a little 31 30.7
Dissatisfy so much 8 7.9
Non-response 5 5.0
Total 101 100.0
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Price satisfaction Income satisfaction Income change

Fig. 1. Satisfaction on current price and income, and Income change
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Table 14. Prospect on income level
(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Increase so much 7 6.9
Increase a little 52 51.5

Non-change 25 24.8
Decrease a little 13 12.9
Decrease so much 1 1.0
Non-response 3 3.0
Total 101 100.0
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Table 15. Measures for increasing income(multiple responses)

(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Reducing production cost 32 31.7
High quality production 32 31.7
Developing processing foods 29 28.7
Increasing contract farming 25 24.8
Changing to high-income crop 23 22.8
Expanding market 16 15.8
Enlarging production area 14 13.9
School lunch and local food 12 11.9
Changing to organic farming 10 9.9
Others 7 6.9

Total 200 N=101(100.0)

ZA AAALEC] ARl 2A 0] Slof & F8 S5 oz A gl F3HRE|7) 46.5
%Z 7HE Z H&S et I 2o 2 39 7 9 28.7%, 71EXS 27.7%, &5
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Table 16. Necessary activities of producers’ organization(multiple responses)

(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Managing production and shipment 47 46.5
Harmonizing members 29 28.7
Technology education 28 27.7
Income raising 26 25.7
Introducing EFF of neighbor farmers 18 17.8
Supporting organization activities 16 15.8
Interacting urban-rural resident 12 11.9
Realizing organic farming philosophy 12 11.9
Others 2 2.0

Total 190 N=101(100.0)

Table 17. Necessary education of producers’ organization(multiple responses)

(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
EFF technology 49 48.5
Organic farming philosophy 27 26.7
Agricultural management 19 18.8
Rural village community 19 18.8
Agricultural policy of government 12 11.9
Others 8 79

Total 134 N=101(100.0)

Table 185 W9, AAF5U= AL = AALe] J2AGS 258 55 5 17
=

5}(49.5%) 2 WallF Bl olHF(43.6%) Sl 7P & Hl&S AASHAT. 3182 AR
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Table 18. Difficulties of EFF producers(multiple responses)
(unit : person, %)

Item Frequency Ratio
Insufficiency and aging of labor 50 49.5
Disease and insect management 44 43.6
High production cost 30 29.7
Price adjustment 27 26.7
Output instability 27 26.7
Many meetings 17 16.8
Lack of organic farming philosophy 9 8.9
Water purity control 8 7.9
Others 8 7.9

Total 220 N=101(100.0)

o] ATl E 10589 Yoz FAHE T AT A THE AR S tde
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