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Study Note
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A Basic Study on ‘Ruralism’ Perception through Expert Group:
Focusing on Delphi and AHP Analysis

Jee Yoon Do - Ki Chun Seo - Myeong Cheol Jeong - Jin Ah Choi
National Institute of Agricultural Science, RDA
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Abstract: This study was conducted for the purpose of the basic direction for the new regulations
and categories of Ruralism changing in the new era. To this end, the results of Delphi analysis and
AHP analysis by dividing it into the definition, criteria, scope and component items of Ruralism
based on systematic literature review are as follows. First, through studies representing most rural
areas, it was found that Ruralism was the most problematic keyword and most of the studies did
not cover it as they were studying various ranges of rural areas. Second, the Delphi survey was able

to derive keywords that can be used as evidence for item classification and clear concept
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establishment for the regulation and category setting of Ruralism. Third, through the hierarchical

decision-making method, it was found that landscape factors are the most important thing in forming

Ruralism as well as deriving priorities that can be a baseline for each item. This study is meaningful

in providing a minimum baseline as basic data for establishing the concept of Ruralism, and it is

believed that future-oriented Ruralism can be established if reviews are added from various

perspectives to overcome limitations dependent on expert groups.

Keywords: Rural Policy, Analysis of AHP, Analysis of Delphi, Rurality, Rural-amenity
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Figure 1. Study process
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Table 1. Keywords by type

Definition Range Criteria Components
Natural Value o . . Undeveloped
1 environment Property Ecosystem recognition Rural space Variability | Artificial satellite property
. o National . Lo L .
2 | Rural life Energy Old building . Rural village Relationality Friendliness | Nonconformity
consciousness
3 Culture History Area Vocabglgry Rural resources |  Universality Openness Miscarriage
recognition
. . . . . . . Ministry of
4 Society Social structure | Population | Experience Rural tourism Spontaneity Complexity industry
5 | Recreation Festival Traffic Sr:ll:ig;t Rural area Identity Safety Tourism
6 | Aesthetics Brand Custom | Magnetization Rural life Placeability M‘T“Stry of Ambiguity
environment
7 | Preservation Sharing AgrlculFural Interaction Agnf:ullyural Subjectivity Independence | Contentionality
materials activities
8 Space Tradition Agricultural Actual Rural’s life Community Pleasantness Diversity
technology resource nature
- Agricultural and . R
9 | Resource Derivation Geography | Value of use fishing villages Naturality Settlements Sustainability
10 Mood Keywords Existence Urbal;;r:: rsal Landscape Uniqueness Rationality
11 Value Rocal food Inheritance Demogra'pl}lc Backwardness Derivation Familty
characteristics
12 Climate Tourism Space Symbols and Bond Keywords Activeness
change symbols
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Table 1. Continued

Definition Range Criteria Components
. Cogniti Rural . .
13 Youth Special product OBtutive ura Comfortability | Preservability
characteristics landscape
14|  Digital Substance of Value of an Co-gnm\{e Uneconomical Creativity
the matter asset stratification
. Policy Rural -
15| Playback Wild land . . Narrowness Traditionality
compliance environment
Future . - s
16 . Cultivated land Utility Rural culture Cultural Accessibility
planning
. R Pluralisti Rural L
17 | Production Artificiality Hraisie ura Historicity Ecology
values amenities
18 | Community Monument Resource Rural. Sociality Ecopqrpy
value community feasibility
. . Emotional Rural i .. Intangibl
19| Residence Agriculture motiona ural amenity Activity n.anglb'e and
image resources intangible
Rural
Selected .
20 Image System i:l?;: experience | Resourcefulness | Pleasantness
village
21 | Sentiments | Multidimensional Presence Somoecoqorplc Productivity | Harmoniousness
value characteristics
22 | Landscape Utilization Culture and ConFact Convenience Expepfance—
nature experience ability
» Feeling of Degree of . .
23 | Recognition satisfaction magnetization Lyricism Symbolism
24 Norm Activation Balla fiver apd Aesthetics Significance
a human being
. Awareness and . .
25 | Enjoyment Pleasure . Scale of scale Leisure time
discourse
- . Resident - .
26 Utility Etiquette ot en Stability Convenience
recognition
27| Perfume Economy Social . Time star Consumption
representation
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Table 2. Overview of analysis of Delphi & AHP
Ddelphi course 1 Ddelphi course 2 Ddelphi course 3 Analysis of AHP

Date 2022.9.30.~10.7. 2022.10. 17.~10. 24. 2022.11. 1 ~11. 8. 2022.11. 16. ~ 11. 23.
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‘ Regulations and categories of ‘Ruralism’ ‘

‘ Definition ‘ ‘ Range ‘ ‘ Criteria ‘ ‘ Components ‘
[ [ [ [
Natural environment Identity
Rural life N Rural space Placcability
Community Value rec.ogmtlon Rpral resources Landscape
Landscape Inh.erlltance Agricultural activities Cultural
Tradition Pluralistic values Rural laqucape Preservability
Cultivated land Resource value Rural environment Traditionality
Agriculture Culture and nature Rural Cullell'.e Ecology
Ecosystem ' Rural a@enltles Sustainability

Figure 2. Establishment of keyword hierarchy by type for the regulation of ruralism
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3. AHP EA Zn} 71 = bt o, g 2144(0.153), “A4d(0.48)
. A47H544(0.138), A543(0.111) <= o= Urepytt,

AHPEAS A3 23t Aol S F4) w4 : : 2
H S20S GEE g s|se gaon 2ar T FEHES %k 840 A7 AEYS
1 7]28 okt 2 9)olrt S AR, A 59 BAS 22 5 e v

. ok }2Q3 J Juk 71 0]o

T2 Ao Ty 7)Y ‘%%](Olr]g)’, 9‘] o‘ld—ol 7"Zo ‘6‘—9—?} :TLAO—Q——/J\—E/‘—] QIREAL 913

‘ 5 - . . & ulols} 2= 9loj}

AA83(0.149), ATHO.14Y, ARAQ. M0, 5 T =T R

ERT(0.137) 02 Yepyt) ole FE22 B4 ole} 2 BAG et At AT W, A
L s |E A Eojo] A5 oy glo i R4 FEHOE FS ek ek Hol At
2A8ko| ABalA S EH AR, s Sol A W8S mperst 4= Q) oict, o]t ofy gt 2¢
QA E= ATE HOod Foz Holg B & 9} A, ZAAHA, 23}, AL ofulyE T Ak o
7127 B A|9Es Tad AR (0,280 7k b BE ZIHE R SRR A mE e g,
2 A Uehton] ZFU712)(0,228)", “Bale} 2ked AE2oln Atdgo] HEH A4S FEE
(0.191), 7F1Q141(0.168), “QAH0.126) &om 1} oAt IAE 4 gl& A o2 AeEri(Table 3)

e}, olof sarkgel 71EL el AN E 913

Qe ACE weslE 4= qlrk, W let weE 7]
Y= FEFTH0.190), TEFZH0.174), 5Eo] FES 7IE0] Haetal old we) B MR of
U E(0.161), 52874(0.141), 5HLE(0.118) <= Yt QIS B QI A 5 w0l AT AL
o2 Uephypon H2rheo] gk 9 Hojo] A9 = AL 4Fe A gRdat ¢I7ke) A8 T TH7E A
29| et F2F el HEs B xghefof s SOt Qe AltA Hate whet w29 e H 7id
FALE7HA 28T 4= Q= 9] o] Havt A o] B Qi ofof EAE Helet 7hAof wlhet
& ok 2= )it AR A0 AL ATA(0.165)°] TS Y 5 e wEURY N, 718, A
Table 3. Main keywords and weights for each type of ruralism
Definition Range Criteria Components
Keyword | Weight Keyword Weight Keyword Weight Keyword Weight
p | Nawmal b g || Value 6 i6s |1 | Ruralspace | 0174 | 1| Identity | 0.153
environment recogmtlon
2 | Rurallife | 0.137 | 2 | Inheritance | 0.126 |2 Rural 0.103 | 2 | Placeability | 0.148
resources
3 | Community | 0.066 | 3 | Flumlistic | gg |5 | Agricultural b e b dscape | 0.165
values activities
4| Landscape | 0141 | 4 | Resouwree [ oog gy | Rl hi00 14l Culural | 0.100
value landscape
s | Tradiion | 0091 |5 | CWmr o191 |5 Rural 0.141 | 5 | Preservability | 0.082
and nature environment
Cultivated .. .
6 land 0.140 | - - - 6 | Ruralculture | 0.113 | 6 | Traditionality | 0.111
7 | Agriculture | 0.173 | - - - 7 Rural 0.161 | 7 | Ecolo 0.103
&r ' amenities ' gy ’
8 | Ecosystem | 0.103 | - - - - - - 8 | Sustainability | 0.138
Total 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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