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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to identify the relationship between the perceived impact of
community attachment and the business support of residents and the rural healing tourism business.
A survey was conducted on residents participating in the rural healing tourism business by visiting
45 healing tourism villages across the country from May to August 2023. A total of 354 valid
responses were analyzed using SPSS 28.0 and SmartPLS (v4). The results showed that the positive
economic and environmental impact of the business was found to increase community attachment,
while its negative impact appeared to have the opposite effect. Also, the higher the community
attachment of residents participating in the healing tourism business, the higher their business
support. In conclusion, for the successful development of the rural healing tourism business,
the community attachment of participating residents to the region and their awareness about
the healing tourism business are important. It is believed that these findings would provide
useful information for vitalizing the rural healing tourism business centered on resident
participation.
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Table 1. Characteristics of respondents (n=354)

Characteristics Fre?;;ncy Characteristics Frec(];;ncy
Gender Ilg/elflrll;e gggi?i Village chief 170 4.7
20 ~ 29 9( 2.5) Roles in healing Committee chair 17C 4.7)
30 ~ 39 15( 4.2) village rural Office manager 240 6.7)
40 ~ 49 38(10.7) tourism business Promotional (Operational)
Age 50 ~ 59 109(30.8) (Multiple commitee 90@5.1)
60 ~ 69 147(41.5) responses) Temporary position 25(7.0)
more than 70 36(10.2)
Below middle school 67(19.0) Other 18561.7)
Education High .school graduate 135(38.4) Period of Less than 1 year 24( 7.8
0 missing) Vocational school graduate 42(11.9) participation in 1~less than 2 years 64(20.8)
College graduate 83(23.6) heali 2~less than 3 years 65(21.1)
Postgraduate or higher 25(7.1) S tourism 3~less than 4 years 68(22.1)
Less than 5 years 61(17.7) village 4~less than 5 years 35(11.4)
Period of 5 ~ less than 10 years 67(19.4) (46 missing) more than 5 years 52(16.9)
residence in 10 ~ less than 20 years 58(16.8) .
village 20 ~ less than 30 years 50(14.5) Accommodation 91041
(9 missing) 30 ~ less than 40 years 38(11.0) Type of Healing programs 148(22.9)
more than 40 years 71(20.6) participation in  Healing foods 87(13.5)
Less than 10 million won 61(17.4) healing tourism  Sale of agricultural/local 115(17.8)
Annual 10 ~ less than 30 million won  123(35.0) village specialty products ’
household 30 ~ less than 50 million won  107(30.5) (Multiple Restaurant operation 54( 8.4)
income 50 ~ less than 70 million won  37(10.5) responses) . .
(3 missing) 70 ~ less than 100 million won  19( 5.4) ! Village guiding (7.6
more than 100 million won 40 1.1) Other 102(15.8)

0.961(71520.7) 2 B4

Sk JFEfd s A AIA(L)=0.802~0.940 AlEt, AVE Alg< gk obel gksol AT 4k
(71520.7), AVE=0.753~0.860(715=20.5) & & ot} FrolFR1C] ARA P 1411, T2 A
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A538k= W o] tH(Shin 2018). AVE AlF -2 0.875, A1 of &4l e] AVE AlF-S 0.868, A
ARG 2ke] g gk T 7P 2 wkE A 2% €] AVE AlF-S 0.927%2 25 FHebd =
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Table 2. Results of confirmatory factor analysis

i)

R
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Latent variables Measuring variables

Convergent .
L Internal consistency
validity
L AVE Cronbach’s @ rho—a CR

The Healing Village project is expected to increase employment opportunities for the residents of

. 0.900
the village.
Economic The Healing Village project is agticipgted to ra?se the. incom§ levels of the village residents. 0.898 0.804 0.919 0.920 0.942
Income generated from the Healing Village project will be reinvested and contribute to the local 0.895
community.
The Healing Village project is likely to stimulate the local economy. 0.893
The quality of life for village residents is expected to improve due to the Healing Village project. 0.886
Positive Social - The Healing Village project is anticipated to boost the residents’sense of pride. 0.884
i Improved mutual understanding between village residents and tourists is expected as a result of 0.776 0.903 0.904 0.933
impact Cultural . ) . 0.896
the Healing Village project.
Perceived The project is likely to enhance the visibility of the village. 0.856
impact Infrastructure and facilities in the village are expected to improve as a result of the Healing 0.886
Village project. '
Environ— A clean environment is expected to be maintained in the village due to the Healing Village project. 0.901 0772 0.901 0.919 0.931
mental Natural landscapes in the village will be enhanced through the Healing Village project. 0921 ’ ’ ’
Road maintenance standards in the village are expected to improve as a result of the Healing 0.802
Village project. )
Residents’ privacy may be compromised due to the Healing Village project. 0.876
Conflicts may arise between operators and village residents as a result of the Healing Village project. 0.893
Negative impact  Increased noise levels may occur in the village due to the Healing Village project. 0.876 0.766 0.924 0.932 0.942
Waste management issues may arise as a consequence of the Healing Village project. 0.840
Friction between residents and visitors may occur frequently due to the Healing Village project. 0.889
I maintain good relationships with fellow villagers. 0.852
. I consider our village to be a part of who I am. 0.895
Community attachment I would feel sad if T had to leave our village. 0.878 0753 OtEE OpEL O
I believe our village is a suitable place for me. 0.845
The future of the village looks promising with the Healing Tourism project. 0.904
. I wholeheartedly support the Healing Tourism project. 0.924
Business support The Healing Tg/urispr)r? project is the right choice for our village. 0.946 0.860 (e 0946 0.961
The project will enhance residents’ self-esteem and community spirit. 0.934

*L: Outer loading represents the standardized regression coefficient between the latent variable and the reflective measurement variable.
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Table 3. Discriminant validity

Conceptual components AVE 1-1 1-2 1-3 1-4 2 3
1-1. Positive economic impact 0.804 0.896™

1-2. Positive social - cultural impact 0.776 0.822 0.881""

1-3. Positive environmental impact 0.772 0.705 0.786  0.878™"

1-4. Negative impact 0.766 -0.114  -0.160 -0.124 0.875™

2. Community attachment 0.753 0.560 0.562 0.555 -0.315 0.868™

3. Business support 0.860 0.614 0.628 0.614 -0.176 0.620 0.927""

*The ™ values presented diagonally are the square roots of the AVE (Average Variance Extracted)
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Table 4. Multicollinearity effect verification
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—0.236, t=5.931, p=0.0002.2 FA 42

el Al veh 7Hd 4= A EE AT
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= 0.620, t=16.302, p=0.0002.2 FAH o=
o5 et 74 5 el B gle)
Ao gisk /M35 A 3= Table 5, Fig.
29} 2},

Paths VIF f2
Positive economic impact — Community attachment 3.179 0.039
Positive social - cultural impact — Community attachment 4.216 0.004
Positive environmental impact — Community attachment 2.691 0.042
Negative impact — Community attachment 1.027 0.094
Community attachment — Business support 1.000 0.624
Predictive relevance R? Q?
Community attachment 0.417 0.407
Business support 0.382 0.362
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Table 5. Results of structural equation modeling analysis

Paths Path coefficient  t-value(p) Results
H1 Positive economic impact — Community attachment 0.268 3.445(0.001) Accepted
H2  Positive social - cultural impact — Community attachment 0.104 5.931(0.197) not Accepted
H3  Positive environmental impact — Community attachment 0.255 3.936(0.000)  Accepted
H4 Negative impact — Community attachment -0.236 5.931(0.000)  Accepted
H5 Community attachment — Business support 0.620 16.302(0.000)  Accepted

Positive
Economic impact

Positive
Social-Cultural
impact

Positive
Environmental

0.255"**

Business
Support

Community
Attachment

0.620"

impact 023% R2=0.417 R2=0.382
Negative impact
Fig. 2. Structural equation modeling analysis results.
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