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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

RESEARCH BACKGROUND

In the world of globalization,sinternational migration has become a
significant issue closely welated to economie; social and cultural implications for
country of origin and destination in tl;e region.. Demographic development is also
included into account fowthissmatter as the change has been gradually occurred in
today society. Together with the interaction and connection of world citizen across the
continents, the advancement 0f technology, communication, transport and improved
infrastructure, these make/people migratéf themselves conveniently, both emigration

and immigration. )

Presently, imobility of peop’}é' has been increased more and more. As
indicated by United Nations, it is estimated‘:’t_l_lat_ in 2050, there would be 257 million
migrants in the world residing outside theiri_é(:’)i_{ntry of birth (Huguet and Punpuing,
2005). However, people’s movement in future trends seems to be more complicated.
Traditionally, human-beings-have always.moved forthe purpose of new opportunities,
or to escape poverty,-conflict or environmental degradation. Meanwhile, in today
society, mobility is much different as it also emerges m form of retirement, better
lifestyle and repeated or eireular movement(Castles and Miller, 2009). It can be said
that types of migrafion in eontemporaty are. much imore complex, but the movement
still emerges in statistical numbers and new trend.

Thailand is| one "of | the | countries of| destination=that. migrants are
looking forwards to. Because Thailand is located in the center of South-East Asia, its
open economy, and its rapid social and economic development, international migrants
are interested in this advantage, especially migrants from neighboring countries such
as Laos, Myammar and Cambodia (Huguet, and Punpuing, 2005). According to the
facts, these international migrants mostly come in form of labor migrants from these
particular countries in order to seek for better income and new opportunities in

Thailand.



However, new form of international migration, as mention earlier, is
also highlighted in Thailand as well. As illustrated by International Organization for
Migration (IOM), there are an increasing number of international migrants (temporary
visitor) in Thailand by various forms of mobility. A number has been gradually
increased since 2003 to 2007. As e sr in figure 1, immigrants to Thailand who
stay with Thai people booste; uﬁ\ém Afﬁ/ ;8_73. Those who stay with resident

family and stay with Tha ‘went u 70 to 1,611 and 4,581 to 7,613

respectively. Interestingly. er retirement was so outstanding.
It rose up from 3,425 to

international migration

Figure 1: Non-immi
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Popula?ion intensity and pressure from economic and living conditions also make
people move from their country of origin, though the origin is a developed country, to
the destination country where environment is well-completed and living expenses are
lower. This is to seek for the happiness fulfilling their life after encountering various

tensions.



According to a research by Takizawa (2009) and Kinoshita (2002),
they both indicated that there are lots of Japanese migrants who seek for a peaceful
life after their retirement in Thailand. This clearly shows that new trend of migration,
the retirement, is also popular in Thailand at the present time.

Followed by the aging of population in East Asian and Western
countries as well as the growth of the Thai tourism medical industry, international
migration have been facilitated by this opensdoor policy of the Thai Government
towards foreign retirees. It can be said that-this is the key marketing point of the
Thailand as a low cost retircment destin;tion to-attract foreign retiree, which meant to
the ultimate income fossthcocountry, The medical-oriented program was also
established in 1998, whigh aims to be the hub of medical treatment in Asia and attract
the benefit into the countsy. Acgording to the program, Thai government has to allow
a renewable one-year'nondimmigrant visa for middle ineome people of 55 or older,
followed by other facilitatign, such as théd“Elite Card Program”, offered to wealthy
visitors wishing to spend time or retire in thé' country (Sciortino and Punpuing, 2009).
These programs are meant to encourage"‘ét__ri_ncrease of international migrants in

Thailand enormously. T’

g

Table 1: Foreign workers by country of origin in Thailand in 2004

ORIGIN = NUMBER ' PERCENT

TOTAL | 102,446 100

Japan 18,888 18.4
China 7,218 7.0
England 6,880 6.7
India 6,491 6:3
Myanmar 6,268 6.1
United States 5,278 5.2
Taiwan Province of China 4,559 4.4
Philippines 3,254 3.2
Australia 2,630 2.6
Republic of Korea 2,517 2.5

Others 38,464 37.6

Source: Huguet and Punpuing (2005), p. 3



Countries in Asia are one of the major groups that inflows into
Thailand. According to the data in “International Migration in Thailand” listed in
table 1, by Huguet and Punpuing (2005: 3), they reported that there are lots Asians
residing and working in Thailand. It also shows the major countries that move to
Thailand, which are mostly the countries in East Asia. Japan ranked the very first with
the number of 18.4%. The latter are China, Taiwan, and Korea which accounted for
7.0%, 4.4% and 2.5% respectively. However, these immigrants scatter in many parts
of Thailand. Bangkok ranked the first; the South came for the second while the North
closely followed as the third-rank. fhey numbered 59,782, 30,276 and 29,977
respectively (Huguet and Punpuing, 2005: 32).

According'to the research conducted by Intoratat et al (2006), entitled
“Thailand’s Potential for" Long Stay Tourism”, provinces in Thailand that are the
place of destination for ingernational imm’fgrgtion are various. Result further revealed
that the provinces suited foglong stay are: 7

1) Chiang Mai ;

2) Sukhothai —

3) Hua Hin - Cha'Am _

4) Kanchanabuti -

5) Nongkhai

Rescarch also suggested that the factors affecting international
migrants in terms ofong stay should comprise of the matural, cultural, recreational
and specific-purpose interésts. If considering those things as migratory pull factors,
Chiang Mai 1s the place ithat is/best for|this kind of activities in attracting international
migrants. In addition, with its geographical aspect that is second largest to Bangkok
and ‘being a’ cenier +0f northerir Thailand,  Chiang Mai ‘would ‘enable to attract a
majority of people into its area. With its uniqueness of Lanna culture, Chiang Mai
could become a strategic area in promoting its outstanding among the region.

As mentioned, Chiang Mai is able to magnitude the inflow of tourists,
international labor migrants as well as international migrants in other forms. This
shows Chiang Mai’s competency in attracting the international migration enormously.
It can be said that Chiang Mai is one of the sites that gain more attention from

international migrants.



According to a research by Warach Mattayomburut and Apichart
Trisaeng (2552), they both indicated that there are lots of international immigrants in
Chiang Mai, of whom considered as long stay visitor with a period of more than 90
days to one year (temporary visitor). With these amounts, data as of January 2005,
they comprised of 1,409 Americans, 719 Japanese, 574 English, and other 2,556
foreign countries. It is interesting that within this group of foreign immigrants, East
Asian countries’ immigrants seem to play‘an important role towards Chiang Mai
society.

Therefore, according to-l Prachachat Thurakit Newspaper, dated 23
November 2009, it said_that Chiang Mai is now curtently a multicultural city since
there is a Japanese-Korean town located in the center of the city. This shows the
influx of international migration' into Thailand, targeting at Chiang Mai, which
probably turns the significant impacts fo the society as well.

Korean immigrants ar¢ alsciinr a great number to stay over in Thailand.
Outstandingly, lots of them agked to exten'c;l-'ithéir period in the country for a variety of
purposes. In relation to the statistics show'ﬁ:{_i_'n table 2 below, there are a number of
Korean immigrants who asked"to extend thé_;;fél_i;iod in Thailand, which are gradually
increased every year. Totally, the proporti()ﬁit}f Korean immigrants who applied for
extension period ma Thailand accounted for 26,651, which-is divided into male and
female for 15,903 and 10,748 respectively.

Accordingly, there is the occurrence of seme implications in Chiang
Mai community. Last thrée: years, on July*22, 2007, the Consulate of Republic of
Korea has opened the office branch in Chiang Mai|in order to develop the relation of
bilateral trade and investment as well as to exchange the culture between people from
the two communitias(the' Secretariat of Cabinet, 2007, This indicated the presence of
international migrants, especially Korean immigrants, in Chiang Mai and this
occurrence should imply something to the locality in the future.

Therefore, according to a preliminary interview with Immigration
Bureau, Chiang Mai office (Immigration Bureau Chiang Mai, Interview, 15
September 2010), there are lots of Korean people who asked for a permission to

extend their period for 300 people by approximation.



Table 2: Korean immigrants who asked for extension period in Thailand

(2005-2010)

Male Female Total
Applied 3,071 2,211 5,282
2005
Approved 3,036 1,740 4,776
Applied 3,454 2,325 5,779
2006
Approved 3,119 2,077 5,196
Applied 3,905 2,592 6,497
2007
Approved 3,573 2,401 5,974
Applied - - -
2008* PP
Approved - - -
Applied 3,710 2,493 6,203
2009
Approved 3,193% & 2,271 5,464
2010 Applied 1,763 1,127 2,890
(Jan - Jul) Approved 1,424 i 990 2,414
Applied | 15,903 10,748 26,651
TOTAL 3 vk i
Approveﬁ( {1.4,345 Ly 9,479 23,824

Source: Immigration Bureau (2010)

* Information as of 2008 was missing.

Meanwhile, the Korean Association in Chiang Mai (Kim Jong Yoon,
interview, 11 October 2010) confirms that there is over 3,000 Koreans who stays over
in Chiang Mai. With these amounts, there are 350 Koreans who registered to the
Association and usuallyshave an activity aceording to the native culture. According to
the data, it shéws that,apart from Japanese immigration in Chiang Mai, there is a new
group of international migrants, Korean immigrants, which resides and spends their
life asa localpeople.

Interestingly, the” general ambassador” of “Consulate of Republic of
Korea, Chiang Mai, Mr. Watchara Tantranont, said in an interview (Prachachat
Thurakit Newspaper, 2009) that, according to the survey conducted in Korea, Chiang
Mai is also the third prospected destination among Korean tourists. This group of
people came for the purpose of recreation, such as playing golf, medical treatment and

long-term stay. Therefore, there is also a construction investing by Korean investors



in Chiang Mai. This shows the competency of Chiang Mai which can attract Koreans
to play an important role in the city.

General facilities and infrastructures in Chiang Mai, together with the
atmosphere that is so unique, also impress Koreans a lot. Also, a trend of staying in
Chiang Mai is popular among Koreans and they tend to settle down in the city more
and more. At the same time, Chiang Mai local government facilitates the coming of
these people spontaneously. Direct flights from.Korea to Chiang Mai, featuring 4
flights a month, also show some closed relafionship-among the two areas. This can
illustrate that Chiang Mai and-Korea hai;/e pursue. the interconnection recently. It can
be said that the reason why'business and investment deriving from Korea has come up
among the Northern region and/the existence of Korean people in Chiang Mai still
raise some implications towards society. The emergence of Korean community is a
new phenomenon in €hiang Mai'which is“ve;_y interesting to study any related factors

both at present and in the fufure. 7

The emergence of social im’ﬁlicéitions according to this relationship has
become a significant economic and sociéf:{_i_sspe because there is an extension of
transnational migration. Though there arerlolts ot researches about international
migration in Thailand, however, these fesearches do.not cover all types of migrants
from different counteies. Most of them will concern labor migration from neighboring
countries, such as GMS countries, and their impact to socicty. In addition, according
to a Japanese influx-in Chiang Mai, there are also researches involving Japanese in
Thailand and Chiang Maiyinostly in terms of-tourism.

Maoareover, according|t@ thes fact, the trend of Korean migration in
Thailand starts to be popular not long ago and the research issue of Korean migration
in Thailand is ratelysfound. “The study of ‘migrationi in terms of push and pull factors
are less interested as well. Migration of people from developed country, such as
Korea, to developing country as Thailand is still unclear for reasons of movement.

So, application of push and pull factors may help better understand an
in-depth reason why migrants need to move themselves. Push factors in sending
countries and pull factors in receiving country may indicate the actual implication to
society. This issue should have a kind of research study accordingly. This is the

reason why I, as a researcher, would like to conduct the research regarding “Korean



Migration to Thailand” using Chiang Mai as a target of my study in order to know the
actual implication from Koreans. Demographic, economic and sociological
perspectives in forms of interdisciplinary science would be mostly used in my
research. It is hoped that this research study would facilitate both Korea and
Thailand’s concerned parties who wish to have useful information necessary in the

future.

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES
1. To study migration pattern, living conditions, quality of life and daily-life
problems of Korean.migrants while residing in Chiang Mai in comparison to
that of Korea
2. To analyze push faetors in Korea towards Korean migrants to Chiang Mai

3. To analyze pullifactorsin Chiang Mai towards Korean migrants

RESEARCH HYPOTHESES -

According to/the four factors:of migration, Korean migrants, especially
those who registered themselves'to-the Chiéﬁg Mai Korean Association, have moved
to Thailand upon the conditioni  of econgrmc factors. Social, political and

environmental facters influence the migratory decision very little.

SCOPE AND LIMITATION

Research Content: This research puts an emphasis on migration of Korean
migrants in tefrms of push-pull facters. Economie, social, political and environmental
conditions would be closely investigated as the main factors of push-pull migratory
pattern, Therveforey, living conditionstand) received information front these Korean
immigrants ‘would be analyzed in' relation to the factors mentioned accordingly.

Population: Population in this research is of Korean migrants who registered
to Korean Association in Chiang Mai and reside in Chiang Mai, Thailand only.

Area of Study: Research will mainly conduct in Chiang Mai, the northern

region of Thailand, where there are lots of Koreans who reside in.



EXPECTED OUTCOMES
1. To know migration processes, living conditions, and daily-life problems of
Korean migrants while residing in Chiang Mai, Thailand
2. To realize the push factors in Korea that influence them to emigrate the
country of origin

3. To know the pull factors of Chiang Mai why it can attract Korean immigrants.

BENEFITS

1. The findings enable to.beused a; a guideline to facilitate and manage Koreans
for government sectoss, .especially Thailand and Korea’s. Therefore, this
would also benefit'to the study of migrants from any other foreign countries.

2. The findings enables/to’ make realize the push factors in Korea why they
outflow their éountry of origin. =

3. The findings enable to make realéi_ze- the pull factors in Chiang Mai why it
catch attentions ofithese migrants

4. The findings enables to be"exploifé‘a_fas_ an academic information of Korean

Studies education in Thailand ==

e un Al

DEFINITION OF TERMS USED" .

Korea: : Republic of Korea (ROK) or South Korea

Migration: "Mobility of people from one place to another place in order to
reside inja newplacerofiresidence, for azperiod of time, and it
affects the place 'of destination

Korean migrants:  Korean citizen who has immigrated intd.Thailand and has
been residing.in Chiang Mai for a period of time.: Therefore, they
have to identify as temporary immigrants of Thailand and
registered to Korean Association in Chiang Mai. Remarkably, the

subjects of the study will not include immigrants with tourism

purpose



CHAPTER 11

THEORITICAL FRAMEWORKS AND LITERATURE REVIEWS

Migration is one of the major processes in demographic study. This
process is complex and relates to causes;and effects of social and economic
development as it also involves political, daw. and international relation system.
Thus, it can be said that theory of migration associates to many fields of study.

In this research,migration theories and related literature of scholars
as well as previous works willsbe exploited as a souree of information to analyze
and further discuss. I_

This chaptes would be ("ié{egorized m to 4 main components as
follows:

1. Defining Migration v
Theoretical Approache:_s;an.d Concepts on Migration

History of Korean Migraﬁd)g;

Ll

Review on related literatures
DEFINING MIGRATION

Generally, the definition of migration is various because its process
is complex and gradually changes through time. International Organization for
Migration (IOM): has'defined) “migtation’>as’fa ptocess ofimoving, either across an
international border, or'within a State. [t is a’population movement, encompassing any
kind of movement of people, whatever its length,"€omposition and ‘cduses; it includes
migration of refugees, displaced, persons, uprooted people, and|economic migrants
(IOM, 2004).” Similar to Wongboonsin (2009) and Jongwattana (1998), they both
defined “migration” the same way as IOM did.

Therefore, European Migration Network (EMN) has broaden the term
to used and adjusted the definition to get along well to their usage within EU region,
which means “the action by which a person either 1) establishes his or her usual

residence in the territory of a Member State for a period that is, or is expected to be,
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of at least twelve months, having previously been usually resident in another Member
State or a third country; or 2) having previously been usually resident in the territory
of a Member State, ceases to have his or her usual residence in that Member State for
a period that is, or is expected to be, of at least twelve months (EMN, 2010).” As
indicated, some definitions used may involve the duration of movement. However, in
some contexts, for example EU context, definition can be adjusted to fit well to the
area of study. However, in global context, length, composition and causes are not
usually included into account.

However, types-of migr%tion are also varied. Generally, when talk
about migration, one may come up with the word “immigration and emigration.”
They both mean “a proeesssby which non-nationals move into a country for the
purpose of settlement, aswvell'as, the act of departing or exiting from one state with a
view to settle in another, Frespectively (IOM, 2004). Aecording to these two types,
place to be move in andioutis the core indilgafor for the movement.

Scholars have generally de’séfib’ed migration and its process in many
different ways, for example, the'‘work frd?r_; Joongwattana (1998), Castles (1997),
EMN (2010), Huguet and Punpliing (ZOOQQInd Sciortino and Punpuing (2009).
However, Wongboonsin (2009) pointed (')ﬁf‘:a"very interesting classification. She
indicated that type-of migration should be divided aecording to the trends or
characteristics of mobility. According to her insight, she has categorized migration

into 5 elements, in respect to her perspectives, which are:

1. | Perspectives on geography
According to geographical point of view, migration can be mainly
divided into two main‘types, which comprise of:

a. Internal migration is the movement of people within the area
of country and beyond the regions in the country, such as district, province, and
region.

b. International migration is the movement of people across the
country, from one country to another country, which can be a permanent or temporary
move (IOM, 2004, Wongboonsin, 2009 and Jongwattana, 1998). In addition, it could

mean the mobility of those who leave the country of usual residence. Recently, this
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kind of movement can be widely called “transnational migration” (Wongboonsin,

2009).

2. Perspectives on causes and characteristics of migration
Migration according to causes and characteristics perspective can be
categorized into two major elements, which are:

a. Voluntary migration s the movement by means of the
definite decision or voluntarily moves without-any pressures.

b. Forced migrati(;n is the movement that caused by some
coercions or pressure fiom surtounding, including threats to life and livelihood,
whether arising from natufal of mansmade causes (I0M, 2004).

i Refugee, “as defined by United Nation Convention
Relating to the Statusof Refugees, 1951 (.Citgd from Wongboonsin, 2009), means any
person who lives outside their country of_Which they own nationality, due to some
coercions of nationality, religion; ethnicit}'f,;-'éo’c'ial status or political view. Because of
those coercions, they cannot reside’in the -"ﬂ;_rtic_ular country or stateless person who
resides outside the country of “erigin and ca_nn(ljic return to that country due to those
pressures. ot -
-__11.__Displaced person is any person-who flees his/her State or
community due to fear or dangers other than those which would make him/her a
refugee. A displaced-person is often forced to flee beeause of internal conflict or
natural or manmade disastérs (IOM, 2004). Tf'the action took place within the specific
area, it is called finternal displaced person”, while “international displaced person”
would involve'two locations of country. Moreover, “transnational displaced person”
means 'the same way as" “international displaced person®, but these persons are in

progress of transferring to third country (Wongboonsin, 2009).

3. Perspectives on purposes of migration
There are various terms that are classified under migration that moves
under a purposive perspective. Generally, it is set up in three groups as below:
a. Migrant worker means “any persons who is to be engaged, is

engaged or has been engaged in a remunerated activity in a State of which he or she is
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not a national.” This definition is defined in accordance the International Convention
on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Family,
1990 (cited in IOM, 2004 and Wongboonsin, 2009). However, Wongboonsin (2009)
further stated that International Labor Organization (ILO) defined the term as “any
persons who moves for the objective of working, rather than spending their own
money and identified as “labor migrant.”

b. Transferred migrant worker is slightly different from the one
mentioned above. It means “any persons whe move to work in a different place,
without any job-seeking processes”. It ggenerally means the worker who is transferred
to work in a different plaee/country by receiving the wage or income from their own
country, not a country they werkiin. '

c. Other purposes forthis kind of migration are in variety such
as family reunion, edtication and training. Any countries would classify the type of
permission of this muigration differentlslld. For example, Immigration Bureau of
Thailand has divided immigrants”who e'r;l-tie'r’-'the Kingdom by means of business,
education, stay with Thai family;'stay witl'f:glf_esi_dent family, stay with Thai wife and
stay after retirement (Immigration Act, 1979{.1

4. "Perspectivesonlegal acts
According to the perspective of migration_on legal acts, migration can
be divided into 2 maintypes

a. Regiular migration means the migration that is documented by
the country of destination. In other words, iticould be'called Ydocumented migration™.
For immigrants, they have to register to the parties-in-charge and have to follow the
immigrant reguldiion and thelegal acts of that particular country-strictly. Therefore,
they have to 1) hold a passport 2) enter or depart the country of destination by way of
immigration check points , designated landing , stations or areas in accordance to the
prescribed time 3) endorse in the passport to enter and stay over the country of
destination.

b. Irregular migration is opposite to the one mention earlier.
“Undocumented migration” is generally used to call this kind of migration. For those

who migrate illegally would be categorized under this type.
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Figure 2: Legal status of migrants

Transnational Migrants

l

Enter into country A

/\

- Hold a passport =Do not hold a passport

- Enter or depart the country of - Do not enter or depart the
destination by way of country of destination by way of
immigration checkepoints’, in the immigration check points , in the
prescribed time . prescribed time

- Endorse in the passport'to enter - Do not endorse in the passport to
and stay over the country of 1 enter and stay over the country
destination. = of destination.

Regular Migration® == -4 Irregular Migration

Source: Adapted from Wongboonsin (200'911_'_.-

5. Perspectives on length of stay :
Similarly, migration in the perspectives ©n length of stay can be
categorized into two types
a. Permanent migration is a kind of migration that officially
moves to country of destifiation) to seftle down/petmianently, (permanent settlement),
which is not the place’of origin.
b. Temporary migration is divided into two sub<types.

1. . Short-term, migration is mobility taking place to country
of destination temporarily, which is not the place of origin, for at least three month to
12 month. This does not include migration with the aim of relaxation, relatives visit,
medical treatment or religious purpose.

ii. Long-term migration is the movement to country of

destination for at least 12 month.
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THEORITICAL APPROACHES AND CONCEPTS ON MIGRATION

Stated by Brettell and Hollifield (2008), the study of migration is
closely related to many fields of study, through the development of
interdisciplinary interest, such as Anthropology, Demography, Economics,
Geography, History, Law, Political Science and Sociology. Furthering by Massey
(1994 cited from Brettell and Hollifield, 2008); if one do not approach the study of
migration from a shared. paradigm, but from a variety of competing theoretical
view points fragmented across disci;;lines, regions and ideology, consequently,
research on the subjectetends to bel narrow, inefficient, and characterized by
duplication and reinvention. |

So, it canbe said that all of these approaches should have a kind of
bridge-building to link all disciplines tdzge:c_her in order to have an explicit result.
Causes and effects of the study are ggnérally interconnected. Bridge-building
method would ultimately detail the depé?fdeiit and independent variables in order
to make clear what should be explainedj:{yvh_at factors should be emphasized in
constructing the model to expléin some;szélément of migrant behavior or the
reaction of states and society towaids mig'réﬁbh‘. -

According _to the table 2 illustrated,~ scholars from different
disciplines have shaped the migration in many diffcrent ways and it shows the
strong statement for-each discipline. However, these variables are also overlapped
which could possibly“affect the similarity on research. For instance, historian
works on many theounies formulated by sociologist; demographers approach to both
sociological and economic theory as well as political science, Law is closely
attached"to all secial science and history, while political| scieiceé applies heavily
from economics. Similarly, anthropology shares a common frame with history,
sociology and geography.

For this reason, bridge building might best proceed through the
development of interdisciplinary research on a series of common and scholar from
different disciplines and different regional interest would combine distinct insights

from their particular framework.
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Table: 3 Modeling Migration Theories, its Behavior and Effects

. . 1. Research . .
Discipline . Dependent Variables Independent variables
Questions
How does
migration affect . Behavi Social and cultural
Anthropology cultural change Mlg}‘ant . € gwor . ocla aq cultural context
and ethnic (emigration, integration) (transnational networks)
identity?
H(.)W dpes Distribution of geographical
migration affect ; ’ . ;
Demography . Migrants Behaviors residence or educational
population .
attainment
change?
- Wage/income differentials,
What explains the demand-pull/supply-push,
Economics propensity.to Migrant flow and adjustment human capital, factor
migrate and its and macroeconomic impact proportions, structure of the
effects? economy and transfer
Y . systems
What explains,the - Spatial, environment,
Geography sp.atlal'pagems of /Migrant decision making poh.tlcal, cult}lral and
migration socioeconomic contexts
How do we
. pnde}‘stand the Migrant experience Social/historical context
History immigrant —
experience? o
How does the law = iy
influence Legal, political, social, and
Law migration? economic treatment of Law or policy
migrants
Why dorstates Policy
iti i issioni tructionist T . .
Po}ltlcal have dlfﬁculty (admisstonist or restructionist) Institutions, rights interests
Science controlling Outcomes
migration? (control and integration)
. What explfnns . 1grgnts be ‘i Networks, enclaves, social
Sociology incorporation and ~ (immigration and capital
exclusion? incerporation)

Souice: adapted, from Brettell'and Hollifield (2008) p. 4 and 20.

Wongboonsin (2009) claimed that theories, approaches or concepts of

migration can be seen through 5 dimensions, which are developed dynamically.

Dimension 1: Firstly, the view point would put an interest on

the expansion of interdisciplinary framework, such as Anthropology, Demography,

Economics, Geography, History, Law, Political Science, Sociology, etc.
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Dimension 2: the development of migration has started to view
the over all picture, from concepts to theories and model, as well as, the construction
of mathematical calculation into various function.

Dimension 3: this dimension is developed through migrants’
behavior, interrelation between structural approaches and related behavior of
individual migrants, starting from individual level to family level, society and so on.

Dimension 4: this fourth’dimension tries to make understand in
the particular migration. The development takes an insight into macro-, meso-, and
micro-level, not only the causes or fact(;rs of migration, but also the continuous factor
to circular mobility.

Dimension 5: this final development started from internal
migration to international/(transnational) migration in the midst of 1880 on a variety
of theories and approaches: _ : 4

To view the whole pictfl_re- of migration, approaching migratory
theories in terms of macro- and miero pers’é"e’cﬁve would help understand the mobility
process transparently as it i not necessary-"tf_; ‘penetrate into details of each disciple. It
can be said that scholars have f():rrnulated;tli:élf'J theories from the same origin, but
different point of view. However, some :afpfrfbaches or concepts developed into
theories, while somes are just abstract ideas.

In th¢ past few decades, theories that arc_popular among the study of
migration are of three-main types (Castles, 1997, Castles'and Miller, 1998), which are
1) Neo-classical economi€*Theories 2) Historical-structural Approach 3) Migration
Systems Theories! Later, in-2009, (Castles and Miller have broadened their works into
4 types, which'include one more theeries “Transnational Theories”, To illustrate their
ideas,, it can be seen as:

1. Economic Theories of Migration

2. Historical-structural Approach and World Systems Theories

3. Migration Systems and Networks Theories

4. Transnational Theories
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1. Economic Theories of Migration

1.1 Neo-classical theory

Neo-classical economic theory for migration is the most significant
approach that gains much attention in explaining migratory system. This theory is
formulated in 19th century by a geographer, Ernst George Ravenstein. It derived
from the movement of people in rural to urban area. Also, this theory explains the
correlation of migrant worker and economi€ development in accordance to the
concept of push and pull factors, known as “push-pull theory”

Therefore, Castles and-l Miller (2009) stated that Neo-classical
theory derived from theslaw of migration and this law is also a major work of
Ravenstein, who later formulates push-pull factors. The law of migration is not the
theory, but an observation of migratory process. It is generally created from a
systematic observation gwhich  facilitates the development of transnational
migration theory. Alsg, it s the startingf"porint that indicates the model and factors
affecting migration. Rawenstein “trics t()f-'?'déilelop the concepts referring to the
demographic database of England in cdfilpination to the map of migration, so
called “the currents of migratiori.” He hargl_zcil_igxlided his law into 7 factors (cited
from Wongboonsin, 2009), which are: -

1) _Economic _motive. This s <8+ dominant aspect for
migration as it can attract human to move in for a better living condition (a desire
of material respect): However, bad or oppressive “law, problem in taxation,
undesired climate can produce a current of'migration.

2) Urban and rural dnequality, the difference of urban and
rural area can encourage rural werkforce to seek for a better, income. This is
explicitly ' cleared! that" people | always 'move in' accordance,!to. the unequal
development. Inferior area as in rural community always perceives urbanity as the
superior condition. This implies the better opportunity for their life in relation to
economic perspectives.

3) Industrialization, trade and technological development,
make a convenience for movement. Interaction and connection of world citizen

across the continents, the advancement of technology, communication, transport and
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improved infrastructure always make people migrate themselves conveniently, both
emigration and immigration.

4) Distance is one of the factors for migration. Migration
always proceeds in a short distance. The more distance is, the less migration flows.
Therefore, long distance migration can be always seen at the center of commerce
and industry.

5) Step of migration 4is_also significant. Migration takes
place step by step. Countries having extended boundary for the whole area always
provide a great chance for.inflow. H;)wever, the more outflow takes place, the
more inflow counters instead.,

6)Migration produces a counter-current. Where there is a
gap in demography, there'is & counter-current of migration to replace the ones who
move out. g 4
7) Short-distance f'[;igration is of female as they cannot bear
with any obstacles during the process of -'mi'gration. While male is durable to the
problems and enables to take a long distdri:’cp, migration to an industrial center in a
far way area. = J

Nevertheless, it-1s necessaf&'-’fé'mention to push and pull factors.
This theory is wel-known among the geo-economic-seholars. Economist and
demographer always used this approach to explain why migration had taken place
in today society, as well as, to find the possible resolutiens for the matter. Scholars
basically argue that the céncept of migration is drawn from the reason that claimed
“mobility of human [fromgsone place to another place is due-to the adaptation to
harmonize with the economic and-changes in accordance to any related factors,
both in place of otigin and destination.”

The causes of migration lie in a combination of “push factor”
driving people to move out their place of origin and “pull factors” attracting
people into a place of destination. Push factors include demographic growth, low
living standards, lack of economic opportunities and political repression (Castles
and Miller, 2009). This make migrants who encounter the impacts need to move out

from their place. Therefore, pull factors include demand for labor, availability of

land, good economic opportunities and political freedom. Pull factor basically takes
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place at the place of destination, where it is attractive and persuasive to migrants to
move in.

However, referring to Wongboonsin (2009) in table 3, it can be
concluded that “push-pull factors” comprise of four main factors, which are: 1)
Economic factors 2) Social Factors 3) Political factors and 4) Environmental

factors.

Table 4: Indicators of Push and Pull Factors

FACTOR PUSH F;ACTOR PULL FACTOR

Economic Factor

Egonomic.recession, Poverty,
Low wage
Unemployment. rate,

Low demand in labor market

Economic condition,
High wage,
High employment rate,

High demand in labor market

Social Factor

Social stratification,

Sogialsstatus, raising.

Social equality,

Equal social status

. Civillwar, Political‘instability,
Political Factor Political stability

Governmental suppression

, : Land fertility,
Environmental Factor Natural'disaster,- Drought

Good atmosphere

Source: Worgboonsin, 2009

Neo-classical theory assumes that migrants have a perfect
knowledge of wage and employment opportunities and their decisions are
overwhelmingly,based on these.cconemic factors. Moreoyer, the main concept
of neo-classical ‘theory ifivolves-human‘capital-that peoplé decide to invest in
migration and will migrate if thefexpected ratesof return fromphigher wages in
the destimation country. Apart from high wage, neo-classical ideas indicated
that reason for selecting a new place of destination would involve the
difference of Growth National Product (GNP) in country of origin and
destination. In addition, expense occurred during migration process and types
of work in a new place would be one of migratory variables.

Economists who view the economic structures influencing
migration indicated that economic pull factors in the receiving countries and

advanced economic conditions would develop into a primary labor market.
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This kind of market would be highly advanced and need a highly-skilled work.
So, remuneration in form of wage is high and types of work are non-heavy
work. In addition, there is also secondary labor market which is non-
professional work. It will emphasize on heavy labor work. Wage is also low
accordingly, so called “3Ds”: dirty, dangerous and difficult.

In such society, native citizen would prefer to work in primary work
level, while there is a lack of work in secomdary market. Capitalism makes labor
market develop into dual structure and latCi-attract the migrant workers from the
lower economic condition. Such mig;ant workers normally look forward to the
unwanted work such as.3Ds.The connection of globalization, which incorporates
European, American, Middlc=east and Asia-Pacific economy together, builds up the
inflow of migrant workers into host country and later creates “world systems of
migration.” Howevery'mobiligy process would also be conveniently occurred due to
the better infrastructures and transportatioﬁé '

Intervening theories for n'ﬁgré'tion are the group developing from
Ravenstein’s law of migration. Besides tl’i::a_fpl_lsh and pull factors, migration may
depend on the intervening fadtors. For tth__gll’oup of theories, there are two main
scholars formulating the new theories;',"S'a:rﬁuel Stouffer and Everett S. Lee.
Stouffer pays atteation on intervening opportunifies. ~whereas, Lee puts an
emphasis on intervéning obstacle.

For intervening opportunities, Stouffer relates the amount of
migration to the distance~In_addition, he "adds the economic opportunities, which
are in between of placel of,0rigin and destination, into account for his theories.

Lee’s theories on intervening obstacles put an account on
related factors|tosanalyze the migration. He stated 6 hypotheses according to his
viewpeint, which are:

1) The amount of migration depends on the diversity of
each area. The more diversity it is, the more mobility it happens.

2) The amount of migration depends on the diversity of
demographic aspect. A place where population is harmonized, as in education,
income, culture or ethnicity, would have less migrated possibility rather than the

diverse place.
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3) The amount of migration relates to the difficulty of
obstacles.

4) The amount of migration varies to the economic flow.

5) The amount of migration increases according to time,
except for the time where disaster took place.

6) The amount o©of migration varies according to the

advancement of that particular country or arca.

-

1.2 Dual (segmented) labor market.theory

Dual laber market theory is developed by David J. Piore. It puts an
interest on the demand of labor in industllial sector, including low-skilled, semi-skilled,
and high-skilled worker,rather than‘the interest in individual and family level. Also, it
shows the importancé of institutional sec;gorg as well as race and gender in bringing
about labor market segmentation. Poire 6L979 cited from Castles and Miller, 2009)
indicated that international mlgratlon 1s caused by a structural demand within
advanced economy for both hlgh sk1lledr anc} low-skilled worker to carry out
production tasks and to staff service en‘[erprxsesJ A division of primary and secondary

market emerges, while the most dynamlc g16bal cities are marked by economic
polarization — h1gh1y patd-worker-and-poorly-paid-werkets:| The workers in primary
market sectors are selected on the basis of human capital; whereas those in secondary
markets are disadvantages by lack of education.

Wongbooensin (2009) .indicated, that, dual..labor market theory is
developed as an alternativé to explain migration within! the'pérspectives of demand
and supply in labor market. It derived from the hypethesis as follows:

1)/ Migration is caused by “pullifactons” in feceiving country, a
developed country, to attract migrant workers from another differentiated area.

2) Pull factors in receiving country influenced the migratory
decision, which are labor market and recruitment policies.

3) Labor market in each country is classified into two main

levels: primary and secondary market.
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3.1 Primary market. This kind of market tends to
manufacture with capital intensive. The employment in this level would be hired a
high-skilled and high social stratification workers.

3.2 Secondary market. This market would emphasize on
labor intensive or low-skilled workers employment. Tasks in working process are
non- secure and low wage so that the local labors are not appreciated to participate in.

4) Characteristics' 0f secondary market do not attracted the
local labor, so this causes a.demand of workers+in the unemployment gap.

5) Inteinational Jmigration occurs due to the demand in
secondary market becausessuch demand would be responded by low-skilled migrant
workers. \

6) sSuch demand is not just responded by low-skilled migrant
workers due to wageddifferentials, but it can also be explained by characteristics of
works. These conditions explain that lofy—ékilled works can be accepted by local
social structure in their country of origin af{d"thése kinds of works are temporary work.
Migrant workers do not need to-work unfif{t_he_rest of their life or raise their social
stratification in the country of destination. Iﬁ;a%il_tflition, they do not need to loose their
status in the country of birth,~but cnable 1o raise.their social stratification in the
country of origin by wages they gain from working in a différent place.

A division of such market is influenced by.economic dualism and labor
supply in two different countries or areas. Consequently, segmented labor market
theory helps explain the important role of employers and governments in international
migration and the persistence of migration even when international wage differentials
decline.

1.3-New economics of fabor migration

The new economics of migration views the mobility a lot more
complicated. This theory concerns more about social factors in relation to economic
condition. The new economics of migration argued that migratory decisions are not
made by isolated by individuals, but by families, households or even communities.
Such group may decide that one or more of their members should migrate, not just to

get high wages, but also to diversify income source and to provide sources for
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investment in existing activities, such as the family farm. The unit of approach in new
economic of labor migration is not the individual, but the social group.

Wongboonsin (2009) further stated that migratory decisions are made
in family level, which can be described as follows:

1) Migration is made upon the decision of household or family
in effort to decrease the risk in terms of wage, which is unstable in the developing
society. Therefore, it bases on the principle of income source diversification.

2) Each family has «thcit. own preferences and culture
differently. Also, they diversifyancome ;ource m-accordance to the social influences.

3)..Miggation of each family member is one of the methods in
diversifying income sour€¢ in order to maintain family in the world of capitalism.
Migrants themselves would be afamily representative to earn such income.

4) International mifgrqftion would be made if wage differentials
in country of destination can manage the rfs_k in family or household.

5) fFactors affecting;-rfﬁig'ration are not labor market, but capital
market, which is crucial to maintain‘lives iﬁj_é_a_t'pijcalist society.

6) Remittance is notji;sit'l_"additional income, but also source of
capital for family. This kind 0f money. wdlild-f)ropel family commercially and help
manipulate the rislkewithin family.

7) Migration is the consensus decCision of household. The
decision is not to have'income maximization as mentioned by neo-classical approach,
but to manage the risk in family from various-Capital instabilities.

8) Return migration s such|a reflection of success if migrants
reach the point of wage. Then, they would return home eventually. This step is the last
process of migration, ‘Duration of stay in“country of destination taay be extended or
longerif the wage expectation does not achieve their goal.

9) Migration of the same family member into the same
country of destination may help achieve the goal expectation quicker or lessen the
period of stay of another family member. However, this could lead to the possibility

of migration more and more.
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The new economics approach is similar to neoclassical theory in that it
focuses on the supply side for migration: that is the factors impel people to move
cross-borders in search of works. However, neoclassical theory concentrates on
individual wage minimization, while the new economics focus on the collective
decisions concerned with a much wider range of factors (Castles and Miller, 2009).

On the contrary, segmented labor market theory focused on the
demand side, emphasizing that migration i§ driven by structural factors in modern
capitalist economies. Strong employer demand for low-skilled labor (undocumented
worker) that is easy to control-and exlgloit is likely to undermine border restriction
policies, creating a blackemasket for migrant worker and opportunities for people
smugglers and recruitment agents.

However, €astles and Miller (2009) points out that it is impossible to
simply understand migragion/by means of economic amalysis. Therefore, a wider
range of disciplines isgneeded to reconcéptﬁalize migration because migration is a
complex process that economic, political, sd‘c'iai-l and cultural factors all work together.
Emphasizing on push or pull factors ai‘éjsimpliﬁed and misleading. Migration
decisions are influenced by a various conditibptfﬁ both sending and receiving areas. In
the same manner, these conditions aic const'a"'n"f'lsyi changed, linked to global factors and
to the way these“interact with historical and cultural paiterns. It is important to
analyze labor migration as a movement of workers propelled by the dynamics of
transnational capitalist economy, which simultaneously determines both the pull and
push factors (Zolberg, Sulitke and Aguao, 1989, cited from Castles and Miller, 2009).
Consequently, it can be said that migration are collective/phenomena, which should

be examined as subsystems of an increasingly global economic and political system

2. Historical-structural Approach and World Systems Theories

2.1 Historical-institutional approach

An alternative explanation of international migration was provided in
1970s and 1980s. The concentration of this approach is the unequal distribution of
economic and political power in the world economy. Migration is seen mainly as a
way for mobilizing cheap labor for capital. It perpetuated uneven development,

exploiting the resource of poor countries to make the rich even richer. Economic
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theories tries to focus on voluntary of individual of individuals, while historical-
structural accounts for a mass recruitment of labor and the availability of labor was

both legacy of colonialism and the result of war and regional inequalities.

2.2 World Systems theory

World systems theory is the approach of Immanuel Wallenstein. It
views migration as the world system in relation to economy, politics, society and
culture that drastically change through time.-Therefore, it focuses on the way less
developed peripheral regions.were inco?porated into a world economy, controlled by
core capitalist nations, 4he jpenctration of multinational cooperations into less
developed economies ageelerated rural change, leading to poverty, displacement of
workers, rapid urbanizatign and the growth of informal economies (Castles and Miller,
2009). Wongboonsia™ (2009) indicatedfthda_lt this approach developed from the

framework as follows: Y/
1) Anteraction between societies is the main factor changing

o
them into another and international trade“is.one of such interactions in capitalist

i

economy. : = |

2) International trade in-world system would lead and center
by advanced countey-in relation to backward country thatis ial inferior condition.

3) Such international trade is for capital accumulation of
advanced country on-the basis of unequal development:~This leads to the economic
stagnation in backward cotintries and harm to-the development.

4) The downturn of ecomomy in backward countries brings
about the outflow of migration from.the country of origin.

5) Local ' workers| in ‘advanced ‘country wouldd neglect the low-
skillediwork and eventually leads to a shortage of labor in service sectors. Moreover,
this causes the demand of low-skilled migrant worker and become the pull factors of
under-developed countries.

Globalization makes changes the capital flow both in terms of

quantitative and investment. In addition, the trend of foreign direct investment (FDI)

normally flows in accordance to world economy. This makes the need of labor force
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migration always change and affects to the migration in sending and receiving
countries as well.

However, historical-structural approaches is criticized that it put an
emphasis on capital. Both neo-classical and historical-structural approach seemed
too one-sided to analyze the great complexity of contemporary migration. The
neo-classical perspectives neglected | historical causes of movement, and
downplayed he role of state, while the historical-structural approach emphasized
on economic and social.structure, and often” saw the interests of capital as all
determining, while paying inadequate;lattention to human agency (the motivation
and action of individuals.and group involved) (Castles and Miller, 2009).

The two_theories’ mentioned seem inadequate to explain the entire
migratory phenomenonsSo;y the ‘migration systems and networks theories are

introduced by combining the significant ideas together.

3. Migration Systems and 'Nét’vvorks Theories

Migration systems'theory af;d" migration networks theory emerged a
number of new approaches. Migraﬁon systééqzsgl"‘;heory is rooted in geography, while
migration networks theory otiginatcs in Sééiﬂogy and anthropology (Castles and
Miller, 2009). However, both seek to provide a basis across social science disciplines.
This would help to pave the way for more comprehensive conceptual frameworks for
understanding migration.

Migration &ystem is constituted by two or more countries which
exchange migrants;with each other. It means to examine both ends of the floe and
study all the linkages between the places concerned. These links can be state-to-state
relations,’ compatison, mass culture connection, ‘and “family and ‘social networks. In
addition, this theory suggested that migratory movements generally arise from the
existence of links between sending and receiving countries based on colonization,
political influence, trade, investment or cultural ties.

Wongboonsin (2009) points out that international migration would
continuously occur and this can bring into the significant mechanism of
mobility, which is “migration network.” The network refers to relation of

individuals related to migrants themselves, including relatives, friends, and
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community networks. This kind of network is the social capital that links all
migratory process in sending and receiving country together. After the
migration took place in any country of destination, network of migration would
facilitate all the steps in migratory process. It can be said that network
facilitates the continuous movement and remains itself through this manner.

Additionally, Wongboonsin furthered that this approach developed
from the significant framework as follows;

1) Iaternational migraton is continuously increased due to
migration network. Network helps degrease the risk in its process and raise the
expected net returns. So,metwerk is considered the significant role to make mobility
possible and remain ing@ great amount. The more mobility increases, the more
network expands.

2) Fhough migration would primarily start from any push-pull
factors, it will expand itself according tof"ghé time frame. Network will then expand
accordingly and this would make m‘igratioﬁ-é'as’ily possible.

3) Differentes of wﬁJge or employment between sending and
receiving country are not the maj'or problic_hlzé,]f'ginﬂuencing international migration.
However, capital (expense) 0# any risks durmg the movement is the main factor.
Whenever such expenses or risks during the movement deerease because of migratory
network, current of migration is relatively massive as well.

4) Migration network remains itself by the feed back of early
migrants in destination coutry sending to their networks in home country. It is such a
social capital in determining a migratorysmechanism, apart from the government
control. Therefore, the feed back.from early migrants would be very detailed,
including helps, selutions, tricks as well as living and working' conditions.

5) Network of migration that continuously facilitates
international movement can be explained into two main points:

5.1 Role of network

Considered as social capital, network would help facilitate all
the migratory process, including the decline in cost of accommodation, job-seeking,
and transportation. This would help migrants adapt themselves to the new cultural

environment much easier. Also, it motivates the movement to increase more and more.
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5.2 Hypothesis of risk distribution

A family may distribute the risk in their family as economical
as they can. Distribution by means of sending family member to work in a different
place is one of the characteristics of risk distribution in terms of income. To this
extent, expansion of network in receiving country may help job-seeking condition
easier. This hypothesis points out that network of migration is one of the significant
mechanisms in propelling migration in terms_of sisk distribution effectively. Also, it
would help decrease the cost oecurred durmgsmobile process. If the decline of cost

will not involve, migration maynot remain after-all.

4. Transnational Theories

Transnational theonies have attracted much attention in recent years. It
leads to an emergence of 7j ransnationa‘lisga and Transnational communities. The
formation of these thegries builds upon fberworld of globalization where there are
rapid growth and improyement in: new téé‘hnblogies, transport and communication.
This also makes migration increase convenié!r{ﬂy more and more, as well as, maintains
a closed link in migrants’ area of O}igin. It tﬁér%fore tacilitates the increase of circular
or temporary mobility, in which pcople rﬁig'i-ate repeatedly between two or more
places where they have economic, social or cultural linkages (Castles and Miller,
2009).

However, Portes (1999, cited in Castles and Miller, 2009) has defined
transnational activities as:

. .Lthose taking place on a gecurrent basis across national borders and
that require a regular and significant commitment of time by participants. Such
activities immay be-conducted by relatively peowerful actors, such as,representatives of
national governments and multinational corporations, or may be initiated by more
modest individuals, such as immigrants and their home country kin and relations.
These activities are not limited to economic enterprise, but include political, cultural
and religious initiatives as well ....”

Portes further stated that human agency make an emphasis to the
notion of transnational community. In the context of globalization, Transnationalism

can extend face-to-face communities based on kinship, neighborhoods or workplace
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into virtual communities, which communicate at a far distance. The emphasis
according to Portes’ notion can be seen through the significance of transnational
business communities as well as political and cultural conditions.

The rapid growth of transnational theory has raised more questions that
could not be answered with the research findings. The degree to which migrants do
actually engage in transnational behavior has not been adequately established.
Moreover, it is impossible to know how salient.of such behavior is for sending or
receiving societies and foi the relationship between.them (Castles and Miller, 2009).
This make the theories of Transnationaﬁiism is-one of the important field that should

have a further research.

HISTORY OF KOREAN MIGRATION 4

Korea has a dong history o'f nﬁgration since the past until the present
time. In the book of Donald Stone MacDoﬁa’ld-’ (cited in Tansiengsom, 2007), entitled
“The Koreans: Contemporary Pofitics and'S:’Qpie;t}f’, he stated that Korea is “a storm
center of Asia, bridge, and battleground” fOI_ tﬁe great power neighboring countries.
The bridge obviously refers to-the {ransmiission of Chinese civilization to Japan, as
seen in form of Cenfucianism, Buddhism, politics, and written language. While,
battlefield refers to the influential expansion of China, Russia, and Japan over Korea
in order to gain the~advantage over the peninsula. Therefore, due to the national
border of Korea that closély connects to China for 1025 kms, to Russia for 16 kms,
and to oversea Japan, this makes Koreans moved out cross-border and oversea long
time ago. However, such mobility was recorded in various reasons, mostly in the field
of history.

Lee (2005a and 2005b) indicated that mass migration of Koreans can
be divided into 4 main areas: Manchuria, Yonhaeju, Japan, and America, respectively.
In this part, literature review would be conducted in combination of sources referring
to migration of Korean movement. The review hopes to divide into three main
categories: Early stage of migration, Korean War and post-war migration, and

Contemporary migration.
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1. Early Stage of Migration

The first wave of Korean migration took place during the 1860s when
Koreans moved to Manjuria and Siberia. Most of these migrants are of farmers who
move cross-border as a result of extremely poor harvest in the northeastern province.
The main reason for movement is to escape starvation and poverty, as well as, in
search of land for agriculture due to ¢rop failure at home. This particular incident is
regarded as the beginning of the Korean sefflc‘ggent in both China and Russia (Lee,
2005a and 2005b, Chang, 2004 and Kwon, 199-7)'.' This movement was lack of control
and later made a mass of migiation infhjs area. Korean residents in Manchuria were
reported 77,000 in 1870,.and seached 200,000 in 1900 and 220,000 in 1910 (Kwon,
1997). The cultivation ra anchatia sucl&_essfully achieved as the land was first barren
land. Later, Manchu:?a{ full of Ko'rea'n*fnigrants because it was used as a base for
the resistance move alpst Japan t t almed to oceupy Korea. However, when
Japan successfully occupie Josun (Cho,,s}m) in 1925, these migrants were greatly
suffered under colonialis e

Yonhaeju (tl}e RuSSlan Maritif_;’ne of Russian Far East), or Koryo at the
present time, was another are“a that Koreans. accordmgly moved into. Due to the
landlord class, majority of Kotean farmers at the time try to look for land as well as
escape from starvatii é eléonomic exploitation.

w i i !

Figure 3: Map of East Asia and Manchuria in 1941
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In this period, it can be clearly seen that Korean migrants were moved
under the major factors occurring in their country. The pressure can be seen in a series
of poor harvest in 1860s. In the midst of 19™ century, the growth of population
destroyed the balance of land. This made a shortage of food as well. Therefore, the
spread of sociopolitical unrest throughout the country also be a significant implication
of migration in the early period as well.

Migration during Japanese Colonialism

Back to the time of Japanese invasion, Korea had initially attacked in
1590. At the time, it resultedffom the economic expansion of Japan to neighboring
countries. However, ‘the trade negotiatiPn was not achieved and this made up the
conflict and battle between the fwos. Evehty_ally, the battle ended up with the defeat of
Japan because Korea battled as guerilla tri)plp (Tansiengsom, 2007).

Later, in 4878, Japan, w}ﬁcﬁf tried to develop its economic stability
imitating the pattern from Weste_rn_countéfpgr;, tried to contact to Korea once again.
In the second negotiation, Korea refused Jéﬁ@nese claims aggressively due to the first
try battle. Japan was enormously angry and d‘isis@tisﬁed Korea, it then tried to enforce
Korea by military troop seizifig .the sou’_d;?:_m!_gart at Pusan region. Korea later
surrendered with the oppressed situation an:d-thqen consenfed to sign an agreement to
have trade exchangé ‘with Japanese counterpart since then. :

According to the mitial trade exchange, Korea cordially opened itself
to connect its trade V;’ith neighboring countries more aﬁd more. This also included
Russia and China, its cross:berder neighbors.  For' this reason,“Korea’s geographical
location situated in the midst the great power countries, Japan, Russia and China tried
to play an.important role and monopolize.the trade, over the peninsular. This has
caused. the war! bétween ‘theni toiseize over KoreaThe war'had made.up East Asian
history and there are also some hidden conflicts still, up until the present. The war
between China and Japan occurred in 1894-1895 and Japan and Russia in 1904-1905.
Resulting from the two wars, Japan defeated over the battle which made Korea lie
under the Japanese occupation onwards.

According to Japanese policies over Korea, Japan tried to take a great

deal of advantages from Korea enormously. Korea, in the view of Japan, was not just
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an occupied region, but also profitable region. To clarify, Japan occupied Korea with
the “Assimilation Policy” with an effort to take advantage from Korea. For this
reason, Japanese troops have forced Koreans to work for them to propel economic
development, as well as, to work as labors in any other conditions, such as, mining
workers and sex slavery for Japanese army (Chang, 2004 and Tansiengsom, 2007).
Moreover, this inhumane abuse also enforced Koreans to move to the area where
Japan occupied. It made these Koreans move to work under Japanese troops
command in Japan, Manchuria, Siberia, Mongolia,  Taiwan, Southeast Asia, South
Pacific, and also in China (Chang, 20043. Consequently, Koreans was made scattered
out of their homeland.

After Japan defeated the World War 11, Japan lose its influences over
the occupied regions andeturned the colonial regions to the victor of War, America.
Still, there was lots of Kogeans seattcred over the colonized area. Though some were
sent home, but some age still neglected inf"ghé place where Japan used to occupy. For
this reason, there were lots of Korcans Who ‘were left out side their homeland. By
Japan’s surrender in 1945, aumber-of ovefs*é_a_' Korean reached 5 million. This was an
increase of 4.7 million in just 35 yéars undei;_czz(!;flgonial rule, accounting for 20 percent
of the entire Korean populatiotrat the time (Cﬁéﬁg; 2004).

Under Japanese colonial rule, Korean migration was greatly increased
by political exile, foreced migration, and forcible drafting. However, migration of
Koreans at the time-of colonialism was considered foreed migrants. In addition to
economic and  labor exploitation, though “different records show some deviation,
Chang (2004) further indicated that 1.2 million is generally accepted as the total
number of Korean forced to migrate.oversea during the colonial period. Currently, the
ethnic, Koteans' are!left in Japan-and ‘Chinarin a great number. |Afier Japan’s defeat,
oversea Koreans in Japan became stateless. They were draft as “Japanese” but lost
their Japanese status with Japan’s defeat.

Kwon (1997) indicated that Japan emerged as a major destination of
Korean emigrants during the 1920s. The major destination in this period was Japan as
well as Manchuria. In addition, pattern of movement was Koreans from two areas,
Koreans from the northern and southern part. Koreans from the north would move to

Manchuria while the southern people moved to Japan. The estimated number of those
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who moved to Manchuria was 320 thousand while those to Japan were of 33
thousand. However, the emigrants of Koreans to Japan and Manchuria had one thing
in common in their characteristics, which is the mobility was caused by deterioration
of agriculture and the reluctant extreme poverty of Korean farmers due to ruthless
agricultural exploitation by the colonial regime. On the contrary, the difference was
also explicit. Migrants to Japan originated from the southern agricultural areas and
were employed in construction fields, factories, and mines as a low-skilled laborer.
This is because these migrant was employed by low.wages. In contrast, the movement
to Manchuria was an agricultural migraﬁon to antroduce farming on the barren land.
Later, these Koreans formed the dominant ethnic group in Manchuria and then settled
and lived accordingly. They alsosscattered in the attached area of Chinese-Manchurian
border as well.

Table 5: Estimated Number of Korean Mi!grants to Japan and Manchuria, 1910-1945

YEAR / ’/ 7 TIAPANS W MANCHURIA
1911-1915 AT 150,074
1916-1920 33,976 2l 174,595
1921-1925 138,290 fiie 24200
1926-1930 200330 101,404
1931-1935 762,424 175,511
1936-1940 456,483 565,229
1941-1945 739,244 -

Source: Adapted frem Kwon (1997)

2. Korean War and Post-War Migration

Aficr Japan liberated Korea for independefice, political 'administration
was still unsmooth because Korcan was closely watched by two great power
countries; Soviet and America. These two counterparts were divided by political
entities: communism and democracy, known as Cold War. For this reason, Korean
War was a result of this turbulence, officially enacted in 1950-1953. According to the
War, Korea has separated itself into two states, Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea (North Korea) and Republic of Korea (South Korea) by the 3 g™ parallel. North

Korea which attached to Soviet is administered by Communism, whereas, South
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Korea, followed the American party, takes a Democracy administration. From the
Korean War, there are casualties up to 3.97 million persons and separated family
accounted for 10 millions by approximation (Tansiengsom, 2007). Due to the
starvation and communism administration in North Korea, there was a great number
of Koreans tried to escape into South Korea or even escaped to China and then
smuggled to enter to South Korea. This caused a kind of migration due to some forces
in the unrest area.

However, South Korea has developed itself accordingly to become an
economic leader at the present time.g Otherwise, as recorded, there were some
migratory issues occurringsduring the development in South Korea. It can be said that
Koreans tended to moveout of their home country in the period of industrialization to
work a labor worker in oilstich ¢ountries in'the Middle East (Massey, 2003 and Castle
and Miller, 2009). Massey also furthered that migration in industrialization period
was common in a large-scale as there v"q_asr also the massive flow of capital, raw
materials, as well as goods back and fortﬁ'—-be"tween Europe, America, Asia and the
Pacific. Therefore, the inflow of capitalism":;qade various nations associated with the
expanding economy and incorperated into the tggll"()bal trading. This also facilitated the
mass migration more and more: -

Castles and Miller (2009) stated that Koreans exported labor to work
in the Middle East_in the 1970s-1980. This made an cxplicit inflow of global
migration in this period more and more. Most Koreans-are considered high-skilled
labor under the Korean“construction companies. They were also encouraged to work
in contract with the Arab e¢ompanies including the/provision of labor. This indicated

that Koreans’ movement is significant in the period of industrialization.

Migration to America

However, after the unrest situation in Korean War during 1950-1953,
United States led the United Nations (UN) forced to help South Korea. Throughout
the war, South Korea and The United States built close ties as allies and consequently,
Koreans were given opportunities to emigrate to the States. Kwon (1997) stated that
Koreans emigrants to US were categorized into three types. The first group was

Korean women who married to American soldiers. The second group was the
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movement was the movement of students who aimed to get advanced degrees. The
third group was Korean orphans caused by the war, mostly mixed blood children of
American soldiers and Korean women deserted due to strong social prejudice in
Korean society.

According to the immigration statistics, the total numbers of student
migrants were about 6,000 by 1965, The soldier accompanied women totaled 37,000
during 1950-1964, and orphan adopted by American families numbered 6,300
between 1955-1966 (Choe and Park, 1996 cited in-Kwon, 1997). Moreover, there
were some problems to the student—type;lmigration that 1s these students did not return
to their homeland after graduation. ' This was considered “brain drain”, the most
important migratory moyvement of Koreans to the United States.

The number of Koreans in US increased steadily after the Korean War.
The U.S. census counted Korean populatf(’)nd_as 70,000 in 1970 and 800,000 in 1990
(Kwon, 1997). This shows an increase;"dof eleven times during these 20 years.
However, the early moyers were mostl}'f-'?individual migrants, but the growth of
migration from the late 1960s was accou‘l:;t_;ed_ for by an increasing proportion of
invited migrants by families and. relatives;iécordmg to the number of Korean
residing oversea, by 1995, Kwen further indicated that Koreans permanently resided
in the United Statés-were 1.66 million, which accounted for 33.6 percent of total

number of Korean residing oversea.

3. Contemporary-Migration of Koreans

In [contemperary society, Korea| recently develops itself to be an
advanced industrialization country or developed country. However, Korean society is
now’facing a‘sociall problem that'is the aging soc¢iety (Lie,'2007). Korean government
has tried to repatriate Koreans who reside oversea to return to their homeland in order
to solve such problem. Therefore, the foreign nationalities whose ethnicity was
Korean or Korean relatives are also welcome. This is to supply those repatriated
Koreans into the labor market. Moreover, with the trend of globalization, a number of
Koreans have currently moved to spend their live in the countries of low living

expense, but the value of living are similar to Korea.
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Migration issues of Korea have a long history related to many factors.
The mentioned historical literature reveals the origin and reality of Korean migration
over the past 150 year and makes clear the proper understanding of Koreans who
scatter worldwide. As migration process was so complicated, but there is a migration
in other new forms still. Moreover, this issue should be closely watched and continues

to see the future of Korean migrants.in contemporary society.

REVIEWS ON RELATED LITERATURE

As this rescarch COHCGI‘;IS mainly to Koreans residing in Thailand,
related and previous works would involve those studied using Thailand as a place of
destination. However, du€ to'the works of Korean migration to Thailand is rarely
found, the researches of'neighboring countries, such as Japan, would be mostly
reviewed because it is'clogely/linked fo Korea in some extents. Therefore, the pattern
of Korean migration to Thailand also appe;"adrsr in the similar manner to that of Japanese.
So, it can be stated that migration of'J apari;é‘é'e ‘and Koreans shares some something in
common interchangeably. 'J:J' A,

2 dd

Hisayo Kinoshita (2002) revc_g._lc_(} in her work, entitled “The Migration

2

of Japanese Residing in Chiang Mai City,” emphasizing on process of migration,
factors affecting Japa—nese migrants to Chiang Mai, as well as, their lifestyles. The
result showed that Japanese started to migratc into the North of Thailand in 1959 as
Thai government promoted the international investment in Thailand. This made
Japanese migrate| firstly with"the purpose of working in Northern Region Industrial
Estate. Later,%inh 1998-1999, Thailand had attracted Japanese by the campaign of
Amagzing, Fhailand, Y eat~T his- attracted j Japanese~in warious groups, such as NGOs,
education, foundation,"and'tourism:“However, these Japanese reasoned-€hiang Mai as
a place of low cost of living for their first rank and followed by a good atmosphere in

the second choice. Interestingly, they perceived Chiang Mai as a city of safe

environment, similar to Japan, compared to Bangkok.

Wilai Tomoda (2004) indicated in her work focusing on Japanese

tourists, named ‘“Factors Attracting the Japanese Tourists to Visit Chiang Mai
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Province.” The subjects in her work were 250 Japanese, who mostly were female,
aged between 21-35 years old. The finding illustrated that the factors affecting tourists
to visit Chiang Mai were the concerns of safety, local hospitality and tourist
attractions. Therefore, they satisfied on cultural and historical features and beauty
scenery of Chiang Mai. However, they expected local services to be able to

communicate in their native language more and more.

The research entitled “Quality lbife of Japanese’s Long Stay Tourists in
Mueang District Chiang Mai Province”-lby Momoko Takisawa (2009) has studied on
100 Longstay Japanese migrants in Chiang Mai. Her work aimed to study Japanese’s
quality of life, factors related to quality of life and their adaptation to local society.
The result indicated that there ‘were no statistical difference between personal
characteristics and qualityof life, as'in sex, age rank, family in Japan, marital status,
education, occupation,/income source a"gd' economic status. On the other hand,
correlation between overall personal chara'c:;iéri’s'tics affecting to quality of life was not
statistically different as well. Therefore, J:;{ll long stay factors were in positive
correlation with 9 parts of J apanesé’s qualit};_bi'glﬁfe; which are living satisfaction, job,
habitat, safety, leisure activities; physical heé’lth;' 'social relationship, reliable friend or
family and economie_condition. Moreover, their adaptive behaviors to locality are

also in positive corrclation with quality of life.

The research “A Management Model of Longstay Tourism for
Japanese Tourists.«ini Chiang Mai Provinee”, done by Warach Madhyamaburush
(2009), emphasized on long stay Japanese’s behavior, factors related to Japanese’s
behayior and model -appropriated to these Japanese, The subjectswere 188 Japanese
retirees; whose age is of 63 years old in average. Their income came mostly from
retirement pension welfare from the government. Length of stay varies from 3-12
months. For the result on travelling activities, these Japanese tend to travel in group,
ranged from 3-5 persons. They also rented a condominium fully-furnished by well-
equipped facilities, and located in the urban area where there are convenient
infrastructures surrounded, such as hospital, restaurant and golf course. Therefore, it

was found that their age coorelated to their payment and the service received, expense
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during travelling correlated to length of travel, level of education correlated to types
of natural tourist attraction, age correlated to types of cultural and historical tourist

attraction, and lastly, level of satisfaction correlated to travelling activities.

Prathurng Hongsranagon (2006) stated in his work “Information
Provision — One More Necessity for Long Stay Tourism of Japanese Pensioners in
Chiangmai” that Japanese love to spend theis'time oversea after retirement. During
this period of freedom, Japanese pensioners-prefeito spend some of their time as
long-term tourists with no_caieer respo-;lsibility and any care-taking responsibilities.
After a long hard working period of 30-40 years, their aim is to make use of their
second life in a valuablefandsmeaningful way. They expect their retirement to be a
relaxing time, filled with'acgivities ‘they have never before done in their lives. For
instance, Japanese penSioneérs would Tike o find out about traditional ways of living in
developing countries. /They want to tr(ily' learn more about foreigners through
experiencing their local way of living. Retijé'd Japanese would also like to spend more
time with their spouses in order to compé:;l__s'at_e for their negligence towards them

i

while working. T .

However, _though there are no related works involving Koreans
residing or spending time in Thailand, the emergence of Koreans in Thailand is
interesting to study. This is because they tend to spend time in the same manner as
Japanese did. This also implies something in common*in East Asian communities.
Migration in form of long/tay also catches attention for further research.

There (is just one work studying Koreans wesiding in Thailand.
However, the research content does not concern to migration directly, but involves
their attittides towards the situdtion in Korea. It ‘'showed 'some implications on push
factorsiregarding politics that may affect them to move oversea. The research had
done by Go Gi Won (2007), entitled “Attitudes on Diplomacy and National Security
of Koreans Living in Thailand.” He studied on 366 Koreans emphasizing on their
attitudes. The result indicated that Koreans perceived their history in the average
level. They are also proud of being Korean, in terms of nationalism, in the high level.
Interestingly, they expressed that the two Koreas should unify into one country and it

is necessary to publicize the understanding of North Korea to Koreans living oversea.
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According to a primary search in Thailand’s thesis database, it was
found that there are no works concerned to Korean migration in Thailand, except the
one of Go Gi Won (2007). The existence of research would be only that of Japan.
However, those study of Japanese migration in terms of push and pull factors are less
interested as well. There would be only the studies concern to pull factors, as well as,

attitudes in the destination area.
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CHAPTER III

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

In this research study, methodology used aimed to investigate the main
focuses on push and pull factors of Korean migration to Thailand. Details of research
methodology, data collection and data analysis‘Can'be presented as follows:

1. Study design

2. Population.and sample size

3. Researchafistsiment and design

4. Data collection . &

5. Data anal ysis o

STUDY DESIGN

This study was-both quantit-'ll-t-i%-\fé and qualitative research. The area
of study closely examined Kérean who res;dés-in Chiang Mai province, Thailand.
This is because Chiang Mai is one of provinces in Thafland that is best for long-
stay settlement among foreigners, including immigrants. Therefore, Chiang Mai is
also the place of destination that attracts foreign migrants, especially migrants
from East Asia, such as Japanese and Kogean. It can be seen through the Korean
community and the establishment of Korean Embassy in Chiang Mai in order to
facilitate themi‘more and more.

Although there ate a 10ts of Koreanyresiding allover mdny big cities
in Thailand, such as in Bangkok and Chonburi, which i considered business and
industrialized area respectively, the purpose of those Koreans who move into
Thailand are different. Those in the two cities mentioned are Koreans who migrate
for a purpose of migrant workers; that is they were sent to work by a main
headquarter in Korea working in a subsidiary company in Thailand, while those

who reside in Chiang Mai seem to move voluntarily with a variety of purposes.
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As mentioned earlier that this research aimed to study the push-pull
factors of Korean migration, the study, focusing on voluntary migrants, hopes to
reveal an explicit and various results rather than working group. So, the study of
Korean voluntary migrants residing in a long term, especially in Chiang Mai, can

have a wider range of respondents and discussions.
POPULATION AND SAMPLE SIZE

The population-n thisiesearch is Koreans who reside in Chiang
Mai province, Thailand,for at'least 90 days according to the mutual Immigration
Act (The Act was agreedbyThailand and Korea to allow Koreans to stay over the
Kingdom for a period 0f90.days and can be extended twice). Koreans hereinafter
do not include tousiSts. & Therefore, thfeyd_must have registered to Chiang Mai
Korean Association and aged at least ZO ;/ear—of-age because they can perceive
and complete the questions thoroughly. s

The total number 6f samphr{g‘ are calculated based on Taro Yamane

1969) with a precision level of £5% an:j_j%‘;% of total population. The Korean
p - .

350 members. Then, the total sample size of this reseaich can be calculated as

follows:

Formula n = N
II+N (e)?
Where n = "number/of'samplinglused
N = number of total population
e = error of sampling (0.05 or 5%)
Then n = 350

1 +350 (0.05)>
n = 186.67
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So, the appropriated size of sampling in this research was 187
respondents. However, the expected size is that of 190 because it can be easily

calculated in statistical data.

RESEARCH INSTRUMENT AND DESIGN

Questionnaires are used assa .main instrument in quantitative
research methods in ordei to ask for 11V1ng condition and quality of life, as well as,
perceptions and attitudes on-push- pull factors. Types of questions are opened-
ended and rating scale gquestions. Therefore, the entire questionnaire hopes to be
classified into 5 parts, as*follows: )

Part 1. Charactenistics of respondents

Part 2#Living €onditions and quality of life in Korea

Part 3: Perceptions and Atﬂtudes of Push Factors in Korea

Part 4: Liying/conditions and quality of life in Chiang Mai

Part 5: Perceptlons and Att1fudes of Pull Factors in Chiang Mai

Firstly, in part1, questlons_al‘m to ask personal data, regarding
gender, age, education, maritak status as well as rehglon.r Family members, career,
income, expense, accommodations, length of stay, and-5o on, are accordingly
surveyed in part 2 and 4. Part 2 mainly comprised of the questions referring to
conditions in Koreay while that of part 4 based on-situations in Chiang Mai.
Similarly, in part 3 and 5,'questions involved the migratory push and pull factors.
Part 3 is factors in Korea where part 5 concerns those in Chiang Mai. Otherwise,
factors are divided in accordance to “Push-Pull Theory of Migration”, which are:

1) £cenomic factors

2) Social factors

3) Political factors

4) Environmental factors

For qualitative data collection, interview would be conducted as
well. Subjects in an interview are Thai government organization for the policy

implication suited to the Korean and their needs. The data received are then
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combined and synthesized in relation to early questionnaire respondents.

Eventually, the ultimate results can be discussed and concluded.
DATA COLLECTION

In this research, data collected is gathered from two main resources as
follows:

1. Primary.Data

The primary. data are ﬁéathered from questionnaires completed by
Koreans residing in Chiang Mai and registering to Chiang Mai Korean Association.
Period of data collections§ conducted during January, 2011. There were three mains
methods for gaining the data. 1 5

1) QueStionnhaites' are”Jeft at the Chiang Mai Korean Association. In
case that Koreans stopped by the Assoé@tfon for their affair, they can fill in the
information by the request of officers.

2) Questionnaires ate sent "{c the Koreans by mail and some are
provided to the Korean—owned"'ﬁus-iness mn C_l;;e{f;g Mai. These Koreans are suggested
to complete the questionnaires by the Chianig'f Mai Korean Association.

3) Questionnaires are left at the leader of Keicans, who have stayed in
each area of Chiang Mai (each district) and then they are provided to Koreans on the
weekly Sunday meeting.

2. Secondary Data

Secondary data necessary for the research are eollected from related
theories, researches, journals, related-documents, textbooks, previous works as well as

internet sites.
DATA ANALYSIS

After collecting data from questionnaires, respondents can be

analyzed by means of “descriptive statistics”. The result aims to find out

frequency, percentage, average mean (X), and statistic deviation (S.D.) of living
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conditions and quality of life, as well as, attitudes and perceptions drawn from
push and pull factors.
In questionnaires, scale rated is categorized into 5 levels, which are:
Level 5 means strongly agree

Level 4 means somewhat agree

Level 3 mean, neutral

Level 2 / hat disagree

Level 1 1sagree
RespoM ing sca e ca interpreted in averaged mean

where the scores refer

Scores between strongly positive attitude
Scores betw .- F20° positive attitude

Scores betwee ' -7 A moderate attitude

Scores between negative attitude
Scores between strongly negative attitudes
was done, the result for living

conditions and quahty of llfe‘ﬂﬁiété’l and Chiang Mai (part 2 and 4) are then brought

two areas.

evet! thie interview neels’to be conducted concurrently. Results

- L TRk LT T L

to ask for the &lhcy implication to facilitate Koreeg in Chiang Ma

ARIANN TN IR1INYIA L



CHAPTER 1V

ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION

This chapter intends to illustrate the details of data analysis.
Information shown below would be detailed into 2 main sections. The first one
indicated the overview of data drawn from/questionnaires and the second section deal
with the finding and discussion: 3

This research was conducted by means.of quantitative research using
questionnaires as a researchetool. The number of questionnaires was spread out to
Koreans in the Korean Association I‘in Chiang. Mai. Province. However, the
questionnaires were received' for 190 coﬁié;s m return. These numbers would then be
carried out for the total sample Size and they would be calculated for a 100 percent.
Even though there were also some mlssmg"data in the questionnaires, the rest of them
would also be calculated accordmg to: the actpal valid percentage.

The descriptive statlstlcs would be used for the analysis, along with the
frequency, percentage dlStI‘lbuthH means aer_standard deviation. The symbol of

those abbreviations'would enhst as follows:

N |~ means —the total number of fespondents
X means the averaged mean of respondents
S.D. means standard deviation

1. OVERVIEW OF QUESTIONNAJIRE RESPONDENTS

In this section, data drawn from questionnaire would be detailed into 5
main parts, which are 1) general information of respondents, 2) living conditions and
quality of life in Korea, 3) attitudes towards living conditions in Korea, 4) living
conditions and quality of life in Chiang Mai, and 5) attitudes towards living

conditions in Chiang Mai.
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1.1 General Information of Respondents

Characteristics of respondents comprised of five main aspects, which
are gender, age, level of education, marital status and religion. Summary of

frequencies and percentage of respondent are shown below;

Table 6: General information of respondents

GENERAL INEORMATION 2 N PERCENTAGE (%)
Gender
Male 59 31.1
Female 131 68.9
Togal A2 190 100
Age
21— 30 years old 18 9.6
31 —40 years old - 77 40.5
41 — 50 years old 69 36.3
51— 60 years old 15 7.9
61— 70 years old 11 5.7
_Total ~ ~ ° S 190, 100
Level of Education
Secondary Sehool 35 18.4
Bachelor’s degree 124 65.3
Master’s degree 28 14.7
Doctordl degree 3 1.6
Total 190 100
Marital Status
Single 48 25.3
Married 133 70.0
Widow 9 4.7
Total 190 100
Religion
No religion 6 3.2
Christianity 183 96.3
Buddhism 1 0.5

Total 190 100
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According to the information shown in table 6, it indicated that from
total 190 respondents, 131 samples or 68.9% of total Koreans in the surveyed are
female, while 59 samples or 31.1% are male.

A majority of Korean respondents are in the age of 3140 years old,
which is considered as 40.5%. Therefore, 36.3% of the respondents are in 41-50 years
of age. Respondents of 21-30 years of age. 5160 years old and 61-70 years old are
in the latter group, which indicated 9.6%, 7.9% and'5.7% respectively.

Levels of'edueation, according to-the'respondents, are also varied. 124
respondents held the Bachelor’s. degree, outnumbered 65.3%. Secondary school level
is in the latter group, whigh valued 184%. Moreover, a higher level of education is
also available. Among thesengire respondents Master’s degree level is found for 28
respondents, whereas JDoctoral degree 1s. shown for 3 respondents. This indicated
14.7% and 1.6% respectively. | * e

Asking about marital status:'ZEO% of the respondents (133 respondents)
get married. 25.3% or 48 respondents aré _single, while 4.7% or 9 respondents are
widows. iz iy

In terms of rg_l{g_ious belieﬁ?t_hjc,; majority of Korean respondents in

Chiang Mai are faith in Christianity, outnumbered 96.3%. Just 0.5% of these

respondents believed'in Buddhism. However, 3.2% stated-that they are no religion

respondents. This means that they do not believe in any religious doctrines.

1.2'Living Conditions and Quality of Life'in' Korea

For«the, pait of living conditions andsquality of life while living in
Korea,'details of data would combine together a mumber 'offamily,’occupation, source
of income, monthly income, monthly expense, type of living and accommodation as
well as the vehicle used. Frequencies and percentage of respondents are illustrated in

the tables below;
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Table 7: Number of family members in the same household in Korea

IN THE SAME HOUSEHOLD IN KOREA N [|messca

0 member (stay alone) 20 11.1

1 member 48 26.7

2 members 48 26.7

3 members 22 12.2

4 members 34 18.9

5 members - -

6 members 8 4.4
Tota!{, " 180 100

In the part of family, the questionnaire started asking the questions by
means of number of family members.- This question is the open question which aims
the respondents to complete the blank of question independently. According to the
data shown in table 7, 4while living in Korea, a majority of respondents stayed with
their family members. The number of family ranged variedly. 26.7% of the
respondents stated that they lived with 2;’3;' family members equally, while 18.9%
stayed with those of 4 members: 12.2% of ‘;he f:espondents are of 3 family members
and 4.4% comprised of 6 family members. However, 11.1% of the respondents

indicated that the stay-alone-with-no-family members:

Table 8: Occupation in Korea

OCCUPATIONIN KOREA N PERCENTAGE (%)

No work 101 53.1

Housewife/ house worker 43 22.6

Retiree 8 4.2

Other 50 26.3

Work 89 46.9

Officer in private company 24 12.6

Personal business 34 17.9
Language teacher - -

Missionary 8 4.2

Other 23 12.1

Total 190 100
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As shown in table 8, a majority of respondents has no work while
living in Korea, accounted for 53.1%. However, the reasons of not working are also
varied accordingly. 26.3% out of non-working condition do not state why they do not
work. 22.6% stated that they work as household worker without earning money
outside home, whereas 4.2% of non-werking group indicated that they are retirees.

Therefore, 46.9% of the overall respondents informed that they
conveyed a working condition while living in“Kozea. 17.9% in this group said that
they worked for their own peisonal buginess. 12.6% worked as officers in a private
company. 12.1% worked.in other forms, such as, government officer and taxi drivers.

Moreover, 4.2% pursueditheizwotks as missionary.

v

Table 9: Source of income in Korea

.J"-* L
SOURCE OF INC Y/IN K(DREA~r ) N PERCENTAGE (%)

From work (salary) ! _‘ 104 55.9
Money saving A 7 3 1.6
Pension g 5 2.7
Profit from|aay-kinds-of mnvestment ol 8.6
Other ’ 58 31.2

Total 186 100

Aslillustratediin table9; half ofithg'réspondents; valued 55.9%, stated
that the source,of iIncome are from their work (salary).” Apart from that, sources of
income are from investment profit, pension and feney saving, acéounted for 8.6%,
2.7%" and '1.6% rtespeetively. (However;, almost one third of the respondents (31.2%)
indicated that their source of income is in the other form. They stated that their source

of income is from their husband or the leader of family.
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MONTHLY INCOME IN KOREA

(per person - include all kinds of income) N e
Lower than 1,500,000 KRW 29 16.2
1,500,001 — 2,000,000 KRW 16 8.9
2,000,001 — 2,500,000 KRW 23 12.8
2,500,001 — 3,000,000 KRW 33 18.4
3,000,001 — 3,500,000 KRW 11 6.1
Higher than 3,500,001 KRW 42 23.5
No income 25 14

T)t{l// ) 179 100

According {0 table 10,72 majority of respondents (23.5%) indicated that

they gained higher than 3,500,001 KRW per month per person. The data also
indicated that the latter level of-income wér'e in 2,500,001 — 3,000,000 KRW, lower
than 1,500,000 KRW and 2,000,001 — 2,50(?,000 KRW, which valued 18.4%, 16.2%
and 12.8% respectively. Therefore, it folloWé(i i)y the level of 1,500,001 — 2,000,000
KRW and 3,000,001 — 3,500,000 KRW., accredited 8.9% and 6.1% respectively.

However, 14% out of the overall respondents informed -that they have no income.

Additionally, they gave a reason of no income that they gained income from their

husband.

Table 11: Monthly expense in' Korea

MONTHLY EXPENSE IN KOREA

(per, person- include@ll kinds, of payment) N N O TAGE(4)
Lower than 1,500,000 KRW 67 39.0
1,500,001 — 2,000,000 KRW 24 14.0
2,000,001 — 2,500,000 KRW 32 18.6
2,500,001 — 3,000,000 KRW 17 9.9
3,000,001 — 3,500,000 KRW 9 5.2
Higher than 3,500,001 KRW 23 134

Total 172 100
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According to the data in table 11 above, a majority of respondents
(39.0%) indicated that they paid lower than 1,500,000 KRW per month per person. In
addition, the data also indicated that 18.6% paid around 2,000,001 — 2,500,000 KRW
per month, 14.0% paid 1,500,001 — 2,000,000 KRW, 13.4% paid higher than
3,500,001 KRW. Therefore, 9.9% of the total respondents spent 2,500,001 —
3,000,000 KRW approximately, while only 5.2% spent for 3,000,001 — 3,500,000
KRW.

Table 12: Type of living and.accommodation in Korea

TYPE OF Lnﬁui./ IN KOREA N PERCENTAGE (%)
Type of living N
Rent - with the price of ... KR W/month 40 212
Bought or being owner 141 74.6
Other 4 8 4.
WY G 189 100
Type of Accommodation —,
Condominium = 'If" 9 4.8
House (area available) == 70 37.0
Dormitory/apartment 110 58.2
Other \ -
Total 189 100

Asking for living area, the respondents were asked in order to fill in a
blank. The result turned out that they were mostly from Seoul (56 respondents), the
capital, of (Republic of Kerea: Incheonywenesin thersecond ,rank=(3} respondents),
followed " by Gwang-ju (22' respondents), Busan (7 ‘respondents); Daejeon (5
respondents) and Jeju (5 respondents).

Therefore, according to table 12, a majority of respondents lived
apartment, valued 58.2%. Over one half of the respondents (37.0%) stayed in a house
where there is an area available, while only 4.8% stayed in the condominium.
However, asking for type of living, they mostly possessed the accommodation with

ownership (bought the apartment), valued 74.6%. Only 21.2% rented the
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accommodation with the price of 1,000,000-1,500,000 KRW per month. Moreover,
4.2% of the respondent stated that they stayed with their parents or grandparents’

house without any rental fee.

Table 13: Type of vehicles used in Korea

TYPE OF VEHICLE USED IN KOREA 7 N PERCENTAGE (%)
Bicycle - 3 1.6
Motorcycle - Rent A - -

=Bought 1 ;

~#Othex 3 -
Car (85.2%) 43 22.6

- Rent - -

“ Bought 119 62.6
Public transportation (bus, underground) 25 13.2
Other , = ) .

rétaf 190 100

From the data™illusirated m '%é-lble 13, 161 respondents (85.2%)
indicated that they frequently used cav as the main. vehicle whenever they were in
Korea, while 62.2% ot this-cai-uscd-aie-being-under-ownership (bought). However,
this car used did netl appear in rental status. In addition, 13.2% of the overall
respondents use public transportation such bus and underground. Only 1.6% indicated

the use of bicycle when they*went out.

1.3 Attitudes Concerning Living Conditions in Korea

This part deals with the attitudes concerning-living conditions in Korea.
Details'of data would illustrate in 4 main parts in relation to “Push-Pull Theory of
Migration”, which are; 1) Economic factors, 2) Social Factors, 3) Political Factors
and 4) Environmental Factors.

Therefore, respondents from rating scale would be interpreted in
averaged mean (X) where the scores refer to five levels of significant. Positive
attitude means a high level, whereas negative attitude is of a low level. Details are

enlisted as follows;
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Table 14: Attitudes concerning living conditions in Korea

RELATED FACTORS Inter
(IN KOREA) LEVEL OF SATISFACTION (%) X S.D. | preta
Economic Factors Highest High Medium Low Lowest tion
N fﬂg;’pp"““mty 14 57 9 2 i 331 | ogo | Mode
= (7.40%) | (30.20%) | (48.70%) | (13.80%) rate
I2\1. —Rﬁ[geg of return from employment 24 20 132 13 3.29 0.77 Motde
B (12.70%) | (10.60%) | (69.80%) | (6.90%) rate
13\1' _Cfgtg"““’mg 25 65 00 361 | 071 | Posi
- (13.20%)-(34.40%) | (52:40%) tive
4 Taxrat 5 43 98 2 337 | 086 | Mode
= @820%)" | /(22.80%) | (51.90%) "(12.20%) rate
5. _Economic condition in general 20 30 129 10 3.32 0.73 Mode
N =189 (10060%) ff (15.90%) |.(68:30%) |+(5.30%) rate
Total Attitude of Economi¢ Factors (N=945) 338 | 0.78 D::ie
> Y 5 o _ Interp
Social Factors 4 Highest® | High %] Medium Low Lowest X S.D. | retati
’ & il on
16\1' _S‘i‘gegty in life 38 90 66 383 | 070 | Posi
B (17450%) L (47:90%) | 34.90%) tive
7. Social service and right to be Mode
served by government 3 40 Tk 62 7 2.84 | 0.85
N = 189 (3.70%) | €21.20%) | (40.70%) | (32.80%) | (3.70%) rate
8. _Regginess of public infrastructures. 15 75 77 15 4 3.44 0.83 P.OSl
N=1 (3 10%)—(40.30%) | (ALA0%)(8.10%) 4| (2.20%) tive
9. Transportation system and Strong
domestic transport 70 90 29 4.22 | 0.69 | lyPosi
N =189 (37.00%) | (47.60%)""(15.30%) tive
10. Population density and congestion Posi
in local area 57 82 47 3 4.02 | 0.78 .
N =189 (B0:20%)y | ((43.40%) |=(24:90%) | (1:60%) tive
11. Effectiveness of educational Posi
system 26 62 88 10 3 3.52 | 0.85 .
N = 189 (13.80%) | (32.80%) | (46.60%) | (5.30%) | (1.60%) tive
12. Quantity of touristic:and Mode
recreational sites 12 79 65 28 5 3.34 0.90
N =189 (6.30%) | '(#1.80%) | (34.40%)"| (14.80%) | (2.60%) rate
13. Quality and quantity of health Posi
care service 59 85 40 5 4.05 | 0.79 .
N = 189 (31.20%) | (45.00%) | (21.20%) | (2.60%) tive
14. Hospitality and friendliness of Posi
local people 32 56 70 31 3.47 | 0.96 .
N = 189 (16.90%) | (37.00%) | (37.00%) | (16.40%) tive
15. Local wisdom, tradition and Posi
culture 30 59 83 12 5 351 | 092 .
N = 189 (15.80%) | (31.10%) | (43.70%) | (630%) | (2.60%) tive
. . Posi
Total Attitude of Social Factors (N= 1887) 3.62 0.91 r
1ve
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Table 14: Attitudes concerning living conditions in Korea (continue)

RELATED FACTORS o Inter
(IN KOREA) LEVEL OF SATISFACTION (%) _
X S.D. | preta
Political Factors Highest Highi || Medium Low Lowest tion
Ar
16. Political stability and policy of Mode
the country 1 17 132 36 3 2.88 | 0.59
N =189 (0.50%) | (9.00%) | “(69°80%)"| (19.00%) | (1.60%) rate
17._ political and administrative leader 7 27 102 43 10 2.88 0.84 Mode
N =189 07702 (14.30%) | (54:00%) ["@2:80%) | (5.30%) rate
18._ Chances of political participation ¢ 6 103 60 14 2.63 0.79 Mode
N =189 G207 4 (320%) | 64.50%). | G1:70%) | (7.40%) rate
19. Domestic and international ‘ Mode
political condition 6 6 104 63 10 2.66 | 0.76
N = 189 (320%) | (3.20%) | (55:00%) 4(33.30%) | (5.30%) rate
20. Transparency of country’s : Neoa
administration 1 12 99 55 22 2.55 | 0.80 N
N = 189 (0050%) | (630%) 44 (52.40%) [ (29:10%) | (11.60%) tive
Total Attitude of Political Factors (N= 945) 272 | 0.77 “;[:ie
y . = = _ Inter
Environmental Factors HigheSg =1="“High catiim Low Lowest X | S.D. | preta
—_— T tion
12\1 l;lilré\gronment suited to locate in 19 2 77 1 3.58 0.75 P.OSl
B (10.10%) | (43.40%) | (40.70%) | (5.80%) tive
22._Al§undance of natural resource 3 2 86 60 14 2.70 0.85 Mode
N =189 (1.60%) | (13.80%) | (45.50%) | (31.70%) | (7.40%) rate
23. Quality of water Mode
(cleanness of river, stream) 8 55 89 29 8 3.14 | 0.87
N = 189 (420%).. | (29.10%) | (47.10%) | (15.30%). | (4.20%) rate
24. Quality of air Mode
(fresh air/ no dust/ no smoke) 6 39 110 23 11 3.03 0.83
N =189 (320%) | (20.60%) | (58.20%) | (12.20%) | (5.80%) rate
IZ\JS._\?/;;te and garbage mdnagement 46 <0 0 4 5.88 0.83 P.OSl
- (24.30%)] (42.30%) | (31.70%) (1.60%) tive
I2\16._(ilge;mness of city in general 0 75 64 3 3.80 0.83 P.OSl
- (22.20%) | (39.70%) | (33.90%) | (4.20%) tive
Total Attitude of Environmental Factors (N=1134) 3.35 0.93 D::ie
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According to the data shown in table 14, a majority of respondents
seems to have a moderate attitude towards economic conditions in Korea, with a mean
value of 3.38.

Considering in details, it was found that most of the respondents tends

to have a moderate attitude towards job opportunity, rate of return from employment,

tax rate and general economic condition. These sub-categories in economic factors

accounted, by mean value, for 3.31, 3.29,3:37 and 3.32 respectively. However, cost
of living in Korea tends to have a positive attitude towards overall respondents. It
appeared with the means valueof 3.61 .JThis means cost of living in Korea is so high
among the attitude of Kozeans,

For social#facters; data revealed that overall respondents seem to have
a mean value of positive attitide towards social conditions in Korea, valued 3.62, by
interpretation. |

Most ofi'thel sub-categories in social factors were also in positive

attitude, which are safety in life (3.83), readiness of public infrastructures (3.44),

population density and congestion {4.02), 'e':;‘fect_iveness of educational system (3.52),

quality and quantity of health care service (4r051), hospitality and friendliness of local

people (3.47), as well as, locat-wisdoni tradition-and culture (3.51). However, only

social service and-right to _be _served by government and -quantity of touristic and

recreational sites are in the moderate attitudes, which valued 2.84 and 3.34

respectively. Interestingly, there is the only one sub-category in social factors that
tend to have a strongly“positive attitude<towards all respondents. This is the

transportation Systemiand domestic transport, outnumbered 4.22 by mean value.

In terms of political.factors, overall respondents enclosed the mean
value,0f'2.72 towards pohitical conditions‘in Koréa, which can inteipret an attitude of
moderate.

Four out of five sub-categories in political factors indicated in the same

way of moderate attitude. These can be seen in the political stability and policy of the

country, political and administrative leader, chances of political participation, as well

as, domestic and international political condition. Therefore, these categories

conveyed a mean value of 2.88, 2.88, 2.63 and 2.66 respectively. On the contrary,

overall respondents tend to have a negative attitude towards one category of political
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factors. It is the transparency of country’s administration, accredited 2.55 by mean

value.

For the last part of attitude towards Korea, overall respondents tend to
have a mean value of 3.35 towards environmental conditions in Korea, which means a
moderate attitude interpretation.

In this part, interpretation of attitude level is also varied. Respondents

seem to have positive attitude towards the sub-categories of the environment suited to

locate in, waste and garbage managemeni; as..well as, cleanness of city. The

respective value of these categeories is 3.58, 3.88.and 3.80 in order. Meanwhile, there
are also three sub-categozies that fall in\a moderate attitude among the environmental
conditions. The abundanée of natiral resource pursued a mean value of 2.70, the

quality of water revealed 3.145 whereas, the guality of air indicated for 3.03.

it

1.4 Living Conditions and Qﬁality of Life in Chiang Mai

For the part of hiving condiﬁdﬁs and quality of life while living in
Chiang Mai, details of data would be thé ‘same set as of asking in Korea. The
questions comprised of a number of famil;éd‘é‘éupation, source of income, monthly

income, monthly expense, type of living and accommodation as well as the vehicle

Frequencies and percentage of overall respondents are illustrated in the tables below;

Table 15: Arrival in/Thailandrand Chiang-Mai

ARRIVAL IN THAILAND N PERCENTAGE (%)

Arrival in Thailand (N = 190)

No 69 36.3

Yes 121 63.7
Arrival in Chiang Mai (N =190)

First time in Chiang Mai 119 62.6

Second time in Chiang Mai 71 37.4
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According to the data enlisted in table 16, when asked “Before
arriving at Chiang Mai, have you ever come to Thailand before?”, it was found that
63.7% answered “yes”, which means they used to come to Thailand before moving to
Chiang Mai. However, they reasoned that they mostly come to Thailand upon the
purpose of travelling. Only a few respondents stated with a purpose of working.
Moreover, just 36.3% of the respondents came to Thailand for their first time.

Relating to the previous question asking “If yes, have you ever come
to Chiang Mai before?”, the majority of the-réspondents (62.6%) turned out to be
“No”, which means this is_their first time both in Chiang Mai and in Thailand.
Moreover, 37.4% indicated that this is their second or third time in Chiang Mai.
Previously, they were ins€ChiangMai for travelling purpose, in both second and third

time.

Table 16: Living conditions in Chiang Mai

Fr =g
LIVING IN CHIANG-MAT = “ = N PERCENTAGE (%)

Stay with (N =190)

Alone 40 21.1
Family I3 59.5
Thai friends or relatives - -
Korean acquaintance 26 13.7
Other 8| 5.8
Total 190 100
Number of family member (N = 140)
0 16 11.4
1 25 17.9
2 32 229
3 41 29.3
4 23 16.4
5 3 2.1

Total 140 100
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Asking about their living condition in Chiang Mai, a majority of
respondents stays with their family, reported for 59.5%. 21.1% of the respondents
stated that they stay alone, while 13.7% stays with Korean acquaintance. Therefore,
only 5.8% of these Koreans stay with their grandparents.

In the part of family members, the questionnaire also asked the
respondents to complete the blank of question independently. According to the data
shown in table 17, while living in Chiang Mai a_majority of respondents stayed with
their family members. The number of family ranged variedly. 29.3% of the
respondents stated that they lived with 3 family members, while 22.9% stayed with
those of 2 members. 17.9% of'the respondents are of 1 family member and 16.4%
comprised of 4 family members. However, only 2.1% of the respondents indicated

that the stay in a big family with'S family members.

Table 17: Duration of staying in Chiang!Méi

DUR?; E(;INI fNyGi KIZ‘ETG '-_;‘ﬁ: N PERCENTAGE (%)
Start from » 2]

1 — 6 months ' 3 1.8
7 — 12 months l 21 13.0
13 — 18 monihs 4 2.5
19 — 24 months 3 1.8
25 —30 months 3 1.8
31 -36 months 24 14.8
37 — 42| months 18 11.1
43 — 48 months 21 13.0
49 — 54 months 9 5.6
555~ 60| menths 4 2.5
More than 60 months 52 32.1

Total 162 100

Asking when to start residing in Chiang Mai by completing in the
blank, the outcome is very interesting. After calculating into the actual duration of
month, it turns out that the majority of respondents has been residing in Chiang Mai

for more than 60 months (32.1%). 14.8% of the overall number has stayed in Chiang
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Mai for 31 — 36 months and 13% has resided for 43 — 48 months as well as that
amount of 7 — 12 months. The period of 37 — 42 months is in the latter rank, valued
11.1%. Period of 49 — 54 months, 55 — 60 months, and 13 — 18 months valued 5.6%,
2.5% and 2.5% respectively. However 1.8% is shown in the duration of 1 — 6 months,

13 — 18 months and also 25 — 30 months.

Table 18: Occupation in Chiang Mai

OCCUPATION IN'CHIANG MAI N PERCENTAGE (%)

No work 111 58.3
Housewife/ housewouker 60 31.5
Retiree 5 2.6

Other : 46 24.2

Work i 50 26.3
Officer in private company _ 1 0.5
Personal business - 17 8.9
Language teacher 'dda 4 2.1
Missionary 2= 21 11.1

Other ol 7 3.7
Studying ' 29 15.3
{Fotal 190 | 100

As shown in table 18, a majority of respondents has no work while
living in Chiang Mai, accounted. for 58.3%..However, with this amount, the reasons of
not working 1s they are house wotker, valued 31.5%. Being retiree is just 2.6% and
24.29% stated that they do not work without reasons.mentioned.

Therefore, 26.3% |of the overall respondents informed that they
conveyed a working condition while living in Chiang Mai. 11.1% in this group said
that they worked as missionary. 8.9% runs their own personal business. 2.1% worked
as language teacher and just 0.5% is officer in a private company. Moreover, 3.7%
worked as a tour guide in a officer owned by Koreans. Interestingly, 15.3% pursued

their education during their stay in Chiang Mai.
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TYPE OF VISA N PERCENTAGE (%)

No Visa 67 355
Tourist Visa 64 33.7
Non-Immigrant B 29 153
Non-Immigrant ED 11 5.8
Non-Immigrant O 18 9.5
Official Visa 1 0.5
Diplomatic Visa - -

To‘f{/ \ 190 100

Questioning the /type of visa, as shown in table 19, most of the

respondents indicated that'they have no visa during their stay in Chiang Mai. In the

following rank, 33.7% stated that they hold tourist visa. 15.3% of the data belongs to

visa in the type of Non-Immigrant B. However, there are also visa of Non-Immigrant

O and Non-Immigrant ED, These two types ~valued 9.5 and 5.8% respectively. Just

0.5% of the entire respondents possess the Official Visa.

Table 20: Plan to live in Chiang Mai

PLAN TO LIVE IN CHIANG MAT N | PERCENTAGE (%)
Plan set
wouldstay until.. ... 64 33.7
No plan set
Stay with unplanned limitation 105 553
Need to change nationality 3 1.6
Stay forever 11 5.8
Other 7 3.7
Total 190 100

Talking about the period of further stay in Chiang Mai, data in table 20

illustrated that 33.7% of the respondents have a plan set. Therefore, they stated the

reasons that they would stay until the duration of non-visa (90 days free) ends.

However, the rest of the respondents indicated that they have no plan set.
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Surprisingly, 55.3% of this amount said they would be in Chiang Mai
with no limitation. In other words, they would further stay here as long as they need.
5.8% needs to stay in Chiang Mai forever and 1.6% need to change their nationality
and further stay here. 3.7% stated that the duration of stay would depends on their

parents and do not know the exact duration to go back.

Table 21: Source of income in Chiang Mai

SOURCE OF INCOMETN' CHIANG MAT N PERCENTAGE (%)
From work (salary) 45 23.7
Money saving 24 12.6
Pension 4 2.1
Profit from any Kinds'ofiinvestment *, 4.7
Other 96 50.5

Tofal f f S 190 100

As illustratedin table 2 1, half of the respondents, valued 50.5%, stated
that their income is in the other-form. They reveal that they gain their income from
their husband, parents and, sometimes, fromllljose who work in Korea. 23.7% said
that the source of income is from their work (salary). Apart from that, sources of
income are from-money saving, accounted for 8.6%..4.7% and 2.1% of the
respondents indicated that the source of income is from investment profit and pension

respectively.

Table 22: Monthlyincom¢ in Chiang Mai

MONTHLY Il'\ICOME IN .CHIANG MAI N PRRCENTAGE (%)
(per person - include all kinds of income)

Lower than 40,000 BHT 40 22.3

40,001 — 50,000 BHT 4 2.2

50,001 — 60,000 BHT 17 9.5

60,001 — 70,000 BHT - -

70,001 — 80,000 BHT - -

Higher than 80,001 BHT 8 4.5

No income 110 61.5

Total 179 100
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According to table 22, a majority of respondents (23.5%) indicated that
they have no income. Additionally, they gave a reason of no income that they gained
income from their husband, parents and those who are in Korea.

In order to clearly understand, the money rate asked would be in Thai
baht and the convert exchange rate is 30 BHT per 1000 KRW by approximation.
22.3% expressed that they gained, per person, lower than 40,000 BHT each month.
The data also indicated that 9.5% gains 50,00 L= 60,000 BHT, 4.5% gains higher than
80,001 BHT, and lastly 2.2% gains 40,001 —=50;000. BHT each month.

Table 23: Monthly expense in'Chiang Mai

MONTHLY EXPENSEJN CHIANG MAI N TGO
(per person - includeall Eﬂhffls of payment)
Lower than 40,000 BHT | 108 60.0
40,001 — 50,000 BHT 29 16.1
50,001 — 60,000 BHT ' 16 8.9
60,001 — 70,000 BHT ZIN 7 3.9
70,001 — 80,000 BHT 22 6 3.3
Higher than 80,001 BHT 7 7.8
“Total 5 P 180/ 100

Asking for the expense rate in Chiang Mai] respondents in table 23
indicated that they paid lower than 40,000 BHT per month, valued 60%. Paying
40,001 — 50,000 BHT outaumbers 16.1%. 50,001 — 60,000 BHT, higher than 80,001
BHT, 60,001;=70,000°BHT and 70,001 + 80,000 BHT are/paid.monthly for the latter
rank, valued 8.9%, 7.8%, 3.9% and 3.3% respectively.

AsKing for living aréalin| Chiang Mai, thelrespondints ' were asked in
order to fill'in a blank. The result turned out that they were mostly live Muang district
(42 respondents), the center of Chiang Mai. San-sai district were in the second rank
(29 respondents), followed by Doisaket district (18 respondents), Hangdong district
(18 respondents), and Sarapi district (6 respondents).

Therefore, according to the data enlisted in table 24, a majority of
respondents lived a house where there is an area available, valued 79.5%. A few of

respondents (18.4%) stayed in condominium, while only 2.1% stayed in an apartment.
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However, asking for type of living, they mostly rent the accommodation, valued
88.4% with the price of 10,000-15,000 BHT per month. Only 4.7% stated that they
possess the accommodation with ownership. Moreover, 6.8% of the respondent
indicated that they stayed with their parents without a rent and provide by an

employer.

Table 24: Type of living and accommodation in.Chiang Mai

TYPE OF LIVING IN.CHIANG MAI N PERCENTAGE (%)
Type of living
Rent - with theprice.of ... . THB/month 168 88.4
Bought or beingiowner o) 4.7
Other 13 6.8
el [ 17 190 100
TYPE OF LIVINGAN ﬁf;iANG Mzi‘,l N PERCENTAGE (%)
Type of Accommodation
Condominium 35 18.4
House (area available) 151 795
Dormitory/apartment 4 2.1
Other - }
¥ Total 190/ 100
Table 25: Type of vehicles used in Chiang Mai
TYPE OF VEHICEE USED INNKOREA N PERCENTAGE (%)
Bicycle 3 1.6
Motorcycle, *Rent 13 6.8
- Bought 3 1.6
Car (total 61.6%) 33 17.4
- Rent 11 5.8
- Bought 73 38.4
Public transportation (bus, red car) 51 26.8
Other 3 1.6
Total 190 100
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From the data illustrated in table 25, over half of the respondents
(61.6%) indicated that they frequently used car as the main vehicle whenever they
were in Chiang Mai, while 38.4% of this car used are being under ownership (bought).
However, this car used also appears in rental status for only 5.8%, while non-stated
status of car used is 17.4%. In addition, 8.4% of the overall respondents use
motorcycle, valued for rent 6.8% and bought for 1.6%. Moreover, 26.8% use public
transportation such bus and loeal red car. Oulyl'.6% indicated the use of bicycle when

another 1.6% stated that they went out with family.

Table 26: Language used in daily life communication

LANGUAGE USED
IN DAILY LIFE Eg;/MUNIC‘_AT}OJN W e

Korean : 40 21.1
Thai \ 4 12 6.3
English 9 4.7
Korean, Thai and English A 4 64 33.7
Thai and Korean X/ 42 22.1
Korean and English 22224, 23 12.1

Total -~ . . . =+ 190 100

Ay ®

According-to-table-26,most-of Korcan «(21.1%) still uses Korean
language in their dailylife. They also use Thai and English as well, valued 6.3% and
4.7% respectively. However, a majority of these respondents can use more than one
language. 33.7% uses Kotean, Thai and English in daily life, 22.1% uses both Thai

and Korean, while.12!1% uses Korean and English.

Table 27: Level of Thai language proficiency

LEVEL OF THAI LANGUAGE 0
PROFICIENCY N AL,

Very good 4 2.1
Good 7 3.7
Average 45 23.7
Little 75 39.5
Very little 59 31.1

Total 190 100
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Referring to Thai language proficiency in table 27, a majority of them
(39.5%) are able to speak Thai a little. 31.1% can speak very little, while 23.7% rated
their proficiency in an average level. Only 2.1% rated themselves in a very good level

and 3.7% is in a good level.

Table 28: Need of Thai language study

NEED OF THAI LANGUAGE STUDY-4"__ N PERCENTAGE (%)
7
Yes 176 92.6
No 14 7.4
Togall \ 187 100

Interestingly,/the result, m table 28, shown that almost all of the

study.

Table 29: Language communication to Tl_ta—i people

respondents need to study Thai'language, valued 92.6%. Only 7.4% do not need to

Korean g 3.2
Thai 86 453
English 36 18.9
Korean, Thaisand-English 1 0.5
Thai and English 61 32.1

Total 190 100

According to the above mentioned table, data shown that 45.3% used
Thai language to communicate with local people, even their proficiency is mostly
little. 32.1% of the respondents communicate in both Thai and English. Only 18.9%
uses purely English as the main language and just 0.5% uses all three languages.
However, some of them (3.2%) stated that they communicate to local people with

Korean language.
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Table 30: Most frequent place to go shopping in Chiang Mai

MOST FREQUENT PLACE o
T S}(I) e N PERCENTAGE (%)
Robinson Airport Plaza 66 34.7
Central Kad Suan Kaew 24 12.6
Big C 19 10.0
Carrefour 23 12.1
Tesco Lotus 3 1.6
Macro 15 7.9
Rimping ' 24 12.6
Fresh market 16 8 4
Togal \ 190 100

A majority6f sespondents (34.7%) goes shopping at Robinson Airport
Plaza while living ia* Chiang Mai and;12.6% goes to Central Kad Suan Kaew.
Therefore, they also gofto hyper market pléée, such as, Big C (10.0%), Carrefour
(12.1%), Tesco Lotus (1.6%) and Macro (7-.9%). However, some of them go to local
market. Rimping valued 12.6% and Fresh matket outnumbered 8.4%.

Moreover, while asking for bféﬁlems concerning the stay in Chiang
Mai, respondents have indicated- their prebiem— in many different ways. Level of
attitude asked would be interpreted accordingly. Result of the overall respondents has
shown in table 31 below.

To interpret, positive attitude means a high level, whereas negative
attitude is of a low level. According togpthe survey, it was found that overall
respondents in Chiang' Mai encountered the problems interpreting into the moderate
attitude, valued'3.14 in an average mean.

Ceotisidering iftordefails [foreach prablemy it turfiedout that some
problems are in positive level ‘of attitude, wher€as some were negative. For the
problems emerging in negative level of attitude in an interpretation, it was found that

these problems are ‘Difficulty and inconvenience of transportation’, ‘Unable to get

along to local people’ and “Unable to have Thai food’. The average mean (X) of these

problems valued 2.37, 2.49 and 2.51 respectively. In other words, it can be said that
the respondents feel dissatisfied to these problem and the attitude turned out to be

negative.
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Table 31: Problems found in Chiang Mai daily life

LEVEL OF ATTITUDE
PROBLEMS TOWARDS PROBLEMS (%) _ Inter
_ X S.D. | preta
(N = 190) . . . tion
Highest High Medium Low Lowest
1. Language use to communicate 5 40 74 30 41 2.67 L11 Mode
to local people (2.60%) | (21.10%) | (38.90%) | (15.80%) | (21.60%) rate
2. Difficulty gnd inconvenience 4 4 43 76 13 237 | 1.00 N.ega
of transportation (2.10%) | (12.:60%) | (25.30%) | (40.00%) | (20.00%) tive
3. Traffic problem 14 22 121 12 21 | 298 | 095 |Mode
(ZA0%) i (11.60%) | (63:70%)l6:30%) | (11.10%) rate
Posi
4. Hot atmosphere 64 68 48 2 8 394 | 1.00 .
B3.70%) ' (35.80%) |1(25.30%) [(1.10%) | (4.20%) tive
5. Garbage and waste 39 44 70 o4, 3 343 | 105 | PO
(200509) 4 (23.20%) |:(36.80%) | (17.90%) | (1.60%) tive
6. High expense 16 517 85 26 6 327 | 091 | PO
(8.40%) /|- (30.00%)\ | (44.70%). | (13.70%) | (3.20%) tive
7. High price of goods 20 64 .70 30 6 333 | 0.97 | Mode
(@0.50%)4 (33:70%) | (86/80%) | (15.80%) | (3.20%) rate
8. Unable to get along to local A 49 9 %> 16 249 | 098 | Nega
people (210%)~ ~(10.00%) [ (41.60%) [(27.40%) | (18.90%) tive
9. Insgfﬁmency of health care ”3 55 58 36 14 322 | L11 Mode
service (12:10%) - (31.10%) | (30:30%) | (18.90%) | (7.40%) rate
10. Insufﬁmency of department = as - 29 4 322 | 099 | Mode
store and public park (14.20%) | (18.40%) | (44.70%) | (20.50%)| (2.10%) rate
11. Unable to have Thai food 14 36 40 pr 57| 251 | 129 | Neea
(7.40%) | (18.90%) | (21.10%) | (22.60%) | (30.00%) tive
. Posi
12. Dirty food shop 30 50, 89 14 7 343 | 096 .
(15:80%) ! | (26.30%) | (46.80%)" | (7.40%)" | (370%) tive
13. Unclean food 25 71 77 14 3 3.53 0.87 P.OSi
(13.20%) | (37.40%) | (40.50%)s| (7.40%) | (1.60%) tive
14. Unclean drinking water 50 63 57 13 [ 372 | 104 | PO
(26.30%) | (33.20%) | (30.00%) | (6.80%) | (3.70%) tive
15. Noise 12 57 81 30 10 316 | 094 | Mode
(6.30%) | (30.00%) | (42.60%) | (15.80%) | (5.30%) rate
16. Intensity of local area 11 36 93 29 21 293 | 1.00 Mode
(5.80%) | (18.90%) | (48.90%) | (15.30%) | (11.10%) rate
17.. I.nstab111ty of domestic ”» 21 119 17 1 314 | 0.93 Mode
political problem (11.60%) | (11.10%) | (62.60%) | (8.90%) | (5.80%) rate
Total Attitude 314 | 109 | Mode
rate
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Therefore, the following problems are in the moderate level of attitude.

They are ‘Language use to communicate to local people (X = 2.67)’, ‘Traffic problem

(X =12.98)", ‘High price of goods (X = 3.33)’, ‘Insufficiency of health care service (X =

3.22)’, ‘Insufficiency of department store and public park (X = 3.22)’, ‘Noise (X =

3.16)’, ‘Intensity of local area (X = 2.93) and ‘Instability of domestic political

problem (X = 3.14)’. It can be said that the entire respondents perceived these
problems in an average satisfaction.

However, the rest of the problems. asked are in the positive level of
attitude. The problems of “Hot atmosz;here (x=.3.94)’, ‘Garbage and waste (X =
3.43)’, ‘High expense (X="3 27)". ‘Dirty food shop (x = 3.43)’, ‘Unclean food (X =
3.53)’, ‘Unclean drinking water/(X = 3.72)" are ranked positively. It can be said that

the respondents perceivedithese problems very little, not much serious.
1.5 Attitudes Concerning'-Living Conditions in Chiang Mai

This part deals with the '_:Et_‘;_‘.[i‘gudes concerning living conditions in
Chiang Mai. Details of data would also illljégr_ate in 4 main parts in relation to “Push-
Pull Theory of Migration”, /ssimilar to tha’té,@f factors in Korea, which are; 1)
Economic factors, 2) Social Factors 3) Poli_tE’é} Factors and 4) Environmental Factors.

Therefore, resbéndents from-r':lting scale’ would be interpreted in
averaged mean (X) where the scores refer to five levels rof significant. Similarly,
positive attitude can interpret as a high level, whereas negative attitude means a low
level. Details are enlis;[ed as follows;

According’ to “the data shown in' table 32 ‘below, a majority of
respondents seems to have a negative attitude towards economic conditions in Chiang
Mai, with a.mean_value 0f2.42.

Considering linidetails; it was found that most_ of the tespondents tends to

have a moderate attitude towards cost of living, tax rate and general economic condition

in Chiang Mai. These sub-categories in economic factors accounted, by mean value (X),

for 2.98, 2.72 and 2.72 respectively. However, job opportunity and rate of return from

employment in Chiang Mai tends to have a negative attitude towards overall respondents.
It appeared with the means value of 1.84 and 1.85. This means the job opportunity and
the rate of return from employment in Chiang Mai make Koreans dissatisfied among the

attitude.
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RELATED FACTORS Inter
(IN CHIANG MAI) LEVEL OF SATISFACTION (%) X S.D. | preta
Economic Factors Highest High Medium Low Lowest tion
. Job 8°pp°m‘mty 55 49 85 1.84 | 0.84 | Nega
(N=189) (29.10%) | (25.90%) | (45.00%) tive
2. I_{ate of return from employment 12 26 71 79 1.85 0.89 N.ega
(N=183) (6.40%) " | (1380%) | (37.80%) | (42.00%) tive
3. Sos;gofliving 5 4 a0 35 10 2.98 0.85 Mode
(N =188) @70%)(22.30%) | (S1:10%){*(18.60%) | (5.30%) rate
4N Tafggate o 14 85 51 23 272 | 1.03 M"tde
(N=188) (2.0098) A (1140%) | (45.20%) | (27.10%) | (12.20%) rate
SN l::clo;l;nuc condition in general 20 115 34 19 2.72 0.78 Motde
(N=188) (10.60%) [1(61.20%) | (18.10%) | (10.10%) rate
Total Attitudgf@f E¢bngmié Factors (N= 941) 242 1.00 lji“;g:
/ - } o _ Inter
Social Factors ; Highes High i Medium Low Lowest X S.D. preta
' &l i tion
6N §alf§t§/ in life 4 53 87 » 23 2.95 0.97 Motde
(N=188) (1.60%) 14(28.20%) | (46.30%) | (11.70%) | (12.20%) rate
7. Social service and right to be Nega
served by government = 60 44 77 1.98 | 0.93 e
(N = 188) (3.70%) | (31.90%) | (23.40%) | (41.00%) tive
8N I_{elagléness of public infrastructures. 16 49 6 60 211 0.95 l\tl.ega
(N=188) (85 0%t 2k Yot 30%) Y (31.90%) ve
9. Transportation system and Strongly
domestic transport 1 8 27 59 93 1.75 | 0.89 | Nega
(N = 188) (0.50%) | (4.30%) | (14.40%) | (31.40%) | (49.50%) tive
10. Population density and congestion Mode
in local area 6 16 102 53 11 275 | 0.81
(N = 188) (320%)7 | (8.50%)y [=(54:30%) ) (28:20%)%| (5:90%) rate
11. Effectiveness of educational Mode
system 21 89 69 9 2.65 | 0.74
(N = 188) (L1.20%) | (47.30%) | (36.70%) | (4.80%) rate
12. Quantity of touristic:and
recreational sites 6 66 94 16 6 3.27 0.79 Mode
(N =188) (3.20%) ¥ (8:50%) | (50.00%)~| (35.10%)" | (3:20%) rate
13. Quality and quantity of health Mode
care service 1 47 74 45 21 2.80 | 0.96
(N = 188) (0.50%) | (25.00%) | (39.40%) | (23.90%) | (11.20%) rate
14. Hospitality and friendliness of Posi
local people 39 65 76 4 4 3.70 | 0.89 .
(N = 188) (20.70%) | (34.60%) | (40.40%) | (2.10%) | (2.10%) tive
15. Local wisdom, tradition and Posi
culture 25 70 80 13 3.57 | 0.80 .
(N = 188) (13.30%) | (37.20%) | (42.60%) | (6.90%) tive
Total Attitude of Social Factors (N= 1880) 275 | 1.07 l‘g’i"
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Table 32: Attitudes concerning living conditions in Chiang Mai (continue)

RELATED FACTORS
(IN KOREA) LEVEL OF SATISFACTION (%) - Inter
S.D. | preta
X p
tion
Political Factors Highest High Medium Low Lowest
16. Political stability and policy of Mode
the country 5 4 129 33 17 2.72 | 0.76
(N = 188) (2.70%) | (2.10%) © [ (68.60%) | (17.60%) | (9.00%) rate
17._political and administrative leader 15 17 106 40 10 2.93 0.91 Mode
(N=188) (800%)t (9.00%) | (S460%)"["(21.30%) | (5.30%) rate
1 13 ._Clk;gz;nces of political participation 5 117 25 41 2.46 0.86 l\tl.ega
(N=188) ©70%) || (62.20%) | (13:30%) | (21.80%) ve
19. Domestic and international Mode
political condition 8 115 50 15 2.62 | 0.69
(N = 188) (4.30%) 4 (6120%) | (26.60%) | (8.00%) rate
20. Transparency of country’s Neoa
administration 3 3 . 108 38 36 2.46 | 0.87 e
(N = 188) (160°%9) 17(1.60%)% [ (57.40%). | (20.20%) | (19.10%) tive
3 g g Mode
Total Attitude of Political. Factors (N= 940) 2.64 | 0.84 ik
. Pl F/N _ Inter
Environmental Factors Highest —— High —|= Msg,i‘um Low Lowest X S.D. | preta
bty N2, tion
21._Environment suited to locate in 4 67 9% 25 3.27 0.71 Mode
(N =188) (2.10%) | (35.60%) | (48.90%) | (13.30%) rate
22. _Abundance of natural resource 3 89 60 16 3.63 0.80 P.osi
(N=188) (12.20%) | (47.30%) | (31.90%) | (8.50%) tive
23. Quality of water Nega
(cleanness of river, stream) 1 19 71 67 30 2.44 | 0.89 e
(N =188) (0.50%) | (10.10%) | (37.80%) | (35.60%) | (16.00%) tive
24. Quality of air Mode
(fresh air/ no dust/ no §moke) 5 37 73 32 21 2.75 | 0.98
(N = 188) @.70%) |L(19.70%) |(38:80%)_|/(27.70%)| | (11.20%) rate
213._\7\;25;: and garbage management 2% 43 43 66 2.18 1.06 l\tl.ega
(N=188) (13080%)3 [1(257509%), | (25:50%) [/ (35:10%) tve
26._Cl<z;gnness of city in'general % 0 56 19 2.61 0.81 Mode
(N=188) (10.60%) | (49.50%) | (29.80%) | (10.10%) rate
Total Attitude of Environmental Factors (N=1128) 2.81 1.01 D::ie
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For social factors, data revealed that overall respondents seem to have
a mean value of moderate attitude towards social conditions in Chiang Mai, valued
2.75, by interpretation.

Most of the sub-categories in social factors were also in moderate

attitude, which are: safety in life (2.95), population density and congestion (2.75),

effectiveness of educational system (2.65), quality and quantity of health care service

(2.80), as well as, qguantity of touristic and:recreational sites (3.27). However, both

hospitality and friendliness of local people and local wisdom, tradition and culture
are in the positive attitudes, which valied 3:70-and 3.57 respectively. Interestingly,

respondents ranked readiness of public infrastructures and social service and right to

be served by government 4n/the negative attitude, accounted 2.11 and 1.98

respectively. Moreover, there'is/the only one sub-category in social factors that tend
to have a strongly negative attitude towards all respondents. That is the transportation

system and domestic transport in Chiang Mai, outnumbered 1.75 by mean value.

In terms of political factors, overall respondents enclosed the mean

ol
value of 2.64 towards polifical conditions i Chiang Mai, which can interpret an
attitude of moderate. : T

Three out of five sub—categdfiéé ‘in political factors indicated in the

same way of moderate attitude. These can be seen m the political stability and policy

of the country, political and administrative leader, ~as well as, domestic and

international political-condition. Therefore, these categories conveyed a mean value

of 2.72, 2.93 and 2.62 respectively. On the €entrary, overall respondents tend to have
a negative attitude ‘towards two categories of| political| factors. They are the
transparency of country’s administration and chances of political participation, both

accrédited for 2.46.

For the last part of attitude towards Chiang Mai, overall respondents
tend to have a mean value of 2.81 towards environmental conditions, which means a
moderate attitude interpretation.

In this part, interpretation of attitude level is also varied. Respondents

seem to have positive attitude towards the sub-categories of the abundance of natural

resource, indicated for 3.63. Environment suited to locate in, quality of air, as well as,

cleanness of city are in the moderate attitude. The respective value of these categories
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is 3.27, 2.75 and 2.61 in order. Meanwhile, there are also two sub-categories that fall

in a negative attitude among the environmental conditions. They are guality of water,

pursued a mean value of 2.44, and waste and garbage management revealed 2.18.

2. FINDING AND DISCUSSION

In this section, data drawn frem questionnaire would be detailed and
discussed according to the three main objeetives; which are 1) to study migration
pattern deriving from living eondition$; and daily=life problems of Korean migrants
while residing in Chiang Marin-€omparison to Korea, 2) to analyze push factors in
Korea towards Korean migrants to, Chiang Mai, and 3) to analyze pull factors in
Chiang Mai towards«Korean migrants. Hoy_vever, diseussion would be divided into 5
main parts, and refers {0 the'related workslbetails of 5 parts entail as follows.

v

2.1 Comparison of L1V1ng Condltlons and Quality of Life

This section discussed the factors related to living conditions and
quality of life in both Korea and Chlang Mai. All data received from the
questionnaires were used to ask for the condltlons in two areas of home country

(Korea) and destination country (Chlang Mal)

2.1.1 Characteristics of Family and Accommodation

The respondents indicated that gharacteristics,ofithe Korean migration
to Chiang Maj are ‘in"the different-pattern as of staying in Korea. This is to say that
while living in Korea they mostly“live in a formsof extended family. Most of the
family. would alse’comprise of grandparents and sibling as well,, apatt from father,
mother'and children. As seen from the respondents, they also stated that they live in
the accommodation of their grandparents. Some did not pay for the cost of housing as
they live in their grandparent’s house.

On the contrary, in Chiang Mai, their family is totally different. They

seem to live in a pattern of a nuclear family. Although the number of family is not
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much different, family in Chiang Mai seems to have only father, mother and children.

There is no data of grandparents appeared.

Table 33: Comparison of type of living and accommodation in Korea and Chiang Mai

KOREA CHIANG MAI
TYPE OF LIVING ‘AN % N %
Type of living
Rent - with the price of...... /month 40 21.2 168 88.4
Bought or being owner 141 74.6 9 4.7
Other 8 4.2 13 6.8
Tofal 4 ? ) 189 | 100 | 190 | 100
Type of Accommodation
Condominiuny : 9 4.8 35 18.4
House (area available) 70 37.0 151 79.5
Dormitory/apartment b dl N6 58.2 4 2.1
F " ¥ ‘-(
Total Jf satodu | 189 | 100 | 190 | 100

However, data.of type of living is also obvious. When Koreans live in
Korea, they seem to'live in an apartment, while in Chiang.Mai they live in a house
where space and area available. This implies that living in-€hiang Mai is a lot better
than in Korea. Rental fee of accommodation is also important. Most of them pay
1,000,000-1,500,000 KRW.per month (~ 45,000 BTH) for accommodation in Korea,
while living it Chiang Mai, they pay just 10,000-15,000 BHT. This amount is a lot
different. Paying less but staying in a wider area, this could be one of the reasons for

theirmigratiominterms ofiow cost ofiliving:

2.1.2 Characteristics of Occupation, Source of Income,

Monthly Income and Monthly Expense

Asking about occupation in both areas, respondents showed that most
of them do not work while living in Korea and in Chiang Mai. This showed that these

migrants are those who hold a non-working condition. Therefore, it was found that, in
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Chiang Mai, these migrants held the students status. This indicates that some of them
migrate to Chiang Mai to study. Therefore, according to an interview with the
secretary general of the Korean Association in Chiang Mai Province, it was found that
Koreans move to Chiang Mai to study in international school in order to improve
language proficiency. That’s why some of them came here with one family member,
and the rest would be the one who, work and gain income in Korea, and later send

money to those who reside in Chiang Mai.

Table 34: Comparison of oceupation in Korea.and Chiang Mai

occup éTI ON .1 NKOREA% CI;IANG 1\01AI

No work / 101 53.1 111 58.3
Housewife/ hotise worken 43 22.6 60 31.5
Retiree ' 8 42 5 2.6

Other WIAEL 26.3 46 242

Work 89 46.9 50 26.3
Officer in private company 24 12.6 1 0.5
Personal business 34 17.9 17 8.9
Language teacher - - 4 2.1
Missionary 8 4.2 21 11.1

Other 23 12.1 7

Studying - - 29 153
Total 190 | 100 | 190 | 100

This"kind of migration‘is relevant tothe' “New* Economics of Labor
Migration”, that says it would concerns more @bout social factors in relation to
economic ‘condition (Wongboonsin, 2009), | Also, migratory decisions are not made
by isolated by individuals, but by families or households. Such group may decide that
one or more of their members should migrate, not just to get high wages, but also to
diversify income source and to provide sources for investment in existing activities.

Conversely, in the case of Koreans migrated to Thailand, they do not
strictly to the rule mentioned above. As obviously seen, Korea is now a developed

country, whereas Thailand is just a developing country. Migration from the developed
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countries to seek for a higher wage in developing country is non-sense. In other words,
it can be said that this kind of migration is a migration for a better living by means of
staying in a place where there is a difference of cost of living. Spending lives in a
place where there is a low cost of living is a surplus for Koreans who live in a high
cost of living area.

Therefore, it has shown in table 35 that most of those who stay in
Chiang Mai have no income. They stated thag'Source of income are from those who
live in Korea. Moreover, asking for monthly.income, they indicated that they do not
have monthly income, while staying in Chiang Mai as well. The reason behind this no
income status is that theysgaindneome from their family, husband or from those who
stay in Korea as well. This ¢an be concluded that most of Koreans who reside in
Chiang Mai have no ingome and they gain it from the family member, especially
those who are in Kozea. In‘addition, they seem to have a more comfortable life while
living in Chiang Mai since the respondents indicated that they do not have to work to

earn income while staying here.

Table 35: Comparison of source of inc({[ﬁé, and monthly income in Korea and

Chiang Mai

SOUREEOF INCOME SRS4 | CHIANG MAT
Y N |7 % N %
From work (salary) 104 559 45 23.7
Money saving 3 1.6 24 12.6
Pension 5 2.7 4 2.1
Profitffom any kinds ofiinvestment 16 8.6 9 4.7
Other 58 31.2 96 50.5
Total 186 100 190 100
MONTHLY-INCOME N % N %
Lower than'1,500,000 KRW /! Lower than'40/000 BHT 29 16.2 40 223
1,500,001 — 2,000,000 KRW / 40,001 — 50,000 BHT 16 8.9 4 2.2
2,000,001 — 2,500,000 KRW / 50,001 — 60,000 BHT 23 12.8 17 9.5
2,500,001 — 3,000,000 KRW / 60,001 — 70,000 BHT 33 18.4 - -
3,000,001 — 3,500,000 KRW / 70,001 — 80,000 BHT 11 6.1 - -
Higher than 3,500,001 KRW / Higher than 80,001 BHT 42 23.5 8 4.5
No income 25 14 110 61.5
Total 179 100 179 100
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Table 36: Comparison of monthly expense in Korea and Chiang Mai

MONTHLY EXPENSE e LIS bl
(per person - include all kinds of income) N % N %

Lower than 1,500,000 KRW / Lower than 40,000 BHT 67 39.0 108 60.0
1,500,001 — 2,000,000 KRW /40,001 — 50,000 BHT 24 14.0 29 16.1
2,000,001 — 2,500,000 KRW / 50,001 — 60,000 BHT 32 18.6 16 8.9
2,500,001 — 3,000,000 KRW / 60,001 — 70,000 BHT 17 9.9 7 3.9
3,000,001 — 3,500,000 KRW / 70,001 — 80,000, BHT 9 5.2 6 3.3
Higher than 3,500,001 KRW./.Higher than 80,001 BHT 23 13.4 14 7.8

Total \ 172 100 180 100

Interestingly, it was ‘found that a majority of Koreans who live in
Chiang Mai spend less than 40,000 BHT per month, while living in Korea, they paid
in a higher amount, as indicated in table 36, ranged variedly according to a number of
family members. Similarly, looking at thevehicle used in table 37, most of
respondents used car as the main-vehicle for transportation in both Korea and Chiang
Mai. However, they were som¢ difference in the type of possession. This difference is
they normally bought car in Koreéa, while living in Chiang Mai, rental is much

obvious.

Table 37: Comparison of vehicle used in Korea and Chiang Mai

KOREA CHIANG MAI
TYPE OE.VEHICLE USED
N % N %

Bieycle 3 146 3 1.6
Motorcycle! - Rent - - 13 6.8

- Bought - - 3 1.6

- Other - - 33 17.4
Car 43 22.6 11 5.8

- Rent - - 73 38.4

- Bought 119 62.6 51 26.8
Public transportation (bus, underground) 25 13.2 3 1.6

Total 190 100 190 100
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2.2 Analyzing Push Factors (in Korea) and Pull Factors (in Chiang

Mai)

This section would be discussed the factors related to migration of

these Koreans in both Korea and Chiang Mai to find out the push factors (in Korea)

and pull factors (in Chiang Mai). All data received from the questionnaires were used

to ask for the conditions in two areas of home country (Korea) and destination country

(Chiang Mai).

Table 38: Comparison of push factors (in Korea) and pull factors (in Chiang Mai)

1
’// \ KOREA CHIANG MAI
P
Fj =]

. f Frp == Interpre = Interpre
Economic Factors // 1 b Xi o S.D. - X S.D. tation
1. Job opportunity 3.31 0.80 | Moderate | 1.84 0.84 | Negative
2. Rate of return from employment 325 0.77 | Moderate | 1.85 0.89 | Negative
3. Cost of living 3.61 | 0.71 | Positive | 2.98 | 0.85 | Moderate
4. Tax rate 3.37 1 0.86 | Moderate | 2.72 1.03 | Moderate
5. Economic condition in general 332 0.73 | Moderate | 2.72 0.78 | Moderate

Total Attitude of Economic Factors 338 | 0.78 Moderate | 2.42 | 1.00 | Negative
; y & = < I!'__fﬁ:é:rj = Interpre
Social Factors | V. X | S.D. 3% ob. X | S.D. tation
6. Safety in life 3.83 | 0.70 | Positive | 2.95 | 0.97 | Moderate
7. bSomal service and right to be served 2.84 0.85 | Moderate | 1.98 0.93 Negative
y government
8. Readiness ofipublic infrastructures. 3/44 0.83 |- Positive | 2.11 0.95 Negative
9. Transportation system and domestic 422 | 0.69 Strongly 175 | 0.89 Strongly
transport Positive Negative
10. Pepulation-density and congestion-in w,
local area 4.02 0.78" || Positive | 2.75 0.81 | Moderate
11. Effectiveness of educational system | 3.52 | 0.85 | Positive | 2.65 | 0.74 | Moderate
IZéit(gsuantlty of touristic and recreational 3.34 0.90 | Moderate | 3.27 0.79 | Moderate
13éeg?jélty and quantity of health care 4.05 0.79 | Positive | 2.80 0.96 | Moderate
14. Hospitality and friendliness of local 3.47 0.96 | Positive | 3.70 0.89 Positive
people
15. Local wisdom, tradition and culture 3.51 0.92 | Positive | 3.57 0.80 Positive
Total Attitude of Social Factors 3.62 0.91 Positive | 2.75 1.07 | Moderate
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Table 38: Comparison of push factors (in Korea) and pull factors (in Chiang Mai)

(continue)
KOREA CHIANG MAI
Political Factors X | s.p. | Interpre | & | g, | Interpre
o tation o tation
16. Political stability and policy of the 331 0.80 | Moderate | 2.72 076 | Moderate
country
17. political and administrative leader 3.29 0.77° | Moderate | 2.93 0.91 | Moderate
18. Chances of political participation 3.61 0.71 Positive | 2.46 0.86 Negative
19. Domestic and international Poliiedl™} 35 | gig6 | Noderate | 2.62 | 0.69 | Moderate
condition
20. Tran.sp.arenf:y of coN 8 3.32 0.73 | Moderate | 2.46 0.87 | Negative
administration
Total Attitude of Political Fagtors 2.72 | 0.77 | Moderate | 2.64 | 0.84 | Moderate
” V7 | Interpre = Interpre
1 ‘4 ! ¥
Environment Factors / / / b X«}, S.D. ition X S.D. tation
21. Environment suited to locate in 3.58 0.75 | Positive | 3.27 0.71 | Moderate
22. Abundance of natural resource 2.70 0.85 | Moderate | 3.63 0.80 Positive
23. Quality of water 3.4 | 0.87 | Moderate | 2.44 | 0.89 | Negative
(cleanness of river, stream)
24. Quality of air N
(fresh air/ no duftlodiioke) 3.03 0.83 | Moderate | 2.75 0.98 | Moderate
25. Waste and garbage management 3.88 0.83 | Positive | 2.18 1.06 Negative
26. Cleanness of city in general 3.80 0.83 Positive | 2.61 0.81 | Moderate
Total Attitude of Environmental - | 3 35 {1493 | Moderate | 2.81 | 1.01 | Moderate
Factors

According to Wongboonsin (2009), she indicated that “push-pull

factoss” telated to! the migration would basically comprise of fout-main factors,

whichfare: 1) Economic factors 2) Social Factors 3) Political factors and 4)

Environmental factors. When considering into details of the data received from the

respondents, it was found that most of respondents view Chiang Mai as inferior as

Korea in all factors.

In economic factors, overall respondents rated Korea in a moderate

attitude, while Chiang Mai was rated in negative attitude. However, when considering

in details, it was found that job opportunity and rate of return from employment in




80

Chiang Mai are in negative attitudes. This two categories imply that Chiang Mai
has less chance to get some works and rate of return for them are very little when
compare to that in Korea.

However, they feel that cost of living in Korea is high, when
comparing to Chiang Mai. It can be said that living in Chiang Mai is a lot
advantageous as there is low cost of living. Moreover, they also perceived that fax

rate and general economic condition in both.arcas are in moderate level.

In terms of soecial factors,” overall respondents indicated that all
social factors in Korea are better than-J those . Chiang Mai. Factors in Korea are
ranked in positive level, where'those in Chiang Mai are ranked in moderate level.

Considering 1n'details, it was found that in Korea, respondents feel a
lot safer than in Chiang/Mai, in the categories of safety in life. Also, in terms of

social service and right tolbe Served by government, they thought that they received

a good care in Korea better than in Chiang Mai, However, they feel that readiness

of public infrastructures and fransportation system and domestic transport are major
.

problems for them. They rated“the two factors for Korea and Chiang Mai in a

totally different way; positive and negaiiyé;" as well as, strongly positive and

strongly negative respectively: As mentioﬁéd;ipopulation density and congestion in

Korea is more crowed than in Chiang Mai, but effectivenessiof educational system in
Korea is better than.in the place of destination. Moreover, they perceived that

quality and quantity of health care service in Korea is better than in Chiang Mai. At

the same time, they indieated that gquantity of touristic and recreational sites,

hospitality and friendlinesscof local peaple and local wisdom, tradition and culture of

the two places are in the same level of attitude.
For, | political “faetors, it" wds | found that “owver all | respondents

perceived the political stability and policy of the country, political and administrative

leader and domestic and international political condition in the same moderate

attitude. However, they thought that, in Korea, they have a chance of political

participation higher than in Chiang Mai. Transparency of country’s administration

in Korea is in moderate level, while that of Thailand and local Chiang Mai are in

negative level.
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However, environmental factors are perceived differently. In Korea,

the factor of environment suited to locate in is better than that in Chiang Mai. On the

contrary, in Chiang Mai, there is a plenty of resources in terms of abundance of
natural resource more than that in Korea. Quality of water (cleanness of river,

stream) in Korea is much cleaner than in Chiang Mai, where gquality of air (fresh

air/ no dust/ no smoke) is equal in moderate level. Waste and garbage management

in Korea is a lot better than in Chiang Mai,sas.awell as the factors of cleanness of
city in general.

2.3 Hypothesisstesting analysis

Hypothesis'of this tesearch are “Korean migrants, especially those who
registered themselves to the Chiang.Mai Korean Association, have moved to Thailand
upon the condition of economic factors. Social, political and environmental factors
influence the migratoryidecision very 1ittle".:’ 7

According to the-finding, iﬁ"t'eﬁns of push factors, it was found that a
majority of Korean rated all factors in Koi’é::%_‘hi_gher than those in Chiang Mai in all
aspect. Conversely, all pull fadtors in Chiaﬁgﬁai are all inferior to those in Korea.
However, all four factors refated to the mi"'g'i"éﬁi'on, economic factors seem to play
important role towaids the pull factors of migration. Coansidering in details, not all
categories in economic factors can influence the movement of Koreans, but just
one category, which-is the cost of living.

In the samémanner, push factors of migration are also the economic
factors of high cost of liying and pull fagtors must be the of low cost of living.
These Koreans move to Chiang Mai without the severe push factors, but economic

difference thatlaticaets them inStead.

2.4 Comparison to the migration of Japanese

In this part, it would be an analysis of data from the Korean
respondents compared to the Japanese group who also migrate to Chiang Mai earlier.
As we know that the group of Japanese is the earlier group who migrate to Thailand,
in terms of long-term stay, working or traveling, before those of Koreans who come

later, then, researches related to Japanese are also available in an explicit number.
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However, the comparison of international migrants who migrate or
reside earlier would reveal the actual factors towards the migration whether they are
similar or not. The factors comparing to Japanese can detail some characteristics of
migration in the many ways.

Interestingly, most of the results are almost the same in all
characteristics. According to a study of Hisayo Takizawa (2002), entitled “The
Migration of Japanese Residing in Chiang Mai'City”, she indicated that a majority of
Japanese migrants are of.male, while Korean“migrants are mostly female. This is
because these Japanese male-has mo;ed to reside in Chiang Mai on account of
working. The area of werking will be the Industrial Estate in Lamphun Province
where there are lots of Japangse affiliates located in. these Japanese decided to moved
because they hope that if they /mowve to Chiang Mai, they can find a job easily in
Japanese companies#in the mearby proif’inf:_e. Moreover, the institutions teaching
Japanese language are also available 1n af"gréat number. This also indicates that they
can work as language teacher in Chiang M'a-i?'as’ well.

At the same fime, Korean m'ig}_an‘gs indicated that they have less chance
to work in Chiang Mai. This can infer, com]garlrng to Japanese migrants, that if there
are Korean affiliates investing-more and more. The Korean migrants would have a
chance to work more-as well. Presently, there is only one Korean affiliate in Lamphun,
which is inadequate Tor Koreans to work.

However, these Koreans are mostly female: So, it can be said that they
do not have an inspiration‘te work as Japanese migrant. What they can only do is just
taking care of family members who migrate to study here.

Similarly, the most outstanding factors for Japanese migrants are job
opportumty (Hisayo Kinoshita, 2002)"andlow cost of living (Hisayo Kinoshita, 2002
and Momoko Takizawa, 2009). These two factors affecting migration are relevant to
the group of Korean migrants in just one category, which is the low cost of living. It
can be said that both Korean and Japanese migrants are attracted to migrate to Chiang
Mai by a low cost of living.

The reason for migrating to Chiang Mai is also interesting. According
to Korean migrants, it was found that they have ever been to Thailand before with a

purpose of travelling prior to moving to Chiang Mai. Referring to Hisayo Kinoshita,
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(2002) and Momoko Takizawa (2009), Japanese migrants pursued the same condition.
It can be said that most of international migrants moving to Chiang Mai would have a

chance to travel and observe Chiang Mai before making a decision to relocate in.

AULINENTNEINS
PRIAATUAMINYAE



CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESSION

CONCLUSION

This research, entitled “An analysis of Push and Pull Factors in the
Migration of Koreans to “Thailand: A Case Study of Members of the Korean
Association in Chiang Mai Province,aimed to-analyze push factors in Korea and
pull factors in Chiang Maran the migration of Korcans residing in Chiang Mai
province, as well as, 1o study migration pattern, living conditions, quality of life and
daily-life problems of Korgan migrants v&;.hi)_e residing in Chiang Mai in comparison to
that of Korea. 4 |

Researchgwasiconducted by aJ'-questionnaire data collection, completed
by Koreans who has beengesided in Chiaﬁ:g___Mai Province. Population in the research
was Koreans who is a member of the Chi‘éi}ig Mai Korean Association and has been

resided in Chiang Mai for mere than 90 days. Total sample size comprised of 190

Koreans.

According to the ovérall queétionnaires, it indicated that a majority of
Koreans in Chiang Ma1 ar;: }e;nale Mbst of them are inrthe age of 31-40 years old.
Level of education is @ostly a Bachelor’s degree. They hold a married status and do
believe in Christianity

In"the part of family in Korea, @ majority of respondents stayed with
their family, an extended family. Most of them had no work while living in Korea.
For those swhe, conveyed-a working condition, while living in Korea, they mostly
worked fortheir ‘'0wn ‘personal business. In Korea} source-of incomewas from their
work (salary). They gained higher than 3,500,001 KRW per month per person. In
addition, they paid lower than 1,500,000 KRW per month per person.

The result turned out that they were mostly from Seoul, the capital of
Republic of Korea. Therefore, a majority of respondents lived in an apartment

possessed with ownership (bought the apartment). Also, they frequently used car as

the main vehicle whenever they were in Korea
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According to the data, a majority of respondents seems to have a
moderate attitude towards economic conditions in Korea. Considering in details, it
was found that most of the respondents tend to have a moderate attitude towards job

opportunity, rate of return from employment, tax rate and general economic condition.

However, cost of living in Korea tends to have a positive attitude (perceived as a high
level) towards overall respondents.

For social factors, data revealed that overall respondents seem to have
a mean value of positiverattitude towards social conditions in Korea. In details, most
of the sub-categories in social*factors were also i positive attitude, which are safety

in_life, readiness of public dnfrastructures, population density and congestion,

effectiveness of edueational system, .quality and quantity of health care service,

hospitality and friendliness oflocal peozile, as well as, local wisdom, tradition and

culture. However, onlyssociallsérvice and right to be served by government and

quantity of touristic and recreational sites arein the modcrate attitudes. Interestingly,
there is the only one sub-gategory in social factors that tend to have a strongly

positive attitude towards ‘all ‘sespondents. This is the transportation system and

domestic transport.

-

In terms of political factors, overall respondents enclosed the mean
value towards political conditions in Korea, which can.interpret an attitude of
moderate. Four out of five sub-categories in political factors indicated in the same

way of moderate attitude. These categories,can be seen in the political stability and

policy of thei\country, political Jand. administrative leader, \chances of political

participation,ds well as, domestic and international political condition. On the

contraryoverall respondents-tend, to havesamegative attitude towards ene category of

political factors, which'is the ransparency of country’s administration.

For the part of environmental conditions in Korea, overall respondents
tend to have a moderate attitude. Respondents seem to have positive attitude towards

the sub-categories of the environment suited to locate in, waste and garbage

management, as well as, cleanness of city. Meanwhile, there are also three sub-

categories that fell into a moderate attitude among the environmental conditions;

abundance of natural resource, quality of water, and the quality of air.
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Similarly, asking questions concerning Chiang Mai, most of Koreans
have ever come to Thailand before moving to Chiang Mai, with the purpose of
travelling. Asking about their living condition, a majority of respondents stays with
their family, a nuclear family. Majority of them has been residing in Chiang Mai for
more than 60 months (more than 5 years) and they mostly have no visa during their
stay in Chiang Mai. However, most of thema have no plan set and would further stay
here as long as they need

In terms of oceupation, a majority. of respondents has no work while
living in Chiang Mai. Fossource of income, half of the respondents stated that they
have no income. Theysevealed that they gain their income from their husband,
parents and, sometimes, from’ those' who work in Korea. They received, per person,
lower than 40,000 BHT each month. An¢ ‘al§_o, they paid lower than 40,000 BHT per
month, 7

The result gurned-out that thé'y' mostly live Muang district, the center of
Chiang Mai. Therefore, a majority of respoﬁ&ent_s live in a rented house where there is
an area available, with the price.of IO,OOO-i_S,t(Jﬁ)O BHT per month. Over half of the
respondents indicated that they-frequently use earas the main vehicle whenever they
were in Chiang Mai.~_

Most of Koreans still uses Korean language in their daily life. They
also use Thai and Emnglish, sometimes. Referring to Thai language proficiency, a
majority of them are able“te speak Thai a‘little and they try to speak Thai to local
people.

According to the data, a majority_of respondents, seems to have a
negative ‘aftitude towards economic conditions in'Chiang Mai. Congidering in details,
it was found that most of the respondents tends to have a moderate attitude towards

cost of living, tax rate and general economic condition in Chiang Mai. However, job

opportunity and rate of return from employment in Chiang Mai tends to have a

negative attitude (perceived as a low level) towards overall respondents.
For social factors, data revealed that overall respondents seem to have
a mean value of moderate attitude towards social conditions in Chiang Mai. Most of

the sub-categories in social factors were also in moderate attitude, which are: safety in
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life, population density and congestion, effectiveness of educational system, quality

and quantity of health care service, as well as, quantity of touristic and recreational

sites. However, both hospitality and friendliness of local people and local wisdom,

tradition and culture are in the positive attitudes. Interestingly, respondents ranked

readiness of public infrastructures and social service and right to be served by

government in the negative attitude, Moreoyer, there is the only one sub-category in
social factors that tend to have a strongly negative attitude towards all respondents.

That is the transportation system and domestietransport in Chiang Mai.

In terms of politieal factors, overall respondents enclosed the attitude
of moderate towards political“conditions in Chiang Mai. Three out of five sub-
categories in political faetorssindicated in the same way of moderate attitude. These

can be seen in the political sstability and_policy of the country, political and

administrative leadery as well as, domestic and international political condition. On

the contrary, overall sespondents tend fo have a negative attitude towards two

categories of political factors: They are the fransparency of country’s administration
.
o

and chances of political participation.

For the part of attitude of environig;e;ﬁ";al conditions towards Chiang Mai,

overall respondents tend to have a moderate attitude_towards. Respondents seem to

have positive attitude towards the sub-categories of the abundance of natural

resource. Environment suited to locate in, quality of air,.as well as, cleanness of city

are in the moderate attitude. Meanwhile, there are also twe' sub-categories that fall in a

negative attitude among therenvironmental €enditions. They are guality of water, and

waste and garbagedsnanagement.

GENERAL SUGGESSIONAS'POLICY IMPLICATION

According to the information from finding, it was found that Koreans
have encountered several problems while residing in Chiang Mai. In order to resolve
the problems, it can be implied some policies to the related sectors as follows:

1) Problems of no job opportunities and no income

For these problems, local government sectors should encourage

Koreans to work more and more. Therefore, legal working permit should facilitate
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those Koreans at the same time. In addition, according to an interview with Secretary
General of the Korean Association in Chiang Mai Province, it was found that the
development of Korean-related affairs in Chiang Mai is still going slowly because
there is a lack of experts or personnel in relation to Korean Studies to pass on the
knowledge, for example, the language teaching or research.

In this manner, native Koreans, who reside in Chiang Mai and have a
relevant experience, are able to pass on the'Korean knowledge and wisdom to local
people. For instance, the lack of language t€aeher can be solved by employing these
Korean migrants to be a language speci;list to support this problem. It would benefit
to the two parties equally: Native Koreans in Chiang Mai would have a working
opportunity and somehow gain some income at the same time. Therefore, local sector
would have a native spg€ialist/to pass on the actual experience of Korea to Thai
people as well, such as, language teaching‘_hsdwell as research and development.

2) Problems of inability to get along well to local people

In this barrier, it could emefg:!g_‘frpm the communication. According to
the finding, it was found that Korcans adnﬁ_i:ez(ilf'ghospitality of local people and local
tradition and culture. So, it is impossible that these Koreans cannot get along well to
local people. Problem _should be a communication eventually. One question of the
findings stated that these Koreans need to study Thai language and some of them use
Thai to communicate-as well, though it is in a low profieiency. So, there should be a
promotion of Thai langudge teaching to Kereans in order to facilitate Koreans to
communicate to local people [easily and get along well to logal people. Whenever
Koreans can mutually communicate to local people, the problem of inability to get
along,well to local people could fade away. So, providing allangtage'class may help
Koreans to better understand local people more and resolve the problem of inability to

get along well to local people.

3) Problem of transportation and infrastructure
According to the finding, it was found that Korean rated transportation
in Korea in a strongly positive level, while that in Chiang Mai is in a strongly

negative level. This situation indicated that transportation in Chiang Mai is so worse
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in the perception of Koreans. So, local government should revise an urban planning,
especially in terms of transportation and infrastructure in order to facilitate these
Koreans. Therefore, as Chiang Mai is becoming a multicultural society due to a long

stay of foreigners, local government should have planned an effective transportation

system and infrastructure. It would be beneficial to the foreign citizen in Chiang Mai
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Appendix A : Questionnaire in English
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This questionnaire is made upon the purpose of data collection for thesis

writing, as a partial fulfillment of Master of Arts (M.A.) program in Korean Studies at
Chulalongkorn University, entitled “An Analysis of Push and Pull Factors in the
Migration of Koreans to Thailand: A Case Study of Koreans in the Korean
Association in Chiang Mai Province.”

Kindly ask for cooperation from Kotreans«residing in Chiang Mai, as well as,
those who registered themselves to Chiang Mai Korean Association to complete the
questionnaire honestly. Theweceived information would be kept secret and exploited
only for academic purposes. Fherefore, the collected data would be beneficial and
used to facilitate Koreans who further res,‘id;l: in Chiang Mai in the future.

; Thank you for your kind cooperation

f’,_ Mr. Weerachai Phanseub
M.A. candidate in Korean Studies,

TN Chulalongkorn University

a2 A4

Instruction: This questionnaire comprises of 7 pages totally. Please fill in
every single item provided completely: Page 1-3 is the factors

concerning Korean society, whereas page 4-7 focuses on those
of €hiang Mai.

Part 1: General Infbrmation

1.1 Gender I male [ “Female
1.2Age years

1:3 Level of Education
[J Primary School or Lower Seeondary School
[] Certificate / Vocational School Bachelor’s degree
] Master’s degree Doctoral degree
L1 Other (please State)...........ooeoon

OO0

1.4 Marital Status

[ Single ] Married
[ Divorced / Separated L] Widow
1.5 Religion
[J No religion L] Christianity
[J Buddhism L Islam

L] Other (please State).........oooeomoo
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Part 2: Living Conditions and Quality of Life in Korea

2.1 Family in Korea

» When you were in Korea, you have ................... family members
in the same household. (indicate number)

2.2 Occupation in Korea

[ No work (Please state) LI work (Please state)
O Housewife/ house worker O Officer in private company
O Retiree O Personal business
O Other ...k O Language teacher
O Missionary
O Other......ccoooooeeieeeeres it
2.3 Source of Income in Korea -
L From work (salary) ] Money saving
[ Pension [l Profit from any kinds of investment

>

2.4 Monthly income (per person)while res1d1ng in Korea (include all kinds of income)
L Lower than 1,500,000 KRW | 4 NS ,500, 0%1 —2,000,000 KRW
[ 2,000,001 2,500,000 KRW m B 2.500,001 — 3,000,000 KRW
[ 3,000,001 — 3,500,000 KRW. 41 Higher than 3,500,001 KRW
[ No income - In case of no mcoi%uou spend money from............oocovocn

2.5 Monthly expense (per person)wht}e residmg :ln Korea (include all kinds of payment)

1 Lower than 1,500,000KRW 11,500,001 — 2,000,000 KRW
[ 2,000,004 2.500.000 KRW 1 2.500.001 - 3,000,000 KRW
[ 3,000,001 3 500,000 KRW L1 Higher than 3,500,001 KRW

2.6 Type of living-in Kdl:ea
» Live in (Please state area, city or,village)

> Typ'e ofliving

O "Rent= with the price’of... .00 el L L M KRW/month
O Bought or being owner
OrQthar &5 £ 25101007
> Type of'accommodation
O Condominium O House (area available)

O Dormitory/apartment O Other

2.7 Type of vehicle frequently used in Korea (Choose only one)

O Bicycle
Cd Motorcycle by O Rent O Bought O Other......covvvvccer,
O Personal car by O Rent O Bought O Other........oooooovvvvnn.

O Public transportation (bus, underground)
L Other e



Part 3: Attitudes Concerning Living Conditions in Korea

Instruction: Please check ( v') in the box of satisfaction you perceived

96

RELATED FACTORS (IN KOREA)

LEVEL OF SATISFACTION

Economic Factors

Highest

High

Medium

Low

Lowest

. Job opportunity

. Rate of return from employment

. Tax rate

1
2
3. Cost of living
4
5

. Economic condition in general

—

Social Factors - J

-
Highest?

_ High

Medium

Low

Lowest

6. Safety in life

7. Social service and right to be servedsby government

8. Readiness of public infrastrucuires:

9. Transportation system and domestic transport

10. Population density and congestion'in local area

11. Effectiveness of educationaliSystem

12. Quantity of touristic and recreational sites

13. Quality and quantity of health cate service -

14. Hospitality and friendliness of local pg"éple

15. Local wisdom, tradition and culture™ =

T A
S

Political Factors - S

L1

High -

Medium

Low

Lowest

16. Political stability and policy ofthe country

17. political and administratig‘ge leader

18. Chances of political partici?)ation

19. Domestic and international political condition

20. transparenc¢y of cohn‘ﬁ‘y’s administration

7 %" o T1
Environmental Factors

Highest

Hig'h

'Medium

Low

Lowest

21. Environment suited to locate in

22 .Abundanée of natural resource

23. Quality of water (cleanness of river, stream)

24. Quality of air (fresh air/ no dust/ no smoke)

25/ Waste and garbage management

26. Cleanness of city in general

% Please state (if any) additional suggestions from your attitude of living in Korea
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Part 4: Living Conditions and Quality of Life in Chiang Mai

4.1 Before arriving at Chiang Mai, have you ever come to Thailand before?
O No >>> Skip to Question 4.2
L Yes— PUIPOSE OF VISTE .ooooovevvei s 171 [ province
If yes, have you ever come to Chiang Mai before?
L No (this is the first time in Chiang Mai and Thailand)
O] Yes - this is 1101, 2SR times in Thailand.(please indicate no. of time)
>>> the first purpose of VISIt ......ccooovvvoirrrveiisircccsenns
>>> the later purpose Of Visit..........ccooovvvcoeerreccovevcicrercen,
4.2 Living in Chiang Mai
> In Chiang Mai, you stay with (please iandicate)

O Alone O«Family
O Thai friends or.relatives O Korean acquaintance
O Other. i) |1}
» In case of stayinggwithffanaily, you have ... 0. ... ... family members

while living i Chiang Mai. (indicate number)

4.3 You start residing in Chiang Mai since the month of.. .year
4.4 Occupation in Chiang Mai ' PN
[ No work (Please state) [ Work (Please state) O Studying
O Housewife/ house worker %,:__Ofﬁcer in private company
O Retiree — . O Personal business
O Other oo </ A Q. Language teacher
O Missionary.
. 7 O Other..... o
i}
4.5 Type of Visa |
0 No Visa ; O Non-Immigrant B
|:| Tourist,Visa L] Non-Immigrant ED
) O(ijﬁcial Visa [ Non-Immigrant O

[ ‘Diplomatic Visa

4.6 Plan‘tg? live in Chiang Mai
[ Plan set — I will further stay in Chiang Mai
until the month of ..o, D22 SO

[ No plan set (please indicate)
O Stay no limitation— so on O Need to change nationality

O Stay forever (O 2011115 SO
4.7 Source of Income
L From work (salary) O Money saving
[ Pension O Profit from any kinds of investment

LI other oo
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4.8 Monthly income (per person) while residing in Chiang Mai (include all kinds of income)

] Lower than 40,000 BHT 1 40,001 — 50,000 BHT
[ 50,001 — 60,000 BHT ] 60,001 — 70,000 BHT
[ 70,001 — 80,000 BHT [ Higher than 80,001 BHT

[ No income - In case of no income, you spend money from............oocrn

4.9 Monthly expense (per person) while residing in Chiang Mai (include all kinds of payment)

] Lower than 40,000 BHT 1 40,001 — 50,000 BHT
[ 50,001 — 60,000 BHT 1 60,001 — 70,000 BHT
170,001 — 80,000 BHT [Z] Higher than 80,001 BHT

4.10 Type of living in Chiang Mai
> Live in (Please-State-area, City or VAITAGE) et ............ooo e

> Type of living

O RentasWithafiomiige L AN o Mt 0 .. BHT/month
O Boughor being owner S5
O O, #F L FL. = . AN
> Type of acgommodation : ;
O Condominiam O \House (arca available)
O Dornfitogg/apartmgnt %4 O Other. ..o
& ¥

4.11 Type of vehicle frequently u§§fl ;_inzﬁh'i_gl_lg Mai (Choose only one)

L] Bicycle | A 2 d4

O Motorcycle Y==ORct= ~ O Bought O Other......coovvvvcccrr,
[ Personal cal w' by CEESY 2 s T Bought O Other.........coooocoocoocc
O Public ti"a.l}spmmtion (bus, underground)

O Other.....‘.‘}.:?/ .................................................................

4.12 Language use in daily life communication
[ Koteat [} i
[ English [0 other..\ b 211G

4.13 Leyel,of Thai-language proficiency
C Very good [d Goed 1 Average O Luttie O Very little

4.14 You need to study Thai Language?
O ves L No

4.15 In case you need to communicate to Thai people, what language you used?
[ Korean O Thai
[ English L Other o
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4.16 Place you frequently go shopping in Chiang Mai (Choose only one)

[ Robinson Airport Plaza
L BigC

[ Tesco Lotus

O Rimping

[ Central Kad Suan Kaew
O carrefour

O Macro

[ Fresh market

4.17 Problems found in daily life(Choose only one)

PROBLEMS 2

a—
-

7,
/' #+ LEVEL OF ATTITUDE

““ TOWARDS PROBLEMS

Highest*|= High | Medium | Low | Lowest

[

Language use to communiéate toflocal people

Difficulty and inconvenien€e ofifransportation

Traffic problem

Hot atmosphere

Garbage and waste

High expense

High price of goods

Unable to get along to local people = =

e I e A A Bl B o B

Insufficiency of health care-seivice

—_
=]

. Insufficiency of departmentsstore and public park

[
—_

. Unable to have Thaifood

—_
[\

. Dirty food shop ¢ »

—_
(98]

. Unclean food * .

b

._.
N

. Unclean c}%rinking water

—_
W

T

. Noise

—
(©)

. Intensity of local area

Ju
~

..Instability of domestic political problem

. Other (If you have any other problems, please

state)
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Part 5: Attitudes Concerning Living Conditions in Chiang Mai

Instruction: Please check ( v') in the box of satisfaction you perceived

RELATED FACTORS (IN CHIANG MAI) LEVEL OF SATISFACTION

Economic Factors Highest | High | Medium | Low | Lowest

. Job opportunity

. Rate of return from employment

. Tax rate

1
2
3. Cost of living
4
5

. Economic condition in general

-
Social Factors — | Highest'!"" High | Medium | Low | Lowest

6. Safety in life

7. Social service and right to be servedsby government

8. Readiness of public infrastrucuires:

9. Transportation system and domestic transp ort

10. Population density and congestion'in local area

11. Effectiveness of educationaliSystem - |

12. Quantity of touristic and reécreational sites : 3

13. Quality and quantity of health care service | =

Yy

14. Hospitality and friendliness of local peoplé

15. Local wisdom, tradition and culture o

e

Political Factors - ==y i{{g‘ff‘é’s“t‘ High .| Medium | Low | Lowest

L1

16. Political stability and policy ofthe country

17. political and administrative leader

18. Chances of political particiioation

19. Domestic and intérnatienal political condition

20. transparency of cezunt;y S adm1n1strat10n

i 1 "I | o r '] '
Environmental Factors Highest Hig'h ‘Medium | Low | Lowest

21. Env1r0nment\§§u1ted to locate in

22. Abundané¢e of natural' resource

23..Quality of water (cleanness of river, stream)

24. Quality of air (fresh air/ no dust/ no smoke)

25. Waste and garbage management

26. Cleanness of city in general

% Please state (if any) additional suggestions from your attitude of living in Chiang Mai

Thank you for your kind cooperation
The received information would be used to facilitate Koreans
who reside in Chiang Mai in the future
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