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ABSTRACT

This paper is designed to evaluate the export potential of the California rice industry. In
terms of production, the potential production of the California rice is very restricted because
of lack of land and water as well as environment-related regulations. The yields also
reached the plateau after 1990s. In terms of consumption and export, the domestic
consumption of medium grains has increased gradually and California has more attractive
export markets than the Korean market, such as Japan or Taiwan. Considering all
situations, the export potential of the California rice to Korea is not large.
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2004 205,228 58,500 117,028 29,700

F 1) 19%d o= Q% 1999d o= HWEY, 2001 d0l= T 244 £y A,
Z}&: USA Rice Federation.



3. Ml o] AET} o] A2t

o 2HHE AEUT AG #
A Fjol F By AGA F2 A
o} whEbA o] Aol Al o HE o
W AEYTE AG Aol dvpibE =
FE MsEE & 5 U B
¥ 7F FHe] AR 2G| ZEUTL A
g o] Aatd & dAwh J|F D B9
sol & 7heg

TEH7 = A ©

f
o i o

[o 4
it

E HAA]

o] ol A g o7 ghto
Gt weEbA] e Awla)

A& %FJEHO}%OM. ojgfg o] fF=
o] Aol = wAAIY Z fofe B A
e AL aH ool 23714 FETh

o] AR AMHA S HA G A
AR 7)EE Aake s Sl oa AR H
gy & g A F ey
2243 HEFR)E AL Fo] Hu) uw
g olE QA4S AyEowx v zt
UL &Y FE oE S fFE B 5 3
th ol& ZARE dto] m=¥e] FTA §4
HAA Ao i FF dFS FrEs)

. @] 1980 diFAtew <l

! Grant(1990)2 7

Azt &9 5 7Fsd 101

ot
-
jin
S:

2 1981 d o= AujH A o] 24
ttha® /\H} A= 720t A G4
o] =7 stetgd 1977, 1983, 19914
o= Ajui A O] a7 sEhsle 129 1A

ha %717 Fasth webd oW o
R
Avhy 7o wel Aelzyole] AE7
H A E A e 27}6¥ Aoz Helt 17
o GF FA 5% AdY 87 W)
We Aeuel ¥ AWRAe BheES
AR Qe Yo Ash: vk
v,

Az ot A Bl AuiE AL A AR
24%F 3dhas W Aol finh Aexy
o FdHwbEE Ad g 7hed WA
2 24%F 33ha(60% ele]7)Y Ao 3
ACHA AR QUE ). mhebA] 247 3
Hhazk Hth Al 7bewA o vhebs |

O
- -

e

T =o)4y 25%ha(eF 625 ool A)E Hu
WHos AgatolE Pt 9e AoR
ghore el

Fod de Agxyel W A A9
°F 60%o°l alFE = 127 1¥hats w7}
2ol B HEd Egon & o]9e &
AES Austrlel AgetA arke Al

H o} 2

(19 2 #x). HEH EY+
o Wol WeE s 4Bol= HF

A gk, vl

o

o

]
}

R

=
Bl

2 g

o

Ejote] AA W A
A& 208k 2xha(497 83 dlo]A)E R UTh
508 ole]7] ol AWMLY A= o a7}
Atk 4e ndsy, o WAe AEYel
o FAA & AAEAL AUAA AA B A

ol 9)



102 SEEH #2904 A3z

a9 1. #E2[zZL{of B AHHHHA

Area (1,000 ha)
260.00 -

240.00 -
220.00 -
200.00 -
180.00 -
160.00 -
140.00 -

120.00 -

100.00 +——————+—"—T—T T

O 0 N I > O DS L >
D B D D DL QK
FFFEE S

| Grerem

I
f, _-"‘._ # fig Lindis

Z}&: University of California Agricultural Issue Center.



et =
o Qi AR o5 B F95

HE oA we Ad
e 18 o,
t= & 7H4el Hd 7
Aoz o e},
ﬂﬂﬁﬂf%*ﬂ
2E 20034 744
ARG
A LYo}t

¥ e
T

. ©] o] A

e
O
ot
o
2
=

o 12

ru

)

o ol
N

o

i)
S
e

r
[e]
o
B

=
)
1o
=3
o
k
il
—
O
D
(@)
l-'\“

=
1o
A
N
N
)
&
O rHﬂ
o
>
oo
o
2
o
=)
)

f

Al H A (1, OOOha) TEHEWFZ Y
Eok FARIY A &RY 1974393 g
o] thFom AT ot A FU AR
19801 7} 198149 Tm g o] 5ol 1
98 AZad. OLS 34 4%, 14 &
A3 T A 4= (1st autocorrelation coefficient)
7} 0312 FA % o], Cochran-Orcutt % 2.
2 A&t #4 2= ved 2o
Area = 120777 + 0.16149™"P,,

(9.193) (4.388)
-2.6085 D; + 37247 D;
(-0.1365)  (2.223)

R?=0.59, n=38, Rho= 0.4, (& t-3<.

%#%ﬂlmmw:ﬂﬁﬂ<mA%%ﬂ
o]%*%7vh1551a%sgtﬁ
Slel= o2 fAZ=S Aufstr]

E Aotk o) fldA Ay W&

Z(pasture), &% W2E(dry land winter

cereals ol st

Az EUot &9 F 7 103
el dAZ G, EF TpAe did Age
= A 74 o] bl il
< 1% 6xha* %7}
A HA ¢u) A

—_
o
()
Xl
mlm
o
ol
ol
oL

1.

off
[o
1o
=
o
i

Jut

rlr
=T

rg
2
K
lj o
jz
=)
é
R
U

of Az ELol ¥ A

4
MHEAE 1] 918 Wl

2

i3
"
to =2

2
g
o2
o

oh 7 Aol oaH, Be] A 5
Qo s AeEet ¥ AupEo] 3

9 7%ha S7FeEivh 1elal o] FARE A=
SAACEE Fo3 Aow ey
e FHAE o]gste] A W}
of mE ZexYole] v Aujra A e Fo
£ AAbE] BAb A 7EE 0] 600E /= L
2 gsskd, AmEA S 219 73dha g
7b "k wA7MA o] 00EE/Eo R A
st 25%tha o2 AujH A o] F7}
ok webd =A7A o] 800/ ES |
gery A xyole] v AuH A 2
Ul 25%tha A=7F & o= dfdn. A
w7HA A7 0] 7H =k wl= 1974
dow =9 8812y olglon, ofF 74
o] stetale] Wt 300€e Aol 717 o]
P T # Foll = 1999 =4 & 7}
Aol =3 50087t sk Aol qlrh
upebA Hdl W 7HsHA S 25%tha® B

As 2 57 e Aoz Helnh

—

R 01> 1-ﬂ

N



104

=]

=EAH

A2948 A3%

a4 3. =Ml oigt Ze

ZL|O} b RfHHTAR]

o i3}

Area (1,000 ha)

Response of Area to International Price
260.00
240.00 3
3
220.00 - *
.
* P - *
* P *
200.00 - .
* o .
180.00 - *
- . *
.
160.00 - s * . e ®
. $
140.00 - *
* o0 *
120.00 - ¢
100.00 . : : : : : : : : .
150.00  200.00  250.00  300.00  350.00  400.00  450.00  500.00  550.00  600.00  650.00
Price ($/ton)

Az yole] Hd W AwfHAS 259 Ao AujHA ] =o= HItd ThsAol
ha BEE 7F83sts A2 919 offr ol =4 & webA W Auirt 94 5 o]
= @ b oIk Qloh A, BelEUel A Z7kable ofdnh
Aee dEAsl dze] Qo] Awdon  EAl, wAETIl REET. A Eo}
MAuT Ao ele] Feldel o & Ae WEAom ol REW Aofold
ok o] Y SR sl AdEn o 53], A xyol ¥ Ao & &4
A d e BA] FuEge] = a4 = AZete] 3 & 24 ddol HA
A AR RE Aotk % 4 Aol th 1 As AelEe} v A FEL
A =A FAEA G I ALY I} F o FEHOE BS AMEEEE o

3 2. Ze[xUof X|de| & aH| ¥ 35
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5 4 23,583.3 23,061.1 19,032.0

TAl 4] 721.3 859.6 877.2

Y &4 6,458.2 8713.9 8,567.1

57 54 16,397.8 13,4876 9,587.7
E T

7 3% 16,152.8 14,925.1 11,607.9

A g8 59575.8 5,320.8 4,497.2

2| 8k 1,408.2 2,815.2 2,926.9

A& California Water Plan Update 2005, California Department of Water Resources.
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