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- ﬁ, “r:T”:I’PJIZLB‘I' o5y
P18~PE4

- HiE
SR 4 #nﬁ;puﬁ’iﬂd@ﬁﬂ[ » FEH ARV E 5*%‘[[%[ﬁpj[jg$7%%< £,

?“[” ﬁé N L Ea R {a | R N ES LA EE LR RSt S G Rl pﬁ"& S

AT FRBRT — CO R ) s I BB
i FsE B MR R s PR~ 5 2 HU R L R R e A
b PRI - A 0 R E‘@*PA (i) > Wl#filﬂﬂ*”rg'ﬂl rﬁ%%ﬁJ
(aversive facility ) ﬁ& r E%&EF%%H | (Not In My Backyard, NIMBY ) ( Dear, 1992;
Inhaber, 1992; F,FIFJ;;*_ S5 0 1995) 'HEJL%TE[E R o P E R R
SELE S HRETERIEE E?TLHZ‘«?FJEJI%TJ/?E[ (%5 1994 5 f*% PHR - 19955 %
T RS > 1995) o

VT e [ B S B R 5 &Lﬁ{ﬁ?@%ﬁ%‘ ?&?ﬂfﬁ
TR > P IRE 2 SRy ) *?fﬁ S TR T T Ef“% EFVBA R
LA > PR S Eﬁﬁ I rﬁ%%“ﬁﬁ FALA iF 1457 PO P
[T | R 550 i [Wl[ﬁ[fj_rpjmf gg“:rﬁ\ralﬁﬂ—*ﬁgﬁi;? PRI &ke}'ttﬁ NAE
H o q;éf.f B[R 9 R T i B8 [ [ /HU%EF o HlRL IS
T ]FPIHI T P Jﬁ[ﬂ%ﬁ&* ( Slovic et al., 1980; Slovic,
1987; ijﬁﬁék ~ sk 1994 %ﬂ%ﬁ}?f‘\ ) 1994 :FE[[EEQL » 1994) o «H?FFLJE F@@%F
FE @‘Lﬁ'fﬁ?ﬁtﬂf flat ~ g o 2R 2R Ffﬂ"‘ TP ¥5 s (Iso-Ahola, 1980;
Tinsley & Tinsley, 1986; Bammel & Burrus-Bammel, 1992 ) » — [[E{F‘J Eﬂﬁ:~ (lit e
O < Otlet  SUF DB A TR IR AL 0 ) e o H B T
w CIRNNEG T (NP - ] %“iﬁéﬁi B e S S ﬁ%
i 5 iﬁﬂ: K 2 T BV 2 o E R Sl T R

TSN B R AT YR S S O
= “%E M0 AR PR s A RIPYETPURLIE 7 %‘ EJ%E'%F g £
1570 2 PP SRR R RV - amﬁ”‘ﬁf[ﬂ[wlpﬂfr” G I R S
S DS [ A 5 S TS S P D AR BY R ’ﬁﬂﬁ‘?j? |
g S5 S ST B R 10 S SRR S T R T F-T;Jg[ b OV IE R
Hfi%)ﬁ“ By b= .
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U= ﬁ’pﬁﬂu% rEET EFJ
F'J T B P SR e P AT E

P18~P34
gV~ RARVE
- > d’ f —Fu‘_&‘{i,—f“‘ﬁ@i}:r’?ﬁ

Wildavsky & Dake ( 1990 ) [piVei = fro=b gt » SRIA7ICH 0 A8 2 < ST b ey
SIS IR IR WS BT (knowledge theory ) ~ 1%
(personality theory ) ~ %’;//;‘?\%FFU (economic theory ) » WF[EEF:F% (political theory ) #I
Y[ (cultural theory) » P9I RET - ] kL™ IR T M AEETET S
B %\:Wﬁﬁdfl&iﬁﬁ FIIE AR RV TR ) Y f %'Ispuf S
i et (3 poR =t Douglas & Wildavsky  (1982) iU | %[Frm (cultural theory ) »

T*"Af%ﬁ?'i . r+ﬁt§.|§§,l A ‘EE; (the perceiving subject ) il £~ [[E{JPE;'—F g

- :’*‘JF&:\FI*J@"'??B? - = ﬁf?ﬁfﬁiﬁﬁ'gj (ErHPE e g fifi B P o 20 PP
Lﬂﬂﬂ—“ijif}ﬂ?j, ngttuﬁ]&m ,H‘jttf‘ﬁﬁﬁ:]}ff’h:j"ﬂ T%PJF'D ME jFI H{?ﬁ&ﬂﬂ?@%&g?@@
% TJ s S [;E,HEJ EAIEE R Baa}é‘y E;]H;HJI/;& » R Y (3
£l (cultural biases) V1> *“J‘HPIJE;E Nl T*Tfﬁrﬂ AR /IE[;@@I* A FTP Y R
1 #( worldviews ) (Douglas & Wildavsky, 1982; Rayner & Carton, 1987; Thompson
& Wildavsky, 1990; Wildavsky & Dake, 1990; Dake, 1991; Douglas, 1992) - — &=
TR MR T B AR e (R RS S Y f“’*l’??@ﬁﬁfﬁi‘?@fgﬁ’?
%ﬁﬁjﬂﬁﬁ (Higgins, 1990; Weigold & Schlenker, 1991 ) ; ¥ f“‘ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%‘,l‘}_k DUt e
(Krimsky & Plough, 1988 ) (1) =55 = W1 Py et iy 15, > [RF= S82F s L
ALEAR PRV BN VT (2) Qf[ﬁ'fiﬁﬂ%'@ﬂ:ﬁT [FilFpE - 4T
“Ejifuéjn‘;ﬁ%{;;%‘ﬁ&gﬁl[,p\ﬂﬁFBE ;o (3) NS m%ﬁﬁ"ﬁau PR S
P PO P S IR AR Tt T (i (4) et B TR
e WERLAREHCEE AT BRI » B ) 2 S T
I o = T %T#jwﬂ—ﬂ?‘ﬁ,ﬁ I/ﬁlﬁjgﬁmju > HIEL Effurm NES)
GV € RTREIELAT - P59t - Y (5 LRSS PR AEV F e FRH EE
R EJF%EJII

¢I@H )= O IS MO Y+ AL * PO
ACRI O @ R R BB R R B RV SRR (Douglas &
Wildavsky, 1982 ; Schwarz & Thompson, 1990; Thompson & Wildavsky, 1990) -
= %E,TTEJ@‘, Ry PUFE T [ R [ﬂrpjiir[ﬁ;ﬂ Ve U Ni m[ T”

( fatalists ) F’E‘Tw’&é ﬁi{ (hierarchists ) ~ flit » = # ¥ (individualists ) == =72

# ¥ (egalitarians ) - iﬁﬂ“‘i@f{] p A %ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ AENEREY > MET [ﬁj [~

—y(||
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M IR S 5T 1]
ERIELERE e S

P18~P34
= BB (Dake, 1991,1992) ¢ FLA & i i SR VR AL
o HBEAVEPIRLE 3 i%iﬁ,‘ i PRERRITE |V £ 0 A B TR - o

& AR LRLT R U'Ejzii%p%?fggww I S S R T AL
RS R o PR IRL T TR IES - PO U 2 T E R 2
ﬂﬂ@rﬁﬁfﬁﬁmh— £ %rﬁ ), I?:ti,%[ﬁﬂﬂi%’jgﬁiﬁ\?ﬁﬁﬁlrﬁp JF’?E EE ) R
= Py TJ BURLIRIRE » = e B i gy P[P A S = B Al
ST AR B b e g thiﬂ AR A ] 2 R
&FF M @R Y B EHT‘[‘TEAEISFH@ EAREE R E R ’q PRlEr #Eﬁi}@mﬁffﬁgtﬁ”
}%Lﬁﬁf‘g RS ILaEY = Eal k- }byfﬁ%m%?%r JE Y % (Schwarz & Thompson,
1990 ; Thompson & Wildavsky, 1990 ; Van Asselt et al., 1996; Roe, 1996 ) = l1I']
%’TI 10 [T P AR 1 3T PSR
;'fra; O RS g @Fpa 7’ iﬂﬁiﬂ U W;%Lﬁfﬁ P
R Ak S RIS B AT amﬂavﬁihf AT *J?J[Wlﬂf“éﬁ pi J%U?‘iﬁ?%’* N2
B T TR R ) - IR e SRR Y [ -

= R (affect) =@ HRE

Schwarz (1990 ) 3 7k FL I RGPS EET |FEJ|_1'JAfL— FEBF (signal ) » Zli Rl
ORI TP R A iV T > S e R F; HIDRL AR TBURL
HIE il SR/ o IF?[E'%TI** FFSRT IR L= T PRI Rt TR
FITF = B i > I (S e st fio it il 5 Lazarus (1991) <5gpelt {0~ oy
S (R ARLY RO (20 5 IR SR TR T~ 5, (eonl
incongruent ) » fL¥| —3( FI”FFE‘ IﬁfF*Q/VQE (transaction ) » [f1| J;plIﬁ R TEI
- 3 RLEA] 7”@ P FSEETRR - (W RS RV SR - Al P
ailiites *H‘—’]’I—Ellﬁ@"ﬁ*| o SR & (hazard) - fFﬂﬁW?@ﬂ?ﬁﬁEﬁ@
e e #j [ESUSN ff[ EEE=E [iﬂi[f > Viek & Keren  (1992) ?F[Ll' El[
Eﬁ@TFH'\@J\‘Wi‘T/% By gy EEEs lﬁ' VA R TE S
i > FUEER S SIS 1) R ) pﬂt&j 2% g@;&g@ﬁg@
-} Rundmo (2002 ) FJE’r ’ %ﬂ?"%ﬁ?‘im g 1/ 1 ?E B ok F ‘EAIFFB*TF\??E
i B e VRS S Rundmo & Sjoberg (1998) H[LH [?E,Fyﬁ]%@“ (et
(image of risk ) [V ﬁf‘ by lﬁi{tﬁé o SR H@?‘ij{‘ : I'ﬁ ﬁfDF:'I [?Lf@%;i JH]
[ RSP e e HRERRY A I M A B | (halo efffect)  (Thorndike,1920) “[1F)
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B AR 6 T )
L A SRR Y
P18~PE4

e - AU VIR 2 R S 2Rl - RERRR O Hi S
(W~ VIR AU W‘%T??’%T‘%’*F[Uf[ﬁ%ﬂ’%ﬂ’[‘%ﬁdtﬁﬁEi?ﬁﬂﬁflj?ﬂ?i M VHI
e BRI (WIS RO B T f WA S LY S Johnson
& Tversky (1983 ) AVFAEES » £ E'I‘I‘ﬁ’ﬁg‘\’:’ E%ﬁi@ﬁ[l"%é"??{%ﬂ’??m’ H‘:rﬁlﬁ’?ﬁ“—
[ SRR Alhakami & Slovie (1994) PSR - HisHi0
o AP R R kL HWWﬂﬁwa%f“ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@
[ - FJ ?Eﬁ‘grlﬁuiFdlfL'F” ) Fj‘g Fjg%;ﬁ&%[;cigiuw“?{t ﬁ PR A RIS 5 ] ]l
Rundmo (2002) | J’ﬁmﬁ Cadi N S o B R T [ ?E’%%%Elé‘mﬂ?’\ 11 i
W%wﬁﬁﬁ%w%ﬂ@@w¢'PWﬁ‘w’w%ﬁwxiwwuﬁu&%’
Y OB S IR R I - +A*wﬂ¢¥%’ﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬁﬁ
L ‘lﬁgﬁﬁf CEJ BUSEPE fa HIRREAY  EE  B pre WIPVE fR HH~ ]*Fflﬁﬁﬁ\l 1

BB 5 SO [ R SR 3 Ve
HEEE R (NS TUR AR [E %%Wﬁ@+V%%wl%wﬁ o
YR 1 B R R B TR

©PHEE

FUBT | bV R - A A ;m VIR (D > P
S5 S PR RR S (R [T BIRETD > B g R S P
U IR PRE 5 091 > SRR Sep o e [~ RSP U W TR Y
o

T [~ BT
CRURIREES )
Fid T
P,
S | EERER
R e T BURIEHRE
L PR

LY BIRELY A] ER PRAERGLE § 18 5 S A
IR i’ﬁmﬁtﬁ”ﬁ”%} TR w AT e s ;ﬂaﬁ
SEEPI AVR R VR RIS - (IS L PR R D W R IR
(22 BIGCE R0 QA B (AT - 5 (7 BB Dake
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(1991 & 1992) FLAErHL B e H |

e ] e II’?E ‘%?ﬁlfﬁl'ﬁﬂ&% RERI

EmiE

[ﬁﬁi’ -

B
PR R b A

PRI Y ;‘L EfJ

P18~PE4

AP VEVRAHE 46 [’[a{rEjEI T3

e

NG F (Peters & Slovic, 1996; Palmer, 1996; Marris et al., 1998 ) » 7 YT:WEF[I » A
=2

HE 5=3J|5’ﬁfj [l > 1> 87 2R3 | Rundmo (2002 ) TRty 8 [ 1 RS -
}JfF’J [ﬁﬂ I/ Tt I-fga 91[[

PRAENET-R B t[#lﬁlﬂ’i' j\ﬂdﬁj '71% R R

E F:I ]”‘:f[ﬂj ?\‘ﬂll
FERLE % R 5 ST RRI R (
BAEB S UG E TS 397 1) -

”gﬁ”‘%@ﬁ'”\' I PR S
- 1=l R s=2Fi

S P

R TR ]

[ 2 (65.5%)

(31.2% ) F|-* 5 18-22 5 # (28.7%)

R
7irq§§$J_,

CEY(17.9%) 5 iy TR R R

PIPIENES VAT
S N _HJ 20-30 R Hik 2

?rﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁkﬂﬂ
T H(37.5% ) TP
FAEE % (32.5%) 0 H VISR (18.6%) » - WEL 1ﬁ(/§t¢rw
FIJJH’ [FEE (63.5%) = #F [ E|

AR T 1-3 SELE (74.1%)

PR 1 VISR i 28 (86.3%)

FPIEAR P IS TS [T B RN

=2

e Rl JIHVJJ’F’Tiﬂﬁ%JE‘U TR

=i
1

il =2 EIJ

35 (R ST

Bl K5 697 S IEENE 19 10 ][EH\

.]

0.3 EJ/FIE"JDJJ P i > RN 25 fgg SHO(F 1) EE IR —gw
X [6[[_{& RN i{ll:w;yyc

"R

Tl RIS

Fr

(36.5%) > E %45 31-45

SVEEY R IR % (57.9%)

TR ] S0 (66.0%)

—L

ok

I_i_,{\j:[[ﬁﬁf[,[ ‘T

J’F }3147
g

7SR LAB Dake (1991&1992) FUE |19

et > 21 PIRIR 92252

ﬁ'ﬁjﬁ{] 7Bt (item-total correlation) ‘|- H%

7@& “Fl

7 IFEJE«FJ o T
@55 P 5{@; ) PR R J@@t 370 ffd * 2 & I/'[Es'ﬁ er];Ejt 4.04 >
SN E NG = Jr:;@jﬁ 371 » F’Ff - VT Jr:;@jﬁ 238 o

. i“}Flfjjtl:JE@ﬁi[“—_ﬂ |ﬂ1gu & éﬁﬁ

Fo VR HERVRESI
Scale Mean Scale Corrected Alpha if
¥ [“E EER if Item Variance if Item-Total Item
Deleted Item Deleted Correlation Deleted
B‘E; ) z\,é EAAlEES E:Fc;' £ EI 4 el B A AT 143.9195 175.0412 4151 .8037
=Y
'
2 P SR IERSI R (B 143.7816 177.6480 3675 8056
F& 144.0936 178.2034 .3602 .8060
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L
IS % #%ﬁﬁ Ll

E—IWUE)J It ,z.k ‘)J_A E:FJ

,Tld T T VR

RENIIES E
P18~P34
h = F r"@’%’ﬁﬁ”ldnﬁi,g%lw 143.1773 178.0705 3418 .8063
. 2SR IO S 143.9146 179.1966 3337 8068
6. R c{%,g, 1432167 178.5845 3419 8064
7. 75 P o0 e b2l Rk oot ) 144.1149 180.8980 1662 8114
. ﬁl% £ vj:%ﬁ ;’Wg%g;!]: lp_::;J WaF|| 5 g, * 2 f Ff' 144.2611 181.5123 1411 8122
0. H{EaE 10y ~ 5 ﬁ;jﬁﬁ%ﬂj%ﬁ“gfﬁgﬁyﬁiﬁggigﬁyqugqﬁaag 143.4154 179.2498 2755 .8080
10, SBHOIETY - BERLPTE A P 1444532 | 1814916 1470 S
11 (7 25 PR (6 BRI (2 AL IR 144.0575 179.3240 2914 8076
12, E 25 PR B W~ B P R 144.3284 179.3361 2105 8101
13. f[:ﬁﬁ}ﬁ[{/ﬁfj ) f\};ﬁﬁﬁ‘_ﬁﬁ}m{/ﬁ i} 144.1018 179.4205 2270 .8095
L4, 750 B LR 1445813 180.5596 2007 8101
15. 1§§4gfﬂflﬂggﬁ;§§+%u 5 g‘grgn[gﬁj\ﬁ@% 143.9048 178.0304 3369 .8064
16. %~ AT ﬁ”%{?ﬁﬂ s ~ SR S —;—j{;%fgﬁl LR 143.8358 178.0618 3315 .8065
A e B I G R 143.6716 178.3426 3524 -8062
18. JPHE|— [t~ O R S IR R A o 143.4680 178.8382 3273 8068
e 19. % & (RLEARY MR OAIT A  H EE 143.4565 179.0775 3024 8073
f‘ DO. [FERRLES 0T (192 QIR 143.8998 177.6199 2966 .8074
B P st st S, o i 1437570 | 175:6020 28] 8037
2. QP I e S IR SR EREEIE R | 1447635 184.3683 0409 8150
D3, Fyyet ij* AP A 144.3465 182.4669 .0836 .8150
D4, 7S 1= f%“ ;{;;ﬁf\ﬁir{“\ﬁ po- f ﬁ]"‘;:u 143.9195 180.8537 .1746 8110
pS. YHE Y N ESRARSOSHE - 2 A T e Dol 143.7685 176.4644 3614 8054
D6, PG ERLS [ * 2 et i e 143.5337 1747361 4472 8030
7. HREEEE IR - IR SRR RN 3 o - 143.8670 175.3326 3820 8046
8. =5 @ Fi@ai o s 10 C R 2poRt 143.8637 175.9041 3533 8055
. PO PURITE B PORTH T T S BT R 144.3777 175.3834 3459 8056
%* BO. 775 T ] 7RI ALY R B 144.2874 178.8104 2511 8087
é’; B1. iﬁf[ﬁf[ﬁuﬁl%’ﬁj—%lfmﬁ— T oauss s %&EﬁEjflfﬂ”’J’ﬁ’hE@j}ﬁElﬁl T 144.3136 174.3933 4350 .8031
73 &ﬁﬁ;’}f‘}piﬁ@gg#;@_ﬁﬁﬁw 144.7570 182.8685 1026 8130
B3. 257 APIEER - RIS Ry 144.3284 179.3361 2105 8101
B4. 25 (R THI AR RS 9 s 144.0575 179.3240 2914 8076
Bs. QAT QIR PR L 144.0394 181.4327 1908 8102
Lﬁr{ 6. RIZMHI *RLIZE MY - fol i GO RIRLE T | 143.8358 178.0618 3315 8065
S b7, A Iupc“/f S 1432167 178.5845 3419 8064
B b FE AR A st 143.9195 175.0412 4151 8037
ko = 143.7816 177.6480 3675 .8056
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Pling

M PR S 5T

RENIES RS ot i L o F oy

um

P18~P34
0. ﬂ%j%y f§ AR ﬁ"_hﬁt[l 144.0936 178.2034 3602 .8060
i1 [ﬂt’iwﬂilﬁm SR SRR G g }g;pwﬂ«zp 144.0657 179.4825 2681 .8082
0. &?[N 9~ 2 B | URLER T St (2 3 143.9146 179.1966 3337 .8068
3. ‘&I?‘JF ~ Rl B -Mggj T ,,EJ&[ 143.4154 179.2498 2755 .8080
hd. BrRE T ﬁiﬂlﬁf‘ ﬁ:iﬂ %73: SR 143.2167 178.5845 3419 .8064
4. S5 FRALFRY - T ieAvRRGE i qugiﬁ@%; iy 144.2611 181.5123 1411 8122
6. =% E{*J}‘”Eﬁﬁf ERE g 143.4154 179.2498 2755 .8080

B R AR 2 R AT S VS AT (" B
BRI B > ) T’Tﬁ%\[?ﬁ (% 2)> Wilks' Lambda fffi£% 0.19 ZEIE f¥E (F=
561323, P=0.000) » RIBFEDIEY [ BRSSP U B S 0T
RIS o AR o [~ = SR e B b = T 2 B T&HJ/ ’

|«|ﬂ pP i fﬁil?iﬁ:@' [t~ = Ffe KRR =9 Iﬁ & i M B

BRI A R %\fﬂ #ﬁm =& X [ﬁ@ f:B¢ (Cronbach o) 7J
HIEE 0.77 ~ 0.75 ~ 0.72 %pogo Ll P SR [ B A
;'/EEIIFLIFN— Rl E ﬁL?UFIJEg T fﬂ VA, o

$02 0 W [“E BFEEL H- DR T
HIESP
g | T | e [T | o | gpn

T

W= % 4.04 w0336 0028 | 12085 0.000
s % 370
. .
W= ) e | o030 | o034 | o9ess| 0000
S 3.71
. .
e 408 [ 1.658 0041 | 39970 | 0.000
(Fif = 2.38

=9t > R PT TR ?%’@? 4l Reta LA SRR IRgg L ity
*dll!ﬁﬁ 4.01 > “fiERlEe - 3 ?J’Eum T PR T e PR R B
TR R A b H BT A P B (AP S
PURIRO T IRHIBERL A E 2 B TR BT SR B
[w‘mﬁmﬁ,@@ﬁ VR B 13? A SRR, s el (t= 1.766, p=0.079 ) ° [ Skt
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B TR 6 Y
(il PSS R A
P18~P34

AR T TR TR Yy S SNER
(worry/peaceful ) (m=2.71) ~ }='#a/Hi {5 (depressed/elated) (m=2.81) - @\‘I‘?Ei%

F I+ (in a bad mood/in a good mood ) (m=2.88 )H1E &{/hts4 (anxious/relaxed )
(m=2.67) » g [ > e T S T S 3 fijjpy o~ s Wq‘z%l/ﬁfa‘u\
(indifferent/concern ) (m=3.76) ~ ﬁlpi/h"\?f? (upset/calm) (m=3.08) ~ ¥gF/EE L
(irritated/balanced ) (m=3.10) FREFE/H% (sad/happy) (m=3.02) iﬁ[’“[ ]']E"[‘ﬁ’,ﬁgt
AT S 3+ TSI TR P S B A2
e r‘% RATZ zhL 54 o

S S R AT R A BT 55T PRk TR R

R I PR+ STRTRE B+ [N T S (KMO 1= 0.903 -
Bartlett Zf% A6 - T[T 55 fiel=1738.853, p=0.000)) > P ilfﬁf%ﬁ;@*‘\ﬁ/\ 1>
SEITR AT 0.4 VIRIFTS o HA 2 [WET G 3D STl B T R R
all r‘[‘%’jﬂiﬁ‘“ ) 595#%“*[/5?!3@&[5} £5 70.8% > Fﬁ %E‘I*'/EEWT@EE} ST HIEL 57.3%
AIN13.5% o = 4B R SRS PR (e 2 o e s - 1)

R BILRLEER S A5 PR

R3S B B [ R

- R | R

£ -t 0.871 0.003

?ﬁf% = [H 0.849 0.115
W -ga 0.835 0.057
1= - 10 0.833 0.161
R 15 0.827 0.050
ASTRPE 0.735 0.161
- i 0.693 0.292
VIR 0.095 0.962

L BN S SR [ R SR S ] A
AN - 5T 2 (W1, R S F VT R I 1 () 35
MR T P 0 ) R TR e B S Y R S S
(F=104.67 » P=0.000) » Friff i@l fI £ 51% - [y ff it A1 At m gy

26



B TR 8 Y
CiATI P A S R Mo 475
P18~PE4

T R 7 B P IR E | SRR > AR [ (R 2 (Fe 4) - e
W AR B A R R (ELRLIF B AR bt e R PR B 1
TS o [ T TR T A T e A CRERY A  E ff %r, U SER SR P
Ty Fﬁ%@\%@ iy > B i [ (g by [ PP b b
BE Y TR T o A e [l AR = FRER N
?‘w:]. ‘4/[[—7\ :

R S 5] PR B IR RS 0.166% (NS ) -0.153% (- 1

)

F 4t R F R [P B (R A L W

FARYE [ (REE | AR R ,
B VihatH Beta 53 i t R

(FlfJ'E‘(T) 4.015 114.416 0.000
— L R -0.109 -0.153 -3.105 0.002
R 0.118 0.166 3.360 0.001

o~ AR

S A AEh T IR f?i/[ 2 EUER] HILE S 2 S
pu-T g Jﬁ Ko = Fp ~ =T a&ﬁ[f{ B T&rl o WERT Uzﬁﬁﬁi =
VIt~ = SRR - R MR0T - 07 Dake ﬂﬁlﬁﬁﬁ“ﬂﬁﬂ =8
I R - IR A %' T ReR Rl - [ = SR fﬁﬁjhiﬁﬁ?ﬁ»ﬂf
k53 (Marris et al., 1998 ) » [y 7FE 5 m%%Lﬂﬁ“ﬁ?lPa FHRL =9t
[y e e ’[ﬁ'%?—i%ﬁfﬂ BOPSE T SB[ ERUR Bt

s Mﬁ%ﬁffﬁﬁmi— [1;3&%’7 FrHVE] ﬁ}[jﬁgfiﬁ\%i@pﬁ% IRE - lﬂfﬁ[?: BV
JRELEUSE Y 5 (nature benign ) (Thompson & Wildavsky, 1990 ) fi Jfﬁi,?iﬁ;‘ﬁ jl%i
M e

FAFGE N I ameE”F VA B e B O (R B

'JT T”;LT*I”F—F&T j‘I’«ﬁ Eﬁj}'ﬂ[y,ﬂ[ﬁﬂ‘j Al *{E‘p UEL ﬁfﬁ?iﬁyd[ﬁlﬁl\jﬁnﬁﬁﬁ[iﬁ y
1< E EEEF[%F[ N ;’@FI%I\IFIJ[ K{JTT\ [ﬁ FI JT”%!'JJ UNEMEE Flj (b | %W”Em
@W{[ 2 S HR R P ) £ - fﬁlqﬁ’é‘—; ftﬁiﬁ“[l (Douglas &
Wildavsky, 1982) - [fi| irJI?L VAR N EE o ST IJ%*F‘TL’E:’%’I IR S %/

27



U PR Y 5 5 1

) Y SRR R T J/J%KE‘J

P18~P34

[ﬂ[pilmjlfﬁﬂ\gel, B [ £ R RATI SERSEP ) PR ot E
FF” (Festinger, 1957) U F | e 7 > * [MFRIpAe TEEl R e ['%7 ;%?ﬁlﬁﬂ%
J[GFVES) - HF AT BRI - RSl e (30 SHQpOpRsERd - B9
[ R~ 0 SRy eid— fft  OfES PR S o
AR DRUGAGERIREY - POPSE SRR Ry IO SR
Y Tfmapﬁm'mwji**%% S R PR SRR R g e
AR T+ Thy HE PRI T # 4 B g poslie W”FA?%WF‘“*TT"}E i
FIFTARER » PRI e £ P9 P e D RO S € s et 5 P9t - 1Tl
- G - ,FEJ%'T UT% IR VR AR I o ] R L I—ﬁ“,'%“::ﬁ:
iIHF,J\:fLmurm@;rysr (Slovic etal., 1984) » [y ' SPFEFRILE % 3 F“‘ﬁ“ﬁmﬁ”
R G =g (Portney, 1991; FEEEE - 1994) » Al - bl
BUF VBB ] PR [y PIAE TA A T ST
(o B9t e *\E;EJ%‘?FPGE%? ksl EEFIN\EI;?#L%%’FHJ‘J

IR ﬁﬁ—zﬁm};ww R P

PR ] EE S L [T IR A
(e il #EJ%'%&’}K o S AR VA S I TRV - 48
FCEURIP T 7 SR Al S SRS B [ rﬁﬁ"%l%ify (TRl RS 177+
P 4 o (U O RF AR g 0 £ RO ST 5 R
SERE A > I RS S g Bl N e e 2 BB [l
LEEn N BITEE R R R et (%’J%ﬁ% » 1989 5 % </ » 1996 ; Dear, 1992; Armour,
1993 ) o T PR > PO A5 PRI O SR RLE AR RS
(TR PSP B SRR T E | L R o R ™ - -
PPl (1995 BT ™89 0 N P AL [ ORE R, Vil fAF T
PGt PG o 1A EP R S I S [ A e
A AERET - P E'@%%iﬂ SHEPIRIE WA RE > J805 0 S S
L[ i =R gy ) I RS - 9 PTER  2 P
F[g—zj I'Fnlgijtﬁfﬁ[ s FE Y F' S S d PR A (A 15 ;(g:ﬁgm %L'L—P""?@@F'
iR fﬂj[fﬁ:ﬁ*F AT PPl R e AT (2 o AL o M ST A
R R AR S SRR B B R R T L T B
RUNL S ARLZRE S b R AR NS TR G S SRS N RS T U
Fre) [ PR PR ﬂ';lﬁiﬁuiﬁ@ BRI PSR P

28



B IR SY 5 B 1Y
(T A SR R Y B
P18~PE4

@ﬁ [ ij[fl 1 By tﬂ‘EJ}:Jif}’JEJFﬁ% A EERES 5 B (Andrews et al., 1990)
D i 1 PR & S B A 2 A S R
FER - A R R » T 1 O B A
EL o fﬁﬁ’f*’ﬁff’ﬂﬁ’?@ SRR U AL [ F _IH;;&/ “':"ﬁ%ﬁ?‘i HRY IR r/EJ]f
P AP P e 2 (gl 5 P9t - B SR A g = e R
%ﬂﬁﬂﬂ@%W@%% OB+ i) G R TR A PR
- AR B A SR ) A A
T~ FA o SRkl B ) b B R e wpar?,;a:p
ﬂ"]‘ﬁj WO - ﬁ%iﬂfﬁlﬁ ?U?E' A EEUE F By YR (Rathus & Sanderson,
1998) » [ £ ff * [P PP RIRIER] » (1L BEP 2 S el ) e
HeRy (Weiner, 1986 ; Wong & Weiner, 1980) ﬂIP"*’ﬂ ;[’LJfF’J[WIEIJF?; S I LAk
REED kajf Eﬂjf *{m‘*j AN NERES: (Rl i) lﬂ@%ﬁiﬁyﬁufpa:j‘ ?E'
R TAORAEL » ST I ] P 1 Mﬁw?%
A N S A G A R | LR ORI (A
AN I S P PR T e SN R T P 2
F RS MR 0 TR (TP (1995) TR R Sl e
F%F' ﬁf[ FIEFB?“ gy Tﬂﬁ NELE ﬁ”ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘%ﬂ%v@% <1 e ’I?Bﬁ R
o ﬁf'ﬁ%ﬁ“ RVHUE R R PR AEE R - T ST AP
IS NEC ww%ﬁfﬁ HL,Wﬁﬂﬂﬁ%Twﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂj

PGS (R 5 191 o T LIS AR RS YS - B L
M T SEREL S S S S B B R R
T -

o YR

L% 1> 1994 > TN o dRGaAEHGR ) - 2228y > 57126 1 © 24-31

2. %755 1996 > T NIMBY Effects of City Facilities-A Case Study for the Taipei
Metropolitan Area | > HE[Z4 > 5723 & 85 H 1 1-23 -

&?$%\@ﬁ£’w%’r#%ﬁ%%w@%&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁWh’Wi“
RS0 ST TSR » DY 8 1 1 53465 -

4T 1905 » FUL ISR REAER PV U » T T TP

29



B A Am EfJ
RERIIEREEIS ks i A L o
P18~PE4
:—j{_\‘ o
i
5E%§\%?%’w%”F%%%ﬁﬁ%?@%ﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁgﬁ&?
SERHT o EEE[SFEE > ST 11 E 1] 123

6. F{FRE - 1995 » PIMERAG TGS (= ), - 95 5] 19K 0 18-24 -
7. ST ~ B 0 1995 0 1 P IESHERREEAG Y P IES G e o — TR e Ry

VR G ﬁ?ﬁ R 5722 % 130217233

8. FIEERE 1994 » £ R SR — W SR IR A A T - 4™ 2
IRl

9. BISNF » 1989 » FEUERAGIAHIT- VP » {471 SRS i -

L0 + 1994 + RS IGFOTE —{ MOURPSA LS T - 9T 45
& 3 H:216-231 -

11.Alhakami, A., & Slovic, P. 1994. A psychological study of the inverse relationship
between perceived risk and perceived benefit. Risk Analysis, 14, 1085-1096.

12. Andrews, J. C., Durvasula, S. & Akhter, S. H. 1990. A framework for
conceptualizing and measuring the involvement construct in advertising research.
Journal of Advertising, 19 (4) , 27-40.

13. Armour, A. M. 1993. Risk Assessment in Environmental Policymaking. Policy
Studies Review, 12 (3) , 178-195.

14. Bammel, G., & Burrus-Bammel, L. L. 1992. Leisure and human behavior. Times
Mirror Higher Education Group.

15. Dake, K. 1991. Orientating dispositions in the perceptions of risk: An analysis of
contemporary worldview and cultural biases. Journal of Cross-cultural
Psychology, 22, 61-82.

16. Dake, K. 1992. Myths of Nature: Culture and the Social Construction of Risk.
Journal of Social Issues, 48 (4) , 21-37.

17. Dear, M. 1992. Understanding and overcoming the NIMBY syndrome. Journal of
the American Planning Association, 58 (2) , 288-300.

18. Douglas, M. 1992. Risk and Blame. London: Routledge.

19. Douglas, M. & Wildavsky, A. 1982. Risk and Culture: An Essay on the Selection
of Technological and Environmental Dangers. Berkeley: University of California

Press.

30



20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

B P SY T B 2
RENIIEREKIIE s L 2y T‘BHHF?;;?I;QJJ
Festinger, L. 1957. A Theory of Cognitive Dissonance. Stanford, CA: Stanford
University Press.
Higgins, E. T. 1990. Personality, social psychology and person-situation relations.
In L. A. Pervin (Ed.) , Handbook of Personality: Theory and Research:
301-338. New York: Guilford.
Inhaber, H. 1992. Of NIMBYs, LULUs, and NIMTOOs. The Public Interest, 107,
52-64.
Iso-Ahola, S. E. 1980. The Social Psychology of Leisure and Recreation.
Dubuque, IA: Wm. C. Brown Company.
Johnson, E. J., & Tversky, A. 1983. Affect, generalization, and the perception of
risk. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 45, 20-31.
Krimsky, S. & Plough, A. 1988. Environment Hazards: Communicating Risks as
a Social Process. Massachusetts: Auburn House Publishing Company.
Lazarus, R. S. 1991. Emotion and Adaptation. New York: Oxford University
Press.
Marris, C., Langford, I. H., & O’Riordan, T. 1998. A quantitative test of the
cultural theory of risk perceptions: Comparison with the psychometric paradigm.
Risk Analysis, 18 (5) , 635-647.
Palmer, C. G. S. 1996. Risk perception: An empirical study of the relationship
between worldview and the risk construct. Risk analysis, 16 (5) , 717-723.
Peters, E. & Slovic, P. 1996. The role of affect and worldviews as orienting
dispositions in the perception and acceptance of nuclear power. Journal of
Applied Social Psychology, 26 (16) , 1427-1453.
Portney, K. E. 1991. Siting Hazardous Waste Treatment Facilities---The NIMBY
Syndrom. New York: Auburn House.
Rathus, J. H. & Sanderson, W. C. 1998. The role of emotion in the
psychopathology and treatment of the anxiety disorders. In W. F. Jr. Flack & J. D.
Laird (Eds.) , Emotions in Psychopathology: Theory and Research: 254-264.
New York, Oxford University Press.
Rayner, S. & Carton, R. 1987. How fair is safe enough. The cultural approach
societal technology choice, Risk Analysis, 7, 3-9.

31



33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

B P SY T B 2

RENIIEREKIIE s L 2y f‘ﬂﬂﬂr?;;ﬁ;gﬂl
Roe, E. M. 1996. Sustainable development and cultural theory. International
Journal of Sustainable Development and World Ecology, 3, 1-14.
Rundmo, T. 2002. Associations between affect and risk perception. Journal of
Risk Research, 5 (2) , 119-135.
Rundmo, T. & Sjoberg, L. 1998. Risk perception by offshore oil personnel during
bad weather conditions. Risk Analysis, 18, 111-118.
Schwarz, N. 1990. Feeling as information: Informational and motivational
functions of affective states. In R. M. Sorrentino & E. T. Higgins (Eds.) ,
Handbook of Motivation and Cognition: 527-561. New York: Guilford.
Schwarz, M. & Thompson, M. 1990. Divided We Stand: Redefining Politics,
Technology, and Social Choice. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press.
Slovic, P. 1987. Perception of risk. Science, 236, 280-285.
Slovic, P., Fischoff, B, & Lichtenstein, S. 1980. Facts and fears: Understanding
perceived risk. In R. C. Schwing and W. A. Jr. Albers (eds.) , Societal Risk
Assessment--- How Safe Is Safe Enough? : 181-214. New York: Plenum Press.
Slovic, P., Fischhoff, B. & Lichtenstein, S. 1984. Behavioral decision theory
perspective on risk and safety. Acta Psychologica, 56, 183-203.
Thompson, M., E. R. & Wildavsky, A. 1990. Cultural Theory. Boulder. CO:
Westview Press.
Tinsley, H. E. A. & Tinsley, D. J. 1986. A theory of the attributes, benefits and
cause of leisure experience. Leisure Science, 8, 1-15.
Van Asselt, M. B. A., Beusen, A. H. W., & Hilderink, H. B. M. 1996. Uncertainty
in integrated assessment: A social scientific perspective. Environmental Modeling
and Assessment, 1, 71-90.
Vlek, C. & Keren, G. 1992. Behavioral decision theory and environmental risk:
Assessment and resolution of four ‘survival’ dilemmas. Acta Psychological, 80,
249-278.
Weigold, M. F. & Schlenker, B. R. 1991. Accountability and risk taking.
Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 17, 25-29.
Weiner, B. 1986. Attribution, emotion, and action. In M. S. Richard & E. T.
Higgins (Eds.) , Handbook of Motivation and Cognition: 281-312. New York:

32



BURZ B 5T " 6 5
i FAP s AP Rt e B 48R 5
P18~PE4
Guilford.

47. Wildavsky, A. & Dake, K. 1990. Theories of risk perception: who fears what and

why, Daedalus, 112, 41-50.
48. Wong, P. T. B. & Weiner, B. 1980. When people ask “why” question, and the
heuristics of attribution research. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,

40 (April) , 650-663.

33



P PR ST 5 5y ]
AEMIBREEE T o N S N )
P18~P34

A study of Taipei Zoo visitors’ perception of environmental risk

Abstract

In recent years, Taiwan Government has been devoting to the promotion of
domestic tourism. Surprisingly, some of the famous tourism destinations have
co-existed with “NIMBY” (Not in My Back Yard ) facilities. However, the
situation does not scare visitors away from those recreational sites. The purpose of
the study is to examine tourists’ attitudes toward environmental risk based on cultural
theory. In addition, tourists’ affective response to incinerator, tourists’ risk
perception of Taipei Zoo, and the effect of tourists’ emotion on their risk perception
are investigated. The results indicate that individualism is the most significant type
in terms of tourists’ environmental attitude. Tourists have both positive and negative
emotion toward incinerators. The findings also suggest that tourists do not consider
Taipei Zoo as a dangerous tourism destination. In addition, there is no significant
difference between tourists who know and do not know that an incinerator is nearby
Taipei Zoo regarding their risk perception of the zoo. The results of multiple
regression analysis also reveal that tourists’ affective dimensions toward incinerators

have impacts on their risk perception of Taipei Zoo.

Keywords: cultural theory, cultural bias, risk perception, affective response
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