(A it SR ET])
B+EEL8E—1 (94/3), pp. 33-70
©haiFgeRE A it &R RTE R L

PRk 5 Bt J e 1 B2 2 B ok B35 -
B R

puiIE SN
B G LR BN E) E SR IR S 2 R R AR

A FE HERS R B B E B8R A 22 I EERRALR o XX
DAt B % RS G - FEA R R e ERER AR EERE
BT ERFMGET A28 (risk perception index; RPI) » d5|HE
58 (ethnography) 7 ffeik R A Bt R E RO ERMBRE (risk
perception shadow; RPS) [& o &Ei&k% A E & ERVHERHREREER 8
REZFHERENERAENEEZERZES | LEIE - HgEE - gk
ANOBERERZSZRGEEH EFOEE o MM RPS gk B =@ TFH
RIRE A& FIA R AR AR fE5T 2 T RP] HIERB%E T2 RPS 1%
MERIER o % RPS 4347 » B3RS g B A [ 3 2 1 0 J B R B L 5 A R
FEE o 5 RPS Eife » ATRHLUATZR{TERREE : Ot g% (social-
context) ZHIEZMEGHERE ARt —E BB R E IRAE SR B8 A b AN B Ay
RIS TR A T QUM ER B IR E Rt g HE » BLUER
RHE R MERRER € B RS ENR » BB BB
H—ENTFHNERSHEEEERE  REREEBRBNRNREEHERRS
|"|:TJ °

M4t : AB%E RR&EHY  BRFEHH RKR&ERT 0 A
BegAL R 0 o AR RS A

* AR RITBIEE R G B BT E IR (IR9E 1 NSC 91-2621-Z-305-003) - %
PEASEFEBERBI > SR EF CHP BRI RRENTGE  RRELEEZAR
HNEEER  EEACCHREBARZEE)

WREHHE : 93 FE 5 A 14 H ; #ETIBZEM B3 F9IAIH
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= o=
ST

AR B RAREY » LRSI EENLERN » HREE
FEZER SRR R > MERBRNTPEBESRE (Armour, 1991;
Wolsink, 1994; Frey and Oberholzer-Gee, 1996) » #ZE Rk BIL =
RFHE o —RBRILFEN T SRIBBEPHREESMHEEESR o
AR B GHRITRE » AEBABMSLNRE - Froitarie - K
ERZERAREC - AL HERENER - ERUIRE R E R E— R R
i (layperson) ¥ RE AR EAZR RME R K ERELHE (risk
perception) HIZRFE » LIRERFELH R (not in my backyard; NIMBY)
SRMEHIRALR B8 Lo S BRI FIRE O A ERE (Liu and Smith, 1990; Freuden-
burg and Pastor, 1992 ; Z=KE » HAE » 1995 ; ZKE » 1996 ; Rogers,
1998; Irwin et al., 1999 ; HLIEE » 2002) ©

R R ER S b S E R BB R R ER [FE] - (R
Bl [HEER | FMERY [EEERE | o HEH R SRR ERSE R 2l
e A (perceived) BT » LAKIE /5 205 2 B A AU Z - Beck (1995)
HE bR & fREH R R RS R R [REE 81 [T Bk
ZREREEEE T SRR ERAE LB RNEEEE (FEH
2001) o HEERBTET ALK NIMBY %6z% & < W (Cvetkovich
and Lofstedt, 1999) » HRJRERB IR A XL BB » U REFRE
RIERVERE A » EEWEE NIMBY 2% 58 5 B 4 35 29 5 B R 5k B FE B
% o & Beck (1995;1996) Ei Giddens (1990) ZEBHSRi—I R FHEE
BEZER > KRG U ~ HE £ » it @R AR E TR 2 B
DIBEE R 2R A S A &R (risk perception landscape)
HUEEEEFE (Cohen, 1995; Wynne, 1996; HE¥BET » 2002) o

JAfEFRIEH SRR &R (social-contextual) BYFAEE #EaT R T A
RENELEZAVENEERK  HFEEWMMEHEHESE (Pidgeon,
1998) : (1)0LEE ; Q)i gREE o LEEFDULIEIE (psychometrics) 43
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WiESF  ERMAMREES UL [EREME (risk relation approach) |
BierEEs ERRAEBERNEERZE (Slovic et al, 1980; Hatfield,
1989; Renn et al., 1992; Slovic, 1992; 2000; Hunter and Leyden, 1995;
Groothuis and Miller, 1994; Rogers, 1998 ; Ht¥EE » 2002) o it @RISR
B B O — iR B R B IR AR R fERIRA R (Krimsky and  Golding,
1992; Smith and Johnson, 1998; Irwin et al., 1999) » FHIRFERFAEHE
WIARBHER » SRS AR ESESSNIERE » LREPRIE AR
fE 2 EET RS  HIEEMS NIMBY [FiEfEE S O ERRNIEEERR
B2 o it Rl AR BRI EE Ak » R EREA SRR EE
(focus group) ST » B EEMEHEGEEEERE » LFRER [RRE
&k (risk establishment method) ] #EfT5 47 ©

(B ER B AT - BN ERM 5 SRR AR RS > DBERES
F S PSR R (M TERARE I ER) - T BE 1T A bR #:38 (risk commu-
nication) SAERESE R i EE B /B R AL EhRA (R I I TH RHEGR IR E T
I 22 Rt J e T B e B 2 L TS P R SR R A (Liu and Smith, 1990) o
ST ETRS —E4 B RH (ecosystem) »[EREMIBERBEERRE (A0
HER) ZEBRABEE 2ER SR s R AR
TR R R S i Ea—E 2 WA (Lackey, 1998; Stone, 2001) »
DR —FERLE [JLEECE] WS - R R E SR 2 HE R AR
i~ BRI ~ (G R R M A SR R o (S R B B R B EUR
HERERBEYERNEE AR EEHEENREE  UREENHE
AR FFESEEE » WERATRARZEREE §RRELREIARE
B » T AT RERERRET % B2 E B 2 BRI E 8 » TR RATERRY [ IR BOR
(environmental discrimination) | °

AR 2 R R AR R » IR RS R L R
g e EERETARAERENTNRFERN)  MERZHEZELERT
I ZIETNEE ¢ (DBIHTE R F S G ar AR R R R ER AR
Wi (2B NIMBY 16T S22 NIMBY i E 8 E Rt
RS L EEERE  (Banks, 1990) ; QiR 7RISR ERNE
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e FERE > TR ERAFAR NIMBY JUFE - B2 B iR S B b il o TR %
1R o RJE\Ree A3 ER 22 TR M S S HUAE A SRR % » b Stoffle et al. (1988)
Bl Stone (2001) ELEHEREIERS (risk perception shadow; RPS)
RURES: » 1A SRR 7 A R\ A58 58 o Stoffle et al. (1991) SRFAE R AN
BRZEERTE  KBeEatRERNEBMER » MR [
FECIE] B2 [5488 RPS] » A& RPS 7] HEH R [E AR B it & 1S i
TFEENAR SR Stoffle et al. (1988; 1991) Ei Stone & H 2 B\ k4N ga e
MR ERIES » BENERERIERES [HEZZEER (locally affected
population) | » PR ZEME R FEIAZERERBAEEE » I
R E—F g > NSRRI EEE - MELEERTEERY
EHER o

AN EEENERERR R GHE 2R SR ERGRRE 2GR » EBhps
T fE R A M2 R £ ER R RPS MRS » SRkt &
BRI Z2EE RAE R o AXUEUEIEGRE BB BEH » EiBE
brdnE £ ERERRE L AR EEER DGRBS E
(risk perception index; RPI) » iz # 4 Stoffle et al.B# Stone & RPS
AT - e RO B E LR EBE RPS B - U T E g EE R
B FEREER - 5 =EiiRA7 RPI {45 ~ RPS Effie > /7 BAAR 2 RE% »
BNEREERERRZRFESN - FEFETZIH RPS B8 BR B %
B RE—ERER o

Al ~ Bzt BB R A I R
— it @R R NIMBY 3

HEAER EEERRAR - g BEat AR T REs > &
TGRSR R 0 MERRH EREEKE ~ 5§ - B EEEEY
HHfEkRIR > EE R OHE ERAIRE ~ BREER (Giddons, 1990; Beck,
1995) o diRE AR B B\ S BE RO ORI » B BRI — i B R BT 5 BB
Jiif NIMBY (B ELRIFEE o
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7/ 1980 fEREE » BEEEHEE 20 EBRERRBERT » —EERE
(R a R R O R R - IR EEONHEREES - At g2
SEIS > B EFS BIR R AR B R AR HIRISE - TBS R EREER B
(Freudenburg and Pastor, 1992; Renn et al., 1992) » TiKEERE &K —& %
o HFEEEERAREEEAE - BB T Rk - BN
Rl HIE ~ ¥EE) ~ S - ARMAERERNZSR (Luhmann, 1990) » HEREHIR
HH — i bt B T R 5 B E A o PRI o

B e ERRE  ERAERA PR ERREIRACR SR
B BFIEE S NIMBY 15 » % RS EE At & fEe - BHE
H—FER SITES (BLIB% -~ £F3002003b) o HR RMME A EALRIE TS
BEERNEEZ  RE2WE - By - ERETEERRENE - Sl
BESHESHSHREEE  FREELERTLXE (Wong et al,, 2003) o ATME
ZARDL (RIS | & [F8]) FEMERRE » AV BT R E SRR B B

GRHIAARREE o I ERAIARE » T RS R BEREE R E R
B NMESRER TS NIMBY #MHEIERE » BEEGEREREE
#EE > KT eERTEbEREY NIMBY #iEEERESER (Liu and
Smith, 1990) °

BB E R R AR ETRENES » AREMEHEFREE » &
IR R AR BT - RIEEPIE - RERABERERELERR
ISt (Cutter, 1993) o LEENHASHEEBEAKRMBHERRR » &
LEENE ~ B TREN ~ BIBFEC S WEEN - REEE ~ BE UEHIHE
TE% (Slovic et al., 1980; Slovic, 2000) o 7P IRERTTBEEAAVERE, > LHEE
R B R B M 4T B A5 7 Kahneman and Tversky (1979) By [REH
2 (prospect theory) | H1» 1§ 2 i 7y 1% 2= B < JE\ Be AL i Al - o Freuden-
burg and Pastor (1992) EMLLOLEREEEZ: - RHVERMGZER [KREE
(heuristic) | B¢ [# 558 (common-sense rule) | » AEH BERBRBILE
TR AR TR A o 2 Freudenburg and Pastor 2 Cutter #5853 L HE2
R TSME R E S AR (B BREEERAEEEAREER
o BT g E R AR AR E
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PEmt e R SRR H R RSE > SRFETE &R ~ b ~ MBI E TR

REEBAEREREZEM (Johnson and Covello, 1987; Lash et al., 1996 ;
B3R > 1997) - HRBERER A BN » BREF R ER T HEREN

e BB AT BRI B EREE ~ Bt S YRR VR A E M R A
RISV A B - A%t NIMBY G RN EEBRENS » ERMEES
WA F TR RAE @i NIMBY 3% A7 45 3 i B o LSk s — e
MARRITR (BLIRE2002) - NETES NIMBY 3% a5 &12 e 2
GHBINSER —SEER - S BT AL € EERFEETMEER
mtEAE D7/ (Rennet al., 1992) oiit[&fE Rt NIMBY 2 Er0EEEEG
K5 REFEREEE - EREGFHEER LK EERE LERILREERY
Z=# (Slovic, 1992; Glendon and Mckenna, 1995; BtFE%F » 2002) » EH(E,
BB NMEEERMEERRER - REAREEMNEREREING REH 51k
M2 MEAZEHEBEY (Keown, 1989; BEFEST » 2001) o

NIMBY & HUAR BB 3% B B h B AT » 8 S B [ A JR\ g RSB
BREEYE))  HEEMEZDEERERUTES S AR EE RGNS
ISR RIS & o LEREW R EBUR ERTFMEHER] © 2B AT (Rogers,
1997) - NIMBY EXfiRIRRE @2 - 2 Ak | EHEGERE » M EFE M
B HABIMRE RIS ARG E » i NIMBY SR8 5 a8 185K
BETUIRIE ~ iR IR BIHIE (Halfacre et al., 2000) » SER R
EAMER S EE S R TREERFTWEH FE (Miller and Fricker, 1993) » 3
MEEE R HRERFCEEN N E TR R K it &% o EBREPETME
AHZHEERE » TNEERE SRS K EER IR AR LT » TR
N FH R RAYEREEZ (Liu and Smith, 1990) > B By 22 814 42 4
AT (social access) AUEEEET « H 2N @IS T E
KR BEIRERER (collective awareness) EiEEEIE (Stone, 2001) »
BERIE BT B & # 7 AT BB 2 ikt e S i B B 1 5 B BAE R o TR
BErE » TERRBEER S B AR » 705 5 BRI o
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= BRI Z N R

s a it € A A NIMBY #ERGRROR &6 » ATAIAE L ZEHI5R
B AR NIMBY #ERIR - (R RE ST & 8T - BRI ER
BATE AR EERREBREER T EERRNR TRRNRZ
F HESUT={EEMH

COEBREER

e TR B AR S L R IEE (psychometrics) FRFE B BRARATR &
AR » KEH Slovic et al. (1988) £ Slovic (2000) HWFEHIR
Sl fTER SR A TEIAERSE (conjoint expected risk effects) HHzmER
SHEFERES K E  (Palmer et al., 2001; YERE ~ EF3L 2 2003a) o B&HE
FE AR B ST B S T S B R AR AR PR B N - RIS ERR IR A RE R A
BEMR - R ARE - TEIEEREE - FESGREEEER ISR
H8; (Holtgrave and Weber, 1993; Palmer et al., 2001) o RT#&ERE
FE R AR O RS - BE RS LS R s SRR R E EREA
HIER & SUE o

OtEEE

eSS REEEEEE  EAFERN AR RREE T
BREWEAREE - ERHERETEE - AJRERHEREE - ffl T
o MiERRFHER AR BEARAGEEIEEEENER  £ZRN
EETFRK NIMBY 2% E iR 7B R iyEses F# (Groothuis and
Miller, 1997) o Smith and Johnson (1988) ~#f\E (1996) ~Groothuis and
Miller (1997) ~ Wulfhorst (2000) EEUtyBE (2002) EEIEH » BHEE
B GRS ENRNEE » BERETE T REBNETEE G ER
R 01 P B RO o A NE R BB PR HE O B AL RO 5 | BAR AU TE (B
MEEBNEFE AHRIERNSL 2N  REERFTREHBNES
BREEZEIANREE RMREESLERETEHE) ERERERE NIMBY
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RIS SRR A B2 E E S (Liu and Smith, 1990) o fHEHY > & R4t
HERTIREEREIGN > AR EEZHEREFRM S EHNE - R
BEGEZET R NEFES ©

Ot ERE

Rt E2AERREZERRAENRE » FERTERILCBNYE it
G H B R RIRHEE PG o H AR A BME - R - B
Fin ~ HEEE ~ BEE (Slovic et al., 1980; Cutter, 1993) » ¥ &2 EE
FIRHIFEE o Cutter (1993) EotE R BN OB I B R A2 2 B RET
BEOT » BRBELH ~ BB AKE ~ BRAF ~ DBIER RERA SR ER
HURERE LB » AR Cutter JRERHNET 2 SUBRARS SR » BEFR LB M B A B 4
BZHRRETFRSUMMEEERZ 3 c Renn et al. HERAB I R
Myers and Henderson-King (1997) FFZeRl7 Efe 02 45 » 7R U 4E0L B,
o AR G R EB AR BT  EEE SR (s
2001) > MkZ —M RIS o

()38 55 B 4 (K 24

Alhakami and Slovic (1994) ZFEM [EBUERES (halo effect
theory) | » FERE(E RS HH € IR RIS S AR — A $lE2 LE
RUFE o SR IETRERELIZEE (objects) ~ A~ BYIRIRIET » & B %55 Lot
R—MRREE - HEL [FERE ] & » FIUAREREEAN [ LR
R BE QTN G RIFEEE  857% o HBRE SR EEE R
NIMBY 8ffiz Bz —— R PIE RRE » WHE R —3%0 » B eRssssis
HATRERE & B0 R - R R B P MBI IR (SR AR) Bam 2l
HEBEMRARE  RERR S EBERAIMBE (Slovic et al., 1991) »
I R BT R iR E B e » A 5 S RafsA L o

1 BERTRREY (%42 » fERERAUICIEN G » REPBRREAZTERES » MR - H8 - K
Ot 0 IV E BB SR R o
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e R ER NIMBY (HiF R E & ERE — @i » fEkR
— SRAREEEEE (Pidgeon, 1998) » TIH FEEHIER AR NIMBY fHi
TR iR k238 (Frey and Oberholzer-Gee, 1996, #t¥8% » 1998;
2001; Fischel, 2001) o #F% X RIF 53 R E B FH R HRIIEH - 7]
BhMLf%E NIMBY [5&ERIMEREE (Quah and Tan, 1998; Pushchak and
Rocha, 1998) o fH%t# » ZRTHit & EHISTRR » BIHLAIETF S AHBORRIRE »
HEAESREERTE AR UEREIERERE NIMBY #fi  HFEREE
BEZMEE  BRE NIMBY SR ERAIEEEE (Wolsink, 1994) © i
4 Kunreuther and Easterling (1990) EEEIES-FHE (2004) HEHEE
W B RS BALEE NIMBY 358 » (BTG SRR B EE S FHRAE
NIMBY &R RS RENEEN - I BLESERERRETHEE
LIsE A= > #:52 NIMBY RMEAIRE - {55 ERFE bR A1 AR - 20(E
By RS A B IRERS  ATHERAE I R & RO R - TRIRAE
B2 A — BRI o

2 ~ SRR ik

— ~ itk R R LA B

T B R A ERE LA B E RS R R A1 BT BB - AT
USRI RSB R N RREEE o J{EREE P IERG T » ST 2PERE
3~ HCALEEES « BRI H TR E - BB R FTREREATE LR
pazem , YA RIEARERBIRIE TREVZE (Kasperson et al,
1988) o Bt B 2T » FEET AR AR SR AN A 7R ik & B 15 1 R AU
&l > Ak SR & AR NREEVAY  SNERERAITRITEER -
GEATERFRENEE R -

TERLZ BT & B EAIBER T » A STAIRI ) 77 247 & AR it
G EFHHEW ynne (1996) ~ Irwin et al. (1999) FUSUILIEE » LUEILit &
FAS 4B RS LR » 173518 Renn et al. (1992) £ Kasperson and
Kasperson (1996) B9/t &g RS > DURRRERE ST  SREHE RS ISR
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B R\ SN OB (R ELSE RS PR B I o

Renn et al. B2 Kasperson and Kasperson @5 |Hit&2% (social
learning) & 2 HERRATT & ERES - HE R HERET RS Rit
GUTE S RS R - FEE BT € hHE A A2 o Kasperson and
Kasperson B2 Renn et al. €250 [ AR S8R | -BNi5(EEE (SKEE)
BRSNS (BE) WERBMERRITREE  gEHOE HY
RS EBTE (BikMh) o HBEHIGR LU IR BB R Se 2 B S 1
B » 1 (L B % R\ B RE FE B — B T BE #8855 (amplification stations) »
ERSAEE ZANF RS B R AR IR BN » SR E AR ~ EEHY
it SRS R B ER B R M T IR B R AN B HRA AR SR -
T BB B AR o BB AL & SRR B TRTR R R B AR i e R R
ERSHEETN—8  BEENERREEMERRASHRREE > AR
A RS FRIE T E AR A RS REFE o

JR\B i 6 R A 0 R B AV A & AR R - HAV R — AR E
s I ATEIZEAE > DUBDRR SR b B SRR FE AU SRR » YRR B A R
KRS BRFAGRREE T » BSHLRE I EREENEIG o KRR
& R R AR ) 3 BRI RS AR B 1B T 25 TUERE » T I B o 2
JEBR AR BRI ROAE ST o BIVRT {8 (RS R\ 1 0 T R R 0 K S SR B i [ 2
I EBERERE o MH S - ARER AR I SR8 B\ A1 5 FE FE AT 1 B » ATZA
FEERRRNEEERXRRMERRG  BRER B o

o B SER Bl SR

R JE\B T & 8 A% ] & Myers and Henderson-King (1987) Bty
& (2002) ZEEH AIEFARIFET (expressed preference) YT AN
REMESEERR o TER BRI AT - AR ks SOBERE > SRR
MR GEROTERRS (VBEEHENE (COMP) ; 2)0BRE
(PERC) ; Q)it&EERZHE (SOTRU) ; it &Rk EEE (SOEC) ; G)EHE
BHINFR (PHYS) S FERIFR - T AT 3 B B B bR 4 B B e e R B R 11
BERLR » LZFER AR SRR (2RE 1) BRTYZHERS
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RISKP,=f(COMP,, PERC,, SOTRU,, SOEC;, PHYS)) (1)

K1)z RISKP, B{E% i (i=1,2, -, n) BHRHZES BB EEZE
T BT DA B 2R R R 5% e T RS it 115 2 BB R A £ BRI 2R (perceived
probability) ElZ c COMP F85 EHIESE » \ILIR BB S HEEEZ M
18 » ISR falp i FEE B o Bt a e - W AE R RE
TESHE B8 DEZRBREHNEBERE > An R ERDEEER
& JRENEESZ NIMBY 3% isk i rUBR 5 E s a8 N B2 (e (i) RUBES
BRI o

PERC; R#= LHERE » T ATEIARME R i & B 5 R B v AR BER e
T AN T EMAER S - AIEERBRE Y S BERPEVEER
BE > ARMBRERS  MABRBEREF SR EERESE » AR
HIBRERIE o SOTRU, REM &EE - AlEBE BUT SR A E AR
BEIRIEARE » kYR E B ESHKMREEANEEEERENZ -
BB RS RSN EEEERES - REPREEREMtEAEERE
EREE > ERARAEEEIRE | HREITRHEAEERSE &
REFERDRFHEHAEA » M RABRENERHE o 5 SOEC, Rt &
BRZ  FTEIEBMTEREBEERS » B R - Fin -~ e~ &
B R o R o S8 L5 S KT B 1 B B A SR U BA R - IR R
T B E D F R SRR ARG SRR R SRR R E AR R STURK
Z L o

PHYS; fe EEBE » MBS ARIETEE REEBNEERER
o ZE—MSC R o B UUEEERE ERBERRER B E (BotR) Gt
VEEHEHKEE (Renn et al., 1992; Stone, 2001) o PHYS, A FE AT A
BN » RMETTRESRBRAER R » IR TR R AR R R
B —(E B P A - T BB R R\ AN AE A [ sh 22 [ Y
#EE  HRREREARFESERERLE » ERERAEERS o

FiRE— s R AR T SRS AR A ET N F A 22
FEERE RPT » DAV A BE R b 41 B i 77 S B8 A\ R i BRI o FTRRRY

Wi
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HHEBES

- BREE(—)
- RERGM

A

1RR B IERE
- BRZE(-)

v

it RS 132 b A Mz

o A Ot g i i - EESIBL LR R
BIE(?) & F R KRR

JVVVVV{V
v

M

R (+)
 EAE ()

& EE

- BREEFRZ
EERE (+,-)

1 &Rk it & s

W

[4E#8 RPL] > BRI BRI E I 22 R R R B R T (R 2Ry
BRI REARE » 11 RPLERI ] Ha IR RS e A O B AR -
i 5 B E A E AR BRRFTE © RPI fGEHER » Toef e
Y [ ) > HERFRHEELTZ RPS €& » Mgk ze
fRIHYEREE RPL » FIEA (D)2 BN BRRR B 1 2R bt iR B » USRS
B o M iz PHYS, TNE SRR B 8 » T 5% P9 4 B2 22 R Pk PR B A
BIRIRE o
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=~ R IR i e

Renn et al.¥yJEB it &g EAH > AR AR EZMPE
#» RTEE S NIMBY 2%k B R n] seis R Z B R g
B QA RRI 2R SEEBREENTS  HRECHE - iHgET it
FRBESHMEERRNEZRE  MARER ST EBRREHRRE
72 > 795 NIMBY [H#EFRESTHEEVIAL ©

Stoffle et al. (1988) B RS (ethnography) T SHEER
Tt G RN AR BRI > AFRH RPS S 4THER o ATEERY [RPS] - K
Stoffle et al. (1991) HIES (RIgH—FRMEI CEESRE T EEEE
BT R R AL AR B [#1EES01E (geocultural) [BIS ] o TIHRRT A0
SO R R R Rr R AR IR IR P AT S R B R B BRI 0 7 RPS ¢
TEEE eI EEERY o

RPS £ TR A BER REE 22546 » ffgNE MBS ] 2
RS TERATR B ARG o 358 RPS AUHE - TIRRARRE B 220 » RERAIR
B SRR ER B R B R AIRIRRRE o (RITT RPS B FUE Rt Ry /R R
EEIE ~ ES  HIRATERIIOTRR - HRRRER R REERE
Fo HHERNEEFEERTE  REFHLEANEE - HE (G
) ~ B (REREE) o % EROA TR BB - BOTREE AL &
BEEERE NIMBY 15§ - (£ B S H P E7 5018 - AlalZE RPS
BEfERLE: (BB AR AR R S AREE - DIBTEM R R
NIMBY ZfEEEE A R RIREE < KR 2 R o

B~ B RER B bt
— AR

RO R B L BB B RERIA - TR SR » B TR /\ 3L - ARy 220
NV ol RIS 1974 4E 9 ABRIAEEE  IREREAE IR 1981 4 12 A 82 1983
3 FiEE EEES THE 20 ok [EILTBRELCER & | BTREE
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BRSRE ROEAE 1090 452 10 4B fB 4R 20 REVERIE S ks
PUBSTAMREE o 2 REE LS 1993 €7 B » 859880
B K OSBRI TR (R0 ] S0 o S ETHEEE - 48 -
B ~ BITER - BEEEEE EEASEAT  SHYBHaNRKE
B HARSH » PHYTRBEYEE ERAEE THESE QR
BROTEE » ESAEHERE RS ERE SRR R
TREE o

R 2002 4EE 5 4R TR E AP EBEE R T R R B %
FARR AL H T BT AU ST M R BB 0 53 BIRS 2002 42 10 82 11 e [£14
HHEEEEAS | SiLEEESREEERY (KRR (TES ]  BHIH
REM _BNF - BRNEEF RS _BEBHNEEET « HEg— - =
BRI 6 B SRR BRI > WIS € | LI R TR RO A o BLE
—RETFH 2004 £ 4 H19H > B [SIUBHEBRE S BESHETE
REGWD > LHH 7 ATK o

RO S B A OB PR M > (EE S SRy NIMBY &
RHERE B RATEZHETMS S HBUTF R SR R BN S AR 25
2 B A EE ISP ENVRE WRBEASEME) » REHRFEAE BEASY
TMEFEMBR B EERRE » TIRR S R BRI o HIESES «
(S RS REE MR R R RE B 1 > FTRETEAL IS » NRIBME 2 7E
I 0 4 L B B B 1 o
=~ BRI

FALME %8 RPS AU 3 » T EMRERES R LERBEREARY
RN RPS B2 RIRTRE o BRI RANA BB SETE » 22T b & 8 i
RPS Z2 8153 5 B 1 5 6 S22 B T PR A SR A B » IR T TR SR R e

H IR TR EE R o #1E CHERRETRT » TR LML RS L A
B AR HEERNER » R R EARA RS EEER o

2 FHZEMEYL | http://guhy.ee.ntust.edu.tw/~anpp4/accident.htm o
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R EE R - ARETRERESERORREE - AERER
REREEE RPS SR YRR B R » BLAE W R ARG HAR T
BRI — fig 1 B B A SR MR R T R o AT AT T 0 08
Stoffle et al. (1991) FYJ7¥E » HEITHIEREGRT B -

Az MEHERAESES | (MEREEEERI BRI [t
BBRELE SEROCEZMERS 1 AR  £HH 6 ARLOE (PE6A
H) ; (285 6 RO EFSEMR & P BR & O ETRED A s —ER
DEFSERAEISRY » FERHICRER > W E L EIR R EATE
B SES—E [AERE]  QBHHHAERARITAIEY)  ETHERMN
B LMEBSZERER | (ZFHERIIE » AIstE ATz 2Y) » EREE—
fif 18 BRLA ERIBAGETT K o RARIESRER » 7 2B RS L2 B
TEBIEEHR - AR AEEREEAREERILST » RBRAEZHRE
[ 3t 26 fE (4018 2 A7) o

SRR B W AT I > MR RIK B 8 e K07 2
17 » FrE 3 B AE NS E 2R - ZEETRE AN - R
SIS RIRA 2T EFRENGEE » EHRNEFNEARE B RLER
REEM (WEER) » REWENENEAR  EEFHEE - MEERZH
St R S R RAMRAAI A AR, AT R RIS RIE R BB R
EITHIRE o Bt » MEHETIURAARSE 185 17 HIFRIERTEEIREHE
BEZES  REBEZBERHBRE 160 14 0 BRERERR 86% °

=~ AL ERE R AL

26 (A FIEIEZ 3HH N D G IREEBIE - [E R 1 WAIZRHEZH M
649% » FHIERFIES 41.8 5% - HEFIGEATIEH 68 BT » FIIHEREN
AR - FEFHRLUT » BhEFPULEROMERES - ZHES

3 6 {ERLESFAERE ERBRERA (O (TR FEREE ] 450 TR
RaIEE | (PR5AR) BEATERE  QBRBEESMILENSE - ERRCEZE
HUBLE > FIRE S E TR o




48 AX Rt G R R EF

LR £ e

T AR

0 1 2(km)

%iﬁ%iﬁfi"l

&[] AHEERE
@2 REES AR

R 1/3 HP B MG S B FH TR RE AL REEREREE B2
FERELZHFREZRAEIN - ARFESHBABRER S ER » B
10 LU EERTG 75%  MHEJELE 5 Ll L ZEHERE SIS 88.8% o #%
BZTH - TRESEB MK R - MR AERRE > MR TR
R A TER BB o

x£1 AL

B SRR/ BT PHgfE/ A TR
M5! (Sex) ANBE=1H=0) 0.64 0.48
Fiin (Age) 3 41.84 10.60
HERE (Edw) | 3@FLUT~&H 5 | BHLUT 1 33.8% ; & . —

H B =K 31.3% ; mHLALE 1 34.9%

Fi#& (Income) BEFAE (ET) 67.58 43.47
BRI (Time) | £ 11.20 3.49
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U~ 8% R R

R e B [ it T S S R [ 37 R » E e SR R AR RS AIE
TRREREE IR » Hh 5% B EEEEE S BB 11% W B VIR
B o [Ea i T RGER 20 £/ AR REHE RAEN—IG  ERHAEE
BLEET QK Stoffle et al. (1991) £2 Stone FIStER [HMEZHEER]
BT 26 (B TR E SR ZE 2 2 8 (B8 90%) ZHBEERS [ %2
R BER o

R R EAEEFAET 8MEcAREAE > #2 Rk
—)  EEZHE N R RRREE KRR B E 4TS ML BB RAIRIA
FEREE > TR _REEREEEETEN AR - EXR2AM » %
FHETLEM MO EHREEEE (FHE=3.16>3,p=0.03) HSRHE
B (FE=3.64>3, p=0.001) KEEREEEEEE SHEP THR
FHEREHEEETE T » SRS _MBAEFREBKEFNRE (PIE=
2.56) » RMAEFKRETE o KREBENTE - BUr A2 ST
[EE ]| WEEREREENRAME » TOREBFERBRGR

#2 BB RAIEER

=E SR B T | R | piE
AHEERE | B ERaY RS H EEEN ]
(ife) F2E (5 % Likert R ) 316 | 109 10.03(>3%)
WELERE | SHATAY M S REEOY
(Health) SEF2FE (5 4 Likert JE) 364 1 103 10.001(>3)

BESIEZLE | ZHERBM _RBELEGENIEE
A (RISKP) | W BIRFIREZS (%)

TEHIF R | ZHEREREEK R BT
(Exbenef) HAFI 222 £ EIREER (%)
HEBEKRE | ZHELREE _RERRESSE
(Expe) B ZRSEZR (5 #& Likert RE)

° 54 Likert RETIS [FEETBRE=1] - [FHRE=2] - [EE=3] - [BE=4] - [FFERE=5]5
B s >3 RFEAIHIEL 3 (L58) HIBREERRE o

0.55 0.29 |0.01(>0.5)

0.50 0.29 |0.51(>0.5)

2.56 0.91 |0.99(>3)
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IREG IR S e > AR AR A BRI 5 R i el e
RBUGRAIE o ZahEEE R TRHG E SR E P S T BRI 55%
BEER50% (p=001) - MRERE ML EGBBERESTYES
3.64 » IRERE RPN EBIZE (p=0.001) o BHEYPK R TREEEBANEE
AP 50% » TEERPHMIE (50%) o

T~ B R R R

RAEE EERRENEE  FEE AT E AL A2 R
RERTIRAE B AT TR o FERERBIH > %2 HEELEDRER
BRfER 6 NELIE » I3 UM R BRI E TS RS EESHEE - s
IERTERE [REEEEZESILGHMESESRE (Otown) | » 7E5 &
Likert RERFHET » BB FHER 258 (p=0.001) ofifE [EHEEE
RERMEBRTRRE (Ocounty) | WIRIHE » BIZFESMER 2.79 (p=0.02) » fH
BEE/NCPUE 3 (F8) BErZHE NMEEET S I ERR B M
BRI R IMERRRRE P H AN SR T o4 I AT [EIFE Wolsink (1994) %17 —#%
NIMBY (B RE #F] o FF L B E RS NIMBY Hiie% » ¥ 55
FREM ~ LUBR B K ELER - K R EEOER » BBER Y
NIMBY @A #EE K EHEEST Matjczyk (2001) FiE & [RELEEMA
FK#BE (not in anybody’s backyard) | o I {BITAIRE A T2 & HhHEEE »
RIFTREMESBE B M E % o

75 I RIS R R R

ek 3 MUPAARGR » BRI EH T REIIRZ IS ERRE » S 2iE
BREEEERS » THER 3.34>3 (p=0.001) » HRBRZEE (5

4 BREBARAISE (RISKP) R854 SH% T RRATE 2 8 » T04y BIHEAT T e SE B o
& 1 Otown=3.74(22.67)—2.09(-7.89) RISKP ($&5: 15 ¢ {#) » Ocounty =3.90(22.73)—
1.99(-7.24) RISKP ~ fatEREEH > ARAE RN EZEE M _MEENEERE
(2=0.01 T2HH) - EERRBRMBERERE S » RS R E D H s g ee
FEREL o
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B=3.31>3, p=0.005) » WERMEEREEEY BEE - BHPBUFHEERE
FERRME (FH9E=253<3,p=0.001) ; BREERFRLZEHENZE
(FREETIEEE » FHER 2.7<3 (p=0.001) o RFALERERZMET > ZEHE
R EBHEBFEEEHTEE  MEsRERHEEXBUNEFRERNE
FRafs o IR SIRATEEIRTE » ZEHE B ER EFR R LA ERAIE
BEETEEER (FHE=2.53<3, p=0.001) °

+ - AR ER AR

BB TRRERT SRR - EARERRARZARRRE
SRR R o ()2 BRI RS > TSR Tz AR R B EE

PR AL T T il R

RISKP = a,+ a,Health+ a, Taitru~+ a;Comp + a,Antinu+ asAcada
+ aeSex + a,Age + ag Edu, + ay Edu, + ayoIncome + a Time
+ ay,Exbenef + aysLife+ &,

LogRISKP = by+ b,Health+ b, Taitru+ b;Comp + b Antinu
+ b, Acada+ bsSex+ b, Age+ by Edu, + by Edu,

(2)

+ by Income+ by, Time~+ by, Exbenef + bizLife+ e, (3)
#£3 tGEAGEEMEEE
B OH A/ B il | BHEE | pfE
L?(Z}ij%ﬂ%&fif& ;iiﬁiﬁﬁﬁgﬁ%ﬂz{%ﬁ 252 | 080 | 0.001<3)
%Ziff%ﬁ%fﬁ iggﬁ%ﬁ;ﬁfﬁ;ﬁ;@?%ﬂZ% 334 | 091 | 0.001(>3)
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P EZ RISKP B2 ihER R _MES B ESIEEN FERRAEE » g8
boFREERTE » ;88 b; (=1, 2, -+, 13) SRR > & B &, FRERFETE o WIE
RS SRR RS IRMA BRSNS BRI R » IRE &R
EE L TR A BRRR R EE AR INA B E EERE (Life) Zi#e
PR o IR N2 R ()2 fEFH R AR Z A5 40 B2 B3R E BHAEAY »
AIfEETE 1 2t SRR R A B - it AR » I L E—EHEER
R — B E B E LR - TR M E— R E e 2%
#I7F4g RISKP » BIR] iR SadAEE AT [ 558 RPI] o

JE BRI AL E AR » BB AR AU AIBECEE (goodness-to-fit) BRER 4
HRRA > HR MR ERR RS SR RN T A TEI o R EHRE
ZEREE > BBURKRUME (COMP) WEUSMETEEE - Alhakami and
Slovic FrfERICRINE » FEIEBIAMEET IR EEE - ZHE B AR
B — M EREUSETFEEEZE ARG o BURZHEE R A ER
B [REEEEZIMHESEEUEZE ] M TOREECERIE
THEEEZHEENLAERERBEAE o M5 | 3EEREE AR EEZR
A » FIREEERR AR > FIRERBGEP R [ 2
R BIREBEE o° MUK IR TEEE T i3 FREE REI B ER —3%
SRR GEARE > MEESNER AL TR L amE o

LHERAR (PERC) HIfLETRESR 23R 512 bR B AR B (RBOT
Fh o AR R ESBERIEERESS  BRANEEEEERS oM
EtgEE (SOTRU) WEHE RISEHE $R & EREEEHENRTEE-
HREEERESL  EHEMEREBRTETE  SEEFRSNARE
(RR B P BB R ET R ETE @=0.1500.05 T2 o lk—E4E
Groothuis and Miller (1997) ~ #:¥BE (2002) EHELIRE ~ EF3C (2003a;
2003b) HYEEMSEHREEHEUETR -BEZH B _REERRENE

5 IRIRILFRE » ST TIIEERIT  Comp =3.86(22.66)—2.12(-7.73) RISKP (&3 ¢
18) I REBRBE AR R > R 2B B [ 2 b o ] B A R | OB (o=
0.01 TE8) » SRR BEEZEENRR — UBIHSRE » eSS —EEES
o
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F 4 JARRAERRERR

% ¥ RUEEA (¢ E) | PB4 8
B 0.15(0.81) 2.28*(3.94)
E 5 R (Health) 0.13*(5.65) 0.32*(4.89)
BEEERE (Taitru) —0.04*(—1.99) | —0.12**(—1.68)
FEE B2 HIERRE (Comp) —0.005(—0.25) 0.07(1.10)
K% ERBEERRE (Antinu) 0.04*(2.04) 0.15*(2.32)
BTE S5 EF2E (Acada) —0.05*(—2.22) | —0.14*(—2.24)
PR (Sex) —0.008(—0.21) 0.02(0.23)
FEHhp (Age) —0.004*(—2.16) | —0.01*(—2.84)
ij{dj?ilfg::ﬁﬂ%rﬁ ; Edu 1=0 > Hfth 0.02(0.46) 0.257(1.87)
iﬁi%ﬁzfgﬁmﬁ Eduz=0- 3 |0 0MT0E 0.04(0.29)
18 (Income) 0.001**(1.68) 0.002**(1.68)
JEERERE (Time) 0.01*(1.98) 0.03**(1.85)
TAHAF 2842 (Exbenef) 0.02(0.27) 0.07(1.03)
HE EIiERE (Life) 0.07**(1.68) 0.28**(1.70)
R?(Adj R?) 0.56(0.51) 0.47(0.41)
F & 11.99 7.96
EZN U 160 160

H i *a=005TEEE  ** o=01TEEE

FERRETE » B IR IR PR BT AR I E (E » B W RE S BURBR A B R 5R b o
A M R — B ST B FTRE A B NIMBY s 2 £ R R K
(Lidskog and Elander, 1992) » JRA]/E R R E i B EBRE PRV RHVE
BEELRE o HOEEBAOMEET R » TR ENEERAZ EARNEES
FERBNRARAE - BEYEFRBIEBZ BT RRNTERL » §IER
1R (grassroots) i EEIHEFE RN » KREFRE NIMBY Xitir7EE
JRENHEEE o

i EREEE (SOEC) SB#EIbEHBR (AR R MEETRR T &
HBERK - FreRkEaEERERRES » B R ERARRS o HPE
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BREEERIEEE MG AR R E N » AP EIER > QIS BESE
BEE (BHLUT) BAEERENERAE o EREERAmEERE » 7]
LI ZEE RIS AR R I R S AN B 2 B 0 8 Myers and Henderson-
King ~ 8% (2002) S CAEE » B2 Cutter FrER#AVEFS SUBMESTRESE »
RERILE R WHEAFEE) ZABRNERSERINTEZER - 28
lat AR 25 WA BR8N B B - R A B R A 5
PRETT GICERE > TRERRERRMEEREPR s EERE o 5 Wynne
(1996) fEHIRIEGEREEE H & £ SN EERIR - it E S EEESE » g
REERHRERAREBENEERER o TERGMEEL S UL 5T
R BEREABK M EAEEEEEREZZHE » BRABEEIK
B (@=0.1) o BUEBALERBIRABER - it E 3% 3% XA
NIMBY it EfREE Bl » EEFECZ RIS AR e HEE
JERI B AL H (O BRI EE R SR RESR HE AR R o

N~ SRAET R

PR [ EE#E ] WEEFEHEREE  TERZHENTER TS A
FREN MR E TR RS EEESERBE R » /NEE
HERIERIRIRE o SRIERL I S AR IBAL BRI B B S it & BB MR B P 3RE
® (EEKE1994) > BB S ERERES A S R R 7 BB AE L o K
Hitlk RFHER » B HRERRFORR T EESEE » BUF - BEHET
EREBEY MR ER TN ERR T  RERS
REGECERREE » BERAKWERET » EAEERRET » BT ER
[EREIRESIE > L FRE QA SEEEE » ERIEEETIRTNR
A BEEEERE (BRE 2002 ; BLIRE ~ FRG 2 2003) » HEHEZE Liu
and Smith (1990) RYEBFRESNTF » IMEH B EEHIIEHE o

RRERIERI S » TR 1970 £ (Williams, 1980; Wynne, 1996) o 7£
BbZ il » MEETEERMBUNRIRIEFTFES » HHARES (L2 B &%)
HUBETR » It [ 8] B2 [H¥ | WREBAEIREEERN—IRERA 1970 4
& » ERUELRERHA R 2 TG S — i B R A0 BB 200 - BEtATELE (48
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) BFERHERE o RE—HHEKEEAN - MEEERERFE - —|
ATEEMFFR AR A o WETEE » B REHEREARSNETT
FEIEHFHE 2 T2 Wynne (1996) FTfERY [ EEEE (visual trust)
5 [EMEMEEE (as-if trust) | o — KB ERRH RV > MIEHR R
S [0 (b#ES (cultural dupe) | » TiRRBKFTERAVERE ~ it @RS EH
FRXACHEE » HEKAFREREEAN [HRE] BF -

W TRERSERAERR - BEPERRABIERRES L
HEEE - KBRS ER T ENRRRR - BRI EEERE -
ZHEHPEBERRBERAN (BEBMF) WREE  WeEREBURRK
B B T R PRI E AT ofK Renn et al. B2 Jenkins-Smith and Silva
(1998) FriE » HEREMRRIE AR &1t » EFBII T EENE 5
FIBERRRAESELE [REYL]) Witeafe MR+ NIMBY i
it & ETZE R EHE R o

¥ L B R R E IR P A SRR - JERRATERER NIMBY
ks > FRLEREFL ~ JEERIE B AT RARS & 2208 o T Al sE R R — Ry
[HREY | EREPREERBUFIMETEE  FEFSEERAEARS
A BB VS e B B BT K BRI T BERE R A R 2R B
1% o ZEHELILBRIVRIL » BESL 50%MZEHE > I NE K BERGRERT
(BB » BRI » NEERRKEZEP IR E M SRR o AT
38 NIMBY SR 4 » S5 R E BB A5 (E8 [ O S | R
ARe Y RESE— SRR -

fh ~ BELBE 52 450 i [

% A BRI E FTREF RSB S L B G R R RS SR S
KRR R A E R BHETREMESUE - BRRRTERRAE
R 2 RRAMERT BE TR RPS ? SR HE &K RPS 26 BB HF
2 WERIETYE AT [ 2 R EER | SR R A EE RE
B (A HEMRNEE2EHEE -
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LAUFHY RPS H5#& > mILLS3 B =M e T B 7~ 28 P B L S RE FE RO AR < (1)
Kig Lt 26 (AFER > HEEREERS—E [HESLE ] BHEH
1 N BB R A% 55 E R 2 RISKP [RIAEBIZEESE » FEC e
BUREE RPS B | (2FE AR MR AL EETHAIZE S RPI» ¢ fe sl —a Iy
5t RPS [& ; QMEFPS/ERE%E 7% (hierarchical cluster analysis
method) » LIEFAEEAZ RISKP #815X(2) ~ N3 E S 8T 9E s
IREREITHHE > DIBIEE RPS ZeRIAE B AR M B 2L [F R o

3 ERARIFAER ZRIAEIEF Y RISKP #) RPS Ef@5L R » @+
PR RAEETIREEFHSS © 0.7 (70%) LAE~0.6-0.7~0.5-0.6 ~
0.4-0.5~0.4 LUF <5 5 (B © 26 EFEEF » T EBRASEAR 0.7 %
#I6h 19% » R 0.5 FRIK 5 73% o LA RHE 3 ZRIEHE (BEE
%E) » (ALF ISR A R AN B T I A 12 18 > AR AT A R B 559
50% LA E#E# k5 58% o H RPS 223 #is e » 23R E R AN RS —
FEEISF BRI BT - AR R BERE - T RE SRR A1 B R R EE R
o IEA R B R A SR R B » B8 B @ HO B R B L e
FJRERIZHBE R (RITRMERER) » (EH R R E T RE o

WEE 3 ZFEESEE (B&IUE) RPS B4 15 14 FHREE 4
PGz R FI B BEREER R 61% AR 50% %5 86% MBS aEmpER
HUlE o PRICIRIE » A% g HE A B o B TR 50 P O B R B R » R 46
JeR\ B S 58 A e IR R T FE e SV B 0 BEAE LR R BOIRER] > WTRETE RS — Ak
BRI G PR B — BRI  — M S E
T EE B B B B R > R IAERFEIAG — R [, » 2B R RATEE &R
SRINCHR o WIeE A B S ER B - TTRE NS A R A1 a2
EREEAM o

4 RERERERMET 2 RPI ##@89 RPS [& o FLEE 3 gE 4
Z 5B RISKP T EBMEFIFY RP]» A] BEf552 1 RPL &
BRIGBREE S 77%  BEREEEMGEZIHR o itz T RP] BRERSE

6 EHSHRIEBEL R BCREME » &k RPS #E AU RS S e A B SRR o




FHOR B R A & TR B

57

v A

HALER L

SR B
R 1 .

C,Z\ o
| ~

i ) \ 2km)

foenl {41
40704 1
[40.6-0.7
J410.5-0.6 )
Kt0.4-08
FROAL T

i
&

B 3 % IR Bk e g i 2 5% s L
[N

= eyt

/

T - ‘< e
0 ) 1 2(km) e

T3 %‘@ \

“7 s L&

[l {51]
HO7LL 1. e—
[#0.6-0.7  se——
H10.5-0.6  EEmEE
H0.4-0.5 T
FRO4LL T 2
1%

[ 4 il R ik R i R B R 2 3t




58 AX Rt @R LT

IR ZREHIHIE - RPI fARHER &SRS o K515 v g R 58 < | LR A
& » RPIEEHET I 0.60 » BARALLE BB 0.55 & » MHEAEFERL /M 3 24
BERz#AER - R ERAZIVERER S o SRS LT
1.2 RPIAGEHE » AR B RO BRGNS S R > B 8 B R [
AUERT R B B R o fliFTZ RPI T HEM FABIEE S » AT EE YR
R R B AR SRR BB R - KRR IR B R B AR (i)
PR R EE N o Z:38 RPI 2 k3 » MEAiFE RRESHEMEE
R Rt @ w i EE -~ OER R R ERRARIRR - JRAE
RPI WflattEs » EEFERE L BB AE AR » PR T E
BRAGRE » MRl RE LB SR ~ UL B Em B B R B S SR LA e (]
B R AR R it & B bR RE R AT S /7 1 ©

RS 26 (EFEE » KA MEATER & REGRRE ~ DEE -~ it g
B~ ADHEtEEEEE - BREMERESERE » T ERBELR
R o 555 | R AT » 1 26 (AR IRET 47 o (EE 5 8K 5 L HFER
R o LG 26 EFREERD R 10 F o DRERER > G~ ] HEREMRBA (3K
RPI) #ERECHE  ATRAZ 8 [HOEE ]  FEEPEZK
FERALEER T (BB ) » RIS &1L EAFTREER o fEH LR
SPAIFTRRS [ RHUDESE ] > REERBAKGERRL B » TEE& B-CH#®D
BEfE > £ MR R R B PR R I o T AE P D B R DB ED A — 2 [55
PR  BRAEEE RIS E0E A B HEE  REEE
IRATER SR o FESEM & S FIAC R & Farg B ARAL » oLkl
S E » A EREE] B8 INF 3% HEBRARERE R
IR [BRE | ERFSH - BRI ERREEBCRMTHRRES » 7]
BERCES [VTBR) B RREHI—FE

TEERR AR AR R A B2 B EA (55T RPI 2 RPS [E L » B][FIFF 25
A% i S [ e [ R BRI R B B B B 4R - LU RCR R ER R 382 RPS [ 5375
AR o RHBEMEER » THEMPARIME RS A &R ~ £EEEREER
W RERE o SRR AR BRI, » PIERRE A MM FEE M - B
£ NERFL ~ Rl ~ B LBGEKIRE > BRI HIREBREIA TR
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K5 HESTEE
iz A B C D E F G H I J

FEIE (21,5,25,3,15(13,11,4,10(16,7,26 | 6,14 | 20, 8 | 22 | 24,18 [ 19,23,17|9 |1, 2, 12

BEIE (risk perception island) ] » NMERHEAFRERAEIER » TRES
TREAHE SR ~ LEERITERE » EEHPKERNEREHEBRHE
RERBH » IMFEIBTET RIS A R B B R = £ -

Stoffle et al.B Stone 375 5 bz &I 52 E B2 1 e YR BRER L i BEME RIC X
o MR ER RS > BRARENFERRAEEE > BES
(AT » BIR]RERE —RREVAC A RC 2 » TRRSI R RE - (B LG A
HEEEER o NEE I » B etic (UM4E) H emic (WFE) BB
fRTE N\ JEMR AT, (Earley and Randel, 1995) oetic $8:3% @4 R 10
Frig ~ MR ~ File ~ ZERE ~ (TREBERSMEENNIEHS  MrEEL
B RSEERERIT &R E o emic RIFEEER VB Bt & A BT
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HINSERERS o ZBRTFTEK etic TERVEN > BEEREERWITEHE
oo EEE LR HREZRE RS ERIFEE A R BRI ER
EifloZ @ Fift RPS Efig B L 2R Hit &41% (social-perceptual)
ERATH AR E R A 22 R E > (B8 RPI KRS T B R A B2 22/
RIFBTE » B FTRER emic FTE ZAVRERSAH B EE B BE - AT R G FIEE K
emic RFEFHRAT [ B (self-organized) | 1TEIEE » BIIA AR 2R
AR E RS emic SEIERBIEHES] » MHEE—FHEAWHETHEHR
B> JTRERITLE L emic GRS AR c U HEFEH [EHA, (indige-
nous knowledge) | FIEREESHT (Wynne, 1991; Purcell, 1998) » RJREH B
2 I & TR SE ©

EBREE M AR RESH KA R EESEE NIMBY 15
HIEERE-RERFERTHREESEMABZ etic EERVEFE (StE) -
B AR BRI ~ U ~ Mg RAVEERE » nREEERL [FRZ
ERT | (BIN552E ) SRR E s IR SR 2 b L B
RIETR ] BHR o WEK RREAEHEGFGEE » Sr2ZHERT » BRAEE
RFHEHT - TFENEERRRENREARIFEEAY » BERER
HWRAR » EEHAZRENHEEE » LHETIBUTHEBEWEIE » SR
MIEHBIT ~ 5 EBEEEHREITERW G TEEL o

B ~ s

JE it & AR AR AR o R & B R E R o R
5= Beck FrfR iz A £ &ML » TERH—M% 0 B 2B 5 B A1 2 37 =%
o IMEH R BRI B T AR AR R B EFT R (FRIG4 > 2001) o
e Bt & e > R UL B S AR EIRATHL A 0 DH R IE R ER
BRI BAC SR - TRET RS A REE AR o RRE S Bt SRR
H B> FRf BRI R B RE B 72 52 R R R HRITMEE (Johnson and Covello,
1987; Earle and Cvetkovich, 1999; Irwin et al., 1999) » &5 &t & ¥ n
HPR A e ARBRERBELER o AXFETIE » FERFHRIHE
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Wit g R BACKEERRNT EEEERZS A - ERERER SR
> RAEBREWATHR - KRR & ERERE R
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ABSTRACT

The main purpose of this paper is to demonstrate spatial impacts of
perceived risk among locally affected people surrounding a technical
NIMBY (not in my backyard) facility. A two-level risk social amplifica-
tion model was conducted in the estimation of risk perception index
(RPI) that is composed of the key factors that determine risk perception.
For investigating the risk attitudes distributed spatially, an ethnography
approach called risk perception shadow mapping was used to identify
the perceptual characteristics of the geographical areas or communities
surrounding the Nuclear Power Plant II in Wanli. A center-point radial
sampling design and survey was employed to build a model of risk per-
ception. The results showed that the social trust, psychometrics, socio-
economics and everyday life influential factors play important roles in
the determination of risk perception. We demonstrated three types of
RPS mapping, which utilized the originally surveyed data, estimated RPI
and results of cluster analysis to present the risk perceptual characteris-
tics for Nuclear Power Plant II. Preliminary findings reveal that the risk
attitude for Nuclear Power Plant II is both spatially extensive and per-
ceptually heterogeneous. The applications of the RPS mapping approach
have at least two distinct prospects: (1) using explicitly social-context
data to define of risk attitudes, which is helpful to identify the collective
risk perceptual characteristics and mitigation issues raised by its constit-
uent population; (2) redefining the environmental effects for Nuclear
Power Plant II based on the population-facility relationship rather than
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etically defined social context, as well as how this relationship can be
used to seek participatory equity and avoid environmental discrimina-
tion in the decision making of environmental risk communication and
management.

Key Words: Anthropology, Environmental discrimination, Nuclear
Power Plant II, NIMBY, Risk perception shadow,
Risk perception index, Risk perception landscape,

Social amplification of risk






