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BEan EfEe e

=2 X8

f = -

HjAIA S 7RISl 7 8ol ol 85 JlE ol E MR el SHAtES)
AaE ALEA UehRA dhe HYE fo] EAiterte AAHes Fisnt dvh
ol A&l FMEE ¥l ZAleh AAEHAMY HPE B ABJAEde BT
o ATE et viwais, Fatelst FAH foAdE A FATH L= I
FeAl A LuAZINE FQshe AFEANA A BAAF Y] HAF AFT0o]
Z}Zl ui¢ vz dehdoh £, ABAFde] AT Aol FAK F44E e A
2 Mg ol Aol oF) o] MBI SEAEY AEE AAEHA
vehiA she AZE #o] Eqdthks Fo] F3HT Uk

SR04 - 7W7PXI“47|-ﬁ xglst |ol 79X mo|

ZHSEHIE FHER

Ty

I.M &

4] A& A (nonmarket goods)e] 7HXIE7HE $13F W FollA 7RI
(contingent valuation method)& 407§ ©)43e] Z7lellM B4, %, A, T4
283 & 5 o Hofe] A7 0|81 itkHanemann, 1994). ol ¥ 7H¢
g rpg e AEdes welk 738 (open-ended)# ©]434 ¥ ¥ (dichotomous
choice)o. 2 FEHT ARFAAN gFAE HWHAE A E H(maximum
willingness to pay)$ SgsHAe, o)AMY didAiste] g AN 7t
27t ANIARTS F 2% ‘dga ghgEi, 234 gy A e v

L Rold wBE 8 4 AR ANSILSAA IS, ol Qe oFE Bael WY
ok, |

o AZORE FYAATS Rug
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3

ol AN FHRAIT AEE 4 Y& dito] ‘o'g} ‘ol o Ho]] wFo]
SEAIE] ANEY AT E JAHA JehWA e AET o] EAT
(incentive compatible)™ #CHMitchell and Carson, 1989, p.151). E3§ ul=9
A% W55 (Department of Interior, 1994, p.23102)9} s|FH71=H(NOAA, 1993,
p4612; NOAA, 1934, p.1144)9] ALK proposed rules)E HH, o] =y 7}
2B7PAeN A AHJEEE felo] EAishe AeR FHE N gl

¥l ol Bishop and Heberlein(1979), Kealy et (1983, 1990), Cummings et
al (1995, 1997), 2211 Brown et al.(1996) T2 AAATME olddgy 7t
A2 H P A 71 H (hypothetical) el A9 wh-g-o] A R|(real)d3ol| A 9]
B3 Aol 9lE-ES AFEAE Bt HWstn gtk &, §EAEe] M
A Ao RAEY AEE JAEA JeA e AT §d0) SATH
' Ag FAsia o o] ﬁ} Ade 7M7Y AHSE RA e skt
o Aew 3}%51713 Lis=y

ojAAdd JHITIAEIPEAA SEAES HEE WAHA dEiA ske
gt TrL"! EAsher By A Fevhe o] Wy o8l diE e
e dashs 71$0] Bk 23BR o] FAle vAEAY AT AEFAHE
A8l e Fastm, =9 dide] Ha vk gelM AFE APATEAME
VA Agat AR ‘egtal $Rdke &S vn EE AAAY,
A BojalFle] FFg Akete] $A A9 calibration factor)E& 78to HEE}7]
wj o, 7HdA dga AAdee] FAE ABYAFAY Aozt FAH F94
& 7HAEA AT

aeg B A7 odAHy sMFIXH el $EAEY] AT A
ARA YA ke AgE o] EAertE o€ AAXNeE 7Hs)
datd 7HdA As2HE L] PR ARG oZRHY HIHAE B - HA
s gt ol s AH AFex e AR AAARelM e HES A
sto} A golAlgde] 7 22 AL, bootstrappingH g oj83te] A&
SJatZeRe] Bl oIt AHFHE A7 T wmdth £, AEoAEd
o Hatel7t FAH K& 7SR BAE F8te wMEn

1) Neill et al.(1994)3} Loomis ef al.(1996) 5& sjutddel A$-o 7Pd3 dgke) whgat 4A
Abgre] whgol zlolrl Uths AL AFHoE He F3 9lch
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0. 7Hdy 7Ix1g71et AN EXIEo}

ol AMEY sHAZIIFEY 3 ZAREE ‘o9 ohe'Y oliew
(discrete response)FE1E Ath Hanemann(1984)2 ©iISEAEZHFE FA
Z409] ol 2¥& AAsl] Y8t tg# Z& #E R 82 ¥H(random utility
model) 2 £k Mgt AA, AvjAte] 82 54 HlAAAAY A o
B A5 gy MAEA AFEe] 52 /s A (DI 2o BHAEd
Z=(indirect utility function)2 YERE 4= ?ltt.

Ui, M, S)=V(i, M, S)+ ¢, =0 E= L (1)

-

ADNA = v 4v]) B S Yehfe XA (indicator variable)©]
B =& BAIRAE 2N B, =02 vAPEAE 2R 2e A
ot} ML MESgxIe AEFFoln, Sk 9, afdF IEF 2L A

2

uxle] EA WHFER o)Fojn wWHelth I3 ¢ Bo] 0013, FHA

O BE4ES V(1, M—B, S)+eol Btk 2 wARAE TS @

g 749 1 ZEFELS W0, M, Stegol 2 Folw 1¥EE B

AAR A BANRAS FREGE RS BYY 7HAE AESHHE v

2 auslE o] AHEA e ASEY TEFFC) 2AY H ate A
s

ojujaie, 4 ()9} o] Lebd 5 gk,
V(1, M—B, S)+e = V0, M, S)+e. )

aEpz ARseart B9 714e AEsa HARAE LHR I
(3)3} 7ro] S (probability function)oll <& 2Hd 4 Utk

7r1=Pr[V(1, M"‘B, S)+512 V(O, M, S)+50] (3)

A7l e BRY 7HAL AEsm wAAAE 28 HEeH, Prl-]
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< GEYTE UBY ¥ g=¢—¢, 22, 283 F,[ 18 79 ¥HE
¥ § 4 (cumulative distribution function)® A&3hH, 71,& then o] Uet
d 5 gl

ﬁle”[dI/_I. (4)

7)ol dV= W1, M—B, S)— V(0, M, S)°]t}.

8, zARA A M ARE AT et AAGEE AFsE Ay
TR A2 fgE2A iEnE GESTr A2 a2 $4E A, 73
EEFTFE 94 MR g2A Jvehd Aot aEz A (49 FHEXITE
7HER ST AR A8E FEst YehlE A4 4 (5), 4 6)F 2t} 2
A He RE 2z 7HEQ) 83 dArdse ovn

= Filadv], )

= FX[av]. : (6)

ojgt o] M I AAR wWet FEITS FHEXFFIT MR
o2 FAHY, HARAY FASHAYL AEArgde] rx g2bd 3le)
ot 7M2E AoME AT 7HEE AR ABSA g W, AR
Me 2 7S AR AT J2EE 4 (17 Ze] 71E3 g A9
At o]l AAERe AEAMEdRg B ZA e Aotk & $EAE]
7P dRelX AJES] AEE IARAA UehlA sk AT el EA
e Zlo] #A2 ZeH, o)z A3 7HdA We|(hypothetical bias)7t LAY
Aol

WTP"> WrP~, @

oq7|N\A WIPYs} WIPRe ztzh 71Hd 383} QAo e X 8ejata
A& JERdTh

2 (5)¢ A 68 FERIFAL AP ESEH(linear probability model), =
ZHI2 & (probit model), v ZAEH(logit model) S °]&8 F Utk o] F
2ARYH Z2YRYPL QAF¥ Y n(tals)FF FAZE MR Aol7h gtk
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W2 2 FAATE 4% UehdtMaddala, 1983, p.23). 1222 AdyEo
2 FAo] folgt 2ARYo] gro] o] HY, BARYL FAHRIIFS 4y
BHE 4 (@) #o] 228 Fr(logistic function)E 7§}

— 1
Flav] 13- - (8)

a2n BARFL JVY FFHE AYFTTE AAHINHE HA¥ERARY
(linear-logit model), 22842 7HF3tH 2123 R 3 (log-logit model)ol&tir
$HBishop and Heberlein, 1979). ¥ dFolxe] FERYFHL P23y
7 ROEARYE o4t

Ry FAY ZAAZREH FAL Y] A JFoE2E AT
Aol HAHF(overall mean), F U gH{median), T % T (truncated
mean) S o8 4 glvKHanemann, 1984). ©] 71& FolA 0|23 Aofmie o
2] A (consistency with theoretical constraints), FA13 & &4 (statistical
efficiency), Z8}1 EA7FsAl(ability to be aggregated) S W3k AL Ao
B soltiDuffield and Patterson, 1991). 18122 2 AFME FASAHE
At NEen HAod HTE Atstd Aot Add HEo ANAAEL §
Gargol Al A Ao AzA] AR Aolw, thE A3 o] yehd F
UTH

Biax

WTP,,= fo T_;‘le_—dvdB.

A7) WIP,, S XEAEde] dod JFE gr|dth 28I Bt
SHAEAA AN HoirrFo|n

A AsE AAGEe] ABrlgde] xold MW A HFAXA
(point estimator)?! Aerd HFIET o4 T YA, NS FAS A )
2k o QY BAe] sisaidY asEg AEoatg ] dod Y

2) AY¥eARYn Ny TeWry o3l i HZ(kutosis)?t 7HH FFAEE ol F
& A% 1779 17622, AAFEAEE 0147 FS 1849 18022 Yepgth £ 23
2AREs} 2agge) T2HRY oxjo dF e M %] AR B¢ 1609
1672, AxAgas 29 1867 1822 Jehd. o8d Zds 23235 L2398
o) Ayt Hl&d AYge 9Tk
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of gk AEFHE 7871 A8t bootstrapping M€ 4%} bootstrapping
oA 9§ A ye dAAAL Y ¥ dAZ FEE I (Duffield and
Patterson, 1991; Kling and Sexton, 1990). A& g@Alol e TEXEE o]&3to
2HE FAsn AEIFAY Hdd HAwrE T EA dAAE 3
AZAZRE 9B AR EFZ(resampling) & 3+ bootstrap pseudo-datas
DEC A @Al A= bootstrap pseudo-dataE ©]-83ld YL FA3 A
Boalgde) Ao B MR SAXW)E 7ok 281 A @Al A
ool didt 483 E£XE A Hstd 2 dAS AR dAE whES
o AFEFEL 100035 wHEsth

. A=Y
1. =AY ¥

1A AXH7 e AAZINRIE M2 g2 YEueAE 2487 ¢8
¥x9o AFFpAl digt AHAFIE S vludt. XA 2 AEE
A% A Hpopulation)2 thTFHGA] LBjRbel, 2 A7) 19979 8Y 10U H
B 89 20¢7txolth. FHESFE 4167001H, o] F JHEF Jser e Al
S5 RO = 2870, A ¥l Irte RESE 1870l

ZA 2 Ay W42 I59 AFFEAA ] dE SHnte] A e
3 e AAget $ERY Akl ABKAE, A, Y 71Es ol
‘TE AT IFFEIAE A &8 Enoln ‘¥E BE ARvE FAZ 1B
o] AEFFAAE EHE Tro|t ‘EX BE IFFAHAE FH3I7] WE
o AL 100% A v TE ARD uML F FF9 TEE FAFFC
AA e HEe AYd BE BA(ZY], EY o 2Ea 42 5 T2
=y

7HAA ZIAHNE 4 ZARIAE AR 1R)0] F TR 2= 549
71AS MR o Myt aglm $ERlA ‘ExE A’ lkg(450090l2t A
BgEho] Mo R FoXth ‘Ix At ‘Ex BE THI] A% 7HEE A
g e PR o MdstA 3 AAAdEe] d¥EdAe SEAA e
A lkgS AR Zdt) w3 $HAA ET At ‘Ex BE TU

e T e
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R

A& 7HEE A g AR AdEEA doh & Folxl ‘AR A'E 7R
ZAAY, ofgd AXF 7L ABET ‘EE B'E ule] sl AL Ads
gt AFEFAA ] Ui AAZIBLE ' kg T S00¥FE 50099 1
o, 7L 75009t

3, MEE Aol ZAEES AALEANY ZAFEES] EEHT
7t 598 EXE JhAot 7 BES] AEAF Aolrt 72 FpA|t A
A7 9] 2ol Ao} sleEiFh aHERE T FE 7+ BA WTEY FYA
o ek AARoe] et o|& 8 v R4 A (nonparametric test)& A A5
o 1 AfdE (F DI 2o vehdth orjoA uixsd HAE HEde o
S= B4 ¥ st Kolmogorov-SmimovA 4 A (normality test)&
ANE A Q=8 2eds 7 o a8la &5 dig FAFC] 242 0949,
0852, 0924 18] 092022 5% FrejFEols A Eee 7o) 71245317
ot

HA ozt ARe BY 7HdE AdelMel FAIRE Ue BEFAHI
BA5A 0, A dEFE Y FudHo] Ha8Aleln.  AFel
g8k % EE 7ke] Wilcoxon EAFC] 0012 Ueht} F B8 el Ael7t §i
e ARG fetdd medse] RS 247 127999 1201dels, uR
2= A7 Az 5 ZE ol FF o7t gtk HEFS LA5FFANE AF
ol medse} vl AR F RE zh] 3jelrt givke AFIMEE FHEL
olglat BAle Es) ABoAiFdel] Gae nA  olE BYWsEc] T EE
7ol A2 TUsichs A%2 2L F ok a8ER eF £ EE 7 A=At
Zalo] apol7} Qiohd, 21 ztelE FHAA R AATEAIS] Aol siNE

)

14e

(B 1) SEHX SAysge B2t Hin

- R 7 s AR Wilcoxon

) W @ | Eeus | @ v | eud | $A9
SEC ) %45 | 1047 | 3648 1081 001
THAF() 1279 252 | 1201 266 065
& ) 406 1.20 418 116 082
A s( Q)| 20851 | A0 | 20605 7304 048
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(B 2) MERA2Ye| F3zdnt

F ¥ R IR A ARG
Intercept ~1.3866 —0.9465
(—0.99) (—061)
BID ~0.3912x10 —-0.4951%x10°°
(—4.85)%x (-517)"
INC 0.3006x 10 0611810

(1.38) (2.49)
AGE 0.2040x 10 0.1419% 10
(1.25) (0.78)
EDU 07898 x10™ 0.1208
(1.12) (159)
FAM 0.2376 -0.1739
(1.88) (—1.14)
Model x* 36.29 40.32
Proportion of 0.70 0.70

Right Prediction

McFadden R® 012" 0.16
N 228 188

F 1) (e AEEHY -gE e
2) *x 5% FoeEelM Fo4 S8
3) * 10% FYFTAA F294 U2
4) a) N& 389 37§ Jeid

A ()9 2ARFL Ity oR H9F A H(method of maximum likelihood)
o g8 FAHY, 2 FRXE FEFAFOEAN AXFAFo] ArHAmemiya,
1981). 28EE N¥IARYER 2OIRRHL H-FAY «]511 7‘45131"
W, 1 AFe (E 2)% (& 33 Zo] 8949tkd FjA BIDE FEAAY
of g AA7HE, INCE 254F, AGEE $9Ate 9% EDUE a&ds

3) 7HAH s AAZRe Aold Y FoAHE F AR AgE FA o8 7ha
F(dummmy variable)& =05t FAY = ok 7MY gE dANE] B 1 M
A 389 A4 002 dAstd Y A 7] Wi ALFAR(-ghrt AFRA
2HolME —-06872(-314), 2aRARPAM= 0682 (-312)2 #Z FH=H #2
o) gl Aoy vehgr)
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(% 3) 2Oa=Xoge| FHFED
T B 7t H A G A A S
Intercept 3.3853 5.2035
(0.90) (1.35)
In(BID) —1.2073 —1.4194
(~4.53) (=5.02)
In(INC) 0.4226 0.8801
(1.07) (1.95)
In(AGE) 0.7278 0.3763
(1.25) (061)
In{EDU) 0.4965 0.7276
(1.07) (1.44)
In(FAM) 0.9255 —0.7718
(211 (—141
Model x* 36.48 38.28
Proportion of 0.69 0.69
Right Prediction
McFadden R 0.12 0.15
N 228 183

= HEHY ~-3he YER
FEAA o4 UE
94 3l

F 1) (
2) *k 50/ Frol<
3) * 10% F5FlA
4) a) N& 29 zr|e el

217} Vrehdic,
Model x°, Proportion of Right
"

= 2
2 g 3y, A¥EARYES 27
of| &3t ule}

=

FRAT BEe
Tl BAH RS 7t

FAME FAVESTE
£ 28 A T(goodness of fit)
Prediction, 22]3 McFadden R*¢] 71&2
34 5% TE
=5
Fo|

o

J
=

™

278 7k Zolv} gl Aoz BEAFoh
AANAAL Snegative) 22 FERYH, 5% #-2l4
A 9Kpositive) 2.2 FAHY, A A

kAl gk AA|71E o)

Mg 8go] Zasid WHE ASS

= RE

=
SEod FAH folgel Aot AFF

o]
Atk A%
10% 52
S5 BRFHIANE B EEE o
FEFR AT INS B 2= 19y g8 Z7her
s glth A%T wdse] tiE FAASY RuE 27t oz vehht §
A foge gk 71~»r0n g3 2AGe ReE A AR A 9%
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N Mz thasA dehdoh HH Al ASel: el ERE AU A
o) Agole WG MR @ Ao By
FU, FAASY =718 BY A Age] Ao RG] AT M=
gzde Ae o 5 Aok ol JMH AR ATEHE A9 AANES A
Zae 249 $uAY WL B2 1 23ARE B AL Uehar,
TR AFEebAA) Uig FMEA SIS AANG vlEshy) s, Ay
22y 2323589 2HNE ol&std AEYAFZde Hud FT
(WIP,)& AXtaT w8 ABeAlFde) Avg Aol tia 5% A7
< bootstrapping}dol oJ8ke] AT 1 AT (E )9} Zo] ek},
AgatEde] Hoke PFe vas] Be, MY RY AL SHA 4G
AE 45006 /kge2 YER, AAl A8 H9 34588U/kgo 2 UEh}
104189/kge] HolZ Uit 2asARgeE A|BojAlZee] Hokg W
o] Z+z} 4579.29/kg™ 351959 /kg 2 1,0695¥/kgs] AolE Ho Frh
Aeealgds] gy W UF %% NPT vms) BY, HEzs
wale] AS FEE AelA s 40633~49725% kg AHFE Viehyn 4
A Fee e 29845~393959/keg ] AF17He YeElY, 22 AR g L
A s QALY 2tz 41436~503609 kgD 30054393489 ke
o NS Bl 20 F 28 95oA sMA Ay AAaste 8Tz
o] Az P etk ol JMAN A%y AN AEdarFde] derg
Pito] N2 o7l vk AL HYsx vk T TUAF ARE ABA}
Foe] Aekg HFel Aolo] U ~AAS FANE ¢ & Yok HPEARY

(B 4) ZgelAr3de| HetE ot A2zt

(a9 ka)
AYARY EREDEL
= Lo U Lo U
Wer WTP,. pper wer WTP.. pper
Bound Bound Bound Bound

7P A 4% 40633 4,500.6 49725 4,1436 4,579.2 5,036.0

A A3 2,9845 3,458.8 39305 30254 35195 3,984.8

WITP:ml

) 10418 1,059.7
7o)
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73 a2 31002 e, 2azavge] A9 3172 yehdo 18z
E 5% wFEaA Hod " Aeolrt givke AR/ S Z1Zstn xlo)st
Atk HE7H S ik

ol9t L Adbe JHEH FRAY JExet AAAGRIAY 7pX7L x}olzt
Achs RAE A9y, 7Mdd 48e AT A A4S $HAEY HNEE
AAEA JehiA ste AT flo] St Ae FAs, 793 He
7F EAE e AL Agstn ok aed s Herl EQE A §
2= o9A siok & 220717 Cummings et al.(1997, p.619)2 th&9] A 71%)
ticke AAEEL ok A ANER ol ddY oA BF JMEA Hert &
A&7 o] M7 HIPE Y A 2718 Aot 2y o] dijke 7t
A7 AE o)l O FrPHE( S T UETHE )M A8 5§l
oy 7R 2AES g8 & £ 7] Wi HHEE digkelsn & 4 ¢
ot Al M Hedls OE W] Hel(dE Bol, HEA He B
2 He)7h EAG 4 7] W, HE M Hert EAEiviEe F44
ARE a2 ARSEHE Aolth o] ALk o= oz HoL YAYA &
Hel(net bias)E & F §7] wiiol AAsA ¥t mpAgoz JpEA ¥
FH(calibration)3h= Held, 7P HAEg Aoz 14F + ok

THIA IS ol 83 FAX A A HAE FAS] A @A
g A7V 7HA Aee dAste AR FAUfed survey)oll A RIREARE
A7) s A M2 A8 AN experimental result)E ©]-83h= RAolth
Z 73 HYE A7) 98 A ZERE AAR gAY AEEAE
f35te] 52 (calibration)shs W4l oleld AMZE Z|R¥Iigo] Ha3hH,
ANAAYL A& AANEHE Y3 oS¢ FoF ot E Helnh

]

]
Bl

V. 223 28

WA R AR AL WA A B B8 A 1
w2 9 B AEE ARe) 9a i Fasth ¥ ATINE AR

4) Blackburn et ol.(1994)% Swallow(1994)= o) 7192 A¥3A 7Pdrtx# 71 (aboratory
and experimental contingent valuation methods; XCVM)el2ta 31, Fox et al.(1997)<&
CVMXEha §ht
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7HEA 71} Bo] o]8HR Y& o|HAHY MY IPEAA 7HE-A
FEE AFE7] Wi FHE JEAVF AAR S Aelrl doke g B
Zth &, 8945 MEE AAHA JdehlA sk A {§0) SAg=
A& FAsH, 7HdA Hert EAlgthe AE F4E3 ok

AZFEA e L5 AFFFHA A 2vA ZExEAsAY: o A9
7HAH gl A ZAle AAAgA Y AP M2 TE FERYo] A
nov AEGAFTAE vf§ 24 Yeldth MYEAEY B9 F gE 71
o] AgoAtgde] g Haao|rt 10418¥/kgeln, EARARHME
1,069.79%/kge] zolE B FRIt), E% bootstrapping & ol8-sle] Hyd
3 A2 FHE b vlastdeh 2 Ad AZFIE ofg 24 Jeids,
A 38T AAGEANAY AF) T3] ME HARA] &yt aEn A B}
FAe} HFiel Aolrt EAZ F949E JHHEAE AR £ A9 794 7t
A Aoz FAHAE o) e A /M AgAXY Fxe ARG
oA 7kx|7} atelrt Uohe RE B Fw, PR IPEA A JHEA A8
£ AFET ZANE A$ 7 Hert A% AL A9sin gl

oj¢} o] o] MANHY IHIVIXHIMYA TP Hes} LA, vAR
Aol et AES 71RHIE At o] wPHY o] 4L A4S A Eert
agrhd o9 ol & AV 2 dite R FMEE HYE £ 7YY
el "Hasity & AAESlMe] HAPAH(E o] &3l HEH AFFolA 9
BLEANE FAsY JAE S 484 /PRI P dastA |t
o] 7% JHIZINH bS] A AHe) o JpAFAHY] FHE B4l AW
& ok &, Fo12 FAE| &(survey cost) &2 HujF BESFE Po| fAF &
slom, wd H¥o] g FAFAMYG T EFA(validity) T HEA
(accuracy)& & F Utke Aotk oleid PEMNEE ¢ B ALE AT
A o]t}
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