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1. A &

AA#AL ZE Ao ot AABEY & T AL AR S Ko
U E2 Mol  glvh 2Ru AQ@ FolM®E ol vitiel U] ¢
HIAR B Q] FoAL obFE] AR AURA| 9 Aojnk. $elvehe 4%
34k} viche} FA% 11, 542kme] W A & 3,17070¢] =M E BA3l A QL
T2 30%3 =7} gt 60kmol el Am glow], Azt of 3uigt Eol £AME-E A
&3 3, AA 5th g sl 2,393kre] AEE 2n UE F S g
AR BAG dlFF7tolch 2eut o] B A FHE S GAIAA AT 9 FREG
MEE Qs A dEEa dn $ede) Jujrt £28km sk 2 95l A
g sjFAAte] HAl Al g A 71%5-E @917l o] gEe-E Hln
Ut Akt ol #HEEHA] GRAT A BEF ookt & HokAlAAt A A
o] gHEo] JHEEE AEelA Al BAEA] ma2e g M ok

O™ 329 ATE FHARME ERo] HPRAAME SR LT B
Fol B =] Mo R 42% BFE 2Ashe A7 oA ok a2
3 ghe sl ARtate] AEARle] FEF AMHHE glo] ATk S A%
A S48 713 B o} AEAgie g s wEE st Bl
B7FsE Zolr, ole A € vigle] Y14 Bgo] @ RAelghe L2 AX 1
ek,

a3 o3 E = $29 Ao thE ohd AT BFHEN (2
vl §-ge ) o] tig B4le] AR Uk duvkE 2E 9 d gEE o
Fe ol BAE AFhe AY FET AAPHEQ BN PRt
o] AAA 77t $F WHEHAY A% 7] g}, uleky & Gt
AR 77 AR vtdE SR 2AH SFAAAte] T © B R
B3 AFo] o] Fojzittd HIEEH o ibdulel HRA A tiFt IRe) BAAE
S F da 2FF F7H ZE5E TN F UE Aotk V) E7 0|9} 22 ElR
AENE B8l alFRAA e Uigt ZHXE AFA QA8a G A e tig

ol 83} B9l 23}E F7dd FRED AHY A ZEE A2 + UL A

1) olst #&3l] Arrow et al. (1993) & FF9] o|ejdf R3fdhe FAEH & Wel7] AN
8739 7HAel i@ R} weA] deditn FFac
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olc}.

A5 HIAAAIE dESHe AR HFEY - &t - AP FTHF Y]
Aed 1968 d0ld Felvele F= a4, cieslsy, eiohis, A 5 40
9 AYE Y 4 AGEEFELE AFsAY B =7 fElvEe A
AHe dEshe Ao IFEHe AFTHITY FoAM 7P oA AFHAR A
B2 o] WHESA| Y HEe] 27 e Rl TEE AR o9
BHEo| & AAH 7 E 21 F 7HX 578 Y (contingent valuation method, CVM)
o2 FHEL ol B HIAART RES FAH UYL FF3= A o
HES A8g A 2AF VRS EE ol 83t AAR BEQ AHAA
HYE AT AT I FoklM FAso] fou(@4FE - #4F, 2001
Yoo and Chae, 2001; Yoo et al., 2001) ©|& SA=HEFU AL U9 <&
o] gtk WA oA AHFo 2 AR 7IXSHHE =S HF U0l H 8¢
The ol £ 479 9fnrt ook B¢ £ AT dgAdAlte BEE A% B4
o] AL A% U HaF 2AE AR AFIt

E =8 ST 2ol 7AHY Utk WA v oM e £ A7 g
CVMel dish d%sta, MAd e s8¢ AF5d7e] HAE FEHT. 28
NVEdX e 388 AFRE & st 45379 298 =93k v\ vA
drE FAAYTHITE S Yo & A5ATe] A7t ArRBRe F8A e
£ A 28R el

1. 2A% 7SR

EF3 A £ (feasibility analysis) E& H]-8-H2 ¥ (cost benefit analysis) oA} ¥
ool ZRAYA £ FRFA] FHE onjdh=t] FARA M E 018 &
H|2Eo] AEY oA} e FUoE HristA Eoh WM B3 FH o2 RE
SR U (benefits) & 33 o ol /M8 H4A 84e 2 A did &
vz (EE #ga) o 2]E-9lA (willingness to pay, WIP)& ZA3h= Zeolth
(Brent, 1995; 7§, 1997; KDI, 2000). Z¥H WIPH AlgtEo] 5% §7349]
ML 88, 53 3FAE T A8, 28a 53 $408E IR 9
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& AEY APt e HdEYE onidich

E d7e A= dTY BEF A2 Y Heg AR /NS
AHE ol 83t ST EMN T HAY Au|H 7R E AFstnx}l she Aol
84 # dpellA ARk CVME AMEE] 54 F3AY #7a0 Fodsin
Je 7HAE APAoE ooy Welct(Mitchell and Carson, 1989). &,
CVME ZHW4, 9 F& A3 AEFE B3l AlgEe] 23 e $3A o
g 71, & Al WIPE d&3he 44& 9ulditt. 53] ke 484 873
72 Hslo] g 73 A AREa o8 2AEE dol ARES 7 3
of ZAZ. ol zAFN SHAES #HAe] 7MFA dale tisA o
A= R ELAHWTP) 7} SleX € didstA drh

CVM ¥ 23 FA (Hicksian welfare) & A8 $4E & e 2% 0|84 A
€ 73 A3, A L A48 5 de ddde B8 A e AHEE
T e ez HE8 & o, IR f¥9 HARIIXE A E3E +
Ui, 28 FEAY ® A E AT ¢ UEE AT 4 dvke AHo] AUk
AT CVME A5E Yeilisie 5AR] 2Aatet 58] A &t gich
O A3 AEoRRE 4L, EA Wed VA E WIPY FHAE AMRdhe
el theh o] AZlHn ot a3y F8§ AL P4 (validity) 2 FEA
(accuracy) 91¥] H8] AFATY ¥ CVMLREEH dA He ¥ g4 e
Za Jn dAAHeR ©UE e FYsitke HIE UUTH(Bishop and
Heberlein, 1979: Brookshire et al., 1982. Kealy et al., 1988, Loomis, 1990:
Gonzalez-Céavan and Loomis, 1997).

olFA B3 B L AF L CVME 2 H 897 Al gojA di714,
A, #Aedeld § &4ANe 7ixEA ] dE] o] §HUE ¥ ol A u}
H2 Qg AP E ] Zha(Acton, 1973), AEH 7HEo] tiF /i€ A B (Devine
and Marion, 1979) ¥ 22 ¥ Mz Wo] A& AUk o CVM
< 32 A Y9 UdlA A7) 217} Kenneth Arrow, Robert Solow 52
2 749 NOAA(National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration) 2] sj'de] B3
NE %8 CVM-E ¥IAE7EA] (nonuse value) & ¥3le] W&l Hyoz Hrs
v 28] Hrld F&3] 2E U FPRE AT F Urhe ZEE U o)F
&% (litigation) ¥ HHAE 7| SH | o] 857 AlZSIEA F8 FHEEA, FA7]
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T A74E FAME Bo] AFRE D UtHArrow et al., 1993).

. AFA74%

CVMe| H-&2 At o2 5TAE AXA €l AR 19AdM A4 83
AHE gt 22l e AFE $AA 8l Adstuzt she WE-S 3 Es
Al AN §HAE] olaldlr] =8 BAME AUE]oE A48} 394 )
Me 285 7S8R F8M dAEE o2l A (bias) E& HAE F UE
5 HEAE Bdste dAolth 4dAle AH g Ut AES Adske 9
B FE8 2l HERAYY A¥e] ZxEy. sHANMNE AR E o
AX RRE Y - FAsl] e HHE oo Dotk

CVMo] 43H o2 HeFFd AHeHeH 48x 24, 484 5 2433
oAl CVMe] w734 w=Aol HIE ks 9, 7H3A, 2% %o AaA
S 5] duEolol gt} £ A CVMA T blue ribbonold & 4 &
NOAA side] AHE& tiF-§ 833k

1. M2 By

(1) Chatajat M8
A HEZALE 317] $1E 3 SA RN didAse old i 2A8 Ae
AR A EAl B AEE 7] Mol HERE 2R Ao dukd 4
BHY wEol itk WA SEAENE @A EA g UukA A8 (general
attitude to the environment) & °]&o] Wtk thgo g SERlA AN I=HE
¥ o] &AE ] i g¥E FEEAY. 22la FHAAFTHITEY AR
Aol H&Adeel] s ddin ko Re] Fojo g AEEYLL. 2
2) SAAITHZEL vAoleta vl BAY & gl WS 23 U3, te HEY
719) Sl ol B BRI} F - AE, HAVIEE Fol ANET glon, YA $440]
Holuta, 37 - AH & 283 FA9E o =0 vk, add geisdEye

Ao AQREAFAMZA BYPL 2 ¢lof R HUL NEB FHE 35 A4S - A3}
Au, & - AEE AFstn, SEAE A2 AW E ke § AQ8AE Szt P
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I o AR iy T e fdo] A& 48 Addsign ole BE
of 43 Hlgo] 28€tE A AFAT a2ln SHRAENA FelHEY
TY9 RES 98 VMo NEY & e FY U ARsAY. BREe
AR AElelA o] o] A3lERA] GEE RESRE ART ol FYUTH 24
& UAEa, Y € SRR BESN, B4E F AGAHAE BEsn, A
Y E Ak 58 =8E Vg AAHoR ofEtE ddEdedond
BES on|EE APt s d=d 3o disl 2L 8RSl g1 AN
ARk, AA ARZAR] o] @ A71A7 1 FEE SRR TR S WES Ho) ¢l
€ AFRES Fld RS EYY BES 9o AED 42 YE Y9
AR} 7L el AEE B2zAeE g8t

£ AelXE NOAA sid EaAoA Zxdta iRl sl d=HzEd
o] dAAE AT HHE (scope effect) & WAI817] €8] @A 23 sl
FRETEeTe] Hrididelzhe Ae £33 gk

(2) X|@gct Me)

EA5 A AA AN F88 JTE dhe AL R} ¥ A 3 A
EAE A BRE & UEE ABSFTEE AMSE Holvh AN e AEF
ol HES AFE dAshe AL SHAVE AR Y JKE BE & RS 2
e A, 73 3% F vl g4sATE A, E oxd AE0e) #AE Y
Ao &+ slche AoA Fo3itt. §3 AEreE 238 de 4, #oist
A she Aztete] #d A=, B4, $9AY] AY ¢ BeEd 5 de AR A
A, 9 71K HAE AAT F Je A= 71FL R Aolef @k F, Hridle

7t QAEH o] foix3 gt =¥ FAuie] AA@FA T e AT A - Q- B
7b e, EYAZES EPAAdEe] golun AR, AHEFHeY BRAE FHen
B 399 S5 BY8lel dolvia itk EF AT B0l x99 FxRloly Al why
I Agel] g NYE AL Arisln ok B9 ohz} duhaba, o gEANE For Q
T AFeds BT ol @Bl FUE ol& 2er|7t Reoz Ry Qo
BY Feds) FUAN AAF 9 P AAME F FAHEE Tl &u} A A
Zg EA2 dFEHR Jon, tges FUHeuAE Juishi old Hla] AzQHe] ¥
%, 3 HF, FUdelel dBACl $58 4 9 of@ige] Ak 2ln vk A
AEA, TEEAE AYAD sl FTHTETATE] AW Y Fo] FRATHTEE
Az Fshed glol EAEe2 AAHD Sk
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B A4 gdsid @440 glen AM 38k £EE Adgsel dvke A
olt}. ol& Fmald & AFdMe £5Ae F7HE T Vol dEHTY BE
7139 #3olghe ARFEE AXAHUTE EF NOAAY A wit AL
olwdhs WIP7} ojet &Hle] A op7igcte AMdE BE3] 3uth

(3) XlEeAt ey Mg

CVMS] 4ZA7N F2 AMEE AEYA i oge AW 28
(open-ended question), “3vi4] (bidding game), AEFF=¥ (payment card), ¥
Ay 2 B4 (dichotomous choice question) 5°] 81tk ¥ AN & BAAIF o)
A 2R PEE AR YT FIVNEFAN FRdhe FEH RARE FE
Ay ARYPos XN EYALE A=A FRAYE APYPL /A didEt
7] golslel g8l 3, 9 U HEZAK Heo ofF A%e] Ho
of, H|geld NEAZL AT 7FeAel HowA FgAte] Wk 9 E Y
& 2ol H2e] CVM AToiA el AHEE I Tk (Arrow et al., 1993).

RN ARl HEA YutHog s HF AEBaldd oAsH
AEstaa ke FAEC] AFEHY, °lg F Y92 ¥ /K F4E T EAM
A AAFL Y gt 7 FAELE A HET o §HAENA WBEt &
Hake AAE o] Q9] Bt vt ZAV o ‘gt digsin, &
o ‘o eeln tigdtAl Eoh olRA Ul ABE o|&3lA AAE I
‘gti diEe SEAte veE BA%eRN T ABAE S "ok

(4) MAZY dA

ANFYE FFH o dnA she AgelAde] FHg Ex TUR) WHY
g VA F o AT FOE 718 Aol Frh € dTMe
7bed gel WHE WAl 3 AXNFEE 2FAU F £ A7edMEe 44 A
F2Al] E01717] A 308-& N2 APAZA (pretest) € AW F, c|E2F
B 4 ZAAE vio R 1,0008%E 20,00087H] F 20748] 7] AAEHE
A8

3 ddsle B ABAlg e ALdEAL (pretest) o j3f AF€ct.
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ojgA ZHE FAE WA SHAE FAAZ FEY 207 28 4F g
Aok ARG L A g, A, F4 dF, dE, 353§ 6 FI=AE o
OB A& 200, Fak100%, 2 9 470 =A 60 wiA Bl & 540 ¢l o
g AE AR AABINY 223 2002 BRE S48 W, F 7 Fo)
thall 2784 &stsic

(6) M M=y

HETHe MERYLEE, AR, FULEE Fol gich s d=y T
BAH 71539 BF R B2E Y&o] L] 7] wiel vl go] Bo] &
S8tk @l AT SHAL 38 oA ¥ & A=S 317] sk A A
Y dES NS EE JHR 2o $Hate] AHEE Bol Yoz 3
¥ 7ol didl A& AEAEL 2AMEEC] 4ES AUz JeA glHEE
d8l3, R 7R FEE A A SEAES] didel] dudel lExE ddEd
on, &Rl My PE sl G FEL o] T®E AUk

2. H24A

A AFE et o] AFUIAG L Mg, AH, ¥4 U7, UA, FF 5
67) BH=AZ STk 4 TAlY AX AFE e Y HE (random
sample) & =&317] 918 2 A9 W9 AFPvE n3idl 7 ol nlgoj
A BE E @l £ 7 A9 AT SAne dBAL fAIsHEN
7} A9 Yol deFEslglth. 28n HEGYE HQlo] ohd 1PR s, B
ZH9] 229 F 54071 HEATE 9€ 5 ANk

AT REe] Ve 1 Ao AT AP g 23 Qi &, Mg
o] 23 dEY & Aertet gHE FAlolvh. HEA (1995 o wEd o
v o2 MA 2] 1007 o3 o 400 Fxe FEoZ AN oA e
A9l HEatA dohd 4 e Red ekt By olye} thazl e A
L ARAH o2 A7 2 )39 Triangle Economic Research® "]F $A%
o 47 HHZALY] o] & o} AlPF FH| L Al G 200708 FRo® &
BY BHA AL olBoldln 1 A A4l B33 fuE AYsYo)
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HIEIRY. & AT A E3AF ARV @] A FESEY A} $UzAPL
ofd AEZAL SUITEC T Y HHRAL ol TASHNLEZ 540l o
g ARL 6uiA 9 dokee] 91-E A FHs wdgickn & & ok

B AW AERAR SRR BA4E T3] Aeshd At 47% 71 @A
olojA] FEUeNA H ulgo] A9 FEHAR, 25 A% tizf 30t ~500
Reow, et Fert g LRF /AT B 1SS 490] 7MY Bt
I e AU R 1~280ck EEAte] oF 2/3F =0 HAE AW n A
tho] AlIgA g d o 719lekA] e At AL AGFE-e) A
glo] FHE o|FUYL WFEo| 1F o4t FHL Z: Utk

3. 4E=A

AER R 258 FE7e] =32 HEAIE /e @ 43, &3, 4%
¥ FE2 gEan sen AlEe] driy olsishexE #le] sa A3t
TE sl AEAY HE&S AT Y JF A AE 22 5
W el dE2APIR F iUl () FAEiMAe AEvteiE e 293 4
7Hre] A wedsiginh. o] A8 2001d 7o () BAEAMA S BE] - A=
stoll AAIEA.

BAH ARz o] o dAlo HA AN 288 AAENH. ©A AE
AR AAE] A dEAIS HaAts §9 AFHE sAMNAY dees
ZAIEo] Al AEXE A MzoA JERIE A4S ik aBln
272e] 71EEAA e B 2 AARE JHHLER S viRtes ¥
Bate] AEAEC] 2 AFE FAHIEE ST F, TAREC] 2AEATR HE
HE-2 FE3] ojasitleA £ A SHAES ABRT 5 AUeA HES)
At
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V. A+
1. WTP 2%9| AH

£ A7 Hanemann (1984) ©] At A-8-2 2} 28 (utility difference model)
& AHE3le FRAYY 21713134 (dichotomous choice contingent valuation)
HolH 2578 H23 FY7HAE o|Fo] Wtk 9} Ao A4845 Heks
A L3 e AN Foid gHAET 7liQle] B S0 A SRt
o] e el i =7l ARL HALSEF (v Gy, vy 425 s: A
o #3 7Fsd 5498 & B3EE0. 2 AAAlE 9} Az ke
FE] e e e ARsked o] BEE F fle BEo] A5l WEd &
e e 2 884 948 7344 "

u(j,y;8)=v(4,y;9) +e, i=0,1 )

A7IA g€ Bl 00l FUIHEM EYHog By FFHSoln, j=0,1
< 4z A FAAA 0] REHA) 4 JEisl BEQ AHE YERATL whel, 8%
A7t S FAA T BES 8 BFAE A EY At SEIN B DB 4]
3 g SHEhe Ay AEUTE w(l,y—Bs) = u(0,y;9°] H o]& W
a3t 24 (2) & 22 BEAXET g

dv=v(1,y—B; )~ v(0,y;9)2e—~& =7 @)

F()E 889 99 FHEXGSen 319 4 (2 28 g 4 (3)9]
GA-Li

Pr(Yes) = Pr(dv=p) = F,(4v) @3

- EHAL A B R e AA 2 “o'hs $9E st gEd



el bR 2E Rfre] AN | o5

9l R EelAl} (&, compensating surplus) o TH8l Pr(Yes) = Pr(B<(C) =
1= Ge(B) 9= uistA =3, WM og9] 4 4) 7 =&dch

F(4v)=1-G«B) 4

A7 G )= GE8HSF CY FHEFETolth. Hanemann (1984) o] =3 oj|
n2n 4 1) v &EH R0 (random utility theory) & Wl A LI} &G
o2 IPME 4 U1, EF WIP R¥E 39tk AL FHEIHSF G -)9
BFE FH%oe RS s drh

olA] BASUHE F78hs €A N REE /P8 A% A SEA}
AMAIFA(B) ol “d'etn SEE et MK SEHR} AAFA (B) o ol
1 FHE Wz pEsl] oge 4 (65) % 2ol EasErE vE ¢ it
(Bishop and Heberlein, 1979).

L= 20~ G B+ FnG(B)) ®

A71A e 4R THAY §io] ‘ool 1)1, "ol Q’eld 09] FE H
&0, I'e A SEAY SHe] ol ol 10]3, “d"o]H 08 ge FHFth
wef, go7t Boll thdll WY (dv=a~gB) 0151, 7 EX LY E¥XE gt
H, o2 4 (63 2L 2ALETFE 4 5 U

InL= gl[l,-yln ] +I'in

1 1 ] ©)
1+exp[—(a— BB 1+exp(a—AB)

A7VA a, f= FAEE & BFEAY 0lEL 4] (6) o HFAHS H sl
TE & Utk 281 $HE BFEZFE FHIETYETY BE U WTPe
NHEgre 24 HF WTP(mean WTP with positive preference) & 92 4 th 4

4) 2o} RAE =&3H L Hanemann (1984, 1989) & #xalr] uight od] A 8A34gS
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2. WTPY| thEst #4

B A7E deE 2l de deladEya e BEdd ANEY WIPE 3
a3 ol B A7 AFEMA AMSE RE FE F MONAM 45 E¥l
SEER] @& FEo|Y A5 HjE NAA B WIPE AlAIS B2 F olgd
FE (outlier) 20708 A% 52070|th AAFAE 2 20709 MFE o] A&
ZAL @ 23 1,0009] disl AEALE ¥R 9 5% F 2022 (%
80%) 7F% Bstow, AAlgde] AAFE AEALE Yelle HlEo] dAH2
2 Az gadigd a2y, dE B, 10,0009 B} 11,0009, 12,0009,
14,0009, 16,000€, 17,0009 19, 00092] A L2 LS ¥¥l €A} ol o] F
A3 g Eio| EANgch. AA 520MF oF 23%<1 11990] AEAHE veh
A F 77%<) 40190] A B2 ARSIt £ A&l WIP A& g 3¢
EXe o8 <E D # 2

AT HEUY B2 i 6l FhAY E WIPS dERE 33
7] 918 QollA A% 3 Hanemann (1984, 1989) ¢l i o] &3l t]39 <H 2
o} e P WIPE T3t

Z, 6t BYAE o2 ZAG T HEY B U e |7
WTPS] Hael F4x& oF 5 044%°]th. ©] WIP F3X& #AFE 1%4 &
Ao fosle, 7l A WTPS M9 BeZE AlEd el 21§ 95%
Ag ke oF 4,4739 ~5, 73290]th

9 ¥)R4A (nonparametric) bootstrap & o] &3l WTPS| A7
& % gled o] BFe ted Ak AEE AR F £UF R BYFE
(re-sampling with replacement) 34 $%3 & 3t1 o] A#E 0|88l Fd WIPE
ANste #38E o8 W dEse] AtE HE WIPY Z¥3 #¥ (empirical
distribution) & £&3le] AZFHE T o] P FHRF Ee AP

7} A8l Ae WTP g4el #elg AUAA Agstn, 538 Agejrtey Cof LS50y
o] 091 Aeke] gitkaL #ch(Hanemann and Kanninen, 1999). & ©] #9% @-Yelie] A
go] Bash} thrEe] AFATNAN HYE AMSE e HFojrk ol E24F
(semi parametric) “del 4% wigasiin & 4 gl

5 ¥ dAeMe 5 0000& yHEsgch
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E 1D XZABWTP) B

HF & AR, %)
AA B A (B, %)
o b2

1,000¢ 20(80.0) 5(20.0) 25(4.8)
2,0009 13(48. 1) 14(51.9) 27(5.2)
3,004 12(50.0) 12(50.0) 24(4.6)
4,0004 10(40. 0) 15 (60. 0) 25(4.8)
5. 0004 11 <42. 3 15(57.7) 26(5.0)
6,004 19.2) 21(80.8) 26(5.0)
7,000 5(19.2) 21(80.8) 26(5.0)
80004 6(22.2) 21(77.8) 27(5.2)
9,004 5(18.5) 22(81.5) 27(5.2)
10, 0009 2(8.0 23(92.0) 25(4.8)
11,0004 5(18.5) 22(81.5) 27(5.9)
12, 0009 1014.8) 23(85.2) 27(5.2)
13, 000%! 21.7) 24(92.3) 26(5.0)
14,000¢! £05.4) 22(84.6) 26(5.0)
15, 000¢ 2(7.7) 24(92.3) 26(5.0)
16,0009 3(11.5) 23(88.5) 265.0)
17,0009 3(11.5) 23(88.5) 26(5.0)
18,0009 2(7.4) 25(92.6) 27(5.9)
19,000 4(15.4) 22(84.6) 26(5.0)
20,0004 1(4.0 24(%.0) : 25(4.8)
5 A 119(22.9) 401(77. 1) . 520(100.0)

& 2> WTPS) thEzk 8%

73 AFF WTP 43 (H) BFA t-3 p-#k
5,043.5
g WTP 377. 855 13.348 |*** L
i (4,472.9~5,732. 4) (-000)
McFadden®] R%= (). 1687 fraction of correct prediction = 0. 80

F: 1) BELA}(standard error) & HEPY (Delta Method) & o] 8381 A4t Rojth

2 () ¢he 5,0008¢9) HhEol ofy Reztz AlE#d ol (Monte Carlo Simulation) ol &) A&
® 95% AlE|7ol} (Krinsky and Robb, 1986).
3) = fAGE 1%904 e ot
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el S8 /& 3R] @7 wiiEe] dnutgoz Bad(robust) 8BS ¥ 4 3l
A #FH(Cooper, 1994). HIRA bootstrap WHOE WIPS 95% A3]77He
T A3 oF 4,478€ ~5,6959€0] s} BHZR AEY oo P g A
8 fAkstsich

8 9N T WIPE 25534 (parametric approach) o 2l& € A<l
ol Xl Ui 7H3 RBHFNA Tk 2419 Aol AdH o wrh
€ Aol U Krisrom, 1990). ©]¢ & GHE Behslr] 98 B d7E 37}
2 Y| 24339 (nonparametric approach) & AHgdled WTPE A4kslsich

H| R3S B33 Al FholM 2 Borle] BEL A&3 ¥ 0|8
AR EXFB3 34 T4 (distribution free maximum likelihood function) & ©]
83t WIPE A&shs Whgolth olul £39| ¢A7} o8 B 4L 4
T ol& #5H 5L JHWAY (inear interpolation) & THE BXFEA 7 &
22 (monotonic) ¥ W7HA] WHEHOZ B FHY LEFE L] o} HAL A
Ao zx elel 2718 F33ke oIt Kristrom, 1990). Kristrom (1990) ol
oshd F¥rt g2 Sutd uf AEorte] g8 el o] ByHEL)

(k,'+ k,-+1)/(n,'+ nz’+1) (7)

AZIN kSt ki 2 22 G, i+ 1R AA FY el g8 X EALE Uebd SR}
9 ol ;% & A2 4 i+ DEA AA Sl B E £ 3G} Sol)

vl ReEgY e Repgilda JHEE RYPEY] HYE (goodness of fit),
2347, ol¥4(heteroscedasticity) 52 7F83 HAo] Woglw vlwa FHo|
B0l Wolt(e137] 9, 1998). HIZFFH Yol HEdy I EY B
&l R 772 7KIE 5, 470. 2928 el meA el Aujel I thas]
2SS HAzth

ASEH] A% BAR 60 BARAE AR 339 eI YTH
% HEFPE AT 6U FARAA Y] gl d=E el A F nEv)
e oY (E 3) o, Rl ofsE, of 3609 Yo et} ¥u
6 Bz gAY FUY AN F BEIAE, BRSSP o8
W, oF 389. 8% o) o]t
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& 3 =B &1 £y

e A & e
5 8 2 A
? * WIP (%) b (el)
5.013.5 35,930, 6
WIP | 61 Bejma 7,125,931
2 WA sy | (31, 873. 6~40, 848.7)

F() 9 5,000 wHEe ol% FH TR AlEH o] (Monte Carlo Simulation) o} 2ls] AH&g
95% Alglpolth WREFA bootstrapd] AP 95% AHFHE ok 3199 Y~k 4069 o
o] &},

3. d&9 H¥d 4%

CVM d7oMe= FF5 WA AT (internal consistency) T |83 ElgA
(theoretical validity) & A &38t7] H3 FW¥ ZF(covariates) ©] XFE HH A& 33
th &, AYHSEY HEHE 42 8l A8 e dv=a+x,6—yBE Y
Ehd 4 Utk B =FdXE 479 WA ddE Ade] 8 3¥Ee 3§
& WIP RE& FHsth thad] E HE o] oA 2188 HFEd] dig 3
oje} Pt ¥ EFHAE Hegt Aotk

agia el £ WIP 288 3% 2¥e (B 5% Zoh. A9 =&
Ao, & ATTI, AGEE A& BE Qe YA fd+F 10%9M4
#ejeta, AT Faot ARt AEF 0] AR ARHASE AlABID
Utk

ZH AgEe] AT 38 ANEA O AAH 48T 7HFASe] BETE,
@ AAE el d=adETd AR N A=t 5E€-F, Q@ FF s
HETY S UEY oiko] ZErE, @ I e Ui =7 25
g, @ $HEIE A% FAE AFHLE #of v AAEFE, ® AAFY
o] X286 I YTHFYEE BEIY] A3 WIPZE 2A Jepten, @ &
Hate] o] A48 WIPZL A Jebsdth §3), AAlgde] FA7 0
AL EFANA AAE Fdo] FolAFE “d'elan tEd FEo] Holxthe A
< ou|3i, oy CVM d7e] AbA od3 dA]gict

6) dv=a-— BB sn 7F&A7] W&ol AAFA(B) Y AF FIe (+) 2 vepdr
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E 4> wiel Ho| 9 EAR
o A g 9y | E894
AH gud b A5
INCOME 2.3 063
(B91: W) %) 106
AAE FRAHNZHTY PR di§ A%
KNOW . 0. 543
079 wed, 1-23 ¢ U, 2-gaE gn qop | o | 05
% 2~3d W) ¥E 15
FVISIT 0.454 | 0.498
(0=R1c}, 1=%ich
gAY Y e i 2 s
ANX | (1=33] AsiA] g}, 2=475A @& #Hold, 3=HEoldth, | 3.806 | 0.599
4=A124g Holt}, 5=rj¢ Alzsich
AERTE AT 434 BA<] g A8
ATTI | (1=A4Aoz Fo&x geth 2=%98 ger), 3=RFcld, | 3.872 | 0.836
4=%-9%it}, 5=AFo8 Foih
SAte} 97
AGE @9t 108) 3.703 | 1.084
E® 5 WIP 484 55
FAAS
d F & BEQ - - v
T FRA 9} -2k p-& AT
358 -3.340 1.194 -2, 797 *** (0, 005)

INCOME 0.039 0.011 3, 487 *** (0. 000) +
KNOW 0.378 0. 227 1. 664 * (0. 096) +
FVISIT 1. 304 0.272 4. 804 *** (0, 000) +

ANX 0.371 0. 215 1.725 * (0. 085) +
ATTI 0. 305 0. 156 1.955 *(0.051) +
AGE -0. 164 0.125 -1.31 (0. 190}

BID 0. 205 0,024 8. 441 **2 (0. 000) +

log-likelihood -210.796 chisquare(® | 142.847
McFadden®l R? 0.2430 fraction of correct predictions ‘ 0.81

Fop-@el Tt 2 AASH 4 1%,

5%, 10% Fol5EoIN fel8e Ve,
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£3% AYALARIE BESE FH4L F2E I BHATE XA EBY
g AAH ZAE AAsA B2HY Ao] KA A F7HA 9] Bl o
A 21M7] AGANE Ro} 71&e] AA = - MieeE FEL g
& A&TPsaA BED 5 e WRto] AlFEHA vldsolof girt. &, A
o] &p@nt ozl vgfAhel AR E VEAY & e sgAAzMT BEF
Hol =go] YAzt AlHolr}

B A7 F33 EXE ddAdAR e Bin 8 2o FAH 6B
AZshe ol 2oF YAt BES AAA JAE AetHes A3 dl
ok B dA7e $eluel dGE S Bt ddaEddeEs Ad 1 A
o A% FANETETY S e A5 Y (CVM) & AL AF
ATE sl AA A JRISH TP EY rlel=eRlE A FEUTH

CVMET¢] HlolBolgt & 4= e NOAAS AL 43 wf& AF5AT 2%
6Th FHAE ez ARG el d=dT Y BE d@ g A WIP
2w BEFgyo gy of 50448, B EFFARYORE oF 5, 4709019 D
B 2@ WIP A e #o5E 1% BAH R fofstden, 7t
T |7 WIPe Eeiz AlBgolMd] 9% 95% A7 oF 4,4739~
5732900103, H¥|R4A bootstrap WHOZ 95% AHFE T A &
4,478 ~5,695¢90] Usgith =3 s daydTde] At F REAE 6l B

7) 60 FAEAE dBoR FHEU70) ol 22 AFHeR Yuishe ¢ ARt
gt Ui 6ol FAAlS e AgHe] L5HA7E EAr] HEoltt. B 6
o BAEAE tdos F3E deiidTHIdel REVPE Ao #e] HalM
£ 530l a7drh ol& fsMe & AxAe] A A5x87 o ole AW
FYAE ol g3hs WY UAAHIAEE ol &8k WY ol ok ¥ R WTPAE
AP 2H|AE WelM 2P EE st BAY AFze] Y= e ARG £
g g83te o] AFPsdn wadd. Az gAY EuelA A wolsuel2]]
KOSISE ol gdlo] BAASFE 7¢ B3 6t BzAle] A f A& Ades
e A€ 12 3iE 9, ueix] AaAe] 28ASE 0.8601 Ugrh (1999 71F). ©1%A
A 718k AR 2RARZE 180k A el 6d) BeAle] HF LHFEEG R
Zolgke o4 stk 6t FA=AE o s FFE 7H7F WIP o] BgAsE
Fahd 71 AAAL 77 WIPE 78 4 i, old Adi4& FaFa it & 2t
g =& 5 At
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HEAN 2eFEYoze of 3609 €, HZFFFYORE & 3909 Hof of
Bx Ao® FHHMU

olgt Zo] ¥ A7 AYAAAI BAVIAE SR HHFo A B
o 7B E 2@ Bl - BB E FestA SR FABFHAA ey Bwd
7158 AT & 8749 7HAE IBE ulE - BARH L HdRidate
HA 9 Age] B84E Hridhe =471 He, £ A7 /X3 Fynge
HFAAAEe] BER AEE FAY FAF Al 88 & S Aol EF
SHAEC] A BAAE HE B2 A AEHTUY BE B Bl IUAA
2 99 (benefit) 225 AN F gloeng, F FAYTHTU BE E B
g A% T AR JeER Bxle] AAAY #3 AP =&
g & Ao

€ 771 sdAdARte] st B 3¢ 223 =3¢ ol €ad =
ARG Ege] HE v Yol & AFM AAG FF Y0l FF &
AR s gAtAAMte] BAA JHAE S she Wl feinistA 29 + 7€ W
Lla=d

e HIEH

L H4F - f, "B AQEA BE9 AN Uy 3 AR S0 AR S
Hog " TAAEAT,, 2001, pp.163~184.

2. A%, M™IEWYRA,, wkodAl 1997,

3. 37, Fas A" FARE ol¥A Pl FRoq¥, 1995,

4, o|F7] - o]F:3| - A, “Aul@BALY A e o8I 24 UFALE ALl
2" THs38lA2, 1998, pp. 263~278.

5 @IALATAKDD, folulebdA=Al 3-8 9% YRl A7 (W) 5, 2000,
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The Economic Value of Preserving Hallyue Marine National Park:
A Case Study of CVM

Seung-Jun Kwak* + Seung-Kuk Cho** « Seung-Hoon Yoo***

Preserving marine natural resources has been a great concern in Korea because
valuable marine assets have been destroyed in the process of rapid economic
development. Consequently, measuring the economic value of preserving marine
natural resources has become an important policy issue under the circumstance
because the benefits of preserving a specific resource expressed in monetary terms
are likely to support the preservation policy. This paper uses the willingness to pay
survey technique to assess the benefits that would ensue from preserving the Hallyue
Marine National Park that is a prominent marine asset in Korea. Respondents overall
accepted the contingent market and were on average willing to contribute a
significant amount for the preservation of the Park.

Key Words: contingent valuation method, marine national park, economic valuation
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