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[. AZ

d 4L o 859 &3, 7Y
F725le] ity U gy ¥ AL oy
T &4, 9AH B3AA 78 T 73
AAE S8 A 258 AXTER oy AT ANE F83 FAR
A= Uth(Dorcey et al., 1997). A3 (World Bank) 2} AHABEAZ
(World Conservation Union) 8] B 3ol olstd ¢ AMAI o] ZAAA EX3} 31733
aAHE Al 24 5 AeA ] daiX e oA JHGA| 7} o) FolA]|A] fa
2k (World Bank, 1997).

TUME 1990 9 | 214 e] 849l gt IRA FAlo] F7Hetol
e}, d FAR dEE A ZFe AT AGEW opdE I7F AA A 4R
Az 9 A48 e =S 23tk | A4S I FelAe Hol 7HA

FE AR AeE Axdte v, AGFUER IFGA T & A4S v
ghe SollM e AAA Heo] | 1A o3 344 i E AT HE FE
3] 2Rl i) &S AV|sl ftoh AA @ - % AT A FAA
Q1 B]&-H &4 (cost-benefit analysis) o4 R HA] &3 Joke AR 1| o]
g o, olgjdt AFL BIddttn & 4 Utk

2 A 93t BRG] AR 7IXSH 2 o] AFshe B H A Vﬂi
AGA 0] EAEA] 9471 WFel vlg oFe). aEv AV Y AR Qe A
o] AlFdts AU A7} gle AL ok 235l o M-S FHistn
e BIde Zlo] o & HAAA JHHE ATE FE UtH(Sanders et al.,
1990). wEbA o3t HIAIAA AR EL ] 7RIS ¥]8-H R Mol E§H o]
o} 3t} (Hanley and Spash, 1993; Gonzalez-Caban and Loomis, 1997; Biro, 1998).
3 ol FAYHIXEL v &-HAEA ] AHA HrHE & U= 74 &
R Fejted Fg oo ok

e

A, F42d 59 AAH 24 9
AAA BY Sols B, F4
24992 AT w9 A

<t
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o
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v

E
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1 %xﬂtﬂﬁﬁﬁ%z‘ﬂ (ICOLD) ofl w2%, #o]7} 15m o]de|Avt 1 Aggke] 300%m o4l

< 9 (large dam) ©]&} £Fskn ok Fullolle A MlA 45,0000 i F <F 2% 3

%%Hz 765782] o] ZARH(World Commission on Dams, 2000). ¥ =8& o]2i3t
e FAME A4 849TFE Zeete G238y 24 24¢ Fo et



W IR QY mippe) BT EEFE 241

B =52 3 2R F A4ARS S-S JAER o] #£-8-3
24 AA} FEH ARE AFslua Z2HAF HHH(CCM, contingent choice
method) & |83l Ul & WAHZ Qg Hd g &98 AA A A& 3%
ol o)%e] B =82 g 2ol P9 DAAME & AToM AL A+
P 21 CCMoll tisl zheFelAl Adwdict. AL CCMe| AFAT Aatet Wy
34 71FES UgEY. adn | QAR % 3G 499 VX E 5]
A7 FHEHo| g A VA, E4243 9 A9 VA At n}
Aat e Ao gofsiuth

L AFYE : 2758 gy

A& 5719 (stated preference technique) 2 A|A7F o] ZA8k] & v|A#
A (nonmarket goods) 8] 7FXFA & & AMREO gt} o B0, 2HF 71
22" (CVM, contingent valuation method) & B]A|AA]e] AlE7}x] T H]ALE7}
2ol th g A EJAY (WTP, willingness-to-pay) & £33kt 3l #&F35 1 9
2] o] g5 HEHQ WN&M 57 otk (Kwak and Russell, 1994). 22} CVME
7K EA U gl @Y BHEHLE o] FolA UAY AAGE dE S
B7He BHoZ s7] dd, 7HAEF el d8 SHEEE ZAY O o
Ag Hrlele AEdAe 1 Aol 4] &) (Streever et al., 1998).

#H, CCME gHxte] A3AA H&sA 23& & ABIA ooz
A ] 402 FAHE | 14 @RYY SHET SHAY WIP Alele] 4%
FAE Y 7Hs3leg 8 £rh &, CCMd| & F9d 3= vAIRAE T3
= 98 459 FE7HA (part-worth) & =3l |82 4 3t} (Lancaster,
1966). EF CCME CVM3F vix7ixlz Aalolg3 Ritshe FEAERTY
(random utility model) o] ©]&& ZAE F1 Yt

CCM-2 Louviere (1988b) ol 2J&} 7H&| AXUE F-43 (conjoint analysis) 2]
FeEAM A F7HA v, 28, AegtEoldA de] A8 $irh(Bastell and
Louviere, 1991; Louviere, 1988a; Hensher, 1994).2) %+ Adamowicz et al. (1994)

2) We ulel AEAE AL AN ZFRYo] ode) £4 % FHER UHolA Un 7
A7} ool 44 (54) S2 TAHE 2] YAES FRIES ABoke 1M E SRlgn,
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o oJaf o] 7]ge] }AIA] EHEokel HgoR HEH o|F AT T HLARIZE
Rz Zrlstn Ja, tREe A7AEE CCMe] A 823 el 382 B
718 el 9th(Carlsson and Martinsson, 2001; Diener et al., 1998; Hanley et
al., 1998: Hearne and Salinas, 2002: Mallawaarachchi et al., 2001: Morrison et
al., 2002). 2 CCME CVME A 837 olel & B e AL87HA @ wla}
£7129 23S A3 A - Bebihgo g ol g5 1 vk Y o}H7R] =
drE 877k S Eokl] CCME A83 AFARIZE A itk AXQE 24
Ho] 3 el AR 923 (contingent ranking method) & ©]-&38t A
A2 AR g S8 & shvke] AFARNZE & Wolth (AL, 2000).
a2y CCMel AH&-E AdlMe olF =od A &4 4 SA4FE 281
A BFe) M, BAE WS o] 83 AAAYYS] &8 T o7 7R PHEA

71E R AxE g8 o

L AZA7AAe} WHEY 7125

2 AolAe CCM A9 AFEAAE 3 £423e] 834 3 Adds 2=
she W Ed 71EES Atk B CCMY 282 taT o] 68418 AA
Al gk 4 1A e 2 /g B3R ok ATdd BAAE 4
F, 23ACME SEAL olld] &0l rhed 885 2 AETFeE
ARstn zt £40] dig $AFEES ZA AT ololA 38A M 28 A AN
2734 o8 $4o2 749 /P £43% tal 239 0] rhsskeS g
€ Ha Ahude AgAYNEE FYstd 2E3PY. 4 dEAE
ZHdsta Bekshe dAlelth sPAldME @ HdEXAFE ddsl SHAEY
g 9n] g& A5E AT sxEte g 6l Aozl AR E #HE - E45tY
o3t FRE TFE3he dAlolth

1. 71z EHod
d9w AMo] AIFH R ol © oY R FHE | A A7 BAIIS

2 =9, 238 Md(contingent choice method), ZAY £9ZAH (contingent
ranking method), Z7% T84 (contingent rating method) 5ol 2lch
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Hazelr] A3 343054 | dde #4E T3 Utk AY rhestn 3UEd
Al 80 7Hed 8783314 9 AAddhE rhdE] AsiMe F MR AT &
BRTEe] S48 A E Lolof Ik oAL vk | ARt HAE
ok 7As 2 o vk ZEv | A o @AHGTLe 2 £ 50
thFaty] Wil shtel 54w Addicle] HrkE BEiA e olHd BH& 24
g gk mE E 2R oY) $43% FEER oo gt F Adoigl
€ 7HH g dAsta o] UitEY HUHE Fate | A Y] &4
d AAH slEe gstnat

dzALe HE7F AgE Bl l Y SHEYET AEFIA HEEE A3
At

CHEAH e A% T FH FAITE FollA FF o] 7Hs3ta A3
£4& AR A8l ed 22 FFSHEC] 1= R WA FHEN
Ao A | Y A $A doAle A FE ouldtn, F AR 8H &5
TEToEM H UM A FEW A MR BE S0 HIdls BEE S
op|gith E Al HA BASYA HEFTE F DM A AER 24T MR B
T LR HeWe HEFY FE uidth riAgeg ] iR §4&3e 23
42 8 FE2A | A4 A A8 e 9AE B3R 2 /B gig
H3eEE ou|dith of2d SudAe & 33 Au|2E g Adzgyyos
A FE8FC] I ez AMH T 7] Wi, ABFY HEEKL ST G
4 rsE8ge] 7MY AEFHer AHHATh

M £45L 25 vl AY $Eo2 AFHAD, 7 £FM e A 8454
ghse] el g 23 BERALE B3l o]l FoAh Y E A 7

rok

e o rlo

3) M BREYES 74 S AFdte @EL oS 22 x| wel WFEHAY. 712
o2 ) M F $FI9Y dtzA st M 2AEA ofE A9 @EL U A
BEEAY @S 7122 AL, AFEAFD) o RES 2 ¢ 04 A $HIFL i
sP7] As) Fatd AEVFERe] dde Sa ZFHATE a8ia YojA] gL AAFEQ
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ol Wolel 28 T2aty] Yo ML =AR 7SR AEFHS] “As
=08 3 A4 o3 BAATS P U FEA A FL FE2E AN
717] Q&) g FEaFo] e Bl deht AEHA At ey
A Be AR ouA HEXADL Fa¢z Mud S5At 308 A A8
g9k 1 A3 HA 500994 H1 2,00097H] 5009 A ] /He 7HA
&4 HES AU

AL S Aoe BE FFSHBANN 71F we FEL 1582 ATES
AHE oulsta, A A 7H«l FFEL 247t Y FAG ] ATTLET
Ble] £314 Z718 ouidtch ol Ml Jie FEE &
CCMel AAE 93 718 847t ok <FE DE & $AE9] 50l o84 A9
g1 e g dHsta Aok

R

>

(1) o Mol o3t BAAEEe &4 & =%

% A4 4 9 F F
Level 1* ¢ 1,000
AH] Level 2 - 3,000
s AMA] LA A v xl@le] (o8 )
(Forest) D\:‘} L—é ] 2\!7% t]oixlf \_g"] T(:I'T') Level 3 . 6,000
Level 4 - 10,000
Level 1* =« 20
222 | d AMN FET 2T MAA) BE 52| Level 2 ¢ 35
(Fauna) |2 B3we FEFY F(H Level 3« 60
Level 4 « 100
Level 1* + 30
2 E% o AN AEY ZAT MAA] BE Fo | Level 2 - 50
{Flora) 2 H3NE A2EY £(F) Level 3+ 90
Level 4 -« 140
e5947) Level 1* + ©o]% 7153 /&
o | H AAA A& ole ESHRAA R Level 2 ¢ Level 1+ AR
(Rxem:lrlfs) SBd U HIFFE(FD) Level 3+ Level 2+ B2
Level 4 + Level 3 + Al
Level 1 » 500
7}_2% (Price)a 7}—?'% % :IK_EB-%-O’] ?J}‘c}'% %ﬂ' Z]%P,] Level 2 . 1,000
Al (9)) Level 3« 1,500
Level 4 = 2,000

F 1) 7 $49 @A £E2 094
2) *& 7 &4 A FEL AvT

+3) 3 ARFEUFE) & 71Fos FREHe] ¥ (non-linear) o] H=F AFsiAth
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3. MEiCiRiEI el HA|

CCME "oz eI (data generating process) & AXE TZ3He
Wiolth, o] AF L 2] SHEE FAE AYuitEe] SHA AYEE o
&S F=F AL T (choice sets) & AAshe Zlolw, F<f ZA zetd 4
AP 9ERTE F, CCME th& el o8 Mol gle B FHA
£ 47] #3) AYuRATFES e U] BAAR] A0l &8 o] &3t
B d7e Agg9d i N $489 AHES 28 W) A8 i S48
7te} 2 24 (orthogonality) & R8T+ FE 2 w44 (orthogonal main effects
design) WHE o83t ol g AmAANPEE YA RN $4EDY L
BEEAE EAZY He Aoz 4Bz dANS $EEERY ] Wi E A3
T (Hanley et al., 1998).

B drdMe ol e S5 4§40 A8 42 ] /o] 350 EA
gl CCM A EM SHAS L vt o sl AgutEd HHstA €
o B dAFdie nAE @A A it DI FEAINE sy 3%
g AAddeE Yehlie F 9 3718 diehE (digh 29 tigh 3) o] EAjit}. o]
73F AEdid3E FAs] A8l N BASHET HEEY 252 A%
38, & £ x4709) 7led AYdigtEe] AR T2y SHASA RE A
GUtES A&Este AL v A7) f & BFo o] /IS ke 3
& At e AA AduRge 2R e =&3%h o]& 3 SAS8.0 =
B2OHE At FEA AuAAE FPadch. o dxh, AaMAZREH 48

(a8 1) AH Yol ARSE MEfChore| ofA|
AANE AR dal AAYHE THF A2 O g UgE 3 Al MY Mzske AL 2
gt shet [ @) v 2 A=Zsled F4A) 8.

AW F=18 o or 1 EAAE) ) o ¢ 3
AEEE (0T 1, 00018 6, 00023 3,000
FEE HI(B) 20% 35% 100%
HNEF B3 (D 30% 90% 50
2aas X 147 255 157
FEEEED - i T
744 (4) 0 5009 1,500

L (e Cs
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7hel Al ge]l =&AL, AL & E5 479 AEE FTHHEE L
FEFZE B 12749 £E5o2 WA

(Od De A4 A& AHE shte] Adgdiide BdFa gld. ZE &
HAE2 AAE | 7o) Ao E el dAle S4rEes Fod it
13 (& Dol AAE oA i) S48 e #2222 e F Y Hed
AE FAA HE =S ARSI

4. M2 3y

MG RS F $HAY WS AFHTL Bk L olalE ERa] A
ARZALE NBRGT, o8 B MEAS $H8AT. AFUEAE F15@ 4
o %, 438 P APEYD, A A BEos PASUG R v 2y
& Y FAARYN F Ao B $BASY AVA BEE B Ak w3
CCM BEE 37 Qo S840 B7} e o AER QP BALE S
A&A, A SYET DAY 259 AA RS P1N717) 99§ DAz
A% BAYF $HSL A AAHAT. T AR 2Role Y ALY &
REH FIASHY BEBA (rade-ofts) B TG P DA o BAIFL
2237] NP SRASY S48 WIPS ol Zolul7] 9% COM AEE0] AN
Ack. shRoz A WA RRE SUAY A, Y, &5 5 A - FAF W
F2 TP ARS TP AU

5. EedAlet MEZAYY

2 @79 A G 2

s

gt 3RS A& wkgsly] Hal 7o FFA] A (A
, » A, BEF, A, &) o2 A Al £4& nest
of AL T FHA ARl AFshE 2041 0] 654 PIwe] sHEFU R
€ 3oz 3tk 7o B9A HA TS HEY & Sle RS 47] HA3k
Zt BGA Y] A& 2SS 2 vole] vlgd] g BE 8 3T
&2 e FUSHA ATE Mgl A% AR XA B T B
A ATETY] QBY S FAEN 7 FHA Yoo djEEFEE Syt
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Aot
T =Ee | AME Y 87493 SAE B JRE FH817] A3 2
dM AFoz AEHE CCM d7o]7] i, drt SFAE°] CCM A ENA
BAEE g B49E S48 7S] B5BAE g olag ¢
= st mWEh 52 AEH8 R BTt AEAAMY &7
€ Bola IRAEdA AT AR 2 I7E A% A9l 715 E AFs] 4
3 Aol AHRJARALA S dct. T dFE ANRES B AFRA A
& 7RI AR T B 2ALe] BT ol 5 At AEAHA ZAMEAA
AEWES Bxatre Ay 58 LA

V. 332
1. #4582

CCM2 CVMelA gt ni7ix| & 9 Aol o3 839 e3lar] % z
SEAEY &9 WIPS 33| H8l GERERH S o] &3l FPsE &
Utk McFadden (1974) ol 9jaf 73#e o}t 24 23 (multinomial logit model) &
H A 23 A BFY S4EC] ARA SHAE AYFEA dYE F=
AE 293} gt ol AR AAE AFIAE S o] ZHAN 7} 7o) F
€ AL N A AL SR F AU C; v
Adgdiel j2RE de AL v Zo] 38" §

Uj=Vy;(Z;,S) te; 1)
71N Ve B350l 7Hed H 384 (deterministic) FE0]1, e;& BHo] B

4) tEE3TYPe MHPEc] T e WHEEHEY %Y (independence from
irrelevant alternatives: I11A) & WEchn 7Fg#ct &, olRS “§F 7899 ojn T Hau)
ol tigt MelgtEe] vlge & thE Mol ols) AE F3E A geErl” £ AL 9
nj g},
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7P5 e S84 (stochastic) FEoIT V= Blel Autiekst shge) Adniors
o $4T (Z,)% MY $RAT BHNE (5)9 GFolh $vR 7 M9
Hed Calel BE AdUtEe) Bal Up Uy (h€Cik# ))& 05T
W, Aeoist j& A9 Rolch ol W, $9A v} Aduiet /2 AT BEe
The3} o] Fojzick,

Pi(j|cz') = Pr{ Vij+ ez’/> Vit eik} = Pr{ Vij“ Va? en— eij} @)

2] (2) & F337] JaiM e 2akgke] Bl digh 7o) Hasith. tPgEARY
Bl A @algre B4 £3-A (independent) ™ YA A (identical) Q1 A [8e] x| &
X (Type | extreme value distribution) & W&ttt 7P ©t} (McFadden, 1974). ©]

5 TR TF Addet & A9 52 ved 2ol 2¥E + ok

exp(uVy;)

Pi(ﬂci):W

3)

A7\ pe &) B4t 99 BAIE e vlE (scale) Bt 4 (3) 9
A o] BEe BEEld F4E 4 glenz, d¥bdoz EBE¥ A (constant
error variance) = 9u|gte 13} 2ot 7F3 €t} (Ben-Akiva and Lerman,- 1985).

CCM Aoz RE] dojz 7 gt thd e 2GS (multinomial responses)

S22k EE&S o3} (utility maximization) & 919 A A A ZA M9 4= 9k
2 AFoA e CCM AFoNME SEAA M2 B& 3EGeE SAFFEZR F
A8 A AR F FAYAES AXStD, SEAL Foi7l ditEdM Y] £
VA& dALole] AFBAE st Al 9] UitE F & Y dike A"iix
£ 3t gtk o] o, CCM F&o AHd M $H& i=1,--, N9 dgist
jol tig dgdvtes “o” e “olQ” 7} drh. wep 2a-9xdee vy
2} Zo] FHHCh

o
L

N 3
1nL=i;;1{ Y, mn[Pr;(G;IO} (4)



W #EEE A REYES B REFRE 249

arlelA  Y=1(iHA g ggo] “d’)olr, 1(-)e AAIES (indicator
function) ©Jt}. &, 1(-)& MA A A AditE dgsiithd 12
Hetm, 23R god 0% o A (4) 9 =8 (log-likelihood function)
E HEFEHE ol 83l FHE 5 U (Stern, 1997).

2. X2t 2y

CCME Z} ¢E7Ae] eI ARERH /i &35 i 23 Ao
(Hicksian compensating surplus) & E&3%Th 2 AFoAe o A4 o3 &7
F3g gfslr] AF 9 7 € A A EYAY (MWTP, marginal willing-
ness-to-pay) & E&317] 93l vt 22 ABAY 2HE A5 &, &
G2te] 8 BAGE A g A E L] BE ST = At
sle] FHIFE TR Fe 2E (2 7 FUFE T Y (2Y2) o|th

A 2EldME FHELTET ¥ 7 FEQ] Vol AFdel gl &
AN Z=(2,, Z,, Z3, Z;, Z5)=(IHEE TEFT B3I, HEF B3, &%
+42 2 RERE /1A 9 A¥Fs2 ZHAELY

Vi=BZ it Bl it B33 it Bl 4 5+ BsZs i ()

714 BFE Bre SEHAY B8 dTE viXe M FALYE S5
3t FHAFECISE old, JE BAHGES AAFToZRE T 30N
A)37] 9 MWTP 2 (5) S An|EgozA g3 Zo] A £ St} 6

5 3% A lx ] BolA (singularity) EAF H37] A3l A58 FHRY A A o]
of gt} ol2igt Hol4d (singularity) AT EAARAA ddde] o7 AditEd s
FY3] Wil At

6) CCMolMe] FAFPAE W=—1/A[V;i— V3] T4& 3N AN = Aok &, & x
5o JHAEE, Vo Ve 27 neEHn Qe 8737489 Wl olAT o] 3] A S
£ Jepdich o] FA& g2rjaste £ dAFelMel FAFHAE FYSA AEch AME
FEI L Mallawaarachchi et al. (2001) 9 pp. 31691 7]&%o] et
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MWTP ; =dZs/dZ,=— B,/ Bs
MWTP 5, = dZs|dZy=— B,/ Bs
MWTP ;, = dZs/dZy=— B3/ Bs
MWTP ;, = dZs/dZ,=— B4/ Bs

21 (6) & A (5) ol X9 714 Sl NG FHATIE 259 FALESH e
Mol 2%t (Hanley et al., 1998). T3 Aol o3 /i S$AYTFES %
9 g3lsr] Ag MWTPS oulshs 4] (6) & A5¥Eke /E IAFF &4
o} A thA 8 (marginal rate of substitution) & Aoz vehln gth

TEle STHAEY A - A WgEe] AYEEY owd dAdE FAE
sietalr] Yo FHFELS F71H o g v $36ATHRE). Greene (2000)
AR e £4 AR i AYoictEd] dial pPdE ez g4
B e 45 (dummy variables) o] A3] - A4 WLEE Fihe WES £ AT
A9} o] FHA} thre] AR $dshe A¢ EelE gusEe] #71 4
3 S7RtER A83clx] Rty wepd £ dAFdM e FEAES AL - AA
A AFES AYUAP TR N8 BEFAT SPUS0 FFo2ZHN 2P S /A
stozt etck. 1 A, ALK - BAA HEES XA 232 A () I 2ol
A= Aok

ro
N o2

Z

54

uly

Vi= B2y, it 822y, j+ B3Zs, i+ BsZy, i+ BsZs,
+ g‘nzl,ii - S+ gakZZ.ij - Sk+ gwkzs,ij - S @)

+ g‘akzzi.ij ) Sf+ gnkZS_,-j . Sf

o714

S=(S', §%, S, S, S, S =(VISIT, DAMAGE,SEX,AGE,EDUC,
INCOME)E 7t €3] A1) - 443 W43 el ¥Eoln, (& ¥ o]
HaeEol ool FE EAZS HoFa Qo)
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(E 2) A3l - ZHA wisE2) Fo ¥ B SA

s W4o] Aol Mgk q2Fea
Sk | WEAH g feHsg

VISIT (1= 0=0112) 0.371 0. 483
ARAQA E4ulaiZd ol gt gu|ds:

DAMAGE (1=l 0=olUl2) 0.104 0.736
SEX SEAY 4 (1=, 0=94) 0.470 0. 499
AGE SEAY o] (A) 42.954 9,951
EDUC SHAE] afeE (d) 12. 838 4,005

INCOME AF 4 7Has (@ U9 265. 410 94, 937

BF20l| Ao i BAGE S5 T MWTPS Bg1orMst 5da Wy
ZAME ¢ Slth A ()2 98 MWTP] §d7ke] Ak - AA|A Wpel 3
1 € UEhi ok & A7olMe MWIPS AltE $s) Akgl - ZA
HeEd] HaEE ol8stunt

=

MWTP 3 =dZs/dZ,=— (Bi+ 7 S" + -+ + 7S/ (Bs + mS" + -+ + 7,5%)
MWTP 5= dZs/dZ,=—(By+ 8,S' + - + 855%)/(Bs + m S + - + 2S%)
MWTP ;= dZs|dZ;=— (B3 + 0,S" + - + w6S%) /(85 + 1 S* + -+ + 76S%)
MWTP ;= dZs/dZ,=— (B + 0,5 + -+ + 6355/ (Bs + 7S + -+ + 755)

V. B4

—

M2y

SUE HERAME o3 4ol MJAAHE B3l 8049 SHAN BT
AEZAL A3, F 3,216(804x4) 74 o] & Jhadt ARE ATk RAE F
40578 (50. 4%) ©] =W T2 d3ol] s F-E3cha gigt vbd, 2997 (37.2%)
& BEolt}, 2|1 100 (12. 4%) & FRsickn S@siinh. 2elxn 3% o
A FAYL BEAEZE GAEA] o) dg ARoE WA SHAkY 84.6%7F 2
Fohn skt FulelA £ FEAEE oElr] 3 fae] Mg o)
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& AR AA FEAE F & 1287 (15.9%) ©o] R thEA o AMS X
ottt SHAES UvlA] $EEd)] didt Ad Age 1) ATE 84 d89o)
21419.5%), 2) ATt FALe] W 6.3%), 3) B oAy £%50) AA (37.3%),

4) B9 7HAALE B3 B 5282 (3.9%), 5) =33 AL i 2 B
(11.7%) 2 Jepgon, 12492 AR SdakA] gtrh

oA AHE A 79 E2ARHEEL LIMDEP 7.0 Z238& o] 83k] &
AU ) 2319 2HAAE (& Dol AAIHo] Aok Wald-BAZoz 2
(£ 3) 2819 Xz}
CEEEE F9A% (A
A (1, 00023 0.0682 (9.03)**
ZFEE (1009 0.2315 (2.69)**
AZ2ZE (1005 0.2509 (3.92)**
23 gAA (59 0.1538 (6.61)**
744 (1,0009) -0.6045 (-12.82)**
B3 NS 3,216
273-9% gHlog-likelihood) -3,430.0
Wald-FA & 192.7
( p-value) (0. 000)
F1 1) "Wald-SA % @ AR/ RE 8757} 0olghs ROz olo] thahe p-valuet
EAF olele] ZE <ol Ao} QL.
2) % e A7 RO5E 5% 9 1% SAHCE §oFe on|dt
o, FEE WHAL FAFE 1% EAHE folgrh w3 THAELS

o ¥3d RE

F959 FAFES

FolFE 1%9M EARCE Solgiqn, 1

7) 4ol @ Ao NHeig o], B 04%101]*1 MY $49% $45 £ Qre Mz 4

BAAE 7 & Slvk olg) o] B4

2ol ARBAL T 735, Bok AEe @7

7 8% Y] YEe E}%EEH]E&’ (multinomial probit model) ©] Z-&5ojo} 3l
o Iy Gk oz tpEanivgel A8 B4 4~5709 Neuiehe 2t 7o 9
57] wZel, & AFolMet 2ol 48709} tigto] EAste A9 ‘A A (convergence
problem) "2 18] 2 F7o] Brlesit} nlehx &3 AFoME o)e)gt o) AEA AA

Al Z83] n2d Part v,
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€ AT R3e Fe7t A8 A dAEA) dE Eof A, BEE,
59 Ao AP FHAFES Y9 FEE 7X
ZF, olAL 9 ALY SHEY FE0l INEFE SHA: EAH
of AefcQt (it 1) Brt b2 MYiQhE (Uigh 2 & igk 2) & AHE 88 &
RE ouigith, wvhd 71Fo] ik 741—r7} ()9 F3ge Re 7T

9 Z7Pt SEAtY 284S AaATRE Ag 9n3in,
ICE HL 2¥20 FHEAE HoAFn vk 3 R¥H2% Wald-BAF

(B 4) 2829 FHE

Hrd e 3R | FHAF (HBAR | B9 B 3RS | FAF (+F5AD
A (1, 00029 0.0774 (1.40) W, 0.4425 (3.26)**
FEZ (1008 1.2651 (2.23)* Wy 0.0617 {0.68)
HNEZ (100%) 0.6134 (1.32 w3 -0.0062 (-0.05)
IR () 0.5829 (3.22)** w4 -0.0018 (-0.27)
7F (1, 0008 -1.6015 (-4.63)** ws -0.0222 (-1.11)

71 0.0182 (1.13) wg -0. 0006 (-0. 88)
7o 0.0238 (2.13)* 6, 0.1186 (2.41)*
73 0.0023 (0. 15) 0, -0.0295 (-0.70)
74 -0.0003 (-0.41) 5 0.0221 (0.46)
s 0.0022 (0.93) 4, -0.0053 (-2.04)*
76 -0.0001 (-1.52) b5 -0.0032 (-0.39)
8 0.1137 (0.62) ¢ -0. 0008 (-3.11)**
8y -0.1100 (-0.86) 7 -0.0482 (-0.48)
83 0. 1686 (0.95) 7 0.0752 (1.02)
&4 -0.0214 (-2.31)* 73 -0. 0064 (-0.07)
85 -0.0098 (-0.45) 74 0, 0083 (1.60)
8¢ -0.0004 (-0.40) 75 0.0220 (1.45)
76 0.0014 (2.73)**
[EA] A 3,216
27-$-% 3k (log-likelihood) -3,382.0
Wald-SA1 % 276.5
( p-value) (0. 000)

F1 1) ‘Wald-FAF d@ AF7KL BE FAF7} Oolzke RoR oo tlg3te p-valuert
BAF obziel 23 <o AAE Sl
2) % e A4 RASE 5% 1%004 BAHLE F9%E vl
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o2 B u, #95F 1%904 FANCR Ak 2ot BY1% vng o B
& 2RSS LYY BH2INE 4T FAATS0| BAALR felaA
Bt 2 2049 APSHE AAZ @ FPREE (D9 vl FAMCE
A A, S B MRS Al 925E, BA, ALA T4
AL HSE AA, FALFE, WA, $EA Gt AEES, T, ¢
A Aol BLHE, A, $HA APY 2F0) Re5E A Yt
BTk T AEUAES A9E 880 AN Rew tehth

M

3. BAYY SHY B X2 £

A 80 9% ANE BHGFES Bt @ AIHE FECZREH 3w 93]
3171 9% SRt HAH A WIPLS 2 (6) T 2 (8) & ol &3t Aadd 4= 3l
o} 2313 2¥200xe] | Aol % JpE FAGEFE 3 I S3lsil A
MWTP F3RE2 (X 50l A= ek d& Eof, RE1A o A4 9
o AT E 125 Sy A4 7T 9 Had MWIPR 0.1129¢¢]9, o]
MWTPS] t-BAIZFE 9.0480lzhs AL & & Uvh =d FHE MWTP F3%
£ FHT FUt g3 A Wl /AT, -BAF o RE 499

(E 5) 210 20ilMe| BALE S4Y SAXIZAAY

8 1 54 2
54 (ﬂ%a 959 A7z (?2%3 959 AT
Forest (291(1)2)9 v | 0.0934~0.1345 (281;? 0.0952~0. 1378
Fauna %282(2))5 1.4724~6. 0414 3228;‘;6 1..3282~6. 0420
Flora %41%5 o | 2.4921~5.7002 %413252 2, 4370~5. 8051
Remains 2(§44‘é)3 198. 83~ 312. 80 2(27325) w | 197.31~315.41

F 1) "EZeAE 9eld (Delta method) & AM8-8td AAratg e,
2) "28 75,0008 B@3Zd) % Krinsky and Robbe] 2H|ZE 2o)Ag L o] 43k 4
e
3) = RUAFE 1% BARCZ fodg ojnldh
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MWTPELS #o+FE 1%0M BAH22 foFch

o Yo7t $2le N $AGEE] 3 9 S3E 913 MWTP) disf alvte]
FRHX DG A 3 o] FHX | g EGAAL S wdsh] flaiA 2 3
Aol thet A p3HE AAStTAl Sk NE 85 tit MWIP F3x]¢]
959% AlE] 7S Alabelz] 93k Krinsky and Robbo] Ajetsl Rtz 2ojdd
(Park et al., 1991) & o]-&3}gith. 8

4, Y TMof| 23t AL A TIxIEH

(F 5r°llMe] AnE o] 83l ele 9@ 1A gt FAFAES dAFE
A EREEoz g5lsly] 3 e A3 WIPE A4 4 itk & B9,
28 1 712 & o | AdAdd 3 /i FALFES 15T 45T
&3}sly] A% 77T AH T WIPE 9F 2, 5429 (3hahak : 9F 1,8299, &gk <
3,2709) o|ct. 9

AgdH 5ol B Ao $HREEL A, A9E nsty 7 FA [A 9
JHE HEE F URE AU mebd F -] o s BAGTFES 1
FEA 45Fos gslEly] 9 d%d AAY e SRUE ¢ 9 BT
WTPell 12(%) & F3 F, d710 7 FHAY HA 71+ 8 F3td AXE ¢
Atk 200008 7o) FHA A JHF S 6,879,658 7FFolTHEAA, 2001). ©lF
A ALE W A o fHFE] d¥ T AAH JA e HEHoE oF 2,099
A (shetgk : oF 1,51094, “dabgk: oF 2,699914) o &t

8) EHIZZ AlBgold Wie Al g 2tk FHE dSRARF o2 NE doj7l By
FHRNET BA-FEL BEH 2L opF PHEEZRE N3 BAFES s NS
2 (simulated) @A WIPES AME F, o] &5 wa2e BEAA F29 2.5%° a2
e BEXEE A A

9) B d7olMe) & Aol 93 FARGE 1T 45Fo sy AT T T 2 H
T WTP 2,54290 & 235 7IASHEE 838 FeT - #5F(2001) o $74A4487% E"
o] AAA He3A ATERE dojA 3, 12297 Hlmele] & o #8 s Ane &
et
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VI A2 gl AH AA4H

B =12o CCME A &dta] $HAEAA o A= Q13 /i 8AKHEF 7}
A&7} FEBA (trade-offs) & nBlBEE FOIZM LA A5 2AE |
7149 B39 4948 FHRE =& ik

AR A AR o] SEAES Aoz §f UM 2% 873
E Alole) A2AE & olgistn ey, F RIYOEREH =
d3re] &4 MWTP FAHXES BF FAHCE fo3ct. 53]
2313 23820A 7hd 7395k £ MWIP FHXEL A3 - A4 W
B9 ¥3} oo wel & Aolr} gtk aglm BHE1E 7IFCRE 3 9 1A
RG] e A 7 B AT A A BAld Akle] < 0.1129¢ %/
%), B8] 9F 3.8305(9/%), AEFo] < 4.15158(4/F), EIHAA £
FBo] 9k 254. 43(Q/FH) 0B E—“ﬂ%iv} T3 Aol o3 szmoa‘oa
S 15T 4FFoR %}6}71 A 77 9 Gt A Bt 2, 5429
BAEen, old e o e ofF &AG ] AT AAH 7w HE A
oz oF 2,099 el Z3lrh

B d3e FUddMe 9 A4 «ltﬂ E‘r%kﬂ 27393k 498 AAA A E

S&37] 98 COME Agaon, Y2S Ads] A% there AxE) i
EEECECREEEE za B AEALY A B9 3
. B d7E 749 28R ohie 38K SWAAE oD e B v}

CVMe] g3 e g XA H= H]——,’--.— ;?T_JJr(embeddmg effect) 5= "“:"5] a3 =
F ook =3 FAHQ FHME B AFs A AFAENA F - 2
theFst S geke] £ AR 79 A rhed | A tibEe] Bt o
) 583 HRE ATstn Ach olHP FFA FREL | AR BHT

S-HARMoA B4E F gtk =3 B A7ATE A neda de 9
g o AMditE B7EE A% PEEA AAE AT
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Valuing Multiple Environmental Impacts of Dam Construction
- Application of a Contingent Choice Method -

Seung-Jun Kwak* - Seung-Hoon Yoo** - Sang-Yong Han***

Abstract

In recent years, a growing nationwide awareness of the environmental
damage of large dam construction has led to increasingly call for proper
consideration of these potential impacts in the planning stages. Under these
circumstances, this paper measures economic value of multiple environmental
impacts of large dam construction using a contingent choice method. As a
result, the choice works for selecting a preferred option among three
alternative options were within respondents” ability and the marginal
willingness-to-pay estimates across two models were statistically different from
zero. Especially, the marginal WTP estimates for each attribute are not
significantly changed by adding covariates. And, monthly WTP of typical
household for mitigating all the environmental impacts by dam construction
from level 1 to level 4 was calculated as 2,542 won and the total economic
value for the entire population of the study area was annually about 209.9
billion won. This study contributes to providing policy-makers with useful
methodological framework and quantitative information in the decision-making
process related to large dam construction projects.
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