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Valuation of Use Value on Environmental Goods

o g X
Yong-Chie Park

THAE JIRIBTIER AR AZIEIX] B AR £= 3300 T Btel=H &
ZF ALBHC) o W2 8y Zofof Cfgt SEXS XEAE FEHSEN BY ST o
X@A@E £Ms1D Olf binary-logit HAE Boio] 1 X ARG SHeIL. B =
BojME o] YHig Al8slo] PN AISTIAIE 37X AlURI2& Al8slel Frisigick. 1 d
Paloj cigt 18] ojge] XjgelAld2 1,055.928 ~ 1,995.610|1 Cfz: 100k Y2 0|82 7t
BE 0 PAR] A8THE 1 54.9198 ~ 103779802 =9/

The cortingent valuation method uses survey questions to elicit people’s preferences for public
goods by finding cut what they would be willing to pay for specified improvement in them. The
method is thus aimed at eliciting their willingness to pay in money amounts. It circumvents the
absence of markets for public goods by presenting consumers with hypothetical markets in which
they have the apportunities to buy the good in question. The hypothetical markets may be modeled
after either a private goods market or a political market. Respondents are presented with material,
often in the course of a personal interview conducted face to face.

An on-site survey was conducted to 1107 randomly selected P-mountain users using a
dichotomous choice questionnaire for the contingent valuation method. Seventeen different bid
sets were chosen ranging from the lowest bid of 300won to the highest bid of 2,100won to
elicit a reasonable entrance fee in the hypothetical market. The probability of an individual user’s
willingness to pay for the suggested bid had been determined, and the expected value of
willingness to pay was estimated using binary-logit model. The average public value of P-mountain
per individual user was estimated to be 1,055.92won ~ 1,995.61won according to the binary-
logit model. The economic value of this P-mountain which includes both use value and existence
value can be determined by aggregating the average value giving total willingness to pay for the
entire population, in this case 5.491 billion ~ 10.377 billion.
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1.4 &

A7 F3R A nL AR A &3] FHA= HAAH A3}
% Aplzel Wik T UF ARAHAY BAZ Asd $3 =AY
ol ol gtot. st FIAHRA NN TR SEloA T2
T AZ Fole B Zo] A BF T 5 A& ARAA A=A @
=0 ARE ARE 37, 18F EE B AL HAE A Y8 A
Aol 7HA gt A9 3 el ojd ¢ XA A A A (location decision)
AM TAZF FH8L0 dE EY, TEREHIELS SHAAY U
Aol #F o) L AAstw Ao drAE TG APy
g TyalEz @ Aolrl eoln

2 d7AAE FTAZAY PAE AAAEA olo gt o] 4259 A
28oog AUGOEH FFA NE B B1R Bt o1& 9
st FEAY THAHIPEH o2 TS M Mg B
o 530, 7HAANY PEE FHOE UBRE AFUTE SMRTE
4% o §ATo] Urkel YHEE ABY A YEAE ot
S 2X FETAEAY PAY o] 87X E Attt

L. viAA 9] 7219 7phg &
1. ZIX gt E Th2t

HIAZA gt MXNHHE AT dREE HAIZEL v HF F
3zt "ok o)E3 AL i) A WY (marketing approacaes), i)
eH, 2%, == FEA 2AE EFstes 7HAS JHAE7PY
(contingent valuation), L2]3L iii) 3)7u19Y(travel cost methods)S |
wk L= g

MR TEES BE A2 7hx) A 23 (hedonic price approach) 0 &
¢ ARG HAYE FAES 1) AASFAPHL AFAA
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V7o) AR A & Azt Ao dol, BEX7/MEL vIAF At A
vl 2o thit ZAA7HA S TEs|of dot AR AR A5 e FI1 @
E AZFSAY AAsE Ao #7718 6L FrHE wgse A
A& @i

o] Qe AANAM, ANATIAL 715§ Jehdt AR7HE L
&8z A ZEA 9} Ao AN G BFE vebdth a2y, AR
AEFAG G2 A e AFH AU FRAFH YAM HF
o AUt

AL HAEUE Tl HiET 22 ALY 1§ wE
EAEA gt ol @ Ao, FAVAL uAAE At i I
7 YA & ojuidt HE e B AR TolEE AAZHE S HUHE 9
gt g oZ o] gd & o

i) ZHHFATPANA AR ABE 7HXE B8] Hste A
o2 ALd £ gtk d& 9, 2549 4FAEA Zo)rt UesE A
2 g8 =5ARNAMY AF U538 A¥IHA(the price of risk)F A
g o] A7 oM e o] = o7t A E HHE 5 Q) ol T A
A9 AolHe AAWE Y7 EAH VIAE Hri3teH AMEEE
b, o)Zig AFH 7P Yol FET

i) of 3§73 vl H(travel cost method) FF AU Aol EXFE B4
oA AIE Y3 ofol thgt HZo] AgelA ABASIA JHF o] wiAA A
%S o 3 Brhgygo) E & I JidE0] 1EY MIE JHEF
o2 AFIHEE AT E /MHEE /P A dRYeE F
Z3ul & # A S(revealed preference)] Mojth. A FAFRYH LS of
AAAF A AAZA AR 93] FAH ASE Hrigo. 53] MU
EA% FFA7 dE AAE YT uf AR ALE v o3
Zu] B JiRlEe] AEHor @ Fayeld Ade A3ty A
(; 35, B3], & AZ A, @ AdS F33) Asil; 9
UE, B), =t @ 28718 FA7] e AFsAY =2 S0l A
e Mg 287], AL 5 U B 3 ALE FED 9 FHEE &
At
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AP HHL FEAS0] B FAE FEI] Y8 4R TE 9
g FEsA Ha Fule 27 HE e gFE Fin AH
k. dubH o2 oPAulet FENEL Huld DAV} oA H3F
H7t Bold s FEHEL o FHojth o)A WAL FENEe] o
P7ule] At thysts A 2ol sH st Wt gt vt
A3haL A Eof Awillingness to pay)E ©]Eo] W] S8 HrET 2§
Ao P73 Py FITAZFE I A A e A8 A
oz FEASE AY 2AARE 2on BN B £43
AAgo]l d7HNeY 7HE FFH o2 A8HE 2L Clawson-Knetsch
Fojn] o] YL @ v A9 HEuE, @ JYAu], @ FE
35 @ F3A A £254 5 YA

2. Tty VIXIgTIel YYE

(1) 7V438 78718 7id: 7P 71378 (contingent
valuation method)o|& H A H o] AARYS BEIFL £2& HAsY
FHAARES FA 3= F AZANA THF0] WiAA A G VIEH 4
8 JHtechnological externality)E UEPHE= A5 o8& 71£2 R A
Ho g 7FAH7LE she olth §Asd, ofd EXAY, Ashv
9ol that Aol dte 74 ok 2AE T 7 AjdLes st F
Helg vlgol A 7HXF7HE YIRS e gelthy

RS AR T 374 THRAE ol ¥ & Yok
AR, 7 A AR Ayl edd R A9 A, A}, g g
ANAGEE & AR Folof ke Holth A, 7XIHE AEUH
e A7 HEE B Ul 4 YES Folo} BTk Holth 7}

1) 19474 Ciriacy-WantrupZt & 49 tit olo]tolE A& W3 208%

196337 Davis7} HSo2 °l& HEFPyoew 1 ¥ 4 AHoTcontingent
valuation ;o th A77} Bt Foh M ZpAHIE Ee AdE 2%
B B AARAEERH AFETHY B FANE d#gton e A
5, {2z, 134, FABAAEZRE PAFE T gtk
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A &3 Ev 7HAB ARARCE ZF AR1AA 2 AY, A, 89
o222y #Hog 97 Yl H AE &9 Y(maximum willingness to
pay)o] EuRIA] Eo B Zoltt. A, SEAY EAFH A5 A &
7MY ARE F3sA ol& TAAHLE EXM BoEX AE §99
(WTP)oll &t B} &g ALHET olyzt $EAEY AE 999
B4 2 AZAPE of2E I3 £ 43Ut o] ¥ HREse 2
B B SHAldA =3o] HUAY AL AHL7FX|(use values) 7ol B
2 Y geAdd Ao B Aot 1970d o] Soj9A £
el HggHo] HALE/FA|(non-use values) E= FFE AMETHA
(passive use values)7}x] L35l Ao E AA SdiEAct

() AHE7EX 9 WAL 7HA: B AR AARA L AT A A
PFS BEFOoEN 20AEY HEE Hristed] 2Ho] EFolA 9
QAoP. 12y BIAG AT (nonmarket effects)E B7}3l7] HsiAE R
o o] = AEE =UA 3o o] HAM E(revealed preferences)E
ZA33ste Wdo] €agt ol #FE NAYHERY AHAY == T
HH o2 HINZ 7HA & FEF & Utk MR 7HA % AL 4
AANZNA e ABR AE5H7EE obd, TEA BAE A I(stated
preference)o]l Z2H-& T3 It 2H AAA MIHI QlojA AA
HFE AP} ofd FHdA o R BE FAFE AL I AT A
o] A&7 o]RAL FAA =B& A3 Je M FRT E
Aot

HA8-71X] (non-use value)e} & AAAY 5& QU E FASE o
3te AlgE] dv 71AE 23l oY B3 HE 1 HS AH A
|3l AT AFHA #AV ok A GA A9 J|FPA= vAE-H
7HXH7 et A9 FRE AFH & 7 AT deH 2L A &

2) o] ¥ 1980 ) TREE AR o 22 AT AAxY H
(S, oy HAEIIAI7A] 23hol tF EH LY 7SS AYEA
€ 2 WHoE Hrlske AL LotEoAl T £ P 534 B2 o
€ TREAZE A ALY oyt AYA, HEA, VLI, BAFAR T
A o FAAERRE F5F HSE Wkt
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Aol £ 4 QITHFreeman, 1993). AR, AA7|Ho] 7| R XA
z), 7ttt 59| B AES F0d 7157 drkeE BAE ts
st} AL g 2B LAYWTP)E & Jeb L YA B3
A GA "ok A, 71EYHE HAEE TMARYG nlgAe-S BFo
2 x4 Adg FAnA ke 715EAY nes vEd FE dde
Holth. A, ojH 7R HAAEH L& WeH FYsHfiee rider)
g = Jded ol HAMEA JHAET § HA 758 £E Ade A
ok,

(3) CVMe| g34# AA: 78 7HXW7E ZAHcontingent
valuation survey)?] E}ZA-E s 4 714 W] Aok AA, =
A AVGEle 9 AR EY] AHA o, Y& Bl (content validity)E
dolr7] Y3, o] FHLE Hris| B Aotk A, 2AMAIASG 4
AYF] vinE B3l 71E b E(criterion validity) & doHE F& Utk
AT o] R A& BEHA ge A, A3}, fHdd= HE37] I
£} el RIZAIZA FEEE Astel g M8 7HxEr =
AE ANEE ABAEY JHEF W A FedE vlas So
ZH olE I & & gled, AF7A olel Ui AEL oA @
S AR vehgton ¢ko g 74 A7 4 Hasih 3t Al
A, ZAERE ©E Y Hriet nud FoEX FEH HYR
(convergent validity)E ¥o} ¥ 4= It} Carson (1996, 80-96)2 W EFEA]
(meta-analysis)-& F3 92 7}4aAF3 AFE7}FX](contingent use value)$}
HAME FrPgHel g8 82 & AR vwsta e 83718 A+
HE A AT 6 Jded o] FALE AT FuuA dew vt
A8 7} H 7 7 AA A& 3 X (revealed preference estimates) B T} &t
A 27 e AL ohizke e WASA. 2@ HTE Fa) o
2 1A BAAgtel AZ SRUGE A ¢ 5 oA ok e g
A A E o] &7} (revealed preference use value)9] Yw¥HE AL U
Bl ZolZ|= &ttt UA, A E &AHWTP) w33 g A9
ERNS EAHoE B nugozMH o|2F 7)uhgk(theoretical expecta-
tion)3}o} YA =, o] &3 e} S(theoretical validity) S Yo} E +% 9l
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t} olE 7S 7HXBIrAT A T £3] 2olE WHF
yojtt.

gAY e v 2 /A YHeRE Brts) £ 4 Aok oldE
Azt A4 HEFHo R Yehd & e ATE dotr] d8 58
LA A TYE ZAN LR FH o] EoJE = 9l O m(test-retest
7)) 2 RAE AZ & Bt & 3BS 53 04 §E £= g
(interpenetrating sampling). 12} o] F 7}A] WHE UF- H|go| Hol
E7] wjEo(Mitchell and Carson, 1993) 7MAH3} 74X 7} ZAM:E O &
Highy 71HE &3] A3t AR, HAEHS ARt AARAFR)
9] ANNE YotEAY ZAERS] ¥H&o) glojx] WA ofd W}
(randomness == noise)E &3 & £E Utk X, 931 A
77k 2AHE AEAE Y F 7] WEA AEE "AIEke AgE
2 Ayges AEWLE v H2ES £ = Ut AR, €& 7}
g NAHIE 2ARE ARZA 848 S 98 Bl EE(split-
sample) H|2EE AA3] B +% o HE O 3% & E(subsamples)
o thsf 7t FAHE Y& ZAE AAF I HHEFRAL AFE HE
s o8N ALY FAd BE PSS Yo} & & Yt
A, H7le] AFAES £3)7] 98] BEAVE U4 IA & & Ut
OAA, 2ot A2 gt 238 47 AsiA 424 FEAHoutliers) &
oo} FAXAA AYAZ F= Ut

3. JIMA A AlLfE|2

TV JHHIPEE S TS 2L FAHRAE o] R0l I F,
i) 7¥d3 A& Alule] & (hypothetical market scenario), i) & A€
(sample selection), iii) FA} T (survey instrument), iv) 7}X|H7} AE
(valuation questions), v) 9HSE}FA T AZA HXAE (response validity
and reliability tests) 50|t} 71 7HE A AgyeElert 73 F8
&t}

7HENE HXBI AR M AR JHEA AR AvE e
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g3l SEANA AHEA Dot of AU LE ARAA fEEHA %
A4, A, g9 g A Ao ZAFEHe 2UE HAFEe AL
2 o]RoA oy ol FHA} A H5E EAS=H T A
oitt. o714 $8% AL vE JMEF)AT $HY AL Y F
UAEE AUFLE F83) dAHOR 15 TR0 H= HUEE 5
dojok ditk AlyEl 9 o 7pA] Algo] SEAY i Y v
A 7 e e AU AvEles RALYA AAF ok
WA AZ AvEl e S8R B¥d 9FS A F e 7 E
MAH7) AFEY AR, 28H 71329 ¥ 7Kincremental valuation), &3
A e A, A wpolojx a3 AEFTY Hpo|o A F& FEI
nes Ao} Bk
@ 7V4 & 7}x)3 7Hhypothetical valuation): SEAEL 27)7} W&F
M E AA AESe AL ohr] dEd M3 24 oty 22
2 /MAH7ME AA AR YFH AR T8 5 Yo A
Uzled glo] 71 F4% AL STHAR dHF 4@ AGst=
& & 189 7HdA whgol AA AlFe] EXFTIH I1E°] o
2A & AA7ME 7 AFsHA wPEE 3 Ao =R
SEAEC] 7IAHE AUE AZsHA A4 SFRSA &
A7) Y 2AREE T FE Yo |
@ AZ9 A H(information presented): $HAF] L 7HdH AR Al
Uzl g F3l AlTE R ANT §A FR ¥ Fo s
ME 3A 4L et B 2R od EA oy A4
& AR I ZAEo] iTtE ML HE tES AR T
Atk FAMEAAE SRV AAE AT F U B ol
Adglert AA A& F e BANE M T IEE FES A
BE AFst=d FodfoF gt
Z8= 7}1x9 H7Hincremental valuation): 7}2A A& AUl es
AA NSRS AEsted Uk AA JAA AL ojF &
A Ao tis) MEH G 7HE S wirled ol AP A
slo} 8§99 7IAE HRY olE @ FEE JHX 9 s

®
=
b
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WVHAAE & AEE STEAE £%F € FF Al g o)A
BEE 23 YAY olURA Foijd AUl 2RE ogA Y5
Z7HE AAHE 4 Qlojof ok

@ E3A gle FAl(embedding problem): 7H34% 7FXH7} AT
o3t dojR g F A& Yo} 24, A3}, £99| ok w}
2t F7HE 4 itk AE RoF3 e oEE #AE 3
¢ Ada 91 gets Aotk HjBEREL oI FoIE
A W&o AN A" SR F U NE £oHS Y3
ZATTE AL Y& Yol FAj i 7pEE 719
7t AAZte AEL ol RAEAE od B3HAH Y= EA)
& Jeil= AL opUn oful EFRof A7l Qo] tighAgl A
ZIG A& B983 AR Rl g Efsinan 2in

® AZH ulo]o] A(strategic bias): BRIV} BAAEL e 9
52 AR NHARY 24 Hrle AU @A H71E o Ay b
ojo] 27} LA}

® AEST Hlo]oj 2(payment vehicle bias);, X BTl A&F 7}
AFYE ALy A8 7HEEez AfEHE AEdHog qA
o A AR, 7tx - AVE, AR 58 58 E S dTh
TEAAA Bk A ke X HI AEE 817] A &
A7te SRAVE Htd s F d9AE £ e AErEe A
3= o] Fof. SEAE HUE A ESFT W] s ¢
ARG WE-& Hol7] W&o o9 A FFAe Yo A3
g vE § Uk

4, R0l Al

B =Rold AHSE AEYAe SEHAO) R (roferendum question)
o o] §49 AL 7 SPANA shte) oo e Me(EE
)¢ BE Aoz Ho) Itk $URE ¥ AL Vi d2A,
AE 20009 B THE od B4 e ABSAASUA 128 &



@A e, oLt By FEHOE g £ Qo dFEAXE EF
& FABFES H3l U2 HES vSUE A9 £ ok 2R &
ol ‘2 SHE FF AojA, @FEAAE gy B AlRE ¢
£ WIP & E9F1 Je7He wad 4 gt

FRYPA(EE o] EHAM Y &L FHANA EA FEx5 o
g ANe EE AAFERAE EWETh 2L x50 £RY e 2
e A As53ta Jdok 25 AHA ] FFHEE Ut EEH
B 7}l A 7127F i FA/T 2 ojE o] EL AHlA
A& MASAA vlmA v Fog AFE & I MY AE(quasi-
private goods) 3 THo] ¢USS X AZHMitchell and Carson, 1986:
3/1-3/3; 1989: 91-97). NOAA Y 3]= o] BHAY AT AHo ULe
AR, SR AEL YT Y402 ARSI Yok

BHORE i) ¥hgY LolFoltt. SHAANAE oln FAX-A
=% ZRAF FRY 22 FAqA shiy & 1l 7)37) Foi
o i) AEA WA A AFHAAI} st ghg FAEY] o
o, SEAANAE A& EUe AU 7IAE A == F4aHr)
& 7137} FARAA gt i) 4 WHY AAClY 4 $EAE
A3 e oA Mee a8 HAL I8 ok

gdHogs i) WEAT A e $EE ¥ Hsdol Aok Hsl
Ad Z& e A8 SEHAR 9 F AR /XEE 358
2 @1 A&3A BGIA AT 22 i) FAF EYolt}. $EE
AMeta HAAee Auste £4E 8] Y3 EZEA E(cross-tabula-
tions)& A3 F6 A@ 2719 EJo] W3tk 18ln & 7HAH
7t AR AAF AN YE UE IEZ J]eF JARX] Fg
Aot i) 94 g EAlolt. @e] Busty EdlolME e
ot FHE B Ty Rofg AoE 3™ £k it

N
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1. 2yMy

B dFAME SBE 3% A8E TFA /X E FHsE wHe
2 #A7PE @o] AHLET & SB-CVME AML37E dit) o] Wy
< TR PGAE Y xol tfsled Anjzte] x| EoJAbe) iy spRk
o2 ARE YS3H oJAL FErYPo 2 AU AE At §
F2 350 o]F HLo)ELT AAsY AnRY IANEE =2
e etk A 1,3009€9] YARE Y o] 85T Y= P 4
AE (xE ATE AE, 2HAE YASE A B3HEAEE ojdY &

FEE FASE FAY ABBE ANBSA g1 PAL o] 831A &
W7t 7 UlA e AdEol AWaA Bt ojH a8+ E Ud &, 18
AEgEolet 3 U = f(ls) + € Jj=0l1 olth. d7leA j=1 &
22E ABEA PAE o] 43l B9, j=0 & YREE AEFA
%3l PAHE o] 8381A) g A$E Yehith s& Y9 AR E
TE, 5 B0l 0, EFUATL 1A FFS WFolth o] A Pt o
L YAEYE ANEST o] 83 Af9 E& v AEE A
BatA] ok3 PAME o] 83tA] ok A9 B8 v e e B
Aol A Ht =,

w(l,I-x5) + & = v(0.5) + &
Gebd YFERE Aol B o8 58 HolE Auzt 3}
Au = vi(1,I-x:5) - vo(0,1;5) + (&1 - &0) = vi(LI-x:5) - vo(0, I; 5)
o] itk ol} Al EePIENe]) LIRSS NS Au = o + Blnx + il

2 g0 £ 74 E 4RBE7} ofF 24 FYolx ddFer &
STEc] AR A8 P o] & HAE o] nlH|G Aoz 7}
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oo B¢ AT WAS Aske] £55F, 45, 99, 4, 2L
3%, %Y, AEeiRe] WSS ;e

oAl o] WM nz) ¥R A FR FA e HUE
SR AAS o2 $BE FEE FEUSE, ANTAT &S,
A%, 4, WEAS, Y, ATARE SYRSE ARelo 2 mHo)
U Zey 2Yo2 Jusn AW 29e ARed JZ WIPE A
AFgth(Hanemann, 1989). &, & A7ol4 AH3ts 2Ye D3 2.

1

P = 1 + exp(a + Px)

A71A PeE AMAFH xo thate 2 P FEO|L opE
Aol

i 1

WIP = Io 1 + exp(a* + Px)

7} Atk & 947]A a* = a + yIn] + 3In§ + -+ o]t}
2. ZAMEA

B A7E FRA2AY PAY ol §7k08 3B A% Aoln
2 thgd 22 3 /Y A Adel e 4Rs

Auglel PAe FAYE FAFEN YRS FHB

of Atelest HeiE HEWSL ohest ek 5 Aste olRe B
EHAEA A FAL el 1 thE YFBIE ¥R A
slok BThe ASHE UnkE ABY Sol7h QoA T Bakw, A
Ade B4 130029 YREE AT gtk o8 FASDL.
BY F4AS 4B AZe AHE X 41 AF BA AU 4
SA YRHES 2RV 13) Yato] x4 YRRE S0 A
A7 LeAUTR @ () o ® () o2
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AUE 22 PAE HYAHE HT LSTY S02 BLY 4 Q=
At YHRE BT,

o] AvtEl oo HAY WEYSL T 2 &, UYL WA
Q0] YHEE B YEUTIE 0|2 FASL VY S4AL
@ AP WA Mol AHLSAH 5& A BTHE 714 ok 44
e 13 Qato) xge] YHEE ASATR s170) o8 AEF A}

LA O () 9 @ ()i

Auele3: P £43 5 A AXH gle dF HAEE A
#1 AR o AAdHE FARes P

ol AuEiest #AE HEWEL thet 2k F PUE 23H )

l‘J PN

el gtgg By SUTh WeF PARE O o4 kA ¥ |
2 (Bt ARG ¢ AARER) BRES}] HeiAetd JAEL 15 ]
Aol x99 YHEE 170l YA YAt deyuk @ ()
@ ()L

A

-Q-n'_é

A 130099 YFEE AF}D ) §ITL Uk PA) UE TS
237 Astel olgol U JHNBIIY) FUOE YRS A
Holg FAUT. 21U ABSTE YRR 2T AS $UAR 3
AF AL Y FHE Teisk] Y=o A AHE AL
Al Mste] Shagrbstel 180 WY NS AFNL 5 Uk A
%8 WO (strategic bias)®] WAl Eoh old® AYH HE
A83)7] skl “Aste] $RE AAZ YRRE RHed olgHE
Aol ohe, 08 &g AREW o)$HE AYL WY A
o he PRl YHFAI] HIUL” e BES HEAY AT
o A3l SeEA ASAsI

B eRA ASE $YR ABRAF WFelE &5, 4, 93,

254E, BEAY, B PUE FEAE A% SOl
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V. A3+ 9743

1. SEAS AEZEHAN i

£ =2oAe BHE st 11408 Bgste] A7) AldHez 4

(B-1) SEHAY ARIZNY uH

I = EEnEY gl (%)
N g X 744 67.2
< of &} 363 32.8
-100 117 10.6

100-200 324 29.3

aSax 200-300 307 27.7
I 300-400 196 17.7
(THef:orRl) 400-500 95 8.6
500-600 35 3.2

600- . 33 3.0

SZ0|5} 66 5.9

Soax o = 267 241
T HEUE 185 16.7
cHEo| 2t 589 53.2

20 f 144 13.0

30 cff 25 185

e 40 o 366 33.1
50 cf 309 279

60 CH 83 75

- o & 228 206
az0% 7 E 879 794
=28 103 9.3

A atel 272 246

3| Al & 359 324

I o A} 31 28
e 136 123

£ 3 68 61

7| _El 138 125

oz 13 247 224

27 13| 222 20.1

" i3 18] 156 14.1
detl= 28 18] 161 145
1 13| 277 25.0

7{9] wrEokst 44 4.0
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B35t A7) 71]d0] o2& FBAE st AR M AEA
g goF1 FHE oA HEX 7IYE 38t 28 O *AE
obF wlW|dtct. 1 AF 1107H 2R FETHE AUHFE $1
& 97.11%). o1E9 ASAAY WA & HEIFNH G& 67.2%, oA} 32.8%
ol1, B ASFELE 2,559 Yo, dHL 79.5%7} 30-5000 9] -SEA
St AEFEL 68.9%7F HEW ol S-S Wton, FEY
B nl&o] 20.6%, 7|&0] 79.4%0]11, PAre] WIE-3ISE= 56.6%7F € 1
3] o) WE3T YAk o1& AYFA (F-DI 2

2. X2 olAjele| BEE
B4 130099 YHEE A4 0)2HT Yk PAL o sE

(B2 Xg cMefe] R AL22 1

XE=Y XEjMuE REQAIRE
300 36/60 0.600000
400 40/62 0.645161
500 36/57 0.631579
600 33/56 0.589286
700 34/55 0.618182
800 30/58 0.517241
900 29/59 0.491525

1,000 30/60 0.500000
1,100 31/60 0.516667
1,200 15/60 0.250000
1,300 18/60 0.300000
1,400 14/56 0.250000
1,500 6/57 0.105263
1,600 4/58 0.068966
1,700 5/57 0.087719
1,800 3/58 0.051724
1,900 9/60 0.150000
2,000 9/55 0.163636
2,100 4/59 0.067797




98 EAAT

(E-3) X|i@ 2Alefe] sHET: AlY2|e 2

XNE3Y X 2AlE XEdMEE
300 53/60 0.883333
400 54/62 0.870968
500 51/57 0.894737
600 52/56 0.928571
700 43/55 0.781818
800 42/58 0.724138
900 47/59 0.796610

1,000 49/60 0.816667
1,100 43/60 0.716667
1,200 36/60 0.600000
1,300 45/60 0.750000
1,400 31/56 0.553571
1,500 27/57 0.473684
1,600 21/58 0.362069
1,700 24/57 0.421053
1,800 19/58 0.327586
1,900 28/60 0.466667
2,000 16/55 0.290909
2,100 19/59 0.322034

U7tE B8 E FAsA 2 29 FAAZ AN dAE FEd D}
o o]& AEY YAV} JE $BAY U@ FEEEE Ay HEe
(&2, 3, % 2o} P 242 AF 130099 YAEE w1 geug 4
TAME olE FABIL 20| YFEE vt AEF A7) YEA
& AT YR FUdo) WSS ABAE B Ut ¥
28 (¥-2, 3, HolA BE ule} gl
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(E-4) X oJAOle] SHBEE: AlLIQ 3

== XEAHlEg X EQAeE
300 54/60 0.900000
400 58/62 0.935484
500 53/57 0.929825
600 49/56 0.875000
700 46/55 0.836364
800 51/58 0.879310
900 51/59 0.864407
1,000 52/60 0.866667
1,100 48/60 0.800000
1,200 43/60 0.716667
1,300 44/80 0.733333
1,400 36/56 0.642857
1,500 33/57 0.578947
1,600 36/58 0.620690
1,700 25/57 0.438596
1,800 31/58 0.534483
1,900 32/60 0.533333
2,000 31/55 0.563636
2,100 35/59 0.593220

3. 2% RE9| FH

B 2Ande FAHAAE el A 37k Aoz 4 A
ol et 24zt B &Eol dFE vAE EYPUF 135, 2
7), BAA 89 dstd HE|=2 d

M) AYFL 19 B9 (8-2)9 AFE 0|83l 21-2384¢ 5
gatRor 1 Ade (B-59 Zh (E-5)0AM B uie} o] ¥29)
2 ANE YRFEY AL ) -0.1993142 el YRR ASP)
AYETe o] 7|t F8e ()9 FEE 2T Jon foF
0.1%WolA FAH FoAE 23 Aot o)A oJuje= R8T} @
TE PAHY o] FAAtE FEol FUIEE LIFE Aotk
H AS5FES f= 0124650 22 Vel on] fo5E 5994 A F

% o AN
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#Fo4e 7HA o8 JddE Risle 0o ¥58 Red 29
di9) HUSE f- 0062806 02 FAFE SHolM BAY FIHE
ZHAH @A77 ARG A EQALY BEo] ¥2 ALE ALHn
(B-5) 2@ £ AlY2|=2 1
Dependent Variable: SCENARIOA
Method: ML - Binary Logit
Date: 11/03/01 Time: 12:45
Sample: 1 1107
Included observations: 1107
Convergence achieved after 4 iterations
Covariance matrix computed using second derivatives
Variable Coefficient Std. Error z-Statistic Prob.
C 1.195656 0.440265 2.715764 0.0066
AMOUNT -0.199314 0.014742 -13.52030 0.0000
INCOME 0.124650 0.054919 2.269713 0.0232
SEX 0.399462 0.166571 2.398142 0.0165
AGE 0.062806 0.087991 0.713776 0.4754
EDUCATION -0.078764 0.066817 -1.178800 .2385
MARRIAGE 0.063998 0.241456 0.265051 0.7910
NO VISIT -0.052534 0.047707 -1.101162 0.2708
Mean dependent var 0.348690 S.D. dependent var 0.476771
S.E. of regression 0.424492 Akaike info criterion 1.086136
Sum squared residual 198.0325 Schwarz criterion 1.122338
Log likelihood -593.1765  Hannan-Quinn criterion 1.099828
Restr. log likelihood -715.8216 Avg. log fikelihood -0.535841
LR statistic (7 df) 245.2903 McFadden R-squared 0.171335
Probability(LR stat) 0.000000
Obs with Dep=0 721
Obs with Dep=1 agg ol obs 1oz

Q) AveEle 29 A9 Auel e 2& P ol 334, Adas 34
T AATo2A ARG UL AL st otk (&3)9 AR
g o83t 2a-2ARYL FHIYLH I HFds (F-6H 2t
(B-6)dX BE upgt o] FAYE ANE B8 AFB)E
-0.1910672 Uelsth 488 AFB)e AYLT o4 Jdd F

i
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Hohe (08 $EE 23 Y28 F95E 01%0H FAY YL
23 SIeh ol2As) oivle YRR e s Pl ool Feisin
£ #80 F1He BeFE Aotk

$H ASFTER f= 0160904 E YEPGOH FoFE 1994 TAH
F48E 7HAH 0|23 ddE #idte 9 $3E et EF
a3 A= f= -0291168 2 FFE 0.1%A FTAA 4ol 3l
om A¥o] FolAFE AEYALY &FEo] WA ALE AR
BEJFE f= 0127352 2 FYFE 1294 FAF foldol doH

(B-6) 2AZHe| £¥: AU2R 2

Dependent Variable: SCENARIO2

Method: ML - Binary Logit

Date: 11/03/01 Time: 12:45

Sample: 1 1107

Included observations: 1107

Convergence achieved after 3 iterations

Covariance matrix computed using second derivatives

Variable Coefficient Std. Error z-Statistic Prob.

Cc 2.567083 0.451350 5.687561 0.0000

AMOUNT -0.191067 0.014536 -13.09049 0.0000

INCOME 0.160904 0.055543 2.896903 0.0038

SEX 0.037773 0.165171 0.228688 0.8191

AGE -0.291168 0.086703 -3.358210 0.0008

EDUCATION 0.086350 0.066609 1.296370 0.1948

MARRIAGE 0.010421 0.239179 0.043568 0.9652

NO VISIT 0.127352 0.047466 2.683021 0.0073
Mean dependent var 0.632340  S.D. dependent var 0.482386
S.E. of regression 0.428253  Akaike info criterion 1.100067
Sum squared residual 201.5573 Schwarz criterion 1.136269
Log likelihood -600.8871 Hannan-Quinn criterion 1.113758
Restr. log likelihood -728.0725 Avg. log likelihood -0.542807
LR statistic (7 df) 254.3707 McFadden R-squared 0.174688

Probability(LR stat) 0.000000

Obs with Dep=0 407 Total obs 1107

Obs with Dep=1 700
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HEAT7E B2 SEAYTE A B4 FEE Fop AL 9
€3 Zdi= Fd.

(3 AU L 39 AZ5: Ay L 32 P Uld) dAFH JlE UFH
HAAEE AASE FAROE ¢ AQYHE Bd¥ds 7HA ol &
HAEY ABYAE L Aol o] AU Aoz (E-H9 &
EE o839 2a-2ARdE FHNHLH I e EDFH Zo-
(EDAA Be vih Zo] RS ANE IFERY AFB)E
-0.144818 2 UERTh AFRY] ATB)e AT o4 714

(B-7) 2A2Ee 3 AlU2 3

Dependent Variable: SCENARIO3

Method: ML - Binary Logit

Date: 11/03/01 Time: 12:45

Sample: 1 1107

Included observations: 1107

Convergence achieved after 3 iterations

Covariance matrix computed using second derivatives

Variable Coefficient Std. Error z-Statistic [rob.

C 2.330719 0.463093 5.032939 0.0000

AMOUNT -0.144818 0.014374 -10.07499 0.0000

INCOME 0.039272 0.055809 0.703685 0.4816

SEX -0.007746 0.167730 -0.046182 0.9632

AGE -0.036746 0.089107 -0.412376 0.6801

EDUCATION 0.088865 0.067701 1.312599 0.1893

MARRIAGE -0.123404 0.244236 -0.505266 0.6134

NO VISIT 0.081845 0.048466 1.690764 0.0809
Mean dependent var 0.728997 S.D. dependent var 0.444678
S.E. of regression 0.420098  Akaike info criterion 1.067148
Sum squared residual 193.9541 Schwarz criterion 1.103349
Log likelihood -582.6662  Hannan-Quinn criterion 1.080839
Restr. log likelihood -646.7687  Avg. log likelihood -0.526347
LR statistic (7 df) 128.2051 McFadden R-squared 0.099112

Probability(LR stat) 0.000000

Obs with Dep=0 300 Total obs 1107

Obs with Dep=1 807
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B3ate (Y ¥3E 23 glod RYFE 0.19HA BAAH FA4
< 723 gt ojAY guiE YRR REFE PAY o] &l Iyl
te &l F7HEE DalFe Aotk ¥ WE3se f= 0.081945
2 FYFE 10294 FAAH T80 doey Ay 201]A1£E} S
A fojAo] oA #ut ofe} AU L 13 AlYe] 2 dA g g
g A5FE A, d%9 59 dee BAH F4ol gle AeE YE
Rt

4) 37 A Augl el vagrk & =idAe P #eEE A
2 fFAEA YREE AFste Avd L 13 3otz Aea

| TUY 94EE oYY 7 UAEF FIJF LS e AU 2 |
4 AAHY J'E AFANAEES AT 2o AAGHE 3o
#eds AlVElL 38 7338 PARY] 4ol A AR AELA
£ HEIYT

AR, AAERY e AL 19 7% LR1=2452903, Alvg]
L2 29 AL LR2=2543707, AuUEle 39 A$ LR3=1282051 =
X001 = 184827 A FAZHCE {Fo4o] gtk

A4, AEYA FAF FAAE 2t dFe AL 19 Aee
UAE A, &5, A9 37k Hgolx, AYZL 29 A= YRS
7Y, &5, 4%, $EIFY 1R WFoly, AL 39 %’%—t— p
A5 Y, 835y 271A dgoln. 22Ut AEYAMY FEFS 1
A& tﬂ;—’F% 1:]72}3 FHL AAY fod Hgoly, FAH FYAE
olF Fov 1 B3Ik (HE AYATFY o|EF 7Iddx YA} 1
AU UnzA ¥FE &, 45, 9%, 4, 235 AL A
met FAHCE 3 FFE VA & A, 18R & F5 e
nog Azthn.

4. O|7IX|(R|EejAtt)e| FH

s3] AN RS whst o) AU LEE $YRY RN
e g g 0§ 7B + Aok
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e 1
WIP = | s omtar 7 B0 &

o] A& o]t AU LHE o] &I E T3 (R-8)F 2t} F,
AUg 219 B$E 1,055.9299, Ay 029 AL-E 1.446.72%, Alvte]
239 AE 1,995.61901Uth EF o] & o] &3t FFAL FFA o
S E 2 AU L19 ASE 549199, Avge2d A$E 7523
o4, Aluel L3 A= 103.779 Yo Aot

(B-8) AlLz|E X|@olAty

X|E olAled () 2379 & FHIIX|(YY)
(95% B}8-95%At5H (95% 5}581-95% A8
1,055.92 54,91
AlL ’
-2l 1 (785.02-1449.17) (40.82-75.37)
ALRlS 2 1,446.72 75.23
(1142.59-1930.88) (59.41-100.41)
1,995.61 103.77
AlLl2le 3 ’
212 (1551.84-2783.11) (80.70-144.72)

7|4 583 AT AL AL 39 Z¢e Adgel ¢y Ay
Zle 29 ASEOE AEoatedo] 1.89u] A UEINT ©l71E &9
7H23 8 7RG A e HE ARSI S WA TIA(BETIR) A
3 =09l o] Ao wAME REVIAVL TFE Ao E hojop &
Aotk 28 AME7IXIg HIANETRNE #E duidrl 3 Age Al
A48 £ et s BAE A9 dEsrle 2@t s 13
U ol AREe $HEEN B /A E BHIT AR HF}T ¢

3) Pae WA 130099 YHES ST gout g AgAso] WHe)
A8 tistel BUE UEhin o, YR AL HAnshe WA 2
ABT Qo A2 pAe] BYBTT ZT 309 o4 BAYRANAE 197
1100922 YHES A3k FI Utk B =AY B ABeAde
Yo obF Fhe F0] 24E Aoz ATAY ABIE YAIY 3
.
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glom BARE telel £ HNE Reisin Y2e ¢ & U

PaS) 2 YRR FASZ Uil AR} GE SUAES)
A% golAel ol A, BAY YR £Y U $=E T
oF fThe ol 21893.77%), BANE F2E YRS Wn Ao
S0l 1969(2137%), 39 59 AHE P AXNVAS RHeE
HASol ke SR 16029(17.67%), © olF FRE AFT F §)
mEolehs S0l 1019(1080%) $O2 bttt 1 ol4E HeR A
o (E9olh o] AT AR Qg ThF ol 4F WA B4
g€ #4% ol

(B-9) X[@A7t Qic= P22l olf

AEQAt gitks A2 olF g = (%)
8 olalgo| BxE Zlshot Eict 218 23.77
#x dEr: SEsiC 196 21.37
BaMx|= MEe| ojolct 162 17.67
of oly HEE A=ig £ g m2o|ct 101 11.01
ojo| & M=E U2 Ut 99 10.80
3Rje MZeB FIIAME siotsict 81 8.83
AR AIS J|EMo2 disict 50 5.45
Y= x|29| o377t gl 10 1.09

V. 4 o

B A7E F3AY JNBHE s PHELEA MY SR
hgel PHEe %F?fl AESGT. o PH% DA AYAE, A
Fg2E AL, $A YBAY, B ABAYS & APIR, £HY
AAEB] AT & E=RHE FEYNe ABPL A$HAT. 1
3 PAHE TIAOR FEAS ol47HNE SA8 B3tk ZHe P Ael
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ol g Aol A YARE AFIAhe /MR AU E A3 o
o] g7 A HEFo A o]Fo|Ft ojuf AEF Ay e PAE
AAHZ 202 FEN YAEE AFse AU 13 334, 1
ZY 5 ARG UL ANEE T FAREE A= AT 2, @
A Ao gl 4F AF AAES AT B} AALEHE BES)
A YASE AFIE AL 3& JPABe s dASH o H
bl oshd AUG Y3l o] &VIA7} AvEle 19 ASdde
1,055.92¢, AUEL 29 AL 1446729, AU L 39 Afole
1,995.61¢0) @3l Ao AUt 281 wjF 109 BHe| o] &4
o] Attx 7HAE w] YAzt o] $IXE HA o 5491 UolA HY
103.779%0]l ol2& ALE FAHYLH ANEL FHRES 5o
o 1.89u9] 4L AEE YA} Qe AR AZd
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