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Valuation of Willingness to Pay for Forest Fire Prevention’
Seong 11 Kim’, Sung Kwon Hong’, Jae Jun Kim' and Tong Il Kim®
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(double-bounded dichotomous choice DVM)-& A}-&3to] AE2ouF2 gk A1 ARl HF7 x| Eo)A}
FYt Fhell JE viA = HPEY AT HEE Yastddnh, ARE 195942 AHEARE Fo
A 2A FAHEEFE uh e A 5004S ez A ol wWAsle] eaAlstgcr, 24
AR A MR Ik (64.6%)7F AEA S W71 Fel dF AR ol o] Fe] P
A EeAbF A 7,069 2, A B8} glv $HAMES 2@sbd HT 4,529t} o) & &
AR 1945 5947142 AA MEAUES] F ABAFAL 34,165,758,0009 22 A A=)
A A BofabFdd g d3z S ool ne¢d3t4 23 (Weibull proportional hazard
mode) 22 EZ ZAH, B&FFo] TS4E, FANEA g deAe A L7E AREAFE,
T AR A A YR B4E e Zlog vy,

ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study are to estimate mean willingness to pay (WTP) for preventing forest fires
by contingent valuation method (CVM), and to calibrate the variables affecting WTP. The forest fire
prevention fund was utilized as a payment vehicle to elicit respondents' willingness to pay (WTP). A
total of 500 adults who reside in Seoul Metropolitan area were selected by two-stage cluster sampling and
conducted the face-to-face interview. The scenario was designed to meet the requirements for double-
bounded dichotomous choice CVM. More than half of the respondents (64.6%) have a willing to pay for
the fund. The mean WTP was %4,532. Therefore a total WTP for the population was %34, 165,758,000.
The calibration of Weibull proportional hazard model showed that education level, environmental
conservation intention and negative consciousness about the effect of forest fire were independent variables
strongly influencing the WTP,
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2 AdF7 B o) &3t £HE o] F3
oA He] APl el HAF A
9 R A e EXshe 9y,
A, AR, 2F, 45 5 45 A - FdEA A
&= dAztn 4+ UAcHArE A, 1996). =
bl e H2 Fo] Al sl &g A2
el ZAsA] dow, AFE AEEY Fae
o oaf WA B2 AEdque W FAle] =
ol UcHFAH 7 o], 1996).

AHE HhAe] zxted AefA 2 Ab3lel viAE A
g 1 grus} el wx Aol whet wi$ oo
stot, e $2] vl A= AAbE et A
el Wggs} w9 AlEhy] Wil g W AR
A AL dysld shEAel i Eoh(4E
A, 199; FAEH o)F, 1996 EsiekibE s
2 FE AR, 2000).

g3 e 9159 FAt oz, WE E,
Mgt F718 5 5% 2L A TH 7
ol AAEln, wa A rsld gL AHE F
of, & - AH &AL o3 Fiksr) ole$
HEe wFAq AFAE g, wEid AR
2 HE o gAH Ao JEgg vz A
daro] oldet s} F7bH Awto @ wolgod
A ik, A2 Fak dddlA olgo} HAF
EAEE Aoy AbEel g AlEA #AIFL
el FolA A 9l FAlelth,

A 2 vete] AR gE AR e &
oA vl FHokgh Abeol i, AbEe] WAF

4 o] & 7o At & e A, Aw] K
07 ZFAZ e ofH$E Az k. E3
F AR QAT Ao o2 A3 spEdH R
=, ApzANHoR i 4AEAHREITFY F
A, 7] 2 23N ¥F So g AbE WA
A& Agte] A7 di, FEA ST e 2
43 drje 5 52 2 FAFSR Jveygx
ArHAE A, 2000).
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1) 32 59796~2000) Qald Araubg 3 ol4bah
A E7E 47%0]SHAE A, 2000).

AEE webstual =AU}, AAAE 2 2o}
Fd& At e WA E 913 oAl A
< dFde AYAER g4 £ 9r] bl
(Loomis and Gonzalez-Caban, 1998).
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1. HIAIZe| AH

Abg-olub-g- 918t M-gARES] HF AEA
FA(WTP)E Al4kslz] $1std, £ A& 48
A WA FE AEETR AHSstded, A5
ZExRE —igieiEd(double-bounded dichotomous
choice, DB)2. & ¢AstR 7, AxE 7MA7H &
AW(CVM) .2 Habslgoh, 77 A
£ BE AZFE AEETE AT 7135 AL
2% o] fr, o8 AL AFE AEE
TF(payment vehicle)2 3lW $HAES AR7}
o] A& AHoF oiE7] die WIPE # &3
galdlr] Aga, 7| HFE Al s Ay He
7+ AlstA] 97 v Fe]tHLockwood and Tracy,
1995; Stevens %, 1991).

2 AL AMST AHEA S WA 7] Fe A HA
9 5 WA AASY-E AGHFHE AR AR
A2 eda ot o] AA s, A WA A4
F4-& oAb zkgel £49 Hitel] ‘middle only’
Z g A4stgct, old wz}, 30 percentilecl
sl 3,000 % 4,000 AA=Aa, 50
percentileell #|w3l+ 5,00040] AA =AU}, 40
4 60 percentilec]] &3l FRL o] E-A el A
gl A] ol BA 7HAE 7|E22 3o 4,000

E 1. o8| =AM X ZdAF A ZE.

£ e H& AU E
04 53 - -
1,000€ 18 16.2 16.2
2,0009 10 9.0 25.2
3,000 6 5.4 30.6
4,000 1 0.9 31.5
5,000¢ 17 15.3 46.8
10,000 41 36.9 83.8
20,000€ 6 5.4 89.2
30,0004 2 1.8 91.0
50,0004 5 4.5 95.5
100,000€ 4 3.6 93.1
500,0004 1 0.9 100.0

*AA FAY AA el dgg FA| Got Al
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97,5008 22 A stgdch, =% 80 percentile
o si=sle 10,0009 71 @8 bS] yhal
A g2 Apgdoloj ] AAsgct, F A AAF
AL A WA AAFAY Huh e F ol E 752
2 e o7l B9y FHE Frlste] 2
Habgdek, o] % WA AAFHE2 Kanninen
(1995)¢] AAF} 7]15-8 FEFKE 1D, (T D.

2. & ZMAI2| HAFHa S blE.

A oA | EodA | L St 4
Az | g | T (4] 8)
(N, N) | 32
1,5009
3,000%! Bl Y T 1 o0
T e LN 4
I IO P
(N, N) | 36
2,0004]
4,000%] il (TN Y 100
' s oooq N | 34
Ry, Y | 18
(N, N) | 39
)
5,0009] il KT 100
o 10,0000 N [ 3
TR, Y) 9
(N, N) | 58
)
7,5004 M T | 100
’ 15. 00041 (Y, N) 11
' Y, Y) 4
(N, N) | 46
2
10,000 P [ [ 100
T NN AT
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(N,N): 3 i A AZodel) gich, S s 242
Yol ‘HU} 2 S

(N,Y) - 31 1A AAFAe ook, 5 s 47
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(Y,N) : R s A A g slel, F da) #AZF
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Hef] ‘etz 5

AujzALE $8 A8+ 2001 19 29U %6 2
4 390747 6 ok Agestash ATl A
F4 & 609l AL A 184 ol el
o W 2AHE 2~3%4 Ssstel & 16491 F &
A shglch.

2. 8 =AM
1) A& A4

CVM Aue|l e oxet A5zke] 34550
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“1,5009"% WA o

] glh

SHA7E AAFHA A& (et, ‘Uob) =
gk, 92 93 4 %ol interval censored
HHZ A5E A7 fete A == Ha
WTPE A3 AAA st AAE A4 WTP
7} 09 7%l ‘protest zero2e} tHEAQ H
22 He)ql ‘free-riding’)e} 715414 #elslr] $)
gtod 1 ool K% Al FAbslgnh, AR wbx|
7158 WTPo| 9d3#g F& Ess 7l& 4
2 HEE 3] Fez 1148 AAs)
g Loomis and Gonzalez-Caban, 1998) <% 3).

2) SAPh dustsl Agerd AA w4z
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GENDER | A 13 9: oz}
AGE v}o] e I R
EDUC PP 1:z=zolst 2:3= 3. dsAd z 4 oEoy
. 1:3)Abe /259, A% - #e)d
JOB Hq 25 yia R
. - 1: 10099 ol%,  2:100~200% ol 3:200~300%e =
INCOME | 4 7H745 430008 ~400%H4 Bl 5400991 o] AF
MARITAL | 2& o % 1:71& 2:wE
SRR B AuwE 2Rae] qAE U] 7] A AsE
7| W AT | M) A o ¥ AAST, £AIA FE Abdel el YA s
LIGHTER | , 51 24 = Aol dal 1Al AL
Lol £o) 2080 324 239 4:umeh 5: )% v}
BAnEe dsAein, A7l el ol Awel dvE ofus
E-INTEND | #7415 9% | 4 <k 9oain?
1ok - 3:dbabelh -—- 5 gioh
e | AT RARES AR AU Aol A AL
NGO R 1: b A Qelof & wHAolth — 3: 9o} glel® awrel @Alelch
b — 584 e Aol
| S el MR $uAe Yoz, O FEoz 74
FIRE BEE A IY | | ay agx) e - 3024 ag - 5009 g

2) 2379 A} A=FA

DBEHA AgE £33 o A ZLar|E
Fale whide] obFe Wby v, B g9
A A WTPE A4slr] fsiA= A5
& gare s Agg Aok s AAA Aotz
4] Qe AeAR-g drnIdes M
deou, FRIA7|E 50028 AAstHd. AEE
HE J22Al7| 3l Fejote] M%7} wH9AH-E
594 Abelel Al&-AulE iAoz 2001 2¢ 6%
B 29 159714 109 E< A digl WieR
#Aaer), FES 294 FAZRFEHoE
g9 507 e 132 FEEE s, 2%
ol M= 5} d8e dF(quota)H TR AHE-EH
Al Zuio} 10949 SHAE AdEksdct,

N

[ed
£ ju

3. X2 B4
A7AE FRRAIL AW FoME F AR

4) —EPg —2(single-bounded dichotomous choice,
SB) CVMelME EAI-Q f2A48 4317 9
# #2008l 1,20000 74218 AE7E 84-H
1= Aoz de A3 eH(Alberini, 1995).

2 2§ 43HFIRE)"& 54 Likert == 4%
97l gBog 2Higoerng QTR oS
Zo¥(reduction)dtgch. 97 &EEo N Kaiser
o] BEAFEMSA)E tHEE .71l &
Q&AM EA7F g vHHair 5, 1995). 33
(eigenvalue)7} 1014al 241 shlioll o,
Sale] 270 o sjajo] fol& ¥ ofe} Az
% E(scree plot)e] AT E 27] fale] HFjh
Hez vl fel9 Ase 202 AA A
f29le #9244 (maximum likelihood method)
o2 ZZslglon, gA7kdl AWTJAI Fol
(r= -0.34) A}2}3] A (oblique rotation)¢} ¥ W
gl promax® HAAA 25& ddsigct. @
g oz gl ¥slef(factor loading)el 0.5¢14
ql oz g9& sk, Ar47E 300 °f
yolm (.3 ojAte] H-alek(loading)dtS EFAA
= A4 A7 gk (Hair 5, 1995). B AF
T o] %A (guideline)el] ZA3, A HA 892
abgg oy 243 Ax(FIREDZ, T+ 24
f9le “AHgg A% ¥4 ZAA(FIRE2)Z
A cKE 4.
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B 4 4F I ofE 20054 Hy,

3 = FIREL | FIREZ2 | o=F kel
AHgo] #AEwHA 2 At A E gt -0.152 0.305 | 0.801 4.54
o] bl obAE TS AR FolErh 0.084 | 0.35 | 0.782 | 4.07
HB2 QT YAESH Zaol e Hahi AAH €A% ki@ -0.015 | 0.553 | 0.682 | 4.15
Aol v Al ¥ Ao FojEot 0.064 | 0.659 | 0.689 | 4.02
Ago] Aol Aa: BAYE AT 0.445 | -0.023 | 0.814 | 1.9
Aol i A28 Fo] Eolt & & 58 Helrt Foldel | 0.553 | -0.118 | 0.825 2.13
Aol e £ ot Abeksldl B4 o 0.689 | 0.040 | 0.813 | 2.2
HBe A9 Wk Adse) 77k A e £ el 0.650 | 0.051 | 0.775 | 2.41
4B e s £ NRE 2R 0% upptd mgo] ek, 0.701 | -0.056 | 0.773 | 2.17
EEEL 23.34% | 14.12%

¥ Variance explained by each factor ignoring other factors.

Hat A BAtF A A g AtF e vl = W
5o g HrE SYSTAT 7.018 A&EA
(survival analysis)sted #4bstsich, DB 7]&9
—ERR TiREIE P (single-bounded dichotomous
choice, SB)#} wla7lA| & o] f2}Eo] HES H
7}t 4l %, SBE A% CVMKE 24
9] gZHAte}l Al F2le] w9 Atel A &FHo|H
(Cameron and Huppert, 1991; Hanemann %,
191), 232 A= HAF FHo] 3 WHol
t}(Alberini, 1995; Hanemann 5-, 1991). =2
1}, DBE 243 CVMellAl = SBel A-$-9} vhzt
7} 52 ‘fat-tail problem’o] ®FAstn], FE o] =
£ Balzlr(Cameron and Quiggin, 1994). ol
2A9] o] $-2 2hstslw ‘fat-tail problem’ o]
DBE A}-43§ CVME #4bsl7] Sl & o4

¥ interval censored MEEAME A3l
(Carson and Steinberg, 1989; Carson and

Mitchell, 1987). M&&4iol= o] F/F2 =24
A 23 (parametric model)o] ¢l o} AbEHa] W
27139 P AL AFg T dAgG Hprt A
2 FAe] vl e dofslr] sl A
ZEA A 71 dutH e g AL4sla 9le 9ol
£ 5 ul(Weibull model)-& AH£3tdd) (A 1) (%
ok F, 1998).

S(t)=Exp[—(% %) L RIS A1 1

St : HEFS
t  AESALRAFY)
8 : ¥ =% 4(scale parameter)
A 8 e =4 (shape parameter)

dat ¥ @

1. B9 (Bias)e EX 7= HE

DBE ol WA el(bidding game) A A o] ¢l

ZEuld A o) (starting point bias)7t A" &
71 WEell Ao A ol E HESHT. ‘vea-
saying®e] A%, 71ges AAF FYeA ()
o, e Sse] (oo, slek)el Bl &R
Fo} ¥A5 A ¢Fekci(Hanemann 5, 1991). ‘anc-
horing effect’®= ZE AAFHAAM (g, ‘6l
o)zl Rk, )R s vlgnc ol FAlE
2] okskeh(Herriges and Shogren, 1996) (E 2.

‘free-riding’®] £2) o %= WTP7} 044l A
Eo] A A3 o] f-2 Falslgdch, AEr)Fel A
WTP7} 09 ¢ate A9 35.4%01774)2
2, 3A %2 #Ho] olyx|wHBrown 5, 1996),

5) 4o Fwdddz, FEAyt Al AA A
B g RAAE] A HaH e WA
6) $RAE] ALY AAFdE AR & +
 AgelA, 2ARRZE AAR Fde] A gt
ek gl Ao wuts) ABoAFele] 4
Aol g vl 5}
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5. MEM wx| vlge YEREY.

9%% C.I.
Parameter Estimate t-ratio p-value Lower Upper
SHAPE 1.528 23.745 0.000 1.403 1.653
LOCATION 7,789.777 25.179 0.000 7,183.412 8,396.142

significance level : 0.000,

log-likelihood : -1,174.760

C.I. : confidence interval

ol F ‘ARIL AHoZ ol dojrng'R it
Apake 50.2%(929)0lgith. o] F EF7L HEH
FE & sdvke Brle AgAY 7S A
& 4= gk, ‘free-riding’ wh &AHel ‘over-
pledging M- (‘gicl, Ueb)Z S5 ARHEE
gaboz zalstgch, Hd AAFdel 10,0009
B}y =4 AAF Age] el o2 <ld FAl=
it

2. AHETHSK WX|2|Z0H CHE XIEAAL AL

71l g WTP7F 090l S5 17748 A
slstar, 323709 ARE HEEAIN AT e
%(shape parameter)$} 2% % <(scale parameter)
ol frelAdel wl$ =QhtKE 5. slolE HE9
A4S LLS(log-log survival) graph(z13 1)}
A3E AEow st (p=0.000). =& 3
Bl kel Wl lo] A ol A
B-x7} opde] gal=qiel, LLS graphe A&§
ol Tl A% 2oE AT (4] 2), Tk
B ool A AFE-RE slelE Xy} Htsichd A
AFdo Azt 13 g Fej 2 vfepdel,

log(-logS(t)) = 7 logt —log(1/8) «+-+-++e+-- A 2)

SYSTAT 7.012 A4 d&d+E (4 D
7 ez wdstd (A 3 Ao, AEHS
E A¥SE grislng o] dE AR A
, AR S Az gl AEAbrt e A
o} 37 WTP: 7,015.9990 01 ck(4] 4). 4+
s A7) Fell Hg A2t Yl AHES

et HF 4,532.3348018dck. o] EHE 19

B2 oan oo

Setabge] Ao AFAE AR W oot dio
= Ae g1, AAR7F YA TEAY s R
o 2 F9g Al Fo2q FFAHY A
Foll Age Fele 94

8} 7,015.99 x(323/500)

|
~—

Kaplan—-Meier estimation

3 T 1 T 11
2— —
T 1r .
]
g o .
2
£-1r ]
3
E 2| .
O
2 3} -
-
4 | -
-5 1 L1 111

5 10 15 20253035
Time($1 - 1,000

1% 1. LLS graph.

Al ~59419] Mg Al HeAEAA, 1999),
AgA 5L 2 34,165,758,00019¢] AMEI|F
2 @ AE w9 AeR A=
AbEA sl w7 Fell digk WTPe| d 3-8 =iz
= Egusl go]d uld9Egs w3 (Weibull
proportional hazard model)2% 7] £3}9ic}, Back-
ward option®.2 A3 WEE 13 Asidda,
o] % p-valueZ} 0.050]3}8] HE4EE 3ty AA
g9l e Likelihood Ratio Statistice2 23
3z gaolalgicl, ofold BE s AL
LLS graphe} Sej2a 3o W92 g,
AR 2845+52EDUC] H24F, #73R
z¢] digt ¥24e z3A =2d+-2(E-INTEND),
Arg 3 J3E ¥H s E4E(FIRE2) 4t
A WA EE o el ¥ oAb} el 2
Au AL/ E e AE - geE e o

9) 7,849,9914 %4,352.33¢
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E 6. 2o|E H|g|HHer 2¥o FH4 ZD
95% C.I. Hazard Ratio

Parameter Estimate t-ratio p-value Lower Upper |Estimate| Lower | Upper

SHAPE 1.611 | 23.506 0.000 1.476 1.746

LOCATION | 6,699.478 | 17.204 0.000 |5,936.213 | 7,462.743

EDUC 0.134 5.396 0.000 0.085 0.183 | 1.143 1.089 1.201

E-INTEND 0.080 3.155 0.002 0.031 0.129 | 1.083 1.031 1.138

FIRE2 0.168 4.477 0.000 0.094 0.242 | 1.183 1.098 1.274

JOB -0.183 | -2.351 0.019 -0.336 -0.030 | 0.833 0.715 0.970

significance level : 0.000, log-likelihood : -1,160.269

C.1. : confidence interval
Z\JD}‘i‘:]' 0.833uF WAk ste] o} Fwrwcd T 7. MNEXs WX |F =Mool giisks TckZt olk Aol.

2als AN FE @ A He Aoz et A
':M (E D, E 6. o AFS 3 AT B
17.6%°1 ajvdatet, AHg-A) =) “&11711: < 9 94 1;14 A
7]’ l_ %7‘}%9’] 29.4%% 7_(]—2] 6}1 9\1911"]'. J’%ZH%H HJ-Z‘?]%Q] _ZL-/%L‘Q_‘

Wb AR A WAl N AEAT PG duwale] m8o] Hx gy 0 | 1] 0
SRE T 4N 1R 2 A}%H&zl ot S1oh % aLeleh, % | 6l u
ol 2go) HA ekerhn S A1/

Y - felE A 36.5%01 A% v A ;Srd’ﬁ 7)€} o]V 4 11 15
40.8% = el AbEAe] WA 7| Fell dg A A 52 1251 1777

A} Gl BA /A AE - el A
B AR w712 AL AdAsT 9)
odch, aEuh AbEalE )y ES @ At ¢
= zjdolA] AME dule] AHA o T zquﬂ_ s ok
& oolzty Hrta AL /2R AT . e
A Aehd 55.8%¢l o] 25l glort, Lmz] =
o 50).4%mtol A 9] Malal AoFE ka9l
01, A Hoq]uolo}] r,}]z‘s}- A]77—o] ;,o ] }9&1:]- 7311__]
o2 /3T AR - By AdEE 4

A dRZFEA dE F84L2 AXEa
AsAwr, 1AL Ade] flH e Huds)

of & r|Znct AFoz sldsiol & AFH ¥
A Qs e Ao JeEldeKE D,

S(H =Exp[-(~7~’76§w X WIP)'9% ... (4] 3)

© 1 0.9%7 _
S, Expl-(aghezy % WIP'*"1=1,015.99
......... ()S‘l 4)

D ¢ nag sbAs dens, SRys] del
2) AHEANE A7 gl A welAhE W 3239 A2
sl &

A 8

B odTe AN WArgE Agedes
sto] A& ARl FF A BAlFA FYel o
g "X+ ‘ﬁ-’f—%g] dey ARE AHabstd
L AREA Rl WA 7 F2 BESA de 7]:"°]
o] *1 7?’“7}1]"“4“3((3\71\/[)—‘ AL8-3lg] o,
@alzb el Ahvte] &8 Hrkgicke 7o) 137‘]
7} w il ARl AE FriA] qAAA
gk A1 whlal T3 shabrbx] S W (dicho-
_tomous choice CVM)& Abgstgdch, 28,
B 3 71471 54 ¥ (single-bounded dicho-
tomous choice CVM)& #i-&Ao]# Fa @
Azst e ¥ oh]e} ‘fat-tail problem’o] sl
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o] Asle] Alg el EA7} 9l go] &3] 2jHH
o] i}, £ A olBy —BRg 8 A
22w CVMe| zZ+ #AL89] vigAd #A4AE =
Al 23} A 77 st B ik IR S
4 (double-bounded dichotomous choice CVM)%-
AHg-3t9d o ‘fat-tail problem’ $lol AHAE A
Absl7] §Jsled A& Ao AFNE =&
=g 47 A AFYE Folr] HEe e
AE q2&AZIFH 2= 19~59412) A1£A4
1ES dAez Ad dd HwAste] 359
o}, ¥48 dFAFge obgd 2o,
1. & 50042 %A% 3239 (64.6%)2 A&
& w]7) gl g ALt Ul o] &9
T+ A EoAFH2 7,0154 015109, A &4}
I e $9AES 2339 HT 4,5324014

.ol E J1Eog Hrtsbd, 194 ~59419] A& A
nEL A w7 Fog F 34,165,758,000%
S 4 9t qloke Aol w3

2. AtEAE w7 Fel didE A EAFYE
nGpFo] F&4EF, AHEY T JoAE
e AEHEYdsE, w18 AEE T 9
FS FAAdog BLE g2 oz el
oy A/ AR - #A S o
2 At A2 Az Fel g A Beat
FoMo] ottt A Hel olAbx £33 o] A
Sl Al3] dRAFA wEFHZ = AH3AH A

I‘

o
mn

>

J

ot

N

A
3
i

i

e;farq W 29l S e,
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