BEYHZLES ST HEESS BR
fabgfRskol e KEEaH: Rk sS FH ="

B X R™

2B AEo] AEed A& BL4A HRE 7R P AY L ok e P, A
2L U398 A ¥ (health risk information) ] i3t ¥3-& 7T L7 & ¢
oA ojibd ZuAHERF o HANEACE 71E Y3989 (averting be-
havior) A3t g8 A28 S £017] A5t AAAES plslelx A7t
ojibdel oz duHol shtel FEALHIUE ALY & U AFEHe
HIo =] HAW slazbge) B#dgd @7 sMeAd wE ARAE L F4
Abell 2 AFgit

AARE AFA AFste F
L ye}l AHAES] AlEE U2
HE F UFE AT a6
o]0 AMAste uis} ol T2 7hA}ol 9} 7}
o5t} s ek B ohiet FrUEE
FFE n Ak

°l & gt 7}"*01’&”‘5—“,0!] 5"‘% 93-7vA AFE w3 (risk- prlce tradeoffs)° =

shef ol ol7 A7mAL At
o F geldel Ansdde
R LRSI ERE
BAE 2798 3olo

F03 &EQlal el

r{r

e

S} 8 E RIHA, E AN 241 o 7}75%7}%% or
AES uFozn 48 944 A5 ALSE AR,

rl«,-rul

.M &
Ao 2% o) wEFo) Aol £48 1ol Aol wet ol
3k &N A5 FA o] EREHT v}, Schelling(1968) 3 Mishan(1971) o]
F AASAEE ATl YA BN A 12N Pl hF WS 2

wE ARTAS A8 o2 ARtz Aurhet AR AN S 28k S F @
Be 3 4 9ol AAS AR e,
* RS goh st AASR 24



4 BEBHRE A4 A4E

Aste o ‘RE-89H 29 (willingness-to-pay approach)’ & A8 AL F
Fs) gt S8 BFAAsA A MEg deste AARFLZA 7]
& G880 FFHE o|FAUh 15t 71E AFEAL 7IHELClES
o237 ZAZ 3o, AR AT A AAAAS 121 FFHE 9
3 A3 43 w8 (risk-dollar tradeoffs) ] Fl FHHFH o, NUAE
o] AZNEL JEA AR stT Satertel et HH T AEE AAEA
]_
R E ﬁ*ﬂ?—%‘x}”*— AAF AEA Ao fo] & AFZYTE BA4H

Az

x

32

ik
d

fr
pas

9l Z = g n] g (compensating wage differentials) o] X&%
H o8& o] &3l A3l cH(Fisher et al. (1989)9)] 249 42 IFX). 11
Ay 27 Hdelgss 22 BATAEL A5l §4 9 F(enviorn-
mental risks) & zo] 1A o2 o7 H & )¢ 3 FF ARAF S UA
e H 2 oS A3 oA, VI asrbde] ‘el A BIPAE A S5t
FENE 7429 7}11:—5 238 ) aRFHA XE & Uvde 452
£ A st Arrow(1982), Slovic et al.(1985), Lichtenstein et al.
(1990)). & W & FEA Aldo) gis) MJAEL 7HFo|v da53 22 &
A 29l FAE L e 22 ARFAPTE F4ste FHHA HIAYPHE 3
A, ol &slA e UAAEaLE FASVIE st HAS 22 ¥
ole g A4dvt X|Fald AHE 3l =Rt 4dl £ Smith and Desvousges
(1987) 9 Aol Wad nF BAuXA FRlEo] {F5AAH 7] € (hazard-
ous wastes)oll 93 AN P Zhol R Aste FARAT = FAAR
Ax7} F4EeE 03l AT T3 Eom(1994b) o] W= &9 2
o] }¢] RaleighAl9IES Ao 3 Aol waw F e E(pesticide
residues) o] AR A &3l AAE AAHA HR= XP]EE?‘E%(selff
protective behavior) o] Ex}& 0 2 43
o} AREHAE T FFE v Hch L3 o]
b e e AL A3 E 7Li°ﬂ
Rom o] FtAZ W YL %
£3], Eom(1994b) 9] A+
v 25 0] P3P E
ol A 72l ARNE ] WA FH

H



HANARIES B HRES S gRaEmge o REatr 5

MAEC] HEE HstAY Fol7] fste Hste ZAYF sl dAZA
(marginal adjustment) S & 5 AAY &) 2pEstd 2 AFo disf) A%
A8 (continuous choices)& & F AU+ A&l FHE Fol, A3A LS e
Ye de2ldieg 3388 £238454 5493535 (hedonic wage functions)
o] FAo] B-A 9] 2io)th(Foster and Just(1989), Ippolito and Mathios
(1990), Marin and Psacharopoulos(1982)). Z18{u} 943 tiQtE Al
MRAEC] At 432 17290 oA st 2 7o) dits Fo
AR desjof stAY, & AEES B3 A2 AP o] 423 F AS
I A{E T £ g8 FFog oldte F4 T3 2ol ZYsh(corner
solution) & ¥ §3tE o]

dol& A FF o

o
ol

# A& w8 (risk-price tradeoffs)’ 7FdE Hto| =] HAA
A E FAH0E AFEa, AvatEe] ARAES Folax A E3E = He
7PN & FAStA ok BEo] AL AR A [A-oAM ol ] &)

gl & 8 8% ¥ (random utility model) & A A h AN E B A
o i AMR-E zE o] FHAFE A3t A =

v
Fahi, AVEAE 2HRgo e £3E AYRLd U 457}
S FQstm, Lo ANAINE B A7) M 9 2B LT

L7|tHE80|8

ML ARAEY 7hsAel e AFS Tk e 4R nds
2 g AR ] AR FolA 258 AnA) X} Hicksian F32) Yol uj
3t n g sk AE X9 2 7HA S5 (M2, A7) F)2 Tl 2
o] V53, AFo ol YSAE 2= Fa S #FFE FU jloh %
of 2uj A7t XA F ZFE FEdE 34 ¢ AT, & g2 d

Aol A& A Z7]A S (premature death) S & 7}5Ado]l L 1 8E°| «

|

i,
o
o |

b
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gt 73t AR E Y o] Y4EAY E7H5 3 & (irreplaceable ef-
fects)o]l #3 AL & wf, AATAEL 8T o] anAte B
Aol et 2ty Be AejelEH A3 3A (state-dependent prefer-
ences)o] 71%3to $tH(Cook and Graham(1977), Viscusi and Evans

(1990)).
Cook and Graham(1977)& welr JefofEd &4 J-’F% oS 7o)
olstgth: U(X, Y, 2), 714 25 XA An e #dg B3ha3 A4

o

N
ON

(health characteristics) & Vebdith 4o Hels —rlSPO‘i F7 A A
TS 7P St G o] it E A-(2=1)9 FABA &L A (=0

TSR o5 o] g At

hus
L

flo £ = o

~—

U(X, Y)=U(X, Y,z2=1):U,.(X,Y)=(X, Y, 2=0).

ol W & Xo Yol i3] U.(X, Y) < U, (X, Y)ata 7}y sict o2
7Yt A AR XAF T A S v o] dabA kst Vi ad
SHg EAZ 48 5 sl

Max EU=7U/(X Y)+ (Q-n)U.(X, Y). (1)
Xy

st. M=pX+Y. (2)

A7 ME 25& T2 pi YAl gt XAje] duirtAe vepdnt, 4
(D3 (2)8 29 Aelad g a8+ g9l 4 (3)0] dollch

EV(p, n, M) = a2V, (M, p) + (1 — 1) V..(M, p). (3)

AN V,(M, p) = UILX*(M, p), M— XM, p)]; V.(M, P) =

U X*(M, p), M— X*(M, p)]; 2811 X*E XA HAHNAFZS e}

Aok 2 (3)9] delojEd HHEEdFELS A5 Mol disf vl gtaR ol v}
]

4 poll M E SR fA%E T REY SHES FEAY
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222 Q3% 2RRE A2y Ao Tl AR S vk aEZ 2 (3)9) AH
oA AHFLTTY JUAE AHH(ex ante) HRAEFFE YERITH(Choi
and Johnson(1987), Smith and Desvousges(1990)).

2. YEoIX| 2 s

SNHE RO 20 Az hREY HALALE A () S 3t ‘AuH'o
Z Ao 89 71€A 4 X (technical
estimates of risks) & ¢ UAAY ol& gtk A EH T Y AHAE
o] /1IR3 Y& APFTH AEVEY 71<d AFFAAIE A A &<
4 ute AZEXMo| HA Ho] 7tn Urh(Slovic et al.(1985), Liechten-
stein et al. (1990), Talcott(1992)).
RSN A AAE NEL ARAEFEE 7IHE L& FA3A 7171
flsted H ol Viscusi(1989) 7} 7)a3t
model) & AHEEA T 1E AH|RIE] AJEA M2 L AFREE Yo
AFJNAE wAste7tE ARy st wolxet 44 =¥ (Bayesian
updating model) & A&ttt o710 A #|o] A<t 47 7f & (updating rule)
& 3 AEA A ARAAFES BT Abdo] &3 APHA = Z(prior
beliefs) ¥ M2 ARERE FE2E ‘HE'9 ¥ (sample risk) 9 7152k
2o} o]#H g B A ()M HAEY = v 2ol FAHE ARIA

34+ (risk perception function) Z iz " 4 Utk

o 71 Z A 2 & (prospective reference

T=am + an,. (4)

A7) mE M2E ARAPERE B7) Aol 2RV} AXEn ABSFEL
JEH L, rE 7164 95520 Fei2 AEstol s ATE A%
ARE Yt 7157 % ek A9S fRst 712 2xd AvA 3

WAl U £H A4S BohE NG sk

o

1) Viscusi and O'Connor(1984) &= AFA 8L slue vl ¥ 2 EFJXUT F2AFHS A
£ W Exo] AR FFAr} & Smith and Johnson(1988) AbA 2 AlE9E ¥
T EYH HHEES HIohn P



8 EXBWRE AU AT

3.0|AHMEN D HETRDH

AdA oz 9ol st AES Aoy 7HANAM A 74T = 8l
o a8Eg JldE L8] AAse et & FATHEYE dFs=
AL 4 gk de 2, AFFAEZDY] A R 2¥AE L NS
o] A% Xl A A (discrete choice decisions) ] A2 Az 2 4 itk o
g 2E £4& 23 89X /HAH 98 A=W Ao7t e F FFA AF(A
AE 3 BAIF)o] 2uRNA AANHRAGL a4t o] F AMEL A AHE-H
I e AMFFoR Azl FEH] TFFHA A& 7He4el U, B
AEL B3R Nz FEd e BF 7HsAol AAF vl&) @A 3t
A Rz szl o] ff A¥Ar AWste F AE F ol= AFS A9 T A
7} e AL FZu s (corner solution) & Futdith ol g ¢ 4|4
A& wbx)et g @9l o] Lol WE FAVIHE L] ok, Zt AF S &
oz HAYAHE F7)hE&(total expected utility)o] 2&3tH(Ben-
Akiva and Lerman(1985)). & &H|Ate AAES 7S O ddd= 24
B AFA 7 & 4 (conditional exante indirect utility) EV*9} BAIE& 74 3
& o A¥E e 2AY HHFEL EVE Hud F £ Fol E 7[HE &S 7HA
O F= AEFS A9t a8t 4 (3)ez Fod AHTHAR EVeE 7
205 AP AL (EVASHEVR) 9] SR E Y,

EV(M, p* p° =n*, =n°; 0)

=max [EVA(M, p*, n*; 8), EV®(M, p® =n*:0)]. (5)
1t = aym, + a,m’, (4)’
n° = aym, + a.n’. (4)”

A71A prot pPe AN F 3 BAIFS @97H4& Uehl 3, o9 o' AA S
BAIFA ZREAUE FAEHN T 2L PRE T F £HE AEUA
F&g Uitk 4 (5)& 593 L8127 A Ade] pEstd A Fo
e e A437] g, ANF 3 BAIFAN dg AZAARE(x; x)) S



HARRHEES 5T HREES amamc N Lmartr 9

W) Aol Y AFUAFEL AF T/ FARI 2 AT AL
HFsAoh £3 ox 2u A A& Mg wgdT F e dde A
U4 g 2 JATFATH 598 vepdot

AAIE AZAE 7tsA0) BAZEY w01 /A7) dEAN(F, ' >
), AEQ T £4 50 YA & o, AMES /1AL BAFY 714
B} BoH(E, p* < p%). A (5)H 71&F o]4hy e gL dutH oz A}
£5]0] & 4 80]5E M (demand shift approach)oll ¢} o] Meld A F ¢
Fo%FS #FY Favt e Aol 5718 ¢aich 281 FFRFHEA
=25He AE Ade 2vA9 4] BAFS Fiat At dAHEA

o] @H o= g Fof glrt,

McFadden(1974) % Hanemann(1984)-& wetA], 2+ EV' (i =A, B)7} &4
AE A BASA LA Ao AFstd, dte] FEFLEEF(a ran-
dom utility model) & +&3 112k fﬂl:} BEXago] #dT & Qe 84ES
7}& FE 3= (individual-specific) A3 o) AP QAE0/ AU UL +
¥ 5} = (alternative-specific) MEQ £AEY 5 vt o3 A LA &
o, BAIEo| thd 248 APAH ALl AAE i sEn & Bl

Z EV® > EVY), 282 BA Eof o pojortE R Aol

AEV =EV* — EV* > ¢* — ¢, (6)

714 EV' (i=A, B)& A9 io g EV' 5 £zl 93t #3d 5
E RENI = EV F E8HQ HEoIT 53] 2 5P| FYSA £
T EFEFFEEE 20 /MY

g wakA, 7 A Fol tﬂf& AR HHESFF(EV, i=A B)e A
4o e Hale Aoz He9 vl (Hanemann(1984), Smith and
Desvousges (1990), Eom(1994b)). gzt 4 (6)olA AEVE 4 ()3 2
o] A HAH.

H

2) BBALOEL SE3E UL ANFGAEC) F2 HHELYTE H3lx o ole
EYF MY FLF4E Talyor 13 F52 848 Ao|th. Eom and Smith(1994)+ B4
3 F8o0lEA F4(utitlity theoretic function)& o] &3t BFH B8 HNE A=
st
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Aﬁ_’\?=x—7(p3—i)")+v(1r‘*7r”)+'rM+r)0. (7)

AN AH k=k" — k'8, 2D AF r=1"— 14, =9~ 7*E& JEHIT
ol W Z EVi(i=A, B)o st AMEFS P+t AFEY AF v E
Ze vl AedE FEste HFEY AF (el ) AR d20a 7133
A THCramer(1986)). & po} x5l BUE FAERL VP AF FTF
o ARl FLsY, AFFTATRE HFES Y] it wet dAEE
o d2A %<& v F At Aol

2 (1)} ()8 2 (Do HAAANE, E&AE T (utility difference
function) & tha-2} 2ol W3 g Aol

AEV = k=Y (p* — p*) + A(x* — 2D + =M + 706. (8)

A7 A=y x aolth 2 2] (4)'9 (4)"1M APRAYEAIA me Y2
ARE A7) Aol FAH ) JAR7) W&, n, = 7HFo] 24 e (contingent dis-
crete choices)oll Sloix] AME 3} BAIFO) & F8& vA ojnz A
(8)ell M FAHAE? 2] (6)F (8)d] WEZW, LHAF(BAF) ) thdt i
ol % (purchase intentions)7} ZAE A (xi—x2) 3 AAE 712 (p* — p*)
Atol &} 3 B (tradeoffs) o2 HAHE 5 glony, T2Y (probit) &L A}
£33l o]2 AFHOoZ 2HE F Yok,

3) BE oJ8F 3He 4 (V2 A WO SR FA ALHAPAA S} BEAYA &
Ve 715X a9} a7t AN ET BAEo dizle Fdsictn 71A4EQ7) g2 sy
o 71&9 EJL o] 71EAE A5 HFE7E I (Viscusi(1989), Viscusi and Evans
(1990)), NV ES AFAH A SY ol 93 Jg& Vet % B YH(Smith and Joh-
nson(1988), Ippolito and Mathios(1990)). ¥ d7e] g5 o] 185 HE AR} o
SR HEd AAE F HAHAAFEE SR8 Aol Ud] ogn BuE Y 2
B35t 715X & F4E AFHAL, ol 2M ALAFEFIAN AARARAAHSFE A9
AN F o ojMEled S APAARFY AP 712z} FEawn A Y 5
ARt
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. 2P TS T} AP

h=at

[«]1]

1 A2 7

RrRgeld ArtE e P A4 A BFAE

H AFE Foll G A st Az
T AT Bl 95%8 Astx ke Ald
E EdREEde] F2dte & AN EA
& =ekol ALY, A 1996 2¢
Zo] 8

e

2
E
ot
ofN
rs
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(@8]
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Bl
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o
=
lo
N
N,
X
2
j?. o

= 94i 18 A% FRFE ]
FaEa gy FrSE
A=A =2 sele DCP(Dichloro Panel) 9+
Ag fFetn wdAo] 94w = MCPD(Monochlopropondid) 7} Al Al K.
717(WHO) 7t 7b5dt 3 20le s A3 AN E A8 Y& 7508 25
Ao WETHAEY R, 19969 2€ 28Y).

o] o i3} FREZF I RUEAE = HEH B
wal=Alo] g Mol glar WHOY M3 = o
AAEA g Jom @A FFolebd FUARS §
SR THAE YR, 199613 2€ 29, 39 49, 3¥ 7). o] ¥
FHA 2 RS HAAE HRFEA Y A YA 29 =gho)
BIAE L A 77 BS Pojop T LX), AlBHEE A} Hol 33] 3
Eo] 7tEHAT H2 59 198999 ¢-xehH Fg v
e FaiAIY], FE5524 A 78 AN 5 Aol K 2
A3 7k 2478 Festn Bt she AvaEe #™
olz AL i3ttt o] Aok AL H

4) FENF(EL AEHYF) L FARS Ao A 5 Yne s F881o] ofu]iibe)
Ao Wntg wEel Wk of W FAKA L oF 1% Wislel Age) Xyl e,

; : < YoddA ¥4 e MCPDY DCPate sqm
A RUEE TE] Wtk AYLANE of FuE 23 AN AsAT 2N o
FANE Q= B Ao el 4 22l el E gl 5%, UE -
3ot TEAAGo) 85%, el & ARl 10% AL A D rHTR A elA
1996'd 39 299).
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AN FEge BAste AvAEC] oy sErbge] #uizt Az
19 Al 2 o o] Pl o] FEaHHFA#H2L,, 39 21Y; To]
Fwo]2E ) 19964 449 239 3).

1o Wtz A HEL oA g NE FaA =AY 2ol
“gal Aol FAF R e 3 T e HFoR shge] FEH F£IHFAL
ATHI 2w oA, 19963 39 214 T Hﬁ 1996 4€ 10Y). £ 10
e N2 47298380 & Z.:B]Z}~.4 & E9 AAHLE B4

7] Y35k, o} av|AE 9 7] A AR A %lf o] 7+ge] falAY =&
A2 9. =39 $409d MCPD9} DCPol ¢]3 rdrd 7542
857 AW (probabilistic information) 2] Fej2 HEX|o &3 LH|AE
Al A A& T

2. E A=t ZAMEA

AQEAA AHE ojAMeEnd-g AFHoz EANEI AT dHolHe
1996\ 690l AFEE AFA o) AFsle FRES IR AAHE “HF<¢
7‘“’—} A7"olghe AERAN o3t FHHJT ARG AFE BA] 147

o2 Yo 2¢l0] 122 @ FHE WHAE 6758 FRES HEeR
TJ"ﬂ A= HHE AAEAT (E DAA & 5 ARl &9 AFEAT
H EAL myu vasiA 3A Hoiux e A2 Vet Z 714 9
YHF A5 3R R EEIE 46902 BTG HF7E
(3.881) 2t} ®olA] HE ] 11T €T A5 AL 3lo] £ w3irh.

o] 3t AA A 18l ATFATH 28 ol 7} 7HANAM HFe HA &

B A gt 7k A AIE Y] Melow g3 e AHZ Qg ARAY
o tigt F&#A "Hx Fo A% Au/ FIHJG. £1E ol FHE AR

Z F2 7143 o2k d (contingent discrete choices)dl & FHE 9 &4
[o T = |
=T

i

5) RARAR “SEHE - ERRE Aol BASY"E FAYLE WHLoIE B

I8 AHAE G2t lmston Sae] wolvt AdstA, A% WY 43
SN E oS AL AN A0 wsicH o]l 22, 10069 48 39). 2 A7
AEAE Aot 59 FAE A% AFA AW A v ABFAH &
oS Y & o

d|

_\g_,jg
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(E1) HEEEMo H|W

2z o= 2ER YW F 3]
. = % #* 1807+ ¢! 18479
-7 192 &= 509 ¢ 419+
1} o % g 38.7 40.4

7 EF 3.6 4.5

o # E 47.8% 42.3%

AFEH g =39 45.2% 48.2%
7 123 7.0% 9.5%

ZF:a) 2H 2 A d(target population)& A& AF Ao HF:E =
ExnAdo) 3§ EAXNES THAF SAAE (1995) 9} TAEA
Hlch

FREZ YAHUS.
73(1995) 22X E 3

71&Y B AHAEY HEAX HEE W e wioly A4 EA
BE gHHor Agdtes Wy s U] 8 WHHES A A Zax
ATk olo] B e A 2o 2H 9 WA 10802 74" JFTEEF
g FAStY A atEo] AW ske M9 4 (choice format)
ANEF Aoz ddH= d%ﬂﬁ%‘/] Z(levels) % ¥ 3}8k(changes) 5
FHH oz SEAEA Agste dAY WHES HESYL(Eom(1990,
1994a)), 714 39 WL vl 5 w2v) Eebo] 5 9] Raleighr] AU &S
Ao & AFRANAM A FH oz 385 AHEom(1994b)). o] ?oﬂ
93l o] ¥ A Med g A (binary choice format)o] A A 7FAlef A ] A&
Y FAG E4 L AFFT BLEHAG WA 2 ATE F %94
F (product labels) & A}&-3F o] Aeld A S 71237 93 Jxrt e
Z79 AE-AAEH BAE- & Jehd7] A3t sttt 24 $EAE
& oz Aol F AEFY HHE vwsty ¢ H, AHNEHRBAF F 01&
AEL 7Y AUA 2 JAE BAFEE 2 7H AT T $HAEO]

(focus groups) &

>.

10 -{l"x oX, _15":",

6) AR o] Ho)rk/ A A o] Lkleither /or) AAH A& ‘A3 e oW Fiu7tel
(take-it-or-leave-it)' (Mitchell and Carson(1989)) ] 3} ‘& = o] & v] 5 &} = (paired
comparison) -4 (Magat et al. (1988))8 Z 33 wrajolatn B 4 Atk ey, o] 4
2 SHAEE 53 o shte] gietel tal ‘o /o] 2. (ves /no)’ el $HE A = o
Ao % 71A o dHARMED BAE) L ¥ 2 ES Frh, T HA M v mde
W o] 918 _walel A (risk-dollar tradeoffs)oll oA Wt =l 4% aH& (interactive) S
s gate o, $a7 A P2 SEAEY A7 4o Ayt 5 AE Aol &
o] MefogRE {FH)
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“FEFOARA AT L SEICE 1ol FE AYIEE U

T E£E9 "‘*Eﬁﬂ #7198 N2 9389 FF(levels) 2 F7HE (incre-
ments)ol] FE3 W32 F7] )] A ¥ A (experimental design) & 3%
th AR THAZRA FAHE S 38 HAHES A ¢
of 24 FEZ AAHAT. AAFY JEol] W& AFAEL gl ZE &
ol Mint @ F 3o M 50 AA= 14709 thE H¥ R HAEHAGY
o7 2 BAFo Az Ant 5 F 1954 3089 o2& 141 & 9
FaFol AAHJAT AAE A BAEE Jdgozyn dojd 9439 24
© WRk 9 5 2"‘01]*1 40 Z2H Qloh. ol % AFHANA APrTd F
B3 ¥gE e A2 o8 F /A o/ FE wi % F sty gdHAch A
A, 712 918324 A (technical estimates of risks)E0] YWt oz 43}
A LA AR G B4, AFFES FERA S AL LHRE0
A B¢ BB E AHeste AN &S vl Z ol tH(Smith and Desvous-

F

O.

7T EFF 9 AR @A E #8Fo0] 7489l (contingent behavior) AE 3o X3HE AL
A7t o)Fe] P JFESI) d7FA 238 EUE st Myt e B A71E 9
fﬂ AEA H}]¥°ﬂ MM L FAE B APz AHpretest) M E FFF7E 7HA o A

g A HE didld FHdA %"?J =9 s, 2 }./\}éﬂ °F 20%(6709% =
135 )< %ZP—C’] At BRI E F 7hgdoiabaig & ARG o8 o] tlREo| Fd
Al FH HAGI 2ol fE *é"'?i}?i‘%

HARAR = 2yt MCPDe DCPER Y QA fajod o) Ye d7art gt
I WEYh g oE RAEAR gatE 454 8 2(RTECS: Registry of Toxix
Effects of Chemical Substances(1987))ol WEW F248 A9 A0 2 2L o o
2252 AARAZIFT(WHO) A3 FFEE 584 3 491 5 A4 G4 BE W% 9}
B3 (highly hazardous)’ 222 EFRCHANYH) LR A opHAF L 2+ BHo) g3t
HAYeEFS BEAoZ FoA A4}, cancer r1sk = exposure X potency o 7} A
FIEZR Y =2 F(exposure) S BHAE Lha}f)r AE T 1 AT ST AHTS
#3le] (mg /kg /body weight)] 9918 AAtsiu} 53‘“‘?} et &2 9 %492 (potency) &
Qstar(Q) A& AHE-st ABIAY. Qv 292 et S2HE AAE QA 9
(extrapolate) A|R-& W o} ehgA 7b5 A4S Yehl e ARolc) @A) A85202 Ay
GAE 42T WA eatel 4Be Yo B WEs T ATHNAS(1987)). $¢
vheke] 191 19 A ke 7. 45go A 32.6g0) B3l Ao ‘3:.}?—473 uth 1 F HAX
o 7.45gF 3 a Q7Y FF BRAE 6okg 12lal B 7| 70802 w gk
AW 24 DCPE 0.03~0.84ppme] 18] 32 MCPDE 7~ 40ppm°] HzH Ao
BeEgch v = #7318 &2 (Environmental Protection Agency)o] Al4tst B2 Sa) &2
ol th& Qx5°] 0.00012914 0.159) 23 Y sk A AAHNAS(1987)). 5 48
Ao ta wzwz o) AHE z2F 29 e sad elM o8 EFe o
LAES AL 3 YL P 147HA e A8 5ES SR
MCPD% DCP+ 1978 f@olAN H22 wARNT 0% 593 Y¥ S|4 o] o 1
R ARE 7RO AEL A &S Auch a7k 9 Yl e ols A

8

~—

~—

9
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ges(1989)).

E e 8T AL AFY 7HE M E vd Mg st o. WA
AAFl tha 780, 1,0009 28] 1,3009 5 37HA 7HEA &S Bt
o] AAlES ZHAN A= FHuA AdAZE AdEHL de 1L 50] M7 &
ol 7RSS stk BAIEA disiA e 2,000€04 7,780¢9 ] ol=
= X 7 O M58 AT 121 BAE A AAES 714}
€ 1,0009€991 47,0009 A AUt AHAH o2 AAFEH BAF 9 714
I} AFFF aolo] et FAFE2 704 7HA(5 X 14) 2 o|FARH L, ol&
47 7 (designing points) &2 & Al o] FAAAH G AHA 2 HEA
v = ATt

AzE 71ed AP E oo x, 194 1002 Yol HE A = (likert)
Aol ZbgAn e AR E Axd t FHY A4S A7 o
A Az (likert) el A 12 ‘Aol A gla’'S dAvlsta 102 ‘Ho] i
A g ogn s, Ha A9 A7t 548 JAH, SEAEC] Al#
Ao 2v7h 33e AP HAE Folgn =4 Rkt ey A3 2
=AY =¥ 92 144
He 1734 H o B3} (Viscusi and O’Con-
nor, 1984). (¥ 2)€ £ =&l A8 HEES FY3la o]& Hred o
gl A ] BAXNES

~ o

P

= op
e

oX
Jo

_?L

o

Hy =
o
A
o2
X

fr

AE Ao A AAE 7143389 (contingent behavior) & thsfl, FE-S ©]
2& 6754 9 SHAE FolA 5358 0] AAMEolY BAE 9 stvE i3t
Ads JALEAE 39t HA BE o 80%E olF & ol AHEYxE

o & dst b =Ro] Ad glo] Aol RABX R F A g3 EFE 2
22 gy o8, @A gH¢= MCPDY DCP7F 29 - wetgdolala 34 By
H}& gtk WHOOAME ol tidt a8 &dg WEA 23l g 18y F 84
AW ol EF&NE, QAHEAE g1 A2 F RE AR A F B0 U7
W&ol f3]4 ofx ol WAo] A FerHMian)ol 7, 1996 34 21Y).

AYAA 271 ANME BAIS) thdl 712 $=F0] 1,280990 A4 5000€0 234 AN+
gy A5 FRE SFAEL AR e ARTA A Ao difEoe] ol A% H
9] 9] 7tAFZA A= HEFF BAGlo] HAAMEQ BAES YAt SHAL

~

10
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(E2) M0l ALSE HSE2| Hojot HES| &Y

¥+ 9 H o] A 9 3 # |EEEx
PRICE INCREASE | 1,000 €912 EA € BAZ} AAE Ato] 3.8 2.2
o] 7} A}, (#4) | (H9)

RISK REDUCTION | AA &7 BAE 2vlo] & A398 A= 21/ 15/
Zro], Wivk ¥ Fof PUANER HA. 1,000,000 | 1,000,000
YANGCHO (0, NZ BAE 28 WF2X Ha ] F=| 028 0.45
A& F2 T4slH YANGCHO =
DE A8 244 i3 397394 | 0.63 0.48
< F& 7Yst¥d ORGANIC=].
ezt A FHl W}E A dg F 5.4 2.2
A AE5E Yehdle 178 109 A3 3 x4

/;\_]:

5 °

RS | j=]

of FAE Az4 Z]T(SGIIOUSDGSS inex): 1
o

o]

N
{

ORGANIC

W5

SERIOUSNESS

‘wao] A8 9 JET 102 9 9
A S vl g}

o)
S
INCOME the S92 BAE 199539 AFFA AN 9 | 180.3 82
A

B 25 8ME el e S | (ve) | (w9)
< 3%k
AGE SHA ol 40.3 9.6
EDUCATION e Aty 12.3 3.2
FAMILY SIZE SHASE 2o] da e M 5 4.5 1.3

(choice makers) o] 2] (8)2 Hol® X 2R v d S 2Ys= g AFEH ),
av[abE ol Aol A AW st AA Tl 8e 2y HAH oz vty 9
3t ‘7 FHE O AR AP E 29 AT, o] gEof gut
FFRES AZFENYA Adst= Ao A A1 & # o] (sample-selection
bias) & oF71% 4 it} 7138 9) =S BMsl=y oY A B olw A=

TUSA FAthE FRE) FAY LS 1387 95te ojWeY ma
Sl (bivariate porbit) 28 & Neatch. 4 A0} 27} A5t 34 4
°|HE 535802 AL EAH R Foj AZ Ao Lehba) Qe
RO2 HATh W AZE o) A &H 5359 o)A, B

Jlﬂ
o
tld o
N
N
ol
ok

A2l 7hA o] ARl

1D &% &8 22 BAIEl tl@ ol izt 73 e (AR Eol 1 BAIFo|7 o) Bulg
SEodte Yehitn Z1gsch B8 RS Y Ae NS Aeh7] Hoted, 9 e}
FEAST U AYREIFLES DR AT A WS E DA £

% 4 Qg
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Hla] G H 3,690 Aol Byeta kel v A& (3797
70%)°) <A l%(Bxﬂw)-"— Tt ATk AR E S

(E e 29459 FAAES 7L om0 FLL MAE 2ASS 4
Wae Zeyrge 24AE 2otk (X 3ol Uerd o] 71K mdgee
2 (8)¢ 2oz 3y TRY WS st 7RG WA 2y (1)e
AR Bg APAA AAWS AT ARA YRR} FAAF £
Q0 AL G Folu Y, F @S BF AAo|EHoR 2H RFE
AAR EAAoE folaqt /&8 HEFHe ANE 48Fu

(xl= =) 7t E+F, L8 AEo] AAHL Je AFF FA AAF il
A EQ BAES AT F L TS AR bR U 0399
RE7h Fol W, ANED BAES 72 (p* - p9)7} A A4S, 26145
AAAEQ] BAEN g F2E FAGAE F 2| xpE] AFHY L &
7HAOI 82918 5 ol @ e A5k o] ek AR
: e X3 ol v &
G 44 AE 0 A4S BEE A 7D 12 TRLT K
ol &9 B3-S A se 15 Fdjolt ot tA S B 9
efoll #Agle]l dEH o7 2838

=

ro
_\,L
)
_>,L
L
s
o
o
Ao
e
lo,
ﬂ).]_u(
i
o
0
]
il
e
i
rx
)
mlo

23 (2)= &AM $FE 7143 91 (contingent behavior) 2} A] &of A
o] F o] x| &= A A 9} (actual behavior) o] AX A 22 W7 25t 3}tk
Folvk EFA gl F2NFE FE YA 15 Y E
YANGCHOW 4=} o] Ao A FF| A ES T2 1Yster 9 o
€ Ul ORGANICHSE F7tstdth A4 g A b4 & v A et 53
BAH IF 7heAol AL FRILS AN e ABAELFE GHA

<9 BAEE ?”ﬂ 3t 7bs Aol Zoy, 1 gt FAHCE Foft A e
okt B9 9188 15} 7] 95ty
v

r,o{(

“?"g— H = H

FRgol HEAE AT o AHAACl tah Yrhe B SR Ao of
Ui, A4 g g gele Az degdo) gk BHe 3
el el Fot

oft o
)
flo
N
Eh
A
Ho
)
ox
[
o
i)
2
N
r o
B
=
1
il
)
Au)
=
rr
rE
3
L
Er
i
g
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(H3) UMM Fe| FOH2=0ll CHEl Probit FAX|

Models
(1) (2) (3) (4) M.E?
Intercent 0.795 0.045 —0.079 —0.435
P (5.532) (0.182) | (—0.306) | (—0.739)
. ~0.157 ~0.165 ~0.165 —0.162
Price I : -0,
rice tncrease (-5.633) | (-5.784) | (—=5.769) | (—5.646) 0.049
. . 0.018 0.018 0.018 0.018
Risk R : .
isk Reduction (4.635) (4.445) (4.415) (4.461) 00054
0.179 0.166 0.062
Y .
angcho (1.320) (1.205) (2.132) 0.019
. 0.201 0.170 0.0021
Organic (1.630) (1.359) (2.448) 0.0006
Seriousness 0.065 0.169
(2.239) (1.344)
Income 0.0024 0.160
(2.933) (1.160)
0.0001
Age (0.010)
. 0.016
Education (0.690)
. 0.047
Family Size (0.976)
Log(L) —295.7 —293.5 —286.4 —285.7
Chi-square 54.5 58.8 73.0 74.3
Pseudo R2 0.08 0.09 0.11 0.12
Proportion of
Correct Prediction 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.74
N 535 535 535 535

FBI A FHEL Z AFE] A5 FHE AZEF 2399 ¥]8-€ Yehit) N&
¥R m7|& Jeh 1, Log(L)L AlAte 219534 (log-likelihood function) 8] =t
%o, Chi-square 458 o]9olle ofd M4 o]l Yol Fa& v A=A &
=the AESHe tig A X ot}

a) ME.& @8 d57 BAES JdE 884 vxe FA L3 HFxE vehin,
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TE Artetdvh. gz A A7 g g F844 25& vee
SERIOUSNESS®H 4
W AR A At A7ol e dA 2 A
ol Adzsittn Aztste AlFLFE GAAEYL BAEFS 7 AL O
Ao B3 48T 250 52 /ML FE A F ddE v He $4(A %
AE 22) e @7 A8t & 7HA S ARY 5o AR, BAEA o
g A5 e JAEAE FH 4A AT 4 (8)ol HIFof o] AHE sfH s,
AR A7t 22 10,0008-¢ A& de dAado] AMERY BAES
ddde o o & v

2E (e fodA HHE ZAH HFE o9 AFFANY HFES

£gd 99238 (a full model)olth, AAH EHS YehlE W5EQ Yol
(AGE), 2847 (EDUCATION), 181 7}<4+(FAMILY SIZE)&= ¢4
B LK

AFe FARAA A Ao FF§FE A A Rate Ao
TAEE Wrso] IAAE e JFE vA|
g e 24 47 - FH 2Ho] ol FofAA ¥ AFY THA i U3
Zolth, ¥ (4)¢] 32 F8 MFEC] BAES A

2 (8)oll #7)1° AP FEALRI Y FAHAE o] &3t IAAF(BAF)
o il xe] 5 APHLo dE LHAES A& Hwillingness to
1% s7h £l ARl A B 7 o= AlF S T
A £2L 2 85ES A Hol F TR AFFA 3] FapEEA A
B, AAES 7HA0 F7bsi A BAIF W3l o A&stuA ste AEFEHAT
7} % 78 (price increment) wOlth 4 (6)°ll 712314 thA] A, Ha

g AR dF 7HESIHE: oe F 2AN EEFFE 2A = po did
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Frhpoz Aouw A4 (9)2 vehd & 9o

EVA(-) = EVA(M, p*, =, 0) + &*

=EVE(M, p*+w, n*, 0) + & = EVE( - ) (9)

A (9 M Zt 2R AHAlo] &SR} e 7SI 08 F S JA
Ak, GollA =9 @ o] 2 BAARSNAE shtel FEHsE 158 3l
o BAZLA FA A9 FANAAE A A7) $13ted, Hanemann(1984) o] 3
# AAE EAR G AMA B E LS VYA E FIITHE,
E[EVA( - )]=E[EV®(-)]).

TVAZ 7SS AAYE7] fEte], A (8)o pf tlAldl (p*+w)E A 3
AEVE 002 9tEL 0] 3he 7} Sl tha) 7ok,

k+alxl—nl)+ M+ 50
Y

2 (10)o B2, AL (x!— ) o]l ARFE 7HET7HE 0 FA S7130
ok & Aot}

7YAS7HE Y] At A, Hrtd gl AE' e G AEsA & spA A
& B3 sjob & Aolth 1471 thE 2§ AP H F9] syt ERA}
SHAEANA FAA A AHAY] W] FEAE] HE G2 £ 9
RS Hrbstdoia & 4 v} o] FAE | Asty] Y8 FRE et

= 7HA B AR AV 5 BTk BAF Al w2
© AZAEE YTt 1 Fo 19o] FrH o goll HE Folgtn &3ty
AZA A o] £AE HE o= Wnt i Fo] 3 Hof g Fr1E LAy
£'0] n|= 87 B 3 =(Environmental Protection Agency: EPA)o] %A 3t
FHoHEAZEE Y ‘& 7153 98 (acceptable risk) FF0]7] W Eo)
THINAS(1987)). zejvt ARl Avlo] wE AR EE O 7R E g2
goz (E £ X F ol vdehd vie} 22 A 713 & AddAES

=& A

<§—£ 49 7hEd F 7 (i 3polA A=y (full model) 0.2 1HFE
Ue BF (1) FHAE o] &3t Alxlgt AwrtAe S7HEw 1 B3}
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(B 4y HgZ2of mat £H|XHEO0] XIESHIAL 8te BRI SIHE(H)

camiio] sams | AMESZ | BAEo= e
ARERC) VL | shan | veew | ww  meww
(1) 33% | 0.5/1,000,000 | 1.5/1,000,000 | 1/1,000,000 5,243 647
(2) 50% 1/1,000,000 | 2/1,000,000 | 1/1,000,000 5,298 638
(3) 75% 3/1,000,000 | 4/1,000,000 | 1,/1,000,000 5,520 602
(4) 83% 571,000,000 | 6/1,000,000 | 1/1,000,000 5,742 569
(5) 91% 10 /1,000,000 | 11 /1,000,000 | 1/1,000,000 6,296 499

F:2) 7HAS/HES 4 SRl dia) AL g F 2 A HLE P
b) EFHAE VVar (D)2 F¥ch 773 F7H w7t probit 2 F 22 R E| FA1E
AFES 5, &5 4 (1004 FAE v} gol w=f(p) =f (&, P, %, 7,9 M, 0)17]
o) -of w«] Bare A 1x} Taylor seriesol] 918t} 7| eks Qch:

Var (& 21',(6f/6<p,)2Var(go, +22 of /0¢:)(of /8¢;)Cov (9, 2¢5)
‘:HEP. o] Wj 7}4 9] FIHE-L 7«? Aol s ALg oh

£ AdsAt AAH o2 AFA WA AFste FHRES HHAE
=2 7HIAEZ S AET YA} AT AMY, AR E S BT
7YA Q1 986 ol Bl a] o 9 22 PSS Vel = OA 7HA Alve 2.9
03 7M1 A Z 78 540% 2 5 650%9) o) Ex AN S on ) & 3
L F=A|sfot & Zé% 7P7<]2‘—Zo«1 é-ﬂ}ﬂ 2] (10)¢] o =3t ul9} %:}0] Xﬂ%
A
2}

Tt B84 Pro FUz AN AN Gl B Lu RS B

oz AAsta 4% A
o) & §7H40] 28 v}
AdYh F 2UMAEL AFAYIRE B H FY AL

mlm AN o

12) & 918z Alde oo diste] Ak BarhA el FohRe Avee (D (2) viag
g A nE 5% FAFFAN TAHCE A2 g Ao g Yegt = Avele
D3 (2) 9 7HEF 729 BRHATS V2T w(5,2439 3 5,2989), Z%ﬂlxlt 14002
ALTE AT WE Alvkel @ (2) 9 (3)& vl wd W (5,298 2 5,5209) Z% AR = 5.85,
AlveEle (3) 7 (1) & Y2 e 9 (5,520 2 5,74290) ZB AR & 6,19, 18] 2 Altel @ (4)

9} (5)F vl g w(5,7429 3} 6,2969) ZF5 A 2+= 16.922 A4t= Ak,
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2} 7] 5.3 9] (self-protective behavior) & 3t} FukS= o] o] SHAE
o] AR Aol et MZ L AEE e Fo £ A AFoE WA 9
A BEA AT 8 AuAEL FAAEC Ui His 250 Bad &
Z uastE T AE 7o) Aol ol RS FE 2 AAE A
#98e Aolx FAld . 12 ol e JHEE GAAMFA AT

4
289 994 FEE T3 9L v AT B ohie} 2
U2 AT 0T £07 W ¥ Ao veh} ARAY Ba(F
P4 BHE AEol el AAAZ AFE F AL FASA,

o
o 7h e 2R o Ak AWPus 0AYY & BAVE
84 EaTh GHAE) Huoz 498 449 et ALSS

#7+4:(1/100,000) 8 2Aste GdAEA dis s & HAZv
(6,20690) S ABatm A} fr}, o)A ¢ 22 &5 PR AT A
e oy WA 2R FFE RER 9y FAE ARIE i o]4l 9
A7 A9} Bg golsta Utk 2 4 A oh(Viscusi(1991), Eom(1994b)).

olg Aol e 7Hsd AN oR, LuEo] /M AR GFANAM ¥
G AL T AFE FFE AR BAE DAY AA o sl
Nacte E0 3202 48 AF 9 ¢H4 (food safety) oIS = A
Z 2HAEL AT 7HFo] MY Wi AF dWYE B At
AF3) 5o MAZYuGL A drt AS S v ojd AN
2, (E o AN HEF7HE oe AR AEFEE A" b (saf-
ety)oll thg 2v A5 Bl AT £ AT, o|2FH FAH ¥
9] 7} (value of statistical life)'E AT & A& Rolth, dr ez (&
Dol 5 AR AvE e FoR g% 1/1,000,0009 thated Al
MRz go] FHete SAH A 7HXE oF 539 A(680% 22) H=
2 A AED JPY 22EF A9 dig G 220% el
1,180% 22l (1995 7HA 2.2 $4) 8 F7F FEo) Qlekw

12) 3ol Fisher et al.(1989)0] Qgato], 4 FHWE AL, s FR7] 79, 2215l

*
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BE 219 AZPN AFHE AN H et W 4FY FoIE 0@
oh 3, BaolA AR HolEE AulAgo] Al EAE Fuh o
58 71gs50m2 AR AANNN 2 Ase Frhhsle Ax s %

2 #E Uk A, A9 REog B ALEE o) A AFA Yo
PEZ FRYQ0nE ol U BF 2845 ABNIYR
of thgt whg-& Lol y] M e o] A =A g 2 A7 o A
TEAP} ol olAol ¥ ol vpAtoz WolXt SEEFL o] g3l
MEL AEFARE &2 Fof 2uRE AEARA A A S
ol E R ) AP AN QR E o] AR GEsAE £
o GO QRS ARYTFARE wy] A3 9o Fo] AR FES
stef 2ulAEe SERPS TASANY F AvkE, A2Ae) A &
=9 WEE A7ste b Eraal HEJAFE, Y, YA 2
A A A FHE FH BHAHCE 1F3F 5 9 g FHo|th

4]
g
ror

[am)
I_I

L AR ALHANAH(BE™), TA o A%, 19969 38 219, 39 25
d.

2. BHFNEAL T 2vo]A,, 19961 3€ 21, 3¥ 299,
3. A AA RN EAL, Tol Zhv] AE §, No. 334, 1996 49 232,
4, uH?J_ﬁzﬂ*l-rA} <=7k} 7 5, No. 850, 1996 49 104,
5. AEUARAL FAEAZE, 1995,
6. A8 %E/\]- FPAEAH ), 1996d 29 28, 299, 39 4%, 39474,
7. AREE, TA %zﬂ‘ﬂy_ﬂ, 1995.
Sl o) 9] Sol 7\ xsted AH e XS ATES HEF A% 98 W 4 2

%~6¥ SAA A e A (VOL)Y o o g "XhH Heojt}h ‘FAY AyH Y A= F
FFL HIIA AN A oA 4HR7 Z7)AM (premature death) 9] 9J8-& £o)7] 9
6}01 A Btz sk gH o2 RE Al4ke o TJr Zo) geojer},
VOL = WTP /Risk Reduction = w/(n's rrS
aeiy B2ROAM AR A& S o " Aot WA FERE] HE X
A FEg AEFAH ] 4L oF3 23 (quantity adjustment) o] o] F o)X 2] e 3=
QoAb o)}, 1 ER HAEQ A 1A gL NFEos & oo vlus)A, B
Aol FAE VOLE shte stgtddel oujg 7hd ol
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