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Valuing the Nightheron Resource :

The Dichotomous Choice Contingent Valuation Method Approach

=EFE BT
Lee, Hee-Chan

ABSTRACT

This article estimates benefits from preserving wildlife resources. Contingent
valuation method of dichotomous choice form was applied to the nightheron resource
of Mt. Eourdeung in Gwangju, Korea. Author used Krinsky-Robb procedure to
construct confidence intervals around benefit estimates derived from the logit models

to determine whether there is a significant difference in willingness to pay estimates.

While consumers’ sociodemographic characteristics except for income were not
important determinants of the WTP for preserving the nightheron, the WTP itself
was found significantly affected by respondents’ value system, environmental and
economic concerns, and knowledge on the wildlife. Total preservation value of the

nightheron is an estimated 9.6 billion Won, averaging about 23,500 Won per

household.
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BOCEZ Al & &8 A972A 2dse Ay g2E el B2 A
GAEe] e, 39, AT, AW, £ F& ek diat flE
AP TS S50 Sl UHEAY R, 1999, 7. 25). I ES] SiA] W] H3tE
SAR ke FFe] TTUHUE Y HER FidEr] AEG AR A E 7T
o BAA AN A2 718 JdIEAGE gde i 3le Aol
SA0IT. FFFAA] A ofSAkell Sl BUCE & 3 Tl le o
Z fa adlE W F9jsrkesle ARl .A6 F el vk 3FEA
(1999)+= o152t W 26027t o] Aguzo] Adeniata, #gEsvke, A3F
Fehy, kg, aEvta, AWdeR], 22913 52 EE?E}%‘ = ji““fi »fii%‘t:@ﬂﬂ

7h=] et

Fol MZF eFol AA|BIA = ol FakE s 338m, F WA o] 2k 540
oln] A} evtale] sfitolghz FW H %
W, o SARE FFANEC] FA Fe ARIFA TN V)5S dka glom (5]
5, 1999), F98h 2HRE Whela gl ool e ARERE A8k
g e] Q9" AAA7F 2 gtk ] FE, 1999). 27 7Hxﬂ7} 5
3l Hotid 27571 8% ol2& Zlo HaHAvH ol FE, 1999). 3] 4
FA oA difRe] M2F I AR7F dAEon g d eE] ¥
A =] i o] BRIt G €1, 1998 4784 9, 2000). of5Akl
a2 Z7]+= 1994909 1,000 *o] #ZH ol sluic} S7kAel it (134
94 2000

FFHAL ArshE SHAEE o =] il J; = TR Q)

7}4 E‘rWé AEZL AA = ok sl | o] = FAY] 7] ARE)A Q) dell A
Abw]ofof dhet JEAERGHE-S 218 A A ol 741*&?‘% & e HE

Hgtrolehs 7I8s EAA gvh 1L FAEdEe 298 vehhs REFH
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deelrle (EEHE 3

Hozn Hn|48NLe 1 4w Ak FujEo] SR FAUAE
ot FEEAAE 59 griedew de] AFE 1 9t (Rosenthal & Nelson,

F

1992)

oA M2 FFPA e oA FXHR Sl FFFAAIECEA] Hel 4]
LMol giifoltt, FEFAAG L] Ho-H]| A §loa gEe] A B ¥
£ 22 AREv 57b Aol Bl A9 Holat w)gel] JIE F= 8 AE]
T Fgjojol A (QEA, 1997). o 5qt /e fHae FAEEe A%
Efvhs Aol &8 9, 857t aleAIde] AVt b, e]a FARAC] AlF
gl glAagdold 71 5 Aeltt. Bl xdE W42 ], AAu], oA}
H)-& 52 ¥3et FA], 1e)al ol gate] Adkoll Al AlFsle] $ront fEhekA] X
Ao Qe 2B LG Hgsel 1k Aolt} e B AatolEls f39
A Qo® A, §F 283 o E T AGH AEE AFTeEA o
9 YL T

2 AT HHL o] Algshe 294 7w T oMEE, 1 TolM=E 7t
A uEAel ole e REEES PRl RES A3 IRl 2%
SR1E B8z lolt}, ofGate] Al Felz A T Aol AVA FAI
dleprle] 7HE Brksla o]F o gt /A S S8 o] H| g2 v b
FE EFAIF B kel [Ehzo] Bl H-ElA vt AJEREA #Ao|

7[31
PSR el S A0l AR deepdl A
; 34 zmx“ 2

o}i
_{L
__\T‘_“
hacs
2
Rl
ofy
1:0

o B3I, 2 ol 3}714 7% Mx% 2 o5 Ate] Fapel ek gla
WEFA 7} FF2A 7ﬂﬂu R} FEA N A gegvis FoMo|u)

IT. ¥Rt it

) o)z Wz} 8 eahy) Sl Sahs Bo] 60~70cme] F8 2R 39T
5 49 227 felvgel ZEete] WA sta, 99 Al ool A
o] AFA R doprls AEEMRE el vt @R e, 1981). dlez]= 80
IRA] 2E2 gk - fARe] #EE e :54%%_1 i‘?ri’i—t—tﬂ 90| o] =5H
o B Z7K17] AT | 1992). 71 dl2A, A B9e] 2009 4



N

(FA13, 1993)= 1994%35}51 TEfalr] AlAkeE B o) A dofe] ok 1800704 1
23 718t Y5 Ao ® Efate] A8k AoE deld AvhHAT €, 1998).
A 7}7?]@7}“ Al AEE HEHS gAY EEEREES
(contmgent valuation method: CVM) €] &80t} CVM-2 H|AI A zke] A3 o]
HAARE EABA] ot nhx] EAleke AAE A o ® g Adetn
2| zbel| o gk AF A9l AFFARE Sated 8 2= (Hicks) o] HilE&E(ES ﬁgﬂi
A Jer R ol digt 71x1E Hrkslz W olth(Mitchell & Carson, 1989). C
o AEHH F =83 Ao 2A BT (open-ended ) FZHEFEH (dlchotomous
choice: DC) ol itk M lA S5z AR B L FHE digaA| gt g2
e o Az didA el gt 2pale] 7|7} A A ﬂﬁiﬂr 35 o ga v
ek 18R] e g oh] e gka vkttt e SHAE A
4 9= digke] o 9F Toh & Wel7] wj ol HAREC] Z}’ﬂ* EITE AR
7HA eI E5 3l= A3t folo] &A1kt (Mitchell and Carson, 1989). +
Aol M= DC CVM 2 o]g3dte] FFAwlo] Fojahz of g4t 3 22]¢] 7M%—

7kt
FAERRC] T 7= &96] AHE7EA 9 BAETEA] (B A7 E iy
o, WARR7 IR UA] IR ER] (existence value), 38714 (option value), ZL8]aL

87 ] (bequest value) &-0-2 T-EEHWeisbrod, 1964; Krutilla, 1967). AMS7}
A= oA Y] AR (Y] /02, )& B3l A= 7BAE 9vghtt. EA)
PV 5% olANE 84 o83l 91 shov] vlfdle 0|88 Shs Aol g
Ak EFAFE AR R A §4-2 dAEY AU @ A AHES

I A ot wEe] AFEE TS B “]ﬂ]-J A 8l A& o7t
U= 4] BiE 2L 7d7RE Auldtt . fA = veAldiE Hﬁl HE
L %
AL
)

of

l‘h‘

AAE g A B e 9=t sleebre] 25 AHTA= FAIE 4
HEo] 2, AdAE] o L]l ot A& rbed wiwel & %*61 Mg
Bz ARATL ol s e e A A skl ] o EFe
73§ EAZR = A vAETER 9 A duilof 7] BAlA o= QA ETia B
T drk & AFelA sl eprle] TR e e HARTIAE o] et
g 5 RSl 7B EE el DC CVMe] AREE dle £5 dddt
AEA AF-2A, Bowker 9F Stoll(1988)2 EE91 710l E& HAl Aransas &
T4 AFFr] Ao g v BrFe fs DC CVME o]83k3d
Adams 9(1989)+= 2#lZ1Fe] Hxedol g A (%) 7F 345 99l



dewlrle (HEEHE 5

Stevens ©](1991) = tivlel5<elel op AW zxe] JEE 485 8l 18lx
Boyle £](1994)+= ZAQ &A1) FFHEH7A 345 el DC CVME o831
e = &3 9 (1993)7) 22 WS o] &3le] F34-EY 0l A2stn
iz AN (RIS g3t e, o] HiAE(ES} HEsie DC
CVMe] AHgd d2A, AA4d 2(1993)= 489 &Y /1A%, Leedt
Chun(1999)2 g7 A€ g7 0] 47 Wzl w2 fiirisEe Has
a8]3 Steffens(1999)& ZFEE] /XS #4319
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III. Wi%3ERE CVM ot fitaille

AR s tigle At AR e Thsdt RE P ERE FAS] e
7] 98l et g S 25 E FEET. BAES o] S F Y &5
Jl /g omA FAoletn 3kt 7 E Foiy] Qs BE AHES A
< gl B85 7ok gt A AnAEE AMIEe] AR B Esllof
ofu} B]gof Aol HgtE wf 7Y F A& OF) & AlFshs Aght A
ek Aol gt oEE Gl S O o2A 2 B kR
(1, kg 719 e 2] 45 7RI gtk BYl, HE ANAEL o
F8E 9] 3l hE (willingness to pay: WIP)E 2t 2 Zolt},
8)2~(Hicks) 9] #liff == [ Jgk 5785 F5=8l7] 18 DC CVREe] o] &
A A= f o2 Aol 71281 9t (Hanemann, 1984). 7I1Qle] £8-2 o)
w7} gFo] FolHTtaL 7P Et: u=ulr, yi 8), 71elA v HRHSEA 7l]le
A& a7} 9lom r=1, 2184 @& Aol r=022 JehfolRit), Bt y=
Aol S A3 g3 VA £ Sl el SAEWH )= e}, g4
| 23 H5E gl el e AR Q) Al 82 H vir, Y S)%F oA
3 ariable) 2 #+4 4 vt ¢k=1, 0)
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WTPE FH3l= WHowAd dubgog WTPEXS FFE (central
tendency) =4e] ol¢dut 1 F¢ syt 4E WTP £x9 Hit, m+

(truncated mean) & A= Aotk

+ A "
m = f Prob(yes)dA |,
0
(1)

oA7]ellA 15 9] ek Amax = SRANA FoIR 7Y % F gk v
B} o3k HEe CVMelAE Lutald 3ol (Bishop & Heberlein,
1979; Willis 9] 1995; Lee & Chun, 1999), §-&k(@)olx H&3k= Aol vl &
T2 FHRAE A} (Hanemann & Kanninen, 1998).

A &35, Prob(yes) 7} A2 FARYSSLE mEvty /P8 o (T4

o] Aol et g 2ARER e 4 g

Prob(yes) = (14 e @ )™ | (2)
AHEETTe] o], dvE ZARYOZ YERY 7§ E-80]F EE‘H‘E o}
20 Al 7] SedeE e 4 (Hanemann & Kanninen; 1998): g 2A

(linear logit), =EI12A (log logit), Ao12A (share logit):

MERZA: dv=a+ LA + S
3

ZO2A: dv=a+ BilnA+ BhnY+ GS (4)

HAZA: dv = a + Binl[l - (A/V] + BS. (5)

A zARgL AAFA (AT 71EF 709 BAES Yehie WrdE(S) S
i}, ASHUR(Y) = e Gttt BaRARge A eAldA 23y
T HUSFE 9o 25855 F7RIY . Hanemann®] 212302 Beli 4ol
oM = AN FHT 250 Aoz 3= | 7efsE 9 S 4
t}

BT SAal o4t SeplE) FPAFE 1 A EEEECInE, B



dewlrle (HiEHE 7

A AAl KIS AETEE ZE deuigeltt. 4 FrHE HoRH S
A% sepE S e MEE on|d Zloln, webd sehrlE #7439 B
g2 ARl SlojA el Bel g3t AAE T (Adamowicz ¢1, 1989). nhEhA
o3& 918 el 2L 88 v S et BAlE T4 sepvld
o aRFE Fgue WA deder i dud 2 H3w
(goodness-offit) 7} HejFg =] A WA F4 Feth= Ao ok
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é‘ii‘l%lﬁﬁ (nonparametric) &= F¢H 9] 4l=]7713} vlwale= W
T L ZF A BT} Do mE HBrEEe] HAREYH &F
1.2 g o]__‘: bﬂ-lﬂo]p} 4 z]okoi o]OH @zﬂ% zﬂzﬂ%
Dol Ql7)i= el HIRSFA L Ak o7 &gt (robustic)
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IV. BIgsE 3 kiR

1. &#

CVM< F83l7] 918 Al Wixjolv] 71 Z-838 GAZE A5 Bot A
o] P& 12REH SHRe $HEE AALTA Fddk= Aotk A
F4 FALAE A FHETE, AIERE, ARSdn A EeA)
4 ARE AEAE o838l SHARTE A sl s
A=A, F5E T AR (A A AR, A, 715324 §)ol
A, e A AAE s dAle] o AR E

AT, AP RAIRERE 42 JEE B2 AEME A

N“AH e 2 4 FEoE PPN 1)
3k o] 224, 2) o 5atell tidh QA me} FpA] A7
Skl Mata gl 8 o RFe] A ¥ g o]l sixH e dE A
7, JFJL 4) THAke] AR A S A é% Satel Fa ow&%@
O

ZAM BHEER Ao AR sl e AR Sl H N ATHIES
gos % -3 ugdtwda 4zt o) A E 3009 uE ool MAEs
2001 49 ~6¥el 244 2+ g & ) #S ﬂWi 20~30711e] A&AE Bl

ARG D S

s AR F 777H7} =4l O]%ﬂ‘}iﬂr.
CVMAECRA, sl eelr]e] Fejety 543t ofgitolrel BaL=el e
3l

A= AR 5 EB’J Rl el & 3}7101] gigk RIztree] frefEfelehe
G2 Hlol HREEE E30u. SR Ve R AAE vl 120 714

% 7k FofEIet - 1000, 2000, 3000, SOOO, 7000, 10000, 15000, 20000, 25000,
30000, 50000, H3= 700009, HAR= 919] 7HE F T3 ghel] diaiAgt
Ex o] ook EFOBA HHEES ¥ F g



deelrle (EEHE 9

2. B FE 9 HEE

Hol29 S 98 e o] 99 AFY WAELS) o] (dv) S LAY
Ql 5 EpRd Bed gon], 7} Anusd e A% 9 J)&EAE (B
1DelA Hiz Rzt gk

dv = f(OFFER, BEQUEST, ECONDEYV, MTDEYV, 6)
MTBIRD, HERON, RELIGN, AGE, WHITE,
EDU, SEX, INC)2)

A Ao P FFHR
OFFER(A) a3t A BoAMH(9) 16601 15549
BEQUEST AN E 9 oEEEEY] F84 (5H3E)  4.09  0.59
ECONDEV  #HEE d] AAGTY F4% (5E4R) 3.04 125
MTDEV o] 5ANE A R(1 =27 0=58) 0.63 0.48
MTBIRD oA GAt ofAZRF AAAQAF(1=94]: 0=25) 0.27 045
HERON &l o e7]el gt A2 (1 Jd&: 0=918) 0.82 0.38
RELIGN Ey TR (=328 2H: 0=71E/F) 0.38  0.47
AGE vl ¢4) 41.8 7.79
WHITE AR (1 =" T A 0=7]€}) 0.29  0.45
EDU S ) 13.6 2.78
SEX A (1=g7F: 0=4971) 0.44 0.50
INC(Y) 4 g JHAEE (Y 210 109

J o) delE e F48 Ans & od B R 2 F49 A
o] G 2 8 A AP oA oA AL vl el RE ) o]EA o

o Foel dAs=tE EU% SAA AL N 5595 b= -4
2 3t AAel tisird= HA (log likelihood function)d32 vk A4 4
Fento 2 Bk ul Al Bzt $4-& 71el7] oFdu} . 2 BN T
R} ol gwh dAsla glom BAA A4 A ug- dseitt REEE ke

g
shz 71 SRvse] Age] T BAA Gl Pl dAGa gon of

TPU A AEAE(INC)E A, ol 23 e AAZIE( OFFER) 3 &250]



ilidl%@é o $1eA] Z@/Woﬂ k
TE 139 F84 (BEQUEST) = 4
- (MTDEV), ol54 )
$(MTBIRD), 7F%7} 1’4 3 03}71 of tfel ol H =
= 75 (HERON), 18]3 57} 222~ o (RELIGN)
A} Wi AA1E 7 (OFFER)®]

é
:

A Boate] fo)A o & jFo] 93FS w1
[«
‘:L‘l‘

575, ARERYRE A Ge] Y-S A43ttal (ECONDEV) 271 &5}
A g 0Epr] HES Q3 A BoAl= ol o yolit} 3 Sl A}
3 7AAA W 2 A B ALl ()Y EFE FE= Wae AS(INC) Hollon, 1

=
2
of, A4, u, ¥ 2 Awate ZEEt gl Ao® UEyith

AYgzsrg 2I2ALY AolzAng
A - A % A %

A -0.428 6.69*
log(A) -0.755 8.10%
log({1-{A/Y)] 593.4 5.06"
BEQUEST 0.644 3.81% 0.670 3.85" 0.115 3.66"
ECONDEV -0.170 2.37**  -0.166 2.28*  -0.034 2.31*
MTDEV 0.466 2.48** 0.460 2.38"* 0.096 2.44**
MTBIRD 0.478 2.37* 0.470 2.29** 0.088 2.10**
HERON 0.872 3.62% 0.853 3.43% 0.183 3.78*
RELIGN 0.575 3.07* 0.556 2.91% 0.117 3.01%
AGE -0.013 1.05 -0.019 1.51 -0.003 1.32
WHITE -0.227 1.06 -0.224 1.02 -0.056 1.25
EDU 0.033 0.89 -0.000 0.00 0.005 0.62
SEX 0.205 1.05 0.250 1.26 0.043 1.08
log(INC) 0.375 2.047*
Constant -3.132 2.71**  -1.637 0.60 -0.080 0.36

Model X 2 143.8 168.2 122.8
% Right Pred. 70.2 71.2 69.6
McFadden R2 0.15 0.18 0.16
No. of Obs. 677 677 677

ke Al e A 1%, 5%, 10% FedAY feRE oud

3. FEEEHERE R
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Z1zke] 2ARFPOIRE FHE FHgpHE (1)011 sl Blames
(numerically) 17 o824 F WTPS 33810t} Al 2o A&l A5
A3t 7‘401—% AR S8l 7 e Z@&E g AF TS 269
ok AT AR 2R3 kg 7_‘@ 171 Y38l Krinsky £+ Robb(1986) <l 2lal
A AlEH ol dE o] &8t o] WHE FE siepr]Ee] v E T o
3 AA BXE Pl 288 4 glon, DC CVMel <&l 89 WTP9
A= FHE Ae] fEld s o &xo] gt (eZid, o]g3t, 2001: Park 4,
1991). AAFA o] Had ATz 2ARY g oS JExE
EHE 10003] Alggold Foam AskE it

Re) 94 sEE2RE 2" WIPFEAE (& 3)dA B A g A
ARy s g2 8 WIPE 7179 B3t 22,8009 0.2 F3530C
v, 3 %}: S0 3k 90% AE TS 20,100~25,40090]t) | 1A 2o
<3 WTPs= B3t 23,500€201H, Hite] 90% #1771 20,900~26, 1009 0% 3=
AL, e Hoige] B9 FF WTPE 36,600, B2l 90% A#7-7He
34,100~39,1009 22 717} 40t AR2RE, HP2AREYy 21245
o 2RE f2d WTPY A7 M= AdA S5, oy oz iE
FE® WTPS 28772 veiz] F mde] a9 F5HA] ¥a S &
it

(E 3) HAFIx[et 90% l=|7et

4324 mimsl Adzd vueed
FECRErEE

s 25,410 26,142 39,086 26,878

B 22,767 23,522 36,082 24,904

gfat 20,124 20,902 34,078 22,910
DC CVMelAe] #3732 ¥ 24 (non-parametric) Aol Qe % 5
8 itk o] WH-2 HeFA | JlolA Al Sl WHelv] = kAN, W
A A B EET AT o] SE BE sy 2YY] A 85 §
gt theke JAME ATE AN F gl Aol dRolt) vESH He gt
v #HeFgR|e] M-S AFsr] A% Hxedewn 2 olgHo g}

(Duffield & Patterson, 1991). CVM -7l B]242] -2 Kristrom (1990)2



Duffield & Patterson(1991) ol ©Jal] A/I=|0ct £ Apola= 2171t P50 2
o Babs FHED 4 9Jui= HollM Duffield & Patterson(1991) <l <))l A-&-H
WS A8ttt B RSA 2 TR AAIZFE ) Aig 1o g3l o2t
SHE VS, piE ZFE Aol die 7 AFTFE A8 2= 2 (Do
= Prob(yes) & 0~T Alelelld tleha] o & 53l goltt d71el T =it
Ik (linear extrapolation) ol <3l =48 AAI7FA] ZHdiAlot v = &
Fol Eike &9 mHAS e EA ALE 4 o (Duffield and
Patterson, 1991).

H|BeA Helay Ayt siepr|y HelFg x| e 3 (E 3ol FlEo] sl
ok M Rg Hol] ok el 2P fRAHEES 7 B 24,9009, ]
90% A1=77 22,900~26,9009 0.2 6=t v B HelFA R 9] Al=]71t
2 AYEA 9 2a24 RYPoRFY g9 WIPS A=|F3t2 FAs F5
HBR olg Al FHY] WTPFE A= SAZ 2 dA|dtt atA|q 4o

& fo

2 F ¥

V. & i

7129 AT (S W] ALV 718 H 3 gl el
o A8 HefIt vE Akl 27 FFFAARI BEA 242 AR L
Y Bl At EHiAIZ 5 ot B Aol BA2 FFgqalel st
e oSt FH Ve T EA oPYEFRL el fEHEE 78
3L, HES S8 SiElel dake viAle 2% 8812 A8k 2eldtk o5t
Ak AR B Eet A ES Sl AlRlE Y, 7, el oY
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