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A Critical Review of Constraints Studies in Leisure Literature
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ABSTRACT

This paper reviews the literature on leisure constraints. Based on the
reviews on the leisure constraints, four major issues were developed: 1)
constraints on what participation or experience Z2) negotiation revisited, 3)
leisure constraints, facilitation, and their integrations, 4) leisure constraint
mode extended. From the theoretical point of view, the results of this study
contribute to a better understanding of leisure behavior by integrating the
several studies into one research framework. Empirically authors provide
useful information of constraint on leisure behavior and of how to relieve the
constrains in order to allocate limited resources effectively and equally.
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gzl A7 Besitt, &, SgE A SollA QriAIREe] SR
ZAHgtel] 2 &A1 FAE £H| A= A7tREE ol &
Iz o2l 7EA] Aekalse] digk AAA olaizt aT-Hry
F A7k ARl oy dHEE o Ad 409 A Bt st
HAE ol g, 1 Al wiEe] wEr A ol 9AR v 5 St
(Goodale & Witt, 1989: 422; Jackson & Scott, 1999: 301-307). AA,
A7} vFtode] 1zt At gigh datHoln Abg] BAA He] WA &
A, A7F ] g v gtel] AR QFEAIEE B AR AA T A e ¢
A(dE 9 ORRRCEAT) AA, A7 53 Feirt == Akglalel gl
WRle] Y] @A YA, J7kEE el B H] Fdol] FIE mA = o #Qld
RS A 2 e gAott

ol# gt A& HA Kol A A7kA| el gk A At AR O R AAE
A& ALzl el gto] o i ekl A E-E]7] AlFsE 1980dd Ste|t} | Journal of
Leisure Research ¢ Leisure Science & 541 0.2 o7kl st thekal o]
a7} o] Fol A=t A7 &3 2 HAA 2E s, ATA| ke S5
74 (negotiation process)?] ©lal, 12l 7Ed] (family leisure) @] 93714
o ol 83 FAR Fzeo] gt

14e of=o] =54 AR de] sl A3t fole] 7g- HHEH9 ,
ofF - 9, 2005; ©oF ¥, 2004; Fe 9, 2005) QM HAA o]
o] =gj¥of HAFATFol AMEE o] FA|RE o] XA th gk AAA T Hrke o]
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22 A §30 AFdt. 5o, B oy, w9, Aolel § i
ol 53 ARTLA G ST S LA & h V7o) £ 2

g Hofol iz ol |

T
YRS AAR O e BowA Fa =gel U@ 3
e AAEE dF-EHeR drh. FAFeR B AT 1980dd oF
Journal of Leisure Research ¢ Leisure Science©ll A& 1789 Fo=F3}

aEa s A #E =El @ﬁ o7t g 7| AFE AR
B3, @7 A9 He B2 pole] 20 ATEE PEse o/t 2
We 972 FPAos nle) NaA et v A9 ATt vk 93
Sl TSGR, B @7 YA HEE B ARl =2E
FEAS FHRAL 0% SO BT ATPFE AN

4o H‘

II. AYATe] 28z} 72 AHEH

1. S Rlekmade] A

olfEY Fe oz s g (Jackson, 1988: 210)
3R o] H ¢ o ® EPala o 7FEe] A 2kaclS ‘:‘LLQQE olaflal=

5.;3 ATAEL A7HA kel AEE viEoR 61 ?‘“ﬂ EZIE 1 ‘{r ‘i& opfz}, &
g A7l gt a7t PP E= dAdME A F vk T8 | Fedd
MAE A Azl VMRE Ae PR Ao dedvin F49dn
(Crawford & Codbey, 1987; Henderson et al., 1987; Jackson, 1990;
Jackson & Searle, 1985). o& €°], Henderson et al. (1987)2 dALS



o tigh M3el o] Aleld] EAlEtE /Y fa2Ae] HEH oo Aol
(barrier) & A7FE 7|89} HAHUA F324 8Qld afdsh= YA At
(intervening constraints) ¥ <7Fkse] gk eBlwe 6D QA7 Wy 2
e a9l dlgsle 84 A<k (antecedent constramts)oi Hfstsit.

ol9} FAIEA Crawford & Godbey(1987) & 7Bk WHAA Ak
(intrapersonal constraints), 12 A 2KHinterpersonal constraints) & 732
A2k (structural constraints) &8 FE(TE Crawford & Godbey(1987)
o wad A zﬂok% YAEEe A3 Ao G3E v 8910 TA A
Efs, £ B, T, 54 ArigEel tig o|d e ApjEl, ARl Eiﬁ“’ﬂ
e A2zt 2 ‘“)rohﬂ 047}@’501] ek A 9t 5o AeA els x3s

Q1A Aoke Q17te] Aaarg o AQIzte] #AAel TEE Q910 EA ( ]’é =
of, BtEV BA) Jrtgsel gt A3y aby 9 Ayt 2% 9

S mcty FAESTE v e g x4 A2 (structural constraints)-<
ojv] P A3} AAAQ] Fdo o]2=H JTFE = S BAN FAAA 2
A, Az 713)e] d8A, TEAN T B A8 QulelM el Aol (barrier)E

2% Crawford et al. (1991)& ojzle] A<kaclel 4437} /x| @24
= FE387] Ak, Al He] SHAol AEAQ RS shute] & Sl fR|A
7102 214 (sequential) ©] 2 $1A1A (hierarchical) 91 £33 28-S 718k
th. Crawford et al. (1991)°l WEW, A7}&E Fol= AldallEdte] T4
FATg o, Atagle A7HEE o FolE Fojo] Mx FHozel HALE
Aw3t 75 Foll AHAR J3= vFTka aigivh. ek Alekag] HAEA =
I 80 Ame) dAlgt | Ase] el ofgke nA= QI EA 891 (=
WA Aekagl)o] Al 7HA] Jci?l = 7P sa3n, ol& Al 8812 @AHoR

AAE YA & DAVE FHo] FHofok 1 v AR Yolitta A3
Crawford et al. (1991)¢] IAH 2L 47 d7s< o3 454 A<
o] A=},



A8 o7plES BAn ATl vl
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£ 1) of7iRiore] S8 U 9ol Bs F2 AT

ki AFuhg
o741 °FE WAA (intrapersonal),

-

g?gfor((11927) 1913 (interpersonal) 28|31 +24 (structural)
fag 00 AkeoR PR
Henderson, Stalnaker, <7F%& 71989 (intervening constraints)
9%} Taylor(1987) AgA 291 (antecedent constraints)S2 T-%
Crawford, Jackson, ¢ Crawford & Godbey(1987)2] A7 nigo
Godbey(1991) Aq7tA ke AAA B E AT
_ Raymore. Codbey, Crawford 5 (1991) 9] o7} AR S vgrae
974  Crawford, % von Eye o] gl U7
2 (1993) i
4% Hqwkins, Peng, Hsieh, Crawford 5 (1991) 9| o7} A|oFu 3 & olehme
9 Eklund(1999) o]-g-3t4 7&%‘8}%‘;5&} Az A

Crawford & (1991) 9| A& dlE o2 of7}A 2%
AAE 74;5&
Gibson(1989) ¢ Aejnd S o] &3le] Crawford &
Aok
o}

A4 7413 (2000)

AA Raymore(2002) (1991) 9] B35 7% ArAds 834 2dez
=g £,
T ARl -9l el My HIg B4

EENSE S 9 :
BTN D) ophoren & caw,

24 Raymore et al. (1993)—% Ml Aol 2ABIA WAZ Al F
A Aoke g APEFE A S Ashe SHAY A= A Aojgh= 7t
= AlFa, olF 454 Z}E* B3l AFdtd AdE ElaEisint

- 74438 (2000)= Raymore et al. (1993)°] AR&3F wElRL %(metamodel)
HE ALsle] g AF(E A9, A%, Hawkins al. (1999) &
Raymore et al. (1993)3 43t WS 243l 9A| 7 %’474]"3% N SBHE Hle=

Asfato] Ak 1A ol£2 BIRAl o]&2] AAE FAT.

ma (AN
‘r’
O

o%

A2A 07 Crawford, Godbey, “18]il Jackson 52 =23} o]E9] al&tS
T d#le] ATEL At ATE HaH AriEEe] o A Za=rkre
= FAREE, Ao] 7t o APAA ] vA= G E voprt RITEe] A
o that Q1] &J7g gl wA= G (Jackson et al., 1993) ] tigh A=
AT
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o 3t olal7} e AL Ao} ol E A Wi B BETL
WA ST} 5ol el v Aol B AT 2719 Ak} 2
F-ZA Aekgold et A7t e ubd  oiolA, WAl Aekacld thdk #A
o 353
2. $IAVE AkEHoA At g Aoke] S5

Aheae] s1e) B o|Sel SiAAe] W dhie] M A ekiel 4 el

% otk b Slo] A7iAIeke] EAE WEA] 7t Dol BRE VP L
A gmths A digh Q14olt}. & 27]9] AFAFAEC] Fol (barrier) S
Y AX S5 Fohe tidoR ¢14ste] Foje] EAE H7te] niit e} &
ANt gt g, APAEL A (constraints)o| # 8ol E AME3lH] A
FAFl A AHEEO) - o el FHTI FAl FofE FA e ddo R
QA3 AR AFAE S 89, Henderson et al., 1993; Jackson
et al., 1993; Jackson & Rucks, 1995; Samdal & Jekubovich, 1993;
Scott, 1991)el mEm, AlekE2 A|ekacle] WA FHH o= tiMsles W
e dgte R riEeE T AV YA EE T EN PHEEE AS
gta S8kt
ol2] gt T A eke] EAS} Foje] HAVE WA FHAQ] AAV} ol & v
Bl 4] AT Aol i AR FHEIAT (Kay & Jackson,
1991; Show et al., 1991). Kay & Jackson(1991) ¢ 9l olsH o714
okl tht Q142 A7MEEE A G AFRE W N ot ortEeE st
I Sl ARFE AllddlME & ‘/]rE]rUr A= AeE JehTth . of9h fAls
A ek glo] WA o7Ee] F
o o} %XMO WA= 7};4 Al gEte As Wiy rAHeR Alexandris
& Carroll(1997) & #AQ G571 AGE ZH 3 glof $AT9e Q45 &
gt gh=dl olge] M 979 AHE FERA Crwaford &
GOdbGY(1987) o gk Al 7le] A H-E(8%]) & AHESl o7zt okl A
ZAFS Od]jr oﬂ? Adbe] waEH WAL A2k 7§ ATFEEY] Fod e} v
Folgh A AAE 7= A il g 3 Aok fol e HAVE 9
Ao= 1JrE]r‘/]r Aeke] F o wep Artdse] Hodd WA= &t ohE A

o= e,
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A% Kay9 Jackson(1991) jzﬁlf—;ﬁ Zso] WA RAFAQ #AI} of et
B A= El =
z;; Show, Bonen, $McCabe <I7IAIFT EFo] wtza] BHAQ A7} ofveEle
°(1991) AE e
Scott(1991) Aokaolst oled AFS FEIE AFE 3
Jackson Crawford, . .
; T8o| 2L nlelo 2 FAo|EL AA
Godbey1{1993) ] FBeE BaeIeE AN
@ Samdal # AFLNE PR F33 st FHHRZ A e
o)z Jekubovich(1993) SEASS Ul
Henderson, Bedini, AE 7R A Alokel SR wet 1A
Hecht, $ Shuler(1993) #Hwto® #33 g
A W AR U AMeke] A ke
Jackson ¥ Rucks(1995) 284 g AT 2

Y

oldl Aztol| W|H & w] Crawford et al. (1991) ¢ " 7185 3o
EA AFETHE o] JEA] AkedlE ApEatA Y e 2ok
(negotiation) Auel] B} B8 ks W=l (. 314) k= F49]
o}, o]¢} GARSHAl Jackson et al. (1993) % Fo= Aleke] FA)7}t ©
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3k A7FA] AIRE (AR, =, 27, a8l AR AR #3A 2 delslr] $lEted
G EE AU, A9 AR EVS] ARE 2A 2t F314
Aokl AHg A7tgEe] £ 5 FAH w3} A Akl e Al
Ag 5 Tkt g Bk e Weulet

%8 Henderson et al. (1993)-2 #oll(disability) & 7Hl #E o=
& AT AS G ATl Fd AT TAE Fof At sz

ol wat A5A WA, A5 AR, 84, MEA, s 5 v
Jeo @ FEIT. olF F Al HWst] ArtEEs U A5H v
s AYsta vl JeEe Ackacldt dagle] 98 Arke 79 @54
3 zﬂz})—s}ﬂﬁr gt A7 FEE FHE SR (FEAD, A7 He] s3]
A 9 ThE Al rtEE-E WA R (diERkE) 5 vkt HE £
g HEEE Tdske AoE et

o

E

A et o 2 - Jackson & Rucks(1995) = F#HAl WhHa 444 Wi
gl o] AL FEsle AEE fEelnt . 15 ATl a2
W, A et A Ao R v 4 gled dxHed A
gkl -4 "o HsztE B O]X]HZQ-J ud‘o}ﬁ% v 233la, PEA
]l Aeke] - Alzke] WA | 71 go] I7t#AA o] Wzle} o7t i
S el WA 5 7 V—n_ 3919l ‘ﬂﬂf EFAFTE. Yolrt ol52 FAAE
2 Aleke] Fejer AAT} vk A= gt

AL S T 4o AFAEe] Aokt o] AAZF vEEAl 294
olA= ¥th= AL FHEH Al FAHEE FF et A7 2HE o
FAu, uE el A9A (Alexandris et al., 2002; Carroll &
Alexandris, 1997; Hubbard & Mannell, 2001) & X473 o] g2 ]
A AFAFEA FrIe gGEd #E BT $Ae] 7§ Jackson et
al. (1993)c] A& eliA AFst "wFel # e (balance
proposition) & HHC.® 7Pt glo] drEFe] tigt 719 gE2 A7
sh=d] d79 S AT



(E 3) of7fdefel ==0f A0l S0l Hedof 2t F2 Tt

a7A ATHE
Jackson, Crawford, - ; }

’ ’ T30 &L nleto 2 HAlo| B AABIHA Zr]9 ddutz
Godbey(1998) o] ]’o = gi ] *ﬂ]ol' 1 5 ]/] “‘IE}O
Carroll 3 HTENE o] & 5718 Alfte] FARAE SHE A T
Alexandris(1997) W] QA 9] -2 A .

Hubbard & Carroll # Alexandris(1997) & Z#AT7t 7= #4148
B S8 fatel VA AR S GYan TP RYE
Mannell(2001) o nEel ARNL A%d
Alexandris, AN A ES HoR B8 TR FPeksm Ak,
Tsorbatzoudis, $ - o m o] s o Iy
. 7] Zoe] AARAE HSH AdE 5719 AYAFE B
Grouisos (2002)

Alexandris ©(2002)3 €8] §71% A9 AdHFE Bn

A3 014 (2003) 5719} Aoke] Sl HEAE BT

el &t Felo] wEw "HAARg e Al AdES Fojd uwpE Aeks
3t F719] Fade 9 A 27 Qs 2% "t (p. 93 gt
$4 Carroll & Alexandris(1997) © 9 JHEA S Bl &

il offl

of thgh A<k} F(-)&Q AAE 72 oJrEee] o= & (+
E R AR S AFAQ] BAE Fe dedlth. olge A9E v
< AMEE 7157t wWel | AFEYSTE A 2

FE3l 7ol v B2 HAE ke alX T okEy | AlE Bo] w4
go] F71Fo7F Atz 7 el diskd alA AAIsSITh. SRR o] 5
7709 iekE oA HojE vhet o] whe RS B3t WHES AMS
FoM At F79 A -3 HAE ol vl Adsisitt.

Hubbard & Mannell(2001) < ¥4 Carroll & Alexandris(1997)2] <7
7F 7R BARE SESA B, Aok @4 2 ArtgEgteie] Q1A S
137 Ydke] A 23R8 (independence model, negotiation buffer
model, constraints effects mitigation model, perceived constraints
reduction model) & #AA&}aL, FERFAL Edlo] 2o 9-44S AS3
g A7AT] mEy, g2 2gutd A Ggads) (constraints  effects
mitigation) o] 2o APwr} gk 2o m et o] Rl npaw
A7FdE] Fedoll= Ak FH AL a3 FA (A deF) o] HFAd 48
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o7 VETE A%t o]E9] F A Jgko] Aeke] FAgAQl JgkHt A A
ekaglo] oot #AGE AAH Kol AHE 7HASTH
Hubbard & Mannell(2001) & 17+ 571
FH (AT EAwd de 571)5hs AFET O EA
|

vRlHo 2 Alexandris et al. (2002)& Hubbard & Mannell(2001)e] 7}
= B39 A2 SE A A1 A A o] & (self-determinant theory)ell
1 5718 F-57] (amotivation), 2414 E7](extrinsic motivation),
7] (intrinsic motivation) &2 F&se = T7kA] A ¢89S 5
2 3ta Z17te] B8 SEUSE s dHe] U3 EAE A
| wad | 2144 %7 (extrinsic motivation) 2] A ollE A 2kg9lo]
23l W 5%7] (amotivation)?] A% Tle] Alka
]l 2 A7f9] A|k(A]2]e] F-&, Fr)e] BE Ale)A] Ao, A3k FE)o] g4
]l e mAle= Ao: uEpth. wRTeE iAE F7] (intrinsic
Ae)A Ak g Zw)o) B ofs) §H Jiks e AR
19} ool A= F5717F oo 784 3= vA= o
A, WAE Bk AAE B d8A 4 VAl AR vETE
= |2&27te] o7bgrlol mE o7k o
of &t ATl F7I7F A7EAeke] 1Ael| mIR= FEE EAEGIT . e
Alexandris et al. (2002)¢] A7-2h= HHI2 715 SHWSR 8l 57171 A
oko] Q1o WA & & ATt FAF R A3 oY
7H 2 Hre] golE AIA AokE WAA Atom 24 Ags BAA A
ko, TEm A At T o)A Ao FH3a A7HET]
A F7), AAH BEEr], A 571, Ad 7], ¥ 58 QAN E &
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QU S5 A A BAA AL FHe e
& BEUSE St Pl HALS A st A7ATe B=w, FA4 5
7 % G509 E77E AR Akl Aol BAR R fold BRH 9B
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A A7RRES ezl AT WA T 11

@ 594 9% A Ao walginh

Agdow ARG 500 e Je] APATE AREL Tt P
o FTEL 217 WRo] A <o) WEA] BFHeR o]0l ki B71she]
4 27l el 2B Evhe AE WA AT BN QR A7 AT
8 Al BART Bl AT Bd FAATE RS Hell
S0l 5719 Alekel AFABAl F9 5 Bl ePAsiord FAE Eakw 9
o

1. o7l Fol F2 A4 o Al

1. o7Pded 9] ARk vs of7pd3e] Aok

%

# Samdahl & Jekubovich(1997)-2 Jackson¥} Z19] FaE°] A#|¢t
oA 7HA|FRE (Crawford et al,, 1991)°l gt v]aelA A|<ke] & HTs
= HEE A Eoke ol (5, H|F)
o] o]FolA= ¥l Al et Ao
T2 A7t Argoe] ArtdEe] A dlslr] S8 metEA] gkt
Jackson(1997) ¢ WHE& me{dh} Ex|ehe A7pA ete] s d3she o7t
g5 oo Fgkete] & Hel dieir= Ao AR7} itk

AFHoE oAbz AHH He], 854 B9l 9 dHH o T giyges
tFstAl elElo] gha, die] AristEe T2 Az Aok 27147 g
vt & FHARI deiEhe vl 9@t (Harper, 1981). ]Hﬂ gelel ot
FT BBl HZo A7KAT JA] A7RARE B EEAHA ] o ATETh=
A7be Wrh 7bEA WtEs dE & FHH Y 7P e g AFE i E o
=8
olg{ g A7pATFe AFFHAE EFetaL A7t AP Ve FE 3
of theh A2kl HHE Bl & A 58k Apdolnt 3kA|RE o 7Ee 7F dAbA ]l

Ao Fo] Sol HA9 AhE sk Ao] orke] FFARI1 Eifoltt T4
o= 7T BAo] A7VAHE Bk abe] Ao tolgta B W T
gt Eo] Fouh baedt AfAlRke] obd Fe] dat A E A ek At
5§01 AHofgitt,
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of eFosn ddHoR A7tE
o] F&3rin A A ek} glrt . o]
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2. AT AAE

A7HA | A Fdel tiet AT ATl e EFeta o7kEe] o] FolA|
= o]FE AWay] S8 x#e] dston APFH v} AT st dPd
T A At wke} o] AR GRSl tiek Ao {4 7] 2 Al
ofgte] AA | ek AFE o] E St}

A7V ERe] gl tig A= oJrke] Al W o]e] 9] ofs)e} ¥
3lo] W FHE AR, vkt AFelA FaEE vk 338 o
slate] Alsjateta] S0 RA ZHAlE dlE7)%E sk Sk ofud

oA 12et Hekrgo] deu Aol it ojalzt Fasitt & 54 At
o 549 A7V & A HeAlE 1 E S e A3l
s T AR digh 1ol ettt
sﬂu/‘c}%aﬂoﬂ Aeel F3ks m| 1 @ o} &) FAA slo] Ak F7
A qtygo] Haslth, UM FHATNA AHE vle} o] AT B
St dwe] AAT = AFRFES Thokst Feje] 4TS 2] el Al
Al W)FHd 2 o]0l R|R] g B9kl A =)ol ol ke A
TSUSITE, SRR W E2IQ) SRl AlokAF-o} ##d FU|ATE v
L2 HHo] gl As)okdt BAE xSt STt
A, 71 A7 dE Fojeke] AAAS] FHoltt AR S g
dHo] ATATNE AREE vk FEe JA4E S 2] vl Algfe] v
| B R o]ofA]R] eia FT|oke] A A7el| ofefA P EThE HE B
otk sx|gt AFATAE B9 | F7]9 Fofzte] #Ale ARt A4
]l g elel] what T Afoldt ARE Holn vt o& EW, Alexandris®t 19|
EEES’J Aol (2002, 1997)8717F 7434 ] A G vR=
, Hubbard & Mannell(2001)9] AFelAe foldt dako] gl AoE 1
E]r‘ik‘ﬂr. uwebA 71350 A5 HE] ol %@5’}4 AA o Afol& 7HA 2
= Helel i o]2A | AFA o] g o]of gt

=4, 719 Alkate] AhAde] qtolth. @A APATY] mFelA Heksol
719 Ak QlFAATE tha Aoldt AR uepitt. A3 -o]dd
(2003)2] 7% B71& A <ke] AP Bz 9 Alexandris et al. (2002)
2 Aok JPALR BE o] Jepyitt, of2igh A2 o]&4Ql HIurt
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¥ o7pET AR Aokae] v A 13

4 - 33 BA7k el EeloF & Aol

A, ] S £19] o] BA el e AR el
. 5wl B Asele] ndle] 2w Ao 50 A 7EE nela)
Hep Wsge] BAE nr) A% olalE & 4 gloddn dE. % Al

B9 A2 g @ 4 sl oIS ] A e
A

o 2
|t
'L
4>
L
r
2 E oy

S WA, i, F2A Aow i 718 MAE A E7% el
o5 B9 FEE o] BUYL TR AR 5177 Aole] 4
of tfa FAH FE HET e Aol

npR o 2 Y8 ofH EXE Aekle F5S 4o (energy), WS
o} Fii(direction), F-A18= ¢l &% (Lindsley, 1957) 2% Folg wf 1%
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