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< FFA 53] FoAEY AGYAE Eel A5 U¥lete 2R AAA ¢
: A A3 AAA olel] FEFE st datA] e AAEY o
Aol gk Ao AREle] A wkgom  Zokwm FHZo] 9= LULU(locally
unwanted land use)$} o] SFolJ 2% 20|11 gt} B
< THOE NIMBY#e #382 A Wi Eass HelsAu 28cte o
o] 3R oA FrHHermansson, 2007; Burningham, 2000). #]=¢] 7 t52]
= Qs 1980t ol 2d]7] Al YA A= FdFEo] @A 3% w|vtd] &
Ao yehtar lck(Ibitayo, 2002). o] el NIMBY= olaldAFARS] E<3
AeF3olepr] Eohe RS 2 334 Ade Adfste 4 25 9
o= oA etk
Fejuete] AE o9 ofolx thkdt Al So] NIMBY AHEE HFE
o} 287 a7l FE FAHY, dH7E Al o]2771A] ARs|F R

A BasAw AGYAE ARGeE )R] AdSe] NIMBY A4
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]
Ak Wieto =2 o7tk o]AF Als|H o
I8 (policy headaches)®] F& Holo] =3 JtHMinehart & Neeman, 2002).
NIMBY= ZAA B&2 =8 ALSA 253 35 gk 249 Askehs wogh AL

34 HE& %*347]31 ATt

OHL—EL Z18y ] %kv} Pt 1 tiEAQ] ShEo2A P st Fofe 03_ = T2 A
3| A SAS o] fZ NIMBY @4 3802 e 4 e UIES Z=d o
To] ZHo] @l gitd o A3zt NIMBY @4l UAld B843 9542 old
she dle 2849 s =8l lok NIMBY 2419 a2 Heks 2As7]d
%A NIMBY @73l tigk Btk S3Aola AFA olsi7t Zag Alfolth o]&
A= —;61 NIMBY #AA=9] F719 vk, A <12, t& dAASol gk 4l
B, A3 ortas, YAIFF A e A H 2 FAE d AAHL A7 A
g2 a7t vk NIMBY @74l tigh B} 452 ol thEHARQ1 H o] o] Foizl



HH[(NIMBY) U520 MEH o 75

thd NIMBY 259 #He] 9 3 T = :
= NIMBYd) J%J ool F3lat AMEgAFEo] tigh

olg]gt wetdA] B o 7} %
Aola ASA AEES S NIMBY @d4e 343 954 olsfstedl A7
Z24& w5k Ee F8 NIMBY s2Hersel disii = AEsich

I. Hul(NIMBY)<] o3l

1. NIMBY JH49| 254

NIMBY &7l tgt ojale] &dd-2 NIMBY7ZF FolQl7kel vigh gast geol=
7H4 NIMBYE "Not In My Backyard’e] <¢Fol&2A], &3] A}3]ZA
sl E FA A1 oJn](connotation) & AYE A4, 1zl AHlA YA T
A e Aol ok SAHE JojabdoA e NIMBYE, “AHl
e darr AAAE FA7Fe] dAE WA BE A
o ofd7tel fX|ske Aol tieixe withskAl v AFES] BE"9 A Ee]
gt gtz e R B=E 7R AREY F 7R Zosta vk olE g B9
= Esla B2 galEe] s NIMBY /de] R4S A-sta Jrke]w3,
2005, Hermansson, 2007, van der Horst, 2007; Wolsink, 2006, 1994).
el 7P 2 &2 NIMBYZF Wit o] o] ofWl ofn| S &3 =t st= A
olt}. olde] ool wEH NIMBY FAAE ARl Snpdel] AJdo]l A= |7t
Feth, g8 el Aol A HY A &d 7He)A] S=thindifferent) = A ©]
ot 2y A8 AFES AT EY NIMBYE AlEe deAd dgd £ o 243
=5 AAR gtk = NIMBY Fofakse] & Age] Alde] gAlste AL wids
Bt olfre Alde] A3 YA Foke AkRte e ofdridd dAr|E A
s3] wiEolth ol HEw AAY 84 AFsAIN e AHd AT w
AoOFE7E e ARl a2 fde FEE gt oW FEsite Zlot

l‘
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U

ol
2

> o I

NIMBY 7HLUr HeE E e é%‘r% HQle] BiE=ol Hete] ejr=ztel Bl
oA 71918 53] Hek FEolA o] A Hi FEo] ASAHom Fofsiy e 9
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AV T8-S nHsA @2 A, @A JiJE o3 REE Ay H=nke Aidhe
g NIMBYZH= H#o] o]g¥E o] EAolth tlEACZ Dear(1992)l] <]

71" ol EHs
94 LA = el AW A
A PRt }‘43} Hhol % Q(opposmonal tactics)& EZ3sl= Md”
an der Horst, 2007). ©]&13 7id ol 71919 &

O
Z=(group attitudes)®} HZ(group tactics)e] =83+ QAR E3HE

o|N
_O|L
o an M
o 3o
: m-g
Rufe)
o
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x
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=
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o
B oo o

Suig e
sk
o,
L
1o
&

t]2o] NIMBY9 #AFeE £3E< NIABY(not in anyone’s backyard), NIMTOO
(not in my term of office)) BANANA(Build absolutely nothing anywhere near
anyone), NOPE(not on planet earth) &< NIMBYY W34 E5&EA47 9Edy &
= 7FeA171a ok

NIMBY®] Bt} £33t /fdstE feire Alddd et B=s ¢ Akl og Aldo
AgEe 7led g HEE = e Ado® NIMBY #d /dss 78 & 3

3T

<= Zo|thWolsink, 1994). ] A5 A1 AR gk vkl oS <3 1>oA] A4
& ZA" Wl 7B 29 g FEE EQATh Type A9 NIMBYw= Al ZaXde=
FBIAI, Aale] AF Al 1 Alde] YA|she ARME wiishe 8-S Ve
t}. 19 Bla] &3] Type BSl NIABYY BANANAE a9 A9 A& B8 7|
AAE FAote Bop SEAQ ARS yepdoh oA dake #d A (hAY
WAL, AFe H71EAE 23H] A9 GAE TAketa 9 AAE ARse
F97F hEA otk g Type Co A-Fw 287l 2239 ZA9A7 Ald 2 A4A

A

Held = Aol ARt =] BPoA Aol SrtEmA R A
| Z °

1) 3# PIMFY(Please In My Front Yard)Y} YIMBY(Yes In My Back Yard)® Q@ NIMBYe] wHj
He dog ujds AdolARE I oS AFSH EE Al dAE AAdske A4S UER
o 23y FHdle AY AzAAEe] dAE Mske A1A7A] 2388k dez St



HH|(NIMBY) ZE2] A=A o3 77

<HE 1> NIMBY &3# JiEE9 &

7 £y

Type A Aldof| chiaiMe= SEHel BEE XU gled, o2 XY o= Rz UX[E=
(=%t NIMBY) |3t

Type B _
A XEx|e] 7|=0l| BiChsl7| 2o AlAde| X|of QIX|2 dichet

(NIABY) |& iAo izl gohstr| mhEol AjMdel X XIS ik

Type C Aldoll thaiM= SEAl Bi=E XU oL, AHEtD s Aol Mol of

(9352l NIABY) |st EEo| 2t BN gz XMetE

Type D 7lE2 HithstR| oLt U AldS0[ O Az AL 7| 2ol Bhohg

* Zx: Wolsink(1994)

714 3 7] FET HE AHUA 9 MY EAES NIMBYE:E 28-S H53H4]
gh WM EAES O B89 ARl diE] ARt ARgE BESa lthe Holth
(Wolsink, 2006; Burningham, 2000). NIMBY2He #3o] S&g o243 x| uitrt ¢
2l HEGARQI o]7]4le] FE=RE HIHAH, mepx] FA|Eo] npdd gdoR Holk
£ WHEth= Bo|th(Hermansson, 2007; Wolsink, 2006, 1994). 1lel= &ata g}
E AlololA = NIMBYeh= 82 offel Agq §lo] 2olx =

d

PIA =
Burningham(2000)2F Wolsink(2006)= StAF=elAl NIMBY2t= F8e AHSSHA 2 A
= ZX}?’“X]U} AT AFAE Eokdth H[S=gE W&o A van der Horst(2007)&

NIVMBYZh= #2389 A nedd o, sxsS 283 30| A Il (stigma)

NIVMBY @-e] AlHar sle H380] thet olsi7t AAI=A] M= NIMBY®l| o
&

¢ AR Zoltt. NIMBY®] &34 A Al 7E] SHelA]
HAZE 7 Ak 3, NIMBYS 28471 td Alde) dddeolth. =4, NIMBY
Q&< vietie AlZte) gddeolth AR, NIMBY Rbgo e g9ixse] b
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self-interest) 77} TAE = A o|thRabe, 1994; Easterling, 1992; Edelstein, 1988;
Kraft & Clary, 1991). ©]*1® RIh 4Q1& 7|43 At FFoll A ke Alzh2 ZJA)
o] Adol A He whdsta YIth(Wolsink, 1994)2 <27 1> NIMBYS| tigt
Al QG4 YeRd Zlolth

—_—

ol

<2 1> NIMBYO| CHer AlZt

r

y
A
a

oplal ¥ < Q|| e

] B4 B NBIMBY #oAzE0] F8A AAE tHsh] Hohe 54
7b 2 &5 Ydsted Edsitte BlEE EAgT O] AldEe] 285H)
L3t Wb A9 3341 (avoidance beliefs) &2 T4 AR AlgkSo] A4 2 &
428]E ke Ao|thGroothuis & Miller, 1994). 21 A3} 242] NIMBY FAAEd]
ofa A FFA ARk Azl gk ¢lAo] e F3F 2YEVIE vhe A
o|tHHunter & Leyden, 199%). =< 75 2] A5l =W NIMBY FHAA&E2
vol7t Wi, w&gFo] o, Ffsta, B 2 Fodsi, widle] &S 7R
AE AHEQ Aoz YeldtHMansfield, Van Houtven, & Huber, 2001; Walsh,
Warland, & Smith, 1997). =] 7% o]Z&-<+71199)= AF5HTFE T3l A4
o] BT FE Fol =7 Jol HlE] el o wzksHAl wkgEitte AR g9l
sy

ol gt A AZz= W2, NIMBYl Wit 384 AlZeAE, NIMBY= ®
TFolo] ol mgk FAA ol Al Ao RE uigtla it} o|2ig

A
o o] edlAE EAd fow, Rolur Ehel wFFoe] G4l Fye

)

1

= NN

2) ZBAZAR] Thurow(1980)= Al AAe JAHAA EAE FH2E B4 A F9 Ut a=
Ao g A2 ARl (zero-sum society)d|A1e] 'F71e] < (balkanization of nations)' = BA}
Ei=s



80  retEEEETE, X220 M4x

= 4 7 (inherent value)& Adtial £t} &F2] 3t dales vy o
BEEH YL vlgs] HEslojol gt A WA 7|RE gt} o3 AlZtelA]
B NIMBY+= &o] 23 Ajake] 712 71x]o] mlA Q12d 91383 S3 digk &
2R/ (normal)el 3 FEeE A7|Hold whgolth(F =S|, 2004, o] &-<Fa 7], 1999;
Dear, 1992).

tEA R Piller(191), NIMBYE HA|2A 9] ALS]7E o]9A 543 7e<
atal weEfsfoF skt gk Wske 7 oA dvka FASki: NIMBY= AJH
79 (ecodemocracy) Althel] Fx4  AA AFeg ®|Ash= undg AW
(virtuous citizen bands)S.2A] Wl1FF2]9] FElgt= Ao|thRabe, 1994). Lake(1993
NIMBYZ tEH+ A9 H3F9(local protectionism)e AF3A EFo| ojat %
(barrier)o| 2p7| Btk 2HE9] H3fof tigh A¥g vepdota 2o & Az NIMBY
Ale] Aol Hgk HAAY I oM Q] WIFH EE(democratic discourse)e] 7HE
ZdZ2gth McAvoy(199Q)e] wa® BldsAde] A& e AEe vije} EEL
AAARAZ0] Tt A2t ol BAE A2 w838 IS dith

i

o
B orr oo

g

3) NIMBY &O{AS2| CHefd

22 NIMBY ¥h8- Ioizts 9A| gfety 5343 5715 AYa ok AlA Y
28] wh7F A Qe = A% UAIRE ARE] whel ¢ F-e] #AS BYdor]e
T ¥Idsith NIMBY Aol EojAe A9 AFAECdAl NIMBY A4 YA
AREA H)go] FaEm, mEbA o]E ol GARIEA TP Al&SHAl W
7} @€t} vl NIMBY AlAe] FalaE ald AIAZRE LA 74
gk ofet o &Ee] A7t IA AR foBE A wEskA] Feth S,
A2 Qg v g3} o] Fuljol] Edo]l Y HE Zolth H|E NIMBY
17} AR o2 FFAE AlFohe vk g dojgt sirjets, dAAY F
sHA| At e Y] 58] dRTE FEA "k A= NIMBYe| wE
W e 2 Absle] B oAl BAtH R B8R
ol {T e FAAMHoRZ FUsHmobilize)¥ 3 A YA ] H]go O]

il & S7AY ARl YAAAE wiskAl FthWolsink 1994). ©]
A8 NIMBY+ @9y} 290 F7H4 E2](spatial separation)® HAME = AMEA €

&l mH(social dilemma)®] 4H=o|th(Viek & Keren, 1992).
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g AAA Y o]9o] ga}Eo] NIMBY HHe-o] Holsle A4 ol ad A
o] ol ARSI Bl Hrh FFAQ A, AL, S A AdI #REE TRES
iHsleE 4971 2o &3] o]l5L AR A guAy 2e 7 E YA
Aol gdAETE ollet A EE 7|E AAE WEtk(Frey, Oberholzer-Gee, &
Eichenberger, 19%). o]5& ©& A9 sid AdS AT E AeE 54 A9
o FatEle B $H4, Ao &) ERIENA Arte e AR Ao RA,
Bl Ao A E o|dshe Wt ARttt A oSl AFdUle vt
259 g g ol A dHAVE AN A5 7P ke A gz
o] YA e] ol AAHILHL O A 9] ThsFsolv dakE G Ao H7|vto]
gt EABA Wetolth olgldt BhiAlEddle &5] AlRITA| 9 22 22AA A1 A
ALES AFete A= @9l 24 50| x3HT
3. NIMBY2t ZtHE QIAIR}

NIMBY &7¢] EA4& olslshe A7 &7, NIMBY %Hs-9] £4& olsf|she 3o
sosith 33 9 AS|A AT da 2R nHdor & Fagh 2
2 HiZ QIzte] 7R Aol digk Q127 HAE Ao HFA & 1A E- ST AT
A, 2005). ZHl® =Feta NIMBY 73 € 959 <143 vhgol dis)
=73] Algtd olalvhkE AYe Z57F giF-Folth =g NIMBYd| tig 7|Ee] A5
Al Aeleta Ae)Ak] 84 (psycho-social), 41284 2 (psycho-environmental) =%

oA HEE AY 01 Foix)A] HEata JokPol et al, 2006). NIMBY7} 7H4 &
e FLAAFES] A" $1E, 91A], A (attribution), El%, AFE]4 &Fo 1’416} Zﬂ
A A7F aFHh

=7 ¥ NIMBY #HAzE3 = sSAIES] dAI7F 7H & Q3 digk <14, o
E A=l gk 12 AR B gk 914 Fell oA Atk zolE =Y
AT}, o]stol| A= oleldk Al 71A] 2kde Q1A Abolo] 2HE Bt} gt

5} o]

— -

1) Al @xiel Yol
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==
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7H & NIMBY Ald 4A17F 71HA S €4, B4, 9 ZH’?_V—? 7}x]o1] m] 1% Gl et
AN Aol Atket 2o]7} EAgiTt

NIMBY A= aid Ao dAle] we zﬁrx—ﬂf’—i C’Jé}
risks)] =710l ¢Jd A5¥t}. Takahashi & Dear(1997)= ¢ =
dq 35| AsiMe aEo] A% HEE dA st 764'3}3574] olafisfioF gt

~

5

JZE9T Hunter & Leyden(199%)2 NIMBY #H-2 Aj2F 7y w]5 %A

(aesthetics) 22 #AAb] o] Yelbs Aol ofdel AAd 217 &4 T3

Aol digh o] Ade deleHd wid 24 F 7l o8 fEEva 4

3kith wiRZEA| 2 Matheny & Williams(1985)+ 7]l thal EAlT AIHES A

s ] 9T TR T v E4lo] NIMBYS| 8 Q9lofgka Btk
AEe A7y F&Ad g AgEe] Hrke ARA B FE4 Ve &S

Hoie 939 M54, AdY 7hsA, Sl AAARITY oW T=
SZARZE o™ FEARIZI] of F ZPEA 17} oUW H|ZPEAQI7Ee] o Fof 9
&l ek tk(Slovic, 1987, Fischoff et al, 1981). Slovic et al.(1991), Kasperson,
Golding, & Tuler(1992) Sol w2 HAAQAAoZ &3t Al olgt B4 2 27 9
o] AL A9 g HE S ek duile] A= Akt Aol EHlth
T3] AFES v Aol 7]eAola, gk tiAtY ThsAde] e el talA
£ 2 #&Ho|tKSlovic, 1987; Slovic et al., 1991). g+ 2}et2 A 7]z3] Hr71E
AAA 8o A7]= NIMBY FoAztso] ol —T*erzqoi AXE A9 Ar]oh=
A7 gle Aeg vehta dokelxlR-<kal7]) 1999). e FHu 71sdel gk Al
BTl FS4E A 9dd fﬁfﬁ 1212 ZZHtH(Pjjawka & Mushkatel, 1991).3)

AT T 2o] At gt

3

Q"ﬂ Bl g7del ‘5% .= HWHW %iﬂ

)

_@
o
N
)
Lo,
L
:111

3) deA B4 °J°]°i“ Hro) et FAe B A Ao uar BoH, wgw gk
Al Aol uZs, 7|#EE(agency capture) =, 7]%4 ARl WHe A Az EWA
(institutional constancy) ¥< 4 JtHla Porte & Metlay, 1996).

ml



He B98 A U S840 Sk oF HWH, 9189
comparison)= F§517] oAtk @ WA, AFEE A9HA B R
ol Hop, =@ /b FPR legitimized) AL ABHLE ABFHOIE

1994). ”74]03% oA AR (A A Tho] &4l RS ARHo R s = /\1
AHE AXehes “F27 o H(ust say no)"2] 3+eH¥E S (chemophobia) & H.0]7]
SoHFA R €, 2005). oA AR deR TRx|geo] FajolHA SEEQl Adizko
2 A He Aol

g NIMBY Al #Aste] AlES BE JHd F5317] Hrhe A94<l

E(selective attention)< E3 AIES] WSS SERste JETS RolEo]7] 4o
(Tversky & Kahneman, 1974). A 2 Easterling & Kunreuther(1999)+ & #H7]% A
A A AFoA AJAY] b ek FHA Hrk= Al 7843 tig
213 BHE HHo] S-S RIS

H‘l

X

N

e

2) tE AAXISOl| ThEt QAR

NIMBY iAol Ade] 9A3bgel Felshe the AfiAEe e 914
914 ATkt Aol§ eItk B FelAEe] et Ao Aol E AR Y F

Q3 H4E A (trust) ] AoZ Uehth FelEt) NIMBY #AS7tE & dA|
Aol AR E =5l AHEI|H it oA g9lo] Atk z}o]E HOltKTakahashi
& Dear, 1997). 53] 5ol gt Ao 752 HASAHY JA]o gk s

Z28= 7H AlAlAel MeR Sl thHunter & Leyden, 1995). AA| 2 @e 4
o A= Wéﬂ oz Aol AA4dr) 4, NIMBY A4z @8 A=
e BEAQ AANARYL Aokl 288 q9lo] Hu

STk AR, A QA9 AE AETEeCl tid B4 Q4] Al E v dA]

A=
T,
=
>
il
2>,
)
o,
}oT'
it



= AAAQ] H7FE otefa =gkl NIMBY #o#tse o5 A
E7150] A olgta AHZeHA] 2=tHO Hare, Bacow, & Sanderson, 1983). 7]%2]
= © ge] diRIES F9%(zero risk)& F7-gt 7]
A& (base rate)S H3A Ze= FEAE A Ao Cﬂéﬁ ARze o 9 25
= 7= 7] 4ok (Tversky & Kahneman, 1974). 224 8 3Hcertainty effect)ol]
AWRIES 2] BgEnigl oy 7ﬂJJr*‘E")rh At Aes Aogit w
2hA vE AEYA R 8 7IdE s 7A7F 20 etri et 9] AQ] Aeke Hol
Al " H(Kahneman, & Tversky, 1979).
ol¢} I HMEIPF AEE AlFote WA wep AEYA Ao A BE4
o thgh Aol Atkek zol7k EAsHH, 1 Z3} NIMBY ¥-&-9] €glo] ¥7|%= ik
A, e, E]r#“ﬂx—icﬂ AEV oA HoRERrY] FREH
Fekch(Futrell, 2003). 53] AWRIES ol AE7HE9] a7t

¢

N

52|

(information haze)

rulo
Ho
mﬂ:
.

A=A = AT G4 S A4 =1, o] AN QAAE 93 A7]= Al
B7te 7] gk ol £7te] JSESE FUELS FUHAQ FEE AT =
o Ag83stn T

=
)2 EA(adversarial analysis) =& 2 =3}

gtH(Busenberg, 1999).
3) YRMF PO ChEH QIAIR}

A AT T2d dAFF gk P AXAE ERlETh YA
Aol QIAE FH ol Al ofgrolth PAIFHA Y] H&F Tl gk Qllo] Rl
©] NIMBY ¥H8- gl &2 n]zIth(Lober, 19%). o154 454-4 HFEx }%, = A9
FRUES AR 3480l el A& 7153, AlES Basjol & Aol
v AFEY A il =H, 1 Ay AFo] WAL g=moR Xgr "ot
(Kasperson et al., 1992). Frey et al.(1996)°] W2H JA]Zgo] thgh Q219 I
BEAA JAS =2 ”J&J&ﬁla AYa Atk o523 A" I 7ddste F
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40 0% Q47 A4 BP0l U Aol 9L vk £ A4 )
MRSl BAARATE W] BAALE PASAL ABA Fahe F97H A

el
HeH|, o]= YA vk WS ASAIZ ol th(Hunter & Leyden, 199%).
& NIMBY AJAe] gt AFE Al 4217347 obd o]'d(ideology)®] #A
B Azl e Aol duhg 77k Hell YAlst=ubrt Ride] A=E AR st
ol gtz ErHWolsink, 1994; Hampton, 1996). Wb Al ZHA T vt (=
)9 &= Atoldle Atk daaAE glke Aot ddd A widiet
e ofd o] A /it = vidishs, Ak H o] HrE F3h
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rlo

e e
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>

M. NIMBYel chzk et

A 7] NIMBY 252 28] 93 ket Fa4 digh
How HAF oA i@ AH} Fel?
Aol th3tk o] 949 E(empowerment), AH|E2 7]
Al ATt olgtlli e FFAQ AlZelA olget Hikts AZtE HRAcR AuEn

A e,

of
o
Ho
il
=
=
o
o,
kT
X
of i
i)
lo
>
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=

(institutional mechanism) S| |

9

=4 Ao zA 7P HIlsHA Adgse Aol A
A4 <=4 (potential

A
=
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AX G AAR e T4 QR EHRE et Holoput B0 RA FEH O
2 25 ¢ JHHEHE, 1998; Frey et al, 1996). A7k HAge] v oz ZHujj7|

Al (Minehart & Neeman, 2002; Sullivan, 1992; Kunreuther et al, 1987)¢} 22 2154
B Ak A7ty Akl v)ge] A D3 2L 7P A HARM So] A
Sl = A WOE E”O] o2 WS B8l AAYAE Fxlskedl A3d ol

AR[A B dis] AvEW, H 473 BEAHoR Aulr|Al(auction
mechanism)7b Ik n7fe]  AHE0] E‘H%Wé—i% T"ril?}&i’ﬁ /‘§71% H]E
(disutility)S wFdste] HAMEE] Ast= A7) 7] ]
Ed® YFH|E o] gho] 7P B2 A9l A
Aol FAE HAFSlE o] B]E(transfer payment)
Tan(19R) = ©]oF Bl=et Auiidg At e,
AAl wjiEstel lol SEAI FHAS mHE Sstn Utk tEeE
(lottery) H/3A Aol th(Sullivan, 1992). 3 %= o
2| & 740]7}*% ARsta, ARG e FHEe sl Al YA= sf &
AHEel &l E A skE WHaolth HA7]E(ower-bound) = she] tite 2 Xﬂfﬂﬂ
2 tHRichardson & Kunreuther, 1993). Z} A|9& AAJH 2] theto] thal] Gm
A T ARIA, Ee drke] B S ARQIAY disl oAHE FHshe ot
a2 Y= A#(trade) HAAA, AIDSM(Almost Ideal Dominant — Strategy
Mechanism), Direct EAAAl, Second-Low HAFA|A|, Bid-Down REAAA So] 2l

i
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(Zeiss & Atwater, 1989). Fischel(2001)¢] A|AIF 7F8 712 B8 (home value insurance)
T H|SR HARe WogA vl x| o] Fel7lAT Hlwsle] R A9 FEAFH

AEe A SHEA e A o8 RS Wyol

4) & 7z Aol Al S AAet skt B W& Atte] Thsditta AA| gtk
5) Zt B el A W&o daiMe 441999 =Ee Fnd A
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= Bpstn BRI A-e] e

ASl A% B8 A Rehe Beelu el 7

o) o
go| Az W}E}’ﬂ 244 7l Hr7Hs H7] 4ok Ad 2 AAE of9A &
2A ARZPE obd el tigh B Axe ey BAlve BEen A Y
A& oJfgA vHETHKasperson et al, 1992). F3 AFHES &3] 314 B3-S shy
o] HEAH QAste A5t B2, 53 AR o] A Hetrta 7]
= 73—?*% o< 17 o}U‘r(Frey et al,, 1996). 'EL A2 HA

&
o%*dﬂl Hj 2| =] = 63%2?; 0474X17] ol thFrey et al, 1996). o¢t ¥ -84
(1998)0]] w=m BAre] A|Ze odx] HA =z i7] o o]Fo]xo} g} o] r
A B2 e Aeadnt 2ol nke] A@gS Ad Al A @%OM
wAEE 7A R Ao FsetAl AR AEAE Ad Al Ade =Rl
HE A2 YeRTHAHAAR, 1997).

2. E0i& oA A1} &9 M (consensus building)

NIMBY A1 9A12% 2 oxe] ottt geasxte] JFoAE &
< 7P WIRsHAl s = NIMBY thA®el 59 shelt). 2ol o]
ARL 7190, AIRTEA] 5o g9fatarte] daates B dodx
J(procedural rationality)®] SHollA H& ZFxEH 1 ok Y5 7
< A, AUdE AR B2 AE gArEA A sloA ZAAE Al
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7+ 71 71948k Slovie, Fischoff, & Lichtenstein, 1982).

Jol oJa FaFs e AFEES, Aol 1) IF3e Ald S35 T,
2) TAl gk o Y a2 EAskA] 2o, 3) BE 7 AdA X 50
HAsHom, 4) ot AAS YAAZ A7}l g 7“7&301 Tt ol 7A] A
A Z7 0] %g: ASout Aol 7t Attty WErHEasterling &
5 2da A7 9% 25
o Bl 5
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Jots gt tj3le} EEolt}
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et Ay AR E7| B AAEE Aol Bet g Aot AA, delder AE
gle AdL Falabadl oo FREoloF st HFHo e dHrt dA, Ade 7
The AZ1HoE A Ao r RS AdAsked glolxfel Aok oA A ol
obpd zpEA oz o fojAok i HRIE 5 UAAH ol wEA st ASAYE
Aok fiE‘r(—zr‘{ol i Aol A= A dsdde 2 2ee glvh) o
KA, ol dHcr ds gl AP ol wE Hido] FutH ool gtk Fad
olgfgt AAEL ol &l a3 (top-down) &2 YAIZF A== HEAQ] AW

& L

Ao 2E TFE7] AH AEo|ge Holth

Kearney & Smith(1994)& NIMBY A4 &8 AE Alolo] EAste 418 7
2A7E o2 93t AR (full citizen participation)?t UIYHE, A7) 7]
A2 EZ(political debate)2 %3}t 4114 (deliberative)o] 12 W52 Q1 U] A
AP L g olej@AAEe] M2 tE A S(frame of reference)s 1438t
3lal, AR A7 A% (self-determination)?] =722 FXA71H(Hunold &
Young, 1998), H/FHPHe] H87teAdS SFAIZITHO Hare, Bacow, & Sanderson,
1983). Frey 5< 948 #H7|E AAH #8E AT, Iyt tigs2 B4, 4
(lottery), TR E & (referenda)el] ¥a] 4= 74 335t 4‘%7}%:} Hh o g o)
< 2RI HFrey et al,, 1996).
Y Al PR o Ae] AlRIRtede] Fatel tia] @ A7t %
A2, 2002, Edelstein, 1988; Kasperson, 1986, Morell, 1984). ©|&

cAo® AEYA] 2% FAo g FUoEA AHA F

Baete AAA 34 FEE dFY AA Y W E o] Follj=t $lolA
g ot ZoE UERT olgfe SHA A3 2 HEAR 3
ARF WHES AFEEY ol AL vl tdsithe AME 1E
A 53 Aoz YEPGTHO Hare et al, 1983). 53] ZH7t At AlA
AZLeE AFsta oA wi FHES Woske 2% F
(decide-announce-and-defend: DAD) A2k t)
(public hearings)Yt X.113](public notice) 52 &
o=x e aogtE Eelex 1 A FRI9 wh
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A7ET= AEE dste A-57F WidstH, olg AdselA NIMBY #4552 4t
g Futo] Qlth 53] AgAAe] A a2 oAy B ABEQ HEE FHIE
A Ags|Bthe 98E Sache 59 AAZEE AFsta sl o|zlo] FU&
o e WA =W FF A= 7] oHe wE AWEHE A "ok o
2hx] = Aol A 9Aks]o] WA A g el At FRE AFeor &
THYoung, 1990).

NIMBY #& g9x57te] o5 Aok faixe 98 dAakhsd ddd Ak

ol AAA A #Hell JAS s T de o] A H ok ?ﬁi‘r. Kasperson et
al.(1992)0] mam A3 Jikas ZRaHSd e 71%@ A7 HAE olERN
ofyg} Art7EA] slete] f1dolut ake] Hof tlgh e xgE|ojol it} HHO| F
HAdo] gEE = AFE 7INE rpEAE AlaH (computer*based decision management
system)& NIMBY Al 37 Gl A3 Jrtas sHoz 488 F= Jirk

4. nlsl &ce| AuR{™ME (empowerment)

NIMBY 4b-g-of tgh &= the tiaighe AR Qs J3s Te AFRER dolg
AT Al o) A Fdel dis) o B2 A, SAlEE
she ot} oleh 22 99
e SHet AEPA de wilg aAEe BEA geke
AUtHKasperson et al,, 1992). A3t = F2 744 J3ko] gt FAE
gh 3 Qo= AR, aE, 2w, 7B 9% T AW A (citizen monitoring) <]
dgol 2dE 5 Utk

Hep AR da Hae] AER stolg ARlEe] T AEvtE g8t

Hezte] k9] ¥ E(empowerment of risk bearers)=
H}

stAY, ARE] Y8 A Z2ade H”L'G = oh= wWeto]l lth(Heiman, 1990;
Kasperson et al, 1992). A9 ZHE7}e} Fwlo] ¥3d A IAEY Y 3] (community

advisory board)E AX|3l= Wete 189 4 Jth(Dear, 1992). Dear(1992)e] w=H
AR A3 AjME A Thse AYsteln, ek 7leA AdE FEFS B8
WS 2471 23t sleh

NIMBY AlAd3} 2|9FRizte] $-54 %«](Good Neighbor Agreement: GNA)E 9
g FEAENA FEE Fofste ® o2 WHoE A EATKlsley, 2002). 719 &

Fol Aelo] A ofge WAGL olo] taar] ekl AgFNEe] 243w
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94 NS A B0l A 53 2L ARES ARG At FFS
vk webd oA AH QAe Begst A Gl e 2R B 25
AR BEE Aol shiel AR Wl ekl BT dd AAIPAAEE
o2l AL HEAQ Alolth =R 9 I AR A18F Bt
5 o|Rgsis AR shiel Yoko] Bk oMY Awe] WEe Fx Al Aad

gelde Seter 24e waL sl

NIMBYl thet & o Fg2 ol £42< olsf=
s 2dst

al
& HgeM 2 A7E NIMBYSH #

[¢]

H| 2 B o Jox] Fes B3 ehlo] AL A|vt NIMBY @A st B
AZAel Ayt AAsit 53] NIMBY @4l S HaAge] ATES [
NIMBYE 2] 98 33 srolt o] 2ol wEoldoza NIMBY
o AlE 53482 Ids8< oldlste

= e 2249 s =2dx
AES SE] s xR R AsAleleA Azt Aol A
A4 Ag, 98 JAAE(risk communication)Z} 22 FA| S that AA
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A Wi ek He WellM el AIZE 149 AtelE Ao zA Hok NIMBYel
g maabAQl #el WekE videted 79 ¢ 3lE Aotk A=, NIMBYd it
thA bS] Wk A57F Askd Zert itk NIMBYdl| ek thekeh tix ets
ol AAELE eyt olgh tiekEzte] AAAQl HwEAL wig- vlEsith AlA,
AapA el SHelMel A7t Astelojof Itk AA WA sAE e A
°] NIMBY kgl of#l & vAl=rtel tia A7+ Aoz njugh g v
=1L 3tk dere] Adge gde 349 A deolMe] teket o] W 9
o Gl gt Aafell Aol StFojAok qitt. wAHo g, A FRI) YA o
o FE WAo] AN Aol A= dge] g AAHY A= FlgE| ook
& Aolth.

7 58](2004). NIMBY £} PIMFY Al YA A o] 2572 Hln 24 1 57 3P4 §-21 A 2
ZARLERE 24 FAG ARIE SACE, TR AES| B, 13(1), 157-188
Z7%4%(1997). HRINIMBY) ZA31 2 & <13k & BA A, F =38t |, 31(4). 205-225.
Z1-8-2(1998). NIMBY 2} PIMFY @742] AX| 4 572 HlaL: g3 5-657] AHA 7
FAFEA o] HAY ALl E A o=, TR X|SHR , 32(1), 87-109
o] 17(2005). BAZFTAE] AEE2 34: NIMBY AHIE FA4A0E, =483 1,
14(1), 71-96
o] 21 &-. 9+& 7](1999). NIMBY =& 943 A A A & oA x|} Frlo] e T4
o= A A8 | |, 3(3). 99-127
FAE 1 F- T AFA(2005). TANGETY] A 2 AAA,, AA - QEALS] A3
HEATEA, AAJEAS AT3]
AW E A FH(2002). AT H2S 55 GH|(NIMBY) 9] &2 34<h A& w7 E47kA) A 9]
AME FAOE, T AYAX 83| |, 14(1), 181-205
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