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 OE PR A KR B ACERAE AR X, SR A E T (C VM) , 3 S A B (WTP) A, T° 2009 4FXF
AR KR BAE £ AL 2 WM AR AR 0 (8 8t 0 [ R BB B T T 8 5 . FoR s SR 3R : 02008
AL & R AR B R ER 2.116 X 10770 /48, i fF e I EFLE BB 2P @ £ M RTE A R
ARAR RS RME S A TEIEAS DA & R AR SIS £ BFYERY WTP ST 2. Hod A & AT R TE
B B 15.2% , R RKURAA (5 S 23.7% AR5 RS FME S A TR B 25 1Y 15 i S Y 22.6% , 14
71 % R e SO o5 S AT 9.1% , R4 S B AR S IREE 5 B ST 17.9% , PR3 S RN  ELSE £ R U A
ST 11.6% ; @G & FHEXTILIERS £ R IR UL E G T2, W51 & MRIFAE H I EI.

% B RIS AR 2 R AR

P it AL AR I AN B
W B4 B R T O (BN ) e 6 AN (B, AR
PrE ISR B GRS I E . PP 3R
Sy M E R IrEA IR Z i I B
RAE D JiRAT 2 HIE ML A 45, TP Rl
FHANAE 69 J5 ¥E 2D AR AR 2D o 2% A H (B 1 (contin-
gent valuation method, CVM) & P4 5% MIE X &4k 4E
M ENME—GRERR" . SR EE Rt
BB R i DAl 12, R AR AR AR T I I 00 T, FLE
A R[] AT e — PRBE AL 25 2 5l B TR AR
O I 1) 7 45) 758 S (willingness to pay , WTP)ali & X}
A B0 U5 T 4 2K A A7 I 4% B (willingness
to accept, WTA), LA AATHY WTP 5 WTA KAl i1
B A% s 0 BCPR B TR AR R PR, CVM ik
H1 Davis T 1963 4F B U H I I 40 R PH b
i 8 SRS ARG AT ESY . 19794F, £
FEl 7K PR 2R 02 206 CVM IR HERE A PPAR AR B R 25 1)
PR Sk 2 —1, 1986 4F, 5 EGEHR CVM
HEFE A 5 3 SR GEURAN R BEAAAE M (5 R0 352 7 M 1
fFEAR T L9, 20 TH42 80 4F R CVM B 52 5] A3
B A0 2 B L, 90 AEAR T AR RN PR 2 o BROUH [
F RN EPHAE BIFIE AR D LS8 [ G /F 248,
BARBE 5 NNEH . $858, 2 1999 4, B
Wrfm H#A:2010-02; f&IT HHA: 2010-04.
EETH : BE A A SBETT T H (09YTA840006).

R0 A ST TPTAG B AT R 9 PR 5 A
TEAGIF 58 22461 2 3k 650 Z 3], X SETFAli 17 AR rh L)
CVM AR 7 FEEER 3
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PR P AR SCAb s R R TR R AT B
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PR, P 2223801 CVM 5 HoA 5 1 25 6 e Sk X i o
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ST P Y 2 T EAT 1 PEAS s Hutchinson 550
254 CVM FHf 4-HEJ5 1 (Preference Ordering, PO)
XA H BRI AT 1 PSS

HEE 20 TiE 40 80 4FUS 1A CVM ZEAME 90
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A, E NV 2225 18 T CVM X R3P WAE A  1)
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WG L RS T - 5 E PR AR A B2,
W — WA hAE WTP SRR 28 5 i (H PEAG 55
T3 T BRI E U BT

BEE =N 2 R K S, £ RHEAER £ Fik
i O RS2 i B BOR B2 BT G . EAAE
A Sk, AT LA 3 H R S AT ) B AT
LR A VDI OSR ATE M S e AR A
7512, T8 i BEE AT e T S AN E R R AN 1T A
NI R A T & RHHE I PE R AR A R | i3 HI 25
TR, 57 T % A £ (confirmatory factor analy-
sis, CFA)IM DAY | I DAV VY ZE0 R i 4T 1 S50k
WHoE . AEREFETEFUER I £ Tl 5 5
i R 55 FIAS 5 2 Jo& AN~ & b R e 2R B B LAl |-, %
Hh B ZR B T L DAY & B R RSB EA T 1 R gy, Bk
T oM AR E 1 2 MR E(Ru-
rality Index, RT) LA Z1 3 A 7] % 2R LAY & ) 5
583, JF R AR ARV 1 X A& A RS Y & R AT T
PEH o A I SN B B A, AR K R LR
ol % 2 iR IE E 03 2 AR AR T
VEAS , INTTIN £ BRI 2278 58 B R i 2%
S/

1 5% XA

TR ACERS O T4 EE A8 SR M R Bk L AR
R AR, J8 T I I A 2 XU, SF SR
19.5~21.0°C ({L PG AL FHBAY 1L X AKX F 18°C), K™ F
i ACERTEACH 3.4 km?, A H 435 A, #k #1257
BT, LU 4770 B, LLHbARARE 55 323K 95% , & — 1A
SR ANBIZET/NUR o JLEA KB, RS TER
FH o 2003 4, JLER BT & HER AR F R K i
X, 2SR N T B AR IR IX . 2006 4F- 7 H Bt
AR R T A AR R AT . JLER AR
Tt o &, A | ZERILE, 10 2R KR
FE, 6 FARGKMN, 1 AbRIEEERE O, R i & 4
PEE B AR IEAR S5 o ML 2009 4F- 8 H 13 LIk , B
JARACER AR FRRAF T AL 80% A L, HE
HeAFliF 2 4 800 AR o dLEM JZLL £ Wik liE N
F DI ) & R I R Bk, W [ A R
o) i b DX, AR T SR N M A, R TR
3 T BB BT R R, B, JEE R T LA
I Z FiiiE B rHs

2 WSk

AR SCIE A S AT R R A R A
e, Bk S A 50% 0 S A4 BE A Sy Pl
RS M) S 4 A H4 WTP {8, FAE A5 WTP {5 3¢
L2 2008 4 I A 44 IAELLE B AT 8 N, T
LIS 51 2008 4FE 7k FAGIEAT £ Rkl L £ A1 1 3R
HME . CVMIERITE R AR A R A R
Il A M ] RS RO SCfe R L T
WA KT ACIRAS 0 T A R B R e W 28 D7 A 23 AR
ZUFRHIEAE AR, R A SRR A
O Bl R A A R IE R R T AR, X LR b
A 2 n) 2 i = m A1k
2.1¥54REL

K B B (BUY A R 2 3 S 1E S5 Rk R A4
(OECDY¥t £ M i ii#(Rural tourism)E XN A A 1E &
FIRIEG 8 Horp £ R (Rurality) J2& £ F) R TF
FEARHER AZ O FIBIRRSZ 227 2, S ) Bl XTI e
RO RIS MBS EIRIEA AR RIS Ak
SCAFIEEAD LS R S A S AR & ) =2
IR, 2 R B RN SCAR T S G B R B
A S WPER AR A E AT i (T G
HER RIS 2 PR SCME . (B2, £ MPEFRRTY
HENT RE A AT I T AR ST T 8 b 3R A Bl A A X S
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2.2 FEAIEEY
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A TE SR R X AR DX AT A B ) B
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Fig.1 Rurality index
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ARG R S AR X A2 0 A L ) RS2 A T A
5%, LA/ CVM 5 s 22 o A SCIIT e+ i) i 2 1)
BN ALEE - DX 8% V8 A PR ) i A s @B

P B AT S A TERRE ; OB A AT R g
W 8 R A SN T IR R R A A
24HEFEIT S A&

K HI SPSS 16.0 HF S Bl e, IR R 5
XKk SR (2 RR) M ERRHOR
I A 7 AL 22 5 R R S H A R I S
PRI AR SCE o

3 GEit-SHR

3AHEGEITER
PR R R 300 44, [l IR) 2 290 433, [l
R1 FERERER
Tab.1 The demographic statistics of the sample

UNEES SR =] AN HR/%

PR % 131 4695
L 148 53.05

24 G UF 93 3330

25~35 % 142 5090

R 36~45 % 27 9.68
46~55 % 1 394

5 %L 6 215

[ESE AN 14 502

gl 58 20.79

BTN 3 34 12.19

2EH 2 7.89

B % TAES 7 251
i 7 251

TA 32 11.47
NSRS T AR 4 143

[ER2) 2PN 36 12.90

oAl M 5 65 23.30

N 6 215

¥ 49 17.56

AR mh(E . IR ) 71 2545
AR} 139 49.82

it K A BA L 14 5.02

500 LA 21 753

500~999 20 717

1000~ 1999 86 3082

HUAIG 2000~ 2999 85 3047
3000~ 3999 40 1434

4000~ 4999 1 394

5000 LA | 16 573

R TS 3 1.08

TR AET® 26 932
TR Z 250  89.60

LA ‘zL;JiAVII:?%ﬂW 13 466
WA 2 B 266 9534

K 96.67%, HA A N & 279 1, A RHE N
96.2%.
2HEARMLEFHERIT ST

XFREAS (R P 501 ATy HPOD 54 2 FEACRRAE HE
18t (£ 1D,
33N ERERIZTHE

TE 2794 Ui A 159 N B N R4k FAL
B S FPE AT 2, & 57%. A SCR I YA
GEI R B A E T, R R
50% 1) SCAST AT BEAE A T REA 1) I 58 40 1 A N34
WTP ., X WTP & 7 A1 3 1 Ge 125 R 32 B
HHAL{H 47.92 0, Y (H 64.10 0, A ifE 22 128.02 T
(#%2).
34 FE0H

FEMAT IR G TR A ], SR B A 3 BUE AEAE
(B PR A St = AT ST e . Seit
W12 A T EACER & BRI K SRR S A 3
BLA 51.7%, A T 7k FE LB 1 £ i e B2 IR AR
H—2E " B AN AT BN 17.4%,
B O TN RTEK R BB A e 5% 1 TT 2% 1 FH 7k
FACEF A 2 Rk SR A9 S AT SIHL N 30.9%, H
AT UL FEAE O (e B (B AR AT & A ik i 1t
SRR A E R 2R
3SHEAZARIEE

TEGETH A T A 120 67 S 353 R AN BB SE
A AR AT IR AN E 2 B

®2 THERRE S T

Tab. 2 Distribution frequeney of the respondents (WTP bids)

WTP SZffR 4axf 4 AR R it
G I BiEI% B 1% BRI

5 9 323 566 566

10 px] 8.24 14.47 20.13

20 10 358 6.29 26.42

) 8 2.87 5.03 31.45

4 1 0.36 0.63 32,08

50 3% 129 22.64 54.72

60 2 0.72 1.26 55.98

70 1 0.36 0.63 56.61

80 5 1.79 3.14 59.75

100 28 10.04 176 77.35

120 4 143 252 79.87

160 1 0.36 0.63 80.50

200 14 5.02 8.81 89.31

300 4 143 252 91.83

400 1 0.36 0.62 92.45

500 7 251 44 96.85

600 3 1.08 1.89 98.74

800 &L I 2 0.72 1.26 100

AL AT 120 43

) ¥ 279 100.00 100.00

WP (E :47.92 FHIME:64.10 FRifEZE:128.02
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AN SEFHUESZMERER WIPERE
KIS

R G REAS N AT 2 55 R IE X S AT R T A
WTPAELIIFZMN , X 279 3 [ 5t 5 B+ 23 28 BRRRAIE X6
AT EIE S WTPH s it T T A . T
FEAHTE P A 5 5 SR A AR R IR A
I A s AT 2 PRI R AR SRR 56k A
W, S ITURRAE AR 07 (o 2O Se Bk (EE
AR FM A AT IS A, S 25 R LR 3 4,
3.6 FEARFE S A BFRAIE S SO R AR S 4 Hr

N 25 25 R AE R S A T 552 il 114 A+ O 43
By (3% 3)H T LIA - gl e 8 ) SCAR R R URA
S5 EREE A, R TR S SRR
B EAC, R A SRR EE A T A
T, ST RGP | T AR X S A R
HABIGEW, X 2&m TrERA DR, g
BB SRR, A TRA R & WA SRS S T
TAT PP D 322 R IBOR B £ Wi i 446878 8k S,
AN 1Z B AT B O A AR FH X 26 2% DA, A A T %ok
GRS AT R R AT
3.6 2 FEAFE S BFRAIE-S WTPAE A S5 Hr

M2 2 BT WP S A R/ INE IR B AH
KA (R HF ] LLE gl A rg s L S
WTP{E 2 & A, SUIR RS IS WTP{H
B EIEA, X R A SR R
WTP {8 % FH#k & , 3% H WTP {5 4 bt 25 H g A K F
A E S, O TR A AR T
XF9% PR AR TR , A B A 3 SO K -,
2T BE F1lkaR, A w3 — PR =S
AR 2T S A 23 b

4 G AT

41 BEHHEWTPENES

ARSI AR R WU RN B AR
2008 4 JIC # 8 48 WUBLAE B T N4k 441.58 01
N, AR WTP B LB R 47.92 70, THEAS A
WTP{H }2.116 X 10°JT/4F,
42 s FEIEERANERE

2008 4K FILER £ MiRiEHL £ R R A

BB 2.116%10° T0/4F , BUH B R AEAE BB L35t
WAEFIREREAN (B A BT . AR S A R B R A KT A7

2% LR LUE WTP R, 15 B AL EKT £ R iR iEH £
PR ) A7 AE AN B 388 7 A (B R0 28 5 0 8 53 01l hy
1.094x 10° JC/4F . 0.368 x 10° JC/4F- . 0.654 % 10° JC/4F-
(£5).

BA
@B
EC
@D
BE
aF

13%

K2 AESATHYER
Fig.2 The reasons for unwilling to pay
TE : A——22 BRI, Akdr A= 0 1 XE, 1T JCRE J) SCASh ik b 9%
FH s B——aA g b S AR R 48 pl I 2 41 %, IS 17 3% B A A2 A,
PR HCAE 2 S AN s C—— 40 BT SO B9 28 AR 7T e A B4R 4P |
D——3%F M2 A R S VA A AN SR E—— 1 O B K R IL IR,
SR ACEAT 1 & R PEA R s F——HAB A

R3 BHEARZER WTPZNHHE X%
Tab.3 Correlation between the respondents with different
characteristics and WTPs

; 7 A W X BRI AR
P LSS
PR 6.282 1 0012 0150 5 1
FERS 2.004 5 0826 0013
Bl 14158 10 0432 0.047
CARREEE 4148 5 0112 -0.09
HBAN 5.770 6 0148 -0.087
TR 4180 2 0047 0119** MIMTMA T A%
H—E T
Uiz 2210 1 0138 0089 LidduEMN ®AExXT

Z M

*7E 0.05 /K I i 35 41 & (WUE); * Correlation is significant at the
0.05 level (2-tailed).; **7E 0.05 7K I & 3 A1 K (WE); ** Correla-
tion is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)

x4 BHEARZEZRN WIPEZMAIHEXE

Tab.4 Correlation between the respondents with different
characteristics and WTP bids

TE3 AW BE WX WIP L
KT RN Hk
5Pk 1 BB G,
My 24.156 18 0.014 -0.147* o
e SRR
A 25~35 % fhif, 46
RS 4,737 90 0.422 0.048 B AR
JiQ|4 211.6 180 0.013 -0.149*
AR 9868 90 0025  0.134%
AlgA 1108 108 0006 0.165*
THefiEE 5325 36 0088  -0.102
Uit WA 35.468 18 0.205 -0.076

*7E 0.05 K I ki & A 5E (W) *. Correlation is significant at the

0.05 level (2-tailed). **7£0.01 /K- |- i ZFEH FECWUR)

T’fmﬁ N iﬁfﬂﬁﬂﬁ ﬂh‘iﬁﬁ'l‘{ﬁ E’JS’ZH@JM Hﬁﬁﬂ s JEH tion is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

** Correla-
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RS AEFIEN S MR 2 IR ERNESRER
Tab.5 The non—use value of the rurality of
beixi village in yongchun

a2k A AL LB HrfE BA108 JT/4E)
HEME 51.70 1.0%4
WA 17.40 0.368
HEPEMH 30.90 0.6%4
Gt 100.00 2.116
5 11

(1) & RHEFRRI SIS Z A ERZ
Wb o T S ARG R AL A N A R
v Z5 ) ACIEAK Ry S BRI T O B T A S AT
SR A S R A SCEZUERT
S Rl H 3 & AR EAERE AN E , & FHPEFR bR
JELL & R AR A TR ERY , R R K
J& & b i Ui 1) B 5 5 PR B A A, T A b s
il N 5 S RP I RS AR A & v, ) s 4y
583 S MIHEEIRMA R , T Z it — 2 1He .

(2) BB AE I 22 FSR M i 25 o 4R A 3 A 30
BT, WA AR S Rk EHL , 2 A Y
) Bl I SR T BT St 1 5 ok 8 A 2 O T I A B0 T 1
DIs /MBI 2% . FERA R, B TR Bl
A H RN ACBRATERAS K T, I LAREAS BB S A5
BRI, o 57% , 3 H AT Lol i A 2 e m an
R AAT IR A IR S TS AT — 2 P
DMK & RS T IR 25, >R
IR ECAN SR A 1] T R ) ] B R A R
A B S — 2 1 2 R R AR AP AR A 2 Rk i B
F) 1, I FLA el i e o 3 A TR 2 3 A —
JE B ) 50

(3) 3H A BRI A S A IR bR S AT Y
5 He L B B A R e o AR 279 17
JARE SR AR S R R IE B B AT
15.2% , PiF5 RKRAR 5 B ST 23.7% , PREFRR B
SCAFME G A TR A 5 B S 9 22.6% , -7 &
o FRBE S UL o5 S A 9.1% , A7 £ A A 25 R
AT ST 17.9% , PF £ FNEAS (ELSE R £ R4
ARSI 11.6% , FErh 395 S 4 R g i IRXUR
B RS AE G TRERS S M A SIS H
H 1K 79.4%, B AT LAE 380 s B R A LE A
1 SR VR RS R R AR BESCAE AE G AT
BUK S FHA SR E R E L

SATRE SRR Al fL5 4T

AL R B 5 MU A JiE 2 Rkl B BRI, o
Z IR 5 | % RO E 25 1 RN L2 2 A 3C
N2 AR IR RO . A S HIZR AN (1
Xt i LR FEARI Y & RPERES PR, BT A A
JE 2 TR RS RS BB, MR AR RXS & A
PEGR AP B — R, — R EA L. 2 FHPERY 58
PR X S RRIPR R T 2 . Hik, LR
T & Ryl st BN 2 AR BRI, 68 2 Rz 19
KIS & FHEGAP S hF b 25 55Ok , Lt £ RHE
G RN S R TR ) AT HRr 2 K e
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Evaluation of the Non—use Value of the Rurality of Rural
Tourism Destinations:
A Case Study of Beixi Village in Yongchun, Fujian Province

WU Lijuan, LI Hongbo
(College of Tourism of Huagiao University, Quanzhou 362021, Fujian, China)

Abstract: Taking Beixi Village in Yongchun of Fujian Province in China as an example, a case study was con-
ducted in 2009 with contingent valuation method (CVM) and willingness to pay (WTP) survey to estimate the
existence value, bequest value and option value of rurality. Three main conclusions were obtained as follows.
Firstly, the total non-use value of rurality was up to 2.116 X 10° yuan per year, of which existence value and op-
tion value were the main forms. Secondly, the payments for rural settlements architecture, folk customs, farming
culture and traditional lifestyles, and rural eco-environment were the main aspects of WTP payments. Protecting
the rural settlements architecture accounted for 15.2%, keeping folk customs accounted for 23.7%, maintaining
farming culture and traditional lifestyle 22.6%, protecting rural pastoral landscapes 9.1%, protecting the ecologi-
cal environment in rural areas 17.9%, and maintaining rural simple and real village atmosphere 11.6%. Thirdly,
protection of rurality is critical to the rural tourism in Beixi Village, to which rural tourism operators should pay
attentions. The study concludes that the protection of rurality is critical to rural tourism.

Key words: contingent valuation method; non-use value; rurality; Beixi Village in Yongchun
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