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ABSTRACT

Degree of involvement refers to the extent of &'sisétention on some activities, while place aktarent refers to
the emotional significance that he/she assignsh® énvironment he/she uses. This study studiedetaonship
between bicyclists’ degree of involvement in ati¢igiand their attachment to places. Likewisepiight to present a
substantial understanding of the causal relatiopshetween the two factors based on the structuedehthat we
created. To achieve this, we explored the corretatbetween the degree of involvement in leisurévites
(attractiveness, self-expression and centrism) plade attachment (place dependence and place tggntihereafter,
a discussion was presented on the difference inepkttachment due to the different degrees of wemént. The
bicyclists in Kaohsiung Hedi Park served as thedgt research objects. In employing the conveniesamapling
method, 600 questionnaires were distributed. Altot&b99 valid copies were collected, accounting 98.8% return
rate. The questionnaires were analyzed using th8SSP2.0 software. The study’s result: Our studywshthat the
apparent difference in the degree of involvemens wae to the bicyclists’ different features of papation and
demographic backgrounds. On the other hand, theaspy difference in place attachment was a restltheir
different degrees of involvement.
Keywords: bicyclists, degree of involvement, place attachment

INTRODUTION

In recent years, bicycling has become a populavigcin many countries, with Holland, Japan, Genyaand
England having established perfect bicycle langesys. In the face of soaring oil prices and thenption of energy
saving and C@emission reduction, the bicycle is once againiggipopularity worldwide. In fact, more and more
people in Taiwan are involved in this activity, wibicycle lane construction being paid more attento. However,
from being a vehicle, bicycles since their inventim the early 19 century have gradually become a tool of
entertainment and sports. This is further evidanthie study of Huang Qirong (2002) in which 72% loé sampled
population is found to have bicycles. Indeed, peqpssessing bicycles are common in Taiwan. Comfpibicycles
with leisure activities has many benefits and uitéioh potential for further development. The Sp@tsnmittee of the
Executive Yuan (2002) released the Annual Goveradtian of 2004, with its third target being themaodion of sports
and leisure bicycle lanes in Taiwan. Five yearsrafs promotion, bicycling gradually became poputtaChina, with
more and more people getting involved in the aitiand cities and towns establishing bicycle lafueslicated or not)
on the basis of the geographical environment. @¢,ndifferent gradients and conditions of bicycdeds resulted in a
natural environment of different difficulties foidyclists. Bicycling is also hampered by other leés activities (for
example motoring, hiking, or other leisure actesfi. With this in mind, bicyclists should choose #nvironment in
accordance with their own level of skills and prefees (Chen Xinyi, 2004).

A study about bicycling by Bricker & Kerstetter (@) explored the relationship between the level of
professionalization and place attachment. Accordimgtheir study, the association between individuahd the
environment is always reflected in their sentimemiard the place (venue) or affiliation with thetdaor environment.
This affiliation or individual attachment could pelis understand the significance of the outdoofirenment to
bicyclists and provide important information fomphing of natural resources.

Apart from these studies, most are aware that biry©ias become an important leisure activity. Tikigpparent
in Taiwan alone, where studies about bicycles abpwith more than half of the literature relatedthe bicycle
industry and hardware. It is unfortunate, howeteaf no study is carried out on bicycling as a farhteisure sports.
Few studies about the place attachment of bicgctisting their involvement are available. It istbrs direction that
we carried out this study.

LITERATURE REVIEW
The theme of Earth Day 2008 is “Climate Change,thwa call on all people to save energy and redudg C

emission. It is on this vein that bicycling, whibhs been popular for years, can make a huge cotitrib For instance,
during holidays, people seeking fresh air drivestiburbs far away from cities. Bicycling, on the drand, does not
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consume energy nor pollute the air. It is additityna healthy aerobic sport. In relation to thiseostudy by Deborah,
Patricia, and John (1993) about field bicyclistsyided recommendations to administrators, withréwilts indicating

that nearly half of the interviewees believed thagperly used bicycles in leisure activities. Thessults further

revealed that 22% thought bicycles were excessiusbd, about 30% believed the excessive use wouldt ries

damage of environmental resources, while 60% obderuaflicts between bicyclists and non-bicyclisigher studies
about the subject are available, such as the iigetistn by Steve, Michael, David, and Debbie (198G)ch focused on
the individual features, preferences and attituafdgeld bicyclists in state forests. Another arsady this time authored
by Chavez (1996), experimentally explored on fikidyclists’ direct and indirect communication-typganagement,
with emphasis on the plan of use and activity efdfibicyclists in state forests as well as the suppf the main

regions’ administrators to this leisure activitylsé, a study on bicycling sightseers in New ZealapdRitchie (1998)

primarily gave advice on the planning and managemgbicycle lanes in New Zealand.

In their social psychological studies, Sherif arahtil (1947) raised the concept of “involvementisked on the
“Social Judgment Theory” to examine individual tatties. In the “Social Judgment Theory,” scholarbelie that
“involvement” originated from the attitude formed kearned from interaction within the social envineent; this
attitude then guides individual behaviors (Xie Zbegg, 2003). Pertaining to this, Bavtor then intrwed the concept
of involvement into the “Consumer Behavior Theorlgading to its practical application in “consunstudy.” As
explained by Bloch and Bruce (1984), involvement“aonsumer study’-related fields” is largely coatld to
consumers’ choices (such as brand loyalty, purchabé, preferred type of product, and advertiseindrieanwhile,
consumers’ involvement refers to the importance iatetests given by individuals based on their gaition of one
special product or service. With different levelsimvolvement, consumers would have different bédsv (Wang
Yuping, 2002). That is, with higher level of invelment, consumers have higher motives to underspaydattention
to, and collect the product information of. As far different level of involvement, consumers havéfedént
consumption behaviors, attitudes, and decision-ntagrocesses (Fang Yiyao, 2002).

The concept of “leisure involvement” began fromiseind Howard’s (1988) “ego involvement” and lessur
studies, arousing widespread attention and inteneshe sightseeing sector. With this concept, Ischan the leisure
sector further explained the enduring involveméatiftyre, 1989), affective attachment (Mcintyre §gram, 1992),
and commitment of tourists in leisure and sightsgeictivities. Leisure involvement actually refeosthe personal
meaning and affective attachment of an individudghwne activity (Wang Zhengping, Zhu Lixuan, 2008) addition,
Gunter and Gunter (1980) discussed the individuals| of involvement by “participation” and “noraegicipation,” as
well as pointed out that leisure involvement shaotdude other elements such as behavior, recagnitind feeling. In
classifying “leisure involvement,” Kim, Scott, an@rompton (1997) mainly explored the relationshipween
involvement of social psychology, involvement ohbeior, and the commitment and future intentiorstindying the
Bird Festival of Texas bird show. It is from this/estigation that “leisure involvement” is dividedo “involvement of
behavior” and “involvement of social psychology.ufdmon (1992) defined “place attachment” as an iddial’s
affective involvement and belonging to a placeislialso the combination of the user’'s recognitiom &entiment
toward a special place, which describes the u$eekng of the environment (Williams & Waston, 199Zhis is why
individuals develop “place dependence” if they hpaeticular functional needs on a place from th@renment aspect,
and “place identity” if they develop the senseddwfritity and belonging to a place (Li Yonghong etl@97, Moore et al
1994).

Once examined from the user’s viewpoint, placechtt@nt could be regarded as a behavior. This attechis
demonstrated when an individual increases his p#taehment and integrates himself with the envivent (Lu Yiru,
2001). With regard to the formation of place attaeht, Shannon and Edward (1995) pointed out thiatproduced
when some positive significance is given to a plabereby enhancing the positive affective bondivith a place.
Once this bonding is formed, a place has its owatufes.

STUDY’'S METHOD

Study’s architecture and assumption. The studyghitecture and assumptions are based on the refiétgrature
and summary of this study, as seen Fig. 1.
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Dependent Variable Dependent variable

Features of activities involved Background of individuals in the society

H1 H2

Independent Variable Degree of involvemen

H3

A\ 4
Place attachment

Fig 1. Study’s Architecture

Based on the above study’s architecture, the agsumspare as follows:
Assumption 1: Different bicyclists and differentafares of activities involved will result in a rerkable difference in
the degree of involvement.
Assumption 2: Different bicyclists and differemdividual backgrounds will result in a remarkablffedence in the
degree of involvement.

Study’s procedure

The participants in this study are mainly bicydistho do bicycling as a leisure activity. Bicydiswvho use
bicycles as commuting vehicles are not included: the sake of convenience, the samples are eidiemntby
guestionnaire survey or random sampling. The sammlite is the Hedi Park of Kaoshiung. Informatiscollected by
guestionnaire survey. Convenience sampling, whéch method purely based on convenience, is dorte sainples
chosen by virtue of “easy acquisition or observatidn this study, either the researchers askedy,e@ager and nearby
respondents (therefore the samples are not dedidemblvance), or the respondents answered the quopatie
themselves.
(). Questionnaire description
1. Early questionnaires

In this study, a total of 100 early questionnaaess distributed in fixed locations at the Hedi Pa&oshiung, from
the 18" to 20" of February 2008, and the samples were taken Imyerbence sampling. Out of the 100 copies
distributed, 91 valid questionnaires were collectetounting for 97% valid response rate. Item ardibility analysis
of the earlier questionnaire form was done by aeréng respondent questions and suggestions. iNfi@roper items
were deleted and the wording of the questions wigissted, the earlier questionnaire version was gadrio a formal
guestionnaire.
2. Formal questionnaire

In this study, questionnaires were distributed urnle principle of convenience in random sampliregf the ' to
31 of March 2008. A total of 600 formal questionnairgere distributed. After copies with incompletesaars were
deleted, the total valid copies amounted to 59 tiie average recovery rate of 99.8%.
(2). Data analysis

This study employed narrative statistical analysisanalyze the features of bicyclists’ involvemewariable
correlation analysis, detection of independentirigle-factor variable, and causal relationship leetw bicyclist's
involvement and place attachment. The analysisveo# used is the SPSS12.0.

Study’s results and analysis
(1) Analytic result of bicyclists’ involvement faakes
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The variables for the features of bicyclists’ inv@hent in the valid questionnaires collected is #tudy included
monthly times of involvement, period of continuangolvement, number of participants, identity oftpars, time per
activity, and so on. The analytical results of valet descriptive statistics are presented in sulingeables.

1. Monthly visits of bicyclists

As 2 among valid samples, 369 visitors paid 1 tésis per month accounting for 61.6%, 159 visitpasd 3 to 4
visits per month accounting for 26.5%, and 71 visitpaid more than 5 visits per month accountinglfbi9%. The
study indicated that bicyclists tended to pay 2 taisits per month possibly because bicycling i atnovel leisure
activity and that most people do not regard itaget habitual sport.

2. Bicyclists’ continuous involvement

It is apparent that 198 bicyclists had continuo®ivement from 1 to 6 months accounting for 33.1%§ for less
than 1 month accounting for 27.7%, 120 from 7 toniéhths accounting for 20.0%, and 115 for more thayedr
accounting for 19.2%. The study signified increasmglvement of more bicyclists in this new leisaivity.

3. Number of bicyclists in joint involvement

Valid samples, 234 bicyclists attended two-persotivities accounting for 39.1%, 163 attended threespn
activities accounting for 27.2%, 107 attended onsqe activities accounting for 17.9%, and 95 attenider-person
activities accounting for 15.9%. The study revedled most bicyclists are able to find companionstie activity.

4. |dentity of partners

As valid samples, 272 were with family members actimg for 45.4%, 192 were with friends accountiing f
32.1%, 90 were with classmates or colleagues acicmufdr 15.0%, and 45 were with other identitiesaoting for
7.5%. The study indicated that bicyclists are mosibh family members.

5. Time of bicyclists in each activity

It can be valid samples that 235 bicyclists spertd Rhr accounting for 39.2%, 217 bicyclists spertb 23hr
accounting for 36.3%, 130 spent less than 1hr adoaufor 21.7%, and 17 spent more than 3hr accogrftin 2.8%.
The study showed that most bicyclists spent 1 tdr2bach activity.

Involvement feature variable correlation analysis
Table 1. Involvement Feature Variable Correlation Aalysis

Al A2 A3 A4 A5
Al Pearson Correlation Sig. (2-tailed) .730** .393** 232 .398**
N 1 .000 .000 .000 .000
.599 .599 .599 .599 .599
A2 Pearson Correlation Sig. (2-tailed)  .730** .399%* .150** 435%*
N .000 1 .000 .000 .000
.599 .599 .599 .599 .599
A3 Pearson Correlation Sig. (2-tailed)  .393** .399** .007 .558**
N .000 .000 1 .864 .000
.599 .599 .599 .599 .599
A4 Pearson Correlation Sig. (2-tailed) — .232** .150%* .007 1 .182**
N .000 .000 .864 . .000
599 599 599 599 599
A5 Pearson Correlation Sig. (2-tailed)  .398** 435%* .558** .182**
N .000 .000 .000 .000 1
.599 599 599 599 .599

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 leveHailed).

Result analysis

As shown from the matrix data in Table 1 the PeaiGorrelation Siqg. of five variables are all possty relevant.
The P-value from the two-tailed detection of sigmifce is 0.000<0.01, while the linear relationghéween variables
is quite significant. Relationship between invohenhfeatures and degree of involvement. Based erd#tection of
independent T in the previous chapter, it is théeustanding that there is basically a differenelef involvement that
often leads to remarkable differences in placechtteent. To further demonstrate the significancecargied out Single
Factor Variable Analysis, and again added the aptibofour dimensions (involvement feature, degré@eolvement,
place attachment, and demographic background)ltwlate the maximum and minimum. We then dividddyehdes
into low group (0%~25%), medium group (25%~75%), anghhgroup (75%~100%), simplified them into four
variables, recoded them, and finally carried ouhgi& Factor Variable Analysis (descriptive statistiof the
involvement feature and degree of involvement, eéé$tomogeneity of variances of the involvementdeaand degree
of involvement).
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Descriptives
Table 2. Degree of involvement

N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval for Mean Minimum  Maximum

Lower Bound | Upper Bound
1.00 173 1.8960 .77056 .05858 1.7803 2.0116 1.00 3.00
2.00 191 2.0366 .69866 .05055 1.9369 2.1364 1.00 3.00
3.00 235 2.2213 715247 .04909 2.1246 2.3180 1.00 3.00
Total 599 2.0684 75202 .03073 2.0081 2.1288 1.00 3.00

Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Table 3. Degree of involvement

Levene Statistic Dfl Df 2 Sig.

6.724 2 596 .001

Result analysis:

The null hypothesis in the test of homogeneityariances is that all variants of each matrix argaégAs shown
in the table, P=0.001<0.05 which defeated the myplothesis, that is, the variances of a matrixsagaificantly
different.

ANOVA
Table 4. Degree of involvement
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between (Combined) 10.829 2 5.415 9.858 .000
Groups Linear Tern Unweighted 10.546 1 10.546 19.200 .000
Weighted Deviation 10.767 1 10.767 19.603 .000
Within Groups .062 1 .062 113 .736
Total 327.364 596 .549
338.194 598

Result analysis:
It can be seen in the above table that intergragmifscance P=.000<0.05, and the involvement featamd degree
of involvement are significantly different.

Multiple Comparisoms
Table 5. Degree of involvement

() (@)] Mean Std. Sig 95% Confidence Interval
Characteristic Characteristic  Difference(l-J) Error " Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Tukey 1.00 2.00 -.1407 .07779 .168 -.3235 .0421
HSD ' 3.00 -.3253* .07424  .000 -.4998 -.1509
200 1.00 .1407 .07779 .168 -.0421 .3235
' 3.00 -.1846* .07220 .029 -.3543 -.0150
3.00 1.00 .3253* .07424  .000 .1509 4998
' 2.00 .1846* .07220 .029 .0150 .3543
LSD 1.00 2.00 -.1407 07779 .071 -.2935 .0121
' 3.00 -.3253* .07424  .000 -4711 -.1795
200 1.00 .1407 .07779 .071 -.0121 .2935
' 3.00 -.1846* .07220 .011 -.3264 -.0428
3.00 1.00 .3253* .07424  .000 1795 4711
' 2.00 .1846* .07220 .011 .0428 .3264

* The mean difference is significant at the .0%lev

Result analysis:

Based on the result of significance of multiple pamisons in column 4 of the above table and thesuride
significance level of 0.05, it is evident from tbenclusion of double mean comparison of Fisher 188D Tukey HSD
that only high group 3, low group 1, and mediumugr@ have no significant differences, while medigraup 2 and
low group 1 have significant differences.
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Relationship between degree of involvement and eplattachment. Descriptive statistics on the degke
involvement and place attachment was done, as aglthe test of homogeneity of variances of the aegf
involvement and place attachment.

Descriptives
Table 6. Degree of involvement

Std. 95% Confidence Interval for Mean

N Mean Deviation Std. Error Minimum  Maximum
Lower Bound | Upper Bound
1.00 177 1.9435 .75165 .05650 1.8320 2.0550 1.00 3.00
2.00 188 2.1383 .76138 .05553 2.0288 2.2478 1.00 3.00
3.00 234 2.1068 .73633 .04814 2.0120 2.2017 1.00 3.00
Total 599 2.0684 .75202 .03073 2.0081 2.1288 1.00 3.00

Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Table 7. Degree of involvement

Levene Statistic Dfl Df2 Sig.

.675 2 596 .510

Result analysis:

The null hypothesis in the test of homogeneity afiances is that the variances of a matrix are legjda know
from the above table that P=.0510>0.05, which dettahe null hypothesis, that is, the variances ahatrix are
significantly different.

ANOVA
Table 8. Degree of involvement
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Between (Combined) 4.025 2 2.013 3.590 .028
Groups Linear Term Unweighted 2.688 1 2.688 4.795 .029

Weighted 2.385 1 2.385 4.253 .040

Deviation 1.641 1 1.641 2.926 .088
Within Groups 334.168 596 .561
Total 338.194 598

Result analysis:
It can be seen from the above table that intergsigipificance P=.000<0.05 and significant differes@xisted in
the level of involvement.

Multiple Comparisons
Table 9. Degree of involvement

) J) Mean Std. Error Sig 95% Confidence Interval
demographics demographics Difference(l-J) ' ' Lower Bound | Lower Bound
Tukey 1.00 2.00 -.1948* .07842 .035 -.3791 -.0105
HSD ' 3.00 -.1633 .07459 .074 -.3386 .0119
200 1.00 .1948* .07842 .035 .0105 3791
' 3.00 .0315 .07334 .904 -.1409 .2038
3.00 1.00 .1633 .07459 .074 -.0119 .3386
' 2.00 -.0315 .07334 .904 -.2038 .1409
LSD 1.00 2.00 -.1948* .07842 .013 -.3488 -.0408
' 3.00 -.1633* .07459 .029 -.3098 -.0168
200 1.00 .1948* .07842 .013 .0408 .3488
' 3.00 .0315 .07334 .668 -.1126 .1755
3.00 1.00 .1633* .07459 .029 .0168 .3098
' 2.00 -.0315 .07334 .668 -.1755 1126

* The mean difference is significant at the .0%lev

Result analysis:
Based on the result of significance of multiple pamsons in column 4 of the above table and under t
significance level of 0.05, we can see from thectusion of double mean comparison of Fisher LSD aukey HSD
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that only high group 3, low group 1, and mediumugr@? in the demographic background have no sigmific
differences, and that medium group 2 and low grbigave significant differences. Relationship betwd® degree of
involvement and place attachment. Descriptive sttasi of the degree of involvement and place attett is done, as
well as the test of homogeneity of variances ofrde@f involvement and place attachment.

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

Kyle, Bricker, Grafe, and Wickham (2004) emphasizetheir studies about some indirect evidences
demonstrating that involvement leads to dependendacilities. In addition, when the degree of iwament in one
activity increases, the individual's dependencehenfacilities of this activity increases as welbwever, the study
failed to point out that the increase in leisureoiiement remarkably influences place identity. loar, compared
with the findings of this study, it is found thattdegree of involvement remarkably influenceselktachment. In
place attachment, the recognition of “I love bigyglin bicycle lanes” is the highest. This is adigation that users in
general believe that the environment, facilities] hicycle lane resources in Hedi Park conformi¢gdiing conditions.
Nonetheless, some facilities should be strengtheBasked on the study results, place attachmenditéaes the
formation of place identity. The departments inealvmust start from the most basic planning of ihgdbe lane
environment, facilities, and other resources as agelmprove the psychological identity of Hedi Pt its users. We
have two corresponding recommendations:

(1) Enclosure of the bicycle lane: Using Hedi Paslkan example, although other vehicles are prehiltity law to use
the bicycle lanes, some people still pass througycke lanes just for convenience. This presentegudanger to
tourists currently engaged in leisure activitiesréh We anticipate that this matter should be p#ghtion to by
competent departments.

(2) Set-up of sanitation facilities. There is onlye small public toilet in Hedi Park, which posegtejan inconvenience
to many tourists flooding the Hedi Park during himdidays. Competent departments should build ®wilebther
areas or improve the current facilities.

REFERENCES

Bloch, P. H. & Bruce, G D. (1984). Product invatvent as leisure behavior.Advances in consumerrdsed 197-202.

Bricker, K. S. & Kerstetter, D. L. (2000). “Levef specialization and place attachment: An explasastudy of whitewater recreationists.”

Chavez, D. J., Winter, P. L. & Baas, J. M. (199Rgcreation mountain biking A management perspective. Journal of Park and Btiame
Administration, (14), 29-36.

Chen Xinyi (2004). Study on Relationship betweenféssionalization Degree of Bicyclists and Placéaé&timent—Take Bicyclists in Dushan
District, Taizhong as an example. Master DissematArchitecture Research Institute of Fengjia @nsity, Taizhong

Deborah J. Chavez, Patricia L. Winter, John M. B§2893)- Recreation Mountain Biking A Management Perspective. Journal of Park and
Recreation Administration. Volume 14. p.29-36.

Fang Yiyao(2002). Study on Relationship betweerslue Involvement of Tourists and Leisure Experiénddot Springs. Master Dissertation. State
Taiwan Normal University Sports Leisure and Managenscience Department, Taipei

Gunter, B. & Gunter, N(1980) .Leisure styles: A conceptual framework for modeisure. Sociological Quarterly, 2, 361-374

Hammit, W. E., & Cole, D. N. (1998). Wildland reat®n ecology and management. (2 ed.) New Yorkywile

Huang Qirong (2002). Study on Coordinated Develaprbetween Life Needs and Creation of Added Valiake mountain bicycle as an example.
Master Dissertation, Design Department, State TiaiMarmal University, Taipei

Kim, S., Scott , D., & Crompton, J. L. (1997). Arpéoration of the relationships among social psyagieal involvement, behavioral involvement,
commitment, and future intention in the contexbméfiwatching. Journal of Leisure Research, 29(3)-341.

Li Yinghong, Lin Chaoxin (1997): Study on Applicati of Place Attachment in Outdoor Leisure. Repubfi€hina Outdoor Leisure Association
(chief editor). Leisure Behavior Article Collectigp. 281~294). Taipei: Urban Rustic Culture

Lu Yiru (2001). Study on Sense of Locality in Subtorest of Taipei, Master Dissertation, State Baiwniversity Forest Department, Taipei

Mcintyre, N. & Pigram, J. (1992). Recreational spkzation reexamined: The case of vehicle-basedpeas. Leisure science, 14, 3-15.

Mclintyre, N. (1989). The personal meaning of pgséition: Enduring involvement.

Moore, R. L. & Graefe, A. R(1994) . Attachments to recreation settings: The casaibfrail users. Leisure Science, 16, 17-31.

Ritchie, B. W. (1998). Bicycle tourism in the Soustand of New Zealand planning and management issues. Tourism Manageft#(), 567-582.

Selin, S. & Howard, D. (1988). Ego involvement asidure behavior: A conceptual specification. Jalinf Leisure Research, 20, 237-244.

Shannon, G. & Edward, J. R1995) . The effect of goal orientation and place dependeam select goal interferences among winter backcp
users. Leisure Science, 17, 171-183.

Sherif, M. & Cantril, H. (1947). The psychologyedo involvement, social attitudes and identificasioNew York: Wiley.

Sports Committee of the Executive Yuan (2002): @&ysPlanning and Setup of Bicycle Lane in TaiwarpdiaSports Committee of the Executive Yuan

Steve Hollenhorst, Michael A. Schuett, David Olsbebbie Chavez. (1995)An Examination of the Characteristics ,Preferenaesl Attitudes of
Mountain Bike Users of the National Forests. Jouoh®ark and Recreation Administration. Volume f311-51.

Wang Yuping (2002). Study on Consumers’ Involvemé&mbduct Type and Recommendation-type Advertis¢s&@ommunication Effect. Master
Dissertation, State Taiwan Normal University Spartg Leisure Management Science Faculty, Taipei

Wang Zhengping, Zhu Lixuan (2003). Study on Refetfop between Continuous Involvement and Envirorteldé?roperty in Bungee Jumping

Williams D.R., Patterson, M.E., & Roggenbuck, J.t¥é¢a, A.E. (1992). Beyond the commodity metaphB&xamining emotional and symbolic
attachment to place. Leisure Science,(14 , 29-46.

Xie Zongheng (2003). Study on Relationship betw€erture and Leisure Involvement and Place Attachtmdrake Tourists in Beipu as an
example, Master Dissertation, Landscape DepartofdPtivate Donghai University, Taizhong

166 The Journal of International Management Studiesuk@ 3, Number 2, August, 2008



