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1965) ARG MR E R ,fﬁd BEARRL RS A BB AR TOE
oo Bl- sRfRFYRNF > B LE R LTRIBR KT AL ENSTERE B
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§ 3167 =P plg 101 & (66.5%) & § @ 4#%?%3*&#5 o A% B2E L e A9 (2003)

AR iR A Bl L?upv 30%-40% #pt » BEor E # F L R RS DL HEEF (norm
prevalence) » pt g% m @ £ 2 1}? ez (Donnelly et al. 2000 Shelby & Vaske,1991) -
Fo— AR A B A
LR Y B O LY B
TRERARE | RRARE Be FRARE | RERARE B Ar
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) N(%)
173 56 229 111 56 167
(75.5%) (24.5%) (100%) (66.5%) (33.5%) (100%)
R LN S
FT2o AFIRTURAGRRY FEERI R ML BARARFF - AL S
PHE R KT AR R K 3%0\”uﬁsmﬁuaﬁﬁi**‘”»+ﬂ*¢ﬁfﬂ
—i' PP B bR A ?&W L&#dﬁz PP AP FEALR o
BB AP LEEFRLERY R NE LD ) AR g BP0 2 H R AR

R IR P PN ST S T
»'*mﬁig*ﬂ#a 30-33 4 > Bl gy 5 2327 £ > FH
LidEs 20-26 4 Bl mE e 5 30-35 4 0 MG # 5 20-30 4
A VR i G TS

m@é

(LeW|s et al. 1996; Manning et al., 1996a) » F]yt = # L &

(Lewis et al. 1996; Manning et al., 1996a) -

% 30-32 %
o M Ak € Fefl *FL#' EE-
EEH R LER Kk Ea

(=S

g g

o 75
%5

FLERARFE LB 1648224 5 ph An0E % 2540 75 i=#cs 20 4 3 40 4 o
FRLEFGEE ¥ 25?\775 i 1543 404 o HRFA LI &9 (2003) Gy 0 L4 %
SARAPRRL S TR 15 58 28 0 P RREA L RAGNE B AEE LS
HIasLEg ol FLE mﬁlg%q.ﬁ@%#*?%igrso
FRERMRFET L hE S 7L E A4
Bl | Tiof | ¢ el | BEL (B E | BAE| Q1 Q3
S50 E $E 151 | 32.59 | 30.00 | 16.12 3 100 | 20.00 | 40.00
B A B HE 22 2691|2250 |13.30| 10 60 | 20.00 | 31.25
g 173 | 31.87 | 30.00 | 15.87 3 100 | 20.00 | 40.00
P L g 61 | 26.03 | 20.00 | 20.38 3 120 | 10.00 | 30.00
& A kEa 50 | 34.64 | 30.00 | 23.97 5 100 | 20.00 | 50.00
g 111 | 29.91 | 20.00 | 22.38 3 120 | 15.00 | 40.00
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AERFE- BEHSEF LR RITRISI VAL RS gﬁm—tuﬁ @l &R
LA SRR B AR S B N e A E/ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#j 115 4 (Michener et al., 1986;
Vaske et al., w%°#§%%%5§ﬁﬁm4$:’piﬁﬁ?jﬁﬁﬁmﬂig%Lﬁﬁa
LS S *’b’?m* SAER A 13007 a1 (Jackson, 1975, p.244) 5 Ft o fRER A
MA R E R LG A BT R B F e A e R R AR R
o4 gaz ﬂ*‘J%“ﬁﬂ T oA g RPN RALEE ) Foid o R ARSBTREY ;‘fﬁ‘ *
FOORPEHol g B A iR Ak ¢ B iR I o

S ) Bk R RE T

LEHABEALTREELERFI RLEGYH LR EMRP TR YO
AR RSP LEGEFELLAG ERAS CRTRAAH CFLERAEF ETL
Soni el 50 S BAEA AT R RS AN BT RS AR R F L B
Rppid
Lz M ERMAFE T LY R PR A4
R > % 1%\'141115:_,3]'%% %ﬁilﬁﬁ%%
AL g Y R
FRALY Afe | Tk | REL | ki | Tiok | REL
1w 5 137 32.18 | 15.03 82 29.96 | 23.55
- + 36 30.67 | 18.93 29 29.76 | 19.07

25 11T 17 23.94* | 10.23 14 32.86 | 22.34
26-35 62 28.94* | 16.76 46 30.43 | 26.54
36-45 64 34.72* | 15.83 36 28.61 | 16.55

46 11 b 30 36.33* | 14.38 15 28.67 | 22.56

B¢ 37 |40.08**| 15.47 21 31.90 | 20.70

TR | HpH 98 |31.63**| 15.67 57 32.07 | 20.87

R SR 38 [24.47**| 13.05 33 2491 | 25.60

# ¥

273 %4 7 91 33.55 | 17.78 55 31.87 | 23.08
2L B % 82 30.00 | 13.30 56 27.98 | 21.71
3000 2 ¢ 3E N 50 | 25.44* | 11.05 50 28.62 | 19.59
DR AT 3-5 & 68 | 34.63* | 15.53 32 30.16 | 22.01

R IV 54 | 34.00* | 18.44 29 31.86 | 27.43
FanT 46 32.02 | 11.71 24 26.00 | 19.25
£ & 92 32.17 | 17.28 56 30.41 | 23.23

o 35 30.86 | 17.08 31 32.03 | 23.37
EooME s FLEMEY t T *4 7 p<0.055 **P<0.01
EESKRIBRE -FLEHREELREEFETY ANOVA & T

%L
ELAER




30 B e FF 5%

(2) %ALF B - AL RAEELH G
TR B &

\Vol.16, No. 2

z\"Ji;{%F!TFﬁ/f@Tﬁ’g&"'?ﬂﬁW%#ﬁ Fengu) o LREEED
fﬁﬁﬁ'?ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ]%%’%’“’Sléwj‘iﬁfvﬁf#{-ﬁ% A0 E BT o ?ﬁ‘{‘ﬂ;?dr%’\ﬁixi’f
Erg%ﬁf(f{]’ LE A fein BV R FE2 oo
L RIS e R RE R
% Dl 1R e A
’ﬁ.,ﬁ%‘?u%'ﬁ = Jv@,ﬁ%&w z)&iv;ﬂ—,ﬁ%;&h
*ﬁ iﬁ-ﬂ%%'ﬁ (M ~n) (34.19 ~ 171) (30.84 ~ 111)
Eq *ﬁ-ﬁ%%'ﬁ (M ~n) (31.83 ~ 55) (29.30 ~ 54)
tiE 0.867 0.409
pE 0.387 0.683

6-7 = 4F 5 #&4% > 8-9 = 2L iR -

FIBTAFLEREF OELE pﬁ#&ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ.#*ﬁ‘“ﬁ:ﬁ‘ STRLIRFLE 2H L
Efgs Bt 5 636% j &R+ L F 15 e 2 = NN 7%@&&W%f
%ﬁgﬁ;ﬁﬁé%#ﬁﬁ w*%ﬁxa ﬁﬂ*w(mM)&lé%LF SEARE R
mEELEGEE G ﬂ#{-ﬁ@%# iR P EF AR R+ %ﬁ?di;!'l‘#ﬁ-ﬁ‘r
BEido

I .7 EEREE R T AR VR

B LE Y F R LR
7R | ERM | 2 | 7R | REA EX )]
i R | FLE %& i ZFLE
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The relationship between encounter norms and perceived crowding
on hikers of Chi-Lai campsites

Li-Chia Kao' and Yi-Chung Hsu® ?

( Manuscript received 29 June 2006 ; accepted 12 September 2006 )

ABSTRACT: This study investigated encounter norms and perceived crowing of Chi-Lai campsite hikers. A
total of 396 valid questionnaires were obtained during July and October of 2005. The results indicated that (1)
About 70 % of Chi-Lai campsite hikers had personal encounter norms; (2) Chi-Lai campsite hikers had social
norms with high intensity and crystallization; (3) Demographic and hiking experience variables influencing
social norms varied for different campsites; (4) More than 50% campsite hikers perceived crowded and those
with encounter norms felt significantly crowded than those without norms; (5) When perceived encounters
exceeded hikers’ encounter norms, their perceived crowding increased; and (6) Encounter norm curves of Chi-
Lai campsites varied. One was twin-peak curve, the other was single-peak with flate tale curve. Three
conclusions were drawn: (1) Encounter norms perceived among hikers in the low-density Chi-Lai campsites
with high norm intensity and crystallization; (2) Encounter norms and perceived crowding of campsite hikers
could be site specific; and (3) Perceived encounters, encounter norms, and anticipated encounters could be used
to predict perceived crowding, therefore these three factors could be used as carrying capacity indicator for
campsites. Recommendations were made for Taroko National Park management and future research.

KEYWORDS: encounter norms, perceived crowding, norm crystallization, norm intensity, the return
potential model
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