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Los AngelesAl= ol B 1500059 287 52 dFLd AJAG 734 =9] 247]
g AAsIA Utk o)A S #4kstH 233 Los Angelesdll e W= Q@ 7713 (Memorial
Coliseum) & 7} A4-9-7lell FE& Fol7l® stk 2 49 389 19 50082 720000 &
E7hte S Y Tt FARFE Al 8= (Bureau of Sanitation)ell s A
"t} wido] 389 2= 4T AMYZOEZREH Yo 2A# 7)ol th(Sones. 1995: Recycling
and Waste Reduction Fact Sheet. 1995: How to Recycle in Los Angeles City. 1994).

olgg o|RFE Al FFYES FUNEFH " AB 93909k 1995974 32%. 20003

*AFdsy PP a4, (younghoo@cheju.ackr). o] =% Korean Association for Public
Administrationol A} 23+ International Review of Public Administration. Volume 4 Number 1.
June 1995 7ZIAE =F& WE 3. 2SR 2 =537 5A L2 Los AngelesAld
curbside @& L2l 9lo] FFA vxAY FHo g 7159 AT Wy 858G
o9 A4 o) Y9 BAIA &5, vix FI Alold] TBAE AAAE o] AT ALE
H SASH Jle2 HPolAd 3 TFEA (Point-biserial correlation) 9t @AY th5 3] HEA (Stepwise
Multiple Regression Analysis) o]t}

Assembly Bill 939+ o129 W&(mandates) S E¥31 Ut 8 27 @2 AL Ay
oM dAstE 28718 39 HPFHoE vfjd HA 5%Y FHULES AFsop dtt 287
£ oid 5% 2 AlY 2o g3 BHHAY &9 FAd &9 943 g $UH+= vIE
A AR e HdFgol FAFAU ALY TR 27 Y AY2, 9t Ay
(A 938 59 AFES SAMTE Al Z(E)AA LAHE nF2r1E HId
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A 62%9 A1 FAHQA 27 A% EFE F
T2IPEE 4F3Ho2 /s 9 F8 898
& ZEIa3De did ZAH} IAYd dstd
(Sones,1995: Silva,1995).

mebx 837 A ELF(Waste Reduction Division)dlAMe AELEF dis 24
7bs8S LAANZE A&H o #3148, geldoez g FAASNA AEEe 2
g Aotk 2y AFAELS 45071E FE A8 FAHLZ FAH) AAfs) AL, 60
7HA o] 39 gt Ao E AHgdthe A el A4 vFY AL FAdgAS o
&t AYQ FFA(AE EF Korean-American)ol Zas AL AAZ 2724 A
vHosE gFE 7Y AGadA dHFoln NFH JZE Fi EAE HEs o
U &84 mugoh(Sones. 1995. p.32).

aRA. curbsiderR &€ T2 i AFA PFAEY 2P S Hodsi= A
< Los AngelesA] $14=7t A &83 37 (Waste Reduction Division) ] ZAAAZ A7} Al
9 MEE Z2IY A FFEEE Hrlsta AEFTAHY Aggd z=aPg oA
Al JAEE 29F 4 Udode Holoh

o4 ZddAM 2H7IFTAE AFsEe A2 AT AFFGE Fdl. Qe g
AtgEe] 28 FFEZ oA BHSEAE 71Fo2 JEA U HEY 5L 2
Hate AL vl&ths AoltH Matsueda, 1988). & E9]. 28712 Aalsts FFolA )
8o it anAe g2 ofup FAH DHreference group) ] EIESt FFo s I
& Wtk gt o] A9 AEH 71xE Camilleri}d Bergerd ]85 d(gain-cost
model) # Andrews®] &-&=tisl=d (utility maximizing model)©] E7} IAZ, ALE Al
33 =219 #FHo) F7HE U

Camilleri®} Berger(1967)cll mE®. APoly ML ztzt 1 &80 715XE & d¢
o #4 849 A ALY FolA 4zt A E(associated probability)oll 7+EAE

5% TaEY @ AAZAE RE2g @ dorE 287 @ whio] BAd ma 2grs
g g o BAstE n@P2HVE AT 5% FAEY F5AUY F0 adFHolt 2 F(E)ol
U Ale 2718 gAYz ARAY 53 287 @el AYdd o] TE s W
ol = B3 &zt g A 5%% &L 24T 5 ok

2) curbside A EE 2R Los Angelesr] AFANA A7 AZsts 27 A4 Mu2ZF9
stutoleh. T2 MHlAE 720.0007H7F 22 glom, @ 7200007kl thgt curbsidexd &85} 2}
FrAE 1995714 4 E A 199411190 599.0007VF7F curbside AL ZT2aPo] FHost
3, 638.0007V 7 AE2dr] A ZRaP HA FAQE de FolAh 3 Los Angeles
FATFAAM = curbside YL Z2aPoz FHFon AFx AL whgd wa A =
< gaeA olgs 3 9},

-32_



E 7149 tiore) A QA $3AH 589 §S #W Zoth(1967. p.368). o] BY S 4]
A7} Hdstn FEF WHoz FHE ASD AMelstal 7449 ZF Hd™9 7hA|d
e gubgog TEH FHE TH8L ASS YAl sl ErHPelton et al. 1993. p.64).

Balkwell(1976) 2 &&3distzdo] AL3 S EA SHlg A 2E& FgolA Ful &
vdpg AddilEe 9 Y 4 S AFdrtr BaFoh ZH%%Q] Aol avAE
o #Fool Fgo Y& NAE Fodth ek FArt 247 FA FFEE RAUEHd
FAE AHAE ALE AHAE B 42 §88 Fo & F Uok(Pelton et al. 1993).
a8z st ge g A4 Asie A AHH ZER Absle] AuiH 7EA] A
ol9] BAE AdFti= Aojt} ol A ZHH AFSH AP & A7 o] &
S FEHo U3, F ol EE ALl ot AuA9 Fo 4T A7 A2
A7t A

Ztzbo) o] 22 (1) A3 Mol A9 AAA Atg &3 (2) & 2Y I
) Atol9) AlElAH A5 L. (3) (BHEH) YT AL +88 F Atk #4749 9
29 7127 7ME e BE9 BF Alo|e dAfgolrh wEtA o] A7/ AFA FHEd
(hierarchy of effects model)ol 23] A& w¥=th(Pelton et al. p.65). LoFstH, A&&
A8 o)A A vrg(stimulus response and differential association theory)® Solg <
FolZS2RE FAY F e AL 2 HEE A B4 4. 7159 FHA 9
3 4TS Pethe Holoh

Il HEEHH 0|

Z2A4Z9] 48 WA FAH nFL 7hx] Fokg UFAT: 1) JtHFY AT
82 W4 2) RS o250 2% A4 ol 3) Al ALBAIGA &5 4) LHuA,
g, AR Fio o) o= Fx T L=y sk Aoth

Z2A429) S curbside N Z§ 2o FAsr] & 71 AHAANA e F
= AR 29 Ao dyud F2/Fagsoln g vl EFHH e FaAAR
olg}i At Weigel. Oskamp et al.. Yoone 7}&E49] Alg 3 - IT&H w47t Q&
o g A gk ATHA7E i AR E 22y Samdahld Rovertson. Vining
o} Ebreo. 28] Philips& At3}QFad w7 2Rl AL 2P Fojo] s
Agsede 28471 gvx #ioh

Nielson® Ellington. Pardini$} Katzev. Spaccarelli®t Jason. Hopper®t Nielson 22|32
Oskamp S 89 0|25 A7 A4 o8& ITH L Fo WAy 2 Guerra
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% Oskamp &2 AEELEE Fol AlgEC] thes] YAl 873 94 o] ofa} 87
= BE363 FAALE fAG7] e Aggo] WAL AAEA Hu MEsA 99
=2 dobllth dE W West 52 7hx Ag—1) BZ3, 2482, F1 2| A(77%).
2) 7‘]‘351.1—110“*1 AEE B] T2IP(66%), 3) AHFERA52%), 4) o] & 3
APAA AL(B0%)—-S 2A §‘lt} Boersching® De Younge 22#7] na}a}3
T2 A4, gz g5 23¢ 2, West 52 STZEAY 42%7 dfu)d
A YeEs AF2E TF Hu2E *}-8‘0}-'!1 RTGI AN, Hrle FAY(ETL
Evaluation and Training Institute)) LAAFAY 34%71 d#Hu)d Adusd o =4
OE Bk ETI= #FAA7E vlgodzt 2oh33%:29%) dEiAE £3 Hao & o
AR FrHch
O& (E D2 AF7A gxgc] F3se o8¢ 538 978 R Bdojn A3
AT7F Bag A2 FSAZE 27] A8 Los AngelesAlS curbside 88 Z 2o
et @=A vFRAE9 Fo AT FA AGY & $29 g Alojo FA
AAGE A9 g9},

CE 1> LA A9l curbside &2 Z2O2M0)| CHEH 3124 0|=201S9| Zhoj o &t M
T ST Alolef A

#Hes ool U Fol  [2=A 012059 YUE
- s Hof ojsie
A F£E9 92
L 74559 I3 W Ic i
2. ZES} )& A A4 ol & C )
3. Los Angelesrl9) AQEA} &4 8% c )
4. TV. g e, AFdAe Fx C ]

T2 CE dF Alole 3EAA BAE deT: ICTE AR WFE Alold HA£HYL
HAFT: T WAL E Afole] BAIE AP FE ATV 2RHRA FReL 9ujgnt

. e

o] @7l ALEE FATE 1%L curbside I B R T2 W] @t F2A w2l F
o &% Los AngelesAlol M referent level®] 9% Alole] BAE 2Fst7] 98 Hold
& #87 (Point-biserial correlation) 9} @AM T}%3)H &4 (Stepwise Multiple Regression
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Analysis)o] AHESISITE FFA 24 Aol B WEY SlE RS A7) Pol 35 =
A ARAZE MESAT 19870 GEA7E LAY $2A) @8 FelAS2HE $A50,

Nachimas} Issacst Michaele] w2l zAEzHE doleol td Polagaadl A%
b sty Wgsk AR olusolAE Rol T2 sue] MeE A4Hes AT |
T ogtkm AFsR ok wAM DEFHALMS F A 3 o B ¥4E Aog
EYBAFEA LT A5l dd Fold BAHEES AP A2E B4 2
AT G Al 2ure] AZANARNA FoW HEZRE 7FE5ol e} @ H
AAH AAE ol Zshet ol 8.

V. eI518tM S4u ZAIE D}

759 o A HEE-E Los AngelesAle] @Al njF1E9] 7o disiy e o
ForA gt diE/dol AATh e FF5H Al A FAZE 919 (Oskamp. Harrington
Edwards. 1991. p.503)2 3A1gk & €W SHAY 0%+ BRI, 50%= A&
SE2Y B Yol (HFA38) = 30-394 HHoll Atk §EAY 6%+ LEFLE Ev}
X2 ZRAT FFA vFAEY 53%= WY 2 ol 4S vl A

(H DN BAF= AAY, 97HIAES §9.99990 4 581 §70.0000187kx12] ¥ ¢ ol
Utk B dA7HILS S d™ §34.00001 AT SBAY 63%0182 204 vy ojo]
£ 71%2 oy, 37%E ohch

dim
ox

=3
oX

(B 71559 78 sise| o4 2
s 4 EE

g

@2 99 0%

oz} 99 50%
(198) (100%)

dF9:(Bg = 38)

204 o) &} 24 129%

20 - 29 18 10%

30 - 39 41 20%

40 - 49 48 24%

50 - 59 34 17%

6041 o] 3 33 17%
(198 (100%)
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¥
+
A

25% 6 3%
S8 6 3%
ISR B HAYAEGR 50 24%
29A g 29 17%
434 gt 89 45%
et o)y 18 8%
(198) (100%)
FY(FHE = 34 .
$§9999 o) st 40 20%
$10.000 ~ $19.999 30 15%
$20.000 ~ $29.999 36 18%
$30.000 ~ $39.999 33 17%
$40.000 ~ $49.999 30 15%
$50.000 ~ $59.999 11 6%
$60.000 ~ $69.999 10 5%
$70.000 o4& 8 4%
(198) (100%)
20 ol gt 124 63%
20 ol 74 37%
(198) (100%)
A
7hd 9 sdgs 3 2%
HEH 7l 36%
4% 20 10%
IF73% 20 10%
FeRARF 10 5%
71 e} 94 47%
(198) (100%)
FAYH:
4559 63 32%
ot} E 112 6%
= 21 11%
ol FF¢ 2 1%
(198) (100%)
FA JE 295
A 131 66%
A7t 67 34%
(198) (100%)
Fol 59
H7). £7], 287] 7t 98 49
7). 271, 287 87t 100 51
(198) (100%)

_36_




E Dol ARF AAY, A vFAEY 6% A ¥ JA. F-54 LAy
229 28 ARHA 5o FASEE Atk 198613 Los Angelesol A @t=lo] di¢t Min9
ZA] ma2d, 4419 15% 7HEd g fAFE 48 KAk 28y §8AY 2%
tto] o] Yo FAlGR Aok FFAEY wo]F(56%)0] otmtEC] A1 lem 32%
= 9539, 11%e 2EYUY. 1%+ BUste2d] Ax slth =219 6% g 2
2] A5 gleny oA 34%yto] AFtARY S HAR Stk AR R JFxH v FRAE
9] 49%= GOl 9, 23 T F UAAW 51%= ok

A, curbside} 8E Z2 o] i FIA nERAEY Fo JFE st AL
Los Angelesr] 9148Z3 A4 &85 (Waste Reduction Division)s] FHAAFA7} Al A
£ T2 e Pristy £ T3PS AL 5 UAEE EoF ¢ o=
Vgl A o] AT BAE gAsy] & vl A AT 7HE S AFaA Btk

D

=

D) curbside | & Zz2go] 3 SFelA HFAEY Fol JFF HEFY AFGH
WAoo @Al AU ATHA WFE Uol, 4, AY, AFIH. Artas. B
z A5, 9014, AZTHAZE Aol oidolg o2 St vo) g TPk

(E 3 sH=A n|=olEe #oi ognt 715 2| sty #Ha Alo|e] 2H|

L Tovis — Value: Willingness

Ao 2] g = (Willingness) 1
A4 -.02719
Ay 12602
Y

it 2 s d2s -.03471

AF3 .0967

24y 03115

o723 -.09358

ZAH Gz QS 05855
FAEH 3188**
FA A2go R 19821
IEFFE .10793
H 5 .15885*
o154 -.10071
FAH 34 .08608

**p 01 *pl.05

o] Ao ALRH EATH 71&L curbsideN ] Z2ao] dig SFFA v|xAY FHAH
&3} Los AngelesAlolA] referent level®] G& Atole] FAIE FHs17] Yl HolAgust



A%t dSHARAE AHSHTHEE A F3. Hold JB&A Al 71289 2AEH}E=
(E DA dEallF3 UArt). Los AngelesAl9] curbsidex} & T 2o Wit dZA =2
JNE9 FATFE AFFH. JaH 7/HLED 34 4347 2ee BodFa Qi

v 4. 7l w244 3 HJEY F8. 28sE 243 SHEEA
344 BBVVAE Yehl L, Yol 7 fMaFs) of 333 2 Y. doi
e FFA JAFAE EAEH

rlo
iU
flo ot

2) curbside 8§ Z2ago] djet gFFUA n]FAES] FHo JFH 159 FES ]
& g Aol Afo]o] BAl= FAAII?

(B H= curbside N &E Z2ago i I3A w359 Fo J4FFH 159 S8
o)X &l ¥ Aol§ Ateld BAE HFAHFR ok WA WIUEY FAJFge
258 FEY oJRE AT AY ol & 220 & A BAE Ak (1 =.41093)

(H 4) SH=A| 0|=0159 &0 ogtyt I152| =29 0|52 A 0|2 A0S} A
A leois ~ Value: Willingness
AT Ex o] o8 AEE 41093*

=p<.01

3) curbside ] 8§ ZET gt A vFAEY Fo gy A|o] AYBAITGA
& diet 252 A7 Apo]o] A= FAUN? ALEAGA 85 57 o] By
AgE FJE AR, ™A HF AY oA ZA3, su wfzzader Fojdrt

(E 5+ curbside &8 Z2adel] digt =ZA v]FE9 Fo] @ 570 Qo] =
8 AgE ZE A AFF FEF A9 @A 7298, g% 28z g0y Aol gAE
Hojzo

0f o|&tnt 57Hel0l RE MBS HE 20!, MY HE K|
WRZ2 Al0|9] 2|
2L fons ~ Value: Willingness

ALBARA R T hP A4 (/o] L) ‘l‘;ggi**

-.06042
27058
28308
13387

(E 5y 82| 0|Zelse] &

[=}
of EF| 28], st

Fpc.01 *p<.05
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ZAHE SEASNA AARAGT B AWHoE 41 JEAS 2P A4
Hage A9 AABAEES 2T AP/l ) Ha BT B34 v2As
e AYALRAES ds FeA Azsn Yok A2 B S XTI, Ao
WA 29, A%E FuelS Feggel 24 JRUAE RelFT Y 22 Ay
4 HHUL curbside A B§ ZZIPo] T BIAA WIFASY Fol el $HHY
#AE Jehioh

4) curbside | & Z2Z 2] et FF0a o]xAE Fof g b, elre,
Ao ZJAHE Al B g 22 Apo] o] #A & FARI?

(£ 6)2 curbside N &8 T2 e I5A vIFAEY 2o g v, &
de. Az 7145 Faro] dig Az Apojo] FAE st Aok

EARE SEANA A9 B3l dsf E3 A=AE FF8) 98l "8l AY A
88 Z2a3S EAEANA/ML)"E EJrh FFA wFAS2 Leu|A, oL,
AE B30l diaf FatA A YA AE W FFA "FAES Foiz © 2y
H A, g e, AF B @502 8 gHud. gy AEL2RE Al AYg =2
e BM o B2 ARE Q3 QU

(E 6> =7 0j321E9] &of ofgn Haju|™, a2, 20 7|1A== Alel 2
CHEE X)2F ARO1S] 2HA|

24 rpbis - Value: Willingness
g2 aPel disi S0l FHo] erHdl/oll L) .36463**
ol 714t ) Ful A 34443
Fol7lut i Foh A -.18762**

*n<.01

Azt dAE dsIARNE T4 22 o g8 HS$E Alo|9 UEYBATEA
a2 AFol 9] Folx FAAEE AT 2" A oAt A §A o=y
7o ZIFHAAZ AN oA AFEZRE |EEo] dal & EEQ /MQF AYE A
Zated o] &5 AT

(B D2 A gF3ARNY AHE 4Est At} Los AngelesAl S curbsided &
Z2af AT F3A vFAEY Fo gFL oF Yol s A=HAR + A&
Ao},
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ETD UEsHEM B
(Dependent variable: willingness Multiple R=.634 STD ERR EST=1.8618 F=21.3947)

IND VAR B COEFSTD ERR (B)TVALUE PROB
3 BS 613375 .152201 4.03 €.0001
Foirs 508462 .183465 2.7714 0061
25 .146797 071012 2.0672 0401
AT/ % 1.1001264 .307949 3.2514 0014
AL LA R 1.287263 311303 1.1351 €.0001
FAZH 75402 186253 4.0484 0001

V. 2 E - MEASEA2 sHHE S22 -

1989d el XYo} ¢3)l:= AB 939-Aajxdol T 27 #2UE SFHAIZCL AB
939 W= zpzho] Aj9} & AQFL ARG Hy| TIPS HA ST o|PstHA
2715 1995974A 25%. 20009742 50%2 A@sor ot AFsord ZHe A
et Ads aid §10.00001 271714 & 2dE & AU

o2t Al FRAES FUNANA AdE AB 9399 19958 7bA] 32%. 200008 7bA] 62%
o] AlY] ZAFel 27| TF ZEE FF57] YA, Al curbside 8§ T2 F
ool 7|27t He o B2 84085) S nIA 9359 Atole #AIE AT Zavt
A A h.(Sones 1995: Silva 1995)

olg g THANA RARA= AF7HA] FHRFNA Flo] AFH A2, FFA vE]]
E9 #Fo gEF 1) 71ETY A7 We 2) 89 oS0 g7 A ol 3) Al
9 AYLEAIGA &5 4 DA, dAde, AFFaE FYH BA T E(referent level) 9
P Atolol A A7 FAE BAen UE=AE vlustgTh

$AH 02 Los Angeles Al9] curbsidesi &g Z 280 digt =4 w5259 Iy
9L AFH. A7t 7HASH FEAHLRE 4adArt . old Ade 7MEF
o AR A - QIFEA WHSES AEE o I FABAC AAde Y AF 2AH
£ A7 o

T HAZ AEE 2] FF F3A viEJAEY FA AFH} 259 FESY o
Eoll A& Aol & Alole] Fad A Qlgol FAHAUT o)A Nielson# Ellington
(1983). Pardini®t Katzev(1983-1984). Spaceearelli®} Jason(1989-1990). Hoppert Niwlaon
(1991). 28l Oskamp & 938 A A& L=t}

o o
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A HAE A AEE T2 B FA vHEY Fo 9T du wgEZ
Iy A oA A, AgE FE G Atold A FA7E Sl FAHAY. oA
< Guerra(1992) 9} Oskamp(1991)ll 9J&] AA] & wre=t}

npRgte 2 Ale] AEE TP FE FFA vERIEY) FHo o Hau A, 2
ge, AF B3 Atolo] 88 BAZL AFol BAHAUT oA ETI & A& @
t}.
J2)A Los AngelesAlZ7t AEE Z2 o] @ A vIAE9 o e 13
AI71718 Adtd o439 Q4o nHAAHL ok A &= WEHA Tl 7128
A BEAFT 1) A RAEAEE 2) ES o5 93 A o8& 3) AF P
4) 3ol @ DA AL AFE 5) FoE | HynA, Ade. AF 6) &% ¢
ojltt, 28X MEH Iz FHEA F 1F PHE AHEF(E ATFAA vH AFE
A Al 7HA FHE olFY Fa Ut

971A REE 1) AY AE8EFHAAA 2R WA € FITA AEES A9 AE
€ 22335 d3¢ dd dFaAe] &RlE 5
of gttt 2) 2 = e AEF8] Al EF 2t (block leaders) &3
3) LACCol F71A o7t 7ted §30E 183t dFR0EY FAJ@F e FA717]
A} FuLEH AFES L83tk

B718 S8 DERARE 9479 B3 & 4367 A g8 Z2add w3 ¢
ZH vFAEY FA T referent leveld] FFBAE AFA 28y "AELH 2
2 FAe A9 HE: FHAZE 2999 4 gt (Allen. J. William, 1987, P.87). |2 &
A17F dapA Aol s oldd "art Aok 2) AFAY HEE T2 P Ui
Prish Fd BAS AB 939 ZES Al 2AH xey] AY EXE 2F37) 98 o
Z2aP e #sa HEstE Los Angelesrle] 1A= A8 E&HAE fsl 2ol 3)
o] AFE Hd Add A7 YA A9 AEE 2P T S=A vIAEY
o T FATE(referent leve) S & Atole] FAE FF87] AslA 4uAH =
d& o] &sdeh. 2y o]AY FHE 2R 23 F@EAUL vk ARE FEANF
o, YIEA] U1 A BAE TP FA= Rk F7HEA A7 493 238
g Z3s7] A&l 22 FA dal o B2 XA 99 9avh vk a8l oAy
o2 4) olRE AFAe FoFH MER 7]39 FZ Alo]9 @A) daf o g2
71 ol ol darvt vk o

rlr
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Appendix A : Point-biserial Correlational Coefficient

Factors rpbis - value : Willingness
Willingness 1
age -.02719
Gender 12602
Occupation
Wigs and other fashion items -.03471
Professional .0967
Restaurants 03115
Garment factories -.09358
Type of dwelling 05855
Home ownership .3188**
Education ownership .19821*
Education level 10793
Household income .15885*
English proficiency -.10071
Household composition .08608
Recycling by their friends and neighbors 41093
Aware of my community's volunteer activities( Yes/No) 41795%
Five-language toll-free recycling information hotline 196347
Face-to-face contact -.06042
Community group presentations 27058
School education program 28308
Others 13387
Hear about the city's recycling program( Yes/No) 36463
Korean television. radio. and newspapers 34443
English television. radio. and newspapers 18762+

**p<.01 *p< 05
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Appendix B : Current Regression Summary Table

Dependent Variable: Willingness Multiple R = 634 STD ERR EST = 1.8618
F = 21.3947
CONSTANT = -1.517697

IND VAR B COEF STD ERR(B) T-VALUE PROB
Korean Media 613375 .152201 4.03 <.0001
English Media .908462 .183465 27714 0061
Income .146797 071012 2.0672 0401
Friends/neighbors 1.001264 .307949 3.2514 .0014
Volunteer activities 1.257263 311303 4.1351 <.0001
Type of Dwelling 75402 186253 4.0484 <.0001
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