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A study on the gap of Willingness-To-Pay between two
environmental groups for environmental resource: A case
of Chi-Ku Wetland

Chung-Chiang Chen* Jung-Fu Huang**

Abstract

Ministry of Economic Affairs R.O.C. planned to build an industry zone in Chi-Ku coastal areas.
The neighboring residents concerned very much about the potential environmental damage and
consequently opposed this scheme all the while. Many environmental groups that care more about
the existence values of the wetlands while governments take care of economic developments
supported the resident’s claims. However, not all groups aimed at the same concerns. In this paper,
we are interested to find out the gap of environmental concerns between two environmental groups.

In this study, two environmental groups were selected as target groups including the
Black-faced Spoonbill Conservation Society and Chi-Ku Seacoast Protection Association for their
Willingness-to-Pay (WTP) for the Wetland by applying contingent valuation method (CVM). The
result shows that Chi-Ku Seacoast Protection Association intend to pay lower at NT$781.25 per year
than Black-faced Spoonbill Conservation Society’s at NT$1110.29 per year. Furthermore, a logit

model linking WTP, income, and environmental attitude was created to compare the two groups.

Keywords: Contingent valuation method; Environmental attitude; Chi-Ku wetland; Use value;

Nonuse value

* Director, Graduate Institute of Environmental Management, Nanhua University
** Graduate Student, Graduate Institute of Environmental Management, Nanhua University
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