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ABSTRACT

Visitors to Naejangsan National Park were surveyed from October 31 to November 3 in 1995, 151
vistors were participated. Of those individuals. 55% were males. 48% of respondents reported that
they had gone beyond high shcool, and over one-half(52%) had gone as far as college. 61.3% were 20
years of age.

The largest percentage of respondents were reported that they visited Naejangsan Nat']l Park to see
the scarlet maple leaves there. Most respondents who witness other visitors littering were not likely
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to intervene to stop their visitors' depreciative behavior(Bystander intervention Behavior). Most of
visitors got information for use Naejangsan Nat'l Park from a guide sign(31.8%) or guide

themselves(29.1%).

They didn' t know the Clean-up Time Movement Program. But they understood it after notice
hanging placards(81.6%). Most of visitors responsed that didn't hear the mass communication
program in National. But they recognized necessity of the mass communication program in National

Park.

The results showed that most visitors believed that Clean-up Time Movement was in succession
consequently it turned out to be effective in managing visitors littering behavior. And it seemed to
effective in managing depreciative behavior through the mass communication program in National

Park.

KEY WORDS : DEPRECIATIVE BEHAVIOR, LITTERING BEHAVIOR, MASS COMMUNICATION
PROGRAM, CLEAN-UP TIME MOVEMENT
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Table 1. Yes or No of broadcasting program in
Naejangsan National Park

Day 10.31(Tue) 11.1(Wed) 11.2(Thu) 11.3(Fri)

Y/N No Yes No Yes
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Figure 1. Ratio of respondent’s gender in Naejangsan
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Table 2. The difference of cognition seriousness
of trash problem according to ages in
Naejangsan National Park

Age Mean S. D. t 2-Tail Prob.
Below 20 -.0737 775
Over 30 2308 783 227 025
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Table 3. The difference of cognition of cooperation
of trash problem according to ages in
Naejangsan National Park(the person
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Table 4. The difference of cognition of cooperation
of trash treatment (another person)
according to ages in Naejangsan

himself) National Park
Age Mean S.D. t 2-Tail Prob. Mean S.D. t 2-Tail Prob.
Below20 .8041 471 90 047 Not serious .6875 .589 4.93 000

Over30 .9245 267

Serious .0930 750

Table 6. The crosstabulation between distance of residence and method of trash treatment

The method of trash treatment***

Garbage With Trash Throw Away  Trash Heap
A place of Chonbuk 88.4 4.7 0 7.0
Kyounggi 52.8 30.6 2.8 13.9
Seoul

***Chi-square P{.01

Table 6. The crosstabulation between visiting experience and cognitions of trash management

The method of trash treatment**

The responsibility of trash problem*

Garbage With Trash Throw Away Trash Heap Ranger Government Visitor Trader etc.

Visiting 0 39.2 22.6 44 .3 25.6 25.3 441 2.3 56.8 3.9
Experience over3  28.9 50.9 27.9 42.7 43.4 27.9 65.9 21.6 0
*Chi-square P{.05 **Chi-square P{.03
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Table 7. The crosstabulation between visiting
experiences and cognitions of Clean-up
time broadcasting

The experience of hearing
Clean-up Time broadcasting***

Yes No
Visiting 0 6.0 94.0
Experience over 3 27.3 72.7

***Chi-square P{.01
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