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Fo v A £ T R g R R RS AL~ A 7}# § 223 40 37 ¢ e ~ % (Lim, 1997)
FIpb oo e Hl R B LRG| A RE BB F ReanFlF BB P o R
- eE ) &2 3R R v 250 Sr (Seddighi & Theocharous, 2002) Sirakaya {- Woodside (2005)
Bapdl P RERF=SDFR  FREBSEF L DEL - mfFidwGilEmy 22
B M

wAEIE 3 R 2% LB ALY pr o Zdtman o Burger(1975) €& - KB S BB B R
FPNRE O AFRATR R A AL T OB E A RNV ER LA P ER RSP
dp P B IE(R A) b TB (b A)FI R 2B R o P 45 d Sirakaya ¥2 Woodside(2005)
AT R AR A AT R LA ¥ > 4o Wahab Crompon £ Rothfield(1976)
L E cn B Ao FeriE J 05 5 Um 22 Crompton(1990) ~ Woodside £ Lysonski(1989)
eh— 45k P54 H05¢ (grand models) 55k 7% - Woodside #2 MacDonald(1994) s77:2- §8 25 2 f ¥k
z’fr%s-;\ T A d o BRA AR IRA o R B 34 22 (2007)4 DR A B EKE R AR

B gk F AR TR RFTE S E4(2008) s h 2 ok e BB auT g

v P SR BRBR T o G p B2 B G A Fper By vy o
WA e A S i (Seddighi & Theocharous, 2002) -

Christensen 22 Olson (2002)#; #t ™= i p %# |, (MeansEnd Chain) % p  f (7§ M

Fof R RATREGT F o S - A A e RSB A S PRI E R 0 IR R B ih

mﬁx--ﬁ‘#%%\il PE L KRR R AU ERE RSB 2) NIRRT B
(P &) (Gutman, 1982) - & #) = ;= B mié:\ ENEE: BRI § aﬁ"iﬁ;i—%‘; ® (Grunert & Grunert,
1995) > 4= Reynolds {- Rochon(1991) 4 i ™% iF5 & » 43 § & 2 § &1 & Bl 5 Koo(2006)
MRERF RO FEHFFHESABORTF T E & LL GE e RILEY LR SR
G- 0 F P ehk i H 2 A R RE A ) 2§ @ % (Mcintosh & Thyne,
2005) > 4= Klenosky ~ Gengler 4= Mulvey(1993)# .25 % i £ P e - {7 % 5 Frauman
Fr Cunningham(2001) Rt AR 1¢ * S & Hg cnflE W x B A B g kE M B%R A
(2004)1 | 2 P ekt g R E RS o BB B A > BTG R R K]
o Ep il o FRR AMEE R - RIS P e B IFHR G o

Flp o AR R RN B AmSp g g SR S 2 aual AA# O BET
WGP s (MR Bl Rpd 3w SEF)FAP FFod e @ nRsx
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Sirakaya = Woodside(2005)#% 2 &5 % e 25l | » 172 + & A LA RSB L APy
B BAB G302 - o Woodside £ Lysonski(1989) ¥ #-sc¥54-% T & 5 4 7 ad wEH s
PoBERE 0 TR N IRF] R (e B R B B o ) fosbo IR TR (R
T4 e E)F R B9t L o & Woodside - Lysonski(1989) ezt ¥ » 30 5 i {5 e A2
A b~ LR e B E@ TS - LihEA A2 BE € hk Y § A ER SR
B A S S o 8 (awarenessset) 0 AR i - B RSP k> e R £ 7 A3
R FREPED E B P AR B AR R RBAT oA Un &
Crompton(1990):& — # 12 £ # ‘e & (choice set) ™ ;¢ k28525 L {47 » & = BIFE >
AU G AR RS S R & (Evoked set) &2 B ¥ e 25 P e o 3B iE 0 AT U T fEsk
PR A p IR IR > R r B P BB TR E -
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§ ot AR 0 T A o § SR EREGY B ER AT L TR
HE (ML is -~ Fl4i+ 0 1992) - Gunn (1988)% % & k3P ch 5 M H 3 B A
poEL(Place)® N i > ¥ - BH T A R RO Bho LB BET 2 2b A R KA S OA
25 EavEH Y o F|Y o Tapachal f- Waryszak(2000)4% & #73) ez 25 P efape E 2% % 0
R AP R AR B f o ST A E 2 R A S ARG S R S rE AT
W ET A Efrkz p e scy o @ Coltman (1989) R4 it *e v p erps 2 TE 5 7
BAREM s B il d ARy B BT g oo
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gk BB TA I RSN B E -
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A DR HEEE P AR ERE ST A M i ez A& (Reynolds &
Gutman, 1988) o ]yt = j2 P kIl & kfps BER (DR ELL EF LI HER &
¢S QQF ATTERASE > KRB PO EREEAFA L A DER
(Gutman, 1982) ¥ £ £ ~ B f 4 ~ 354§ (2004)# 1! fip it BR T 0 B A Y B ¥
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AEE PN B AR o F F Y HAS B OREE SRR E(Z ) 208 L
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(Goldenberg, Klenosky, O'Leary & Templin, 2000) » £ 34} § # 7 5 &2 ~ @2 BB 7% >
=7 kK s i (atributes) ~ % % (consequences) 2 ;& (values)
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TR oS R DB S B4 G5 SR BB RP et 2 By TR R &?ip‘.%

%%Q’W“*%ﬁaw’4@ﬁ%ﬁ%%£#ﬂ’“éﬁiﬁ“ﬁPPé 1990) -
s B RHE 2 E % Kassarjian(1977) #riE 3% 1 0.85 & i -

21 RBEOIPIT FRLRER RRR
Table 1. Consent reliability of detection

A B
B 0.94
C 0.98 0.91

T3k AR = (0.94+0.98+0.91) /3=0.94
TR’ =3*0.94/ (1+2*0.94) =0.98

H=xFiE ia g e ) (implication matrix) & & Fé @ s B eht e o i AR 5 - bk
BAEL s MRBE AL B BREREV R AEA A AL L iR R Ry
=t #(Goldenberg, Klenosky, O’'Leary & Templin, 2000) - f= p iz 45 Gengler = Reynolds(1995)
e 3k R A e 5% 5 A B~ & (cutoff value) » Flpt AR g e B g 5 1(20%0.05) 0 » i&{
PR AR PR R E G L A R ARG

BofS ik dpia R P arm DR thF AT @ P4 $- B (Hierarchical ValueMap: HVM) »
ERNF P HI RO o B R  EP &850V R (2000) L W i AR de

L

L #Epgega T2 paua, 2 2% A~C Ve

2. RUHASC VP Lt BREEH B
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4 B EPHRITHY ANCOVZ MRS SE -
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Table 2. Code and replying number of A-C-V

¥ E ¥ & ¥ E
BIL(A) , #%(C) , (V)

= # = # = #
AL pRF R4 10 [CL g dpfns 14 V1 #A L@ 7
A2. = i 8 [C2 4w 12 V2. 8% 2% 5
A3. pd B3 7 [C3. Tl 7 V3 FRE 8
A4 b B iRE 7 lca pdp 9 V4. RiER 18
AL, B 4 9 [Cb. &l 10 V5. #7#& R 10
AB. EH G AR 4 [CO. &7 A& 6 |V6. & F 2
A7. 3Tl 5 [C7. fljpR 4
AB. §8% p 2R 13
A9. ¥FE 4
AL10. 4 1 %% b 3
ALLF k2 5 8
AL2.25 538 25 5

BN LR
PR F AN F AT TR Tk 2 TR 2 etk P ERE
32 EREFRMAEE(HCE 3) -
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23 Bl BE2E L EREENRGE

Table 3. Statitical table of each element level of attributes, consequences, and values

LIS

(i 48)

Al p2Re7 B4 10:3[5:5 4:1 *
A2. > 10:5 *
A3. pd B3 3:2010:2/5:1 * *
Ad. b FiRE 10:5 8:5 * *
A5, fie fFd 8:3[10:2 * | x *
AG. E# 5 AR 6:1 8:1 * *
A7. 1Tl 3:1 .
A8. %5k p X 10:5 5:3|6:2 *
A9. 5% " 8:1 *
A10. 4 1 3% % b 12:1 *

Cl|C2|C3|C4|C5|C6|C7|V1|V2|V3|V4|V5|V6

ALLF RE S 10:3[3:2 * *
Al2.35 83K 5 8:3[10:2 * *
CL g3 12:3|4:2
C2. & 4:2(3:1 10:2
C3. g fItt 11:2
C4 pd p i 10:3
C5. il i 7:2
C6. fr# 7 48 8:2 2:1
C7. {1k 8:4(10: 4
L B() P B EERAARAE BRG] PR S

EASYEES SR A A

w o~ AR E AR A

B SRl ¥ BT AL %g. iR e AB R R W R R (HVM)4o B 2 - J5
FRART  FERS CAMHIREEFRRL I ENERBET R

BERY LRSI leF o g F AR IR *%‘€4imﬁili4r$ R 4
Afeos B R ERRA BYFT ~ f ) P EE TR BNk 5 A Sl %Fp KT
Rbde~h B RE ~MZ%p A L21EED F'~ REREBLEAGE NS o B X
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A Study on the Value Connotation of Tourism Destination

Wen-Bor Lu”  Chung-Heng Hsieh”?  Hsin-Yi Chou?
Pei-Chun Chen?  Sheng-Jung Ou®

Keyword : Tourism Destination ~ Value ~ Means-End Chain

Summary

The purpose of this study was to explore tourists’ perceived attributes with regard to their
tourism destinations and compare their values from different tourism destinations. The approach
of means-end chain (MEC) was adopted for analyzing the cognitive linkages among the
attributes of tourism destination, the consequences derived from these attributes, and the
subsequent abstract values that followed. The results showed that tourism destinations had 12
attributes ~ 7 consegquences and 6 values. In addition, this study also explored that tourists’ core
values on their experiences were different among national park, national scenic area, and theme
park. Marketing implications and future research directions were recommended at the end of
this study.
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