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The Study on Place Attachment of Urban Residents
-A Case of Daming Palace National Heritage Park
LIU Yan-chao, QUAN Dong-ji*, WU Li-zhou
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Abstract: The study on urban residents' place attachment to recreation site is an important aspect of the study of urban
leisure space. This paper took Daming Palace National Heritage Park as an example to study on the urban residents' place
attachment and its influencing factors, the result showed as follows: (1) Place identity was more important than place
dependence for Daming Palace National Heritage Park. It showed that the emotional identity of urban residents in the park
was greater than functional dependence, the place attachment of urban residents was in the middle level. (2) There were many
factors affecting the place attachment of urban residents including understanding degree, visit times, residence time, access
frequency, time required on the road, transportation, historical and cultural nature of the site area, the park environment and
business environment, facilities, life experience. (3) The place attachment level of urban residents should be further
improved.
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1 WARXEBEWARFE
1.1 HEXE

KB E K ashk A b A7 T 7822 oORAER IS, RFEKZIW= KA CRIRE . KBHE. XKED
H B AV SECHE LR AE SR, AL K eIkt i e e IR b, K E R o AT, R b el Ao
B BUB AV R O A BB P 0 R . KB B L g s AR . MR K, R R
PR LR B A T8 B 1) 5 5K BBt bk o B A K B [ SRS B N A T KA B g e AR R, A
BEFE A B NIRAS Bl e . e o AR AT . BEEE 2010 4F 10 A 1 BAE NS scfhist
7 R A [ E S SO R B R R B [ SR g 2 el E ST, 38 R NS 5 A Ak TR TR 1R RS
TR T AR AR RBHESEM NSO, AU E R A TR g s SO RS IR, T HAE R A
AR T JE R H RN SR ThRE .
1.2 WRFEZE
1.2.1 B &&+ 5IRE AR CFEER M W& HEEICE RIS B sk 2 b JE R N A giit2
REAE S WEREAT NHFAE M7 AR S o S0 T Hh 7 78 S L2 (R R (W Bk R 25 %5 T Scanell )=
YEAE ZE B0 A Williams FRIHh 7 RS 4B AL . R T RIS TR Rl 5 1) A BRI S SERRERVEYE,  7E 2016
fE 6 H 15 Hidk4r 7 BUASE TAE. SRS R E, B Eaat it fE i 35 BB 8, JH8 4 M 56 7 k)
BHATIEIE, TR & AR . 2016 4E 7 H 10 H~21 H, 73X B 18] 78 K B B [ 5 bk el i3k
AT IER I A S5 R TAE, FFRIF MR RS R ERA TR S FEEUR S 290 4, AL
74 279 4y, HRE 96.2%.
1.2.2 %t 541k i2H Excel. Spss21.0 BAEXTWER IER AT SR & Gt o0, 2 AR S T
SN TSR SRR T ZE AT R 20 AR DG 2 A A5 5 1 3 T e R A P £ 2 ) i R
FATHI.
2 W BRI R M 5 R AE
2.1 A EESHR

15 FE T A2 FH ORI W36 ] S sl e ), BT B R F — it ir E RN E )5,
TS gt B a—rEls, R 1 af4n, HJ7IAFER) Cranbach a RN 0.883, Hb /7 ##i ) Cranbach o5
N 0.900, HiJ7 KA E R Cranbach a R EUN 0.935, 3 Ut W b 5 1 2% B (1) N 7215 BE IR 2 8 T b
AR, MAGRIT A S,

# 1 MAKREERBESH

Table 1 The reliability analysis of the place attachment scale

e v BT LS R F T AR AEAL IR Te B TG R 2 T
Scale Cronbach's alpha Cronbach’s alpha based on standardization =~ Number of items
VSN 0.883 0.877 7
75 1 0.900 0.901 6
M7 S 0.935 0.933 13

22 HAXHERGT
& 2 ZHENAOGHFRIE

Table 2 Demographic characteristics of respondents

i) 237 Bl PR EHAE (%) I Bl WE A (%)
Items Variable Frequency Percentage Items Variable  Frequency  Percentage
N % 156 55.9 SN P 30 10.8
P s 123 g |EARES 7 249 89.2

24 63 22.6 20 Z LU 33 8.8

BRI/ S AR T 20 72 21~30 % 151 40.5

jiAN |4 2 A A ER 5 78 28 WS 31~40 % 99 26.5
RE 2 0.7 41~50 % 30 8

N 2 0.7 51~60 % 32 8.6
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i1 A HE i A (%) Ir1 T3 AR R Bl (%)
Items Variable Frequency Percentage Items Variable  Frequency  Percentage
AED /M 37 13.3 61 ZUE 28 7.5
[EE Y INIA 42 15.1 N DA 22 7.9
H L 21 7.5 LN 60 21.5
oAt 14 5 m OhE) 67 24
fi&F 1000 G 76 27.2 RHBEMRE AR (BRD 85 30.5
1000~2500 JT 49 17.6 fiit & L E 45 16.1
AT 2500~5000 JT 109 39.1
5000 JG LAk 45 16.1

MR 2 AIAL, V58 B E Ttk DL 21~40 SRR RO T, AR/ . A BIRA
NOVEZ, IR EL 2500~5000 7T, AR ULE22 0 G2 TiE—¥, K vt X R R
R
23 HERMTATHES R

MR 3 AL, RHR I3 i R K WY B stk 23 Bl (K 07 S SO 18 50 1, Tl 60% i BRE s v
RBONWY IR B A B, KRBy Ji AR O Z I AE 2 el B 1~3 h, 29 =72 — & RU5 AR ELBO 2
FER B S RN RS, RFPAT, FEHE PRGN ) R ER 2 #AE N BT

R 3 W ERNEREITRHIE

Table 3 Recreation behavior characteristics of urban residents

=

I T Ap i B Ao t%) i1 I A WE HoH%)
Items Variable  Frequency Percentage Items Variable Frequency Percentage
MRAA T f# 30 10.8 Rk 29 10.4
e KT R 154 55.2 U &k 71 25.4
TR e 79 283 VIR o o 4 P ke 78 28
5 T R 16 5.7 1Rk, BRK—IR 101 36.2
F—iIk 61 21.9 WAT 104 37.3
e - It 31 11.1 NN HATE 53 19
WRUH = 21 7.5 B AR 100 358
Py B A L 166 59.5 RE 48 17.2
1hULF 10 3.6 10 min A F 22 7.9
SR 1~3h 211 75.6 11~20 min 104 37.3
e BT TR 3~5h 45 16.1 BT 1] 21~30 min 59 21.1
5~7h 13 4.7 £l 31 min L I 94 33.7
o ol M 59 21.1
it AR 220 78.9

24 WHERIFOHBSRTIER
£ 4 W ERFRHSKRTEE

Table 4 The degree of place attachment of urban residents' recreation

Wi ik iEH) P FREZE AN F R (%) (%) 7= (%)
Items Description Mean SD NO Common Yes
Ko g EZH s A R i AREERE A" — 432 0.7 1.1 10.4 88.5
Freoxt A e [ 57 a8 ik A el A AR SR R A R ek 3.78 0.786 43 31.2 64.5
KB ] SRt bk o [5E] toF R A 4 S 7 2 S 3.54 0.888 7.9 452 469
77N [E FRARAK A KB B [ gtk A 3.4 0957 14 444 416

PIfE=3.69 HIAE XA A T AT E R, B E S
N e 347 0924 122 419 459
KRB E i bk A iR IKIRERAEE R —E2 3.62 0959 108 33 56.3

1E R B K igthk 2 A 1R 2 £ 4 1 N2 3.7 0.934 8.2 30.8 60.9

R s < e vl i ,
f’?{j‘gﬁ% RUYE E Sk A 2R N e LR T; 346 1.01 13,6 394 469

K H e SRk 2 el SR R TR 45

e 2 A Ty T R 344 0961 136419 445

W e i K e E sk A e NFIREESh s 3.28 0.899  15.8 47 37.3
=348 SR, MEAERTE S, ERIAE E S sthh A i 325 0875 161 434 354

PerE et o %
KRR B B AL 7 S ARG AN S Ak P i
g A B A D R 3.66 0.862 6.5 348 588
A B e A mlL B R g E R ik A B HiE 3.77 0851 6.5 254  68.1
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2 4 a5, T E R AT KA 3.59, MO ARG 3.69, MG IRHIME 3.48, T HJE
FRAE BN R FE BE =y T DO Re e AROBAE B o FE 7 INRI 7 T, n) T2 K B ] SR sk A el 2 1 2 vl AR R Ak
kA b 2 — W E K s, R ER ey, RO ) TeFR T R B 1 S bk A e A R SR A TR
JE, T ] T FRAR A RO B B ] S st kb 2 el B A KPS, 3% 16 B J RS OR B B S sk 2 bl A
— B BN ENR, (HIBEIA B AR AR S s . AR AR T T, R AR e sk A e, Bt
KBS SR ik o el B3 = B 3 K P dpe iy, LR IR TR B B 2 (R 1) g S AR B8 A S Ak P iR AR
HoAth B hE A el BTS2 AN B 17, T [ I Jam 5, MRS, A KBS B S as bk 2 e i b e L
BHb T E ) 2 W E KRG, X U B KB B SO A b AR GE T T RMURE I g s S Ak
1%, HEHAERERHT A CEMIE R EENI T
3 EWERSHH
3.1 HFRITHFEER

TEVFREAT NI ZZ S e, 3R S mTon, 1 AR FE AR b (088 T 1 S5 Pk R4 0.132, %
P ZUAE 7 W R A HE 7 48 5 T 0 225 VE R 200 0 0274, 0.529, X8 RELLE 0.05 /K F EAE
2, LR ORI B R hE A T TR R R s AR IR A R R R R O KT, R ARG
0} i B 1) b A 7 B AR R SRE MR o T ) AR B A b A () T 1 5 38 P R 0K 0,013, 3 B 4
SR [] L U5 AT L MR T 75 B T b DA [ R0 M O 0 3 7 THT 1) S5 25 1 R 508508 0.000, IX 88 R %
7 0.05 /KPR35, 1B XAk A [l 1 MR D v E RS R P b A R KT A s, i B 8
FRITE) . V7R PR AR BT TR I )X i AT N REAE X T B 5 A R R b 5 (R K S 5 R
G52 Ak, TR E T XA EAT VR, BT RS E N2 IR, N W SRR
W2 i 2 Fe B AS R AT 8T

F 5 WARTHFRITAFEER

Table 5 The characteristic factors of the recreation behavior of place attachment

BT A TR i
Behavioral characteristics Place identity Place dependence

F BEME F wEN
TR 3.68 0.013* 1.885 0.132
e IR EL 13.021 0.000" 12.092 0.000"
R 2 0.96 0.274 1.798 0.529
152 BRI 1] 10.469 0.000" 7.882 0.000"
VRS 33.397 0.000* 26.387 0.000*
PR AR BT it B ) 12.423 0.000" 11.522 0.000"

&iE: *7£ 0.05 K-F EEFAAX Note: *showed the significant relation at 0.05 level.
3.1 THRHAZE BB 1 ATA, ORI E E R R A e AR TR JE R T A R K s T AR A
AT AKT R BT R ER . TIARAEA TR AR TR BT R B A 7 A R K1
MZETIL, BORZIEIE 2 FE 7 52 SO S AR TR, A S 8t [m AR 0 2% 7 E
FIPI S Rk T, T REBRAERSHT B A N BIRFR S B P S SO R 2, FEHARAS T AR

1 FRTHEEERMMSRTER

Fig.1 The place attachment differences of different understanding of the residents
BRI R REIT LINE, WX AR, T RERLREAE Bt AT RE AL S e, i LR R Y
HITNFEICFAR AR T o BT 7R R s RoR BEX i R 5 WO Az i, X B2
T T WA TR DA 2 — R D REVE A, 6 R B SR A e O B3 S SO AT R T R R A R T
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NFOM fi BN Tz stk 2 e i SR B A DO REVE AR 55 (052, st T N R — A I B A, AR —
FOOEESERIMEER, S PDNERE TH—DFEY, HE OB ERFFNFESER, s
ERT— P ARREREREZF, st R TiHI A K.

3.1.2 #F SR I 2 ArA, I B Y R R DA R S B ) 1 5 A R At R ) e e e DO O DA R
MR, B L, BEET RN Z, IR RO iz diie . |t s, 58—
R WY B B sk 2 Bl i b (0 BN 61 N, Tl it DY ¢ & BAE e R U 2234 166 N, BEHTK
Py B 1 I, X AR R A T A R T K AR . BB JE R R E A H T
LTRMNIRR, A 2RI De g e s, 2 oy AT

B 2 FRFEARNERNBSRTER

Fig.2 Differences in place attachment of residents with different number of tours
3.1.3 fFguek i i 3 A, JoiefE R 2, JE R AT AR KPR T O AR RUK T, 3K
W RO T KW R K 3 Ik 2 el (R 1 R A R K T Zh R . AR EORE, BESE E K] E [
SR 2 el 45 B IR 1] R0 00, RS ) e 75 D[RR M 75 AR - B 2 B e 2 s RO i bk 2 el 45
BRI T, BRI AR B2 18 18 (0 IX A 5 P2 AR iy, XM & (2 R R WX B, 7
A BRI R S AR 32 e KA 4

3 FRIFEEHENEROSREER

Fig.3 The difference of place attachment among residents with different residence time

3.1.4 FFRE K 4 TR, SRRV 2D, RS ZKCEES T A KT
W U7 R PR g2l e R 7 A R AN 7 (AR T AR T8 B o BRSO B [ st ik
bl o) i R e C B MRS h R LA B —ER 7, REWS A ATT R AR TR B N SR, 1K
i JE R EELBEN T, MATE 2SN, XA RE W A R A RE R B I 28 e $ 44t
TR T AR, BRI R ROR UL, K80 i R R OB B T A 1 07 A, A
IR — Ui DI A KT [ S8 Ik 28 Bl P AR AR PR 2 T 5 %, A ok — TR i RA& At
I R ESMAEHE T —F, BAERMERAR T, B TiZsht 2 bl i R %, 3
BT M5 AR ASFE B

B 4 FERHESEERNMSRTES

Fig.4 The difference of place attachment among residents with different access frequencies

3.1.5 i@ X R 6 AlHl, IEFA FIASE J5 20 B A7 A RIS A KT AT 22 53 11
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WFPAT I BRI HOBOKT e, FUGE AT, RENIREMASE . DT E R — i
B P BGE,  BERE R B 1A SCRER B XU, AT K Bt m . W EAT ER R R B2 R
A FHATIRER, — R A EA R EIEN, THZARDYATRME 17 R B % AT 458, AMCATEL
W EATY, W] DAI@ RS2 IR B I P S350, IXOMOURR I A6 AR R o T A AT TR sk 2 el
MR G o TR FRR AR AT B0 R T7 A R A 7 (K & T A R AT, B AR
A BEAE (RS PERNET A8 5 S 7 A A R RS, K IR R R 2 N MAT, e TiF
Drit i, LG A A2 AT (10 BT AT
£ 6 TEIZEARRMFT AR RBR

Table 6 Place identity and place dependence of different modes of transportation

o5 RS 2T Bt NEZX Frife 2=
Place attachment Modes of transportation Mean Number SD

AT 3.9247 104 0.67278
N HAT% 3.7415 53 0.50476

1 NG .
BT AR 3.4829 100 0.67404
RE 3.5833 48 0.59136
AT 3.6972 104 0.72755
N HAT % 3.5885 53 0.50677

1 e
S2hs NI 3.185 100 0.75377
PR 3.4546 48 0.74234

3.1.6 Fr& et HE S aTan, RiRERAETE RIS ] 20, R TT A R K P77 Aok o
Bk FoRE, WA NIRRT S 2, &R 7 A F R KK FE BT TR TR
FHCRM AT, JERATREE Je AR R R, Sk iZ st bk 2> [l Y i) VKO R sk 20 o T
PP L FE AL 10 min LA HER, RE—FFN, #DRIZEHEA B O, A HKE
RO Ra I

5 TRIBEERHNENERESETESR

Fig.5 The difference of place attachment of residents in different distance spending time

3.2 FERHEZER
% 7 FEBRMNEFIR

Table 7 Table of factor analysis of environmental perception

B P sttt Bt R EXEIAE S TE% BR%

Environmental perception  Historical and cultural natures Facilities Life experience Park and business Variance Cumulative

FHURR 7R O oy i st
R bR VAR, %k 0.753
= Ny
PN E 9 0.749
Pl IMAX3D 5%, 52
X M), B BEACRRR
L Lt 0.713
bk 0.747 20479  20.479
it L2 0.638
% 0.686
a4k 0.761 10.447  30.926

EEE 0.803
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IR SN i st Wit AREAREE EXEIREE TE% BER%
Environmental perception  Historical and cultural natures Facilities Life experience Park and business Variance Cumulative
B it 0.795
S N eV G 0.762 19.372 50298
ERI TN 0.82
IS h) 0.82
NBRAZHL K 0.817 13.264  63.562
KMO {8 0.847
Bartlett 1256 P=0.000

M 7 /&, KMO ittty 0.847, KT &AKArdE 0.5, && MK 7704, Bartlett BRIEK5,
0 468 507 AH G R AR ¥, P<0.0001, &AM F 8. AHIEFi R 32 B SR VR LA Kaiser FifE
AT 43 e B R A B B R AT b, R T ok S 7 R 3y B & TR e ) Oy 22
J RHE .l R ST EREEAT 4 2R T4, A T MURE I AR O T S AR AR, W R B
1557, “RKITE S <L) IMAX3D B2 SEY). BT BEAURIARRR G — o — I bk e B R 407
“TRUE AL B HE DK T S SRR R, I CTRVE LA T <G I X RS L ER
BER -, <A, cERmNE . <RSS EEUKP ARE R R T, AL B EETT. A
RAZ I 75 3R N AR IR IS B R 1 o DU 20 Bl AR 1 7 2211 20.479%- 10.447%- 19.372%- 13.264%,
RITHRRE S TT 211 63.562%.

T I [R5 B AL T R B ) I AR B, R BRI DU S PR - b DA R AR AR AT A G
3T, DMER 723X DY 2K R 7 15 b 75 W\ R A 5 AR 0 OC R o BHER 8 W N, Btk X g S ST At R
bel X 3R 855 5 3R BE . B Wit AR IS RLG B S b N A . M5 A5 Pearson AH o< R ELAE 0.01 1)
B COD  E#EER R, AT DUHERT BRI 7 D[R R R 5 AR K P 5 8k X g s SOk
R XA A . BeE it AR TS RO I 2 A 47 75 45 B B A IE AR 9%

* 8 HISRIHERERME RS

Table 8 Analysis of the environmental perception factors of place attachment

i 15 bW RN Hh 5 AR
Items Place identity Place dependence
v , Pearson FHIC{H: 410™ 205
Al X H L
IRAL XI5 2L BEE U 0 0.001
_ N N Pearson FHIME 317 291
X It 55 §iz) e
P X 358 5 LR B UMD 0 0
. Pearson HH K14 465 369"
LA
PR BEME U 0 0
. Pearson AH2C1H: 585" 454"
AR BEE CRID 0 0
BiE: M2 0.01 KF (i) L2 FAX. Note: ** showed the significant relation at 0.01 level (bilateral).

4 ¥t i

XT38 1 o ERS0 B Pt 7 AT T 5 [ B T 0 5 — WA . WRTER B, B T
KPR PR 5 R SR R B4R i, AW T Bz T, AOUEE IR BTk, W HN 502 4k
H1E LSS R M. X SR A P AMCEL R R H . 123, e HAZEIRINTES)
ok, B AL e B N D0 R O B T SROANRS P 75 3K o X 0 A VIR BB I A FH 3 () A P 3R B T AR
eI BT AR 15 A 7 B BN 53 i 2 B) s (B BB ), [ R i s P ) 4 B E SR it —
TE IS

2 SC R R T 06 A B B [ SR s hl 4 i B 2 28 2 0 A S SR W S X, IR g A e e
PNARHEIRRESI I35 8T, ¥ 17 SR 5N E 1100 B SRR = s aE i 2 H E RN B, R T
WO AR IR FETE R, ARG — AR S A0, RN R T Pt T SC S i G M 7 AR
WG, X TE— 25 5e 2 i 7 AR e 45 TR0 7 S (R A% S 2 SR A 5 i bk 2 ) e
XTIk T S R Ui R P b T AR B S s PR A MO AT, i LRI R 2R, A TR E
SR T KRR E R B RN, LRI H, AT O — PR EA SR &, PR IR
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o () R, 503 o 2 ST I 7 A A B 28, R — B o AR T RS B ) b 7 A 7R 4 42K R T
I FR T AT R, IR T4 1 e B 8 1 b 5 R 2N 9
5 4 ¢

o R T R M T AR AR R S R R R BT I, A9 DL 4518

(1) A Bk, T Rt T KB B [ stk 2 el b 7 Ak A8 Ak 1 457K o 3Tt s R
JINFIRE e T 7 MR L, U B3 T J RN i 8 1 24 el F 17 SV A [R) 2R T D e PR AR . X
MU S 1 AR 22 J R A IR AR N AT izt ik 28 el s R AT 0 e e AR T st ik A el 22—

(2) FEM T Rl R I SRR LR R 2 . EEAA XA A T 7 ARRERE . B 1
2L NN % 1 5 SN 2 7 LT N e Ve CE RPN B (1S B N i | R 1 7 G B SN e e
AR . BOE B AT AR RS I R R R

(3) X T3 i1 Jo BT s R M 7 (ST A A ik — D3R e, B0 BB IR AR A A SRR 558
MR . AR T, T ER R B P S SCA IR 20 S st R R SR, 9= IR T
R, NRREI I SR ST S . (EONIRIRIA BT, ERIN e 35 & TRl B i,  Infe e R
SRFIMR B> . AR E I BSR4 ) AR EAT Bt SRS PR .

(4) I o R oR SBE BE 55 30 R8 07 P RO 5 BRG0P ST FF) 58 3 L2 Tk 2 e R 7
Ry AEARREINE I PRI Ve, B85 5 TH R I ST KT, B G RIF I 2%
RERE I 55 5 B e 55 a5 Aok, SeBL I I 5 e IR S L3

&E

[1] Williams DR, Roggenbuck JW. Measuring place attachment:some preliminary results[C]. San Antonio,Texas:
Proceeding of NRPA Symposium on Leisure Research,1995

[2] Williams DR, Patterson ME, Roggenbuck JW. Beyond the commodity melaphor: Examining emotional and symbolic
attachment to place[J]. Leisure Studies, 1992,14(1):29-46

[3] Hidalgo MC, Hernandez B. Place attachment: Conceptual and empirical questions[J]. Journal of Environmental
Psychology, 2001,21(3):273-281

[4] Hammitt WE, Backlund EA, Bixler RD. Place bonding for recreation places: Conceptual and empirical Development[J].
Leisure Studies, 2006,25(1):17-41

[5] Scannell L, Gifford R. Defining place attachment: A tripartite organizing framework. Journal of Environmental
Psychology, 2010,30(1):1-10

[6] Kyle G, Graefe A, Manning R. Effects of Place attachment on users’ Perceptions of social and environmental conditions
in a natural setting[J]. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 2004,24(2):213-225

[7T Brown G, Raymond CM, Corcoran J. Mapping and measuring place attachment[J]. Applied Geography, 2015,57(2):42-53

[8] Ram, Bjork P, Weidenfeld A. Authenticity and place attachment of major visitor attractions[J]. Tourism Management,
2016,52(1):110-122

(9] 3k B DX B SO R BEUR 1) S R ANE Bt —— USSR R B A SO 5 YL 95 3R SO R AR R Vi B R

LLE 8 2 —[J]. A SCHLER, 1997,12(3):24-28,78

[10] #& [n),£R4%NI, Wall Geoffrey.3% T ik #i(Place attachment):—Fi 7 AT B B R FOME R[] i 24 11,2006,21(9):19-24

[11] 2% 9 b7/, M s S5 3 7 A RV AR (RO AT B 70 o 2 [0). A R T R 27240 AR 2402, 2011,43(1):1-8

[12] ¥ [, SR 0E 25 5 1042 23 RN R I 1 75 07 1 DG B R 3R 0] A ST 3, 2013,28(6):43-48

[13] J&EEGL AR EE RIS 58 T P Ra-Sh B 5 R R e — T D B2 LA [ R U 27 71),2014,29(12):45-54

[14] JEICER, 5K $8,% 0,55 BN E R o7 ko 5 BRI S FEE IR R

F,2008,23(10):87-92

[15] 2 F2,7% K W.SPSS Fiit /3 #r K4 [M]. AL 5 IH 2% i hikE, 2014:384-385

PAVGSE . A F R D9 9 (] R e 2



