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Abstract

Place bonding/attachment has received attrition from different disciplines for
recent decades. However, many researchers all agree that we only have limited
understanding about how bondings to different places are developed. While most the
bonding to landscape/recreation sites were measured onsite, some researchers
believe that people are unconscious to the bondings until the places are disrupted.
The bonding to places were also believed can be developed through long-term
interaction with the places. However, there were also many researchers believe that
people can have strong attachment toward unknown places. The theory of place
bonding cannot be fully understood with solving these two theoretical
contradictions.

Base on the typology of place-continuity proposed by Twigger-Ross and
Uzzell (1996).The current study intends to understand how place bondings are
interrupted and continued. Two individual studies will be conducted for the purposes
the current project. The first part will compare people’s bonding toward parks,
before and after being closed for renovation. Different type of bonding scale will
also be compared for their validity. The second part will compare the bondings to
place for the overseas student. The bonding toward unknown places should be
different if the bondings were influenced by people’s previous experiences.

In the first experiment, the results indicated that the forming of bonding to a
new place is based on the past experiences of other places. In the second experiment,
we found that the people who have stronger bonding toward the park, their bonding
would decline significantly after the park changing, but those who have weaker
bonding would rise.This study will document how place bonding can contribute to
the field of landscape and recreation. Results will also provide evidence for the
potential to use place bonding. The study will also contributes to our understanding
and assist with environment planning and management.

KEYWORDS: Place bonding, Disruption, Place continuity, Attachment theory
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Pl tianf s ¥ - e Bt oo A6 2 T 22y, nz TR
&WJ,gg%ayJﬁ%%ﬁaﬁz%fﬁmifipm%%’wﬂﬁ;pﬁ
B ﬂ‘bﬁmﬁ—}g\; i% ¥t e 3 (Hiruy, 2009) » T A i {37 g9 & Rt iE/n
% @ B % Flat g+ o Lowenthal (1975)3#% :'W;ﬁ% ﬁ’ $:tz—F— it ﬁé‘ | ¥ BLZ
FaroTiips ¢ERILVRRINATL SRV ROBREES - 130
RRAPEBIIAE 0 FS TR AR R FHRETERLT &
AR FREEY A PERALDT AR A AR S F LA DL R FFT
- BBy AR PR APy TR S RS TR
A2 WETRR BL o
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ﬁ”'lﬂwmﬁﬁﬁe¢womﬁp ORI K A N i b £
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¥ 8 o
FER G AR R LR ATHR F FHN Bl h EPRF AL
LR ] ﬁf‘“§§’up@“’ i""@ ER A A }—xi'*B’»:«;»/F’J'fﬁmm«fg _'?]LLL
it Hammlt(2006)‘£ LBz T Gk SRR A 24T B
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F 4-1-1 ¥ 2 i % F 4 (B2 p Hammitt et al., 2006)

R IE (% 10 52)
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DR ELE Ao 3 o
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ZRYPELDEFBRLTE I L BRLEAIEP)EREB Y 0 £ 35 ; r‘ﬁf
PR ‘ﬁf‘% 2PE N RS L SR RB S (A) MR A
kB IR 2 B B LR S (B) & 53 (% 4-1-25 % 4-1-3) -

%0412 $ o BB S

\rn

KR BELE T X7 TEH %
A SFRRRES LG R il R
(B) BFEEREEY B4 R il R
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—_— __:;» —-—C = 7"'_-:
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(D) FELE R RRE B ;}puhi‘F"'?ﬁaP?”
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k!

ZHFFET RS

=iy —"Ff RS2 T AT PSS BT L AP AT MHREFS T BK o
FOOELIRPLRETERELR AP 2 FA BRI - R R
F i 4 Bt (7R3 1 (Standardizing) - ©2 Zscore $R A i 3 SR 7 0 R 4
AR A A T E ) £ iR WORE L (o)s B A A EE(L R
xR & ’Hﬁfw, 2006; " ¥4 & M3 AT, 2007) -

(=)l B 1 FA s

MERFG G RPN 184 1 o 5 56 im0 bA iR A#c41.3% > L5 88
IR 1 ﬂ\ﬁt 58.7% ; X i Jﬁ EPERE A LSS TT o (R A #52.7% -
EPFR B AARM G 67 o bR AEA4T3% RE S FE 77 o Rk A
52.7% > B4 58P 5 67 i 0 ik & B 47.3%(% 4-2-1) -

% 4-2-1 () EE) & G2t (N=144)

N %
'.}_E"
- g 56 41.3
2
- 88 58.7
EPER A A
¥ 77 52.7
% o
i o7 473
” ¥ 77 52.7
% o
il 67 47.3
()% A-Blays 3 d2r
EA,.&%%(V/? %E&%”)F’ ’r’f?/‘/?’ﬁ %Qiﬂ‘%zﬁﬁjg‘%&‘

B R M RERZREFEHRY EE R EF"’,&E%:‘E'J%‘M-Z-Z)O
Bw((RFMZRBERT)Y > BRHTRMELRH AT Bipe
?;;‘%‘*xﬂﬁmM' B (4-2-3) -

B
. w
rn
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3A422A BB LB At RS

* R N Mean t df Sig. (2-tailed)
‘ y 325 66
BARER 20.5 547 .000
Pl 276 -.65
‘ Y 321 55
¥ ERR 19.6 513 .000
Pl 273 -.70
‘ Y 317 50
2Rk R 17.8 528 .000
Pl 275 -.67
‘ Y 314 36
¥ kiR ) 16.0 521 .000
B 263 -.64
o =y 295 .36
FEF AR , 13.6 484 .000
R 263 -.56

AR CERERRY

% 4-2-3Bef R At eSS

* 3 N Mean t df Sig. (2-tailed)
‘ o 318 -17
FARER ) -19.8 599 .000
B 292 .98
‘ o 314 -17
¥ SRR , -16.7 599 000
B 288 .88
‘ oA 310 .18
# 2 REFR ) -15.2 597 .000
B 292 .79
‘ oA 307 -12
¥R ) -11.4 579 .000
B 278 .65
‘ e 289 -14
FIEF ER ) -9.7 560 .000
B 278 52

BEIEFIBRRY
()% C-Depiyr > sgii

ECERY(RPHBIFET > REL AR St TR HT
BRCRER K CFRR K ORFE B RGREIIURFARL Bl e
SR HNFF T R A AR R R BB Y BF B SRR R S B
(% 4-2-4) -

#
—l\

57 FBARIApEF)RYY > B % f
fl'%éi.;;}éi”’tt%*,ﬁfﬁ‘@:)é‘ ‘FMP?)AE,“*”IK?’P 'MFJ/# ri ’
'?:]z‘.ﬁiﬂ’# NS /Plﬂﬁ‘*“” F’ﬁ@””‘ifﬁ}’am@
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2 424C BB H At LS

¥ N Mean t df Sig.
(2-tailed)

! o 196 -.36

PRRER ) 4.2 344 .000
N 169 -.04
i o 194 -31

¥ ERE , -4.9 338 .000
N 168 .08
‘ o 192 -.28

¥ RFE ) -4.6 326 .000
N 167 11
i oy . 189 -18

¥ iR , -4.2 307 .000
N 162 23
‘ oo 179 -14

1EF AR ) -4.3 287 .000
B 162 27

CELIFFIRSEREL BAPIER

e

425D 2R EB Y B AtBTES

37 N Mean t df Sig.
(2-tailed)

\ o 189 -.46

A RER ) 2.3 352 .019
P 168 -.60
o o 184 -.34

o RRE , 15 344 111
P 166 -.45
\ o 182 -.26

B2k R ) 1.6 327 107
R 168 -37
\ o 180 -.23

B R , 1.0 336 309
P 160 -31
‘ o 169 -22

1EF FR ) 2 326 .769
P 160 -.25

EDELFEF IR IR A AR
(z ) 2238 B 5 TR A 47
ﬂxﬁﬁﬂ;ﬁ%’gé A ZRIHERN L AR RRIFIRE R Y gL
TRA(% 4-2-6) 0 712 S PR g RIIE RS BGS LRI p A B H SEHEE
2 AT BRI RFRE AR RRY (RS EBEL S#) 1 R
PletplfBs Be(RrL dmpy) Co(Ry #5557  FRE A0
B RBELR S 2SR 0 d T LR RIF TR Y G 3F 53 b ke g 5]
LRSS Ra Y S S RV Sy SE A E SR F IS
FLMPERFRYF EATIERER L H P E o X R HRE T B
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RRTRE S EHRIE 6  K R W Y

BLE SR ERP

% 4-2-6 Xl HHPR S B A ET L

Co(§Fgoms > Bpmh fipiigm) Frequency %
e B Bk s 2 21 55
T 126 32.8
H oo 237 61.7
Total 384 100
Da(§ 572 BEE 7 4p08RM) Frequency %
SRR 13 o 14 3.7
i e 74 19.5
How e 292 76.8
Total 380 100.0
% 4-2-7 2|¥riL % &
oA LS R A TR
fen o
TR ESI %Y & 1§
%k R A L
ERAF(ME S T) ok
NIp- a2 S
T e ERF A
fo %L g - 20
1 Pt A
B
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AT BT 2011 & S 40 Ak T100 & BALE
E Y AR ARLR L BRI OF FE R A4 R AR g )
SFEAFRHE AN AP LR FHOEOFCARARF SR F ERIBE 2F
A

-

N
FEFEEFA PP HRRLOEAFZ ARTELIFA P T HAB AR
L RE NG TR AP LR EF AWML oo AL A A
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M**W FRAERG R A RGBT LN P 1B
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F&?E@mﬂi‘Fﬁﬂr ¥ AT TG 3 YA R 0 B ERGRRE S F]PT 2 2
AR MPESL 2 AR s EREE SR PR L O F T !
PREAHPE S REATERGAFAFORAMN AT P REFHFE N AR
O HAEFEREFT P REFHPF A P EATE R Y R Pe o F]
vl E E R bki—rjg" SEIREA P RTS8 Z;w;’gf«}ﬁ-[ﬂ%’gl o

AT F AL A (Panel)? T BRERESAY G E o @
S R A A R | SR ##%'ttggﬂ?ﬂi%vﬂ ¢ B R A B
AAEEL AP AR EE AT PR Y AR - iR oA AL G RS
0 TR 2 RR 4 45 2 B (Duncan & Kalton, 1987) « 247 3 1 & 5 v < R
—fg%?;}@&éﬁgfﬁ‘éﬁ?ﬁ,}g s 4ok (@ —fgd ¥Rk iR ok A XV A g %]
o Fle SACTR AR DR PRE v R FRE AR A EHG B2 0
SNiBE AT TS P|ER X S A THE R EER o

BRI RS L ZFEREFT RS- FET O FEFHF IR EFT S
- AREAEURENIRG L R R FoOABATANTRL
G kAo ot cemail R ETEEABTR R EPN R fg‘i’*’;‘ﬁlj—‘ﬂk#ﬁ&é?ﬁi o
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P? AR AOFIM P2 AT WA B RER P o R R
BEINAMPER D RFER BT % o FEATHE RS AT - IR
SRR P R EEE R hE o R HﬁﬁiﬁFW% ﬂ%ﬁém@k
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ARFIRRE T T aAd R BEHY AT ROXRHEF N - RS ok
B T PR Eaw R oo
¥ %'%M\“féé‘! Rigr 2 i)~ 2db2 o qe g 2ged i 188
- Hammitt (2006) % < 3 B 2 3 > s S8 & > £ 24 58 (4 5-1-1) > v~ BL2 Likert
Scale:£ 7RI E "1 ZB222F¥ 2R " TELIZETFL o
# 5-1-1 Hammitt (2006) & 4 2_ = 2 % & %

B (= 24 78)

AT gy g AT B B PRehi R
AKFE B BRI AFTETRE
¥ {"ﬁf"%??#ﬂi

\!

¥R “ﬁwﬁﬁwﬁkﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁ—ﬁ

RS9 SRR

(Rl R U A - B U Bl e At i )

A Be B BhpE > AFEAT g FRIES Y

NFETR R %K\'mﬁfﬁh%
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wg;

\

o i g BRI R 2L 4
ALy R Bie B EL
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32 Lgf@;#. LISCEVE - SR I R R & S
TR BT U A A B RE R - I

N

B R SRS SR e LN

AR AGRBREER A rER REF{ LR

Rp 0 ebe BLiy B2 35 0B be BLAR L
ﬁag’uyﬂw%%ﬁ%wﬁﬁﬁﬁ

WAz H i g S A A e B Bl B E 5 s '

BT B BAR 02k S R FEE 0 4 AR AR L PP ehs s

[ OB SN T

A WO DN PRFPIloO~ N RO O R ODNDPEPROBRODNDRPRPODNDR

(- )% iRlF B 4 T s

¥ PEET A OB o 2 2R = 451y ek % g
BHTREEH O FESEBARY R R OFMP S 1Y 254 L w
BESER L - w RS 5 56.3%; G = FEE S BB kL P RrE
Fehow RF 5 77.6%(% 5-2-1) -
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Laomzar i r REQ97 )2 R gk 11575 o Y T
7 90 =(45.7%) » ~ 2Rl 107 =(54.3%) o X iy & #400 31~40 fh 5 £ 5 o ik
23.4% > # =t 5 21~30 & - 1k 19.8%(% 5-2-2) -
% 5-2-1 & 2 Bl Rl ¥ (N=197)
i qe (Total)

N %
R 11 5.6
k2 ) 43 21.8
5 12 25 12.7
i ES 5L F] 9 4.6
2 ] BaES 38 19.3
iR 2 4 2.0
®% 2 F 20 10.2
ey 24 12.2
T 2 ] 23 11.7

% 5-2-2 Mw| & EE4 ~ 03 (N=197)
2 4c (Total)

N %
7 90 45.7
5 .
107 54.3
20 14 18 9.1
21~30 39 19.8
31~40 46 23.4
E#(%)  41~50 25 12.7
51~60 36 18.3
61~70 23 11.7
70 11 ¢ 10 5.1

i ﬁa@?'e‘ ’ ﬁzéﬁr‘ MR ERTR R 2 R T T R Rl
ZZfFBahs Sl g E R AN ROFIMFE R R BEF Y 2 BB

ﬁ)[f]—g:%fr WiEOME OFIMPE R E ORI EITE RS B g _;_rsi:#
A AREE IR AT T RF R ALRELT R TR
RiltaRRT o RGHRA TR IEFA T PHFRZFE 2R ERF LR (F
5-2-35 4 5-2-4 5 % 5-2-5) ¢
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4523 MBS &M F ¢ 23 = i (N=197)

Mean(z iB])  Mean(7p]) t Sig. (2-tailed)
A 4.11 4.05 0.72 0.474
BORER 4.82 4.90 -0.67 0.502
B> ET?%}E; 4.32 4.17 1.44 0.151
BN 4.07 3.99 0.71 0.477
B OIRE R 3.79 3.76 0.34 0.732
FFEF FR 3.55 3.41 1.33 0.186

% 5-2-4 B P 22 F ATE B2 b o a2 %1 (N=197)

Mean(=+ iBl)  Mean(%$ ipl) t Sig. (2-tailed)
P 4.05 4.06 -0.12 0.904
FORER 4.90 4.82 0.61 0.546
B2 E]T?%},é 4.17 4.22 -0.46 0.648
B2k R 3.99 3.97 0.26 0.797
B R R 3.76 3.87 -1.23 0.222
FFEF R 3.41 3.41 0.02 0.988

% 5-2-5 B Bl 2 F 37F Fl2 = i g1 (N=197)

Mean(= )  Mean(is pl) t Sig. (2-tailed)
B 4.11 4.06 0.55 0.582
FARER 4.82 4.82 -0.08 0.940
B > Efs‘/?{q}@' 4.32 4,22 1.02 0.310
BN 4.07 3.97 0.89 0.375
B OIREE R 3.79 3.87 -0.88 0.377
FFEE FR 3.55 3.41 1.34 0.182

FT{E-HERF AR LEOFIME Y CMP Y MR ERTE R
AR MR S MR EFHMNE TG 2 CRERF TR E R R BT AR AR
rﬁg,y}pﬁ RO FIME T P2 ATL A MFY L B e
ZFAPE Cle o 3 TR AR o 2 A P2 B R (T
delE o BT AR TR BEREFAMEAY 0 L AB L6 A B2 G BER
HELALBe RS AR BERLFTLIT o KE 5267 Mg e 35
MEFHET BESEe AFIMBS 8 22 MElS I EATE R 2o gkT
FEHEAEA RS EF LM o MBI E SR EATE L B 0T M B A 4
BEAAIT AR REFMUE LS RPRE VRS AR e EFLAPM
6 e 5 A %arﬁéo* fwu— R 2 B e 2 R 2 F B ARG
RUARY > LR 2 AR ERTEBRALS HTHEEEL f w4 JI}'{\JL»-H
’ﬁv_l"a‘?ﬁfgﬂwé Ploe
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% 5-2-6 Z FFECR 2.3 A 4e B 82T F B4R B M2 A 17 (N=197)

2 A-B i B-C 2 AC
Pearson Sig. Pearson Sig. Pearson Sig.
Correlation  (2-tailed)  Correlation  (2-tailed) Correlation  (2-tailed)
Wi 0.36 0.000 0.17 0.019 0.51 0.000
FERER 0.50 0.000 0.07 0.311 0.58 0.000
B Eﬁ:‘@},}é 0.41 0.000 0.12 0.104 0.53 0.000
B2k R 0.40 0.000 0.22 0.002 0.56 0.000
PR R 0.37 0.000 0.14 0.051 0.47 0.000
FFEF R 0.34 0.000 0.15 0.034 0.50 0.000

BT Bk o dHRIE G R R AT i § T A R
B35 A G 0 o0 TR S R E e A R)A E K Y S F 2 ¥
~ P 33.3%(352 4 11 T)» % - w3 33.3%1 66.6%2 FF(352-4.62)0 ¥ = &
Bl 5 66.6% 7 15 (4.62 11 ) o

Wbz A AU pRHEER TR LEFZRENBT - HEY 22 2

i%%*¢7A&wmoEi Fo o p R BF M EY
1%%@%§@ua CHAER H G RPRASHIEFI A A de ek
BEw ME Y IE *TF#’”*I?F’“"‘,%J#«"#H*},@L o g R A
gwm@ﬁﬁ%@¥ﬁhJ’ﬁw“@%@wﬂaﬁﬁm%%%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁiﬂ’
?’s:i‘Iﬁ,é FEORGEN 2T Bie %’R{%;Tffﬁﬁ (% 5-2-7> % 5-2-85 %

2-9) o ¥ +‘:@ﬁﬁ¢ﬁ’&£§%%j%v%ﬁ§ﬂﬁmmw’“ﬁ
ﬂ&i%%ﬁi@ﬁ%*ﬁ%?ﬂi%ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ £ # (% 5-2-10 4 5-2-11 >

KENEIE At pﬂf”ﬁrﬁi)‘iﬁwgm R T AT S
RIEVE S R I Y (ES ,y«g4ﬁwﬁﬁ@m@
BAFIRFRE P RERL CFUEFFARBREFOTE A A
%%ﬁﬁ%K’MﬁﬁﬁiﬁkE@¥ﬁT%’%“@%§%?
BAEFR KM B DL FTHE S g %Wﬂaf IR
BEEWLE e Bis “’TSKF'—VmT "% (% 5-2-13 > % 5-2-14 > # 5-2-15) -
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% 5:2-7 % - M5 I 2 2% (N=65)

Mean(A) Mean(B) t Sig. (2-tailed)
R 2.80 3.11 -2.54 0.013
ORER 3.31 3.98 -3.09 0.003
R 2.84 3.09 -1.64 0.106
B2k R 2.55 2.93 -2.82 0.006
B ORE R 2.85 3.01 -1.53 0.130
FFF FR 2.46 2.54 -0.63 0.534

3528 %- whF Y 5| €A Flis2 > b &5 1 (N=65)

Mean(B) Mean(C) t Sig. (2-tailed)
oo 3.11 3.50 -2.66 0.010
B g AR 3.98 4.28 -1.44 0.154
B Eﬁ?%/@.} 3.09 3.62 -3.09 0.003
BOGRRR 2.93 3.33 -2.45 0.017
B iR R 3.01 3.36 -2.47 0.016
FEF FR 2.54 2.92 -2.34 0.022

#.5-2-9 % - M Flw I EITHEFS 2 3 g% (N=65)

Mean(A) Mean(C) t Sig. (2-tailed)
B i 2.80 3.50 -5.47 0.000
PERIR 3.31 4.28 -4.81 0.000
¥R 2.84 3.62 -5.46 0.000
Bk R 2.55 3.33 -5.04 0.000
B iR R 2.85 3.36 -3.70 0.000
FEF FR 2.46 2.92 -3.01 0.004
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% 5-2-10 % = w B F PR F Y 2 > i % (N=66)

Mean(A) Mean(B) t Sig. (2-tailed)
R 4.06 4.04 0.14 0.892
PARER 5.02 4.97 0.28 0.778
B &T?%}a 4.34 4.19 0.84 0.402
BIRER 4.01 3.97 0.25 0.806
B iR ER 3.63 3.75 -0.79 0.433
FFEF HR 3.32 3.35 -0.17 0.869

#5-2-11 % - e MBl? DIEATHE B2

i 5 1 (N=66)

Mean(B) Mean(C) t Sig. (2-tailed)
oo 4.04 3.97 0.61 0.543
PREIR 4.97 4.77 1.12 0.268
B Eﬁ?%/@.} 4.19 4.19 0.01 0.992
BOGRRR 3.97 3.92 0.33 0.746
B iR R 3.75 3.76 -0.12 0.909
FEF FR 3.35 3.21 0.89 0.378

% 5-2-12 % - M Flw P EATR Bl 2+

i 2% 1L (N=66)

Mean(A) Mean(C) t Sig. (2-tailed)
B 4.06 3.97 0.84 0.406
B AR 5.02 4.77 1.39 0.168
2R R 4.34 4.19 1.09 0.278
B2k g 4.01 3.92 0.58 0.565
B kR R 3.63 3.76 -1.05 0.297
1URF HE 3.32 3.21 0.73 0.467
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% 5-2-13 %z M FH I ME® 2 > %0 (N=66)

Mean(A) Mean(B) t Sig. (2-tailed)
Bag i 5.44 4.97 2.72 0.008
PARER 6.09 5.73 1.64 0.106
B ET?%}Q 5.77 5.21 2.71 0.009
B2k R 5.62 5.07 2.65 0.010
B iR ER 4.87 4.51 2.12 0.038
HWiFEF FRE 4.85 4.34 2.43 0.018

# 5-2-14 %= M F® I ELATH

62 # i 5 1 (N=66)

Mean(B) Mean(C) t Sig. (2-tailed)
LA 4.97 4.70 1.43 0.159
PORER 5.73 5.42 1.31 0.193
B FRR 5.21 4.84 1.82 0.073
Bk R 5.07 4.64 2.05 0.044
B2 OIRIE R 4.51 4.48 0.16 0.876
RFEF HR 4.34 4.10 1.03 0.307

# 5-2-15 % = =B Bl I £ ATH Bl {5 2 ¥

= b & 5 1 (N=66)

Mean(A) Mean(C) t Sig. (2-tailed)
il g 5.44 4.70 4.24 0.000
PORER 6.09 5.42 3.31 0.002
B ﬁﬁ?&%}é 5.77 4.84 4.93 0.000
BIRER 5.62 4.64 4.77 0.000
B2 kiR 4.87 4.48 1.98 0.052
FEF HR 4.85 4.10 3.76 0.000
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0 9118

AR S AP R R %Y%I% boogbg PR ESR OERE 0 T T
Wehd 3 R - G FEBE A 2 MR TR a A - LR G R
B2 Bk or g eod R BB RGRPRLE I DELE G F I AR HR
AP B ek 3L 0 e §_Lewicka (2011) AR 3 B F ek S AP R vzgk (50 ARG BE
BRI OFFET R RSN L L 2 @A) S B A g fe e
ARREFIF AR R G T e FI AT DA R P o i ALK v - HIEF
WO B R G TR BRY BTN 4 AR U FR
WIFB S > @G ip L ch- BATTF Y 3 % > THRFEE2F 5 FF ofp bl

BOABBRAAPER 2 2 36 BEs LTIFEERBRIE CFH
Eﬁ—iﬂ@ﬁ;{w Benikf AT PR A S K F RN PR e R
FoaRIRr XEBEEELEPFRFT 0 424 (Altman & Low, 1992; Hay, 1998;
Stedman, 2006) AT BEF L SRR R BRERE A - TLALDL w l G
(Bolan, 1997; Cuba & Hummon, 1993; Elder, King, & Conger, 1996; Stokols &
Shumaker, 1982) » # 3 § # F3n3 $¥ 3 hieg > ¥ 7 - LF LA F A3 B
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