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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to investigate the effects of risk perception and
compensation on the acceptance of a weak LULU. The analysis was proceeded based on a
personally survey of 49 residents live around the sewage disposal facility (SDF). The results
show that the characteristics, risk perception, knowledge and distance to the SDF of the
respondents have no significant effects on their acceptance of the SDF. This implies that
there should be have different factors which affect the acceptance of LULU between the weak
and hazardous facilities. The results also indicate that a feasible environmental improvement
strategy provide by the government will significantly increase the acceptance of the SDF.
Most respondents agree that compensation is necessary for LULU, however, the acceptance of
the SDF does not improve when compensation is provided.
Keywords: Risk Perception, Compensation, Acceptance, weak LULU, Sewage Disposal
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