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ABSTRACT

This study examines the perceived utility of nuclear power, fossil fuels, and renewable energy as a means of
climate change mitigation under the current energy transition system. Analyzing the effects of risk perception,
policy literacy, and demographic factors, the results show that climate change risk perception has a positive impact
on all energy sources, and risk perceptions of nuclear and renewable energy differ by energy source. Policy literacy
also has a positive effect on the perceived utility of all energy sources, and policy evaluation has a significant effect
on nuclear and fossil fuels. Among the demographic factors, the impact of political orientation varies by each
energy sources, showing the current controversy regarding energy transitions in Korea.

Key words: Climate Change Mitigation, Perceived Energy Utility, Risk Perception, Policy Literacy, Political Orientation

1. M 2 JEu ARl a7 ST E AR, 7 715 s) oS-

=2 ofe] FHAIE Zelnh 20159 A2 27| $E A

<] o] 7|1FHslE AlEle] YPAQIOR QAER=  (The Paris Agreement) S 2] ZpEAQl 7|55} thg- =
H]Z2 oF 959 (Pew Research, 2018)0f| 0|21, at=34 A 29 2151907, Oa] A o] tlokst 9sle} A9 A
2 - B7FATL] (2018)Q] FAPIAE F 88%7F FA A4 SHskar oo = AL Q] ol gt 1
715 HASEE Azt AlRREAlR QlAskaL, 7Y AlgsHAl S L AR Aol 2y 715 JFkl s es o
AsfoF o 2wA (7159 S} v 2 o8 30.0%, 7] S517] $1et Ak, it 5¢f 7IRbo] meksiar ("A2at =7t
WAL 50.1%)2 St 71EHske] ek AR uid W5} S o) 2hx), Quknly)l AR Eo] o)A B2

rl

r
O:

1
filo

O

7% =,
(IPCC, Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change)> %1 %] A HE 7ko] Eslal oA, 1A FH) 7F FA2A0] dEe
T ot 7]3— AF=0] Avtg 235t 7|3 FAto] Hldkskal Hz51 Aot} (Myeong et al., 2013; Yoon et al., 2017). o]
AEIAA) el B Bolnlebel, B3] HeAZI A @ AU FRY s|Fuet thg wlo] st Wk e A
A7 o2 | 2 Slol wEE A& AT Sl 29 WA ofds) Seluiet) S|t o el

(TAISH FERIA, (2014) F2). Wt G7IRE Aol o ek Slo] A3l B3 XS Ul Zuks A
RN i B A R o
(mitigation) =i} 7|3 Wil W oS A & wWals) wolslel Bo] vldslx] HEr A vl
% (adaptation) teejo] AFA 02 aE Aol

' Corresponding author: jiwoongy@khu.ac kr, (26, Kyungheedae-ro, Dongdaemun-gu, Seoul, 02447, Republic of Korea Tel. +82-2-961-0492)
Received November 20, 2019 / Revised December 11, 2019 / Accepted December 23, 2019

http://www.ekscc.re.kr


https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.15531/KSCCR.2019.10.4.447&domain=http://ekscc.re.kr/&uri_scheme=http:&cm_version=v1.5

448 20

o] WEtofl A FE of x| X%k (energy transition)?) &
e A A =T 53 "art ok @ R Ay
4

oAuA] e Y F4 72e AA Y ST 3|
I AbelA HheS Zeffolal Qlek FH A4 AR A

B ol nlAEAe] e b thg 2, el

7hele QA7le) ARl 215 92, Al Ale] a8
=4 5ol FeHA dslA ollvA] ek gRe] At A
HAE Asfshs ARolt): webA of2dt w=rhe st
Aol e LA o= oA dof Higt ARS]E] 214t Ao
P2 vAE 8900 et e Fo el oAEd
I AHEAE SIRJSlES: sfjof & Aol

2 A ollvAIel Higt I RIS ke
e BHOR vk A RE 7|5t dls AholA
2 AR 784 sk bl 9% A= 892
oo, ol 2k 35 Aol AFEetatAl . oy
A 49| QIAIF =8/doll HRt L] A= W A4} A
HOl =, wojat vlg 14, el HiRt e - 1A
B, ARel ARz tigt A=, Y, asaE, A5
22 Ak s8Rl e ASisi: 21EY divkeo
AT7F AR 2 Tl AR 8 A AL
7|5 ste] AT 927} 2ol ARl ouAIY 9149
FEFadel Bt FHA A A4t vIFA T 2 At
= 715ReE Q4 aeldt e AR digh 2EEA
(literacy) & 58 W2 J1sto] 7|51t ol 9%t
e R 7} ofuA e 784 4l Y A 8
= ASTeEN 7|E Ao S Haska gtk

Ir

2, O|ZX o] U Myt7 m

2.1 7|23 2A3tet oflux] [

Chalvatzis and Hooper (2009)0]] =2 114 o z] Az
o] QFAQl Faoll 2 P ol|A ok SHo] Fhx
A, FAIFNA 7] $HSRF 22 A =Ao] A A
A 7] T2 e st gk ouix] REe e )
Zo] 27 IoloR AEEHA 2] ojuix] A 2o}
ZHEelA AeE]al 9™ (Kern and Smith, 2008; Pachauri

and Jiang, 2008; Foidart et al., 2010; Strunz, 2014,
Vazquez-Rowe et al., 2015), £3] AR R]of| tigt A 57}
T3eich 2T AT 2870 Y-S o= g AL
Al 715518} 52 fl8ll S A= BlF F4ek AR A
shgjzel oz YA Hgk ARl st =} sl
F9 =& 90%0°] &ttt (Eurobarometer, 2019). A Al A
How izt ARuse P4t APoA vFe
%71 ZAolck, e 7 WAL} ofA] 4-51 v el3iE 2
O 2 AYEHEA OECD =7} 4lf WAdu] F449] 75.8%
= AU AZE Apx| kAL Qlek ("AI8R A Y72 A
3 (2017~2031),%%). ZAoH x] 7]+ (IEA, International
Energy Agency, 2018) SA] 37 - Au]& oy x]of digt
AT E Hrgdste] 7|5 Hstol| thsshr] et 247k A5
=g ot A By B g 7|27} FElE Zles
Astar glek -] A] 2030 A71A] 2AIZFA HiETS 5
9] 3,6009F Eo® =5k (20179 2A7ES wiET o]
24.4% =) WE= A= sk "ARAF 7RSS 712
A9 & skl oyA] Faolla P AE A52es
TRt} Aeka AlR]Ro] Agk k=g skl Qlrk

AR AEe] A g =y oflux] Ak S Tt
= AL ek Aolok “AxE ARut HEsto] Ao ¢l
A AL Auhgt Bejeke, 2018 G-l thal 2ylelA]
ZAL @A)y dajolA AY Fad oA dxkd
| Tt 2d vl 69.5%RAAINE, Al A o] Thel =
HJA] A A A A Ry o A= Ak A
Atz ol gk Wi oJARE 47.1%= 7H =S8k cdAkE
HRt o #] g2 W] thek QIAEAL (B AR ollAl=
A Ao ofluA] A e (PR, s a4, A
o] Shffol] sl 72%7F XA, AR Wk
Slo] 547} Bh E WA} S5 $AS Ack olie 2
S Rz Aok Tel M ol wele] el TRsAS
Sefstiehe S =l duxsle] diak ql4o] Ay
el RelET oyl e molx U 4 ik

FAHo2 ojejg BAl oUALel gt 14le] A%
£ olsffetar 1 FrFasle] thet £40] nlg3itt= © 71l
Qe o || o] flali/dof Tt Ql4lo] E8] Ziefsiet Ut
2oz ol thgt e A4 dlo|Eef g LA

2

2) A=A AHG7L - Ag-go] svhet Ak m g o) A Ak ol A 20159 FH 2017d%E H 2] 7] FR S 25 o
e Frbe AAE 537 A= 7)E 33 e R ‘RE olsE Uehfia

2) olluA] A2k ozl dde] sk, wxdgde] absh, S A5dh F cluvxe] ik 5l ave} wEd d 3y <]
WSHS omSkARF (Jang and Lee, 2017), & A7olM= @olH o2 247t~ 5 e eds 2ol =3o R

A R A AR Aot S FA

Journal of Climate Change Research 2019, Vol. 10, No. 4



T1SHat 1t SEtoRA

ol

7} 2ol 71 18] B R Aope] 271, bl
A 7154, SF Bate] AlElE gBA 5 et 144
2910] dfat 127} HaElojof T} (Cho and Oh, 2002). ¢
A2 olele A ARt T Q14 3t ARt Rzt
= ARl ofUR| YO, Park et al. (2007)2 2AI71A H])
= Aol ZAT ouxIe] ffsid FHrtelA dAEEe]
AP thgo® o] SR AR AAEIL §l5e
FEI. 552 oefgt Q14 A= AA| wiE7k2e] gt
AP AHeb= FEoPA Stk IPCC (2011: 190)9] H it
w2 Ko7 7} (Life-Cycle Assessment, LCA)S £3
AU oliketeta: S7HNET (g COngkWhyS F74J3H
27, Ailem AU AR (FE 7%
469~1001 g COxg/kWh) THH] HljETFo] AA S R Zo=
UERHT (F918k 715 4~46 g COxgkWh). 121 A}
(TF17E 16 g COg/kWh) 2] 79~ AWHA] Q1 410} ) o
(PV, T2k 71 46 g COxg/kWh), A E (F914L 71 45 ¢
COneq kWh)H T} U2 s F2, 9, Hio| Qo x]o}
H|S3E s Heloh

A= oUA Lo flsl/dell ek Q1A 39| thEolm
(McGregor et al, 1999; Slovic, 1999), Lo}7} & djgt &
T HQl (stigmayo] AE3RL e AE & ¢ Ao
(Gregory et al, 1995; Oh et al, 2008; Han and Kim, 2011;
Kim and Cho, 2013). o]&3t Yelail= X} a8, 7
271t o ARl it A12|9] ARE= A ofek =14 <l
Al Qelof ZHAQ1 J3kS v|XIth (Lee and Lee, 2011). ¢
Aol gk =7l Q1A REE HAIRE Ao HRA,
ALY, b ol thgh 1A 1F AR} Ergstal, £33
37 Aol thet 2
ek Al=lzo] FAA Qlalof 7P AA] FikE A= A
52 YyeRT (Won, 2010: 871).

webx] Zh oz e gk QA3 AsE ekl b
Uol, 92 ALRZE ABAQ] A4 JHE F2E5] 55}
L 53] fi-de] et A Q1A WS HHst

A

1A gHo] a1

rE
T
lo
jabad
N
N,
ox
=2
=
<
» o

e ool sk A U AES Een
rle] st jgie getst Aol At
71012 Aol

o
o T
i
o,
fr
fin}

UM RBA QI B 449

2.2 OlLxIY 2lAlo] FErRol

ok oA Q1Aef] P wAE fQle Fld
712 o]2Z A}of|A] Cho and Oh (2002)= ¥A}H 9] <143}
T80 Ak vAl= A - A el AAlskaL Sl
AR 1A]9] AR grkacleor T eyt 7t He
9 HE, AR SA 75, 917 A Al A, wliAl
thiete] 384 & AABHAL, of2Rt 914 aQlEo]
A4 i (B, 1], TE, FE 5), 857t A&7l of
gh A (R84, AR, WA S)ek wAd IAE =
Y3}t Kim and Cho (2013), Kim et al. (2014)9] &I+
oA YA 840 FRalemA 22l o (9
A)R21e] FaFeo] v A1, FFARF AR} ZHE 9]
Aol et At #e] kS Alarsks =g tigt B7Et
AR P vA= Ae® YERth Choi (2015) 3}
A Azt AR o] iAo | Rof Rt et war, Uyt
2 784 tiv] AAA B mE 214 8- Aol 7N
o iqx| o] gt F44 Biert o A4 Yehde S A
SRk E3L o x| o] ARR]A 84S Asks 8%l
TA QIFEALSIEHE W, Al (et B 7)ol dhiet Al
2, 1} 1§ Q1A AR Hel, ol |qA] ¢tE, 7] $rst
ok T4, 2ol HiRt Bie 5= AAlskaL qick 53] 99
I} Blgof thgt 212lo] ofe} oA U5 BluE 3 F
F& nAE Aes UEhy o|A| o] g/l gt
o] “of4A] 2 (Energy Mix)” oA T2 o2 49
oF & #AI Y-S HolFal Qlrk o= Bird et al (2014)9] 1+
oA YR | Hebgdwt A&dS AlFsHAT, HAkE
ot vt of2o] Ao | Aol thgt $-52Q] Bee &

e
FESE UFe glol 1 BANS ST

=} = =

ook

==

-

221 7|25} 25t LEHO= M 0fHX| QA

AR o =] Ak AASH A, ol A]of| Theh ¢14]
71513t gl duky 7]ofsk=r1 el it Hiem &
) tjEA S 2 Bickerstaff et al (2008)2] A= Yx}H
gk G=l9] QlAlo] o BA| Wslsl=AlE HolFal Sl
o, HAFEE 7|9 8-S SRt pHeEN I f-84E
HxSEE AT (re-framing)}o] A1 YHAHS] 584
2 =4 4= 98-8 A=319) Bolsen and Cook (2008)2] &1
T E vj=lES A S HEA ] MEsE3 57k
¢l oqA] A9 sjawetez A QlAlskaL, 7|5HS} 2k}
off 7|o{sh= SHollA & of YR TRk FAAQ1 BTt
Fole AFE HAlth o3t Hike &9 MRS 8

= 4 rlo

http://www.ekscc.re.kr



450 2N -2

(reluctant acceptance)’ O 2A] AA[ o] thgt Y& QlAlof=
Eretal QAR Y o)At Aeta oUA| Lo =A
Aol et 359 A (E FHage) #47) Hreg
/UZ"S‘]—J:. 7—]0]E]—

o A oA Yo m A o] QlAo] YRtHe| gk
A A2 HEEA] AAE= 22 ohyrt Pidgeon et al
(2008)2] A= itk F=iRlEe] 7| 5HE} $sto) 7] o8}

L 2ol o] that A4S Hol gk, URelnt A1)
Ao 7h B3 AL, el ek AB7t S-9lel 9lA) o

the A= AFSkL itk yopr Agka ofux|d oz Al
Aol #]of| et dxkel A|x|e}F g A sk
et B7ks ofet 8else) o Y e A= YR
=4, Kim and Yun (2010)2 7|33} ¢s5}o] S~tro =z A ¢
Aelol] Tk Q1AS G} Ao MRS FAOR AS
e A}, 29 ‘B3] T} A 84 Aol 2
A ke AR, 913 Q4] 2910) HgH A e
of ghtha Falck Culley et al (2011) 7155} 2}

ofi7] Eglo] ZulolN UAjelnt Arkelzol dhet 24
0148 Al=351%11, Ansolabehere and Konisky (2012)+ 3+73

off A= $181d Qo] oldAe] Adzofl FA FFE vl
A= AL BojZ9leh Vainio et al (2017)% 7|33} 95}

o] o mA xS XSk - HiAloEAlf Higt
A E-2JA} (Willing to Pay)7} 7HAskR|ql, Yzl o digt 93
Q4l4zzo] B 7SSl ek Seir 2 A9 osle 3
AAQ H=r) ZUlske AL Hoj5ar itk Spence et al
(2010)2} Corner et al (2011)2] dIofA = 7|53} W 517
off thgh -2, oA tief gt -2, gl it 7H A
AR 5 HakH o Hgele] Aol et 2 e
of FaF= AL = A= YR o7t AR2 Kim
and Kim (2016)3} Kim et al (2019)¢] Ao = Eajf=
Y, 7|5stel that Siol A Ke] Mg Auet
<l FEfuIdt G vIAH, ZF oy Aol 715 He} s}
of Z1o3tth= SHollA & ul =840l 344 &= vIA
L How yepyi)

222 93 1Al
B 74 W AB)E JPES
el wiek olsle] Wa 2 Fefeisich
olo] Held, HEA FOE Bk 7Fsdt o Hls) /1% ¢
° A HEHM ety Tlvu FA) ol chk A
7} olel9] ARTte} L1 7F 2|49 ARt = Aele] 7

o N
M
R s

Journal of Climate Change Research 2019, Vol. 10, No. 4

A3} 4114 f9lo] ByFHom Sale] QAT Sl 3
& w130tk (Lee, 2009). oH A5 thek sl gle] X7
giEle] e gk B A7E BN UFHUL 5ol S
7ol 7k AU Slalmar ofje Fabd SzolA
29 ofulx], 77 5o] = Tl
Ansolabehere and Konisky (2009)+= AL 94 A4
o) Hiasle T AT s odAsle] BHow
Sfalistein QAEE, HedomA THgoR QAT
=, 9192154 A (riskaverse)2] A4S 3 212 U]
AT WA AMS uhshe 2e =5k Greenberg
Ol i oA ¢ 4k i) e b
2 Ay, ofe} o] gt ¢ ] A
HEo] Y g vl
(2012)=
X 1 914] 2.310] 7} oI x]2l SI4lo] Al
S, 55 ofufA18ie] it A 0] 1 AL <)
Ao Wret P v|A= A2 HEIT Stoutenborough
et al (2015)%= XA} e=o] FFalE ARt 7k 2t
oA Y} FHATE A A1 Q-4 (AIE S0l YAk,

rksl

%l
ofm|A], 714, kel

ARG 715 A%, Aehibd @49l 5)o] oA ol tigh
HAA T 7P 2 FFFRllS ] Qirk. Dreyer et al

3|3l
(2017)9] Aol e $-8del o <4zt 7] e}
ofl gt o] Hof P, S1del
< UAE Ae® e
Cha (2012)2 ¢A}2je] tigh 49 OM BA57) 93]
dElSAuE el s A8otel HESA, TR, FFR
e A=k —:irﬁﬁur A 29l 94 ol4l0) glo] kst

]
u)
e
rO
> F
rlo
-z
1o
of
o

Moz Be 0= Uehgrl. U 7k HlmoiE A
2 ofet xR oo ArjEom Ty, Ak o
o A1 XAzo] v R0 Sefyth 53] YA
w7h Ul preixjeh Autel 7k 2|4l o] Axph 2 A
o el AR that FAlo] o] Auele] 917
AAGEL e B AgrOR, Feld SIFEAT 25
SI@IA 7F A Fafo] AFshrky AEwch Kim
(Q013)& -840 AL HAH 48490k 154 5840
3}, o] et BFe] Hg ol AuEel e, 34
2 o] 484l B 2 G nHIks AHIS HojF

21t Park and Kim (2014)€] ?i—"rLOﬂ e Ak e o

5 -84 Bl ¥AH S WA U8 S P



7|=Hs} st fTHOZA &

A AR (A=, 3H, Al iRt GEellA = A]
2l ST A oA} $84S WEE T 1Y
t} (Kim and Kim, 2016). 3t 7| SH3lo]| thgt $-2{Hc} 7]

T3} gslol| 7]ofals Holo 24 ] 9l4jo] x| 48
Ao ] & FAZAQ] I3RS nxj= Ao 2 VRt o)Ak
£& Thsto] £ Aol 9 AL 7St of
Tt A7 o5 Jrested 2} oAl sl ql4fe] o]

AL G B3] 9l theel HEE masic

ok

r l

T 1-1. Z]FHBS] PE 18] 52 7] F Rl gfs 5}

7] FIRE AL =ZAL] 78 24l FEF

= 1/& Ao/t

B O] Pl 28] TS T Bl g

517] §J5t offif Ao ZA] o] 28 oljof ¥

gko o]z Aol

T 1-3. B} AR ey o1 752 ) HEk) o

37 I3l oA H 2] 28 oIL]]

Fer= /& Ao/t

RY AR LI A TS TR
§517] $feh o H LAY 388 914

of §F& & Aol

T 1-2.

T} 1-4.

223 A 2HZHA|

Ao m Talree] 4848 Bl X|4lgzo] HlEel
a1, x)4le] 4—’:%01 SOlS 71 Ul 190 St

FS- R It} (Connor and Siegrist, 2010).
offf x| ol 2k XM A A5} gzl FIEE X =,
xA1] g0 ol Yt pIT 9

Hel 2L WA YT S84 ol GBS Ak
FAe oy A2 EdA ==t (Maharik and
Fischhoff, 1993; Kurenreuther, 2002, Stoutenborough et al,
2013; Wang and Kim, 2013, Ko and Kim, 2015).

712 H3E 5] SHoA oUA] Aol vjA= A4
RS At R, Ertor-Akyaz et al (2012)= D EFHoF 241
7is B 71 gstel Bk A4l e] et Aol A
o 344 G viAE e A5, Kim et al
(014)2 19745 ]2 B3] AR T 5280 B
of= H7jollA T X|4lo] Axje] 7)ol tigt A=t o
2 ¥ A= Ae HoiF=qlh Whitmarsh et al (2015)
= A7kl tigt = 359 Bl AR 2, 2ol
gt 7P o] =83t JFadIYgole Etstal, I oy

21| 8K 01N A

451

0;

2| o] Tt vjZA =] 4] (prior knowledge)o] H T} 52 <] €
=0t HEiEo] USS Wk 53] AlY7ko] ofmins
g HE=E Foks AFElA AAIA, e84 Holof gt
HE Alghozn 9529l HEg Hilshe A2 #E A
A1) s & HolErh

A|Ajo] Aol £A4of wet Aoljt deFEe
7}7%}2 Aot} Farhar (1996)2] AtoflA] st ARel 9X

-

2 ofu] Aol A o] ekl AT S9lolw B, 7}
Ui 2le] ul g 9 2l aTe] T Amet ofafo] 4ol &
oA A ALl TiEt Aol xjelol tigt 927} ol

== RS B9 oM, Grennberg (2009)2] Aol A x o]
8% olo| Atk Hobman (2013) A] ofufA]de] T
! AoH]of| whE g} uljE 7ol IR HEE Alest A3,
H§ oflix|e] A5 iz ez nixt W Fof w3t
% Aoz SGAFe] X277} HojAl= AR e
a1, Ak Az o] 49 1 vitje] Avks Witk viE
7V\°ﬂ TRt AR A= QS A LfRt o| A4
A A)of Fo] F3RS: m|z|= Ao Z LERT] Sutterlin and
Siegrist (2017)9] Aol e 424121 2ollA 5842l ©]
U & 7HA] AL Qli= - BlRE W A A5k el 2
ARk, T vlga sHolof] et A FEE 7HAAL ol
1HE A, #8442 S0t RS B} Costa (2017)
of = o] thet FAHA XApEo] w25
o oA ol et Y 2149 e oAl A= A
Zofke FAARl ke vAl= Ae= YEyth
ey A9 FRFE e ARSI RSl =tst
i, 7| QTS AAaEol thigt -SR] ] Bt
OESAY W 7E = Aol iRt A S B85t
+ °l 24, =HAQ olsllraS B85 X3 IAIE B
o}, wEbA 2 AtollAe 71E A4 TiEe ke Ht
A 219l 2lelelAl (Literacy) A4S B8510] o]
glo] Azo] wlAle YRl AESTA Ak el
A3 ARE =E3sl vEA oz YRslsls oz A,
A 2/ HA| (policy literacy)st AR RE AL B
AN GRS g AL olshek Bl e B
e} (ung, 2008). BJH0 A3 elelape Aale) 21

O_u r>' p=) r°"

T8-S olsishs SEolx, Hejozi Tl Ao of
3k ol - AgE SollAle] ofs) 2 WkE EEsHe A

gom golglch Ao thet eleHAE ol AL Bl
olraA Bl AR Anjzte] MBS Wgstel gL
dhatshs oo K, Ao RE ARe] v HaA
2 Aasichs Zweld WS- 23k (Yoon and Yoon,

http://www.ekscc.re.kr



452 =3

2018).

FolA dERA]l SHoA & wf Ai' ISk Frlst
= T olellra T 7l E fiRoll thek AAIFQl o]
slrEe BlEA e R Hrie 9avt Qlok 53] |49 axt
off Tt AG-SollA FA X|Ap A A4 7 EE F
s g ZolS UZska glof XAl thek BHHS &
Aol 7= TAE B8 a7} ¢t (Brown and White,
1987; Carlson et al, 2009; Pieniak et al, 2010; Park and Kim,
2015; Yoon and Yoon, 2018) . T3t oot 4] - A=A
A Aol Ak FRe] Ak (outputs)ol] THEt RESE
o 7152 Aol AH7F Al=ahietA] RS kL 9
=4, A9 s dS St A4, AR, A 55 sEACR
Z-85taL l=Alel tiet B EEshe YE A dFY
of thet 1= Fasicl o] =05 Btz & AollA
= A3 gEgAlel wste] ohEe 7HE =ESIIch

=

TR 2-1. AT Tt FEE o]l 75
9517] $J3t AL AL 585 2ol
58k )3 Foj
TR 2:2. AT TheE A o]l 75
9517] $J3t A2 585 2ol
§3re nE Aojct
TH 2.3, 7| FRIE G ) o] )L 7 g}
of 57 $J3t oA Eo =AY £85I
Yol g2 vE Aojct
TR 2-4. 7|5} TS G B BAJEL 7))
of 7] FI3t oA EO =AY 585 ol
Yol g3 v]E Aoj)

2.2.4 TS| 2l

Greenberg (2009)= ol x| ¢lo]l thgt wl=<le] A&
ALeE Aat, SHA AR O] 79 2h Il Adoll thgt 214l A
off 7Hg & F&E XL ¢IF, A4, Aol et Ao
2to)7h 22 wrelwich. Aol | A= A Az et ARt
o] AE Hlow, wspEit £55F0] thE AjolE 1
th. Ladenburg (2010)= 34} =24 (offshore wind
farm)of] thet efjt=of] 2lo} A, 7t W da50] RAgAe]
FaFS YW o™, Sardianou and Genoudi (2013)= A1Z}Y
o] Z8lof tiaff T, w2 WSPEY A5TES 7
A AR Les AAehs Aoz UERton, Kosenius and
Ollikainen (2013)9] AA-FollX= 145, HAd, AP0 e

o BN

O O.
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AEE Hop AAsh= Ao=2 el Sundstrom and
McCright (2016)2] &0l 1986 1EE] 20116 7Fx] 2]
dl oJd=9] ARl gk Aot ddoll vls) A=A F
Aoz vehgown, olzdt FA8A Q1A 7kt 2
A el 71&of it WHHE & 4= 9tk Briguglio and
Formosa (2017)2] A-oflA= &2 ¢

= [e)
UHE, Ak FFLUSE e e A 3L

H
DY, WRSF, LEEW L AT AL U
AER T ool Aolghg o 4+ ek

o|e} iAo HAPeFE H 7Hel
¢t} Costa Font et al (2008)-2 ¥Alelo that ej=7} H7|
At HHOL Fa| A (heuristic) T XA (political
anchoring)ol] FFS W= A& 7Hgsto] A5 A, ¢
o AAA ARre Bushl Wl ARUss, Rl
(ft) 47 71 Abgelss: A2l sl & 542
S 2 UEeRt). Ansolabehere and Konisky (2009)= "I
(Democrats) A|7|24] 79 ARk} AALAAL Mo
78%= Holm, Choma et al (2016)= X291 FA =
7H ARRrEo] o] TR Z]ol thsl fItiH] ol K
oF FA AAshE AEE 7HAH, AEA g xdel His)
He} 342101 Hii=E HeIt} Karlstrom (2014)2 2Hof of
2k 7QQ19] Zhx|o] Aol thet A9} I E = AAS}
of AFATTt A |A] Qe AA|eh=t] v|A= ¥
ahe AZellch AEAR maeh nre] o] Eux B
AT H = 2ol gt 7i1e] Bj=et 7Hx]= 7] S} of
87} 22 olgrol] ) M AL AAToRA o
Aol thgt Az, x|x|ef AZEeE Ao AR A9
gt Hoe AR (industrialist)?} 2R S22}
(environmental protectionist) 7} EH3st 2}o]& K lc}. oAk
o APANE FIe] B ATolAE A 2219
e dEel) gl theol e maelr.
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2 vjAE 8910 QIFAE] RQlnt tlBo] 715ste] )
Fak 2} X e] 1ol thak QA4 71 F st o]
o thgaks o] that olaje Fa Welo st
Ak AFEAS 95 ST Bk ket Pk

X+ 57+ Xo+Bs * Xs+ o * Xo+ 5o * Xiot Br1 * Xite

FTEUAL Z oA f-8-dof tigh l4]olck. ofuf
ofurl e ¥AHE, shHdE (i, Agh, AAAelY
A (o, SR TR AEHel 5 R4 7]
Fste] Hzbdat 7k oA o) Sisiael tigk qlale®
TR (2 X, o). A A x*zﬂﬂxﬂiﬁ 7%
wislol] ofah 72 ofsraEt AT ofsiFo R HS)
G, 71595t g Aol et olsirE U WrES ®
SIAFHTE (ZF X, Xy, X5, X5). ATARE] 810 2= AH (X)),
A (Xp), LE5E (X)), 2503 X), AT 0)S& =
AIZAT

O

32 X7 H B2

ARSE AR 20173 7Y 495 E 7Y 11E7HA] =35
o A B8 2oel ARRAE Ajsl] ek
th A& AP (Macromill Embrain)©] EHE3F =t A9l
e idS myaho g sho] 2k 2|9, AJE, A=l aiet Al

=3letal BACke] EXJo| A3 WYy e E S g ==

Yo = BB Xok B Xot By Xt By Xet s - Xt s+ SiSITk 2E 1220700] HEARE HEste] 24 % 5
Table 1. Descriptive Results
(obs.=1172)
Variables Sub-variables Mean SD
Nuclear 3.16 1.08
Perceived Utility Fossil 2.51 0.84
Renewable 4.36 0.68
Climate Vulnerability 3.83 0.56
Perceived Risk Nuclear GHG 3.15 1.12
Fossil GHG 4.09 0.63
Renewable GHG 1.80 0.92
Self-reporting Understanding 3.37 0.96
Policy Literacy Climate Change Literacy 4.18 0.47
Policy Understanding 3.09 0.64
Policy Evaluation 2.64 0.65
Gender (Male: 1) 0.52 0.50
Age (1: 20s to 5: Over 60s) 3.00 1.32
Socio-demographic Education (1: Secondary to 4: Graduate) 291 0.57
Household Income (Distribution 1 to 10) 422 2.20
Politics (1: Liberal to 7: Conservative) 3.81 1.32
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Table 2. Regression Results
(obs=1172)
Nuclear Utility Fossil Utility Renewable Utility
B SE B B SE § B SE B

Climate Vulnerability 122 056 063 | 157 042 1047 | 079 035 065"

Perceived | Nuclear GHG 343" 029 -356 | 063" 022 084" | 0517 018 084"

Risk | Fossil GHG -.037 049 022 |-378" 037 -28577 | 1737 031 1607

Renewable GHG 153 034 13077 | 2427 026 2647 | -2197 022 -293"

Self-Understanding .041 .046 .026 -.003 .034 -.002 -.039 .029 -.040

Policy |Climate Change Literacy | .043 069 019 | -173" 052 096" | 2917 043 2007

Literacy | Policy Understanding 1157 052 068" | .100° 039 076" | 068 033 063"

Policy Evaluation 154" 047 0937 | 110”7 035 085" 002 030 002

Gender 138" 061 064" 012 046 007 047 038 034

Age 033 023 040 | 060" 017 094" | 039" 014 075"

]S)Oeiz) Education -.049 051 -.026 021 039 014 | -001 032 -001

Household Income -010 013 026 | -012 010 -.032 008 008 026

Politics 199 022 2447 | 081" 016 12877 | -027 014 -053°

Constant 1.823 404 2457 303 2215 254
F 27752 37.469" 29.542""
R’ 238 296 249
Durbin-Watson 1.923 1.947 1.928

p<.05, “p<.01, "p<.001
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Table 3. Independent Variables Validity and Reliability
(obs.=1172)
PCA Question Factor Loading Cronbach Alpha
Climate Vulnerability 4 792
Climate Vulnerability 5 755
. . Climate Vulnerability 3 739
Climate Vulnerability - — .808
Climate Vulnerability 6 732
Climate Vulnerability 2 .632
Climate Vulnerability 1 .624
Climate Change Literacy 2 776
Climate Change Literacy 3 745
. Climate Change Literacy 7 744
Climate Change - -
. Climate Change Literacy 1 707 .838
Literacy ; .
Climate Change Literacy 6 .697
Climate Change Literacy 5 .679
Climate Change Literacy 4 .649
Policy Understanding 6 818
Policy Understanding 4 .803
. . Policy Understanding 5 786
Policy Understanding - - .866
Policy Understanding 2 759
Policy Understanding 3 753
Policy Understanding 1 726
Policy Evaluation 5 .837
Policy Evaluation 3 .827
Policy Evaluation 4 .821
Policy Evaluation |Policy Evaluation 2 799 .903
Policy Evaluation 7 797
Policy Evaluation 6 778
Policy Evaluation 1 .708
Table 4. Validity Test
(obs.=1172)
Variables Climate Vulnerability | Climate Literacy | Policy Understanding | Policy Evaluation
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)
. . .824 911
Measure of Sampling Adequacy 763 873 8 ?
Approx. Chi’ 2514.536 2656.265 3414.888 4530.454
Bartlett’s 'T'est of af 15 21 15 o
Sphericity
Sig. .000 .000 .000 .000
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