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Abstract

The present study aimed to examine the relationship between trust in government and people’s
attitude toward mining, and explore the moderating role of value. 595 participants including 292
male and 303 female completed the questionnaire. Their mean age is 35, and the standard devia-
tion is 9.87. It has worked out that people’s trust in government stays at a medium state and is re-
lated to age, while their attitude toward mining is also neutral. Trust in government can lead to
acceptance of mining, while age, gender and value are controlled. Furthermore, egoistic values
and altruistic values can enhance the relationship between trust in government and attitude to-
ward mining, but biospheric values will weaken it.
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1. 518

W R —R TS — 5T, FEZ5 R A e 7 R M = SRR PR R . AR [ 1 Bt
WIS, FRIE H AT 95%LL ERIREIR. 80% LA Fi¥ Tolk JFkl, 70% LA (gl A= 7= ek, 13 IR /K
S 2 A i R B P B R W SR R G ML S T, B SCHE T 70% LA F IR R K
FA G IRE o 07 P2 SRR AN AR » B 5 TR [ 2055 (1 PR R R P AR AN R el o (B 5 — 7 T
WO TR R = AR TR R I BRI SR R PR, R ATRES G . MRS E, WA
ISR BT ™ E R, RIS R 22 b B 1 A v T R B A B A T T AR IR . AR R S L AR
R /KBRS G, T PSR AR B, DAL IT R N 3 RS B AR DR B R IR Ak
SR B R B X T R FEROGASBE  JLAER, A IASE A R H 2 R, R 2 1) A6
HENFAT R 52, AMCEE . AR SO HIGTEEIF RT3, RETLGE KB,
IR I TS B T R A B T b R RO

SR, & ST A2 L EE R, Hod AR IR AR IO o Bl ARV A GRS BUR H A AT I B,
PRI, TR GRS I A = B e AR R . RS ROKIEAT Ab B . BURF R
2200 AT Be T R IR A 5 A PRI AR AT VA, B AP R R IE I LRI B, o AR R X
R IR V5 e AT B . DR, XEBURT IS AT AT e 2 52 maMARSTF R S B . BURFS /T (trust in
government) B EIA 15 AF (political trust) & AUEE (E(trust in authority) () —Fh . BURAE (R T8 NITTEZ KFEE
EAERUE S AT A 25 5 F HAEAT O B BLARATTHI A 25 9 Al (Tyler & Huo, 2002). BURFE AT BE 54T
UG5 FIAUBUEAE(Citrin & Muste, 1999) 0 B MEIT A 5 R TS G20 2431 J5 B AR 28 it 3
(R RN 2 Rk — B AR G . Wil sh XA R R, SRtk A, 56 385 SR A 1 (4o -
Hazkowicz, Heyenga, & Moffat, 2011), FFREMEIEMLREIR, NERPIAEF @ WA/EH ormk. BRI, AN
TR IR 3 45 N A S % U 1) 25 B 32 B BURHS AT A 5% (Chanlley, Rudolph, & Rahn, 2000), 4#0&BUMS T,
ABEAE A &R 5 LASCREA SRBUR, I HBUREERIX — /&2 2 & IREAS M (Rudolph &
Evans, 2005). [, BUREAEREW (43 MMA RS SR BUR R B0 WP R e, JF HIE S 55
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et ki B SR GRS, I 2 B KA R R RR K

[FES, PR A A S T AN LR 15 & . AIMELR IO SRR, RS
PRIZEARTT ), A2 H AR st S, 2223 NS RS B (25, % ANMA 04T ke T A4 A (Dutcher,
Finley, Luloff, & Johnson, 2007). H#FFi R, ASIEIRI SR EDU AT 682 82 AR A5 (1) & 7% (Schultz,
Zelezny, & Dalrymple, 2000; Dietz et al., 1998), F34h—26tft 50 K LB A 4L 2 MEM MR EE 3RS AN 32
FIHE 235 B W AN A6 FR B34 58 22 19 5593 (Joireman, Lasane, Bennett, Richards, & Solaimani, 2001). #£
MEME AR R NSO R AT MRS, Stern Al Didtz (1994), #&H T — Rl E 24T
=577 N—R 2 3 A E W (egoistic values) . Filth 3= SCAOME W (altruistic values) F1 A= 2 3= SUAEWE (bio-
spheric values). 7EF|CE CRMERUA T, AATHRENEAS NFIRE SR R = SO0 s e T
XA N AERII DG s AR A 32 SCRIAME I ] SR B T 0 E N AE VAT AEZS BB R DG 0o o K BRI 502 T3 )
ZERMIOCOAE S S X =M ER A . TERT AR FLEEAE |, Stern (2000)#—P4& tH TMEM - 58
- FVEEEE (VBN theory)o X —HES KA ANMENLCEEAE R = SUNE),  HrEAEEEa(New Environment
Paradigm), 85 SCERA MME YA TS, RN B R LR T, A SR IAT NS A HEN
TS RN — 26K 4% . Steg, Dreijerink #11 Abrahamse (2005)%F %4 VBN 3 83T T#56, 3H
XS R RN A S BURIEZ A N AT . BUR AT L, A E 02 SRR PR 1) 0 LA B S
IIRAT M= ARSI o BV AN Tl A (1 2 0 IR B 1 R — SE FRFE A S, AR BURHS AT A 15 R i
kB R 28 DA R A LRI B, (R IREE I S0 O T RE S BURHEAE S5 IF R IS R TR

AHETE LAAER" X & RO SR 5, IR E L RE X BURH S AT S50 FF R 2 BE 1) 58 R E
A CE JE R A TE R A B3R L

2. MR
2.1. #ik

KR BENLHRER 72, SHER X E R RS . LR 640 43, W inl4E %0n 35 595 473, i)
BEEN 92.97%, Ho B4 292 4, it 303 42, “FI4ER N 35 %, bz N 9.87,

22. fIRIE

W TE T 1026 O B B R G

1) APIARAGE R b JECRIBT T AR S R AT R

2) R R AT XL, IR EBUR TR SCR R IR .

3) 15 3 AR A AR T R L ST T AR AR AR R H [ e, DA R A EIL i A SORT i
4) R R BRI, BATIEE, BRI RRER.

221 BIFFE1E
2% E Moffat 1 Zhang (2014)F FIRIEAT %, L3 NEH, Flan “HrBUF ek Uit & i ER a8
RNHEN”, R A . AW IZER N E— B 2% Cronbach’s o A 0.863, 7 &M EFRHE.

2.2.2. H{EM

K Steg, Dreijerink £l Abrahamse (2005)%:i1E VBN B¢ At i B W i) %, 3L 12 MEEH, B4
A FE X B S AR X ERE R, FAYERER 4 NS B E K, Bl “EhiA. S
SCEEHAL” (FIE ) AR NBEAER” (Rt EE ) “RHAB R A AR AL " (R X), RAE
REar e AW HZER N — S 22 Cronbach’s o 9 0.881, & Ml EARE.
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2.23. FlFHLEEE

Mg H Moffat i1 Zhang (2014) 14 F I8 LI R 52 B 1, SE 5 ANEH, Bildn “ w2 R ERY ",
KA A, B E R sy W R B8 52 e« ASHIF 7T HRiZ R R 1 N 3 — 20 2 %0 Cronbach’s
N 0.770, FFAEARHE.
2.3. BUBSREM T

fF 74l B SPSS 19.0 X B gk AT Ab#E, EEAEH 7AHSHT, 2ok RA TS T ik
3. &R
3.1 EEEMAMSGHTITEREHEXMRIE

TR R, PO BURMS R T 4K (M = 3.00); 2EF] S 3 B Rl 32 A E AT A
A AN _ER52> ) m T RS (M = 5.00; M = 5.89; M = 5.96), 15t B = R/ (B X0 3 AN A #B 1R B 2
WM T R 7S 5 HIAF o0 i i TR YA (M = 3.25), BB & R T M R R i Am a B2 2 A B o kT
RAEESBHEATA R B ERIEAX R =0.142, p<0.01), 54T UOMERA BER AR R
(r=-0.095, p < 0.05), FFEHIE BI/RBUF S S5HR B35 IEAE(r = 0.097, p < 0.05), R[IFHE FEE 11
K, XTBUR BUEAT A FrigFt.

3.2. BURHREMT W F % SERTNER 247

KA EEAM T, WRRBUH ST RS ERTIAE A . R FRd . =M EBN
2, BBURGERANE ZZE. &R 20 w7 FRANMERNETEE, BUFEEST
M S P A AR I 2 1 1 ) T4 B (B = 0.149, t = 3.650, p < 0.01).

3.3. FISEXMEVNBREEST LFLSEXRNFHERRRE

Ky 2 B A A 3 S 5 BURMBEAE 50T R SRR RE T . BT
hE

B RO il BT RARREN T OEIIR 2 UOHMEMMBUR G =R RO
WIE IR CE SMEMMBUFEEZAR, BUAAPEERILE 3. R —Zd, BIEREH & RIS A L
F o ULHIE AN EES LT RS AR AT R SR R P BUR SRR BN B2, (HA 23

Table 1. Means, standard deviations and correlations for egoistic values, altruistic values, biospheric values, trust
in government, attitude toward mining

=L FISEXMMEN, FEXNER, ETELMNMEYR BFEE FLFLSENSE. fREE

LEE )
B M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 BUHELE 3.00 0.88
2 R 3 AME 5.00 1.10 0.056
3 Flfih 3 SANME M 5.89 0.88 0.010 0.349™
4 RRE AN EM 5.96 0.93 -0.015 0.322" 0.837"
5 WP RS 3.25 0.78 0.142" -0.027 -0.054 -0.095"
6 i 35.00 9.87 0.097 -0.023 -0.067 -0.037 —0.057

: p<0.05 “p<001, F.
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TELR I F2 RN AN R 2 5 28 = 2, R O3 UM B BURFAS AT 1938 FLIGU A T 245 FEE 1) T 4 FH 522 (B
=0.102,t=2.528,p<0.05), JFHAEMANX —ZHIG, BEMIEREAE T RERRS. Kk, EBURE
ST REERRES, B FE SAMERE T TEM .

SR 3 S EL VR e — 28 e prn 1<) 1o i srpb e A i 4 SRR B, 7EAICR) 2 3 SUME
T, BUREESIIFRESEA A REN AR EP =-0.111, t =-1.024, p > 0.05). {E & 2 E UM E
T, BIHEESH W RKSEAARERIEMH KSR =0.196, t = 1.632, p > 0.05). F| 3 A E M L
BT BUR BRSO IF RS E R R T .

3.4. FlfbEXMNMERSBAEEST LFLEEXRZNFTIERRR

WA 3.3 FRITE, BRI SCMEI R X BUR SRR R SR /AT EH . 113
IIMTEE R L 4. FE5E 2 RIARBUREAE I RS A B3 1 1E R POE R BUREE S A 3
S E NI AS LI MY T A 2 B R T4 F 422 (B = —0.084, t = —1.970, p < 0.05), JE HAEMA TX—2

Table 2. Trust in government’s predicting role on attitude toward mining
3 2. BUREERE AL F 2735 E T E AT

F—= E2
AR
B t B t
P 51 -0.043 -1.045 -0.054 -1.305
E -0.058 -1.413 -0.075 -1.818
Rl FE S E -0.005 -0.109 -0.014 -0.333
FiAh =SB 0.083 1.088 -0.073 0.972
AR SUMME -0.163" -2.178 -0.150" -2.025
BUMAEAE 0.149" 3.650
F1{H 1.876 3.816™
R? 0.016 0.038
AF 1 1.876 13.323™
AR? 0.007 0.028
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Figure 1. Egoistic values as a moderator between trust in gov-
ernment and attitude toward mining
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HERTZ JG, SARRNEREIE T RENRE. FETEBUREESTIFRSER X RS, FhE U
A TER .

Flth 3= SCIMEDIL A5 1E F 3k — 25 i n 1] 2. fT st o b i 4 R ], 2Rt 32 SUIMEAL T
BURAB AT R MY K 25 B AR R 8 35 1) 1 1) i/ A (B = 0.285, t = 2.960, p < 0.01). 7 i At = SUANME M
N, BUFB RS LT & 4 B T4 A S5 (B = 0.340, t = 2.801, p < 0.01). At 3= SCUHE A1 58 1 BURF
FEAEXT VI A7 BE B IR

35 EREMMEVNBAEEST LFLSEXRNFHERRE

WA 3.3 7L, FEAAS T UM EZ B X BURMS A T RS B SRR RTEM . |15
SNTEE R 5. TEEE 2 RIEE = 2 FA R BUR G T RS A BE W IERTUIER, 5%
SBT3 S T E s BUREAT 5 428 32 SUN BV 028 LI A L T R 45
BRI A FH i 4% &5 3% (B = —0.525, t = —1.887, p = 0.06), F:HAENIN TIX—2Z BEAER I 5, BAERE 16
P2 52 (AR? = 0.006, p = 0.06). KILEBUREESH WIF R SRS R, A2 U E W T
ERia% R,

Table 3. Regression analyses predicting attitude toward mining from trust in government and egoistic values
73 W ARSEMNFSEXNER . BFEENEESTER

F—E E_Z B=F
SRS
p t i t B t
5 -0.043 -1.040 —-0.054 -1.322 -0.054 -1.326
A -0.058 -1.395 -0.075 -1.825 -0.071 -1.731
BUFEAE 0.154™ 3.748 0.149™ 3.657
R SUNME M -0.038 -0.925 -0.038 -0.940
BUREAE x 23 AR 0.102" 2.528
F1H 1.350 4.326" 4771
R? 0.005 0.029 0.039
AF 18 1.350 7.273" 6.392"
AR? 0.005 0.024 0.010
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Figure 2. Altruistic values as a moderator between trust in gov-
ernment and attitude toward mining
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Table 4. Regression analyses predicting attitude toward mining from trust in government and altruistic values
4 WA FLSENFIMEXNER. BUHEEMNEIFSHER

H—Z = =2
B
B t B t
PE5 -0.043  —1.040 -0.051 —1.243 -0.054 -1.314
GRS -0.058  -1.395 -0.078 -1.883 -0.081 -1.971
BURELE 0.152" 3.723 0.169™ 4,059
FiAt 3 SN E -0.058 —1.427 -0.077 -1.846
BUFEAE x FMth 3 AN E N -0.084" -1.970
F i 1.350 4.629" 4.498"
R? 0.005 0.031 0.037
AF{d 1.350 7.877" 3.882"
AR? 0.001 0.024 0.029

Table 5. Regression analyses predicting attitude toward mining from trust in government and biospheric values
7 5. W ARSENFIMMEXMER. BFEERNEESTER

F—Zz -y B=F
HAR &
B t B t
P51 -0.043 -1.040 -0.051 -1.256 -0.054 -1.318
R -0.058 -1.395 -0.077 -1.878 -0.080 -1.942
BUREAE 0.150" 3.685 0.607" 2.407
AR F SUAME W -0.094" -2.320 -0.111" —2.658
BUREAT x £ T UM EM -0.525 -1.887
F 1A 1.350 5.489" 5.123"
R? 0.005 0.036 0.042
AF 1.350 9.589 3.561
AR? 0.001 0.031 0.006

AR SC B A T VR F I — 25 b n 1] 3. i s R e A i 8 SRR W, (EARAE S UMW,
BUR ARSI T RS A L B E W IE R TMAER (B = 0.272,t=2.772, p < 0.01). fEmAESE XMEN
W, BURS ARSI A 25 B T A FAS 2.2 (B = 0.136, t = 1.349, p > 0.05). A2 T UMHEWIRES T BUMF
FEATX ML I R 2 B B FAE F
4. g
4.1. BFEEST LFEEE

RIEBIE AT RISE R, B X R R EBUFEERGS R T EKCr, HREER S KGR, 5
ST (2004) R L — 8. B RO MY I & 35 R S A R SCRFI A
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Figure 3. Biospheric values as a moderator between trust in govern-
ment and attitude toward mining
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SRR R, XML A R B2 P R, AT AR AT (2008) B Tt B, X BUR IS AR AEAS A SE IS
EAEE O, BES AR A RKBOR.

AR, B BURF AT 78 35 58T A AN CRA AR R IVEERE L, X SRR FAF IR EEA A H R,
WoR T BUG ORI IR TR R (0 ol DL NS SE AL S AF AT AL BRI 5 e I RE /T, IR LR AR RE G 12
T2 RBUR S AR 53 5h— AN SN BUR A A 04 32 D8 30020 KU 2 AR (R 1, 2012) 3@ I X
WAV A AT REH R AVSEE KB AL, FTRUIIR A AL 1 g, G A i ZER R, — BUOR AT LS,
NS BUFHIEAE A ZRHER KR, XHE BT AT, BERIEA RIS, L5 0RHE
BTG, AR, R8RS 5 SR BUR A A S BN, ABUMEERZR S S
T -

R, B AT DU 58 A ANE L, L AL AT R R, DRAEAR S BRI AT, &M, Lt
AZHETTN, W ARKBUFHEER, RUEBUF VAT 5 LT R A LUBCR] . A Pt idT .

4.2. HMERNBAHEEST WFTFLSEXRNFHER

A SUMEN . A SCME . A2 3 SUME R BT BURS AR S0 LI R 748 BE IR 0% R AT i 1
PER . HoAh R O3z SCMENL . R = SOV BE 3 SRR (S AR ME [ TNVE L, A= A E 22 0k 55 BURF
AR TAEF -

MRHERT AL, FER O3 SCMME I BIAS A BRI ) 5600 BE 21 (Steg, Dreijerink, & Abrahamse, 2005),
11 58 /0 2% FE BV R PR B s, BT CABURFAS AT 1) 1 [ T30 4 FH 58 B 2o A = SO E A 754
WHE Z I GEAM N IR RR, BRI R IR AE T NIRRT D REIR, IR RREEH 2 b X R [E 5K 1) 2 5F
R, RN B e s T BRSO TAE F o 1A 28 32 SO B AS AN 2 (125 E8 31 Tk R
XPIRGEERITG G, Rl ik, AMTEREEMANS BARMANE KR, XTS5 S AR MA X
W TR FF OGS BE, BRI AR ZS 3 SCM B 58 1 BURAE AR XA P I 785 FE 1R 1 [ A FH o

5. &1

BURME AR I RS A & IR BAEH o W ENSBUREAE S5 IF R B Z 1A 28 Rk
PR o M C 2 SCRRIA 2 SR (B 000 RE 8 484 SR BURF(S AR RO IR ) TR, A2 25 32 SO (R0 £ Hi 55
XEH.
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