5529 B2 Ve
2014 4 4 A

JOURNAL OF CATASTROPHOLOGY

= Vol. 29 No. 2
Apr. 2014

LBt RIETT. R ARG (5 AR A S Pe—— LI U ] [ ] K24, 2014, 29(2): 90 -94. [ Ma
Hongxian, Zhai Guofang. Media Selection for Risk Information Acquisition of Undergraduates[ J]. Journal of Catastrophology, 2014,

29(2): 90 -94. ]

RFEREXEE SR ENERE

— LU A1 XUBE 28 1)

S 2,3
, BB

O L JEB T A Be TR BE, T0J5 HEZE 2230015 2. pinURSs IRl 90 5AI L 250003 V195 BAt 210093
3. FERUR WTTHLRI S BT AR, VLR Bt 210093)

B OE: B REE (RIS ) B i mE M EAR, AL A B PR A AR ] o T XA o KBS

MR, Ziais ARG . SRR ik, RGO T IO AR REARTE SJIBOXURS: £5 B I A 8 45 ) B A

FRAEFIN AR 2E ST o S5 R DA R A AT SR AT L P A7 A — E R Y 22 5, A 50 E O 1 3t Sl B LA

MBI, X P ARARTE R A A AP R 20 3 A T A s )00 i P2 5 AR 2 AR R A SR IR £ B A

EEMTTTORE; ORI IEXR A EBAR E T ARF o B3R UA B TR Tl 2 RO A A

WA TR RE AR A, A T DU 0 R XL A B ) A

KB B KISIER; KEFEEBEA, WFm RS
RESES: X43 XHERRERS: A
doi; 10.3969/j. issn. 1000 - 811X. 2014. 02. 019

ANKH— U7 B BT HIEE RN
BORAT R, AR B A 2 B R G241 A B
TS (media) o BEA AN H R A B AL T8
T8, TR X T A% 3 04 5 S B A O A A T A
FM o SRR G A (A T £ i 25 AH 56 7l Y
JEP L BUmUE B KU A BED 4T S S
DNAK KU 5 1F (A 38 TR T ) A ™ L K
A AN ] H Al KU 1 — A 2 7R T K
HR A A, FEXTFE R R E T IZ MR
IR0} -1 TR

Y P A B B A% 1 5 XU A G R
TF5E B 7 A% IR 1) 2 AR Al 1) AR08 1 (40 ) B
AR 1 T PN ) X2 0 XS £ i RS L s 2 XL
B EFREERURS . U RS . A as KU 45 ) A BB
Mg R R A R R B TR R ORI £
AU A BB B B B 5T MR R A A, T 20 K 2E
AT T R AR B A R L Y
PR 5000 o AR SCHRL LA JRCAR 95 LR S f81], 2 A5G
TE R A B AL TG X T 00 0 28 A 2 M XU st 5 A

« Uehs HIB: 2013 -09 - 12 BE B, 2013 11 - 11
HEWH: FHEKHRREIESTH (41071325)

XEHS: 1000 -811X(2014)02 - 0090 - 05

VEREO SRR AE B 9 5 22 S (9 B [n) A8 K 1 I3 D,
1), EEAUHE. OREMRAMER; Q5L
MR OfF B CTER M. AR b, X
WA BB AT A 35 5 R S it R ek 2 o R, DA
SIS R A 1 IXURS: 14 388 ( risk: communication ) Fl 15 44
f JR ¥ 5 B8 ( risk management ) ,

*1 18] 2 % 18 15T
[ 1 Tt 2B Wi 4R

A BURHUR B. B H R C. %7 Mk D.
AR B &BRBR P e HR G

B ey B %A L 21 (a2
V. BTFEAR K. HABROIAL L. MR R

U2 S R AV ORI

g A MAEB. M C. LR D. iR E.

T Wk, AR F. A G it
TR T 2L 07 4 R B R, F T

IS T S T T 47 A B A

IR ATV

A IEHRIHEZ B, IERBHEEZ C
Wi —FZ D EIE S Z B i i

I58 2

TEERA: DR (1974 -), B, BRIEEXA, WLO5d:, YR, BFFE07 ik 5B, E-mail: mhx610@ 163. com
IR BEDF(1964 -), B, [WHTBA, Hf, WA S0m, BFF7 w5 K] . o XU & 8.

E-mail; guofang. zhai@ gmail. com



24 TR, A AR XUR £ S AR AY A B —— LA XUy 4] 91

1 HiEmTE

L1 @sigit

ASCEET o, B, # =AY E BRI
1458 T 5 DA 0T 2 A R R 2, A Tl 45
Je i H AR 3 b IR ) AR S i D R TR
BNAEN B, AU Z 87, ot
T DI [R) I SORS T8 H 38 N 12 56 AT B 0
W, FERHE D B R SCAEDGER N LR T
ko e, SUHHE I 52 AR BARAE DAt T
e, [RIREAn TAS T R0 E G B
)36
L2 e

YRR FIE A AR, 5205 % G AR 1
RER A KR IE e o D9 JRIT X EEBF 9, AR IR
I RIFAE I DR 2 AR T ) 2 e G P o A ) 28 47
#RLE 2009 4F 11 A S8BT S5 . T 5
THBAAETE 10 205 A S8 U DG N A B R A
SRJe AT LIl
1.3 BEARFFE

AU A K548 T R (R i R
A T22BE) , 3T 193 £ 704G A2 A R o F
FHE . BN REFE (R 2) WE, BaAk
Hepilir 4/6, Vg2 ; 2 UiEFkREE
TE 21 ~23 BARRYBL, AN 84.5% 5 KA T
SETT B AR TG 22 (FRAE 1/3) , R R T 1y e
(A BN 11.5% ) 5 = 15 i) ATHE BA T2 B 1Y
PR 2 (78.2%), B ORUK SE AR R D
(21.8% ) 5 ABHE L2V E AR 280 (94.8% ) ,
LB FELEAN S 5. 2% .

®2  HHAEAOEREE

SRRyl 255 NEL Bt/ %
e P 75 39.1
) % 117 60.9
g R R 42 21.8
ke WERH T 2 151 78.2
" A5 A 10 5.2
sl AR 183 94. 8
18 ~20 & 16 8.6

AR 21 ~23 % 158 84.5
24 ~27 % 13 6.9

R R 22 11.5

pNi 28 14.7

KEEFTAEHD Hp ST 57 29.9
SR 44 23.0

ARt 20.9

1.4 WRAE
AR SC— 7 TR FH A A S8 T AU ST R O R 5

( Chi-square test of independence ) #H%55 HIJ7¥:, I
T BIGEITH A SPSS13. 0 3B R 2 A T AR BBOUXU RS
TR A S PR R R A AT RE S I R R Sy —
T, RS AU BRI B AN ) K 2 AR B AR R 4
PR, LRG58 T IR R AR & F 43 b
TR P 4R AR R BIINHERR ) BT o 43 i L
B, PP aim R =R, 00 TA
R A (0.6, 0.3 A1 0.1, W EMMNHELE
BT RIS RA G WA IE A CE R EWL), &
IR T R AGE PR PR B —fR bR, BRI
AT

q=A/ax0.6+A/B/Bx0.3 +1/Nx0.1, (1)
Ko g REZH IR AGE B A 3586 A R
BEURGE T 25 R TP Rl i KR AR 5 A 40 1 B AR
HRCHESS — A0 CONKRBNHER ) 4R i B 4 s N
REABEAR TR I IRACFN IS REL o FEIECHESS
— LR ARAN S A A — oy 1 AR 2,
WK A ;8 FEFEHESS 7 AR ARFR 2, W (E 7 3%
] oo

2 ERSH

2.1 PFEMRARRIER

AN R — P LGN TE I, BAR AW 2 2]
. AL, RIS SEILIT LA ity Eeh TR
BRI ELE . (EHEVERN 2 M SR A 1 B 1R
ERFER 24 HUORZ AT TSNS, ZRIBH
KGR HEERIBEZ — WM G244
(ZRERATER, 223 P ALH > Bl ) RE, K
AR RTE D AR AR A B L AT DU AR AR

(1) e mARA ), wh [ 8 A4t (M
F45G 4 A SN AT R AR) , (HE PR, (L
(T 1 R i LI ReRe i 60% , i i
FAtRAR e 53 SMEAT TE R — KU R 2 A R AR ik
AR A Ee s, o 10%, BIA 10 A
Reg A rtArad 1 NATREM AN R .l I,
AR AR R A2 1 % e 40 AT £ S AL 38 mh i 1
FHIE A 3t BT A AR R A S 25 R AR

(2) A[RI“F A A R AR R PR A A — R
225, ARBEREFAEN, BARR. DA,
HREERTT L ORI B ORI, VLR N AR
HR—— 4 T M) TR0 LR A v B o B 5T 2
fi%, MRk 67.6% Wl E 41.2% . W AXER
i, BEE SR T T R B I B R R, R
ERUEFEIN BN < E A S SR Y R o 21N )
WOEHAL /e BEAh, 58 b S B4 2 90 35 ) 4R
ACFP2EME 2 T H 42 (8 Bhoxt 5 Fh) 5 FIRUR 24 E 1



2 KK 29 %

%3 LARESiFET : 0prick 2

HTECHE T 7 Y FR AR B I
A B0 2= ol Rt
) f%fﬁg BB ESRI % f%?fg;% B EA % )

R (153) WM 87 56.9 WABR 17 1 8FR(HS4 )
R (17) 7Rk 7 41.2 MR 4 23.5 4 Ffi (45502 Fh)
Rk (23) 7R UK 11 47.8 NP 4 17.4 5 Fp (4581 F)
TARRTTT(43) W7k 23 53.5 BUACHRAR 7 16.3 5 M (SN 3 F)
/NI (34) /R UK 22 64.7 DA 4 11.8 7R (SN 3 F)
AR (34) Tk 23 67.6 MAS R 5 14.7 5 MBS F)
B (57) w27 47.4 WAREER 8 140 SFER(HSN2 R
2 (95) 7R UK 59 62. 1 FHI P 9 9.5 8 Bl (&5 4 Fi)
R AR (35) MATER 9 25.7 YTk 8 22.9 7R (SN 4F)
MBI TEBE(118) TR 79 66.9 BACHIR 13 1.0 SERCHSH LR

PEARACHI RN (7 FhXE S Bl o ShEHRATHT i L
(57% %} 20% ) ¥ i T B Lo Be o A, R WA AT]
(14 ] S R P AF X B Ry

(3) AR FAE AR R S IR (R 4)
FAERRZE St Ho, R AR I R 22 AR AR
ST U S L G RN (L X Nt
3.863, MiJaMKUCRE /NI F AR L RS A
RERIRTT 5 2 AR HE A LG T 53 A A 1 i 5 4 v 4
W T B o B o A I 4R 0 5 10 4R 4 2R
(2.246) i 35 i TR UK 52 4R (0.495) o £
AR B A TR 2545 B2 W T A [) 2 2R AR AR 4R B 4%

AE A o
F4 RYEFEMNE I
FEAR HrhEE(q) FEA P (g)
SN ] 0. 796 JREAR 2.096
PN il 0. 856 P 1. 659
Hh 44 5 1.326 Lo 2.346
N 2.047 B Rk 0. 495
bt 3.863 WeEBH T 2R 2.246
2.2 HWRENENERE

WA A P 2 A PR, BE TR
AT, W, TR, ML, Eal e
HLREILM %, FIHEK. FHLSIAKILT
HS A A5 B BRIV . BB AE. I LR R T,
R (AR R B . LB, e
IR R B Sem k. EEE ., R
PESERR M, W E R 2R R R R B RS R
AR A 1 R, YRR
5% IO 445 1 g R SRR L 14 1 3 4 LB 64. 8%
L J7E 125 ¢ HE SR 8 1 At R IR 3 (13. 8% ) Rl
S ST (10.3% ) o 3 — s [l kA 5 )
HORITSE S BRI A — 5, B8 3t 397 ) 0 R f) 0 i ok

A, MARHBEA IR LA HAB AN 2 )5,
PASRAR A 3 1 1 GE AR A 7 24 AR R A
RS TR ) S A o R K P A ML G
PR A 2R X 32 15 R 2 AR B M O — P A e
KN B GE A RS I EAAR L, sk, &1 A
ERRIER B A PR OZ VTR EPIT— Ak
FERIR MBENAE AT BRI @k A ¢
RIGTT 2 A D0 — N5 A, AR PR
H O BRI

ot
@i 1
8Id - 4
B¢ A A
it

B 1 BRI RS T2

W, RORRMARGRS) T LR
GEIRIEA T A 3 b A7 25N A A 1y 22 57 (A 25K
BENO.1) o MBS RS, R A
REA R B Z A IR B B 7 5, T
AR A . DRI VR SRR B HE 491 R R
TR AR
2.3 FERXERHS

AR X, 2 B RE M AR, 2
SRR ) XUBS DA T RXUR, B SR . AR H AR
R —Re2 i, A2 A RN ZENmEL, W
Oy A AT, XU B 5 e i i PR <y, o
SRR s B, RS R SRl 2 1 B AR
ARRRRIE B o R XS . 2003 4F, [ RAR
EFRF SARS (1 RS IA S o S BRI — B



24 TR, A AR XUR £ S AR AY A B —— LA XUy 4] 93

x5 FHRWER

PR B R I R 5 EISE eV SR IR L
XT LEREA B R FRRESR XF HEREAS g RHUREE  FRMESSR
B4 4 8.985 0.061" Bt 4 2.018 0.733
B 4 4.360 0. 360 NGF=Tin 4 8. 605 0.072°
AN [R] R AT H 16 8. 622 0.928 AR JE AR 16 17.961 0.326

T AR B E TR 0.1,

AW SE (5 B RTERE R ZE 45 R (1 2)
KW, ZUTR A AE HARUE B B L A,
PRIERE, 25 (55. 8% ) 124 e 4% G ihTH &,
B a8 g 2T, mm TR IR E 2T
o IR B2 A B P e (53 22.1%)
VR —HEZ 7 o AR L O 22, 1% o NEA B2
A, U S AR U AP XU B B AR
Bt FEA, Ao EIE R E 2. o, AR
SR AT IV PR R BIF 4 2R AT [ B R AR TG e 3
B, BT AR R T B 2 A R mUR S e A
Forb, G RIFH 1) =7 A2 R R B0 R o7 2 A e 4%
RSB T E AL BRI e B R
o TR A R I A 2 AR L5 AT R ORI T A
PRI R — N EEHE 2T, XHKH
BFREZREESAEE o

|
>

B2 5 BRIER R G2 R

e, RITRERMIZER (R 5) R R T 54
HRRTE MR AT — E RS 1R (5 K-
0.1), MMKRA, MELTHH IS, M
KA AN FE SR S = E A ITE B P, 1A
AT BT o7 R

3 GipSitie

ARICE G R R o7 X — 1, T
XK AU B 0] 4 3 2, 47 1 AR 7 A A
PR THT X /2 e T A JRU R B I ) 356 5% 1) A MR AR E %
PERZESE, WIB 1 R o AR AR A I A 0B % 114 325 3k i
G, DAL XU ) 3 A0 AR A B R 1 T B
S S WA, ATLE

(1) AR A AR AR AR Y BE AT A — S 7
FEMZES: WAWRIRAR R 2 T A, &
MREAZE IR AR B 00 Z oo M, B4
Bod/ Ny AN 5268 Fir A6 3 7 A= 6 4 4 X 3 U 4 4K
HT T IAF TR B OR 22 5, B 2 B2 T 7 3t Sk
PR B 4 R, b X 33 4k 48 19 52 e g B 8
FEAR o

(2) L 37 P JRr AE RREAR AR IR £ e
FLMBEIROR IR, il DX 3 97T 41 4 DU 2 A T ke 11 %
G PR P BRI A e £ A — e R
G, HR TR (0. 1) o MGEIT4EE R
B, WRFAERRT FAEE LM, ZHEZL
SR A RBNT AR TR AN
RE, MLHENE, R ERE,

(3) BB B AR P AT, i A A
PR IA T B A b T ORSF, d 50% R
RPN UENE BT B U R 27, H A
Ref i A 5 B W 3 B He 088 & (3
K64.3% ),

ETLL R, EH BSR4 1
AR A AT, AR SR ML e 31 2 AU, A7 BRI
—J7 T80 L FE 3 1) T CE I D X 3 9 41 4% B i
NIF . RIEMEATSEAE S, DLl fR B3R BT 1Y
TERRAT Y, A DA B A Y I8 i s 8 4 T 4
G AU S [ 1996 4F Bl S8 S 2F i A 4 [ R
e, 53— I R R PR Y 1 & AT B
BRI (AT BIR . IISE) , TR
W1 B Lt T30 P RS, AV 405 2R ) Bk 2 K e 2
LR, Rt R G s LR A 1 SO

BETZURAER L — NEFE RN H e
B A SR BEHOR J0X — a5, R T RE £
g ZLAG A HAR SO BT A R A g fE 2
SCA B T A R, X R AR N — 2
Epa i p L

SEH:

(1] @b o umE[M].
1996 45.

demt: NREH o R,



94 K% 2 4
[2] Fischler C. Consumers and food safety [ J]. Ocl-Oleagineux Corps (4).213 -221.
Gras Lipides, 2000, 7(5) : 443 —448. [14] WeaE, 220, T EBRESIERATRGE I fa R — XU
[3] von Alvensleben R. Effects of BSE on consumer attitudes and be- VB YEE L], O FRAEdR, 2008, 40(4) ; 456 —465.
haviour [ J]. Deutsche Tierarztliche Wochenschrift, 2002, 109 [15] ZR/NF. KBS EE 38 NGO putE M 2 h H R £ &
(8):335-337. DAL Z S BOHGE (] RO TR A2 4R
[4] Tversky A, Kahneman D. Judgment under uncertainty: Heuristics HaRl2ERR, 2008, 21(5) : 771 =776.
and biases [J]. Science, 1974 (185): 1124 -1131. [16] ZEkdAy, FfEk. RSP EETEALT]. AP InE
[5] Verbeke W, Viaene J, Guiot O. Health communication and con- K ASCHESRIERR, 2010, 49(4) . 99 —104.
sumer behavior on meat in Belgium; From BSE until dioxin [ J]. [17] ¥wemi, B84, Kt SEARAELT]. W RFE ).
Journal of Health Communication, 1999, 4(4) ; 345 -357. Prprt Rz, 2010 (2): 56 -60, 144,
[6] Neuwirth K, S Dunwoody, Robert J Griffin. Protection motivation [18] BUK. BMAEREAREE T M R SErgELT]. AR
and risk communication [ J]. Risk Analysis, 2000, 20(5) ; 721 3%, 2010 (10) ; 68 -72.
-734. [19] BHFIE, R, JEERA GO A 5 20— DUk
[7] Mark Tucker, Sherrie R Whaley, Jeff S Sharp. Consumer percep- MiEmEILT]. P EFHEVIE, 2011 (1) 62 -64.
tions of food-related risks [ J]. International Journal of Food Sci- [20] JE#EAE. B ARFE T FiE RS0 R 5 80—
ence and Technology, 2006 (41) : 135 —146. 2009 AEPEAE A [J]. BrELE#, 2010 (9): 13 -18.
[8] Lewis R E, M G Tyshenko. The impact of social amplification and [217] SRAEEE. 2 2R e 8 M fai d——k @ i = i E ke
attenuation of risk and the public reaction to mad cow disease in e[ J]. ErEicE, 2010 (11): 60 —63.
Canada [J]. Risk Analysis, 2009, 29(5) : 714 -728. [22] Z=50m, M. WERHIRMES SIESE( )], Bk
(9] EaMh, 2%, HaMEHRIESZAROHE]F[T]. K 224, 2011, 20(2) : 308 -313.
KEEFH: HSFAM, 2010 (4) @ 54 -58. (23] AbAf2R. HPIEESl . 148 I AQH 4R BTt S —— LA DI
[10] ZRrp, XBRE. KRN 5 EPIEE—K T 049 5 AR xS XARY AEILT]. Ol 2009 (9) : 44 -47.
PEAHC3 - 14 A7 RER BT )] IR R sl o [24] Wiy, JEL0EE, BUARR, 4. FERARXS SARS 17 &M KUK:
241, 2010 (4) : 136 - 139. WHBCDHATRI]. OH2R, 2003, 35(4): 546 —554.
[11] AL, ZLWEPE, EHBRE, 2. 6 XEE K EESFI X [25] Jensen K K. BSE in the UK; Why the risk communication strategy
B B LI [T ], K ES, 2012, 27(2) : 62 -66. failed [ J]. Journal of Agricultural & Environmental Ethics, 2004
(12] BEEGE, FPIHE. BTS2 AR 30 52 18 5 AR BL A3 B [T ] (17) : 405 -423.
RE2£, 2013, 28(3) : 170 - 175, 209. [26] Leiss W, A M Nicol. A tale of two food risks; BSE and farmed
[13] Pfister H R, Bohm G. BSE-Social psychological aspects of a con- salmon in Canada [J]. Journal of Risk Research, 2006, 9(8) :

(L

troversial risk [ J].

Zeitschrift Fur Sozialpsychologie, 2001, 32

891 -910.

Media Selection for Risk Information Acquisition of Undergraduates

Ma Hongxian" >** and Zhai Guofang®’

Faculty of Architecture and Civil Engineering , Huatyin Institute of Technology, Huaian 223001, China;

2. Laboratory for Urban Disasters and Public Security, Nanjing University , Nanjing 210093, China;

3. Department of Urban Planning&Design, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract; The media is the dissemination channel and carrier for information (including risk information) ,

and different groups of people often choose different media. Based on survey of BSE ( bovine spongiform encepha-

lopathy) risk, general characteristics and internal differences of Chinese undergraduates in media selection are ana-

lyzed by the integrated use of descriptive statistics, comparison of index and other methods. The results show that

D there is a certain degree of discrepancy when the different groups of undergraduates choosing newspaper. And

with the upgrade of city size, the influence of local mainstream newspaper is declining; (2) the online news is the

most important source of risk information for contemporary undergraduate ; (3) the risk perception of the undergradu-

ate group is some conservative on the whole. These findings provide insights into the understanding of the character-

istics of media selection of undergraduates, and can contribute to the improvement of risk communication and risk

management.

Key words; media; risk information; college students; BSE risk



