2024 4 fiE
FRHENE R PR FBE BT BR BRI 2E )
FHBORR I R PGRER (42F)
HLRTERRE (% - 2 AN (4 AAS)

RS < HFHEE >
R ] 12:30~14:30

HEEE  OFEOBIRICHT- > TE, BEIOX—YOFHEOBMAEZ L HFHATHE LR E U,
O, BoAi SNT=BZRAM L 9o, @BIRUAZME 1L ET 2B A LS,
QOBZHMED 1HEFZT M TZ8ES) &, K4 Wi R4 %2, TEE] MIClEO2— FRESEZTLALTIEEN,
@fRZE, RIEICHR RS2 WRY AARGETITY 2 &,
OB E DR RN B D £ TRIBEM HIEBA RN T EE W (Fofth, BEBEOIERIIES Z L),

—f - fE=A




AT, 601225613FT13filoa—FEHEZICONT, ZhEZNMERHY £ T,

o213/ (133—F) ofhr s 2/ (23—F) ZBIRL UREL RS W,

7e2l, B—HELELEBDI— FESOMEIX, HFBRT L, £7, IMICOZEFRRAWIRICHET 22 &,

HED—F

ik 52 601 &t & 608
g st 602 wit ¢ 609
Hpe i 603 R A& 610
[N 604 PN S 611
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(1) BAROKREFHIZBIT S ETLRM (residential-industrial mixed land uses) | IZ2OWT, FOXREEFEDOWHFIZE R LN,
6 00FRE (bLIE, H#EE3 00V — NRE) TMHLARI W, 72720, LFOXF—U— RF22TH, ZALITIETHRE51< 2
&

F—T— N T¥ b (de—industrialization), RO AFZE (disadvantages of agglomeration), EEZEJE 1 (industrial milieu)

(2) BAROKRETHIZBWNT, METIEME (residential-industrial mixed land uses) | & & D EERREICKHALT B 7= DICITHOIL DL TFOEDY
FHAUZHONT, ZNEN4 0 OFFEE (b LIE, ENENEFE2 00V — FRRE) TR LRIV,
O THT7 38—k (factory apartment) DR

@ H2#E (business operator) &EHUIBIFER (local resident) & @ B472BfRDORESE

fRENIXAAGEE I3 RGE L 0D 2 &,



602

WEAEFNHORN 20 (1, £2LT2) BESNTEY, EHLLEFERTHONEL»EHHT 25 mEE X 5,
(1) f{HEaEHEFHC CVM (ARG 2 W55, MU Aadid ka3 L S,
[SIANERE S, TEIEFRX o 23EEZ V., O OFEICIE TREMTZ &,
(2) FFONTPEMRKND 2RBOMELE (Br, B2 &7T2) T2 HEEZHA LRIV,
(3) HEFFSN7Z2 ZOEENG, ELOLE2FEMT 20BN T 5 HEZHH LRIV, £OLDIIHTEB REMOT—F B Hih
X, ZORIZHOVTHER LRI,
HKNTH L FIECTIEEZ BRI, K EZ M CTHIATHZEREE L, 72720, MEICEET O OMPFE SN T D LT,
MR I A ARGE £ I3 0GEE VD Z &y

<PAFIE5EER >
There are two proposals (Plan 1 and Plan 2) to improve the promenade, and we are considering which of the two is appropriate to
implement.
(1) Propose the appropriate survey method when using the CVM (Contingent Valuation Method) for benefit estimation.
The two phrases "form of payment" and "response method" should be used in the answer, and these phrases should be underlined.
(2) Explain how to estimate the benefits of the two plans (B1 and B2) from the results of the survey results obtained.
(3) Explain how to choose which plan to implement from the estimated benefits of the two. If other data should be obtained for
this purpose, please mention them as well.
*The answers should describe the methods and procedures in detail. It is desirable to include mathematical formulas or charts in the
explanation. However, it is not necessary to include the numerical values themselves in your answers.

*Answers must be in Japanese or English.
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PLFo (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) OFPHEIHICT H7-0, HHistECE B3 TEbN D BRGSO E, B OZ O
NI 300 CFREE (L OBEATT 150words FRE) TG L7a SV, 728, K4 OFEICKH L THEOHGRSSHIERH 508, £ C%EHE
B AMEIT L, 1EEU FOBGRHEOETRED . £7-, AARBEAOBEGHLHETHH LT\, REICITAAREE I35
EAHWD T L.

(1) JEURIE D7 H1oD K]

(2) 2237 b T 1 DAL

(3) HEMHNEESE U 7o BRATPE S HIk D 754
(4) SREBYNC X 2B IRMED RN
(5) fEEHOR L
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W’ DILIE, Ben Wisner, Piers Blaikie, Terry Cannon, and Ian Davis ®"At Risk"(2004 4E)IZ331F 5 Vulnerability D €3 ThH 5.

To begin, we offer a simple working definition. By vulnerability we mean the characteristics of a person or group and their situation that influence
their capacity to anticipate, cope with, resist and recover from the impact of a natural hazard. It involves a combination of factors that determine the
degree to which someone's life, livelihood, property and other assets are put at risk by a discrete and identifiable event in nature and in society... [
] .... While all of these are components of people’s vulnerability, a building should be regarded as unsafe, rather than vulnerable; a settlement’s
location is hazardous, not vulnerable. We retain the term vulnerability for people only. The reason for this is straightforward: already the term

vulnerability has been appropriated for use in such a wide range of situations that it is in danger of losing its significance in relation to people and

hazards.

Ben Wisner, Piers Blaikie, Terry Cannon, and Ian Davis, At Risk Second edition, Routledge,2004, pp.11-12

(1) "At Risk" Tk 5415 Vulnerability (22T, 150 FFREE Tt L7g &,

(2)"At Risk"Cl%, Vulnerability {21z T Risk IZ2OWT FitDEENHH (H 1% Hazard TH 5).
R=HXV
COERPERT DL EBPI LISV,

(3) LFECED FHRERIZOWT, # D BARH)7: significance DINAEE L TEZXOLNDFNE 1 OZEF, HbET, TOHMBZBRZ I,

(4) "At Risk"® Vulnerability B4, KFEKE, BEAEHE LG L L DERRREE~OANEERMRE] ITHWD L LS, SARRERNB IO
PFEHANBEZONDD, BRI GIEHEIE, EKRETOREFHEIZET T, RAFVHRZR EOEEIIRR L ET).
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RORNZEZ RSV, BFEISC THEOBREZFET D 2 L, METAAEH D WVIIHGHEE LET,

1) &, D 2FEDHDOMBHHRFEEERET, ENENOMEE p1 =1 | py =4 & LET, HAADOHR R, & TEEHRIAR KD K
INCHE2HNDELET, HAADX & x, DEGELTHE DMAEDE (x990, %24) & TDEZDEANADEHKEEZ KD E W,

AN ADZIHBIEL : uy = x14%4

FRENOR x4 +4x,, =8

2) 1) IZBITDMEAADHEExNTFHTHY . BAAIX, FHICE > THREL R EABOHEE Il L- T HEEONRD E LET,
TDEE x30= x5 0V FET, HABOIHBEAEuNROE D ICEZBND & E, ROMOBLIVOIZEZ RSV,

O ALBOHMAOMEWE LET, ZOX 2, A2 ORFEAZEEANIIERED LWV IHAHED b & THESOIRREZRHN 3 2 B & U
WE T D

@ WERKRIZTD XD 70x40 Xp4. X DRAHBDEE, ZTOLEOMEAA L BOBAKIELZRD RS,

AN B DZIHEIEL - up = x5

SRRSO - W = uy + ug

3) 2) IZBFLIZWIZHONT, WOEIITBEABOIHuglZ 7 =4 baznFHELET, Z0LE, UTOFRFOBLIVQ@DE & TW A i
RIZT D LD a0 R 2RO,
W = u, + aug

O EANADHEEx T T a0 E D KEWD

@ EABOBHADOTU =A haldl LW KREW (a>1)
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TIAF v 7 HO < HEREMEICET AU TOMWICT R TEZL RS,

(1) TFI7AF v 7z HBREMEZEEET T, ThoPsISREIShL2ERN L ED T, MEEHHA LR SV,

(2) TIAF v 2O HBREMBEICHR D BADIEBIRIIFEHLZ & Z ORFUZ SV THI L7 &0,

(3)  (2) DA THAM LIZIRADWARIZENS THERN ED X 5 B E 2RI 2 LN TE 20 iEMEICB T 2 Bl A7 & BB E X5,
i LR Sy,
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Tversky & Kahneman(1974)*1%, #iglfl O 2 WEBIRED HELE LT, LFD 325Dt 22— U AT 4 7 A%FEFTW5D, ThEhDE =
—URT 4 7 RZHONT, BRGIZZET TR L2 S0,

(1) fx#FEMe 22—V 25 1 7 A(representativeness heuristics)
(2) FIHATEEM: € = — U 27 ¢ 7 A(availability heuristics)
(8) 7> %V > 7 (anchoring)

* Tversky, A. and Kahneman, D., Judgment under Uncertainty: Heuristics and Biases Science, New Series, Vol.185, No.4157.
(Sep.27,1974), pp.1124-1131.
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Bl EHERLC T 5 T A8 — - L— 2O T, MEZHWTHB LR S,
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BEEHIPNE TO RIS & D6 LR OIRGEC OV Thint &

fREDBRCIE, ROFAFELLTHND Z &, SHFEOHMIERFIMER OER L T5. ALPICEMFHEZ HOTESEEITE, SHEON
HIRFCA HREIC T2 5I< 2 &,

MERUZ KX D5k AT K 5>l MERRIC K 23 F = A2 — « N—J— LA
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WIXEDE I R b DNREZ b0 (RS HIVE,

METANC 31T D BORIRE DB Z 08T 2 LT, 3 —RT7 7 4 XL MENFOER
7 &, Fio, BERZRABEA R E2ET THUMDR,

ZOMERZET), S LRSSV, 22k, fmikich 72> T, RSO BT
WETIE U THARK 2 N TH Ly,
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XKoLt [ A J~[ ] Jicowt [] NOERKEOhCR EYRENEZ 1 2T, EAMICET L7 7y b & FER DR

FE S 2 A LRI W, BB E RN L,

(1) DITF I T2 cil@ans-d2¥%ol4s [ B ] cowcod|Atd2 (7L [ A ][ B ] #FH53mL),

r

JEUSER 3 2280, 1997, TGO thaxsf/NGEd] | HZEE, p28l. 7z72L. [ A ][ B 1 i¥TL

A [1.F7arrs 2. 7—a— 3. TA7a— 4. PV An]
B [1. E£EAMEE 2. £45100E 3. AR 4. EHWESHR]

(2)  LUME MEa/hip) il n-ttafEikcls oM [ C ] icowtoslitd s,

o —
]

THISHIE 2240, 1997, TCHhR) tha/hEest) |, A2/, p334.

C [1. {58 2. Y41 3. EMRE 4. MoriE]

AR RR—DICHLEENHYFET



Wik

(3) HERICE W THENROWH, Tk COEELZIRA 2 0 IcRT2HARZ [ D ] v,

o

D [1.AXVIeRFMNY— 2. 94T7R ) — 3. 724 R —}F 4. 724 AT —7])

(4) SRY VISR EAEEBLERy A —0EE0TEIZ [ E | T°h 3,

E [1. 77 F 945 =X 2. igotts 3. g ettsa 4. FT0EK]

(5)  thERMER E VOB ERIN L 2R EE [ F ] Th 2,

F [1.LVyvyy 2. 784 3. a—n<v 4. <4¥—]

6)  NA=viEERMMLERGTsEC [ G ] el RiRRLL,

G [1.773I— 2 HNMWEKR 3.FRE 4. EHIEMH]

() »~=riEF [ H ] 2RL, BEHOV RGO ) OHEEMZIERML 72,

H [1. BFEHEREE 2. 23a=F4+RAZ7— 3. aia=F4 - -EALTAVY 4 KEEZeR)

(8 HEEMMTE (FPEOHCHH 3 [ I ] 22E&EI¢-METH 2,

I [1.2VvX 2. Ry 3. ~—bv 4. =Y X]

AR RR—=DICLHENHYFET



9) 7 U ARDE LN DR D D BB OB ED 2 —v 2z s [ ] JIZREEWIRICE T 2 IHARBE 2 BEtd 2 Ecimf s n s,

J ey =7- 70 2. LXUREMBGE 3. uP X7 4 v Z7EIESHT 4. WF0H7]
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(1) i - WHECBAT DL F OFHEEIC OV THBI L2 S0,
1) ADL

2) TADL

3) BPSD

4) HUsOFE SR o 2 —

5) MMESEEME (V7 ~x Y ¥ —)

(2) ~ATBEE—V a3 VT AU TORMIZEZ 2 S0,

D 2 a)~(e )AL RFEEEX IV,
VAT RE— g iE, WHORN 1986 £ ( a ) EEICBWTIRE L2 LWMEREBIC S ERERIECH Y, TAx2ALD (b ) X0k
EBEKEZa ba—L L, WETLHZENTELHLICTLH I rER] EERIND, ~NATRE—TarOoOiF#HE LT, @ENR (¢ )
BRSO, @EL3ETS ((d ) OflE, (e ) HEHORL, HARD AT LOM E, ~LAY—E 2D AR ZET STV 5D,

2) WHEDO~VATnE—T a2 AGENE, REEELCELEO T, LR T 72 TE, ARICHEIC 2D L5 BRI HEE ST D, YDk o7
FAHED OB RN, fFilE 2 2ZF, E D OBRIZ L > THIFF SN DN RIC OV T HIR R Z 0y,

(3) BIZ, 28 HED 1974~2011 FZIB 1T 2 Frigts 2 L EHRMOKEL R LI b D TH 5, LZRITBSIRTOFTSH & & FFm O AL | A RITHR O
SRR X DTG HE AR R OFTEE L LA FMmOEEZ 7y LT bDTHL, ZNLHDONLDLND Z L alk~a S,

HEEFEFEO-HE|BML TLEEA,

(H{#) Neumayer, E., & Pliimper, T. (2016). Inequalities of income and inequalities of longevity: a cross-country study. American journal of public health, 106(1), 160-165.
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(1) #HHEEFOFHICETIMHATH S, ZM(a )~ ( £ ICADIBEYRFEEZZE 230,
A A« U—=21F, (a ) EVRMHIMIIZZHNEWD (b ) BFEE, BTOERICHW:Z, LT, V—RIL, HHiTELT
A& DOHSEEDS (¢ ) BEEi kv s ( d ) BUERICEESIT NS L HICR b 2 L 2R L,

Voo T BAT T, (e ) FIROETHESFZERH L, HHE2 LT HOFEEZHEA D LW ERELZ B Z o7,
HATIVHIZEDZEM T 7o—F1% [( f ) #H2%) LFEEh-,

(2) WHLY=F—ICHTLHATHD, 22 g )~ (k )ICADEERFELZEFEZ RSV,
WoMboRERIT (¢ ) HEELEITSE, ( h ) FEETAVEZ—RKIES T2, 1970 RO BAROFIMEETIE, (1) ¥
D& L REHNERIITON, (§ ) MiXOEXRGER - L8RS, EEE), 786070l E e EAESREZ KD 5
ZERIIEE R ST, T O OIEEZ AR E LT, EIE Z 7 EBERARICL. (k) FRICE D2 LMD BURS MO RGN 4
KT oTe,

(3) AADOHIHTH OB EDO—>TH D HaHiHBE AT IOV TLELFORWNIZEZ RSV,

O MoHIHERE T ZEDOL IR AL (F) ITE o TRV IS TWD Dy, HakiEETET ] Ot zHi L S,

@ LEROTETLI 5, UskHiHBEMNET] OfSEDTHRIZWD Ax (B) HNENNEIIR LI LT, UaHiHEET ] 1ZB80\W T2
A% (J8) 12 K2 SRR ASHERF S el 7B 2 3B L 22 S0,
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