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Overview of Intention-Action Gap in Disaster Prevention Behaviour

W BT, SEmEETT, MAMGEHTT, JEAFRTT,
UNAGAMI Tomoaki, KOUDA Shigeo, OKAMURA Shinya, HORITA Tetsuro

Abstract Although one of the purposes of risk education is to change one’s behaviour by providing
knowledge on risk factors, definition of the term “behaviour” could be diverse. The gap
between intention and behaviour (i.e. intention-behaviour gap) is a long standing interest and
well documented issue in psychological research, and myriads of research findings support the
assumption that the power of intention is weak in terms of predicting the future behaviour. The
present paper reviews some of the major research on intention-behaviour gap to explain the
difficulty of forming risk aversive behaviour. The present paper first overview scientific
definition of behaviour as a psychological concept to establish a common understanding on the
nature of the very subject of risk education/communication. The authors then present evidence
supporting the prediction that the influence of intention on behaviour is weak, and provide
explanation on how people fail to maintain risk aversive behaviour from the viewpoint of the
theory of planned behaviour and fantasy realisation theory (FRT). In light of the findings of

the past research, the importance of distinguishing intention and behaviour was also discussed.
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MOEETHD EBZ LN EBERITIZONTHEL L

oo RERE LT, BENLITEH~ODRMN D XTI
MRDTHENEBZ LN TWD EFEFRTT D 2 EBNATRET
HAHI. ZOZ EIE, RBEMTENC RN D Z Lixan
EWIET B LD TIX WA, BBEOMILEZLLIT, TD%k
ICRFEDITEINET 2 B2 D2 L1k, < OBRAIT
D THRTH D LM ITHILIIFRETHAD. K
HTIE, KROBIEE LT, ZNETITE L OBEEM
FETHOWNWTHRIEL, VR MRPLEIBRDIZDDEE
RaAI o= a VICBWTHEEISNAREHERICD
W& L7,

6. F&o

URATRRBESCL S - B E B LEHERETH
FRENTVWBRRELERTHD N, BEL VI IESICET
MBI ERAESC, REEE L ATEIO R DZEIZ DOV T O PR
1%, FREHEREZOMTHIITREEL TV ARWEE X
bhd. EEEFBELT, EBELTHRIMTHL L%
RERMICERE T D EEH TS N EBEZONDD, KiRT
Wolo Lo, MFORELZHBFICL > TELESEDZ
ClE, A OE#SCRERE IOV C OB A Hi- 3 LI,
S TH LW ETHDEENR L.

AT, TERFERICES T ARREOAREIZE LT
WL L7211, U X7 5ERITENE BT 2 72 O TEhE
HOAERS, FTEIAFEICH SHIC < D E W ) FEINE
FICET DRI £ L T, FREDOGRICR LT
LINOREE (BN H EHVIEE) 2ROz L, A
B EBRFEORR L DEBEO LV H, #ELFICON
THEZDEBIT D EBZZDND. HDWIL, BZD
TEMNLHICHA T, BENRITEREICE CEET D
ZELHBERETH A S, LavL, [TENENED SITEIH
BOMIZIE, Hx 200 BMERABNMELTEY, &z
XY R 5REE R EONRRAETERmIND L5 72,
YHLBR DB & D XD AR A A, EOFEFE Y R
IRFATE Z T 5D THD EEXD T LI, %
BIEMIZZ L2 ERER SN D, ) A7 HFICENT,
BE SN TRk 2 RO ORI S BER
REFERT D EIFTR L TEBERAR DO TIERWR, *
D LD R RTIHEER L ATE 2K LT L bh
HUEERENTHAS.

AT, L VROVEEE 2R S 5720 OWFRIZ
LChimM Uiz, 72& i, BENEBN T & HEv K
BFTHDEVIHHEHICEESE, B2 6N NECKHER
IR OFEEZME S5 L) RET AR, BlEL LT
VA ERZDED bzt LOERZREIE, ANY R
I ~OREEZHET L L CEERERZH L2 ORL
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T THDEVAZLD. BT TIERL, VAT
KL THRPDATRERTDZENARTHD &V )R

(e. V) ZipEDZ L NEETHD Z L PrE
EFLTHIRMEIN TS, BEICEWRR Y 2 8ET 5
TR, ZhbOREEICH LTEA A2 X DA
MNHRETH D Z E EHMEIMEZ TV Z &2, Ko
VR 7RAC, U ATBIHA~OREEOEIZITHIETH
A9,

REFE L1782 0 < By, TERMZEICBOLTHL T
FLWREE LT, DV, FEOT—< L LTEE
LEET T D, BBE LATEOMICAET D EKN (eg., #t
ENLROFERE, BEREDHERE) [T 205%
LIFEED BND L HIThoTETEBY, BELITH L
ORfREEICHRT 5 LTI, BEMREOLZLT, T
BRIk 35 1T D BFIERC R A M S B AR S D MBS B b
HoNd. Lol, EHRNZEEEFRORREZ 8T 2
ECFRERE R — B L C, Fox BDEE OB RIGB OB,
HHWIY X7 aIa=br—a OB THEHT S
BRSO TE &V o e BIEOAREIZE LT, kb T
BERXDUBERENZ EERBLTNDLIENVIE Y. B
W REEE - ATENE WO ENEFNOERNE L o7z
AT RO BEIBIEEAT XD A OB RBFF =N DES,
Kt TR LD RAFTET ST EEMZ T L EX
BND. 5%hbILRHEEEL T, BELITEOE
RARET 2 X O 7 L ORMERCEIEOBRB AR5
EIATHDLEEZD.

#HiEE

AFaiX, 2007 4 8 AP S NI= BARKEFY X 7 #F%
DBV TE —FENRR LB E2RICER L. %
BOAMEKS TN - W Wi HEHE OB S &
WAL U BT E. HERCBR LT, MEMER, AR
m—RIS, FNENOHEMEICSIM L7322 A v
MeWwk7Z&EE L., b L&V LET.
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