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The Relationship Between Leisure Involvement and Place
Attachment of Leisure Activities: The Mediating Effect of

Restorative Perception

Lu-Hsien Chen”

Associate Professor, Department of Leisure Management, Taiwan Shoufu University

ABSTRACT

The purposes of the study emphasize on leisure activities participators, and investigate
the relationships among leisure involvement, restorative perception, and place attachment.
Besides that, we test the mediate effect of restorative perception. This study builds a model
and hypothesis according to literatures, and also collects 628 valid questionnaires from Tsung-
Yeh Arts and Cultural Center in Matou. Structural equation modeling (SEM) is applied to
test the cause relations between leisure involvement, restorative perception, and place
attachment, and further investigate the mediate effect of restorative perception. The result of
research is how leisure involvement has positive relationship with restorative perception.
When the leisure activities participators have higher level restorative perception, leisure
involvement has positive influence on place attachment. Restorative perception is a mediator
between leisure involvement and place attachment. Finally, according to the findings,
comprehensive discussion and recommendation are offered to leisure and recreation

practitioner and future researchers.
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