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AN UG RN s P e | METHOD

Dubois and Fraser (2013) state that approaching animals S - .. : SO WSS | 93 adults (ranging 18 to 65 years old) (males = 27, females
with the intention of feeding them endangers human 3 ) ) . VYL VAR = 66) participated in the present research.
safety. Yet people fail to see it as a serious form of animal TOFY A e . '
harm or risk to their own lives, thus, it is important to B e R B Participants completed an online quantitative
understand the reasons why people approach animals in A | .. | questionaire through Qualtrics (©Qualtrics 2017) which
the wild. Z _— b gathered demographic information (age and gender), how
B oSa\™ . VR | people viewed different animals (dangerousness, likability
According to Dalley et al. (2011), approaching wild .‘ b /L T WA e and percieved risk) as well as how closely they would
animals closely may be the result of the risk-taking Y s 0%k | AWy @S | gpproach wild animals to feed them
behaviour of the individual. If an individual is likely to T\ ~dh S ~ ;
engage in risk-taking behaviour, they may approach ~ P , = | Inaddition, the study used the Balloon Analogue Risk
animals more closely. : r AR == | Task (BART), Psychopy 2 (Version 1.8) which measures
15 AT ' risk-taking behaviour through the conceptual frame of bal-
However, it is also important to consider whether people YR N e R iBE 1) ancing the potential for reward versus loss.
do or do not approach certain animals because of their . N iz hv SUBRUMITINR S | BESTRT
perceived dangerousness (Caniglia, et al.,, 2016). This R )~ SRR Ik Data Analysis
suggests that perceptions of animals can affect how RO 7 T & | spss (version 22) was used to perform a multiple linear
closely different individuals would approach them. 7 R G NG R & regression. The dependent variable, i.e., distance people
WA RETE - & | arewilling to approach animals to feed them, was
B | transformed using square root transformation prior
AIM LN W N | &/ | analysisin order for the data to tend to a normal
distribution.

To investigate which factors influence the likelyhood that
people would approach a Lion (Panthera leo) or a Koala
(Phascolarctos cinereus) with the intention of feeding the
animal (age, gender, risk-taking behaviour, likeability,
dangerousness and percieved risk).

We used the backward stepwise method in order to
determine the best fit model for each species. Therefore,
the best fit model for the lion only included the
independent variable ‘dangerousness;, and for the koala,
the best fit model included two independent variables
‘likeability’ and ‘dangerousness’ The other variables were
not significantly related to the dependent variable, and
thus, they were not included in the results presented
here.

RESULTS

The best fit model exploring the relationship between the distance people would approach a lion to feed it and their
perceived dangerousness was significant (R2 =0.127, F(1,90)=7.20, p<.001). People would more likely keep a greater
distance from a lion when they perceive the lion as more dangerous (3 = 0.356, p<.001, figure 1).

CONCLUSION

o

- The findings of the present research indicate that
frestiaom : the percieved dangerousness of an animal can
influence how closely people would approach
lions and koalas in the wild. These results are

: . . . supported by Caniglia, et al. (2016) who suggested
that perceptions of animals influences the proximity
people will approach wild animals.
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It is important to consider this conclusion in the
Figure 1: Scatterplot of the estimated dangerousness index of the Lion in context of education as the results could contribute
relation to the distance people are willing to approach to feed the Lion to informing the public oh the dangers of interacting

with animals in the wild.

Furthermore, the results also indicated that two predictors explained the variance (R2 = 0.141, F(2,90) = 7.20, p = 0.003). - In addition, the results suggest that the

It was found that dangerousness significantly related to how closely a koala would be approached to feed in the wild likeability of animals, especially koalas, may

(B=0.272, p = 0.009, figure 2) as did likeability (3 = 0.203, p=0.048, figure 3). influence how closely people are willing to
approach them in the wild. Results from studies

; . | S A e s e - . such as this could help to inform the management
o ;. - e within tourism to minimise tourists’impacts on wild
B o - : B, ..., . animals such as koalas.
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g sl ® son @ g0 0 : - Overall, the results contribute to increasing
e e e . = awareness of the dangers involved when interacting
s ) . N ) with wild animals. Subsequently, the present study

Dis?tance to feed ;Koalain mete;i (Square rootfransformatior;; Diztance to feed ;Koalain met;is (square rooftransformati;i) aims to help prevent dangerous behaviours

: , Bay , which could endanger animals and risk human
Figure 2: Scatterplot of the estimated dangerousness index of the Figure 3: Scatterplot of the estimated likeability index of the Koala in

Koala in relation to the distance people are willing to approach to relation to the distance people are willing to safety by mform.mg and improving human and
feed the Koala approach to feed the Koala animal Safety p0|lcy.
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